
 
Central Dakota MPO Technical Advisory Committee Meeting 

Tuesday, December 10, 2024, at 10:30 AM 
Public Works Conference Room 3, Public Works (1025 31st St SE) 

 Any person needing special accommodation for the meeting is requested to notify the 
City Clerk’s office at 857-4752. 

  

1. ROLL CALL  

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 2.1. REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF NOVEMBER 12, 2024 MINUTES 
 
Suggested Motion: I move to approve the minutes of the November 12, 
2024 meeting as presented. 

3. OLD BUSINESS 

 3.1. MTP PROJECT UPDATE 
 
This item is informational only; no action required. 

4. NEW BUSINESS 

 4.1. GRANT PROJECTS SOLICITATION 
 
Suggested Motion: I move to recommend the Policy Board approve the 
HSIP, Transit, Urban Roads, TA, and Rail/Highway Crossing Safety 
Program grant applications as presented. 

 4.2. 2026/2027 PROJECT DISCUSSION 
 
This item is informational only; no action required. 

 4.3. NDDOT/FHWA/FTA UPDATE, IF ANY 
 
 

5. OTHER BUSINESS 

 5.1. OTHER BUSINESS, IF ANY 
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 5.2. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
 

6. ADJOURNMENT  
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Central Dakota MPO Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 
Tuesday, November 12, 2024, at 10:30 AM 

Public Works Conference Room 3, Public Works (1025 31st St SE) 
 
 

1. ROLL CALL 
John Van Dyke called the meeting to order at 10:30 AM 
 
Members Present: 
Jesse Berg, Doug Diedrichsen, Cole Jones – Alternate for Sarah Karhoff, Brian Horinka, Lance 
Meyer, Dana Larsen, Korby Seward (virtual), John Van Dyke, Wayne Zacher 
 
Members Absent: 
Beth Pietsch 
 
Others Present: 
Will Hutchings, Kristen Sperry, Stephen Joersz, Angie Stenson (virtual), Blue Weber (virtual), Jim 
Mertz (virtual), Scott Harmstead (virtual), Luke Champa (virtual), Mike Bittner (virtual), Renae 
Tunison (virtual), and Nicole Robinson 
 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
2.1 REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE October 8, 2024 MINUTES 
 
Motion to approve the minutes of the September 10, 2024 meeting as presented by 
Doug Diedrichsen, seconded by Lance Meyer, and favored by all.  
  

3. NEW BUSINESS 
3.1 2050 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN – CONSULTANT UPDATE 

 
After brief introductions, Angie Stenson gave an overview of the overall presentation.  
Blue Weber began with a more in-depth overview of the public engagement 
opportunities by the MTP.  He shared some key points from the survey results, 
mentioned 7 upcoming focus groups and discussed some of the representative 
organizations.  Lance Meyer stressed the importance of tracking areas where feedback 
is being received specific to each jurisdiction.  Weber reported 20-22 attendees at the 
Minot City Hall Open House, 8 attendees at Surrey Senior Center Open House, and 1 
attendee at the Burlington Open House. 
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Stenson discussed the emerging themes based on public feedback received.  She 
reported bike and ped, safety, and economic ties to the transportation system being 
brought up the most.  Members discussed their thoughts on the findings and meeting 
attendance. 
 
Jim Mertz presented the draft of the Existing Conditions Memo.   He provided an 
overview of the existing plans being used to create the MTP.  He then presented the 
following topics: 

• Minot population density 
• Income and Employment throughout the MPO Area 
• Travel by Mode 
• Transit – Fixed Route & Souris Basin curb-to-curb paratransit service.  

Group discussion around transit ensued. 
• Safety Review – Roadway Segments, Intersections, Bridge Safety, Rail 

Crossing Crashes.  Mertz discussed crash rates and specific areas with 
higher crash rates. 

• Bike Network 
 
Luke Champa gave a Financial Plan Update and reviewed the next steps.   
 
A Future Network Conditions Update was presented by Scott Harmstead.   
Topics included: 

• “Allocating” Socioeconomic Data to Traffic Analysis Zones.  He asked 
members for feedback. 

• The Travel Demand Model.  An outline of the review process was given.  
Members provided input on the model. 

 
Mike Bittner gave an issues identification preview.  He provided an overview of the 
layers of analysis used in evaluation.  He identified four priority areas with existing 
conditions.    He encouraged members to begin thinking of the issues and possible 
solutions to discuss at the meeting in February. 
 
Stenson asked members to provide feedback on the Draft Existing Conditions Memo by 
Tuesday, November 19th and provided the timeline of next steps. 
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4. OTHER BUSINESS 

4.1 NDDOT/FHWA/FTA UPDATE, IF ANY 
Wayne Zacher introduced Will Hutchings as the new DOT MPO 
Coordinator and will be the voting member beginning in December.   Kristen Sperry 
noted there is the new Team Lead for Engineering Services and there will be a Structural 
Engineer Position Open.   
 
4.2 OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 

 No public present. 
 

5. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Van Dyke asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting.  So moved by Jesse Berg, 
seconded by Brian Horinka, and passed unanimously.  Meeting adjourned at 12:34 PM.  
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HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP) 
PROJECT APPLICATION 
North Dakota Department of Transportation, Programming 
SFN 59959 (3-2023)

23 USC § 407 Documents 
NDDOT Reserves All Objections

Please attach a location map(s). You may use additional sheets to further describe your project.
Agency Name NDDOT District

Contact Name Current Date

Email Address

Location Description Roadway Ownership

State

County

City

Tribe

Vision Zero Emphasis Area (check all that apply)

Younger Drivers

Speeding or Aggressive Drivers

Alcohol-Related

Unbelted Vehicle Occupants

Lane Departure

Intersections

Local Road or Street

Minor Collector

Major Collector

Minor Arterial

Principal Arterial

Functional Class

Improvement Category (check all that apply)

Access Management

Advanced Technology & ITS

Alignment

Animal Related

Interchange Design

Intersection Geometry

Intersection Traffic Control

Lighting

Miscellaneous

Non-infrastructure

Parking

Pedestrians & Bicyclists

Railroad Grade Crossings

Roadside

Roadway

Roadway Delineation

Roadway Signs & Traffic Control

Shoulder Treatments

Speed Management

Work Zone

Describe Current Safety Issues

Describe Proposed Safety Improvements

Project Cost Estimate (attach detailed copy)

For questions or comments contact: 
Justin Schlosser 
701-328-2673 
jjschlosser@nd.gov 
 
Please email completed form to this address: hsip@nd.gov 
 

Telephone Number

City of Minot Minot

Stephen Joersz 11/22/24

stephen.joersz@minotnd.gov

Eight Elementary Schools 
within the City of Minot 
Washington Elementary 
Edison Elementary 
Perkett Elementary 
Bel Air Elementary 
Longfellow Elementary 
Sunnyside Elementary 
Roosevelt Elementary 
Lews & Clark Elementary

Wood pole street lighting surrounds eight elementary schools in Minot. These wood poles typically provide one streetlight at an 
intersection and one-to-a-few mid-block streetlights, depending on where the utility wood pole is located. This leave gaps in 
streetlight coverage and often leads to areas that alternate between lit and dark. The elementary schools of Bel Air, Sunnyside 
and Roosevelt have 100-percent of the student pick-up and drop-off occur on a city street. Minot Public Schools does not offer 
bus services to they typical student. These items all lead to a significant amount of mixing between young children and drivers/
vehicles in dimly lit areas.  
 

The City of Minot is looking to improve visibility, in the form of improved streetlight coverage, near elementary schools.  
 
Install adequate streetlight facilities around eight elementary schools within the City of Minot. The proposed project would add a 
combination of feed points, conduit and conductors and Type A (post-top) streetlights. 

 $1,451,912.75 701.857.4100
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City of Minot 2026 - 2029 HSIP Project Cost Estimate

ITEM   
NO.

DESCRIPTION UNIT Cost
QUANTITIE

S
SITE 

ESTIMATE
QUANTITIES

SITE 
ESTIMATE

QUANTITIES
SITE 

ESTIMATE
QUANTITIES

SITE 
ESTIMATE

1 Contract Bond LS $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24

2 Mobilization LS $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48

3 Traffic Control LS $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14

6 Condcutor LF $8.39 4,845 $40,644.70 2,426 $20,351.71 2,120 $17,784.68 1,320 $11,073.48

7 2" Conduit LF $15.28 460 $7,027.46 0 $0.00 450 $6,874.69 430 $6,569.15

8 Boring LF $14.98 4,305 $64,498.67 2,426 $36,346.99 1,510 $22,623.23 690 $10,337.77

9 Streetlight Standard-Type A EA $4,725.18 26 $122,854.61 22 $103,953.90 13 $61,427.30 10 $47,251.77

11 Type II Feedpoint EA $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25

12 Pull Box EA $2,010.14 0 $0.00 0 $0.00 1 $2,010.14 0 $0.00

13 5% Contingency EA 5% $13,275.03 5% $9,556.39 5% $7,059.76 5% $5,285.36

14 10% Engineering EA 10% $26,550.06 10% $19,112.77 10% $14,119.52 10% $10,570.73

ITEM   
NO.

DESCRIPTION UNIT Cost
QUANTITIE

S
SITE 

ESTIMATE
QUANTITIES

SITE 
ESTIMATE

QUANTITIES
SITE 

ESTIMATE
QUANTITIES

SITE 
ESTIMATE

1 Contract Bond LS $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24 1 $3,350.24

2 Mobilization LS $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48 1 $6,700.48

3 Traffic Control LS $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14

6 Condcutor LF $8.39 2,520 $21,140.28 1,920 $16,106.88 2,150 $18,036.35 2,370 $19,881.93

7 2" Conduit LF $15.28 420 $6,416.38 150 $2,291.56 360 $5,499.75 350 $5,346.98

8 Boring LF $14.98 1,950 $29,215.43 1,770 $26,518.62 1,550 $23,222.52 1,580 $23,671.99

9 Streetlight Standard-Type A EA $4,725.18 17 $80,328.01 17 $80,328.01 15 $70,877.66 16 $75,602.84

11 Type II Feedpoint EA $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25 1 $18,414.25

12 Pull Box EA $2,010.14 1 $2,010.14 0 $0.00 0 $0.00 2 $4,020.29

13 5% Contingency EA 5% $8,479.27 5% $7,786.01 5% $7,405.57 5% $7,949.96

14 10% Engineering EA 10% $16,958.54 10% $15,572.02 10% $14,811.14 10% $15,899.91

School Cost

Washington $305,325.64
Edison $207,736.01
Perkett $150,313.57
Bel Air $109,502.51
Longfellow $182,962.29
Sunnyside $167,017.35
Roosevelt $158,267.24
Lewis & Clark $170,788.14

Total $1,451,912.75

$105,707.28

Washington Edison Perkett Bel Air

$265,500.55 $191,127.71 $141,195.16

$109,502.51

$182,962.29

Sunnyside Roosevelt Lewis & ClarkLongfellow

$167,017.35 $158,267.24 $170,788.14

$169,585.35 $155,720.19 $148,111.39 $158,999.13

$305,325.64 $207,736.01 $150,313.57

Grant Application

ESTIMATED QUANTITIES

Construction =

Construction =

Const. + Contingency + Eng. =

Grant Application

ESTIMATED QUANTITIES

Const. + Contingency + Eng. =
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Entity: Contact Person: Lance Meyer Revision: October 2024

Date: Phone Number: 701-857-4100 If you have questions with filling out the list, please contact Stacey Hanson at 701-328-4469

TOTAL FEDERAL STATE LOCAL NON-PARTICIPATING

Notes Description

(1) PriR = Primary Regional, SecR = Secondary Regional, URP = Urban Roads Program, UGP = Urban Grant Program
(2) Interstate, Principal Arterial, Minor Arterial, Collector
(3) PM = Preventive Maintenance, MiR = Minor Rehabilitation, SI = Structural Improvement, MaR = Major Rehabilitation, N/R = New/Reconstruction
(4) Brief description of the project (Exs: Thin Lift Overlay, Mill and Overlay, Concrete Pavement Repair, etc.)

300,000$               3rd Street Bridge - 4th Avenue NE to 1st Avenue NE 1,500,000$            1,200,000$            -$                            

PROJECT COST

PROJECT SUBMITTAL LIST

-$                                       

TYPE OF WORK(4)

2026 Urban Roads N/R Preliminary Engineering

FISCAL 
YEAR

FUNDING 
CATEGORY(1)

INVESTMENT 
STRATEGY(3) PROJECT LOCATION

City of Minot

November 22, 2024

FUNCTIONAL 
CLASSIFICATION(2)

Minor Arterial
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NDDOT URBAN PROGRAM - SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST 
 

Instructions:  Review all tasks and check mark the completed items.  Sign and return this checklist with your 
submittal. 
 
Tasks 

1. Review the enclosed 2025-2028 Urban Program sheet.  Mark any requests for revisions on the 
sheet and return it with your submittal.  Must mark either item a or b below. 

a. ☒  I have reviewed the enclosed 2025-2028 Urban Program sheet, including project limits, 
scope of work, costs, and funding year.  I am requesting no changes to these projects. 

b. ☐  I have reviewed the enclosed 2025-2028 Urban Program sheet and am requesting the 
changes noted below. 

i. ☐  Project limits – a new map is enclosed (required). 
ii. ☐  Scope of work – a revised scoping worksheet is enclosed (required). 

iii. ☐  Costs – a detailed cost estimate and revised scoping worksheet are enclosed 
(required). 

iv. ☐  Funding year – I have marked my requested change on the Urban Program 
sheet. 

2. Submittal requirements for FY 2029 solicitation of Urban Regional & Urban Roads projects (these 
are all required): 

a. ☐  I am submitting new projects only for FY 2029.   
b. ☒  I am providing a look ahead for FY 2030 – potential projects my jurisdiction is 

considering for future planning/budgeting purposes. 
c. ☒  I have reviewed the projected Urban Roads account balance and the submitted projects 

are within the budget shown on the balance sheet. 
d. ☒  I have coordinated with the county and included any CMC route funding requests within 

the UZA with my submittal. 
e. ☒  I have reviewed my request to make sure all projects are functionally classified and on 

the federal-aid system. 
f. ☒  I have reviewed my request to make sure all project limits achieve logical termini (must 

begin and end at a functionally classified route). 
g. ☒  I have prioritized my project requests. 
h. ☒  I have prepared the Project Submittal List (table) – this table outlines my federal aid 

request for each project. 
i. ☒  I am submitting a signed Scoping Worksheet for each project. 

i. ☐  The District and City have signed all Urban Regional Scoping Worksheets. 
ii. ☒  The City or County has signed all Urban Roads Scoping Worksheets. 

iii. ☒  I have included a non-NEPA level purpose and need statement for all projects to 
identify why the projects are important/needed by my jurisdiction. 

j. ☒  I am submitting a Detailed Cost Estimate in year of expenditure dollars for each new 
project.  The estimate includes totals for all phases (PE, CE, construction, R/W, utilities, 
structures, non-participating). 

k. ☒  I am submitting a Map of project limits for each project. 
 
I hereby certify that I have reviewed all tasks and that submitted materials are complete.  I understand that 
failure to provide complete information by December 31, 2024 may make this submittal ineligible. 
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____ _______    11/22/2024 
 
City Engineer        Date 
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URBAN REGIONAL & URBAN ROADS 
PROJECT SCOPING WORKSHEET 

 
 
DATE:__11/21/2024________________ 
 
PRIORITY#_1____________  Regional:  Y/N Urban Roads:  Y/N 
 
City:__Minot________________ Street:_3rd St NE_________________________________ 
 
County:__Ward_____________ Length:____1,280 ft_______________________ 
 
Proposed Improvement: _Bridge Replacement Professional Engineering______ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Cost Estimates Breakdown (in $1,000) 
 

PE 
 

CE 
 

R/W 
 
Utility 

 
Constr. 

 
Bridges 

 
Non-

Participating 

 
Total 

 
1,500 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
1,500 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Present Road: Surface Width? ______36 feet Surface Type? Concrete  
 
On Street Parking Allowed? _No___   Present:    (No)   One Side   Both Sides   Angle   Parallel 

   Proposed: (No)   One Side   Both Sides   Angle   Parallel 
 

 
Proposed Improvements 

ADT Present: ___7,125____ Yr: _2022_  Travel Way Width : 29 ft__ 
ADT Design:  _________ Design year ________  No. of Lanes: 2______ 
Design Speed: _25 MPH_________________  Roadway Width: __29 ft___ 
Maximum Curve: __5 degrees______________  Min. R/W Width:__80 ft__ 
Maximum Grade: __7%________________ 
 

 
 

Right of Way 
Will Additional ROW or easement be acquired? _Yes____  ROW acquisition by:   City   DOT 
Has any ROW easements been acquired since 7-1-72: Yes_   ROW Condemnation by:  City   DOT 
Est. No. of occupied family dwelling to be displaced? _1___  
Est. No. business to be displaced? __3________________ 
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Impacts 
Will there be any additional Impacts (Cultural and Environmental Resources): Uknown 
Will there be any impacts to 4(f) or 6(f) properties: Potential shared use path impacts 
Airports: None Public Hearings: Open House 
Environmental Classification (Cat-Ex, EA, EIS):_Cat-Ex  
Transportation Enhancements: Bridge enhancements such as lighting, railing, shared use path, 
history.  
Intermodal: BNSF mainline under the bridge 
Pedestrian Needs: Need 10 ft shared use path on bridge for future city connections to flood 
control system and downtown.  

 
 

Railroads Crossings 
 
RR Name 

 
No. Xings 

 
No. Tracks 
and Type of 

Crossing 

 
Daily Train 
Movements 

 
Train 
Speed 

 
Present 

Protection 

 
Proposed 
Protection 

 
BNSF 

 
3 

 
3 mainline 

 
35-40 

 
Unknown 

 
Grade 
separated  

 
Grade 
separated 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
Purpose and Need Statement: 
The 3rd Street bridge was built in 1936 and is nearing the end of its life. The bridge is showing 
signs of major distresses such as spalling, joint failures, pack rust, bearing failure, seal failure, 
and other maintenance issues. The cost to repair all of these issues may likely outweigh the 
benefits with a structure that is 88 years old. 
 
Due to the accelerated nature of the recent distresses seen on the bridge, engineering must begin 
on a bridge replacement to understand the environmental impacts and design challenges of a 
replacement structure. A new bridge on this north-south minor arterial must be able to carry over 
8,000 ADT into downtown Minot. A shared use path on the bridge is an important feature as it 
will connect into Minot’s flood control path system and eventually into several parks in the 
valley and north hill.  
 
Existing Conditions: 
 

1. When was the current street section built?  Has there been any additional 
maintenance to the street section? 
The bridge was built in 1936 with connecting street sections built in 1985 and 
2024.  

 
2. How many driving lanes and turning lanes does the street section currently have 

and what is the widths of the driving and turning lanes? 
Two driving lanes on the bridge. Left turn lane at 4th Avenue.  

 
3. What is the condition of the pavement section?   
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A. If the pavement section is asphalt, is there any alligator cracking, 

longitudinal cracking, transverse cracking, raveling, bituminous 
patching or rutting?  

B. If the pavement section is concrete, are there any broken slabs, 
faulting, bituminous patching, joint spalling, transverse cracking, 
or longitudinal cracking. The deck is polished with several spalls. 

  _________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________ 

 
4. Any existing geometric concerns? 

Unknown 
 

5. Are there any access points to adjoining properties that present a special concern? 
There are connecting streets at each end of the bridge that lock the termini in 
place.  

 
6. Are there any existing sidewalks or shared use path in place?  Yes 

_________________________________________________________________ 
 

7. What is the condition of the existing storm sewer?  Will any additional storm 
sewer work need to be done along with this project? 
Some inlet modifications may be needed depending on bridge height.  

 
8. What is the condition of the city’s water and sewer line?  Will any work have to 

be done to the city’s water and sewer lines along with this project? 
Utilities are being replaced with adjacent projects.  

 
9. Describe the existing lighting system currently in place?  What type of standards 

and luminaires are currently being used? 
Bridge lighting is original and must be replaced.  

 
10. What intersections currently have traffic signals?  Are there any locations that 

have a high accident rate?  Are additional turning lanes needed? 
3rd Street and 4th Avenue has a traffic signal that was recently replaced. No high 
crash locations. Additional turn lanes unlikely needed.   

 
Remarks: 
The City is requesting professional engineering funding for this project in 2026. We understand 

this is an out of cycle request. However, with 3rd Street Bridge deteriorating more quickly than 

anticipated, this has increased the City’s urgency on this project. We are hopeful the NDDOT 

has funding available in their programs to assist the City to get started on this project.  
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City Engineer: __  Date: 11/22/2024 
 
 
District Engineer: ___________________________ Date: ___________________ 
 
Note: Please attach a map showing location and extent of the project, detailed cost estimate, and any additional supporting 

documents. 
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3RD STREET BRIDGE
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3rd Street Bridge Preliminary Engineering Cost Estimate
Total Cost 80% Federal 20% Local

1,500,000.00$              1,200,000.00$              300,000.00$                  
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PO Box 5006, Minot ND, 58702 

   www.minotnd.gov 

   701.857.4100 

1025 31st St SE, Minot ND, 58701 
 

Serving our neighbors, building our community with PRIDE. 
Professionalism | Responsibility | Integrity | Dedication | Excellence 

 

November 22, 2024 
 
 
Jim Styron 
NDDOT – Highway/Rail Crossing Safety Manager 
 
 
Jim: 
 
The City of Minot is requesting two projects be added to the rail/highway crossing safety program. 
These projects are anticipating a no cost share from the City of Minot. If there is a cost share, the 
earliest a cost share would be available is January 2026, but the City would have to begin budgeting 
for a local cost match in June of 2025.  
 
Priority 1: 8th Avenue SE Crossing at CPKC  
 
This project will fix the rough crossing caused by the main and siding intersecting 8th Avenue SE. The 
siding was installed several years ago and is the most complained about crossing besides the recently 
repaired 3rd St SE crossing. The public is requesting this crossing be addressed to provide a smooth 
ride for the motoring public.  
 
Priority 2: Signalization of the Amtrak Crossing at CPKC 
 
This crossing which leads to the Amtrak Station is the only unsignalized rail crossing in Minot city limits. 
Originally part of a quiet zone, the city council backed away from the project due to the high costs of 
the project. The requested project will only signalize the crossing.  
 
If you have any follow up questions or wish to have a field diagnostic in Minot, please feel free to 
contact me.  
 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 

 
 
Lance Meyer, PE 
Minot City Engineer  
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www.minotnd.gov 

701.857.4100 

10 3rd Ave SW 
Minot ND, 58701 

engineer@minotnd.gov 

 
 
Fiscal Year 2027 Transportation Alternatives Program Application 
 
1. Project Name 
 
2027 Edison Elementary Safe Routes to School   
 
2. Project Location 
  
Within the vicinity of Edison Elementary School. For your reference, please find attached Figure 
1 for the proposed location. 
  
3. Project Contact  
 
City of Minot 
PO Box 5006  
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
 
4. Contact Person(s) 
  
Stephen Joersz, PE, PTOE – Traffic Engineer 
stephen.joersz@minotnd.gov 
PO Box 5006  
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
Office Phone: 701-857-4100 
 
Jesse Hoffart, PE – Project Manager 
jesse.hoffart@minotnd.gov 
PO Box 5006 
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
Office Phone: 701-857-4100 
 
5. Project Sponsor 
  
City of Minot  
PO Box 5006  
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
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6. Sponsoring Official 
   
Lance Meyer, PE – City Engineer 
lance.meyer@minotnd.gov 
PO Box 5006  
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
Office Phone: 701-857-4100 
 
7. Project Description 
 
The proposed safe routes to school improvements include the following items:   
- A 5-foot sidewalk placed on the north and south side of 18th Avenue SW, between 16th St 

SW and 12th ST SW. 
- Fill in the gap on sidewalk on the south side of 16th Avenue SW, between 10th St SW and 9th 

St SW. 
 
The proposed locations will improve the ability for students to walk and bicycle to school and 
provide safe routes for non-drivers and individuals with disabilities. To date, sidewalks are not 
located at the above-mentioned areas.  
  
8. Project Cost 
 
Project construction cost is estimated to be $1,080,155.57.  The federal share requested is 
$874,169.90 resulting in a local share of $205,985.67.  Please refer to the enclosed Engineer’s 
Estimate for a breakdown.   
 
9. TAP Eligibility Categories 
 
The proposed project fits under the following categories identified as eligible under the 
Transportation Alternatives Program: 
  
“A.  Construction of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians bicyclists and other non-
motorized forms of transportation, including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure, pedestrian and 
bicycle signals, traffic calming techniques, lighting and other safety related infrastructure, and 
transportation projects to achieve compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990.” 
 
“B. Construction of infrastructure related projects that will substantially improve the ability of 
students to walk and bicycle to school.”    
  
“C. Construction of infrastructure related projects and systems that will provide safe routes for 
non-drivers and individuals with disabilities to access daily needs.” 
 
The project, in its entirety, fits under the activity listed above.   
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10. Supporting Data 
 
In 2010, a comprehensive study titled “Minot Safe Routes to School Study” was conducted for 
the City of Minot. The purpose of the study was to inventory existing safe routes to school for 
Minot elementary students and to identify and prioritize infrastructure improvements 
necessary to expand Minot’s safe route to school networks.  
 
The referenced project falls in line with necessary improvements as prioritized in the 
comprehensive study.  To date, improvement priorities 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 14, and 17 
identified in the Minot Safe Routes to School Study have been fully completed. Additionally, 
improvement priorities 7 and 18 have been partially completed. Lastly, priorities 12, 13, 20 and 
24 are scheduled to be constructed between 2025 and 2026.  
 
The proposed project for 2027 follows and expands upon the recommended safe route 
improvements listed in priority 7 in the Minot Safe Routes to School Study. Please see the 
attached map for project locations. 
 
The City of Minot is in support of the project.  The City Council previously approved the 
development and implementation of the Minot Safe Routes to School Study.   
 
11. Public Accessibility 
 
Upon project completion, The City of Minot will be the owner.  The sidewalks will be located 
within existing right-of-way and will be fully accessible to the public. 
 
12. Matching Funds Provided By 
  
The City of Minot will provide matching funds for the project. The anticipated cost share will be 
included in the 2027 Capital Improvements Plan Budget and paid with Sales Tax Improvements.   
 
13. Will Right of Way for This Project Be Needed? 
 
No, the project will be constructed within existing public right-of-way. However, permanent 
and/or temporary easements are anticipated to be required to build the project.   
 
14. Maintenance of This Project Will Be Provided By 
 
The sidewalk will be maintained by adjacent property owners.   
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15. Environmental Impacts 
 
Land Use:  No impact to current land use is anticipated. 
 
Farmland:  This project will not use farmland. 

Social:   
 

• The project is expected to increase safety and promote walking and bicycling to and from 
school, as well as, general pedestrian traffic in the area.   

 

• An increase in pedestrian traffic should result in a decrease in motor vehicle traffic and an 
overall decrease in traffic congestion, air pollution, and noise pollution.   

 
• Increasing pedestrian traffic is expected to have a positive effect on public health due to the 

benefits of exercise and a decrease in emissions and greenhouse gases produced from 
motor vehicles.  

 
• The impacts upon walking/bicycling students will be positive, as the proposed project will 

provide and encourage a safe and convenient transportation corridor for walking/bicycling 
students.   

 
• The proposed project is expected to increase student safety via connecting to existing 

sidewalk networks located within close proximity to Edison Elementary School.   
 
Section 4(f) 
 
Economic:  This project is expected to boost economic growth due to allowing alternative 
modes of transportation. 
 
Relocation:  People or businesses will not be displaced due to this project.  
 
Wetlands:  This project will not result in fill material being placed in any wetlands. 
 
Floodplain:  This project is not within a floodplain. 
 
Threatened or Endangered Species:  The only Endangered species that would possibly be in the 
project area is the Northern Long-eared Bat, specifically in any large trees in the project area. 
Any trees that would need to be removed for the project would be removed in the window of 
time where the bats would not be inhabiting them. This window is November 1 to March 31. 
 
Cultural Resources:  The project will not affect adjacent properties. 
 
Hazardous Waste:  Hazardous waste sites are not located in the area of the project.  
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16. Signatures 
Contact Person(s)     Responsible City Official  
 

        
 
Stephen Joersz, PE, PTOE    Lance Meyer, PE 
City of Minot, Traffic Engineer   City of Minot, City Engineer 
 
     
    
 
Jesse Hoffart, PE 
City of Minot, Project Manager   
 
17. Attachments 
 
Figure 1 – Project Location Map 
Engineer’s Construction Cost Estimate 
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Item Spec Code Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Amount
1 103 100 CONTRACT BOND                                     L SUM 1 15,000.00$   15,000.00$           
2 201 330 CLEARING & GRUBBING L SUM 1 20,000.00$   20,000.00$           
3 202 114 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PAVEMENT SY 2190.39 29.00$          63,521.31$           
4 202 130 REMOVAL OF CURB AND GUTTER LF 953 15.00$          14,295.00$           
5 202 132 REMOVAL OF BITUMINOUS SURFACING SY 212 34.00$          7,208.00$             
6 203 103 COMMON EXCAVATION - TYPE C CY 295 50.00$          14,750.00$           
7 203 119 TOPSOIL-IMPORTED CY 500 45.00$          22,500.00$           
8 251 300 SEEDING CLASS III ACRE 0.5 20,000.00$   10,000.00$           
9 253 200 HYDRAULIC MULCH SY 8313 3.00$            24,939.00$           

10 302 120 AGGREGATE BASE COURSE CL 5                        TON 1145 60.00$          68,700.00$           
11 430 500 COMMERCIAL GRADE HOT MIX ASPHALT TON 47 440.00$        20,680.00$           
12 702 100 MOBILIZATION L SUM 1 50,000.00$   50,000.00$           
13 704 1100 TRAFFIC CONTROL L SUM 1 20,000.00$   20,000.00$           
14 724 275 REMOVE & REPLACE GATE VALVE BOX EA 2 6,000.00$     12,000.00$           
15 724 1035 SPRINKLER RELOCATION L SUM 1 10,000.00$   10,000.00$           
16 748 100 CURB & GUTTER LF 953 80.00$          76,240.00$           
17 748 520 CURB-TYPE I LF 260 75.00$          19,500.00$           
18 748 1030 VALLEY GUTTER 72 IN SY 320.39 170.00$        54,466.30$           
19 750 30 PIGMENTED IMPRINTED CONCRETE SY 30 350.00$        10,500.00$           
20 750 115 SIDEWALK CONCRETE 4 IN SY 1382 125.00$        172,750.00$         
21 750 140 SIDEWALK CONCRETE 6 IN SY 535 170.00$        90,950.00$           
22 750 1000 DRIVEWAY CONCRETE SY 1347 120.00$        161,640.00$         
23 750 2115 DETECTABLE WARNING PANELS SF 248 90.00$          22,320.00$           

1 981,959.61$        
2 98,195.96$          

3 1,080,155.57$     

4 874,169.90$        
5 205,985.67$        

1,080,155.57$     

Other Ineligible Costs
Preliminary Engineering (Work performed by City Staff)
Construction Engineering
Temporary Construction Easements (45 parcels at ~$400 each)
Temporary Construction Easement Acquisition (Estimated)
Independent Agency Testing 

6 310,500.00$        

7 874,169.90$        

8
516,485.67$        

1,390,655.57$     

 Total City of Minot Cost Share 
(Lines 5 + 6) 
 Total Project Cost 

200,000.00$                                                                           

67,500.00$                                                                             
25,000.00$                                                                             

 Total Other Ineligible Cost 

 Total NDDOT Eligible 

18,000.00$                                                                             

-$                                                                                         

Engineer's Estimate
2027 Edison Safe Routes to School (Priority #7)

20-Nov-24

Total Eligible Construction Cost
10% Contingency

Total Eligible Cost Plus Contingency

NDDOT - 80.93%
City of Minot - 19.07%

Total

Page 33 of 51



Page 34 of 51



Page 35 of 51



Page 36 of 51



Page 37 of 51



Page 38 of 51



Page 39 of 51



Page 40 of 51



Page 41 of 51



Page 42 of 51



Page 43 of 51



Page 44 of 51



Page 45 of 51



Page 46 of 51



Page 47 of 51



Page 48 of 51



Page 49 of 51



Page 50 of 51



Page 51 of 51


	1. ROLL CALL
	2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
	2.1. REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF NOVEMBER 12, 2024 MINUTES
	TAC Minutes 11.12.24


	3. OLD BUSINESS
	3.1. MTP Project Update

	4. NEW BUSINESS
	4.1. GRANT PROJECTS SOLICITATION
	4887 - 2026-2029 HSIP Application Packet
	Minot 2026 Urban Request
	Minot Planning and Rail Request Letter
	2027 SRTS TAP Application & Attachments
	CityofMinot_State Aid Grant Application signed
	Souris Basin Transportation_FY26 5310 URBAN Grant

	4.2. 2026/2027 PROJECT DISCUSSION
	4.3. NDDOT/FHWA/FTA UPDATE, IF ANY

	5. OTHER BUSINESS
	5.1. OTHER BUSINESS, IF ANY
	5.2. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

	6. ADJOURNMENT



