
 PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Wednesday, February 13th, 2013 
Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A101 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the February 13th, 2013, 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 (via conference call); Nancy Ellis, East Grand Forks City Planning; Rich 
Romness, Grand Forks City Engineering; Jane Williams, Grand Forks City Engineering; Dustin 
Lang, NDDOT- Grand Forks District; Brad Gengler, Grand Forks Planning; Dale Bergman, 
Grand Forks Cities Area Transit; and Greg Boppre, East Grand Forks Consulting Engineer. 
 
Guest(s) present were:  Peg O’Leary, Grand Forks Historic Preservation Commission; Nick 
West, KLJ; and Stephanie Hickman, FHWA-Bismarck (via conference call). 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO 
Planner; Amber Boll, GF/EGF MPO Intern; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office Manager. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Haugen stated that because there are some new faces here today, he would ask that everyone 
please state their name and the organization they represent. 
 
SUSPEND AGENDA 
 
  

1. Federal Highway Initiatives 
 
Stephanie Hickman, FHWA, stated that she would like to give a brief presentation on some 
things related to MAP-21 and Planning and Environmental Linkages (a copy of the presentation 
is included in the file and available upon request). 
 
Hickman reported that the information she is discussing today is out of MAP-21, and is 
something they are in the process of working toward.  She explained that Congress directed the 
Secretary of Transportation to establish performance measures in several areas, including safety 
and traffic operations, and added that some of the performance management items did fall under 
Planning and Programming, and that is what she is going to go over today. 
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Hickman commented this presentation is actually a new link they have on the Federal Highway 
public website, so you can go to it and find out more about performance based planning and 
programming.  She explained that the overall performance management program does require 
Federal Highway to establish national performance measures within 18 months from the start of 
MAP-21, so eighteen months after October 1st, 2012.  She added that all the States will then have 
one year in which to set theirs, which puts us two and a half years into MAP-21, and then the 
MPOs will have six months after that to establish theirs.   
 
Boppre reported present. 
 
Hickman reported that Federal Highway-North Dakota and FTA have requested a peer exchange 
on performance management for all three of the North Dakota MPOS.  She stated that this was 
just submitted on Monday, so there isn’t any word on whether or not it has been approved.   
 
Hickman referred to the next slide on Planning and Environmental Linkages, and stated that this 
particular initiative allowed information developed in the planning stage to be used in the 
environmental stage.  She said that this is a formal, agreed upon process that is used at the state 
level, and that uses criteria established by Federal Highway that says that if it is met it qualifies 
as a PEL process. 
 
Hickman referred to the next slide, Every Day Counts, and reported that it is an initiative the 
Federal Highway Administration started in 2010, that focuses on streamlining project delivery 
and program approaches in innovative technology so that we can shorten project delivery overall. 
 
Hickman reported that PEL is one of the initiatives of Phase I, which was during the 2010-2011 
period, and they did sit down with the NDDOT and a representative for the MPOs, and 
collaborated on the Draft PEL Process, which, to her knowledge the State has not yet signed off 
on.  Johnson stated that that is correct, adding that it has been put on the back burner until they 
are done dealing with some other issues they have going on right now.   
 
Hickman commented that Phase II just kicked off in August, and it will go through the next two 
years.  She referred to a slide, and pointed out that on the right side of the slide it lists the 
initiatives that are being brought out for Phase II.  She stated that the last five initiatives:  1) High 
Friction Surfaces; 2) Intersection and Interchange Geometrics; 3) Geospatial Data Collaboration; 
4) Implementing Quality Environmental Documentation; and 5) SHRP2 National Traffic 
Incident Management Responder Training were not rolled off this past fall along with the rest of 
the EDC2, but were rolled out this spring instead and they are called Twenty-first Century 
Technologies, and they will have more information on them in about April. 
 
Hickman stated that the next slide is another new planning initiative called the “Public 
Involvement Reference” tool.  She explained that is lets you see what the state agencies have in 
terms of public involvement opportunities.   
 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, February 13th, 2013 
 
 

 3 
 

 

Hickman referred to the last slide and pointed out that it shows links to each of these pages and 
initiatives.  She added that, as indicated, they were told that a guidebook will be out soon for 
Performance Based Planning and Programming.   
 
Information only. 
 
RESUME AGENDA 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
Haugen declared a quorum was present. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE DECEMBER 12TH, 2012, AND JANUARY 9TH, 2013,  
MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
Lang pointed out that his title is incorrect on both sets of minutes.  He stated it should read:  
Dustin Lang, NDDOT-Grand Forks District. 
 
MOVED BY LANG, SECONDED BY WILLIAMS, TO APPROVE THE DECEMBER 12TH, 
2012, AND JANUARY 19TH, 2013, MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE SUBJECT TO THE CORRECTION DISCUSSED ABOVE. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
   
MATTER OF UPDATE ON KENNEDY/SORLIE BRIDGE PROJECTS 
 

Haugen referred to the Scope-Of-Work for the Kennedy Bridge Study, included in the packet, 
and pointed out that C2HM Hill is the consulting firm MNDOT hired to perform this study.  He 
stated that they are still looking at various options, either to rehab it or to replace it.  He added 
that they have identified a study area that is basically 1,000-feet on either side of the bridge.   
 
Haugen commented that under replacement you should note that there are three alternatives 
listed that they have scoped out.  He added that there has been discussion on doing a replacement 
project that would allow the existing bridge to remain in service throughout the replacement 
process, which would mean doing a new alignment for the bridge.   
 
Haugen reported that KLJ has been hired to perform the Sorlie Bridge Study, and has already 
worked through Phase 1.  Nick West, KLJ, added that they are currently in the process of 
working on the Scope-Of-Work for Phase 2 of this project, and hope to have it done soon. 
 
Williams asked if they have gotten detailed enough to the point that they have determined that if 
the Kennedy Bridge is replaced and realigned, what the elevation will be, are they going to raise 
it.  Haugen responded that he doesn’t think they have gotten to that point yet.  Noehre 
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commented that the first order of business will be to address Pier 6, to come up with a 
recommendation on how best to fix that issue. 
 
Haugen reiterated that the schedules for these bridge projects are: 
 
 Kennedy in 2016  
 Sorlie in 2018 
 
Information only. 
 
MATTER OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC ANALYSIS CENTER (ATAC) SCHOOL SAFETY 
STUDY (VALLEY, SCHROEDER AND SOUT POINT SCHOOLS) 
 
Ellis stated that she really doesn’t have much to add to the discussion this body held at its 
December meeting, which is when we went over the draft improvements for each school.  She 
said that they held a meeting two weeks ago with the schools and Safe Kids, and went over the 
respective recommendations for each school. 
 
Ellis commented that one of the issues that came up for Schroeder was that Safe Kids has been 
working with the middle school to try to alleviate some of the traffic congestion in the two 
parking lots.  She explained that one of the lots actually belongs to Kelly Elementary, but a lot of 
the parents will drive through that lot to pick up their kids at the middle school, however there is 
no left turn so they swing out which causes a problem with the parents that are entering into the 
middle school parking lot, so Safe Kids has requested they restripe or reconfigure the two lots so 
that they maintain more of a separation between them.  She stated that ATAC was a little 
concerned that there was too much “engineering” involved with this, however they reminded 
them that in past ATAC studies they have been able to look at restriping or reconfiguring the 
parking lot without going into specific detail.  She said that they did add some turn lanes coming 
out of the parking lot, one that would allow right turns only and one that would allow left turns 
only.  She stated that they also suggested the idea of remote parking for the middle school, 
maybe having a different location for parents to sit and wait to keep them away from the 
entrances and congestion. 
 
Ellis stated that another issue is buses that will pull into the middle school site, and when you 
add a bus into a drive through area, now you are causing additional congestion by having two or 
even three cars parking by each other and cars trying to go around buses, etc., so the other 
suggestion ATAC made since the last time we discussed recommendations was to keep the buses 
out of the parking lots, or at least have them wait until the majority of the dismissal had been 
completed.  
 
Ellis reported that for Valley and South Point schools ATAC suggested adding some additional 
parking.  She stated that South Point would do that just to the east, where some of the teachers 
and staff could park, thus leaving a drive-through and additional areas for parents to park when 
they pick-up and drop-off students. 
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Ellis stated that ATAC also suggested moving the bike-rack from the east side to the west side.  
She pointed out that when you enter South Point there is a Safe Routes to School sidewalk that 
comes in and a majority of the bicycle students are first crossing the traffic on 13th then they are 
crossing traffic going through the drive-through lane just to get to the bike racks, so we are 
asking them to weave through traffic to get to the bike rack, so we are suggesting they be moved 
closer to the school.  She commented that Safe Kids has put funding in for the bike racks, so we 
are pushing the schools to put in the cement pad, then Safe Kids will put in more racks.    
 
Ellis reported that it was suggested that additional parking be put in at Valley, off of their playing 
field area, as well as some sign corrections.  She stated that they noticed there was striped 
parking right up against some of the entrance and exit doors, which they found strange, to have a 
door that would open right into a parking space, so it was suggested that they change some of 
that parking to make it more open and accessible to the students. 
 
Ellis commented that the long-term suggestion for all schools is to consider the Hawk or the 
hybrid beacons in the future, to do studies to see if it would be something that would enhance the 
student’s abilities to cross the street at 32nd Avenue South due to the amount of traffic on that 
roadway. 
 
MOVED BY GENGLER, SECONDED BY BERGMAN, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE FINAL REPORT FOR THE ATAC SCHOOL SAFETY STUDY FOR 
VALLEY MIDDLE SCHOOL, SCHROEDER MIDDLE SCHOOL, AND SOUTH POINT 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.  
 
FAREWELL TO NANCY ELLIS AND WELCOME TO AMBER BOLL 
 
Haugen asked Nancy Ellis to give a brief overview of her new job duties as the City Planner for 
the City of East Grand Forks.   
 
Ellis stated that she is now working full-time for the City of East Grand Forks as the City 
Planner, under a new department called “Community Development”.  She explained that it 
includes transit, building inspections and permits, planning, facilities maintenance, energy 
savings, and green step city.  She said that she calls it the “junk drawer” as it seems like anything 
someone is doing they don’t want to do she gets its.  She added that she also does snow removal 
and mowing violations, changing of the liquid soap dispensers in the men’s bathroom before the 
Governor comes, and fixing the men’s urinal and tighten toilet seats, so she is a jack of all trades 
now.  Hickman commented that they always say that if they don’t know what else to do with 
something they give it to the planner.  Lang asked if she would still be a member of the 
Technical Advisory Committee.  Ellis responded that she would, so you will still see her once a 
month. 
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Haugen said that with Nancy’s vacancy the MPO is receiving applications until February 22nd, so 
if anyone knows anyone that might be interested in the position, please tell them to look at our 
website for more information on the position, as well as for an application packet. 
 
Haugen then introduced Amber Boll, the MPO’s newest intern.   
 
Boll stated that she is a senior at UND in the Geography Department, with an emphasis on Urban 
Planning.  She said that she is in the process of hearing back from graduate schools for this fall, 
and will be with the MPO until the end of May. 
 
MATTER OF NDDOT SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL (SR2S) APPLICATIONS 
 
Haugen referred to the packet, and pointed out that it includes copies of the three applications the 
City of Grand Forks submitted to the MPO for consideration.  He asked if either Ms. Williams or 
Mr. Romness would like to go over the projects briefly. 
 
Williams stated that the first project, Permanent Solar Powered Speed Minder Radar Signs – 
citywide, is one they worked on with Safe Kids to identify the sites where these would go.  She 
said that they checked with Mark Aubol, Street Superintendent, and he is able to take over the 
maintenance of them once they are in.   
 
Williams reported that the second project is equipment to flash school beacons in emergencies – 
citywide.  She explained that currently their beacons are all on timers, and those timers do not 
have enough slots to accommodate all the days kids are off, so they programmed the majority of 
them and then the rest of the time they just flash whether there is anyone there or not.  She added 
that another problem they have with them is that in an emergency, if we let kids out early for any 
reason, or school starts late they can’t flash the beacons to let motorists know.    
 
Williams commented that the third project is a sidewalk infill project.  She said that there are 
several portions of sidewalks that are on school property, or adjacent to it, and we are asking for 
funds to complete them.  She stated that the other one is along 24th Avenue South where the 
proposed crosswalk would cross the English Coulee, there is a piece of sidewalk missing there 
that would connect all those patio homes. 
 
Haugen reported that all three of these projects have been submitted through the City’s process 
for approval, as well as to the MPO, and they have been reviewed by staff and it is felt that they 
are consistent with our Long Range Transportation Plan and agree with the priority ranking 
given them, so we recommend approval. 
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY BOPPRE, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE LIST OF CANDIDATE PROJECTS FOR THE FY2014 SAFE ROUTES 
TO SCHOOL AS BEING CONSISTENT WITH THE LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN AND TO GIVE THEM PRIORITY RANKING. 
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MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF NDDOT TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (TAP) 
APPLICATIONS 
 
Haugen reported that this is the MAP-21 program that is a consolidation of the former Safe 
Routes to School, Transportation Enhancements, and Recreational Trails programs.  He pointed 
out that the last solicitation for Safe Routes to School was to deplete old SAFETEA-LU funds 
from the program, so that is why it was done as a separate solicitation this time in North Dakota. 
 
Haugen commented that because North Dakota was doing a separate Safe Routes to School 
solicitation, they did not include Safe Routes as an eligible activity in the Transportation 
Alternatives Program solicitation this year.  He added that Grand Forks has submitted three 
projects, and Mr. Romness will go over them briefly. 
 
Romness reported that the number one project is the Historic Preservation of Granitoid Pavement 
in the Near South Side Historic District.  He explained that the Granitoid Pavement there is over 
100-years old now, and some of it is still able to be preserved, so they are looking at a program 
that will help extend the life of that pavement beyond the 100-years, but in doing that there is 
some granitoid that needs to be delisted, however the Historic Preservation groups do not want to 
delist anything until we have a program for preserving what is left, so we are working on getting 
that taken care of. 
 
Romness stated that the second project is a shared use path along South 42nd Street.  He 
explained that they received a petition with 130 signatures for a shared use path on 42nd and a 
connection to 32nd, so they are including that with an extended shared use path on the west side 
of 42nd Street between 17th Avenue South and 24th Avenue South.  Williams added that this will 
eliminate the bike riders using our continuous left turn as a bike trail down the center of the 
street, which is what they are doing now. 
 
Romness said that the third project is a shared use path extension along DeMers Avenue from 
South 42nd Street to South 48th Street.  He explained that this has been a project for quite some 
time, however they have found that they need an easement or some right-of-way from the 
railroad, so it was dropped from number one to number three while they work on getting that 
right-of-way.  He stated that this is an area that is used enough by pedestrians and bicyclists that 
there is a current trail in the dirt.   
 
Haugen reported that these three projects were approved by the City Council for submittal to the 
MPO, and staff concurs that they are all consistent with our Long Range Transportation Plan, 
and agree with the priority ranking, so we recommend approval. 
 
MOVED BY BOPPRE, SECONDED BY ELLIS, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE LIST OF CANDIDATE PROJECTS FOR THE FY2014 
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TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM AS BEING CONSISTENT WITH THE 
LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND GIVE THEM PRIORITY RANKING. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.   
 
MATTER OF DRAFT RFP FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY DIGITAL PHOTOS 
 
Haugen reported that this project is in the MPO’s Annual Work Program and involves updating 
our pavement management system.   
 
Kouba stated that, basically, since 2003 the MPO has been updating our digital imagery of our 
right-of-ways, and this is our third go-around for this.  She said that they are just looking to a 
condition analysis through these photos. 
 
Kouba commented that, as the RFP reads currently, its definite that we have the classified roads, 
and we will be giving the opportunity for both the Cities of Grand Forks and East Grand Forks to 
come in on the project to do the local road if they so wish to.  She added that she talked to East 
Grand Forks and they are behind doing the local roads, so that will be their option.  She said that, 
mostly, with that option your looking at mostly getting a cost a benefit by reducing the cost for 
the consultant to come up here and do the actual work as opposed to coming up for the MPO and 
then coming up individually for the cities. 
 
Kouba stated that other than that there’s no real difference between what we have done in the 
past and with this current RFP, so we are looking for a recommendation to approve the RFP. 
 
Noehre asked if they were only doing the imagery or are they doing the pavement condition 
assessment.  Haugen responded that this RFP is only for the imagery, the pavement condition 
assessment will be a separate RFP.   
 
Haugen explained that, as they discovered in their work program when drafting it last 
November/December, the MPO is only going to be paying for the federally eligible roadways, 
which are the functionally classified roadway, so we will do them as we always have, in both 
directions, and then as Teri described, we have approached both cities to see if they want to have 
the RFP include an option for them to tag along at 100% their cost to have their local streets 
done in one direction, and that is how the RFP is drafted. 
 
Williams asked, to be consistent with MAP-21, could we say something other than “imagery” on 
the title of the RFP.  She stated that it is really right-of-way asset management inventory that we 
are doing, so maybe it should indicate that in the title. 
 
Johnson referred to the RFP document and pointed out that the scope of work states that the 
images will aid the cities in right-of-way related inventories, maintenance and budgeting, and to 
assist in the developing of pavement conditions ratings.  He asked how this helps the MPO 
planning process.  He said that there should be some language added that indicates how this ties 
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back to the MPO planning process.  Haugen responded that staff would draft language to that 
effect and submit it for NDDOT’s review, but would like to have the Technical Advisory 
Committee take action contingent upon approval of said language.  Johnson agreed that that 
would be fine. 
 
Ellis asked if staff had had a chance to talk to ICON yet about importing the pictures to the 
program.  Kouba responded that it looks like you can, after doing some investigation you can 
bring in some pictures into the individual inventory as it is right now.  Ellis stated that that was 
part of their question, that if they are getting this imagery it would be nice to be able to have the 
imagery with the segments in their ICON Pavement Management Software so that way when 
they click on a segment the imagery comes up with it, or is there, so they wanted to know if this 
was something they manually have to do, at an additional cost, or if there is a way that they can 
upload them, so that was their question for Teri, how that worked.  Kouba responded that you 
can but it would have to be done manually, on your own. 
 
MOVED BY BOPPRE, SECONDED BY GENGLER, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE RIGHT-OF-WAY IMAGERY RFP SUBJECT TO NDDOT 
CONCURRENCE OF ADDITIONAL SCOPE-OF-WORK LANGUAGE AS REQUESTED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.   
 
MATTER OF DRAFT RFP FOR FREIGHT RAIL ACCESS STUDY 
 
Haugen reported that this RFP is for our Freight Rail Access Study.  He explained that this was a 
request that we received from the local Economic Development Corporation, plus in our Long 
Range Transportation Street and Highway meeting with the Stakeholders they were very 
interested in this topic as well, so in our 2013 work program we have initiated a study to identify 
how to get better access between freight and rail in Grand Forks and East Grand Forks 
 
Haugen commented that the scope of work was drafted, and he knows that Mr. Johnson will have 
similar comments on it that he did on the previous RFP, to clarify how this ties back into the 
MPO planning process.  He said that Mr. Johnson has submitted some draft language for us to 
consider to do that. 
 
Haugen said that they are essentially trying to figure out how to address an interest on the 
economic development side of life to have industry come in to Grand Forks, with a lot of that 
interest stemming from work related to the Bakken oil reserves.  He stated that one of the 
concerns or issues they are hearing is limited rail access for those industries, so we are trying to 
assist them by identifying the areas along the rails that are available, and what type of typical 
costs at a planning level there would be to improve rail access.  He added that they are also 
asking the consultant to look at our street network as they try to identify places where increased 
rail activity might be, as well as freight activity that would impact our street and highway 
network. 
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Haugen stated that one important component of this is to ensure that the quiet zones that we just 
established aren’t affected, and/or negated in some areas if we allow increased freight/rail 
activities.   
 
Haugen commented that he should highlight that he used the geography of the Federal Aid 
Adjusted Urban Boundary as he didn’t want to include the entire MPO study area, but also didn’t 
want to limit it to just inside the city limits of both cities, so he used the adjusted Federal Aid 
Urban Boundary for the geography of the study limits. 
 
Romness asked if this study will also establish freight corridors.  Haugen responded that this 
study does not have that in its scope of work.  He said that they do have established truck routes.  
Hickman responded that, if she heard the question correctly, doing a freight study that identify 
appropriate corridors could potentially be eligible if you wanted to expand this RFP, although 
they would have to discuss it further with the NDDOT, but freight plans are eligible but you 
would have to discuss the details.  Gengler asked if this aid area include that area east of the 
former landfill.  Haugen responded that it does, it goes out to 69th.   
 
Romness said that he thinks it would be advantageous to include the establishment of freight 
corridors.  Haugen responded that his hesitation is that we do have a budget on this that did not 
include that option, and by adding it he isn’t sure how that would increase the cost of the study, 
nor where those costs would be absorbed.  Noehre asked if this it could be included as an 
optional item.  Haugen responded it could, adding that it might then give us an idea of how to 
budget it for next year if needed.  He asked Mr. Romness for clarification as to what it would 
mean to be designated a freight corridor versus what it is currently designated, a truck route.  
Romness responded that the he thinks the idea behind the corridor is the MAP-21 link, that it 
should be more of a system than a route. 
 
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY BERGMAN, TO FORWARD A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE RFP FOR THE FREIGHT RAIL ACCESS STUDY SUBJECT TO NDDOT 
CONCURRENCE OF ADDITIONAL SCOPE-OF-WORK LANGUAGE, AS REQUESTED, 
AND THE INCLUSION OF AN OPTIONAL ITEM TO ESTABLISH FREIGHT 
CORRIDOR, IF POSSIBLE. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF UPDATE ON STREET AND HIGHWAY PLAN UPDATE 
 
Haugen referred to the packet, pointing out that it includes some graphs that show growth areas, 
and that the staff report states that the City of Grand Forks has been addressing some potential 
changes to their land use plan to accommodate growth.  He explained that one of the first things 
the staff report highlights is adopting a higher rate of growth for the planning horizon.  He stated 
that the current rate is .9%, which is slightly higher than the last decade of growth which was at 
.7% per year, but the City is in the process of adopting a new rate of 1.2%.   
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Haugen referred to the staff report and pointed out that he highlighted the fact that if we were 
sticking to the 9% per decade growth rate we would be dealing with a future population of 
roughly 68,000 people, but using the 1.2% rate we are now addressing 74,000 people.  
 
Williams asked, if 1.2% if high, and 9% is mid, and 6% is low, is it supposed to be 12% for the 
high.  Haugen responded it should. 
 
Haugen commented that, as he wrote in the statement, our forecasted population in the 2035 plan 
was 74,300, and now our 2040 plan will be 74,200, so our plans will are going to be essentially 
working off the same population forecasts now, where previously we would have been working 
off of 68,000, or less people. 
 
Haugen reported that on the land use side, particularly in the southwest quarter of the City of 
Grand Forks, there is some switching of the forecasted land uses, with the general sense that it 
will be more commercial and less residential.  
 
Haugen stated that for East Grand Forks there were no substantial changes to the growth, it was 
at 1.2% because the last decade saw them growing at that rate, so it was continued on. 
 
Haugen reported that they then took those growth rates, and working with both cities identified 
where they thought we would be in 2025 and 2040.  He explained that for this transportation plan 
they are doing and interim travel demand forecast to the year 2025.   
 
Haugen referred to a power point presentation (a copy of which is included in the file and 
available upon request), and went over it briefly. 
 
Haugen stated that there are three additional slides, not included in the packet, that deal with 
financial information (copies of these slides are included in the file and available upon request). 
 
 Loss of Purchasing Power Graph from 2035 
 
Haugen explained that as we go out further into the planning horizon we will be able to buy less 
and less project because the costs are escalating faster than the revenue stream coming in, and 
this graph indicates how we are shifting everything ten years, or adding ten years.        
 
 Financial Forecasts Revenue 
 
Haugen reported that on the North Dakota side they have agreed that a reasonable forecast of 
future revenue is a growth of 3% per year.  He said that they are taking their historical 
expenditure of projects through the T.I.P. document.  He added that now, because of SAFETEA-
LU they have added the obligation listing as they are required to not only show what we 
programmed, but what we actually obligated for each T.I.P. year, so we are showing that we 
were programmed to have during the T.I.P. life, $58,000,000 worth of projects, but on the North 
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Dakota side we are projecting that we will actually obligate $54,000,000, so based on the 
average of those two amounts, starting in our base year of 2016 and projecting out 3% each year 
to 2040, we will have a range of $226,000,000 to $210,000,000 in revenue. 
 
Haugen commented that on the Minnesota side they have advised us to use a 2% growth for 
revenue, so doing the same exercise they come up with either $52,000,000 or $40,000,000 of 
revenue available, which, if you add the two together brings us to $278,000,000 to $250,000,000 
in revenue. 
 
Haugen reported that if we had simply done our 2035 forecasted revenue out another five years, 
the 2040 revenue would have forecasted out to $293,000,000, so with this planning effort we are 
forecasting less revenue than in our 2035 plan. 
 
 Financial Forecasts Project Cost 
 
Haugen stated that for North Dakota we are using a 4% rate, and for Minnesota we are using a 
5% rate.  He explained that this table represents is, if they just took their recommended projects 
in our 2035 Plan (Table 16) and inflated them out to reflect these new costs, the total cost of the 
projects is $364,000,000.   
 
Information only. 
 
MATTER OF DRAFT NDDOT STRATEGIC HIGHWAY SAFETY PLAN (SHSP) 
 
Haugen pointed out that a copy of the full power point presentation on this item is included in the 
packet.  He said that the one thing he wanted to highlight is, in the past North Dakota lumped all 
of their federal funds into one pot of monies from which the urban areas got a certain percentage 
of funding, which was then further divided 50/50 between the regional system and the local 
urban system, thus if Grand Forks were to get safety dollars for a project that amount awarded 
was deducted from their Urban Program, but now this Draft Strategic Highway Safety Plan states 
that it is going to end that process, so no longer will the Urban Roads Program have monies 
deducted for safety dollars awarded to a project.   
 
Haugen said that one of the reasons for this change is because this is a data driven planning 
document, and as they went through the data they found that over 50% of the severe and fatal 
crashes in North Dakota are occurring at urban intersections. 
 
Haugen commented the one thing that isn’t really clear, and he will follow up on this, is that the 
Draft Plan says that the new process of not deducting funds from urban areas will begin in 2013, 
however, if you recall, last fall the solicitation for this program was done and there wasn’t any 
mention of this new policy, so they are programming projects out that may or may not be based 
on this new policy, so he will have to follow up on this, unless Mr. Johnson knows what is going 
on with it.  Johnson responded that he is not really positive, but he is aware that the funding no 
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longer comes out of our urban pots, they are going to be funded separately, but they will still be 
managing those projects.  
 
Discussion ensued. 
 
Haugen stated that because there will now be a separate pot, he wonders if there will be slightly 
more revenue for us to be able to do some of these safety projects, but that is still unknown at 
this time. 
 
Information only.  
 
MATTER OF UPDATE ON MOVING AHEAD FOR PROGRESS IN THE 21ST 
CENTUURY (MAP-21) IMPLEMENTATION 
 
Haugen said that, as you are aware, Minnesota has been working on their twenty-year highway 
investment plan.  He stated that we have had some previous meetings here where we talked 
about a scenario plan that MnDOT was doing, with an Approach A, Approach B, and Approach 
C, and they are now trying to get stakeholder feedback as to whether or not MnDOT would 
change their investment policies, and if so which of these approaches would be the ones we 
would try to steer them towards. 
 
Haugen reported that Approach B is their current investment policies; Approach A was more of 
an asset driven policy where the focus would be on the pavement performances, the bridge 
conditions, etc.; and Approach C was focusing more on mobility and mobility management by 
trying to address the Twin Cities and regional community improvement priorities. 
 
Haugen commented that yesterday, MnDOT showed the results of that process, from a public 
input perspective, and they came up with a kind of hybrid policy somewhere between Approach 
A and Approach C.    
 
Haugen referred to a slide presentation (a copy of which is included in the file and available 
upon request), and went over each briefly. 
 
Information only. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 1. Special Meeting 
 
Haugen stated that he would be calling for a special Technical Advisory Committee meeting 
sometime in late February to go over the 2025 and 2040 ? networks in order to start identifying 
alternative projects.  He said that one thing he asks, and he will send an e-mail with the 
beginning of a list, is, if you recall, our mission in this Long Range Transportation Plan is to 
identify every project $1,000,000 or more in cost, and we will be using 2012 as our starting 
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point, so if it is less than $1,000,000 in 2012 we won’t identify then in the plan, but if they are 
$1,000,000 or more we will.  He added that our task is to not only identify those costs, but to also 
try to pigeon hole them as to when we think they will be programmed.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY BOPPRE, SECONDED BY GENGLER, TO ADJOURN THE FEBRUARY 
13TH, 2013, MEETING OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING AT 
3:12 P.M. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
 

 


