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Meeting Agenda

 Study Purpose

o Study Process/Status
— EXxisting Street / Highway Issues
— 2005 - 2035 Land Development
— Future Traffic Levels/Conditions
— Alternatives Analysis
— Funding Assessment
— Locally Preferred Improvements

 Questions/Discussion

URS
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Study Purpose

To Work with Staff and the Community to Develop a
List of Road/Highway Improvements to be
: Implemented Through 2035:

Consider Other Modes (Transit, Bike and Pedestrian)

Improvements Should Address “Needs™ and Meet
Local/Regional Transportation Goals

Short, Mid and Long-Term (Priorities)
Fundable

Work Towards Being Proactive, Not Reactive!
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Highway Plan Study Process

Summarize Current . Growth Locations:
Conditions . New Development
. Redevelopment
. Goals/Objectives . Intensity of Development
. Issues Identification/ - Committed Roadway Improvements
Documentation . Forecasted Traffic

- Congestion . Congested Corridors
_ Safety Forecast Future

- Connectivity Conditions
- Current Development
Requirement Tests:
v Meets Transportation Needs?
v Reasonable Impacts?

What are\ v Feasible Costs

the
: Options? |
Options /

: é%dngitze;;gation Turn Lanes ' N | y Package
. Access Management temlatlyes Improve_ment/
. Expansion/New Lanes Analysis Funding/

. New Roads/Bridges . \ .t 3 |mplementation

. NOTHING l
URS
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Existing Conditions




ldentified Issues Map

Consider ir

Re-evaluate potential for North Bypass.

Rail crossings of Gateway Ave. can cause long
delays.

Access /congestion issues.
Short distance between 5th Street and radroad,
Desire for continuous north - south corridor.

Concemn about dense traffic signals and poor
iraffic operations.

Poor sight distance at railroad crossings.

Pedestrian [ vehicie conflicts through UND
campus.

10 Tight tumn radii for trucks at -29 ramps and
Industrial Park roads. Relatively narmow cross
saction and frequent lane changes.

11 Short acceleration [anes from ramp
12 Congesticn in Columbia Road cormidor.
13 Future rall underpass reconstruction.

14 Congeshon. Poor sight distance. Too many
HCCESS points.

15 Historic granitoid pavement. Can surface quality
be improved?

16 Through traffic in residential corridor.

17 Concern that ime frame for futura bridges
is too far off

18 Heavy truck volumes due 10 processing plants.
Review access aplions.

19 Desire for Red Lake River crossing/dike
conflicts.

20 Salety concem,
21 Salety concemns at intersections.

22 Resolve 40th Avenue exiension and proposed
parks facility location

23 Access issues to commercial development,
24 Traffic operations issues related to school
25 4Tih Avenue has no shoulders or tum lanes.

26 Safety concem for northbound on-ramp.
Shon acceleratiion lane, limited sight distance
for 1-29 traffic.

27 Difficult access onlo Bygland from side streets
during peak pariods

py Bigunied

Merrifield Rd

[ Traffic Operations /
Connectivity Issue

[ Safety / Geometry

Concern

Congested

Intersection

Gateway Dr
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Level of Service Description

Free flowing travel, individual
drivers are virtually unaffected
by the presence of other traffic.

In the range of stable flow, but the
presence of others in the traffic stream
begins tobe noticeable.

In the range of stable flow, but marks
the begl'nning of the range of flow
where the operations of drivers
becomes signjﬁcantly affected by the
interactions of other traffic.

LOSD

g @
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Represents high density, but
stable flow. Speed and freedom
to maneuver are severely
restricted and the driver
experiences a poor level of
comfort and convenience.

LOSE

Repres ents conditions at or near
capacity level. Comfort and
convenience levels are extremely poor

and driver frustration is relatively high.

LOSF

Represents forced or breakdown flow.

Source; 20 Highway Capacity Manual, Transportation Rescarch Board, 2000,







