TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the Grand Forks -Eastl Gorks
area lists the significant transportation system improvements to be inmpéehtiring the next
three years. The 2006-2008 TIP is submitted under the Surface Transportation Exteneifon A
2004 (STEAO04). This Act was adopted to carry the nation through until new legislation for
federal fiscal years 2004 through 2009 can be enacted. Basically, the Achaasatsmplies,
extended the provisions of Transportation Equity Act for tHeCantury (TEA21). As of the
date of this writing, Congress has enacted a new reauthorization act; hawe\Rnmesident has
not signed. Therefore, this TIP is submitted under STEAO04.

Federal requirements stipulate each state must develop a TIP, and propticinselast
be performed in cooperation with the MPOs. Similarly, local TIPs must be developed in
cooperation with the State. The TIP is updated annually, and encompasses arSeyparidd.
Projects may be programmed for periods beyond 3 years, provided they ariz gdiocaind
financial funding sources dedicated to transportation uses are identifiedlefrt@remain
consistent with these requirements, projects programmed for 2006 are considenealidie A
Element, and Program Years 2007 and 2008 are designated as Future Year projects.

The projects which comprise the TIP were developed, studied, and evaluated as part of
the Metropolitan "3C" Transportation Planning Processes, which has been lesthinlithe
Grand Forks - East Grand Forks Area. The TIP may be modified at any timsfeunsith the
procedures established for its development, and consistent with the Transporgatiokddh
year the TIP process is unique, and there are someon "significant differences" during the
development of each TIP. The addition of a procexpansion of its scope, not on the advance
review material would constitute a difference tvatild require additional public input before final
adoption. The deletion or combining of projectaildanot require additional input because each
project proponent should have reasonably foresegpossibility given the limited amount of
funds available. If a project's local share iseased by over 25% than the amount identified in
advance, the difference would require additionalipunput. A decrease, on the other hand, would
not. Changing the source of state or federal fuvaldd constitute a significant difference. The
modification criteria are identified in the MPQO’s Public ParticipaticamPlI

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Trandfmorta
Administration (FTA) require that in order for certain projects to be funded adlrl
assistance, those projects must be included in a Transportation ImprovemenmhHidg)a
approved by the appropriate Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). In the Grand
Forks-East Grand Forks Metropolitan Area, the Grand Forks-East Grand Fetrlopdlitan
Planning Organization is the designated MPO. FHWA and FTA require fedierradlgd
projects located within the boundaries of the "Study Area”, and funded from argy of t
categories of federal aid listed below, (not exclusive) to be in a MPO apipftRé The
"required sections" of funding categories are:

'No reference is made to these categories in the TIP.
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Q) TEA-21 Highways Section 104 (b))(Surface Transportation Program (STP);

(2) 23 U.S.C. Highways Section 104(b) (4) or Interstate Maintenance projects;

3) 23 U.S.C. Highways Section 144 Bridge Program,;

4) 23 U.S.C. Highways Section 104 (b) (1) National Highway System (NHS);

5) 23 U.S.C. Highway Section 104 (b) (2) Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Program (CMAQ);

(6) 23 U.S.C. Highways Sections 130 and 152 Safety Program allocation; and;

(7 23 U.S.C. Highways Section 104 (d) (2) Transportation Enhancements Program.

(8) 49 U.S.C. Subtitle 1ll, Section 5307 Block Grants.

(9) 49 U.S.C. Subtitle I, Section 5309 Discretionary grants and loans.

TIP PREPARATION

The MPO staff worked with the local communities and State Departments of
Transportation to prepare the FY 2006-2008 Transportation Improvement Program faaride Gr
Forks-East Grand Forks Metropolitan Area.

TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan documents the multi-modal transportation
planning process, which is established in the area to identify, evaluate, andemiplem
transportation system improvements. System improvements comprise alahjgramsit,
bikeway, and pedestrian walkway improvements designed to meet travel demamglshaur
next 20+ years. In the Grand Forks - East Grand Forks area, the Transportatianiiias c
several sections, which address street and highway, transit, bikeway, andaregesjects.

Street and Highway Program

The Street and Highway Section emphasizes project effectiveness. Each\pagj
evaluated to identify deficiencies in terms of delay, level-of-servicejanktconnectivity,
safety, or other measures of effectiveness. In addition, evaluations werengertordetermine
each project’s ability to meet environmental justice standards.

This section identifies major reconstruction or reconstruction projects. Minor
maintenance projects are not specifically identified; rather treegarered under Plan policy,
objectives, and standards. Further, this section provides recommendations on number of lanes
and other geometrics of the projects. Recommended projects are identifiedsfiouction in
two different time periods. The first timeframe is for the next tensyelrojects included in this
timeframe address current problems identified. Projects in this TIP datshwuld come from
this listing.

The second timeframe focuses more on problems projected into the future. As the
metropolitan area grows, additional traffic will create problems that doxmsttteday. These
projects should not appear in this TIP document. Projects can be moved into the firattene
after additional studies are made, and the Plan is amended. Additionally, theupldatesi
every five years so a project can shift based upon the best available dataysis. ana
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Transit Section

The Transit Section establishes the long-range public-transportasitamsynprovement
strategy. This Section is found in the MPQO’s Alternative Transportation Mode Plas
Section focuses on both the operations of the fixed route and demand response, and the capital
equipment for those two services. This Section identifies several capithhpas necessary for
the current operations — most are replacement of rolling stock. This Sectiohadé¢hét as the
metropolitan area grows, expansion of the services will have to take place. pénsier will
require both additional operational and capital funds.

An important aspect of public transportation is the provision of transportation seovices
the disabled. In 1992, the Cities of Grand Forks and East Grand Forks adopted thermsmerica
with Disabilities Joint Paratransit Plan. The Plan outlines a progranpodwaments to make
the fixed-route transit system accessible to the disabled, and to revisedtinans#rDial-A-Ride
Program to attain full compliance with the Americans with Disabilitiesck 1991 (ADA). The
requirement to annually update this plan has expired, however, the recommendatanseate
forward with the Transit Section.

Bikeway Section

The Bikeway Section identifies a network of facilities that support treybir bicycle as
an alternative mode to vehicular travel. This Section is found in the MPQO’s Aiverna
Transportation Mode Plan. A system of paths, lanes, and shared roadways aktmapse
a network bicyclists can take to get around the metropolitan areas. With the ederaf¥ f
transportation funds to build streets comes the requirement to construcefaajbiiropriate to
accommodate bikes. Because of excellent access control measures fetropolitan area,
multi-purpose sidepaths are the preferred facility in the growing areas.

For the built-up area, this Section identifies whether bike lanes can benaodatad
with the existing street width. If a lane could be striped, then this Sectmmmesnds this
facility. If not enough street was available, this Section recommendsgigsia shared
roadway.

This Section does recognize that all streets are used by bicyclistsatiadw@nd
enforcement strategies are identified to make biking a safer and morebdmjagtivity in the
metropolitan area.

Pedestrian Section

The Pedestrian Section plans for the provisions of sidewalks in the metropelgan ar
This Section is found in the MPQO'’s Alternative Transportation Mode Plan. Grand Forks has
long history of requiring the construction of sidewalks in all new developments in theTbis
has lead to a very well connected system of sidewalks. East Grand Forks héglastesy of
doing this, but it was interrupted for several decades. Recently, however, througittios S
East Grand Forks has been requiring new developments install sidewalks.
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The MPO also recently updated the ADA Curb Cut Ramps Transition Plan for the
metropolitan area. An important item in this update was the requirement fosthiation of
truncated domes. This was an original ADA standard design that was placed on hikatus unti
additional study could be done. The hiatus status was allowed to expire without any
modifications to the original standard. Truncated domes are now required.

PLANNING FACTORS
With the adoption of TEA-21 (extended by STEAO04), the original fifteen ISTEA
Planning Factors were reduced and generalized to seven. The following narrstivieedethe

transportation projects that address each factor.

Factor 1 - Support the Economic Vitality of the United States

All projects listed support this factor. Without a well-designed, well-maiathiand
well-coordinated transportation system, the economic vitality of the noditeoparea would be
in jeopardy. Projects listed are making an improvement to the system in orthex for
transportation of people and goods to move more efficiently, effectively arg safe

Factor 2 - Increased Safety and Security of the Transportation Systhtuotfsized and Non
Motorized Users:

The improvements to the ®4Avenue S. and Columbia Road intersection support this
factor. Existing operational and safety deficiencies were identifiebakernative solutions
developed to address identified corridor deficiencies. Implementation of planpex/ements
will improve safety and traffic movements, and will include intersection nuadifins based on
a long-range access and signalization plan.

The East Grand Forks project to extend! Sreet SE also addresses safety issues. The
improvements are intended to make safer the connection of the elementary stthtw wiajor
access road. The reflection of the safety factor is the fact that HdrandaEon funds were
awarded for this project if the High Priority Project request is not funded.

The Transportation Enhancement project to provide a safer crossing for users of the
shared used trail connecting the campground with Sherlock Park provides anothge e{anm
project implementing this factor.

Factor 3 - Increase in Accessibility and Mobility Options Available to Rcapt Freight:

The construction of 4bAvenue So., between 2@nd Columbia Road in Grand Forks,
best exemplifies a project in support of this factor. The extension will provideltbetor
access to and from the growing residential area with the commercialf @24 Avenue S.

The purchase of additional transit vehicles will add additional options for transit
dependant people to use, and will provide additional capacity during peak periods.
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Factor 4 - Protect and Enhance the Environment, Promote of Enerqgy Conservation and
improvement of the Quality of Life:

East Grand Forks has the proposed bike underpa< ekt N.W. connecting the
campground with Sherlock pool and playground. Also, as part of th&tt&et S.E. extension,
bike/ped facilities will be built enhancing the travel to the two schools located point area
of East Grand Forks.

Grand Forks has a trail scheduled to be constructed in 2006. The trail will connect an
existing trail on Gateway Drive with a trail on North™5Street. This trail completes an
important segment that allows a complete loop in the system to be realizedoniketmon will
also serve as an alternate route for the local neighborhood to get to somadetairat
activities without the need of an auto.

Sidewalks are routinely installed in new subdivisions in Grand Forks. In East Grand
Forks, sidewalks are delayed until street paving takes place, which oceutbaitnajority of
lots are developed.

Transit operations are programmed to provide both fixed route and demand response
service. These choices for alternative transportation provide opportunities fgy ener
conservation and improvement to quality of life. Transit fares are prepaiddens
government for both UND and NWTECH.

Factor 5 - Enhance the Integration and Connectivity of the TransportatiamS&sross and
Between Modes for People and Freight:

Since increased funding became available under ISTEA and TEA-21, tredEiGeand
Forks and East Grand Forks have taken an aggressive approach to expanding and improving
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. As stated above, new connections betweea titeets will
occur during the timeframe of this TIP. Two bridges over the Red River witistracted as
part of the USACE flood protection project. One bridge will connect the northerofghe two
communities, and the other bridge will connect the southern part of the two communities

Transit vehicles have had bike racks installed in the front of the bus. Impleenfat
this program will continue with each replacement vehicle purchased.

Factor 6 - Promote Efficient System Management and Operation:

A bridge rehabilitation project is programmed for the Point Bridge. This project ssipport
the bridge management system by identifying a management strategy oétbogngineeded
maintenance project so that the bridge can provide a longer life.

Factor 7 - Emphasize the Preservation of the Existing Transportation System:

Several projects in Grand Forks and East Grand Forks, programmed in the TIP, support
this factor. NDDOT will do a chip seal project on various segments of Washingéat. Stihis
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project includes segments south of DeMers Avenue to Hammerling and north of<eNd2
Avenue North. A third segment is north of Gateway Drive to the interchangé28thThe
recently completed Pavement Management System for the MPO area inttiatiths PCI
rating for this street ranges from a low rating of 44 to as high as 97, compareovierall PCI
of 86 for Grand Forks.

MNDOT will be reconstructing the eastbound lane of US #2 from the eastern edge of the
metro area to several miles east. This important link to the region and nation nvddeea
stronger, smoother and safer connection. NDDOT will be doing a preservation projést#2
for the east bound lane from the Air Force Base to the Grand Forks City Limits.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE (EJ):

Presidential Executive Order 12898 states: “Each Federal agency shakhchaeng
Environmental Justice part of its mission by identifying and addressingpespaate,
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its [grogram
policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations.” Though the Orde
was issued in 1994, in truth, the spirit of environmental justice dates back at lealst Yo @it
the 1964 Civil Rights Act. The Federal Highway Administration has identifies thr
fundamental environmental justice principles:

To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health
and environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on minority
populations and low-income populations.

To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected commasnit the
transportation decision-making process.

To prevent denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by
minority and low-income populations.

By incorporating these principles into the transportation planning process, thevllPO
be able to make better transportation decisions that meet the needs of all pgoples the
public involvement process, improve data collection and monitoring, and lead to better design of
transportation facilities that fit more harmoniously into communities.

It should be noted here that most TIP projects are construction projects, which do have
impacts to the nearby area during the time of construction, such as increasetaugrdgdays,
detours, noise, or dust. It should also be noted that TIP construction projects can result in
positive benefits to the traveler (including those who live nearby) such aasadreapacity or
level-of-service, lower commute times, or increased safety at ioterse For purposes of the
EJ analysis in the TIP, MPO will identify the spatial relationships that bgtween projects and
minority or low-income populations (MLIPS).

Map 1 displays the locations of the 2006-2008 TIP projects and their spatial relationship
to metropolitan populations (census block groups), which have been identified as MLIPs. A
6



situation of particular concern from an EJ standpoint would be a grouping of projects in or
around an MLIP, or a particular MLIP being impacted in more than one year, whichenaay
indication of disproportionately adverse health or environmental effects on that magho

Overall, the TIP projects for 2006-2008 appear to be well dispersed temporally and
spatially throughout the metropolitan area. Thus, any negative impadtsngegom the
implementation of these projects should also be well dispersed throughout the neighborhoods of
the metro area.

There is only one project in the 2006-2008 TIP that occurs within, or immediately
adjacent to an MLIP. This project will be evaluated based upon the steps in the envirbnmenta
justice process flow chart. The evaluation is not meant to indicate the degicdlifie project,
but only to identify possible EJ issues and potential mitigation steps.

Grand Forks Project #14— Construct a new grade separation af'%3treet near the
intersection of DeMers Avenue.

Project Description: The project would consist of a new grade separation whétSt2et
would underpass DeMers Avenue and the adjacent BNSF railroad. The gradesepenattil

be constructed parallel to, and north of the existifj 8&eet alignment. The proposed project
alignment is shown on Map 1.

Environmental Justice Process Determinations and Findings.
Step 1. Is this a categorical exclusion under the “Programmatic Exclusion Approval
Agreement” between FHWA and MnDOT/NDDOT?
Answer: No

Step 2:  Does a readily identifiable low income and/or minority population exist in the
area affected?

Answer: Yes, See Map 1.

Step 3:  Are there high and adverse environmental impacts disproportionately borne and
appreciably greater for minority and/or low-income population?

Answer: No.

Findings: The project area is located on the southerly boundary of the
block group with an MLIP. The area consists solely of
commercial, institutional, and industrial land uses. The
residential portion of the block group is located over 1,400
feet from the actual project area, thus the impact will be
minimal. The local roadway system of the MLIP will not



be adversely impacted. The project involves only arterial
roadways, both with ADTs of over 10,000.

The benefits include, elimination of train delays at the
intersection; increased roadway capacity to better
accommodate traffic associated with large venues at the
Alerus Center; faster response times for Altru Medical
Center; and improved access to existing Commercial and
Industrial Businesses.
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FEDERAL URBAN ASSISTANCE AND FINANCIAL FUNDING SOUR CE
SUMMARY

EAST GRAND FORKS, MINNESOTA

Highway Funding

The City of East Grand Forks continues to work with the Minnesota Department of
Transportation through the designated Area-wide Transportation PartAé#sHR) to develop
the list of transportation capital and operating assistance projects. wodaddg for East Grand
Forks projects has been assured by the City Clerk’s Office.

The City of East Grand Forks utilizes gas tax revenues received from th@fStat
Minnesota to fund the bulk of its transportation improvements, and to supplement local property
taxes for roadway maintenance. Each year approximately $350,000 for capitalstreceived.
These funds may be directly used, combined with another source, or used to make bond
payments to extend the revenue source. East Grand Forks uses State Aid for maiotdyance
as needed. The Balance, if unspent, is left to accumulate to fund capital impntszeine
extend its revenues for transportation improvements, special assessmehesusag in
combination with federal and state revenues.

Programming of capital items is based on a 5-year capital improvementsnpragdriah
provides adequate time to seek out alternative revenue sources to eliminate shodiiadjs.
This provides the City with a long-range view of capital needs. However, on an annsialieasi
City compares anticipated revenues with current, future, and past commitmédatsrmine
whether sufficient funding is available for new projects. Adjustments mayale based on
fluctuations in revenue, additional capital requests, or changes in the costsrafimmegl
capital improvements.

In ATP Area Il (northwestern Minnesota), federal funding for street ayitMay
improvements for cities' over 5,000 (and for various other partnership members: MnDOT
counties, tribal councils, and forest service) is distributed according toet@ifgeding amounts
established by the ATP. Each ATP, in turn, receives a total target amourgrasined by
MnDOT central office. Similarly, MNDOT districts receive funding throwgch ATP with its
partnership determining its own process for distributing transportation funding.

The Area Il ATP has developed a process to distribute sub-targeted| faddnag
amounts to its partnership members. Each sub-target is based on pre-ISTE® fistimg
allocations. Sub-committees representing the various recipient groupsidetbaw the sub-
targeted amounts are distributed. For large urban areas, federal fundiated eaich year

The Areawide Transportation Partnership is thelloommittee designated by MnDOT with the respotisitfior the development of the
Area Transportation Improvement Program for norsteen Minnesota. The Committee consists of theeggtatives from regional
development commissions, counties, cities, MnD@andit operators, Bureau of Indian Affairs, and MieO.
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among the cities. East Grand Forks is scheduled to receive federal funding in 200 &ub-
Target allocations.

Funding and programming summaries of funding sources are shown in Table 1 and
anticipated revenues and expenditures of local funds for the East Grand Farksealeown in
Table 3.

Bikeway Funding

Similarly to highway funding, bikeway improvements are funded with the ATP
Transportation Enhancement Program. The ATP sub-targets around $500,000 per year for th
region to compete for. East Grand Forks has been successful in obtaining fundefrom t
program. Typically, local match funds are provided through the state-aid account.

Transit Funding

Funding for the East Grand Forks City Bus is provided from 4 sources: Urbanized Area
Formula Program - Section #5307 (formally Section 9) Operating Assistanuesddia State
Aid, farebox revenues, and local funding from the City's General Fund.

Minnesota funding is based on a formula, which provides a proportion of the total
operating costs. Adjustments are made on an annual basis to determine thtagesad each
type of funding anticipated.

In Minnesota, Surface Transportation Program (STP) funding is programmed tb transi
coaches. East Grand Forks has been programmed to receive funding in 2002 to purchase a
replacement coach. Some STP funds are programmed again in 2007.

GRAND FORKS, NORTH DAKOTA

Highway Funding

All projects shown for Grand Forks for the first year (Annual Element) c2@06 -2008
TIP have been committed by the North Dakota Department of Transportation throiNgritine
Dakota Urban Systems Program. Similarly, all projects in the firstofeae CIP become part
of the City budget, and by law must have a committed revenue source.

Funding, and programming summaries of funding sources for the Grand Forks area is
shown in Table 2. Local funding revenues and expenditures are shown in Table 4, with funding
resources based on the 2001 to 2006 Capital Improvements Program (CIP) for the @Gitydof G
Forks.

The City of Grand Forks annually compares the total amount of requests withadatc
revenues in addition to giving consideration to long-term commitments. Capitalmprogrgis
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for six years: Should requests and/or existing commitments for the first year exceepatgtici
revenues, alternative funding sources are programmed or the project is moveddkatlert
program yeatr.

The City utilizes several different funding sources to finance its tratasioor
improvements and maintenance programs. Gasoline taxes are typically useith iDakota,
and in Grand Forks are designated as the Highway User's Program. Thaidgey's
Program is used for street maintenance, rehabilitation, and new construction.ayldgbev’s
Program funds are supplemented with other funding sources including sales taxals, spec
assessments, and the City Share Fund. Funding may be used directly or to bond in order to
extend the funding revenues.

In 1987, Grand Forks initiated a 1% sales tax. Each year sales taxes hasethfmem
the initial $1,000,000 to over $6,000,000. Sales tax distributions are divided among three areas:
property tax reduction; capital improvements; and economic development.

In 1993, Grand Forks changed its policies concerning special assessments. Prior to 1993,
special assessments were levied only to fronting properties. This resutiedasg of several
federally assisted projects. The new policy establishes an assesstnenhtldzsthe distance to
the next functionally classified roadway with assessments based on benefits iftended to
provide more equity in the application of the assessments and reduce the likelihoodstf prote
and thereby making special assessments a viable source of revenue. Orllpaientiaversial
projects the policy to special assess may be relaxed.

Bikeway Funding

Similarly to highway funding, bikeway improvements are funded with sale texes
The City of Grand Forks uses sale tax to fund both bikeway maintenance and piBjkeetgay
maintenance includes the reconstruction of portions of the bikeway, which have degdrior
New construction is funded either entirely with sales tax or to match other fuctudas
Entitlement monies. Each year bikeway maintenance is increased $1,500 to keep gingith ri
construction and maintenance costs.

Transit Funding

In Grand Forks transit funding is provided from four sources: Urbanized Area Formula
Program - Section #5307 Operating Assistance, North Dakota transit agsiftaacfunding
from dedicated property tax revenues mill levies for fixed-route (4.8 mills), aaleAERIde (1
mill) services and fare box revenues.

3The first year of the 6-year Capital Improvemestmcorporated into the following year's budget.
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Anticipated revenues and expenditures recently developed as part of the Transit
Development Plan update are being reviewed. Table 5 shows the history of Section #5307
revenues available to supplement 2006 funding.
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Table 1

TABLE 1
East Grand Forks Area

1,000

Funding Source Summary By Federal, State, and Local Funding Sources

Principal Funding Source

NWATP City

NWATP HES

Transportation Enhancement Program

FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5307)
FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5309)
MN State Trunk Highway

NWATP Transit (5307)

TOTAL

Aggregate Funding Source

NWATP City
NWATP HES
NWATP Transit (5307)
Transportation Enhancement Program
FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5307)
FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5309)
State Total
MN Trunk Highway
MN Urban State Aid
MN Transit State Aid
MN DNR
Local
Other
TOTAL

Total

2,139.00
1,500.00
225.00
0.00

0.00
3,200.00
1,186.17
$8,250.17

2006

375.00
0.00
134.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
3,341.70
3,200.00
0.00
141.70
0.00
755.40
1,069.50
$5,676.00

14

Federal State
375.00 0.00
1,215.00 0.00
180.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 3,200.00

531.67 443.00
$2,301.67 $3,643.00

2007 2008
0.00 0.00
1,215.00 0.00
294.55 102.72
180.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
147.70 153.60
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
147.70 153.60
0.00 0.00
424.92 55.68
0.00 0.00

$2,262.17 $312.00

Other

1,069.50
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
$1,069.50

Total

375.00
1,215.00
531.67
180.00
0.00
0.00
3,643.00
3,200.00
0.00
443.00
0.00
1,236.00
1,069.50
$8,250.17

Local

694.50
285.00
45.00
211.50
0.00

0.00

0.00
$1,236.00



Table 2

TABLE 2

1,000

Grand Forks Area

Funding Source Summary By Federal, State, and Local Funding Sources

Principal Funding Source

Interstate Program

Secondary Regional System

Primary Regional System (NHS)
Surface Transportation Program
Bridge Replacement Program

Urban Roads Program (STP)
Transportation Enhancement Program
FTA Access To Jobs

FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5307)

FTA Capital Program (Section 5309)
TOTAL

Aggregate Funding Source

Interstate Program

Secondary Regional System

Primary Regional System (NHS)
Surface Transportation Program
Bridge Replacement Program

Urban Roads Program (STP)
Transportation Enhancement Program
FTA Access To Jobs

FTA Urbanized Area Program (Section 5307)

FTA Capital Program (Section 5309)
State

Local

Other

TOTAL

Total

0.00
145.00
1,927.00
0.00

0.00
21,794.60
289.00
0.00
5,436.12
537.00
$30,128.72

2006

0.00
116.00
1,560.00
0.00
0.00
4,191.20
218.00
0.00
825.06
435.00
496.11
3,103.00
700.50
11,644.87
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Federal

0.00
116.00
1,560.00
0.00
0.00
9,191.20
218.00
0.00
2,550.29
435.00
$14,070.49

2007

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
400.00
0.00

0.00
841.57
0.00
116.90
10,677.34
0.00
12,035.81

State

0.00
14.50
367.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
334.45
0.00
$715.95

2008

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
4,600.00
0.00
0.00
883.65
0.00
102.94
861.45
0.00
6,448.04

Other Local
0.00 0.00
0.00 14.50
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00

700.50 11,902.90
0.00 71.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 2,551.39
0.00 102.00

$700.50 $14,641.79

Total

0.00
116.00
1,560.00
0.00

0.00
9,191.20
218.00
0.00
2,550.28
435.00
715.95
14,641.79
700.50
30,128.72



Tables 3 and 4

TABLE 3

Anticipated Revenues and Expenditures
For East Grand Forks Transportation Plan

2006-2008
2006
Total Transportation Expenditures 5,676.00
Total Anticipated Revenues 5,676.00
Federal Revenues 509.40
Federal Transportation Revenues 509.40
Other Federal Revenues 0.00
State Revenues 3,341.70
Transit Assistance 141.70
Mn Trunk Highway 3,200.00
Local Revenues 755.40
Other Revenues 1,069.50
Surplus or (Deficit)** 0.00
**Deficits financed by bonding
Source: City Clerk's Office
TABLE 4

2007

2,262.17
2,262.17
1,689.55
1,689.55
0.00
147.70
147.70
0.00
424.92
0.00
0.00

Anticipated Revenues and Expenditures
For Grand Forks Transportation Plan

2006-2008
2006
Total Transportation Expenditures 11,644.87
Total Anticipated Revenues 11,644.87
Federal Revenues 7,345.26
State Revenues 496.11
Local Revenues 3,103.00
Other 700.50
Surplus or (Deficit)** 0.00

*Includes Transit Fare Box Revenues
**Deficites financed by bonding

2007

12,035.81
12,035.81
1,241.57
116.90
10,677.34
0.00

0.00

2008

312.00
312.00
102.72
102.72
0.00
153.60
153.60
0.00
55.68
0.00
0.00

2008

6,448.04
6,448.04
5,483.65
102.94
861.45
0.00
0.00

Sources: Grand Forks 2001-2006 Capital Improvements Program and City Auditor's Office
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TOTAL

8,250.17
8,250.17
2,301.67
2,301.67
0.00
3,643.00
443.00
3,200.00
1,236.00
0.00
0.00

TOTAL

30,128.72
30,128.72
14,070.48
715.95
14,641.79
700.50
0.00



UNEXPENDED FTA FUNDS

The TIP includes estimates of unexpended FTA funds that will be available fartproje
implementation. These estimates were determined in discussion withuSitffieials from
Grand Forks and East Grand Forks, which indicate the total amount of carryover funding
available. The funds are available for operating assistance or capitagesc

TABLE 5
FTA #5307 FUNDING AVAILABLE

GRAND FORKS EAST GRAND FORKS

TOTAL FUNDING AVAILABLE

FY 2002 $0 $0
FY 2003 $0 $0
FY 2004 $0 $0
FY 2005 $0 $0

PROJECT LISTINGS - TRANSPORTATION PROJECT FORMAT

The Transportation projects listed in the TIP are shown in chart form, and grouped by
project location/jurisdiction for the Grand Forks and East Grand Forks areas. Tdatsplisf
North Dakota projects first, then Minnesota projects next. Projects includedssiand are
listed in priority by year.

A separate section contains lllustrative Projects. These are projedtsethaember
jurisdictions would like to complete; however, funding has not been identified at thislfime
funding does become available for these projects, the TIP will need to be amerefietto r
them before the project can proceed. Additional projects are scheduled by thermembe
jurisdictions that do not appear in this document due to their small size or justdddaifzact.
The reader should contact any member jurisdiction for a listing of any addpiajetts.
NONE are listed in this TIP.

All projects are listed in chronological/prioritized order. In addition, sgpdistings by
“Responsible Agency” (Grand Forks, East Grand Forks, NDDOT, and MnDOT) have been
combined into sub-area listings for the Grand Forks and East Grand Forks Areas. An
explanation of each item title follows.

The following items are generic to all projects:
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Urban Area/Project Number:

Urban Area refers to whether the project is located on the Grand Forks or &adt Gr
Forks side of the river. Project numbers are used primarily for referedanbnindicate a
project priority within a competing funding source. A lower project number indicdtighear
priority project only for projects, which compete for the same funds. All progeetisted
chronologically, with first year projects considered higher priority tle@orsd or third year
projects; with the exception of certain ongoing programs such as transit ngeassgistance.
Projects designated as "Entitlement” under “Funding Status” gendoatipt compete with
other projects.

Project Location:

The project location places the project within the legal boundaries of the stated
jurisdiction. In cases where the project shares jurisdictional land, the timaerarisdictions
are listed, or the jurisdiction that is taking the lead in the project is listed.

Responsible Agency:

The responsible agency usually initiates the project, requests funding, andgedlcess
paper work necessary for project completion.

Project Description:

Project description further identifies the project to be carried out on the previtaisly s
"facility” by describing the limits and types of improvements.

Estimated Cost and Funding:

The total estimated cost of the described project is listed in this sectioanticipated
funding agency participation by categories of federal, state, other and Tdealisted estimated
costs for highway, enhancement, safety, and bridge projects include prefienganeering,
right-of-way, and construction costs for each project.

Funding Sources:

Federal

The federal funding categories indicate the anticipated source of feelegalie. The
categories listed below are the current funding categories of the TratigpoEfficiency Act
for the 2£' Century (TEA-21):

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
Highways of National Highway System (HNHS)
Interstate Maintenance Program (IMP)

Safety Program (SP)
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Transportation Enhancement Program (TEP)

Bridge Program (BP)

Section 5307 Transit Operating Assistance

Section 5309 Transit Capital Assistance

Other - Funding sources not listed above will be identified by their proper name.

Under the North Dakota Urban Program street and highway construction and
maintenance funds are distributed according to whether the roadway iBedassipart of the
statewide regional system or urban system. Urban Program funds arblavailaties with
populations over 5,000 persons to be spent on federal-aid eligible streets.

Highways designated as part of the state system are classifidgeas’emary or
Secondary roadways. Projects on the Primary System are funded with 80 peteeadtdnd 20
percent state funding. Regional Secondary projects are funded with 80 perceait 1€der
percent state, and 10 percent local funding.

Minnesota County State Aid

The State of Minnesota has established a system of state-aided highwaksnatior
may not be part of the federal assistance system. Projects located atethidmte-aid system
may be funded by federal dollars with state-aid revenue utilized as lotdlingafunds.
Projects off the federal assistance system may be funded entirely withsigliar@unty State
Aid Funds provided it is on a county state highway.

Minnesota Urban State Aid

Similar to Minnesota State Aid, this is funding allocated to cities in Minnegpta f
maintenance, construction, or reconstruction of local streets.

The following are relevant to highway, enhancement, bridge, or safety projects:

Project Type:

Describes the type of project by the characteristic of the projectexiaanple roadway
replacement projects of existing facilities are labeled as "Recactish" and new facilities are
indicated as "New."

Facility:

The facility is the roadway or route on which the project will be completed.
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Classification:

The classification is the functional classification of that roadway or emitkefined by
the Grand Forks-East Grand Forks Metropolitan Planning Organization.

The definitions of the Functional Classification are as follows:
Interstate

An interstate highway provides for expeditious movement of relatively large vsloime
traffic between arterials with no provision for direct-access to abuyitimgerty. An interstate,
by design, is a multi-lane highway with grade separations at all crossrahfidlaontrol of

access. Parking within the roadway is prohibited.

Principal Arterial

Principal arterials are roads or streets that provide for expeditious mavefmelatively
large volumes of traffic between land areas and other arterials. A priadipaal should, by
design, provide controlled access to abutting land with intersection spaciregitinst Principal
arterials usually are multi-lane divided roadways with no provision for parking.

Minor Arterial

Minor arterials include roads or streets that provide for through-traffic mavism
between areas to link collectors with other arterials. There is dirextsatwabutting property,
but roadway access is typically controlled by limiting the number of irtiéoss and curb cuts.
A minor arterial, by design, usually has two lanes in rural areas, and four®irmoban areas.
It is an undivided road with little or no provision for parking within the roadway.

Collectors

Collectors provide for traffic movement between local service roads, othectood, and
arterial roads. Collectors also provide a higher degree of direct accésstiogaproperty than
arterials. A collector, by design, is usually a two-lane with parking peamitithin the
roadway.
Local Roads

The primary function of local roads or streets is to provide direct access togbutt

property. As such, local streets channel traffic to higher-volume collectdrarterials. Typical
design usually consists of a two-lane road with parking permitted within the agadw
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Funding Status:

Funding Status indicates whether a project is funded in part with federal fueaisrely
with local funds. For projects partially funded with federal dollars, a "Bissrary” or
"Entitlement” designation is indicated.

Discretionary funding identifies those federal projects with funding duptires
prioritization and prior approval by a primary review agency. This would includecgsdiended
with any type of federal funding distributed on a competitive basis, such as injdlrth
Dakota on the National Highway System, the North Dakota Primary or RegiatalF8ghway
Systems. In Minnesota, federal highway is primarily distributed on a comediasis.

Entitlement funding refers to projects eligible for funding under the North Dakb&nU
Roads Program (URP). Under URP, urban cities are given the principal résgreiselect
and prioritize projects. Each receives a targeted amount of federal funding on an asisual ba

Staqging:

The staging section depicts the latest estimate for work toward a [gro@cipletion.
The stages are listed as: Preliminary Engineering (PE); whitidegthe post-planning, pre-
construction engineering work on the project; right-of-way (R.O.W.), which isthegement
for and purchase of land/or building for the construction of a roadway; and Construction)(Cons
which is the actual carrying out of the project.

The following are relevant to Fixed-route or Dial-A-Ride transit ses/mr projects:

Project Type:

Project Type differentiates between Fixed-route, Senior Service ahdRide
(paratransit) service.

Funding Status:

Funding Status indicates whether a project which is funded in part with federabfunds
entirely with local funds. For projects partially funded with federal dglat®iscretionary” or
"Entitlement” designation is indicated.

Discretionary funding indicates that federal project funding would requibatgration
and prior approval by a primary review agency. This would include projects, whittmdesl
with any type of federal funding distributed on a competitive basis. In North &akat would
include transit projects funded under Sections #5307 and #5309. In Minnesota, Surface
Tansportation Program funding and Sections #5309 and #5311 monies are used for the purchase
of capital items and are distributed on a competitive basis.
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Transit entitlement funding refers to services or projects eligible une&edction #5307
Program. Urban areas receive Section #5307 funds annually from the Federal Transi
Administration to provide fixed-route and paratransit services. These fundstateuted on a
formula basis and do not directly compete with other projects.

Staging:

The project type states whether it is a capital or operating assistapas.pr
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GRAND FORKS PROJECT LISTINGS
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed Grand Forks REMARKS: Total operating cost for Public Transit Fixed-Route, D-A-R
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate and Senior Rider is estimated at $982,150
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 982.15
41 Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2006 to December Capital 0.00]
31, 2006 (costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA|
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 982.15 189.77 114.61 0.00] 677.77] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 (50/50) TOTAL 982.15
Preventive Maintenance for public transit
Grand Forks NA January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2006 REMARKS: FTA allows all maintenance costs to capitalized
Grand Preventative Maintenace portion is used throughout to the matching ratio of 80/20. The costs shown are the costs of
Forks all services, fixed-route, Dial-a-Ride and Senior Rider mileage and peak vehicles as shown in the fully allocated costs Operations 0.00
2 Grand Forks Capital NOTE: model which includes EGF share of service costs. Capital 794.13
Grand Forks Public Transportation consist of Fixed-Route, P.E. NA
Fixed-Route Dial-A-Ride (Paratransit) and Senior Rider service. TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA|
Transit Service Entitlement Also reflected above are the splits of 794.13 635.30 0.00] 0.00] 158.83] CONSTR. NA
Federal, State and Local Shares for the entire project cost. FTA 5307 (80/20) TOTAL 794.13
Estimated Project Cost Fixed-Route Bus=$1,312.199
Estimated Project Cost Dial-A-Ride=$339,685 REMARKS: The Senior Rider and DAR may be combined into one service

Estimated Project Cost Senior Rider=$124,398
Estimated Fare Revenue Fixed-Route=$160,429
Estimated Fare Revenue Dial-a-Ride=$95,509
Estimmated Fare Revenue Senior Rider=$13,985
Estimated Net Operating Cost Fixed-Route=$1,151,770
Estimated Net Operating Cost Dial-a-Ride=$244,176
Estimated Net Operating Cost Senior Rider=$110,413

Net Operating is shown before , Fed, State & Local Matching

Funds are applied .
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL | FEDERAL | STATE | oTHER | LocAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Purcahse rolling stock
Grand Grand Forks NA REMARKS: Part of a NDDOT Statewide FTA #5309 Grant request
Forks
#3 Operations 0.00]
Grand Forks Capital Capital 537.00]
P.E. NA|
Fixed Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA|
Paratransit and/or Discretionary 537.00] 435.00 0.00] 0.00] 102.00] CONSTR. NA|
Senior Service FTA 5309 (83/17) TOTAL 537.00]
Grand Grand Forks 47th Ave S. Reconstruct from a rural section to an urban section betwee] REMARKS:
Forks Cherry St. to Washington St.
14 Operations
Grand Forks Minor Arterial Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 150.00]
Reconstruction Discretionary 1,000.00]| 680.00 320.000 CONSTR. 850.00]
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 1,000.00|
Grand Grand Forks Point Bridge Repainting of the Point Bridge REMARKS: See EGF Project # for breakdown of Minnesota
Forks "bridge swap" funding agreement Funding, listed as other in this listing
#5 Operations
Grand Forks Minor Arterial Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
New Construction Discretionary 2,139.00 855.60 700.50] 583.90] CONSTR. 2,139.00
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 2,139.00

25




GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

IRANSPORITAITION

IMPROVEMEN I

PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS ZUUb - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION
AREA ESTIMATED COST STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
(THOUSANDS)
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION AND Operations
NUMBER SOURCE OF FUNDING Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Grand Forks Columbia Rd Reconstruction of the 24th Ave and Columbia Road REMARKS:
Forks Intersection
46 Operations NA|
Grand Forks Principal Arterial Capital NA|
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 286.00
Reconstruction Discretionary 1,355.60] 855.60 500.00f CONSTR. 1,069.60
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 1,355.60|
Grand Grand Forks N. Washington St.|Seal Coat asphalt between Hammerling and 1-29 REMARKS:
Forks Interchange; just asphalt areas so excludes segments
47 recently done in concrete. Operations NA|
NDDOT Principal Arterial Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Reconstruction Discretionary 145.00 116.00 14.50 14.50) CONSTR. 145.00]|
TOTAL 145.00
Grand Grand Forks UsS #2 Overlay US #2 from west of the GF Air Force Base REMARKS:
Forks to 2 mile west of Columbia Road
48 This is for the eastbound lane. Operations NA|
NDDOT Principal Arterial |In the urbanized area, the street is known as Gateway Dirve Capital NA
and the easterly termini is N. 55th St. P.E. 0.00]
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Reconstruction Discretionary 1,927.00| 1,560.00 367.00| 0.00 0.00] CONSTR. 1,927.00
Primary Regional System TOTAL 1,927.00
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

IRANSPORITAITION

IMPROVEMEN T PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS ZUUb - 20038

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Grand Forks 40th Ave. S. Construction of Collector between 20th St. S and Ruemmel{REMARKS:
Forks
[#9 Operations NA|
Grand Forks Collector Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 225.00]|
Construction Discretionary 2,475.00| 1,800.00 675.00f CONSTR. 2,250.00|
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 2,475.00
Grand Grand Forks N. 55th Str. Construction of Shared Use Path REMARKS:
Forks parallels 55th Str from Gateway to University Ave
#10 Operations
Grand Forks Minor Arterial Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 17.00
Reconstruction Enhancement 139.00 98.00 0.00] 0.00] 41.00f CONSTR. 122.00]
Transportation Enahancement Program TOTAL 139.00|
Grand Grand Forks us #2 construct entrance feature by N. 55th St REMARKS: Pending
Forks
[#11 Operations
NDDOT Principal Arterial Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
Construction Enhancement 150.00 120.00 30.00f CONSTR. 150.00]
Transportation Enahancement Program TOTAL 150.00|
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

IRANSFPORITAITION

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed Grand Forks REMARKS: Total operating cost for Public Transit Fixed-Route, D-A-R
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate and Senior Rider is estimated at $979,680
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 979.68
#12 Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2007 to December Capital NA
31, 2007 (costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA|
Transit Service Entitlement 979.68 193.56 116.90 0.00 669.22| CONSTR. NA|
FTA 5307 (50/50) TOTAL 979.68
Preventive Maintenance for public transit
Grand Forks NA January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007 REMARKS: FTA allows all maintenance costs to capitalized
Grand Preventative Maintenace portion is used throughout to the matching ratio of 80/20. The costs shown are the costs of
Forks all services, fixed-route, Dial-a-Ride and Senior Rider mileage and peak vehicles as shown in the fully allocated costs Operations NA
[#13 Grand Forks Capital NOTE: model which included EGF share of service costs. Capital 832.12
Grand Forks Public Transportation consist of Fixed-Route, P.E. NA|
Fixed-Route Dial-A-Ride (Paratransit) and Senior Rider service. TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA]
Transit Service Entitlement Also reflected above are the splits of 832.12 648.01 0.00 0.00 184.12] CONSTR. NA|
Federal, State and Local Shares for the entire project cost. FTA 5307 (80/20) TOTAL 832.12
Estimated Project Cost Fixed-Route Bus=$1,338,443
Estimated Project Cost Dial-A-Ride=$346,479 REMARKS: The Senior Rider and DAR may be combined into one service
Estimated Project Cost Senior Rider=$126,886
Estimated Fare Revenue Fixed-Route=$163,638 Net Operating is shown before , Fed, State & Local Matching
Estimated Fare Revenue Dial-a-Ride=$97,419 Funds are applied .
Estimmated Fare Revenue Senior Rider=$14,265
Estimated Net Operating Cost Fixed-Route=$1,174,805
Estimated Net Operating Cost Dial-a-Ride=$249,060
Estimated Net Operating Cost Senior Rider=$112,621
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

29

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Grand Forks 42nd Str S. add new grade separation at 42nd Street near REMARKS: Advanced Construction with FY2007 Urban at $400,000
Forks intersection with DeMers Avenue and expected $6.6 Million remaining payback in FY2008-09
414 GF has submitted this project for an earmark request in the Operations NA|
Grand Forks Minor Arterial FY2006 Appropriations Bill Capital NA|
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 1,508.00
New Construction Discretionary 10,224.00 400.00 0.00 0.00 9,824.000 CONSTR. 8,716.00
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 10,224.00]
REMARKS:
Operations
blank Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
CONSTR.
TOTAL
REMARKS:
Operations
blank Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
CONSTR.
TOTAL



GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed Grand Forks REMARKS: Total operating cost for Public Transit Fixed-Route, D-A-R
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate and Senior Rider is estimated at $997,534
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 997.53
#15 Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2008 to December Capital NA
31, 2008 (costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 997.53 203.24 102.94] 0.00] 691.35] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 (50/50) TOTAL 997.53
Preventive Maintenance for public transit
Grand Forks NA January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008 REMARKS: FTA allows all maintenance costs to capitalized
Grand Preventative Maintenace portion is used throughout to the matching ratio of 80/20. The costs shown are the costs of
Forks all services, fixed-route, Dial-a-Ride and Senior Rider mileage and peak vehicles as shown in the fully allocated costs Operations NA
#16 Grand Forks Capital NOTE: model which included EGF share of service costs. Capital 850.51
Grand Forks Public Transportation consist of Fixed-Route, P.E. NA
Fixed-Route Dial-A-Ride (Paratransit) and Senior Rider service. TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement Also reflected above are the splits of 850.51 680.41 0.00] 0.00] 170.10] CONSTR. NA
Federal, State and Local Shares for the entire project cost. FTA 5307 (80/20) TOTAL 850.51
Estimated Project Cost Fixed-Route Bus=$1,365,212
Estimated Project Cost Dial-A-Ride=$353,409 REMARKS: The Senior Rider and DAR may be combined into one service

Estimated Project Cost Senior Rider=$129,424
Estimated Fare Revenue Fixed-Route=$163,638
Estimated Fare Revenue Dial-a-Ride=$97,419
Estimmated Fare Revenue Senior Rider=$14,265
Estimated Net Operating Cost Fixed-Route=$1,201,574
Estimated Net Operating Cost Dial-a-Ride=$255,990
Estimated Net Operating Cost Senior Rider=$115,159

Net Operating is shown before , Fed, State & Local Matching

Funds are applied .
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2006 - 2008

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2006 2007 2008
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Grand Forks 42nd Str S. FY2008 Advanced Construction payback for grade separatif REMARKS: Advanced Construction with FY2007 Urban at $400,000
Forks at 42nd St. intersection with DeMers Avenue and expected $6.6 Million remaining payback in FY2008-09
#17 This represents the FY2008 payback Operations NA
Grand Forks Minor Arterial GF has submitted this project for an earmark request in the Capital NA
FY2006 Appropriations Bill P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
New Construction Discretionary 4.600.00 4,600.00 0.00 0.00 -4,600.000 CONSTR. 0.00
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 0.00
REMARKS:
Operations NA
Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
CONSTR. 0.00
Urban Roads Program TOTAL 0.00
REMARKS:
Grand Forks Totals
Operations 982.15 979.68 997.53
Capital 1,331.13 832.12 850.51
P.E. 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 678.00 1,508.00 0.00
25,377.72 9,350.49 715.95 700.50 14,611.79] CONSTR. 8,652.60 8,716.00 0.00
TOTAL 11,643.88 12,035.80 1,848.04
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EAST GRAND FORKS
PROJECT LISTINGS
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed East Grand Forks REMARKS:
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 195.00
#1 East Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2005 to December Capital 0.00
31, 2005 (Costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 195.00 63.91 92.09 0.00 39.00] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 195.00
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for demand response Dial-A-Ride REMARKS:
Grand service for disabled persons covering the period
Forks January 1, 2005 to December 31, 2005. The paratransit Operations 55.00
#2 East Grand Forks Operations service operates the same hours of operation as the Capital 0.00
fixed-route transit service (costs for paratransit service P.E. NA
Paratransit are estimates) TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Service for Entitlement 55.00 0.00 40.58 0.00 14.42] CONSTR. NA
Disabled Persons FTA 5307 TOTAL 55.00
East East Grand Forks NA Improve existing Shelter or Build New REMARKS: Using prior year unexpended funds
Grand
Forks Operations 0.00
#3 East Grand Forks Capital Capital 80.00
P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 80.00 64.00 0.00 0.00 16.00] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 80.00
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GCGRAND FURRKS - EAST GRAND FURKS METROFPOULITAN FL ANNING ORGANIZATION

IRANSPORITAITION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 200/

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks Bike/Ped Facility [Build Visitor's/Tourist Information Center REMARKS: State money is from Department of Natural Resources
Grand
Forks Operations
#4 DNR NA Capital 0.00
P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
TEA Discretionary 3,000.00 300 2,700.00 0.00 0.00] CONSTR. 3,000.00
Transportation Enahancement TOTAL 3,000.00
East East Grand Forks Bike/Ped Facility |Install multi-use trails along the Greenway and bridges REMARKS: This project has been delayed from FY2003 in order to
Grand to Grand Forks coordinate the funding from the USACE.
Forks Operations 0.00
#5 East Grand Forks NA Capital 0.00
P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
TEA Discretionary 2,226.00 400 0.00 1,050.00 776.00] CONSTR. 2,226.00
Transportation Enhancement TOTAL 2,226.00
East REMARKS:
Grand
Forks blank Operations
#6 Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
CONSTR.
TOTAL I
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GRAND FURRKS - EASI

I RANSPORITAITION

IMPROVEMEN |

PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 200/

GOGRAND FURKS METRUFOULITAN FL ANNING ORGANIZATION

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed East Grand Forks REMARKS:
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 200.00
H#7 East Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2006 to December Capital 0.00
31, 2006 (Costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 200.00 63.64 96.36 0.00 40.00f CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 200.00
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for demand response Dial-A-Ride REMARKS:
Grand service for disabled persons covering the period
Forks January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2006. The paratransit Operations 57.00
#8 East Grand Forks Operations service operates 6 days a week and covers the same Capital 0.00
hours of operation as the fixed-route transit service P.E. NA
Paratransit (Costs for paratransit service are estimates) TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Service for Entitlement 57.00 0.00 41.80 0.00 15.20] CONSTR. NA
Disabled Persons FTA 5307 TOTAL 57.00
East East Grand Forks NA Improve Existing Shelter or Build New Shelter REMARKS:
Grand
Forks Operations 0.00
#9 East Grand Forks Capital Capital 80.00
P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 80.00 64.00 0.00 0.00 16.00] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 80.00
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007

38

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks Point Bridge Repainting of the Point Bridge REMARKS: See GF Project # for breakdown of North Dakota
Grand "bridge swap" agreement Funding
Forks GF has submitted this project for an earmark request in | Operations 0.00
#10 East Grand Forks Minor Arterial the FY2005 Appropriations Bill Capital 0.00
P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
New Construction Discretionary 2,139.00 375.00 1,438.50 325.50] CONSTR. 2,139.00
NWATP City Subtarget TOTAL 2,139.00
East East Grand U.S. TH#2 Eastbound Lane reconstruction from US Business #2 to REMARKS:
Grand Forks Fisher
Forks Operations NA
#11 MnDOT Major Arterial Capital NA
P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
State Trunk Hy Discretionary 3,200.00 0.00 3,200.00 0.00 0.00] CONSTR. 3,200.00
State Trunk Highway TOTAL 3,200.00
East REMARKS:
Grand
Forks blank Operations
#12 Capital
P.E.
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
CONSTR.
TOTAL I




GCGRAND FURRKS - EAST GRAND FURKS METROFPOULITAN FL ANNING ORGANIZATION

IRANSPORITAITION IMPROVEMENIT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 200/

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for proposed East Grand Forks REMARKS:
Grand fixed-route transit service. The service will operate
Forks 6 days a week and averages 62.5 hours of revenue service Operations 205.00
#13 East Grand Forks Operations daily. Bus for the period January 1, 2007 to December Capital 0.00
31, 2007 (Costs for fixed-route service are estimates). P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 205.00 63.24] 100.76 0.00 41.00] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 205.00
East East Grand Forks NA Operating subsidy for demand response Dial-A-Ride REMARKS:
Grand service for disabled persons covering the period
Forks January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007. The paratransit Operations 60.00
#14 East Grand Forks Operations service operates 6 days a week and covers the same Capital NA
hours of operation as the fixed-route transit service P.E. NA
Paratransit (Costs for paratransit service are estimates) TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Service for Entitlement 60.00 0.00 43.05 0.00 16.95| CONSTR. NA
Disabled Persons FTA 5307 TOTAL 60.00
East East Grand Forks NA Improve Existing Shelter or Build New Shelter REMARKS: Using prior year unexpended funds
Grand
Forks Operations 0.00
#15 East Grand Forks Capital Capital 80.00
P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 80.00 64.00 0.00 0.00 16.00] CONSTR. NA
FTA 5307 TOTAL 80.00I
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007

PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East East Grand Forks NA Purchase replacement vehicle REMARKS:
Grand
Forks Operations 0.00
#16 East Grand Forks Capital Capital 150.00
P.E. NA
Fixed-Route TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
Transit Service Entitlement 150.00 120.00 0.00 0.00 30.00] CONSTR. NA
ATP STP Transit Sub-target/FTA 5307 TOTAL 150.00
East East Grand Forks 13th Str SE Extend new roadway west across the coulee to a new intersectiqREMARKS: A High Priority Project request has been submitted to
Grand with Bygland Road Congress to construct this segment plus a larger project.
Forks See lllustrative Project # Operations NA
#17 East Grand Forks Collector Has been Programmed by HOUSE Capital NA
If High Priority funded, the HES funds will be released P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
New Construction Discretionary 900.00 255.00 0.00 645.00 CONSTR. 900.00
NWATP HES Subtarget TOTAL 900.00
East East Grand River Rd Install a grade separation for multi-purpose crossing ‘tween park| REMARKS:
Grand Forks and campground located just nothwesterly of Stop Log
Forks Operations NA
#18 MnDOT Minor Arterial Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 0.00
Enhancement Discretionary 225.00 180.00 0.00 0.00 45.00] CONSTR. 225.00
NWATP TE Subtarget TOTAL 225.00|
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007
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PROJECT FACILITY ANNUAL FUTURE
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING | ELEMENT EXPENDITURES
RESPONSIBLE  [CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND 2005 2006 2007
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
East Grand Forks Totals REMARKS:
Operations 250.00 257.00 265.00
Capital 80.00 80.00 230.00
P.E. NA NA NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA NA NA
12,852.00 2,012.79 6,314.64 2,488.50 2,036.07) CONSTR. 5,226.00 5,339.00 1,125.00
TOTAL 5,556.00 5,676.00 1,620.00
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION

FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - ILLUSTRATIV E PROJECTS

PROJECT FACILITY
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
Grand Forks 1-29 Add New Interchange at Merrifield Road and REMARKS:
Interstate #29 Requests for earmark in FY2005 Appropriations bill
Operations NA
Grand Forks Minor Arterial Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 0.00
New Construction Discrectionary 6,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 CONSTR. 6,000.00
Earmark Request TOTAL 6,000.00
East Grand Forks 13th St SE Construct new extension of 13th SE from 17th Ave SE REMARKS: Request for High Priority in next Surface
to connect with Bygland Road, includes constructing Transportation Bill
13th SE from 17th Ave SE east to the edge of City Project is listed in the House Bill Operations NA
East Grand Forks Local Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 0.00
New Construction Discrectionary 1,500.00 1,200.00 0.00] 0.00] 300.00 CONSTR. 1,500.00
Earmark Request TOTAL 1,500.00
Grand Forks S. 48th Street South 48th Street - new construction of street from REMARKS: Request for High Priority in next Surface
17th Ave. S. to 32nd Ave. S. and reconstruction from Transportation Bill
17th Ave to DeMers Ave. Request for FY2005 Appropriations Bill Operations NA
Grand Forks MinorArterial Capital NA
P.E. NA
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. NA
New Construction Discretionary 13,000.00 10,400.00 0.00] 0.00] 2,600.00| CONSTR. 13,000.00
High Priority Earmarck Request TOTAL 13,000.00
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GRAND FORKS - EAST GRAND FORKS METROPOLITAN PL ANNING ORGANIZATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - ILLUSTRATIV E PROJECTS
FISCAL YEARS 2005 - 2007

PROJECT FACILITY
URBAN LOCATION ESTIMATED COST
AREA (THOUSANDS) STAGING
RESPONSIBLE CLASSI- PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND
PROJECT AGENCY FICATION SOURCE OF FUNDING Operations
NUMBER Capital
P.E.
PROJECT FUNDING TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W.
TYPE STATUS CONSTR.
FUNDING SOURCE TOTAL
REMARKS:
ILLUSTRATIVE Projects Totals Funding does not add due to unknown
splits of project requests at this time Operations NA
Capital NA
P.E. 0.00
TOTAL FEDERAL STATE OTHER LOCAL R.O.W. 0.00
20,500.0 11,600.0] OA0| 0A0| 2,900.0 CONSTR. 20,500.00
TOTAL 20,500.00
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PRIVATE SECTOR PARTICIPATION PROCEDURE

It shall be the procedure of the Grand Forks — East Grand Forks Metropolitan Planning
Organization, together with the Cities of Grand Forks, North Dakota, and East-Griasit
Minnesota, to involve the private sector in the planning and provision of transit/pdtatrans
service in the Metropolitan Area. 49 U.S.C. 5306(a) requires that plans and programd require
for Federal transit assistance must encourage the participation of prnvaterise to the
maximum extent feasible. The MPQO’s Public Participation Plan provides thexfeiit of the
procedure. Specific Private Sector participation shall include:

l. The early, and often involvement of private operators in local planning process, which
must comply with rigorous planning and private enterprise requirements aghthe |
FHWA/FTA planning regulations (FTA C 9030.1C)

A. Early notification to private transportation providers and potential providers of
proposed services and opportunities,

B. Early consultation opportunities for participating in the development of
transit/paratransit plans,

C. Reasonable opportunity for private operators to offer their own service proposals
for consideration.

Il. The early, and often involvement of private operators in the development of each City’s
Program of Projects (POP), which are integrated with the MPO’s Transporta
Improvement Program (TIP) (49 U.S.C. 5307 (c)(1-7) (49 U.S.C. 5304)(23 C.F.R.
450.316(b)).

A. Make available to the private operator’s information concerning the amount of
funds available that will be programmed and the purposes the funds will be
programmed for.

B. Develop a proposed TIP for activities to be financed, in consultation with private
operators.
C. Publish the proposed TIP in sufficient detail and in such a manner as to afford

private operators an opportunity to examine the proposed TIP and to submit
comments on it and on the performance of the service.

D. Consider comments and views received from the private operators and if deemed
appropriate modify the proposed TIP.

E. Make available the final TIP to the private operators.
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SELF-CERTIFICATION

It is a requirement of the federal government that the Metropolitan Planniagi2atjon
(MPO) annually certify that the 3-C transportation planning process suppodsvilepment of
a comprehensive transportation plan, and Transportation Improvement Prograne tha
consistent with federal regulations concerning the following:

1. Planning Requirements [Applicable FHWA and FTA United States codes (23 USC 134),
Chapter 53 of Subtitle lidf the FTA Act (49 USC 5303)]

A. Based upon a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive planning
process based upon the complexity of the transportation problems.

B. Private enterprise participation in the 3-C planning process.
C. Opportunity for comment.

2. Section 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 7504, 7506 (c) and (d).

3. Requirements of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and the Title VI assurance
4. Involvement of Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE).
5. Provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

Each year, when the Grand Forks-East Grand Forks Metropolitan Planning Grganiza
(MPO) approves the Transportation Improvement Program, they also deatith¢ 3-C
planning process used in the Grand Forks and East Grand Forks Urbanized Area @iancem
with the above federal requirements.

By resolution, the MPO certifies that its 3-C planning process meetdtralfe
requirements through the actions stated below:

1. Planning Requirements

A. 23 United States Code 134 and Section 8 of the Urban Mass Transportation Act
(49 United States Code 1607), which requires that any program of projects in any
urban area of more than a 50,000 population shall be based on a continuing
comprehensive transportation planning process carried on cooperatively by state
and local communities, and that the urbanized area planning process shall be
carried on by local officials acting through a Metropolitan Planning Orgiamriza
(MPQ), designated by the governor of each state, in cooperation withrelate a
federal officials.

The Grand Forks-East Grand Forks MPO has been designated by the Governor’s of
Minnesota and North Dakota as the Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Grand Forks
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East Grand Forks urbanized area. The MPQO'’s Policy Board is comprisdd/ef ac
representatives from four (4) local jurisdictions: Grand Forks, East Graks, Brand Forks
County, and Polk County. Itis the policy of the MPO that all transportation related gjannin
documents be completed utilizing the 3-C planning process, as indicated in thisameumnor
and other documents. This policy is annually certified in the T.I.P.

Therefore, through the process of self-certification, the Grand Fodts=and Forks
MPO does meet the requirements of UMTA (original language preservedHav4.F

B. 49 United States Code 5368guires the involvement of private transportation
providers in the planning and development of public transportation systems.

In the past year the MPO has met these requirements by:

1. Maintaining a Private Sector Participation Procedure related to the
involvement of appropriate transportation providers in the 3-C
transportation planning process (See Appendix I)

2. Inviting private transportation providers the opportunities to review and
comment on metropolitan transportation studies. Such plans include the
Transit Development Plan and Transportation Improvement Program.

3. Liaison, coordination, and direct input on transportation plans is obtained
by the private sector by direct membership on the Technical Advisory
Committee with one member from both the Grand Forks and East Grand
Forks Chambers of Commerce.

4. Selected transit support services have had task forces created to study the
specific service and the private operators have participated at those task
force meetings. Their comments and views and how they were received
are documented in the minutes of the task forces.

5. To date, no complaints no complaints from the private sector concerning
any facet of our local public transportation efforts have been received.

C. 23 United States Code, Section 134, Metropolitan Planning, (H) Transportation
Improvement Program, (1) (b) Opportunity for comment, as amended; requires
MPQ'’s to “provide citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of
transportation agency employees, freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services, representatives of use of public comment, and other
interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the proposed

program.”

Each year, during the preparation of the T.I.P., the MPO begins the T.1.P. pogpara
process by soliciting transportation projects form the Cities of Grand BockEast Grand
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Forks; Grand Forks and Polk Counties; the North Dakota and Minnesota Departments of
Transportation; and other transportation agencies and providers by writteratiotific

Public meetings were held at various times and dates to invite the public to nomiretts oo
consideration for funding. Because each state has developed separate tforgtiregsct
submission, project nomination meetings begin as early as September, and ¢braungle
November. During this time, public meetings are announced and held to allow the public to
comment upon the list of projects being submitted for funding consideration. Meetirggs we
held separately for the MnDOT Inter-regional projects, NDDOT transpmrtahhancement
projects, and MnDOT transportation enhancement projects.

In December, a separate public meeting was conducted to allow the publiotemibm
upon the list of projects being proposed for the traditional street and highway funds. Thi
meeting concluded with the MPO approving a list of projects to be submitted to bothQtite
for consideration of funding. The MPO also approved the listed projects as being nomstkte
the MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan.

Furthermore, a public hearing was held on April 13, 2005, during a Technical Advisory
Committee Meeting. The purpose of this hearing was to receive comments on aglispose
transportation improvement projects for 2006-2008. After the close of the heamtgclaino
comments were received, the document was approved and adopted.

A second public hearing was scheduled for August 17, 2005, for consideration of a draft
final T.I.P. by the Technical Advisory Committee (T.A.C.). Subsequently, a raeadmation
was forwarded to the Executive Committee for consideration and approvahagiist 22,
2005, meeting.

Each hearing notice is placed in a non-legal section, in a two-column adventiseme
format, with a minimum 10-day advance printing prior to the hearing.

2. Section 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act, require that state and local
government officials develop a State Implementation Plan for areas that dtamotre
national primary air quality standards, and that no MPO shall give its approvsl to a
project, program, or plan which does not conform to the Implementation Plan.

The State Implementation Plans for Minnesota and North Dakota still do not
require any transportation control measures for the Grand Forks-East Bnks
urbanized area.
3. Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, Section 601, states:
"No person in the United States shall, on the grounds of race, color or national origin, be

excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financsstasce."

Title VI compliance documentation includes the following information:
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Since the last self-certification, the MPO has not received, nor notified of any
lawsuits or complaints alleging discrimination.

The MPO receives Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) funds, which are
transportation planning funds from the Federal Highway Administration and the
Federal Transit Administration. All of these funds are secured through the annual
adoption of an Annual Unified Work Program. All necessary Civil Rights
compliance documents needed to properly obtain these funds have been
completed, submitted, and approved. Proposals to secure federal funds for FY
2007 are part of the MPQO’s 2005-2006 work program process. These funds are
utilized beginning January 1, 2007, the beginning of the MPQO'’s fiscal year.

No formal civil rights compliance review has been performed on the MPO in the
past three years by any level of government. The MPO did, however, provide the
FTA a Title VI Update Report in January 1988. The FTA reviewed this report for
compliance with Circular 4702.01 and noted no deficiencies or corrective actions.
Since that time, the MPO has updated its Title VI Report as part of its anRual Tl
Self-certification.

As a one-time submission, the Civil Rights Assurance was previously sdbmitt
to FTA in January 1988. Annually, the MPO adopts a State DOT Title VI
Standard Assurance as part of its an TIP approval.

4. Section 1003 (b) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Actesdhat
agencies using Urban Mass Transportation Administration and Federal Highway
Administration funds utilize Minority and Disadvantaged Business to perform a
percentage of their work.

This MPO is exempt from this requirement.

5. Section 16 of the Urban Mass Transportation Administration Act 49 United States C
1612, Section 165 (b) of the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, and 49 CFR, Part 27,
require special efforts to plan public mass transportation facilities avidesethat can
effectively be utilized by elderly and handicapped persons.

The 3-C planning activities of the MPO are sensitive to the needs of thg elder!
handicapped persons by:

a.

b.

Creating a liaison with the elderly and handicapped community and service
agencies on the Transportation Improvement Program.

Specific notification of Transit Development Plan updates and associated
activities and public meetings.
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C. A Section 504 Handicapped Transportation Services Program for Grand Forks
and East Grand Forks was adopted in December 1987.
d. ADA Paratransit plans and updates.

Additional opportunities take place during each City’s process to approve prajecplans,
which are submitted to the MPO for consideration.
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PROJECT STATUS SUMMARY

The following is a general status report of Grand Forks and East Grand Forks 2005
projects listed in the 2006 to 2008 Transportation Improvement Program. For further
information regarding the actual costs and sources of funds, contact the vespttt
Department of Transportation.

Grand Forks

The shared use trail for the linear park, known as Johnson’s Linear Park locatedtjust e
of South 42 Street between 1Ave. S. and 17 Ave. S., was constructed as an advanced
construction project. The City of Grand Forks locally financed the project foliptie federal
aid process with re-imbursement of federal funds occurring in 2005. The TIP showeéd a cos
estimate of $112,140 with $90,760 being federal funds. The actual cost estimate is the same

The mill and overlay of North J0Street, between University Avenue and Gateway
Drive, began and is ?% complete. The TIP estimate was $344,000 with $244,000 being federal
funds. The actual cost is currently $307,036 with $248,484 being federal.

The construction of a new street al'3venue South, between Belmont and Cherry,
began and is 15% complete. The TIP estimate was $1,440,000, with $960,000 being federal
funds. The actual cost is currently $1,016,670, with $754,673 being federal.

The Grand Forks City Bus received the requested operating and capitagftnodn the
#5307 program. The City was successful as part of a state-wide #5309 application.2008 FY
was used to ?

East Grand Forks

The southend bridge, being built as part of the USACE Flood Protection Project, began
and is 95% complete. The TIP estimate was $2,000,000 with $400,000 being federal funds. The
actual cost was $2,500,000 with $400,000 being federal.

The visitor information center for the State Recreation Area was dropeedhaf State
of Minnesota failed to finance their share. The $300,000 of federal funds wédlecatea via
the ATP to other eligible projects in other communities within the ATP’sdigtisn.
Transit Section #5307 funding was approved as requested.
The improvements to the bus shelters have been postponed because of the update to the

Transit Development Plan’s possible changing of routes. The Update wilfyoggtiificant
shelters and a follow-up study will identify what improvements should be pursued.
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