
Mn/DOT Travel Demand Modeling Coordinating Committee

Meeting Summary – November 14, 2007 – Arden Hills Training Center
Committee Members Present

Jonette Kreideweis, Mn/DOT TDA

Gene Hicks, Mn/DOT TDA

Steve Wilson, SRF Consulting

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

Jonathan Ehrlich, Metropolitan Council

Bob Paddock, Metropolitan Council

Ron Chicka, Duluth – Superior MPO  
Tom Faella, LaCrosse/LaCrescent Area Planning Council

Jaime Sloboden, SEH Consulting

Other Attendees

Amiy Varma, NDSU

Robert Sands, Edwards and Kelcey

Nathan  , SEH Consulting

Absent

Chris Moates, Mn/DOT District 6 – Rochester 

Dave Then, St. Cloud Area Planning Office 

Kate Garwood, Anoka County 
Vishnu Garg, Meyer, Mohaddes Associates

Bob Byers, Hennepin County 

Brian Isaacson, Mn/DOT Metro District 

Steve Ruegg, PB Consultants

John Crawford, URS Corporation
Greg Gaides, Parsons 

Terry Humbert, Mn/DOT District 3 – Brainerd 

Phil Wheeler, Rochester Council of Governments 
Susan Moe, FHWA 

Statewide Model Feasibility – Presentation of survey results and preparations for finalizing the study – Amiy Varma – (see PowerPoint presentation entitled: StatewideFeasibilityPreFinal)
Discussion after the presentation included the following areas.
Before committing to statewide modeling:
· examine what is not working, 
· educate potential stakeholders about what might be involved with statewide modeling, and
· evaluate what other methods are in use to improve forecasting. 

If modeling: 
· there should be many uses for the resulting data, 
· other state and local agencies and boards (e.g. EQB) may help to define areas of need, 
· determining the correct scale will help support local and regional priorities, and 

· can we define a range of ‘next steps’ in terms of meeting preservation, operational and truck count needs?
It was noted that Duluth will be pursuing a freight study that could benefit by updated O/D’s at the external stations.  

Amiy Varma invited the committee to offer comments and insights that might be useful when producing final documentation for the study.

CTPP – Special Tabulations Using ACS – Presentation on progress towards defining which content and how many cells will be offered – Jonette Kreideweis
Discussions are being held at the national level to discern how to produce standard tabulations for Table 3 content using results from the ACS.  This discussion has involved Elaine Murakami and Ed Christopher of the FHWA (and other planners from other agencies including Jonette Kreideweis). The purpose of the presentation was to inform the committee and to solicit comments about how the committee members might prefer the breakdown of the content (number of cells, units of measure, etc…).  Copies of the variables being discussed and the tables are available upon request (contact Jonette for copies).  Subsequent discussion topics included:
· Rail tabulations won’t mean much for MN give the small proportion of rail use.

· We hope that more detailed and meaningful peak period data will be available.

· Time period definitions should be somewhat less rigidly defined given the varying times that the peak period occurs, depending on the metro area.

· Availability of phone should include available cell phones, not just land lines.

Office of Transportation Data and Analysis – Roadway Data and Traffic Data Sharing – Mark Flinner – (see document entitled: Sharing Roadway Characteristics)
The TDA Office would like your response about how best to share our roadway characteristics data (like traffic, number of lanes, and median type).  One possible way to exchange data is through the traffic segment ID (sequence number) that remains the same whether the route number or route system changes.  Included in the handout was a map depicting three situations where coding traffic segment to link ID is not automatic, thus requiring a decision to be made by the MPO or agency requesting the data.  The situation gets more interesting with lane and median data since those characteristics can easily vary within one model link.  Given the wide variety of geographic depictions for roadway and modeled link line work, one solution might be for agencies to maintain tabular equivalencies (link=sequence number) that change only marginally each year.
If you have suggestions about sharing mechanisms or have an interest in exploring this topic as we prepare to gather data for our next decennial update let Mark know.

2004 LEHD Data – The effects of confidentiality protection on O-D accuracy – Mark Flinner – (see selected slides in the document entitled: LEHD Disclosure Avoidance)
Since the 2004 LEHD data will be available through the ‘On-The-Map’ tool through the Census and potentially through MNDOT and WisDOT it is useful to understand better how disclosure limitations have affected the accuracy of data at the tract, TAZ, block group, and block level.  As taken from a presentation (February 1, 2007) by Fredrik Andersson of the US Census Bureau the following table provides some insight into the inherent limitations with LEHD data that need to be recognized if using the data.
Level of protection increases as population in work block decreases.
Mean proportion of workers that need to be reallocated across selected residence areas in the synthetic data to replicated confidential data

Population in Work Block
Counties
Census Tracts

Blocks

1-5



30%


36%

43%

6-10



23%


25%

29%

11-20



18%


23%

24%

21-50



12%


18%

19%

51-100



10%


15%

17%

101-250


6%


11%

13%

251-500


5%


9%

13%

501-high


3%


7%

11%

Round Robin

· Some of us are facing 100 year forecast horizons.  (e.g. the Dresbach Bridge)
· Impact Study guidelines: How was the EQB recommendation received?
· The Twin Cities model will likely have a new TAZ/network structure that will support modeling for minor arterials thus requiring significantly more detail.
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