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Alternate 2 Cost Estimate

Section 27 and 34, Township 139, Range 84

BNSF railroad has at grade crossing on county road system. Estimated cost for a bridge
over Heart River is $880,000.

1.8 miles of private property would need to be condemned for this corridor which does
not follow any section line right of way while inundating some of the most productive
agricultural property in Morton County.
Right of way required: 44 acres - $88,000
Impacts a flood irrigation field and 2 irrigation center pivots
Loss of irrigated crop land: 81 acres (loss of irrigation due to the reduction in
length of the center pivots) - $162,000

Cost to built new 1.8 mile roadway - $1,926,000
Cost to paving County road 84 - $464,000

Minimum estimated cost of proposed roadway: $3,520,000.




Steve Grabill

From: Steve Windish

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2008 2:37 PM
To: Steve Grabill

Subject: FW: Corridor Study

J. Steven Windish PE

Transportation Market Leader - Bismarck
Ulteig Engineers, Inc.

1412 Basin Avenue

Bismarck, ND 58504

Phone: 701.355.2333
Cell: 701.471.5621
Fax: 701.224.1163

Steve.Windish@Ulteig.com

http:/www.ulteig.com

From: BruMccoll@aol.com [mailto:BruMccoll@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2008 2:12 PM

To: Steve Windish

Subject: Corridor Study

| have been out of town and cannot be at the meeting tomorrow night.

| own property at 71 St. & Hightop Lane (North-East quadrent).

At the Feb. 20, 2008 public hearing, it was stated that the R/W width along our property would be 170" and would require
only 10' from us. The existing 71 St. grade is in a cut section (approx. 4.5' from crown to our SE prop. cor.) at our East
property line and in a fill section (approx. 6.5' from crown to our SW prop. cor.) at our West property line.

Is the proposed template four lanes plus turn lanes plus a bike/pedestrian path? Would there be turn lanes at71St?1s
the proposed template going to fit within the proposed R/W? Have any preliminary cross-sections for my area been
prepared?

Bruce McCollom

Get the scoop on last night's hottest shows and the live music scene in your area - Check out TourTracker.com!




Steve Grabill

From: Steve Windish

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 1:30 PM
To: Steve Grabill

Subject: FW: Proposed Beltway Meeting

J. Steven Windish PE

Transportation Market Leader - Bismarck
Ulteig Engineers, Inc.

1412 Basin Avenue

Bismarck, ND 58504

Phone: 701.355.2333
Cell: 701.471.5621
Fax: 701.224.1163

Steve. Windish{@Ulteig.com

http://www.ulteig.com

From: Jeremiah Bohn [mailto:bohnzo@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 12:53 PM

To: Steve Windish

Subject: Proposed Beltway Meeting

Mr. Windish,

I recently recieved a letter regarding a meeting on July 17th for the proposed beltway. My property ison 6105
Preston Loop in the Prairiewood 2 development. 48th Avenue is in my back yard. The proposed beltway
segments that run through 48th Ave gives rise to some concerns. Of those concerns, my largest is what type of
easements are you proposing? I purchased this property last year with plans on using all of it. I have not
planted any trees in the back yard, along 48th Ave. because I am making well thought out plans.

I would like to express my preference for the route along 71st Ave to 66th St.
Something just came up and I have to cut this letter short. However, I believe my concerns were addressed.

Sincerely,
Jeremiah D. Bohn





