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The following is a summary of topics, outcomes, and action items that were discussed at the Joint Technical
Advisory Committee and Policy and Planning Advisory Committee meeting.

April 2020
• Meeting Objectives: The expected outcomes for the meeting were to produce the public
review drafts of the Transportation Purpose and Need and the Evaluation Criteria.
• Meeting Format and Attendance: The meeting was held virtually. Of the 51 invited
participants, 44 signed-in.
• Purpose and Need Discussion: The project team provided an overview of the Purpose and
Need document along with a summary of comments received to date along with responses
to these comments. Following the overview, breakout group discussions were held. Then
the larger group came back together for further discussion.
• Purpose and Need Outcomes: Participants generally supported the direction of the
Purpose and Need document. However, discussion was focused around the “primary” and
“secondary” needs distinction for Walkability/Bikeability. Several participants requested
this distinction be clarified or avoided when presenting this information to the public.
• Evaluation Criteria Discussion: The project team provided an overview of the Evaluation
Criteria Framework along with a summary of comments that have been received to date
along with responses to these comments. Following the overview, breakout group
discussions were held. Then the larger group came back together for further discussion.
• Evaluation Criteria Outcomes: Participants were generally supportive of the direction of
the evaluation criteria, but asked the project team to further explore the following topics
o Inclusion of mode split/mode choice/number of modal options or similar as a
mobility measure.
o Additional emphasis on the livability framework.
o Accounting for the quality of what is provided (more than meeting a basic need).
o Recognition of cultural resources and assets, including those lost during initial
construction.
o Incorporate greenhouse gas reduction based on MnDOT’s agency goals.
December 2019
• Welcome and Introductions: MnDOT and Michael (facilitator) welcomed participants and
thanked them for the time that they put into the day. It was recognized that this was a
significant time commitment.
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NEPA Process Overview: FHWA presented information on the NEPA process that is
followed for highway projects. MnDOT supplemented the presentation with relevant
portions of the MEPA process that are used for highway projects. Information was
provided on purpose and need, logical termini, goals, agency and stakeholder involvement,
etc. Informational materials regarding the NEPA and MEPA process were distributed in
advance of the meeting are were noted as supplements to the information presented by
FHWA.
Rethinking I-94 Overview: MnDOT presented information about the Rethinking I-94
process, including the non-NEPA activities that MnDOT is engaging in, the community
outreach efforts, and touched on the support needed from partners for the parallel path to
be successful.
Logical Termini: The group discussed logical termini. The termini as defined in the memo
dated October 2019 will be termini used for the project. If alternatives require
modification for study and evaluation, they will be modified as needed. MnDOT committed
to that in the October memo and reaffirmed that at the meeting. The group discussed the
need for MnDOT to document its commitment to study areas outside the logical termini.
MnDOT agreed to send a letter by mid-January regarding commitments to studies outside
of the logical termini.
Purpose Statement: There were some revisions to the purpose statement. Revisions
included considerations of mobility and transit. Further tweaks of the language may occur.
Goals: The group discussed the goals. Revisions focused on livability and community-based
neighborhoods. WSB staff will work on language to incorporate the livability effort.
Evaluation Criteria: The group was introduced to the draft evaluation criteria. Feedback
provided will be considered as it is further revised and updated. Evaluation criteria and the
draft purpose and need will be the focus of the next facilitated/joint meeting.
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