Mn/DOT Travel Demand Modeling Coordinating Committee

Meeting Summary – March 15, 2007
Committee Members Present

John Crawford, URS Corporation
Kate Garwood, Anoka County

Gene Hicks, Mn/DOT TDA

Steve Wilson, SRF Consulting

Steve Ruegg, PB Consultants

Mark Flinner,  Mn/DOT TDA – Provided this meeting’s summary
Mark Filipi, Metropolitan Council

Brian Isaacson, Mn/DOT Metro District 

Jaime Sloboden, SEH Consulting

Bob Byers, Hennepin County 

Dave Then, St. Cloud Area Planning Office 

Chris Moates, Mn/DOT District 6 – Rochester 

Other Attendees

Robert Sands, Edwards and Kelcey

Vishnu Garg, Meyer, Mohaddes Associates

Brian Gage, Mn/DOT OIM

Absent
Greg Gaides, Parsons 

Terry Humbert, Mn/DOT District 3 – Brainerd 

Phil Wheeler, Rochester Council of Governments 
Tom Faella, LaCrosse/LaCrescent Area Planning Council

Jonette Kreideweis, Mn/DOT TDA

Susan Moe, FHWA 

Ron Chicka, Duluth – Superior MPO 

Metropolitan Council Update on LEHD/CTPP/TBI Data Comparability – Mark Filipi
In general, larger area comparisons are OK but at the TAZ level, comparisons are difficult if not impossible.  Each data source has its own set of questions that ask about different things.  For example, the TBI would ask about your mode choice on the survey day, but the CTPP asks ‘what was your usual mode choice last week’.  Never-the-less, the aggregate scale mode split was comparable.  The LEHD has no trip making attribute data but has fairly complete residence and workplace pairings.  It is useful to note that “On the Map” (LEHD on the internet) will be expanding its offerings (under version 2.1) to include our neighboring states’ data and will be capable of between-state associations.
Statewide TAZ discussion - Mark Filipi
As before, only one agency can request TAZ based census data per geographic area within the state.  While the Metropolitan Council will be working with the local governments in the next 12 months to review and update the regional TAZ structure it might make sense for the state to consider becoming the agency that coordinates the acquisition of TAZ based census data for travel demand modeling since there are already ‘overlapping’ regions, the collar counties of the seven county metropolitan area, as well as the potential for additional modeling efforts around the state during the upcoming decade.  There could be 563 trunk highway constrained TAZ boundaries for the state with nested MPO TAZ systems.  Additionally, considering major jurisdictional boundaries would further split that set of TAZ boundaries.  Someone would need to coordinate with RDCs, MPOs, the State Demographer, DEED, other planners, etc…

Generally there was support for the idea that MN/DOT should consider performing this role at the state level.
Hennepin County Model Update – Bob Byers – (PowerPoint presentation)
In addition to the presentation there was follow-up discussion about:

· the problem of ‘pass-by’ given that interaction between ITE trip rates can be as high as 25%
· the trip generation rates are now graduated

· the benefits of working directly with city staff, tapping their knowledge of local political and market forces

· the regional allocation of the county control totals were pretty good

· the current model has not yet incorporated intersection delay but may in the future

· there are advantages to using the four step process – the discipline tells you things along the way

Caliper is offering training in Ames, Iowa in June.  Contact MTMUG through: http://www.sysplan.dot.state.ia.us/MTMUG/webpage/index.htm
Mn/DOT Traffic Impact Study Guidance – Brian Gage
Paraphrased from Brian’s handout and presentation:
Proposal – That EQB consider requiring all new developments that generate over 2500 vehicles per day be subject to an evaluation of traffic impacts on adjacent regional transportation systems.  The analysis format proposed is the MN/DOT Traffic Impact Studies Guidance.  
Background – Growth and development around major cities is directly related to growth within each city.  Much growth is residential in nature with the nearby city providing employment.  Since much of the new development is outside of established regional planning boundaries current regulations do not require any of these communities to evaluate the traffic impacts of such developments upon the adjacent regional system.  Frequently, the impacts of new development creates or exacerbates congestion that might have been avoided if the appropriate road authority had an opportunity to prepare reasonable feedback regarding the system’s ability to handle the additional, projected traffic.
Future Action – The proposal will be presented to the Traffic Engineering Organization executive committee and the EQB later in the spring.
Contact - For more information: brian.gage@dot.state.mn.us
Discussion ensued regarding whether the initiative might take the form of a technical memo, and that the authority of Mn/DOT be exercised through local government authority.  (See also the State Aid Office’s potential role.)
Round Robin

Federal grants are available to improve upon techniques to bridge the gap between travel demand modeling and operational modeling.  Evacuation planning has been forwarded as a potential area of investigation.

Our current release of CUBE will not function on a four processor machine without a special license from Citilabs.

CLUSTER (CUBE for multiple processors) is licensed by processor, not seat.

The Met Council is interested in moving toward a GIS supported implementation with CUBE/Voyager.

CUBE 5 will require GIS attribute management for links.

Discussion ensued around the question of which modeling efforts should take precedence during project development (e.g. regional vs. city/county/micro-simulation)
· Each model should be comparable

· Refer to the NCITE window conciliation language

· The use of the results should drive the evaluation criteria

· Typical sources of contention are employment and land use assumptions, and peaking and directionality issues

Major arterials are becoming more important as objects of analysis.  Twenty-one cities in Anoka County will be involved in developing the next transportation plan.
Break out meetings of Committee Work Teams.
· Data Sharing and Forecast Consistency - Colby Brown.

No report

· Developing guidelines for traffic studies in urban and rural areas – Gene Hicks.
See earlier traffic impact study guidance

· Next steps in bridging the gaps between traditional 4-step modeling and operational modeling – John Crawford.
We are currently identifying technical and policy issues and potential solutions after talking with difference audiences and stakeholders.  One major question might be ‘Who should sign off on a policy statement that guides the bridging of the gap?’.
· Socioeconomic and Origin-Destination Data Integrity, and Data Requirements for Truck Modeling.  – Mark Flinner.
The MPO and modeling agency survey discussed last meeting will be administered by Dr. Amiy Varma during April.
We’re still uncertain whether the state will be acquiring the most recent annual LEHD dataset.

What would be required to model truck movements in the state to satisfy the primary clients of such modeling?  Discussion ensued:
we need to identify needs, sources of essential data, funding, policies about privacy, level of aggregation and network granularity, O/D data, terminal locations, industry sector employment, volume by commodity, harvest by commodity trip purposes, etc., and be able to convince the trucking industry of the benefits of cooperation.

Next meeting: June 7th, 2007
Potential agenda topics:
Statewide Modeling Feasibility Study update





Work team progress reports





Statewide TAZ update





CTS/NCITE Joint meeting update




Mobility Performance Measures

Note: These minutes along with the presentations and other information are will be posted on our web site at:  http://www.dot.state.mn.us/tda/html/mtdmcc.html

PAGE  
4

