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I. Explanation of Public Hearing  

 
A. Introduction 

 
The Public Hearing for Project SS-5-049(008)101 PCN 17466 was held on March 25, 
2010 at the Council Chamber, Beulah City Hall.  The hearing began at 4:30 pm (MDT) 
with an open house.  The formal presentation began at 5:00 pm (MDT).   
 
The meeting was advertised in the March 11, 2010 editions of the Hazen Star and 
Beulah Beacon.  A press release was sent out on March 15, 2010.   

 
B. Public Hearing Procedure 
 

The hearing was conducted as a combination open house and presentation meeting.  
There were various displays placed in the hearing room for the participants’ examination.  
These displays were provided to help the participants understand the project’s plans and 
proposals. 
 
The participants were encouraged to make comments, ask questions and express their 
opinions.  It is important that the participants have the opportunity to express and 
comment on their opinions, as the proposed construction will have impacts to the 
community, businesses, and surrounding areas.  Comments identifying the effects upon 
individuals were also encouraged. 
 
Ulteig Engineers, NDDOT, and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)  were on 
hand to answer and address any questions or concerns throughout the hearing.   
 

C. Public Hearing Process 
 

The information available to the public at the meeting is attached as Appendices and 
consisted of the following: 
 

1. Formal Presentation 
2. Display Boards 

a. Segment 1 Layout with Proposed Typical Roadway Sections 
b. Segment 2 Layout with Proposed Typical Roadway Sections 
c. Segment 3 Layout with Proposed Typical Roadway Sections 
d. Segment 4 Layout with Proposed Typical Roadway Sections 
e. Segment 1 Proposed Storm Sewer Layout 
f. Segment 2 Proposed Storm Sewer Layout 

3. Project Information Handouts and Comment Sheets 
4. A copy of the project concept report and hydraulic report was available for 

review. 
 
Transcripts are furnished to the NDDOT, FHWA, and the City of Beulah along with being 
made available to any interested parties.  These records are used in reviewing the points 
brought forth at the hearing and are used for final project decision making. 
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Date:      March 25, 2010 
 

Prepared By:   LoAnn Wegh, President/CEO 

LoAnn’s Marketing Inc. 

 

Project:     �D Highway 49 Public Hearing 

Beulah �orth to JCT �D Hwy 200 

SS-5-049(008)101 PC� 17466 

 

Hearing Start Time:  5:04 P.M. MDT/6:04 P.M. CDT 

 

Location:    City Hall, Council Chambers 

 

City:     Beulah, �orth Dakota 

 

Presentation Given By:  Jason Gullicks, PE – Ulteig Engineers Inc. 

Steve Windish, PE – Ulteig Engineers Inc. 

 

 
Jason Gullicks: I think we will get started with the presentation here. A little bit after five…a 

few minutes late. Welcome to the North Dakota Highway 49 Public Hearing. There are many 

individuals here today, I don’t know if we want to go through all the names or not. But of the 

individuals, I’m Jason Gullicks with Ulteig Engineers, I’m the project manager of this project, 

Steve Windish and Peter Moch also from Ulteig are here. North Dakota DOT has representatives 

and the Federal Highway Administration.  And LoAnn's Marketing is helping us out with a few 

things here today. 

 

As far as this project, this project starts at the railroad tracks by the Tesoro Station and goes up to 

North Dakota Highway 200.  There’s a few project items here that we’ll be covering in this 

presentation. One is the purpose and need, alternatives, some of the drainage and floodplain 

items out there, right-of-way, funding of the project, the remaining schedule then comments. 

 

We ask you to wait with all your comments until the end. That we would greatly appreciate, if 

we could answer all those, but if you would like to stop us, this is a public hearing so if you wish 

to make a verbal comment, we ask that you state your name and address so we can record it. 
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Otherwise there are written comments sheets that you can put your comments down. Everything 

from this meeting is being transcribed and being documented and being put into a document that 

will help the DOT make their final decision so those comments are very important to us. 

 

The Purpose and Need…as far as the purpose of the project we want to improve the pavement 

out there, deal with some drainage issues, the erosion that is going on at some of the culverts, 

sort of hand in hand with the drainage, and there are some safety improvements also.  There’s 

different types of pavement conditions out there, some of you probably know, from the tracks 

north about four blocks, it’s not in very good condition there.  It’s a little bit better north of there, 

but we are looking at that with different alternatives.  This project, the way it’s been studied is 

broke into four segments…some of you had a chance to look at the exhibits over there…there’s 

four exhibits and there’s four segments to the project. 

 

The first segment is from the railroad tracks to 1st Street, the second segment is 1st Street to 7th 

Street, the third segment is from 7th to 22nd, and the fourth is from 22nd to North Dakota Highway 

200. 

 

Each of these segments we’ve developed alternatives for…this is just sort of a general idea of an 

alternative for each. I will get more into more detail of these alternatives as we move forward in 

the presentation. On the alternatives you will never see an “A” Alternative, because that’s always 

the No Build Alternative…that’s the alternative that nothing will be done. That’s always an 

alternative on any project that can be chosen. 

 

There’s also an overlay which is just paving a few inches over the top of existing road.          

 

Mine and blend alternative.  To give you a little idea of what that is, you go in and put gravel, I 

think this one is seven inches, on the top of an existing road, they come in, they grind that into 

the existing pavement and that’s your new base. Then you pave on top of that. And then also 

there’s a Reconstruct Alternative for only the stretch from the railroad to 1st Street, Segment 1. 
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The first segment from the railroad to 1st Street, they said this one is full reconstruction; some of 

the things that we are looking at here are making some, reducing driveway widths, if possible 

like at Tesoro. We’ll have to work with the property owner there. One critical thing there is 

making sure that their gas trucks can get in and out; so we don’t want to make it too narrow to 

prohibit that. 

 

With this reconstruction, sidewalk would be reconstructed and we’d be also looking at adding 

sidewalks up to 1st Street or possibly 2nd Street on the east side with crossings across Highway 

49,  at 1st and 2nd Streets. 

 

This is a typical section this sort of shows what the pavement section would be for this 

alternative.  It would be 15 inches of base that we would put in after we tore the existing road 

out, with five inches of pavement on top of that. It would be the same width as what’s out there 

today and that’d be extended up to 1st Street with sidewalks on the east side. 

 

Segment 2, this segment goes from 1st to 7th Street. There’s lots of little different little things 

going on with this one and any alternative we’d be looking at putting curb and gutter on the west 

of the road up to just north of 2nd Street. Just sort of clean that area up, there’s a ditch on that side 

of the road. We’ll be putting storm sewer in there which Steve will talk about a little later on and 

that curb will clean that area up. That will help us with that pedestrian crossing on 2nd Street.  

And then Alternatives 2B and 2D, one with the overlay and one with the mine and blend, we’re 

looking at extending the curb and gutter on the west side of the road all the way up to 7th Street. 

There’s two-fold on that; one is to help pinpoint the access locations there, and also to take some 

of the drainage off the road and put that in inlets and pipe it back to the east side of the road into 

the ditch. With any alternative also on the east side at 2nd Street on the corners and up at 7th 

Street we’re gonna look at putting curb and gutter around on the radiuses to help define where 

those radiuses are. If you go out there now you can see that people are driving off the edge of the 

pavement and sort of widening those out. This curb and gutter would help define where the 

corners are so we’re looking at doing that with any alternatives. 
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Then again on the north end here is another business that has a really long driveway we’d be 

looking at working with them to possibly reduce that driveway width; possibly closing the 

driveway on the north side of the business that is really close to the intersection of Highway 49. 

 

Let’s go through the typical sections here. Again, for alternatives, Segment 2, Alternative 2B. 

This one is the overlay of existing road with curb and gutter on the west side.  It has two 12 foot 

lanes, six foot shoulders. And you see with that on the west side of the roadway, because of the 

curb, we’d be filling a little bit. 

 

Alternative 2C is basically the overlay without the curb. As you can see here, this fits on top of 

the roadway; there wouldn’t be work beyond the roadway as it fits on top, except for some 

culvert work and blending in approaches. 

 

Alternative 2D is basically very similar to 2B, but it’s the mine and blend with curb and gutter on 

west side. However, this one we did, since we are building up the road a lot more, we have to fill 

in both, we have to fill both sides of the roadway here.  All of these alternatives do maintain the 

12 foot driving lanes and the six foot shoulder, however. 

 

And then Alternative 2E is just the mine and blend, without the curb and gutter on the west side. 

 

Moving north to Segment 3, this is 7th to 22nd Street. There’s many things that we’ll be looking at 

doing up here.  The most prominent thing that came back in the traffic operations report was to 

install a continuous left turn lane in this segment. It’d be basically, you’d have two six foot 

shoulders and 12 foot driving lanes, and then a 12 foot lane down the middle for left turns, so 

people could get out of the travel way when they’re making those lefts. 

 

Also, we’d be looking at, again here, all intersections wrapping the curb out onto Highway 49 to 

define those, where those corners are.  Again, just like, down at Tesoro, there is lots of truck 

traffic here.  When we do design those radiuses we want to make sure, that the trucks come in 

and out of there, that they are not going to be jumping the curb, that they can make those corners 

nice. 
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One thing, here is sort of a close up of a few of the things we are going to do, so you can see 

where we are wrapping the curb around up to 49.  One thing here it’s sort of hard to see, you see 

these sort of white lines here, those are the existing concrete flumes going down into the ditches. 

Right now, the water runs down and since it’s a sharp left it gets by those flumes and just goes 

right by them.  We are looking at making new flumes, catching the water and angling them down 

into the ditch.  That’ll help with grabbing that water and getting it down to the ditch.  With the 

water going past the existing flume, what’s happening is, as you can see here, it comes out and 

comes down into the ditch, and its eroding where its actually flowing down into the ditch.  And 

most of the approaches in Segment 3, we’d be reconstructing back to the frontage road.  There’s 

some we’ll be replacing the valley gutters at the frontage road, when we have them, and working 

up to Highway 49 from there. 

 

A typical section for, Segment 3, Alternative 3B, the overlay.  With adding that center turn lane 

we’ll have to widen the road to both sides.  As you can see here, we’re filling here and filling 

here.  As I said, this segment will also have six foot shoulders and will have the 12 foot driving 

lane and the 12 foot center turn lane. 

 

Alternative 3C is the mine and blend for this segment.  Pretty much similar, but just have to go 

out a little further because the higher you build the road up, the wider that fill goes.  But it’d be 

the same lane layout.  

 

Segment 4, 22nd Street to North Dakota 200.  Pretty straightforward segment.  There will be 

some work to culverts and so forth on there and then take care of some of the erosion problems.  

And might look at lining up one approach on the west side to one that can be seen on the east 

side.  That’s a, not much on that segment.  It’s a pretty easy segment to take care of. 

 

Alternative 4B HBP.  The overlay for this one fits on the existing roadway.  Again out there, 

we’ll maintain six foot shoulders and 12 foot driving lanes.  And the mine and blend, we’ll have 

six foot shoulders and 12 foot driving lanes, and a little bit of fill to make that section happen 

again.  The roadbed would have to be widened.  
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With that, I’m gonna let Steve talk about the drainage and the floodplains we have to contend 

with. 

 

Steve Windish: Thank you, Jason. Hi, I’m Steve Windish with Ulteig Engineers. I’m kind of in 

charge of the transportation group at Bismarck so I’m working with Jason on this one. He’s our 

PM, but I have been following what’s been going on.  Our water resources engineer couldn’t 

make it tonight for this presentation, but I will go over the water drainage and the floodplain 

improvements the best I can.  He’s been talking to you, John, on some of this already.  If I say 

something incorrectly please feel free. 

 

We’re going to talk a little bit about the local drainage, especially with the reconstructive part of 

how we are going to handle the local drainage coming onto the project and the big thing on this 

one is the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map.  That has really affected a lot of this project.  

That’s a key issue, and you guys really can’t see this can you? I’m going to stand behind you so I 

can kind of point to things and talk at the same time.  

 

This is Segment 1 that goes from the railroad track up to 1st Street.  And with the reconstruction 

we looked at the drainage that’s out there, the storm sewer that’s out there, and right now, it does 

not meet current design standards for design runoff.  So we looked at what we need to do to 

improve it, to get the water off the roadway, to make sure that it can get to the outfalls 

adequately.  Basically, what we need to do is start over.  All the way up at 1st Street with the 

storm sewer, there’s some inlets on the west side to pick up the water before it gets to the 

roadway, and then so it doesn’t run on the roadway and flood it.  Then we continue storm sewer 

down along the highway.  We’ve got some inlets along the way right now; we’ve got a rough 

design of where we think they’re going to be.  But when we get it to final design, the final design 

of those inlets will come about.  Those are required, because after the water goes up so wide on 

the street, we need to get it into an inlet, so it doesn’t flood the driving lanes. 

 

As we get down, obviously the storm sewer will get larger as we get closer to the railroad tracks 

and the outfall.  And the outfall pipe that’s there now, again does not meet standards for current 
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design capacity, so we’ll be increasing the size of the storm sewer, all the way out to the railroad 

or to where the channel crosses the railroad. 

 

On Segment 2 there is a little bit of storm sewer we’re going to do there and it shows up about as 

good for this one too.  We’re going to put some more inlets, again on the west side of Highway 

49 to pick up drainage before it gets to the roadway.  It’s going to have all that water coming to 

us.  It’s quite a large watershed coming from that direction, so we’ll fix it up on the west side and 

we’ll put a couple of inlets right south of the intersection with 2nd Street, into storm sewer system 

and then outlet it into the channel on the east side of the road. What that will do, also, besides 

taking the water off the roadway, will reduce the amount of runoff getting into the ditch on the 

west side.  And it’s kind of counter intuitive, but the water actually runs north, before it crosses 

the road and comes back south again.  So, by changing just a little bit, it will improve the flow 

characteristics of that whole area.  And that’s pretty much it for the major storm sewer on this 

project.  Everything else north of that road, 2nd Street, just kind of ditches and culverts. There’s a 

lot of damaged culverts out there, covered with silt. We’ll clean those and repair the culverts as 

need be. For the sections that are bent or are out of place, we’ll get those fixed, get those back in 

the right spot. There’s a lot of erosion, especially on the northerly ends of it. We’ll look at fixing 

that with some riprap, some channel realignments, channel regrading.  Make sure that we fix the 

erosion problems, and Jason did mention the flumes and curb and gutter on those crossovers 

between the frontage road and the highway. Again to concentrate, collect the water where it 

should go and to reduce the erosion with the new flumes. 

 

But, the big thing we need to look at on this project is the Flood Insurance Rate Map that FEMA 

put out last revised in 1982. This roadway follows this line right through here, adjacent to the 

floodway, or the floodplain. It crosses it there, and then down there at 7th you get back into it 

again, then all the way along the project. And, this will be a major issue in the project.  Up on the 

north end, just north of 22nd Street, and the floodway, or the floodplain, and where they cross 

each other, we will be doing some riprap work, and work on the end sections, just to clean it up a 

little bit and fix it. The important issue that we need to cover and point out on that part is that we 

will require a floodplain map for that work, because it is in a floodplain. So we know that the 

permits are needed, and we are talking with the agencies already to let them know that this is 
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coming. But, as you get further into town, between 7th and 2nd Street, Highway 49 crosses the, or 

the floodplain crosses Highway 49 and runs parallel to it down to 2nd Street where it kind of 

veers off to the southeast. Again, were gonna need a floodplain permit to do the work in that part 

because we are going to be doing some widening, possibly through here, and doing some work 

with the culverts up here, to clean those up.  So again, we’ll need the permits through that area.  

But if it was that easy, life would be good. The real issue we have to worry about is the floodway 

on the west tributary of the Knife River.  Part of this FEMA Map, is the floodway that they 

developed through here, it starts right at 7th Street at the city limits and continues on through.  

This is a sketch that comes with all of the floodway maps.  It kind of explains what is going on 

with the floodway, how it’s determined and why it’s so critical you can’t fill in a floodway.   If 

you consider this the cross-section of our project, and Highway 49 over here, and channel off to 

the east, this is a perfect representation of what that is. FEMA, when they did the floodplain 

maps, they calculated the amount of flow coming through here, normal flow and they then said, 

well the normal 100 year flood elevation is about that point there, we’re talking generalities here, 

it’s just a graphic.  They then said you can encroach into the floodway of the floodplain this 

much, whatever this much is, until the water level raises one foot.  You cannot fill into the 

floodplain anymore than that.  The issue that we have is that the white line, the white area 

through here, is right adjacent to the roadway. And the map isn’t detailed enough for us to know, 

if it’s far enough away from the roadway that our fill will not affect that or it might be right 

where it is. So what were going to assume is that the floodway is basically on the inslope of the 

roadway, we have no other choice. So to do that, excuse me, I need to back up one step. Any 

work in a floodway requires a no loss of conveyance to be furnished from the state water, the 

state engineer. What it tells us is that you are not going to impede that flow any more than the 

one foot that we already have.  So we know Alternative 2B or 2C is then to put an overlay on 

that roadway. That white line crosses over the roadway. So, if we raise the road, we’re adding fill 

to the floodway. So, to mitigate that, we have two alternatives, for 2B or 2C, is to either add a 24 

inch  pipe somewhere through the roadway, probably so that the tops of the pipe match so that 

we don’t clear the low flow, but the high flow goes to it, and there’s the potential for a mill down 

enough to put the pavement back on with enough structural integrity to carry the loads, and then 

keep on going, so you don’t raise the road in theory, and you don’t need to have a culvert. 
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Alternatives 2D and E, which are the mine and blend, we’ll raise the road about 11 inches. Now, 

we don’t have a choice, that roadway will go up. In order to not reduce the conveyance through 

that area, we have to add a 30 inch culvert through that area. That’s again for high flows coming 

through, above the 100 year flood. 

 

The part that’s parallel to the roadway running north and south, 2D or 2E, with that mine and 

blend, we’re going to raise the road, as Jason mentioned, and raising the road makes it wider. 

We’re going to be putting some fill into that floodway.  To mitigate the floodway, this area that 

we are filling has to be taken care of with some excavation or some other means to naturally 

convey the same amount of water.  This is one area where we can probably take some out of the 

backslope, clean the ditch a little bit and make it a nice clean ditch so it carries the same amount 

of water. There’s another alternative, where we could probably take some of the channel bottom 

out, just lower the channel bottom.  Still have the same area for the flow to get through that 

section of the roadway.  Again, we have been talking to the agencies, they know this is coming. 

We have a hydraulic report that’s sitting on the table over there that has been submitted. The 

final design will be reviewed again and with concurrence from the state engineer on this normal 

increase in the floodway.  And the final step in the process is to get a permit from the City of 

Beulah Flood Administrator, who is sitting over there nodding his head. Did I do okay on this 

one?  

 

John Phillips: Yes, you did fine. 

 

Steve Windish: Thank you. I did the best I could talking hydrology; anyway, there are some 

hydrology issues, and we’ve very much taken those into account.  And with that, Jason is going 

to talk about a few more things and then close up the presentation. 

 

Jason Gullicks: Thanks, Steve. The right-of-way might be on some of you folks’ minds.  As 

part of the project concept report we did look at it a little bit.  We don’t foresee any permanent 

right-of-way impacts at this time, but there is a chance when getting into final design that 

something might pop up.  We don’t foresee any permanent impacts.   
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Most of our impacts will need temporary construction easements to help blend driveways, do a 

little grading to blend things in.  Things like that, that full reconstruct will be messing with 

driveways down there.  We’ll be needing some easements from those individuals.  

 

Most of the easements would probably be from the railroad up to 7th Street.  In that area north of 

there, not so much, but there may be some needed there, too. 

 

As far as funding of the project, as part of the project concept report, to get to this point where 

we are at today, without a definite alternative, it’s sort of hard to give you a good number. We 

can give you a range, $2.7 million to $4.0 million, depending on what alternatives are picked. As 

far as the funding splits, outside city limits 80 percent federal and 20 percent state. Inside city 

limits, its 80 federal, 10 state and 10 city. 

 

This is interesting, because if you look at the city boundary, it kind of weaves back and forth 

across 49.  So it will be a fun little project for the City of Beulah and DOT to try to figure out 

exactly where they are going to split this apart for funding.  It’s a, I don’t know when that 

process actually starts, but it’ll be coming, so I’m guessing, I’ll be working with John on that.   

As far as the remaining schedule, we get through this meeting today and put together the 

transcript of this meeting with a few other things that we’ll meet with the DOT on.  They’ll put a 

decision-type document with all that together and hopefully have project decisions from the 

DOT sometime in May of this year. Then design would be from June until January with the bid 

opening in April 2011, and construction would be next summer and fall be completed. 

 

I guess with that we’ll open it up for any comments. I guess, once again, if you’re making a 

verbal comment, we ask that you give your name as this is the official hearing.  There’s also you 

can submit written comments, there’s forms in the back and we just ask that those are returned 

by April 9th.  They can be sent to myself, Jason Gullicks, the address is on those sheets and with 

that. 

 

Steve Windish: Jason, can they do e-mail comments? 
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Jason Gullicks: Yes, there’s the e-mail address; just make sure and put public hearing in the 

subject line of the e-mail. That’s fine, and with that, we’ll open it up to any questions, comments, 

concerns.   

 

Doug �euberger: I live on Highway 49.  Right there just on the north side of Main Street at 

Mini Mart, are you going to do anything with that? 

 

Jason Gullicks: We’ll take a very close look at that during design. I know it’d be nice to shave 

that down and then raise it up a little bit, there at 1st Street and at the office complex on the 

northwest corner because there driveway is sort of steep.  And we’ll take a close look at trying to 

flatten that slope there. I know there’s been numerous comments from people.  We’ve already 

heard tonight that’s one area of concern. 

 

Doug �euberger: Are they going to be putting turning lanes in there too? 

 

Jason Gullicks: No, the only turning lanes at this time that are being proposed are that center 

left turn lane from 7th to 22nd Street. 

 

Allen Schmidt: From Beulah.  You indicated doing some work on the intersection of 7th Street 

and Highway 49, the property owner on the southwest corner of that property right now. A new 

business is coming in there.  It’s going to be a meat processing plant. I anticipate some trailers 

and pickups bringing livestock in to be slaughtered.  The owner’s name is Dave Bohn, so you 

may want to visit with him about, if you’re having any changes. 

 

Jason Gullicks: We will definitely be visiting with him and that’s one of the driveways were 

looking at trying to do something different with, so, we’ll definitely be visiting him when that 

time comes during the design phase.  

 

Allen Schmidt: I think, too, when you come from the north and you’re driving south, it’d sure 

be nice to have a turning lane onto Main Street. That is a bad area. People are stopping quick. 

People pulling to the right, heading south.  It’d be nice to have a turning lane.  
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Jason Gullicks: That was southbound to eastbound, right? 

 

John Phillips: I think that we have two turning lanes identified in there, but I don’t think we 

have a turning lane identified on 22nd Street, and there’s a new facility up there, that has really 

increased the traffic up there, and that’d be the nursing home. That probably employs 160 plus 

people, and it seems to be primary entrance for the workers to go to that area to go to their 

workplace, and the other thing on that is the speed is 65 miles an hour coming down the hill, and 

we have a lot of recreational vehicles on that road, and so, we have people pulling boats and 

whatever, and all of the sudden someone decides it’d be the time to turn on 22nd, and they are 

braking pretty rapidly, and we’ve had some near misses in that area with recreation vehicles or 

whatever. 

 

Jason Gullicks: It doesn’t quite show it, but there is a little piece of a turning lane shown on the 

drawing, a left turn lane, going south to east onto 22nd. That was the intention to have a turn lane 

in there 

 

John Phillips: And the other thing that we’ve kind of overlooked is that it’s one of those things 

with safety again, with that, we have an anhydrous ammonia loading facility on 49 north of that, 

and I think these are probably some of the most dangerous things that are on the highway, 

because they are pulling trailers without braking apparatus, or whatever with that, and I think 

there is quite a bit of traffic in and out of  that area…just wondering, if there is anything we can 

do to address that area with a turning lane or whatever it may be with that, because there’s just a 

lot of traffic in and out of there? How many of these trailers are seen being pulled by pickups 

with pretty loose hitches and no braking capabilities, and I think that was kind of overlooked, 

until. 

 

Jason Gullicks: That facility is up by the Strata Plant?  

 

John Phillips: Correct. 
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Jason Gullicks: Thanks for the comment. Anything else? Go ahead. 

 

Doug �euberger: I’m Doug Neuberger again.  You have these different phases, when you do 

the construction, are you gonna do like phase one first and complete that, and then go through 

the next phase? Or are you gonna do the whole thing at one time? 

 

Jason Gullicks: No, it’s basically, its just sort of logical segments to study the project. It’ll be all 

one big construction project.  There’ll probably be some work on that first segment, because of 

an underground storm sewer. I would anticipate that would probably be done first, before any of 

the surfacing part.  And before some of the widening and earthwork, where they have to widen 

the road, that’d be done and then a surfacing contractor would probably come in. 

 

Doug �euberger: Do you plan on doing detours around that area then on that? I live right down 

the middle of it. Am I going to be able to get in and out of there?  

 

Jason Gullicks: Yes, you’ll have access all of the time. I mean we have to maintain access. 

Contractors will have to work to make sure you can get in and out. They might, I know on 

previous projects, they’ve asked that you know, if it’s between eight and five, that they would or 

might, come to your door and ask, if you can park on a side street and walk to your house. But 

we’ll make sure you have access when you come home, and a lot depends on where they’re at 

with the pipe.  You know when they’re bringing the pipe by there’s definitely going to be a time 

when there’s no way, for two hours, that you will be able to get in or out, but they’ll coordinate 

with you usually.  And they’ll say okay, if you need to get any vehicles out, before we start 

digging, to bring that storm sewer by your driveway. 

 

Doug �euberger: At any time are they going to make, or is there going to be a detour around 

this project? Or are they going to run traffic through there all the time?  

 

Jason Gullicks: Well for the most part, traffic will be on this project, that underground, 

depending on how the placement of that storm sewer is, where exactly that’s located, that might 
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get a little iffy and may need to detour, but during all the surfacing, we foresee traffic staying on 

the highway. 

 Susan �euberger: Are you going to extend the 25 miles per hour speed limit to the north 

farther? Because, if you are going to have that left turn lane, people will be still coming by at 45 

miles per hour up to 7th Street you know and something about taking it to the north further? 

 

Jason Gullicks: At this time there hasn’t been any discussion on that, but that’s a good 

comment. That’s why we’re here to learn what you have to say, so. 

 

Susan �euberger: Traffic will come fast and they come fast already. 

 

Jason Gullicks: Any other comments or questions? That’s what we are here for, the public 

input. It helps the DOT make their final decisions, so. 

 

I guess with that we will officially close the hearing portion of this project. There are, feel free, 

we’ll be here until 6:30 p.m., so there’s all these maps up here, feel free, we’ll be here to answer 

questions. You can still talk with us, but this will be the official close of the actual hearing. 

Thank you. 
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Perception Index (PRPI) are in the good range. 

 

The project will also address safety and drainage 

problems throughout the corridor.  Culverts, sign-

ing, driveway widths/locations and approach slope 

flattening shall be improved to meet current stan-

dards.  New curb and gutter, concrete flumes, 

erosion control measures, and some additional 

storm sewer will be installed to correct drainage 

problems. 

 

Project Purpose 

The primary purpose of the project is to restore 

the structural and functional capacity of the 

highway along with safety and drainage im-

provements.  
 

Project Need 

The project is needed to address the poor dis-

tress score.  Alligator, longitudinal, transverse, 

block cracking and rutting are prevalent 

throughout the highway corridor.  The Interna-

tional Roughness Index (IRI) and Public Ride 

WHY ARE WE DOING THIS PROJECT? 

How Can I Provide Input? 

 

Please take a comment card 

at the sign in table.  You 

may leave your comments 

at this meeting or offer 

comments after you leave.  

Comments shall be  

submitted by April 9, 2010 

to: 

 

Mr. Jason Gullicks, PE 

1412 Basin Avenue 

Bismarck, ND 58504 

Phone: 701-355-2316 

Fax: 701-224-1163 

E-mail:  

Jason.Gullicks@ulteig.com 

ND Highway 49 Public Hearing 
Beulah North to JCT ND Hwy  200 
SS-5-049(008)101  PCN 17466 
March 25, 2010 

HOW WILL IT BE FUNDED? 

Continued 

Project Cost = $2.7 To $4.0 Million 

 

Outside City Limits: 

• 80% Federal Funds 

• 20% State Funds 

Inside City Limits: 

• 80% Federal Funds 

• 10% State Funds 

• 10% Local Funds 

REMAINING SCHEDULE 

• Project Decisions May 2010 

• Design  June 2010 to January 2011 

• Bid  April 2011 

• Construction Summer/Fall 2011 
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TYPICAL SECTION FOR EACH ALTERNATIVE 

Alternative 1B 

Alternative 2B Alternative 2C 

Alternative 2D Alternative 2E 

Alternative 3B Alternative 3C 

Alternative 4B Alternative 4C 

Segment 1—Railroad to 1st Street 

(1B) 

Segment 2—1st Street to 7th Street 

(2B-2E) 

Segment 3—7th Street to 22nd Street 

(3B-3C) 

Segment 4—22nd Street to ND Hwy 200 

(4B-4C) 
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