
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Wednesday, December 10th, 2014 
Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A101 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the December 10th, 2014, meeting of the MPO Technical 
Advisory Committee to order at 1:30 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Nancy Ellis, East Grand Forks Planning; 
Ali Rood, Mobility Manager Cities Area Transit; Mike Johnson, NDDOT/Local Government 
Division; Les Noehre, NDDOT-Grand Forks District; Jane Williams, Grand Forks Engineering; 
David Kuharenko, Grand Forks Engineering; Rick Audette (Proxy For Patrick Dame), Airport 
Authority; Brad Bail, East Grand Forks Consulting Engineer; and Brad Gengler, Grand Forks 
Planning. 
 
Guests present were:  Kim Greendahl, Greenway; Steve Emery, WSN; and Mohammad Smadi, 
NDSU-ATAC. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Stephanie Erickson, 
GF/EGF MPO Planner; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO Planner, and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO 
Office Manager. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
Haugen declared a quorum was present. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Haugen asked that because there are some new faces here today that everyone please state their 
names and the organization they represent. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE NOVEMBER 12TH, 2014, MINUTES OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY KUHARENKO, TO APPROVE THE NOVEMBER 
12TH, 2014, MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE, AS 
SUBMITTED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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SUSPEND AGENDA 
 
Haugen said that, at the discretion of the Chair he would like to suspend the agenda to act on 
Agenda Item 6 at this time. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF ITS REGIONAL ARCHITECTURE UPDATE 
 
Smadi referred to a power point presentation (a copy of which is included in the file and 
available upon request) and went over it briefly. 
 
Presentation ensued. 
 
Smadi gave a brief overview on the history of the ITS Regional Architecture Plan, explaining 
that it is a process the MPO first went through in 2005.  He stated that it was mandated by 
Federal Highway that certain MPOs and the States would need to develop an ITS plan.  He 
explained that ITS stands for Intelligent Transportation Systems, and is basically the application 
of computing and communication technology to the transportation system in order to increase the 
safety of the system.   
 
Smadi commented that the ITS Architecture actually deals with the provision of a framework for 
the deployment of ITS in the region over a planning horizon.  He said that it also is a tool 
through which the Stakeholders in the region that own and operate ITS can come to an 
agreement on a vision for the region that everyone can work towards. 
 
Smadi stated that the architecture also bridges the gap between strategic planning efforts and the 
deployment of ITS products. 
 
Smadi reported that they have several ITS service areas in the Grand Forks/East Grand Forks 
region, with the main one encompassing travel and traffic management, public transportation 
management, emergency management, achieve traffic data management, and maintenance 
construction management.   
 
Smadi stated that within the service areas they have different services that they revisit to ensure 
that they still need the architecture and then they can update their status.  He commented that 
some of the updates highlight some very high level changes that happened in the region since the 
last update.   
 
Smadi explained that they have some new software for both traffic management and also for 
transit management.  He added that they also have a new effort for collecting data from 
signalized intersections in the region, specifically for the City of Grand Forks.  He stated that 
they have more deployment of the usage of automated vehicle location, GPS technologies on a 
variety of vehicles including transit vehicles, emergency vehicles, and also maintenance 
construction vehicles such as snow plows.   
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Smadi said that they have an update on the way transit signal priority and emergency vehicle 
signal pre-emption is done at signalized intersections.  He commented that this process is 
automated now that we have the GPS vehicle location on a lot of the vehicles.  He added that 
they also had some new installations of devices such as the DMS or Dynamic Message Signs, 
which are the message boards you see along highways that provide travel information.  He said 
that each of these things will affect services in that area, and are part of the update process. 
 
Smadi reported that the tasks that were completed with this project were updating the ITS 
Services and their status; updating the information flows for each of the services; updating the 
system inventory; updating the functional requirements of a lot of the systems; and bringing the 
overall architecture into compliance with the National Architecture.  He added that in addition, 
something they did in this version of the Regional Architecture was to link it to the Long Range 
Transportation goals and to specify how some of the ITS services identified were achieved. 
 
Smadi commented that there were three main deliverables as a result of this project:   
 1) ITS Architecture Report. 
 2) Turbo Architecture Database. 
 3) Web Access. 
 
Haugen reported that a Stakeholder meeting was held over the lunch hour today, and that is 
where some of the final edits were done to the document.  He said that staff is seeking approval 
of the ITS Regional Architecture update today. 
 
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY ROOD, TO FORWARD A RECOMMENDATION 
TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY APPROVE THE ITS 
REGIONAL ARCHITECTURE UPDATE, AS SUBMITTED.     
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
RESUME AGENDA 
 
MATTER OF UPDATE ON SORLIE/KENNEDY BRIDGE PROJECTS 
 
 Sorlie Bridge 
 
Noehre reported that since our last Technical Advisory Committee meeting it has been decided 
that the Sorlie Bridge project will be moved up to the 2015 construction season, and the bid 
letting has been scheduled for April 10th.  He explained that we will need to process a T.I.P. 
amendment to make this change.  He added that the project will now be primarily a bridge 
painting project, however there may be a few additional minor things done on the bridge itself 
such as repairing a crack in the pier, replacing a rivet or two with high strength bolts, but 
essentially that will be all, there won’t be any roadway work, approach work, it will strictly be a 
bridge project. 
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Gengler commented that both the Downtown Development Association and the Public Arts 
Commission have asked about the potential of incorporating, they are using the term “Art”, but 
essentially they are talking about lighting features and such.  He said that he knows the report 
mentions it a bit, but how probable is something like this.  Noehre responded that he can’t speak 
for Minnesota on the funding portion of that, but North Dakota will allow up to $100,000 for 
enhancements that don’t change the environmental document and are allowed under the historic 
guidelines.  Gengler asked if the Historic Preservation Commission have to okay enhancements 
on the Sorlie.  Noehre responded that they do. 
 
Erickson asked about the bike and pedestrian facilities on the Sorlie, will anything be done with 
them.  Noehre responded that nothing will be done with the bike/ped facilities on the Sorlie.  
Erickson asked if the railing isn’t too short, and the path too narrow, for it to be considered a 
multi-use path, and to allow for bikers to ride across because the railing is too short.  She asked, 
because it is on the Historic Register, can nothing be done to the railing.  Noehre responded that 
he doesn’t know if the railing can’t be changed, but it would have to be approved. 
 
Kuharenko commented that another question is, because the Sorlie is being reduced in scope to a 
simple painting project, is there any thought to looking at the 2019 project to shift the scope of 
that project to incorporate the approaches, or the approach on the North Dakota side, has there 
been any discussion with MnDOT as to doing the approaches on their side around that same 
period as well.  Noehre responded that that would be up to East Grand Forks to have that 
discussion, not the North Dakota DOT.  He added that it certainly is a possibility that they could 
look at it, but it would depend on what type of project it is in 2019, if it is a mill and overlay he 
wouldn’t think they would be very interested in doing an Environmental Assessment, but if it is a 
reconstruction project it would probably make some sense.  Kuharenko stated that he asks this as 
it was brought up at the Service Safety meeting last night. 
 
Haugen asked Brad Bail if East Grand Forks has had any communication with MnDOT on this.  
Bail responded that they have had some conversations with them about signature features on the 
Kennedy, and if there is money available etc., but they haven’t heard back from them yet.  He 
added that as far as the roadway and things with the Sorlie are concerned, unfortunately it is 
going to be hard to do much to fix the East Grand Forks side unless the bridge were going to be 
raised, which is obviously not happening, so that means making much change on the East Grand 
Forks side improbable, there will still be a problem with it flooding on a regular basis.  Noehre 
agreed, commenting that doing anything inside the flood protection is challenging.  He added 
that it is a long process, and an expensive process. 
 
Haugen summarized that ultimately we will be getting a new paint job, and some touch-ups on 
some of the nuts and bolts and plates; and there is $100,000 available on the North Dakota side 
to enhance the structure, again focusing just within the structure itself not outside the structure.  
Noehre commented that he would like to add two things to that; the $100,000 is the total 
enhancement funding so that is what the NDDOT is offering, and this will also have to include 
local match.  Haugen asked if the split for this would be 80/10/10 just like the structure itself.  
Noehre responded it would.  Haugen commented that he would think that if the City wishes to 
contribute more than the 10% required to bring the total up past the $100,000, and as long as it 
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stays within the parameters of a CADEX, and wouldn’t lengthen the approval process, they can.  
Noehre responded they can. 
 
Noehre gave a brief overview on why they made the decision to just do more or less a paint job 
on the Sorlie. 
 
Haugen asked if Mr. Noehre could give an update on what transpired at the December 4th Public 
Open House.  Noehre responded that he wasn’t able to attend the meeting, but from what he 
heard one person asked if they were going to do anything like widen the sidewalks, and when he 
was told no he was happy about with that answer.  Haugen commented that he wasn’t at the open 
house portion, but was present for the presentation.  He said that another question was about 
lighting, and at that time the answer was that it was possible, and was being looked at.   
 
Noehre commented that he thinks the City is working with the MPO and the consultant and that 
a meeting will be scheduled, possibly next week, to talk about enhancements.  Haugen stated that 
that was the second issue he wanted to bring up.  He reiterated that the bid letting is scheduled 
for April 10th, so between then and now when do the enhancements need to be vetted through the 
necessary processes for approval/agreement.  Noehre responded that plans have to be completed 
by the first of February, so it needs to be vetted, designed, drawn, etc., by the end of January.   
 
Johnson asked what the plan is for the DeMers stretch, from bridge structure to N. 6th St., that is 
already in the T.I.P. and S.T.I.P., are you going to go forward with that or what are we doing.  
Noehre responded that they are, but they aren’t sure at what level at this time.  He said that he 
would defer this to the City, as they just submitted this to the City and MPO, and took it to 
Service Safety Committee on Monday, and moved it to 2019.  He added that they left the dollar 
amount in for reconstruction just as a placeholder. 
 
Noehre commented that another driving force for moving the Sorlie up so quickly is the 
Kennedy Bridge.  He explained that the scope of work on the Sorlie has been dramatically 
reduced, but the scope of work on the Kennedy has increased somewhat, so they have been 
somewhat nervous about the risk of moving the Sorlie from 2018, and bidding the Kennedy in 
early 2016, and then doing all the work that is required on the Kennedy, with having that Sorlie 
potentially being painted, or having some work being done to it in 2018 it puts us in a box that 
creates some risk for both DOTs, both communities, contractors, etc., and drives up cost, so by 
getting the Sorlie done first in 2015, it opens that box up and greatly reduces the risk to 
practically zero of them interfering with each other, which is a good thing for all of us, and why 
they were anxious to get done with the Sorlie quickly. 
 
Haugen said, then, that in January it is expected that we will be asked to process a T.I.P. 
amendment.  He added that financial constraint is, of course, the paramount issue, so does Grand 
Forks have the 10% funding available; and how it adjusts our T.I.P. document to show fiscal 
constraint. 
 
Information only.   
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 Kennedy Bridge 
 
Haugen referred to the packet and pointed out that a copy of the power point presentation on the 
signature aesthetic feature meeting that was held on November 17th, which he will go over 
briefly in a bit, but first he would like to discuss the low area on the East Grand Forks side. 
 
Haugen stated that they were originally hoping that the Corps of Engineers would have a report 
addressing its impacts, or no impacts.  He said that he received an e-mail yesterday that indicated 
that the Corps of Engineers understood that Houston Engineering, as a sub-consultant to a recent 
planning study that took place on the Kennedy did some modeling of a potential raise of the low 
spot, and so they asked for a copy of that report, so they are waiting to receive that information, 
thus they have not released a report of their analysis at this time.  He added that it is his 
assumption that MnDOT will be providing that information as the Kennedy Bridge is a MnDOT 
led study.   
 
Noehre commented that he doesn’t recall that issue being done in the MnDOT study.  Haugen 
agreed that he doesn’t either.  Bail commented that he doesn’t remember a kind of rising model 
running, but maybe they did, he doesn’t know; but he does know that with all the changes to the 
Sorlie it should make any modifications we want to do to the Kennedy easier to model.   
 
Noehre asked who said that Houston Engineering did a random model of the low area.  Haugen 
responded that it was the Corps of Engineers.  Noehre stated, then, that someone must have told 
them about it.   
 
Haugen commented that when the request was made to the Corps of Engineers, as to what the 
impacts were, he believes the Corps wouldn’t normally say you hire someone and have them run 
the model and let us analyze it, but they said that they were updating the model so they would go 
ahead and run that as a good trial and error on their update, and so they said they hoped to have 
their report out by December 5th, but then on December 6th they said that they had been informed 
that Houston Engineering,  as a sub-consultant, did a study and they would like to see the results 
of that study before we proceed any further. 
 
Haugen stated that the rest of the information is just what was shared with the group of people 
that attended the November 17th meeting on the Kennedy. 
 
Haugen reported that the things to focus on are that MnDOT is offering a cost participation and 
maintenance sum of $300,000 and North Dakota $200,000, for a total of $500,000.  He said, 
however, that everything that is installed would be maintained by the locals, the State DOTs 
themselves would not maintain or operate anything, so the budget was more or less established 
as far as the DOTs are concerned, however the locals, if they want to go above and beyond, yet 
stay within the parameters of the project and the environmental documentation, can do so. 
 
Haugen commented that the railings are part of the deck, and so will be done in conjunction with 
the deck resurfacing.  He said that they have decided to go with LED lighting; to make sure it is 
above the flood elevation; that it is dark sky compliant; and be within the setting of the historic 
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district, context sensitive; so there are a couple of different lighting styles that were presented 
and discussed, with the wash style being the preferred option.   
 
Haugen referred to slides illustrating the different types of lighting and other enhancements, and 
went over them briefly. 
 
Haugen commented that a MnDOT staff person was going to take this presentation and further 
refine it for the groups’ consensus, however he has not seen it yet, but they were able to 
accomplish narrowing things down so that when MnDOT does hire the final consultant to do the 
design they have a bit of a head start on where to go with this part of the project development.  
He added that they also have a budget now, at least from the State DOTs financial resources. 
 
Noehre reported that they have completed the consultant selection process, and have selected a 
consulting firm.  He added that MnDOT is currently going through a pre-contract meeting with 
them, and have begun the negotiation process, so they will hopefully have a consultant on board 
soon.  Haugen said that he believes the scope of work should include at least two meetings with 
the community to go over these features as part of the project development.  Noehre agreed. 
 
Information only. 
 
MATTER OF EAST GRAND FORKS FUNCTIONAL RECLASSIFICATION 
 
Haugen reported that Minnesota, the MPO, and the City of East Grand Forks, and the District 2 
Office have counter proposed, proposed, and counter proposed changes to the functional class 
system.  He said that they met with the East Grand Forks City Council last night, and here is a 
slide illustrating the latest counter proposal.  He pointed out that there are still some areas where 
they are still in disagreement on; the first one is on Rhinehart Drive.   
 
Haugen referred to the slide, pointing out that area on Rhinehart Drive being discussed, and 
explained that MnDOT was using some ADTs that he isn’t sure where they got them because 
when you look at their existing volume maps you see that we are well above 1,000 vehicles, 
particularly on the northern stretch of that roadway, so originally MnDOT was indicating it was 
below the threshold so they didn’t think it would be a major collector, and we are saying our 
traffic volumes indicate that it is, so we are requesting it be a major collector. 
 
Haugen stated that the other area of concern deals with a stretch of 5th Avenue N.W.  He said that 
it is currently classified as a collector, but MnDOTs response is that until it is connected with 
U.S. #2 they don’t feel it should be classified as such, but our response is that puts us in a catch 
22 in that in order to get full access we need funding assistance, and if it isn’t classified it isn’t 
eligible for that funding, so on that one we are still trying to work out an agreement to assure that 
if MnDOT insists it not be classified it doesn’t prevent it from being eligible for funding, and to 
accomplish that we would probably need some kind of agreement that says that at such time a 
full intersection is warranted, that reclassification will occur and it will be eligible for funding. 
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Haugen commented that the big one, which has more of a statewide debate going on, has to deal 
with what MnDOT identifies as these Principal Arterial Stubs.  He explained that Central 
Avenue is an example of this, as is Bygland Road, where they are saying that from a statewide 
perspective they would rather not see stubs, they would rather see their highway, or a roadway 
have one functional class, particularly when it comes to Principal Arterials, to stay as that 
functional class throughout the state and not change, just because it links to an urban area. 
 
Haugen reported that on Highway 220 the MPO’s stance is that it really does change function; it 
goes from a rural two-lane. high speed rural highway to a four-lane, urban, curb and gutter, 
controlled access, signalized roadway, so it does change function, and the whole premise of this 
was not to focus on other things, but just on how the road functions, and there is no doubt it 
changes function as it goes past 23rd.   
   
Haugen commented that Bygland Road is a little different as it doesn’t have those dynamics of 
where it really changes to four-lanes, it doesn’t change to strong access control, but its saving 
grace is when we did the bridge intercept survey here, that there is a segment of traffic that isn’t 
continuing on U.S. 2 or Business 2, it is coming in and using this as a gateway either to or from 
the metro area, so it does have a more state wide, or regional wide emphasis than just a local 
minor arterial. 
 
Haugen reported that if MnDOT still does not agree with those changes, we would enter into a 
bit of an arbitration process whereby there would be an objective three-person body that would 
hear both sides and make a decision that we would both have to live with.   
 
Haugen stated that staff is asking that the Technical Advisory Committee forward a 
recommendation to the MPO Executive Policy Board to approve this counter-proposed 
functional class system 
 
MOVED BY BAIL, SECONDED BY WILLIAMS, TO FORWARD A RECOMMENDATION 
TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY APPROVE THE REVISIONS 
TO THE MINNESOTA FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM, AS SUBMITTED.     
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
  
MATTER OF PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM PRESENTATION 
 
Kouba reported that training on the Pavement Management Update was held just before 
Thanksgiving, and they are still looking, Grand Forks has all their information of the new, most 
current condition rating uploaded into ICON, but they are still waiting for word about East Grand 
Forks as they were supposed to be getting that done this week.   
 
Kouba stated that there is also some additional information that needs to get put into both the 
Grand Forks and East Grand Forks data bases to make them work better, to give them more 
focus and more truer reports as to what is going on with their conditions and to give a better 
scenario of which areas need to be looked at for possible pavement conditions. 
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Haugen referred to the staff report and pointed out that it indicates that for ICON, or Goodpointe 
to finish their tasks, both cities have to complete some tasks as well, all of which are listed in the 
staff report.   
 
Haugen asked if there was any kind of timeline for the Cities to get their tasks completed.  
Kuharenko responded that there is a lot of work to getting these tasks completed, especially if 
they are looking at adjusting their deterioration curves, because right now their deterioration 
curves are just very generic and aren’t based on data, they are very generic with ten, fifteen, 
thirty year life spans, that don’t have any data behind them, and so if they want to make this as 
accurate as possible they will have to go back in and figure out where they are at with it, and 
right now they only have two data points to start pulling data from, and the most recent PCI data, 
only became available at the end of last week or the first part of this week.  Kouba commented 
that it was available for Grand Forks during training in November.  Kuharenko said, though, that 
they only have that information to compare with 2008 data, so there is a lot of information that 
they would have to go through to produce reliable curves for deterioration, and then, looking at a 
couple of other points in here; in entering these 2014 paving projects they have been trying to 
work on that, but because of the expansion they have there is a lot of things that need to be 
updated because right now they don’t have any links, they don’t have the segments of roads that 
have been constructed this year in ICON, so they are running into a disconnect there as well, so 
there are a number of issues that will end up taking a significant time to resolve. 
 
Noehre said that he doesn’t know if this can be done with only two data points.  Kuharenko 
responded that you really can’t.  Haugen asked if there would be a third one from the first 
iteration from ICON.  Kuharenko responded that as far as he knows they only have the 2008 and 
2014 PCIs.  Bail agreed that there should be one from the very beginning, 2003, so there should 
be three points.   
 
Kuharenko stated that just looking at what all information you still have yet to put into it, how 
accurate the information we can get on this, as is, isn’t going to be that accurate with two, or 
possibly even three points to work with, so it is potentially garbage in – garbage out for curves, 
and for figuring out where pavement is going to be for using this down the road for planning 
purposes, or incorporating it into the Long Range Transportation Plan, or what-have-you. 
 
Haugen said that they will work on this next year to get the input in.  He added that with the 
contract with Goodpointe they will have to work with what is available for them to finalize the 
contract so we can get them off this contract point and if we need them for future ones we can 
evaluate that, but we do have a contractual completion that we have to get them to do for us.   
 
Discussion ensued. 
 
Noehre said that he is trying to remember, but wasn’t there something, before when you gave 
him the numbers for the state highways it was mixing and matching service roads with the main 
line, and putting in numbers from the service roads and the main line, or something like that 
because he remembers questioning the numbers.  Kouba responded that it might have looked like 
they were, but she doesn’t think they were just because of the shape files and the closeness of all 
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the road right there mashes them altogether, especially in a format like that, but once you get in 
closer there isn’t a problem. 
 
Information only. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 Solicitation For Recreational Trails 
 
Haugen reported that solicitation for Recreational Trails projects in North Dakota is out and 
about.  He said that the deadline for the MPO is basically the same as the TAP program, or 
January 6th.   
 
Haugen commented that since the packet was mailed out, we have also formally solicited the 
Urban Roads, and the Regional Road Projects are also due January 6th to the MPO, as is HSIP. 
 
 Solicitation For Minnesota Side T.I.P. Programs 
 
Haugen reported that on the Minnesota side the T.I.P. program deadline is February 3rd, so all of 
the ATP Sub-targets will be due February 3rd, and the actual TAP that is out is due January 9th. 
 
 Cromnibus 
 
Haugen commented that a government shut-down may be occurring tomorrow night unless the 
Cromnibus bill is approved.  He explained that it combines a continuing resolution with the 
omnibus bill, which will fund all agencies except for whatever has to deal with immigration, as 
the immigration people would only get the continuing resolution until the Republicans get 
control of the Senate, and then they will figure out what to do with the rest of the appropriations 
for that agency. 
 
Haugen stated that this seems to be what will be going through, however politics and congress is 
congress, so they do have to do something by Thursday midnight, so the word of the day is 
Cromnibus. 
 
 Stephanie Erickson Resignation From MPO 
 
Erickson reported that she has resigned from her position with the MPO and has accepted a 
planner position with the City of Grand Forks.  She said that her last working day will be 
December 18th, and she will begin her new job January 5th.   
 
 Bike Friendly Award 
 
Erickson reported that we were awarded the Bike Friendly Bronze Medal for the Grand 
Forks/East Grand Forks area.  She said that there will be a couple of announcements on this 
achievement at both City Councils, and during the Executive Policy Board meeting next week.  
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She said that there could possibly be a commercial done with the Cities Area Transit, and there is 
a half-page article in today’s Grand Forks Herald. 
 
Greendahl commented that if they can find some funding they will also be doing some bus wraps 
for next spring.  She added that this is a great honor, and recognition for both communities.  She 
said that just the exercise of going through the application, she thinks, really tapped into some of 
the resources that we have, information that they didn’t realize was out there gave people a 
bigger picture of what the needs are, and that we are going from recreational bicycling, which 
will always be there, but we are really seeing a shift towards commuter biking.  She added that 
shared use paths are always great, but that doesn’t meet the needs of all cyclists, so we need to 
look at some on-road kinds of things.  She said that the really great part about the application, 
after receiving the designation, was that you get a report card back telling you about things that 
you can work on to reach the next levels; and, again, we received the bronze medal, but there are 
also silver, gold, and platinum, and the steps to reach silver are really quite manageable for us.   
 
Congratulations were given to all involved. 
 
Haugen said that, just to highlight the commuter issue, if you recall our intern this spring did a 
commuter profile based on the new ACS data.  He added that there has been a new release of the 
five-year ACS data, and we have another intern that will update this information to see what the 
new data is showing.  He stated that his quick look at it shows that it is continuing what Kyle had 
indicated, and that is that we have more residents, but less people relying on single occupant 
vehicles for commutes, and more using other modes.  Noehre added that he didn’t realize how 
many folks are out commuting until he started doing it himself, and was running into them.  
 
 2015 Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Location 
 
Haugen stated that, beginning next year, after 30 years of having the Technical Advisory 
Committee meetings here in Grand Forks City Hall, we will be holding future meetings, 
beginning with the January 14, 2015, meeting in the East Grand Forks City Hall Training 
Conference Room. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY ROOD, TO ADJOURN THE DECEMBER 10TH, 2014, 
MEETING OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AT 2:31P.M. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
 


