
MNDOT Travel Demand Modeling Coordinating Committee (TDMCC)
 Meeting Summary – October 14, 2010 – Arden Hills Training Center and various Video Conference Rooms in the District Offices
Attending
Tom Faella, LaCrosse Area Planning Committee
Jonette Kreideweis, MNDOT TDA

Gene Hicks, MNDOT TDA 
Mark Flinner, MNDOT TDA – Provided this meeting’s summary
Chu Wei, MNDOT TDA

Jim Henricksen, MNDOT Metro District 

Mark Filipi, Metropolitan Council

Jonathan Ehrlich, Metropolitan Council

Ron Chicka, Duluth/Superior MPO
Robert Herling, Duluth/Superior MPO  

Dave Then, St. Cloud Area Planning Office – videoconference
Michelle Musser, St. Cloud Area Planning Office - videoconference
Jack Corkle, Anoka County 
Diomo Motuba, N. Dakota State University, ATAC - videoconference
Steve Ruegg, PB Consultants

Steve Wilson, SRF Consultants

Sara Aultman, MNDOT Office of Statewide Multimodal Planning

Jerry Liibbe, FHWA/MN

Bob Byers, Hennepin County

Guests
Frank Pafko and Marilyn Jordahl Larson, MNDOT Environmental Services
Kari Palmer and Frank Kohlasch, MNPCA presenters
Jennifer Murray, WisDOT - teleconference
FHWA Interim Guidance on the Application of Travel and Land Use Forecasting in NEPA 
Presentation by Jonette Kreideweis, Director, Office of Transportation Data and Analysis MNDOT
The presentation was introduced in the context of how the interim guidance seems to have emphasized things that can be done in an ideal world and may only be practical for a small proportion of the projects performed in our state given the preponderance of preservation, rural, and categorically excluded projects.
The interim guidance document can be found on the TDMCC web site and is named: “NEPA Interim Guidance travel_landUse_rpt”
The presentation found on the TDMCC web site is named: “FHWA Interim Guidance on Travel Forecasting TDA”.
In the presentation, summary points taken from the guidance included:
· The premise that forecasts need to be reasonable and defensible, and based upon clearly understood procedures and processes

· A call to assess project conditions thoroughly vis-à-vis prior studies, determination of scope-of-effort in order to ‘nest’ within the greater NEPA effort, and weighing the benefits of using various travel forecasting tools
· The importance of stakeholder and inter-agency involvement and collaboration, and
· Consideration and documentation of all aspects of choosing between alternatives including a) estimates of induced demand, direct and indirect effects, and cumulative impacts, b) a description of the alternatives screening process and the people/agencies involved, and c) how decisions are made utilizing outcomes of technical work in an unbiased way.

Discussion included the following:

· Much of the guidance promotes best practice and calls for improvements, but in doing so tends to establish a de facto standard that could delay future project delivery if taken to an extreme.

· The guidance should have been circulated earlier as a draft for comment. 
· Since the document uses terms like ‘optional’ and ‘not mandatory’ it would be helpful if the guidance could be more specific with examples or criteria that aid in its interpretation of when certain types of analysis are not necessary.
· The lead agency makes final determination, ‘unanimity’ shouldn’t be required in the guidance
· MNDOT supported the AASHTO response to the guidance and added a few other comments
· Much of what has been recommended in the guidance fits within the existing environmental review process so the guidance will be incorporated into the upcoming annual workshop held during March or April

· When evaluating past experience with EIS/EA’s it seems prudent to perform risk analysis to assess if more effort needs to be expended early in the project, especially if modeling of multiple alternatives is involved.

· If this guidance is interpreted in a more legalistic way it is possible that more rural area and small MPO projects may need to do more to analyze and document alternatives.
A team will be put together to determine what needs to be done to determine “best practice” in this area.
Minnesota Air Quality and Attainment Status
Presentation by Kari Schwerin Palmer, Environmental Research Scientist, and Frank Kohlasch, Manager of the Air Assessment and Environmental Data Management Section, Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

The presentation found on the TDMCC web site is named: “Minnesota Air Quality and Attainment Status MNPCA”

The presentation covered many aspects of air quality standards and measurements, and charted the schedule for new and anticipated changes to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  Some pollutants are of more concern to transportation given their direct association with vehicle emissions.  Those are carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxides, ozone and fine particles.  Health related pollutants include some of the ones above and carbon monoxide, lead, sulfur dioxide, and large particles.  Some standards are due to change to ‘one hour’ standards and the State Implementation Plan (SIP) will need to change.  
Generally, air quality has improved in Minnesota with an exception of fine particulates during the past couple of winters.  Unfortunately, fine particulates come from many sources and can be carried long distances by prevailing winds.

Once a new standard has been set at the national level it takes years before attainment status must be shown.  It is important to note; if even one ‘hotspot’ measures above a standard, an entire region is classified as non-attainment.  In summary, a new team that includes MNDOT has been assembled to work on ozone and fine particle issues.  Changing standards will require that more things be looked at when permitting new or expanded sources, more pollutants will be subject to transportation conformity, and existing sources may need to be mitigated.
Discussion following the presentation included:
· It is likely that by 2020, as transportation technology and fuels improve, it will be easier to comply with the new rules.

· A group exists in MNDOT to begin working with MPO planners to address the State Implementation Plan requirements for projects.

· The make-up of the fleet may become more important in future forecasts of traffic.

Today it was useful to share with each other how the agencies can work together and understand more about the other’s work.
Land Use Allocation to Support Long Range Transportation Planning in the Saint Cloud Area
Presentation by Michelle Musser, MPO Planner and GIS Specialist, St. Cloud Area Planning Organization
The presentation found on the TDMCC web site is named: “St Cloud APO 2035 LAND USE FORECAST”

The presentation illustrated and described the latest efforts to determine future land uses in the region.  Starting with a review of 2000 Land use and coverage statistics (at 68 square miles and 113,292 population) staff engaged in an exercise to create a ‘constrained development’ scenario that added 19 square miles of land use (mostly single family residential) using existing comprehensive and roadway plans, annexation agreements, and staff and planner input.  The technical advisory committee (TAC) then developed a ‘full build-out’ scenario that added a total of 36.3 square miles with the same projected 2030 population (173,161).  Understanding that only a limited amount of additional commercial and industrial land uses could be anticipated (compared to full build-out) the TAC agreed to an additional 23.7 square miles of development.  
In preparation for the 2035 long range plan population projections were reevaluated and adjusted to be closer to the state demographer projections given the close correlation to local measures of persons per household and housing units.  Using a projected 2035 population of 163,782, additional land use to be added to 2005 was assumed to be the same as what was used in the 2030 plan, 23.7 square miles. 
Discussion included:
· Not surprisingly the APO has played the role of mediator between the various government interests in both long range planning cycles.
· Changes associated with redevelopment of existing land use (if different from today) are incorporated on a 3-5 year cycle for inclusion into the model.

· The increase in land use area was not constrained by the population growth given the increasing attractiveness of the region’s commercial/employment activities and commuting potential.

· The policy board has guided land use allocation using a decision made ten years ago to establish a cordon for extending sewer and other urban services.

· The APO has just started working on a sustainability plan but anticipates challenges associated with desires to locate new, extensive development. 

The 2010-2011 Metropolitan Council Area Travel Behavior Inventory (TBI) Survey
Presentation by Jonathan Ehrlich PE, Senior Planner, Metropolitan Council

The presentation found on the TDMCC web site is named: “TBI2010_MetCouncil”

Motivations to invest in the latest travel behavior inventory (TBI) included the need to update our understanding about travel behaviors in the Twin Cities area and to gather data about how people responded to changes in transit and light rail service, commuter rail, pricing policies, economic changes, and other conditions affecting travel during the past ten years.  The design of the survey will support anticipated innovations in the regional travel demand model.  
Lead by a consulting team 12,200 households will be interviewed with 400 using GPS sampling for seven days, and transit riders will be surveyed focusing on the higher ridership lines and potential LRT/BRT corridors.  Sampling rates for households is 1% within the seven-county area and .5% for the ‘collar’ counties that include three counties in Wisconsin.  Incorporating tours and a time-of-day scheduling algorithm into the modeling process should increase the usefulness of the model when building scenarios involving changing policies and accessibility measures.
Discussion points included the following:

· GPS sampling and data processing is still fairly expensive

· Given that smart phones are not pervasive enough they were not considered for use.  They have been used in tracking bike use in some areas.
· We’ll need to coordinate with WisDOT when it comes to TAZ determination and TAZ data, especially for 2035 forecasts.
· Land use modeling could include areas within Wisconsin if things ‘work out’.

· Most minor arterials and some collectors will be included in the model network in order to improve assignments to major arterials.

· Operations planning will still require sub-area modeling.

· No changes are anticipated for freight modeling with this effort.

Additional details about the TBI and copies of the survey instruments are available at:
http://www.metrocouncil.org/planning/transportation/TBI/TBIsurveys.htm 

Round Robin

The Proposed Urban Area Criteria are open for comment.  
A copy of the Federal Register notice can be found on the TDMCC web site under Presentations and named “ProposedUrbanAreaCriteria2010-20808.pdf” 
Ron Chicka attended the 2010 Tools of the Trade conference in September this year as a moderator for several sessions.  The conference site offering abstracts is:
http://www.trbtoolsofthetrade.org/pdf/conf/2010/2010_Conference_Program_Abstracts_Aug.pdf 

Ron offered to share links to papers when they are posted.
During the next month or so, look for more information about TAZ delineation web based training and a possible technical workshop to be held in February to discuss the relationship between the Census TAZ delineation software, TAZs for modeling and TAZs for obtaining special tabulation data from the Census.
Anticipate sharing a Bi-State conference with Wisconsin in August in La Crosse.

Next meeting :  Not yet determined
PAGE  
Note: These minutes along with the presentations and other information will be posted on our web site at:  http://www.dot.state.mn.us/tda/html/mtdmcc.html
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