
Mn/DOT Travel Demand Modeling Coordinating Committee

Meeting Summary – June 7, 2007
Committee Members and Friends Present

Gene Hicks, Mn/DOT TDA

Jonette Kreideweis, Mn/DOT TDA

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

Mark Filipi, Metropolitan Council

Bob Paddock, Metropolitan Council

Jonathan Ehrlich, Metropolitan Council

Brian Isaacson, Mn/DOT Metro District 

Ron Chicka, Duluth – Superior MPO 

Tom Faella, LaCrosse/LaCrescent Area Planning Council

Steve Ruegg, PB Consultants

Steve Wilson, SRF Consulting

Bob Sands, Jacobs, Edwards and Kelcey
Gerald Liibbe, FHWA
Other Members or Friends Not Attending
Jaime Sloboden, SEH Consulting

Bob Byers, Hennepin County 

Kate Garwood, Anoka County

Dave Then, St. Cloud Area Planning Office 

Greg Gaides, Parsons 

John Crawford, URS Corporation
Terry Humbert, Mn/DOT District 3 – Brainerd 

Chris Moates, Mn/DOT District 6 – Rochester 
Phil Wheeler, Rochester Council of Governments 
Susan Moe, FHWA 

Reading of Last Meeting’s Minutes
There is interest in the status of  the proposed Traffic Impact Study Guidance – as of  June 13 there is nothing new to report although we are checking further.

There is interest in Multiple CPU Processing findings associated with a U of M research project.  Mark Filipi can provide a contact for those interested as well as share experience he has had with 2 four core processor machines and CUBE Cluster.
Newly Formed CTS/NCITE Travel Demand Forecasting Research Committee - Steve Ruegg - (See purpose statement and proposed research statements at the end of these minutes)
The impetus behind forming the committee was to develop problem statements and provide a forum for those who wish to take advantage of the talents and creativity of CTS related researchers who choose to be more involved with Travel Demand Forecasting Models and Travel Choice Behavior Investigations.  If there are research ideas people would like to share please contact Steve.  
Tour-Based Modeling Primer Presentation and Discussion - Steve Ruegg (please view the PowerPoint presentation)
Tour-Based Modeling has potential uses in the trip generation, distribution, and mode choice steps.  It especially facilitates more realistic modeling of the non-home based trips and it expands the opportunities to test scenarios that are built around varying travel choice behaviors and public policy alternatives.  Several metropolitan areas have already begun using tour-based modeling. 
Discussion probed the practicality of using cell phone trip data but there is no trip purpose associated with that data.  It was stated that unbiased survey data is still required to support modeling efforts, whether tour-based or traditional.  Tour-based methods also lend themselves well to commercial truck movements.
Statewide TAZs – Let’s Elaborate (See attachment at the end of these minutes)
Special tabulations are offered at the TAZ level.  In order to facilitate data acquisition from the Census Bureau where TAZ boundaries are defined, the state could:
· Collect existing TAZ boundaries and designate additional TAZ areas between urban areas

· Evaluate the need for coordination of TAZ boundaries between MPOs so they may serve the fringe area/external station needs of each MPO.

· Anticipate the need for different forms of modeling in other areas of the state (e.g. new metropolitan areas approaching or above 50,000 population, freight and commodity movements, recreational travel models, etc.) and anticipate the need for TAZ structures to meet those needs
· Determine if a statewide TAZ coverage is needed

Additionally, availability of data may be restricted by proposed lower thresholds on tract and block group population.  

Ed Christopher (FHWA) is very willing to set up a conference call or webinar with members of our committee along with Elaine Murakami (FHWA) to discuss the potential impacts of higher minimum thresholds for population and households in Tracts and Block Groups, thus increasing the risk that TAZ data will not be available.  In order to have our discussion before the Tract/Block Group Federal Register comment period closes on July 5 I have tentatively set up Tuesday, June 26.  Please tell me if this date and time range (11:00 – 3:00 Central) will conflict with you schedules.  I’ll try to schedule our one hour call around the majority of your conflicts.

Statewide Modeling Feasibility Study – Update
Now that school has ended the principal investigator will focus on administering the survey.  The committee hopes that results from the survey will be available before we meet again at the end of August.
Review Committee Purpose, Direction and Meeting Format

There was general support for meeting quarterly and coordinating meetings with the MPO directors twice a year and meeting in the Minneapolis/St. Paul area twice a year on an alternating basis.  In order to make the change we will meet during the last week of August in Rochester at the MPO directors’ meeting (day and time will be announced as soon as it has been scheduled).
The Committee charge and the list of topics and issues of interest to the committee as drafted a few years ago were reviewed.  No changes were suggested.

Those in attendance indicated that the meetings are still meaningful. 
Round Robin
There will be a July meeting with Districts 6 and 7 to discuss the need for additional vehicle classification data.

The special study into vehicle classification counts and road borings on county roads begun by the state aid office has been stopped.
The Anoka County transportation plan is moving ahead as planned with a lot of city outreach to identify city goals and plans.  Findings will be deliberated and the results folded into the County Comprehensive Plan.

The Principal Arterial study has examined many infrastructure and pricing alternatives and the results so far indicate that we will not build our way out of congestion.

Can we assume out to 2030 the way we have been?

The National Construction Index shows a much faster rate of growth in costs… It is getting more difficult to balance the timing of projects with the revenue and cost projections.

Work Teams
Jerry Liibbe and Jonathan Ehrlich will join Jonette Kreideweis in the Data Sharing and Forecast Consistency group.

Next Meeting – Dates and Agenda Topics
Agenda items in August (either the 28th, 29th or 30th):  
· Issues surrounding the upcoming preparations for obtaining TAZ based census data 
Possible future agenda items:  
· Micro-simulation research in the region, 
· Federal Guidance on increasing the use of Micro-simulation, 
· Interchange planning and justification guidance and the role of land use debiting,
A Conference Call is scheduled for June 26.
Ed Christopher (FHWA) is very willing to set up a conference call or webinar with members of our committee along with Elaine Murakami (FHWA) to discuss the potential impacts of higher minimum thresholds for population and households in Tracts and Block Groups, thus increasing the risk that TAZ data will not be available due to suppression.  In order to have our discussion before the Tract/Block Group Federal Register comment period closes on July 5th I have tentatively set up Tuesday, June 26.  
Please tell me if this date and time range (11:00 – 3:00 Central) will conflict with your schedules.  I’ll try to schedule our one hour call around the majority of your conflicts.
Joint NCITE/CTS Travel Demand Committee:  Statement of Purpose

The purpose of the ITE/CTS travel demand committee is as follows:

· Promote research in travel demand forecasting by linking research needs of sponsors (primarily Mn/DOT and Met Council) with funding and academic resources of the University and other interested parties.

· Further understanding among local practitioners with current travel behavior practice and research through sharing of practical information and experience.

· Provide an opportunity for outreach to others in the transportation field that uses the results of travel demand forecasting.

· Initiate our own research initiatives, and support other on-going projects that are of common benefit to regional travel demand forecasting.

It is our hope that by joining with CTS, we can broaden our influence and scope of activities in the travel demand forecasting area.  Access to and communication with researchers in a variety of fields related to travel behavior will benefit both our members and the local community of travel demand forecasters, and help to raise the standards of practice in our region, leading to better forecasting practices and more useful and consistent forecasts.

Potential Research Topics:  Travel Demand Forecasting Committee

(NOTE:  This is not meant to be an exhaustive list)

· Time of Day decision-making 

· Land Use forecasting - practical model applications from ongoing research

· Volume-Delay functions - Data collection strategies, key variables and functional forms

· Generating transit travel time functions from bus AVL data

· Proper portrayal of error in models and model parameters  -- risk analysis, and calibration techniques

· Guidebook on systematic approach to survey sample size

· Accessibility effects on Trip Attractions  - or how can we reduce the scatter on trip attraction equations
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The Census Bureau has a Federal Register notice out with comments due in early July.  

 

http://wwww.chrispy.net/pipermail /ctpp-news/2007-April/001577.html 

 

The resident population threshold for census tracts and for block groups is proposed to be 

1200, significantly higher than for 2000.  

 

Releasing geographic data will be more problematic for the Census Bureau for smaller 

areas due to the smaller ACS sample size.  

 

Block groups and tracts (and certain TAZ’s) will need to be larger.  One effect of this 

proposed, higher population threshold can be seen below.  
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The Census Bureau has a Federal Register notice out with comments due in early July.


http://wwww.chrispy.net/pipermail/ctpp-news/2007-April/001577.html

The resident population threshold for census tracts and for block groups is proposed to be 1200, significantly higher than for 2000.


Releasing geographic data will be more problematic for the Census Bureau for smaller areas due to the smaller ACS sample size.


Block groups and tracts (and certain TAZ’s) will need to be larger.  One effect of this proposed, higher population threshold can be seen below.
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