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TRAFFIC SIGNAL COMMITTEE 
Meeting Minutes  

Wednesday, October 5, 2005 
 

ATTENDEES 
Jerry Kotzenmacher  MnDOT 
Bryant Ficek   Bonestroo 
Sue Zarling                              MnDOT 
Joe Gustafson   Scott Co. 
Kristi Sebastian  Dakota Co.  
Al Stubee                                Dakota Co. 
Marc Culver                           City of Maple Grove 

Steve Misgen                           MnDOT 
Kevin Schwartz                       MnDOT 
Ben Osemenam                        MnDOT 
Suzanne Danen  Dakota Co. 
Joe Spah                                  City of St. Paul 
Pete Sorenson                         Bolton & Menk 
Nick Erpelding                        RLK – Kuusisto  
Eric Drager                              Hennepin Co. 

 
LOCATION:   MnDOT Water’s Edge 
 
HANDOUTS:   Signal Agreement Examples  

    
 
Round Robin Discussion 
 
 Steve M:  Discussed signal report card and upcoming news story.  News story may emphasis 

MnDOT and resource needs for signal timing. 
  
 Kevin S.:  Mn/DOT is looking at how they could utilize funding to improve timing if money 

became available.  Possible options are new timing engineers or consultants for specific projects.   
  
 Marc C. – Discussed support from Hennepin they received during resent hail storm.  Preventative 

maintenance by cities is challenging and should be a discussion item in the future to see best ways 
to address this.  Marc received a flyer on signal maintenance from a company to supple 
maintenance services to the city with 3 different support levels. 

 
 Eric D. – Hennepin County has a new policy for installing count down timers on all new locations.  

They require the city to pay for the timers and supply one extra per 4 installed.  Jerry K. noted that 
the ped buttons will count to zero but this does not necessarily mean the signal will turn green in 
the opposing direction.  Mn/DOT noted they are now asking cities what they want for new signal 
projects. 

 
 Joe S. – St. Paul installed 31 count down timers to date.  The city reviews each for effectiveness 

before installing them.  Retro fit requires replacing bracket system.  They established a one-page 
guide on Ped timers to assist in evaluating requests (attached). 
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Main Topic 1 – Signal Head Placement 
 
Discussed signal head placement for p/p phasing – issue is with high-speed roadways since this is a new 
condition not previously covered in the design manual.  Mn/DOT decided to place head in the middle of the 
left turn lane but notes some agencies are placing head 2’ from lane line or on lane line.   
 
There can be an issue with a 5 section head in the median on a pedestal.   
 
New side signal head may be used in wide intersections.  This placement could be helpful along curves or 
other areas with restricted sight.   However, nearside head placement may be confusing with signals within 
close proximity to other signals.   Jerry noted the signal should be 40’ away from stop bar to view at 
intersection.  Joe G. brought up issue of head placement for side roads with permissive phasing for easy 
conversion to protected/permissive in the future.  Jerry recommended placing longer arm for the future left 
turn indication but leaving the head off initially. 
 
 
Main Topic 2 - Signal Maintenance Agreements with Mn/DOT  

 
Co-chair provided a Handout to be used as talking points for the discussion.  Discussion relates to Mn/DOT 
signal agreements that require a local agency to be responsible for minor maintenance (re-lamping signals) of 
state signals.  Currently, Mn/DOT practice regarding light outages is to have the city or county respond to the 
outage first because the local agency is closer.  It is particularly difficult for the state to respond to an 
indication being out in the outstate districts.    With many signals being converted to LEDs the need to replace 
bulbs every 12-18 months is eliminated and LEDs last longer.  Mn/DOT noted that with LEDs there are less 
calls overall so local agencies respond less even though a greater percentage of the calls may not be minor 
maintenance resulting in the need to contact Mn/DOT to resolve the issue.  County noted problem with 
dealing with defective LEDs that are under warranty at Mn/DOT signals.  Mn/DOT noted that they could look 
into this and there may be a need to have a different practice for outstate districts compared with what is done 
in the metro area. 

 
TEO Meeting Minutes  

None for this meeting 
 

 
NEXT MEETING 

The next meeting will be on December 7, 2005 at Waters Edge  
 
Topics:  Wrap-up of any outstanding issues, discuss new technology advances in signal equipment 
(including ADA friendly LEDs) and election of a co-chair for 2006. 




