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7th Ave- Facing East from 115th Ave NW 

7th Ave- Facing West from East Street 



 

Proposed Alignment between 
trees and power poles 

Picture showing typical clearing and 
grubbing required along proposed 
alignment 
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A. Project Description 

 
Highway: 4th Avenue, 6th Avenue, Score Street, Comford Street  
District:  Williston  Projects:  TAC-0053(026) 
From: City of Ray 
 
Project  TAC-0053(026)  

 
B. Project Schedule 
 

Project   Plans Complete  Bid Opening 
TAC-0053(026) 01/30/2015   04/10//2015 

 
C. Purpose of Project 

This project is proposed to improve the City of Ray’s existing sidewalk system.  The 
project will provide sidewalks with ADA compliant ramps for accessibility to both 
students and pedestrians and replace deteriorated sidewalks.  The project will provide a 
walking pathway for pedestrian and students and alleviate the need to meander on the 
existing roadway.   

 
D. Need for Project 

 
Existing Conditions: A majority of the project area consists primarily of grassed lawns 
with no definitive walking area within the existing right-of-way.  The current sidewalk 
system has gaps and areas of no or partial sidewalk completion.  Other areas consist of 
dilapidated concrete approaches, existing narrow sidewalks that terminate at alley 
approached or mid-block, and sporadic existing non-compliant accessibility ramps with 
no pathway continuity.   
 
Deficiencies: The sidewalk system in this project area lacks continuity for pedestrian 
travel in the vicinity of the City of Ray School. The abrupt termination of existing sidewalk 
also creates conditions that force pedestrians and students to change travel from 
sidewalks to traveling on the street where sidewalks are not present.  The existing 
concrete sidewalk is not ADA compliant and is deteriorated.   

 
E. Scope of Work  
 

The project will consist of constructing 5 ft or 6 ft wide sidewalks, ADA ramps and 
crossings with 6” wide crosswalk striping along various streets in the north central part of 
Ray near the City park and ball fields, north and east of the school. 
 
Driveway approaches will be modified as necessary to match grades of the proper cross 
slope of the new sidewalk.  Minimal grading will be done around driveways to match. No  
complete driveway replacement will be necessary. 
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The boulevard sidewalks will consist of 4 inches of concrete with 4 inches of aggregate 
base as shown in Figure 1. 
 
 
The proposed project area is shown in Figure 2. 
 *note 1%min to 2%max cross slope 
 

 
Figure 1 

 

 
Figure 2 
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ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE PROJECT COSTS
2015 Transportation Alternatives Program- Ray Safe Routes to School -Phase 2
RAY, ND By: Lnterstate Engineering, Lnc. 

12/30/14 SBJ
IEI Project # S14-00-127

Spec Code Description Quantity Units  Unit Price  Extended 
Price 

103 100 Contract Bond 1 LS  $  4,000B00  $         4,000B00 

202 112 Removal of Concrete 300 SY  $       28B00  $         8,400B00 

202 119 Saw Concrete 200 LF  $         6B00  $         1,200B00 

202 130 Remove Curb & Gutter 400 LF  $         5B00  $         2,000B00 

302 120 Aggregate Base Course CL 5 500 Ton  $       30B00  $       15,000B00 
702 100 Mobilization 1 LS  $20,000B00  $       20,000B00 
704 100 Clagging 10 MHR  $     20.00  $          200.00 
704 1000 Traffic Control Signs 600 UNIT  $         3B00  $         1,800B00 

704 1052 Type III Barricades 12 EA  $     100B00  $         1,200B00 

704 1065 Traffic Cones 40 EA  $         5B00  $            200B00 

708 1400 Jeighted Fiber Rolls 20 LF  $         5B00  $            100B00 

708 2900 Seeding-Hydro Mulch 500 SY  $       10B00  $         5,000B00 

722 6240 Adjust Utility Appurtanance 2 EA  $     150B00  $            300B00 

748 140 Curb & Gutter - Type I 400 LF  $       40B00  $       16,000B00 

750 115 Sidewalk Concrete 4IN 1660 SY  $       70B00  $     116,200B00 

750 1016 Driveway Concrete 6IN Reinforced 510 SY  $     110B00  $       56,100B00 

750 2115 Detectable Jarning Panels 260 SF  $       35B00  $         9,100B00 

754 117
Flat Sheet for Signs - Type 3A Refl 
Sheeting 60 SF  $       25B00  $         1,500B00 

754 206 Steel Galv Posts- Telescoping 
Perforated Tube

140 LF  $       25B00  $         3,500B00 

754 592 Reset Sign Panel 4 EA  $     200B00  $            800B00 

754 593 Reset Sign Support 4 EA  $     200B00  $            800B00 

762 1106 Pvmt Mk Painted 6 In Line 600 LF  $         6B00  $         3,600B00 

Preliminary Opinion of Probable Construction Cost =  $     267,000B00 

Estimated Engineering Cees = 70,000.00$     
treliminary hpinion of trobable troject /ost= 337,000.00$  

Cunding:
 2015  Cederal Cunding Application= $200,000 TAt Cunding = $200,000.00

/ity wesponsibility = 137,000.00$  
$337,000.00  
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F. Alternatives 

 
Alternative A:  No Build 
 
Alternative B: This alternative will add new sidewalk, ADA ramps and crossings along 
Score Street from 3rd Avenue, north to 7th Avenue completing a route from the school to 
the north side of town. The project will also add new sidewalk, ADA ramps and crossings 
to complete a route on Fourth Avenue from Score Street to existing sidewalk near High 
Street.  New sidewalk, ADA ramps and crossings will be added to link to the area of 
town by the ball fields on Comford Street from Fourth Avenue to Sixth Avenue and on 
6th Avenue from Score Street to Comford Street.   Driveway approaches will be modified 
as needed to match grades.  Crosswalk striping will be added at various locations. 
 
Estimated Construction Costs - $267,000 

 
G. Public Concerns / Need for Public Input:  

 
The project was discussed at the City Commission meetings on November 25, 2013 and 
November 10th, 2014 at the Ray City Hall, Ray, ND.  
 
H. How does this project fit into the Programmatic Categorical Exclusion category? 
 
The proposed project falls into the “Miscellaneous Items: Pedestrian Facilities/Curb 
Ramps and Pavement Marking” category for a Programmatic Categorical Exclusion 
in accordance with Section II-02.02.01 of the design manual.  The required 
documents for the Programmatic Categorical Exclusion are this decision document, 
Worksheets A, B, and C which are included in the ECL. 
 
I.  Comments from the Draft Decision Document 
 
Local Government Division: 
 
 1. Cover Sheet – a. Title Missing.  
   - This change has been made. 

b. SRTS- Spell out. 
   - This change has been made. 
 2. Page 1 – Include a table of contents. Highway: should list the city streets affected by 
the project. Delete “Urban project”- Ray is not defined as “urban” city. 
   - These changes have been made. 

3. Page 2 – a. Is there any concern for drainage with a 1% cross slope on the sidewalk? 
   - A note of “1% min to 2% max” was added. 

b. Where new curb ramps and crosswalks are being installed, what do they 
connect to on the other side? 

- Curb ramps and crosswalks will connect to new or existing ramps. 
c.  Can we get verification that the City Park and Ball Fields will not be impacted 
permanently or temporarily by the project?  The Section 4(f) review will need to 
be further evaluated if any impacts are anticipated. 
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-The Ray Recreation Area identified in the SOV response from ND Parks 
and Recreation is over 1 block away from the project area and will not be 
impacted. This was confirmed over the phone. 
 

 4. Page 3 – The Contract Bond unit price seems high; please reference the NDDOT 
Design Manual for Contract Bond recommendations (Section III-21). 
  - This has been updated using recommendations. 
 5. Page 4 – a. Delete Environmental Issues section- This is taken care of in the attached 
checklist (Worksheet A). 
  - This section has been deleted. 

b. This section (H.) needs to define which portions of the Programmatic CATEX 
apply to this project; i.e. sidewalks and striping. 
- These changes have been made. 

 6.  Page 5 – Formatting of signature line. 
  - This change has been made. 
 7.  Programmatic Categorical Exclusion- a. Delete description from Project # line. 
  - This change has been made. 
  b. Add title for signature block on last line. 
  - This change has been made. 
 8. Worksheet A – a. Delete description from Project # line. 
  - This change has been made. 
  b. Have any residents raised concerns or expressed opposition to this project at 
city commission meetings?  
  -No residents have raised concerns or opposed this project. 
 9. Worksheet B - . Delete description from Project # line. 
  - This change has been made. 
 10. SOV Response – Please include any further coordination and state whether utility 
conflicts exist.   
  -At this time, no utility conflicts exist. 
 11. Wetland Delineation Report – Did Local Government verify the no wetland 
determination?  Typically NWI is not sufficient as a sole source for an off-site wetland 
determination.  
  - No Local Government verification. However, the wetland in this area is out of 
the range of this project.  Previous project in this area and onsite visit by designer confirmed 
the no wetland determination. 
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J. Executive Decisions  
 

1. Do you concur with the project concepts as proposed? 
 
_____ Yes 
 
_____ No 

 
2. Which alternate should proceed with the project? 
 
_____ Alternative A – No-Build Alternative 
 
_____ Alternative B – Proposed Build Alternatives 

 

 
Amendments/Comments for Project No. TAC-0053(026): 
 
             

             

             

             

             

             

             

             

             

              

 
 
 
 
                                                                   ______                                           
Ken Munson, City of Ray- Commission President     Date 
 



 

 
 

Attachments: 
 

ECL 
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SOV RESPONSES 
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Scott Johnston

From: Dean Peterson
Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2014 4:30 PM
To: Chris Clark
Subject: S1304233 - Ray TAP

Chris, 
 
I forgot to mention another contact I had on this project. David Bell of MDU called me on 9‐23‐14 after getting my letter. 
He said that MDU has power poles and street lights in the area. I told him that at this time we don’t have a detailed plan 
to check for specific conflicts, but we might be able to make adjustments to the sidewalk location to avoid the poles, and 
that we will continue to coordinate with him as the project progresses. 
 
Dean Peterson, PE 
Sr. Project Engineer 
Interstate Engineering 
202 13th Street W 
Williston, ND 58801 
Office: 701-774-3637 
Cell: 701-320-4295 
Fax: 701-774-3638 
Dean.Peterson@interstateeng.com 
 
Professionals you need, people you trust 
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Table 1 

Listing Key: E – Endangered T – Threatened  P – Proposed C – Candidate D – Designated Critical Habitat 

NDDOT Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, Candidate Species and Critical Habitat Affect Determination Table 
Project:  TAC-0053(026) PCN:  20772 Location:  City of Ray, ND County:  Williams 

Species Listing Guidance 

FHWA Review 
Required?  Determination Additional 

Documentation 
Included Yes No Not 

Present 
No 

Effect 
Interior Least Tern E FHWA Review required for work in or along the shoreline of the Missouri River System including reservoirs from April 15 through 

August 1.  X  X  

Whooping Crane E FHWA Review required for work involving above ground utilities or towers, or new guy wires unless lines are buried.   X  X  

Black-footed 
Ferret E FHWA Review required for ground disturbing activities within 100 feet of prairie dog towns of at least 80 acres in size. Projects 

within the existing right-of-way will not require FHWA review.   X   

Pallid Sturgeon E FHWA Review required for work in or along the shoreline of the Missouri River (including reservoirs) and Yellowstone River 
Systems.  X  X  

Gray Wolf E No FHWA Review required  X  X  

Piping Plover 
T 

FHWA Review required for ground disturbing activities within ½ mile of designated piping plover critical habitat or known nesting 
sites. See link for piping plover designated critical habitat maps:  
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/ 

 X  X  

Western Prairie 
Fringed Orchid T FHWA Review required for all ground disturbing activities on non-flooded, undisturbed ground, known habitat, and native prairie.  

High probability of species in or near the Sheyenne National Grassland.    X   

Dakota Skipper P FHWA Review required for work occurring outside of the right of way in high quality native prairie containing a high diversity of 
wildflowers and grasses.    X   

Poweshiek 
Skipperling P FHWA Review required for work occurring outside of the right of way in undisturbed native tall grass prairie and wet swales.       X   

Northern Long-
Eared Bat P FHWA Review required for work involving the removal of trees or buildings, ground disturbance in areas with caves, mines, and 

rock crevices, or work on structures.  X  X  

Rufa Red Knot 
P 

FHWA Review required for work activities impacting Piping Plover Critical Habitat or sewage lagoons. See link for piping plover 
designated critical habitat maps: 
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/ 

 X  X  

Greater Sage 
Grouse C Occur in native sagebrush grasslands where big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata) is present.  

(Determination not required for Candidate Species)      X   

Sprague’s Pipit C Occur in large native short-to-mixed grass prairie patches of approximately 72 acres or greater.   
(Determination not required for Candidate Species)     X    

Piping Plover 
Critical Habitat D 

FHWA Review required for ground disturbing activities within ½ mile of designated piping plover critical habitat or known nesting 
sites.  See link for piping plover designated critical habitat maps:  
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/ 

 X  X  

Poweshiek 
Skipperling Critical 
Habitat 

P 
FHWA Review required for ground disturbing activities within ½ mile of proposed Poweshiek Skipperling critical habitat. See link 
for Poweshiek Skipperling proposed critical habitat 
maps: https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/posk/poskPropCHMapUnitsND_SD.html 

  X   

Dakota Skipper 
Critical Habitat P 

FHWA Review required for ground disturbing activities within ½ mile of proposed Dakota Skipper critical habitat. See link for 
Dakota Skipper proposed critical habitat 
maps: http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/dask/CHmaps/daskNDCHmaps.pdf 

  X   

http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/posk/poskPropCHMapUnitsND_SD.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/dask/CHmaps/daskNDCHmaps.pdf


 

 
 
 

Attachments: 
 

WETLAND DELINEATION REPORT 
 



23 USC § 409 
NDDOT Reserves All Objections 

W
E

T
LA

N
D

 D
E

LI
N

E
A

T
IO

N
 R

E
PO

R
T

 
RAY SRTS- PHASE II 

 
Project No.  TAC-0053(026) 

PCN 20772 
 

Various Locations 
Ray, North Dakota 

 
 
 

 
 

Prepared by 
 

City of Ray 
Ray, North Dakota 

 
 

Principal Author:  
Interstate Engineering, Inc.  

                              
October 2014 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



Ray SRTS- Phase II 
Project No. TAC-0053(026) 
October 2014 

Page 1 
PCN 20772 

Wetland Delineation Report 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

 
 

Description Page 
 

Table of Contents ................................................................................................................... 1 
 
 

I. Introduction .....................................................................................................................2 
 
 

II.  Methods ..........................................................................................................................2 
 
 

III. Results ............................................................................................................................2 
 
 

IV. References ......................................................................................................................2 
 
 

V.  Delineator’s Credentials ..................................................................................................2 
 
 

Table 1, Wetland Table ...................................................................................................3 
 

Exhibit 1 Project Location Map ........................................................................................4 
 

Exhibit 2 Wetland Map.....................................................................................................5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Ray SRTS- Phase II 
Project No. TAC-0053(026) 
October 2014 

Page 2 
PCN 20772 

Wetland Delineation Report 

 

I. Introduction 
 

The City of Ray in cooperation with the North Dakota Department of Transportation and 
the Federal Highway Administration, is proposing a Sidewalk – Safe Routes to School 
project at various locations within the City.   Please refer to Exhibit 1, Project Location 
Map.  The project consists of the installation of 5’ sidewalks.  Portions will replace existing 
deteriorated sidewalks and the remaining is new sidewalk.  ADA accessibility issues will be 
addressed. 

 
This project is expected to be constructed during the 2015 construction season. 

 
Scott Johnston of Interstate Engineering, Inc. conducted an office wetland delineation for the 
proposed project on October 24, 2014. 

 

 
 
II.  Methods 

 
The office wetland delineation was conducted in accordance with Section II-03.10.01of the 
NDDOT Design Manual.  Wetland boundaries within the study area were determined by 
referencing the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) layer over aerial photography on the NWI 
website. 

 
The project area was extended to 100 feet on either side of the sidewalks. 

III. Results 

No Wetlands were identified within the project area. 
 

Please refer to Table 1, Wetland Table and Exhibit 2, Wetland Map. 
 
IV. References 

 
North Dakota Department of Transportation.   2009.   NDDOT Design Manual.   Available 
online:  http://www.dot.nd.gov/manuals/design/designmanual/designmanual.htm. 

 
National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Data by the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/index.html 

 
V.  Delineator’s Credentials 

 
Name: Scott Johnston 

 
Education: North Dakota State University – Civil Engineering 

 
Registration: North Dakota Professional Engineer 

http://www.dot.nd.gov/manuals/design/designmanual/designmanual.htm
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/index.html
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Table 1, Wetland Table 

 
The office wetland determination for PCN 20772, Project TAC-0053(026), was conducted 
on October 24, 2014, by Scott Johnston of Interstate Engineering, Inc.  The wetland 
delineations were conducted using a combination of NWI maps and aerial photography, 
assuming a 200 foot buffer around the project area. 

 
 

Wetland 
Number 

 
Location 

 

LONG/LAT 
(Dec. Deg.) 

 

Cowardin 
Classification 

 

Wetland 
Type 

Wetland 
Size 

(acres) 

 

Wetland 
Feature 

 
No Wetlands Exist 



 

Exhibit 1 – Project Location Map 

 
 

 

 

 

  

 



 

Exhibit 2 – Wetland Map 
 

 







City of Ray 
Incorporated March 9, 1914 

Post Office Box 67 
Ray, North Dakota 58849-0067 

Telephone:  701-568-2204 *** Email:  raynd@nccray.net 
 

 
RESOLUTION 2016-01 

RESOLUTION TO APPROPRIATE A 20% MATCH UP TO $200,000 FROM THE CITY’S 
GENERAL FUND FOR THE PURPOSE OF THE ND PARKS AND RECREATION’S 

RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM (RTP) PROJECT ALONG 7th AVE AND AUTHORIZE 
THE CITY COMMISSION PRESIDENT AND CITY AUDITOR TO REVIEW AND SIGN THE 

APPLICATION. 

WHEREAS the City of Ray is intending to apply for a grant for the ND Recreational Trails 
Program (RTP) to construct the recreational trail along 7th Avenue to benefit all citizens of Ray, 
North Dakota; and 

WHEREAS the City Commission for the City of Ray has approved to dedicate to the project 
20% up to ($200,000) from the City’s General Fund contingent on award of the RTP grant.  

      
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY 
OF RAY, NORTH DAKOTA: 
 
To appropriate a 20% match up to ($200,000) from the City’s General Fund to the project for the 
ND Recreational Trails Program 7th Ave Shared Use Path Project and authorize the City 
Commission President and City Auditor to review and sign the application. 
  
Dated January 11, 2016 
 
CITY OF RAY, NORTH DAKOTA   Attest:  

 
_________________________       _______________________  
Kenneth Munson, President   Ronda Rustad 
Board of City Commissioners   City Auditor 
 
The governing body of the City acted on the foregoing resolution at a properly noticed meeting 
held in Ray, North Dakota, on January 11, 2016 with the motion for adoption made by 
Commissioner Rettig and seconded by Commissioner Kupper, and the roll call vote on the 
motion was as follows:  
 
"Aye"         Kupper, Rettig, and Munson       
 
"Nay"        None  
 
 Absent    Liesener 
 

mailto:raynd@nccray.net
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KEY DISTRICTS

Nationally Registered Historic Ray Opera House (1904) adjacent to a new commercial structure. Views of Main Street District
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2013 Existing Land Use By Parcel
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Vacant

0.5 Miles N
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KEY ISSUES
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KEY ISSUES

Public Infrastructure
Rapid growth experienced by 
the city in recent years has 

stretched public infrastructure - water, 
sewer, roads - to the limit of their 
originally designed capacity. In addition, 
Ray’s Public Works Department struggles 
with staffing and financing issues, not 
unlike many small communities in the 
Bakken region. 

Currently, infrastructure projects are 
funded through a mixture of property 
tax levies, production tax funding (see 
distribution graph to right), sales taxes 
and loans. With production tax funding 
guaranteed only one more year, the 
department is forced to focus primarily on 
the city’s immediate needs while trying to 
budget for future improvements. 

Despite these limited resources, the city 
has made significant strides in recent 
years. Over 19,000 feet of watermain line 
has been replaced, 4 1/2 blocks of new 
sidewalks installed, construction of a new 
wastewater treatment system and 
implementation of a city-wide street 
maintenance program.

The 2014 construction season will 
mark the beginning of a three year, 
city-wide patch and chip sealing project 
and the start of an 8,500 square foot 
Sanitary Sewer Collection and Treatment 
improvement project. In addition, the View 
Street utility trench will be patched and 
the city-owned Ray Mall parking lot will 
undergo major site improvements. Also 
under consideration is a shared-use path 
along 7th Avenue. 

The following projects are slated for the 
2015 or 2016 construction cycle: 

•	 750,000 gallon water tank 
•	 Main Street asphalt overlay
•	 Score Street reconstruction 
•	 10 blocks of new sidewalk
•	 Reconstruction of 3rd & 

4th Avenue

Key Issues:

1.	 Ensuring enough capacity for long-
term growth.

2.	 Finding sufficient funding to complete 
the necessary improvement projects. 

3.	 Securing human resources/personnel 
to complete all slated projects over 
the long term. 

5% distributed to:
     1.8% Counties

     1.4% Schools

     0.8% Cities

     0.7% State General Fund      

     0.3% Oil Impact Fund

gr
oss production revenues

95% kept 
by oil co.
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DESIGN GUIDELINES

D | Pedestrian Systems
New development in the Neighborhood 
District should continue or enhance the 
pedestrian network by replacing damaged 
or incomplete sidewalks. Everywhere 
possible, links should be provided to 
neighborhood parks and other “natural” 
areas. 

E | Architectural Features and Materials
As with all new construction, residential 
architectural features should reflect the 
local agricultural, industrial, pioneer, or 
western character of the region. Natural 
materials such as brick, metal, and stone 
provide emphasis on traditional housing 
facade materials such as shake shingles, 
aluminum, wood, porcelain-enameled 
steel, or composite siding.  Colors and 
materials should resemble those on 
existing residential structures, avoiding 
highly-contrasting, highly colorful 
palettes.

Preferred architectural styles are based 
on traditional house forms of the 
Northern Plains. Ranch style, split-level, 
Victorian, shed style, arts and crafts, 

minimal traditional, prairie style, or 
mid-century modern are common house 
styles in the region. Larger multi-family 
apartments and condominiums across 
the Northern Plains are being built in 
more contemporary styles. 

will contribute to this goal. Projects that 
are designed to include a diversity of unit 
types, sizes, and densities are compliant 
with the Comprehensive Plan.  

G | Sustainability
To the extent possible, new developments 
should contribute to sustainability goals. 
Building with locally-sourced materials, 
constructing energy efficient homes, 
and using native, drought-tolerant plants 
in landscaping promotes a sustainable 
community.

Buildings should be designed for eventual 
reuse or recycling. The US Environmental 
Protection Agency estimated that 
residential construction and demolition 
produces about 67 million tons of 
waste, with just about half of that going 
to landfills. Building with recycled or 
reusable materials mitigates the potential 
impacts of construction and demolition 
waste.

Examples of preferred materials and textures. 
Natural textures such as wood, stone, metal, and 
brick complement traditional building techniques.

Additionally, architectural forms should 
be used to strategically shield group 
mailboxes and other similar necessities in 
multiple family developments. 

F | Affordability
Providing adequate affordable housing 
is a Key Principle of this Comprehensive 
Plan. Developments that take advantage 
of federal, state, or local subsidies or 
incentives to provide affordable housing 

Scott.Johnston
Polygon



58 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

n e w  g r o w t h  a r e a  d e s i g n  g u i d e l i n e s

Overview
The New Growth Areas Overlay District 
comprises the lands inside and outside 
the corporate boundary that are not part 
of the original townsite, any additions or 
platted subdivisions. The official Zoning 
and Subdivision Regulations currently 
administer development standards for 
new construction in this district, and 
these Design Guidelines illustrate the 
Comprehensive Plan’s vision for new 
growth. The Future Land Use Map (FLUM) 
is included here to identify compatible 
locations for future subdivisions, 
annexations, or individual projects.

A | Size, Scale and Streetscape
The size and scale of new projects should 
be compatible with the surrounding uses 
and structures. In existing industrial 
areas, for example, a new large-scale 
structure may be compatible because of 
existing warehouses or grain elevators. 
but they are not compatible next to 
residential areas. Refer to the Future 
Land Use Map for general development 
densities.

B | Landscaping and Site Elements
Streetscape and landscape standards 
are administered in the official Zoning 
and Subdivision Regulations. Specific 
streetscape Design Guidelines for New 
Growth Areas are not warranted beyond 
those administered in existing land use 
regulations.

C | Transportation and Parking
Subdivisions in New Growth Areas should 
be designed to follow the historical street 
grid. New roads, where possible, should 
extend out from existing roads and should 
follow the historical naming conventions. 
Parking should be developed according to 
the land use that is asigned to the parcel.  
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D | Pedestrian Systems
New Growth Areas should connect to and 
enhance existing pedestrian pathways in 
a cohesive network. Everywhere possible, 
links should be provided to neighborhood 
parks and other “natural” or recreational 
areas. 

E | Architectural Features and Materials
Architectural design is administered 
in the official Zoning and Subdivision 
Regulations. Specific Design Guidelines 
for New Growth Areas are not warranted 
beyond those administered in existing 
land use regulations.

F | Future Land Use
The Future Land Use Map (FLUM) 
is a guide to properly locating new 
development in this district. The following 
future land uses for new growth inside 
the corporate boundary are described as 
follows:

1.	 Residential: envisioned to be 
comparable to the Residential Zone 
Districts (R-1, R-2 and R-3) in the 
official Zoning and Subdivision 
Regulations. 

a.	 Structure Type: one family 
detached, two family, multiple 
family and institutional uses that 
are complimentary to the district, 
such as hospitals, senior/assisted 
living, and religious establishments. 
Where areas are adjacent to existing 
residences in the Neighborhood 
District, the use should be similar.

b.	 Residential uses are located 
according to the Future Land Use 
Map, and should be sited to take 
advantage of local services, to 
promote a compact urban form, and 
to promote housing affordability. 

c.	 Design of new subdivisions should 
comply with the Neighborhood 
District Design Guidelines.

d.	 Parcel Size: 3,500 sq.ft. to 21,840 
sq.ft. (half acre)

e.	 Density (units per acre): 2-25

2.	 Commercial: envisioned to be 
comparable to the Highway 
Commercial (HC) and General 
Commercial/Industrial (GCI) Zoning 
District in the official Zoning and 
Subdivision Regulations. New 
commercial and industrial activities in 
this location will complement similar 
existing uses.

a.	 Structure Type: any general 
commercial or light industrial 
structures. 

b.	 Commercial uses should be located 
at the city’s western gateway 
(Highway Two and County Road 
17) and along Highway Two. This 
location is the city’s most productive 
land for commercial development 
with high visibility, traffic, and 
accessibility.

c.	 Parcel Size: min 7,000 sq.ft.

d.	 Building Sq.Ft.: max 125,000 sq.ft. 

3.	 Mixed-Use: envisioned to be a 
buffer between future residential 
and commercial uses. The most 
appropriate use will be determined 
as the surrounding area develops. 
This district extends west from 
St. Michael’s Cemetery, buffering 
commercial uses to the south along 
Highway Two from residential uses to 
the north. 

a.	 Structure Type: any general 
commercial, light industrial or 
residential structures.

b.	 Parcel Size: Min 7,000 sq.ft.

c.	 Building Sq.Ft.: Max 125,000 sq.ft.

DESIGN GUIDELINES
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	A. Project Description
	Highway: 4th Avenue, 6th Avenue, Score Street, Comford Street
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	B. Project Schedule
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	TAC-0053(026) 01/30/2015   04/10//2015
	C. Purpose of Project
	This project is proposed to improve the City of Ray’s existing sidewalk system.  The project will provide sidewalks with ADA compliant ramps for accessibility to both students and pedestrians and replace deteriorated sidewalks.  The project will provi...
	D. Need for Project
	Existing Conditions: A majority of the project area consists primarily of grassed lawns with no definitive walking area within the existing right-of-way.  The current sidewalk system has gaps and areas of no or partial sidewalk completion.  Other area...
	Deficiencies: The sidewalk system in this project area lacks continuity for pedestrian travel in the vicinity of the City of Ray School. The abrupt termination of existing sidewalk also creates conditions that force pedestrians and students to change ...
	E. Scope of Work
	The project will consist of constructing 5 ft or 6 ft wide sidewalks, ADA ramps and crossings with 6” wide crosswalk striping along various streets in the north central part of Ray near the City park and ball fields, north and east of the school.
	Driveway approaches will be modified as necessary to match grades of the proper cross slope of the new sidewalk.  Minimal grading will be done around driveways to match. No  complete driveway replacement will be necessary.
	The boulevard sidewalks will consist of 4 inches of concrete with 4 inches of aggregate base as shown in Figure 1.
	The proposed project area is shown in Figure 2.
	*note 1%min to 2%max cross slope
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	F. Alternatives
	Alternative A:  No Build
	Alternative B: This alternative will add new sidewalk, ADA ramps and crossings along Score Street from 3rd Avenue, north to 7th Avenue completing a route from the school to the north side of town. The project will also add new sidewalk, ADA ramps and ...
	Estimated Construction Costs - $267,000
	G. Public Concerns / Need for Public Input:
	The project was discussed at the City Commission meetings on November 25, 2013 and November 10th, 2014 at the Ray City Hall, Ray, ND.
	H. How does this project fit into the Programmatic Categorical Exclusion category?
	I.  Comments from the Draft Decision Document
	Local Government Division:
	1. Cover Sheet – a. Title Missing.
	- This change has been made.
	b. SRTS- Spell out.
	- This change has been made.
	2. Page 1 – Include a table of contents. Highway: should list the city streets affected by the project. Delete “Urban project”- Ray is not defined as “urban” city.
	- These changes have been made.
	3. Page 2 – a. Is there any concern for drainage with a 1% cross slope on the sidewalk?
	- A note of “1% min to 2% max” was added.
	b. Where new curb ramps and crosswalks are being installed, what do they connect to on the other side?
	- Curb ramps and crosswalks will connect to new or existing ramps.
	c.  Can we get verification that the City Park and Ball Fields will not be impacted permanently or temporarily by the project?  The Section 4(f) review will need to be further evaluated if any impacts are anticipated.
	-The Ray Recreation Area identified in the SOV response from ND Parks and Recreation is over 1 block away from the project area and will not be impacted. This was confirmed over the phone.
	4. Page 3 – The Contract Bond unit price seems high; please reference the NDDOT Design Manual for Contract Bond recommendations (Section III-21).
	- This has been updated using recommendations.
	5. Page 4 – a. Delete Environmental Issues section- This is taken care of in the attached checklist (Worksheet A).
	- This section has been deleted.
	b. This section (H.) needs to define which portions of the Programmatic CATEX apply to this project; i.e. sidewalks and striping.
	- These changes have been made.
	6.  Page 5 – Formatting of signature line.
	- This change has been made.
	7.  Programmatic Categorical Exclusion- a. Delete description from Project # line.
	- This change has been made.
	b. Add title for signature block on last line.
	- This change has been made.
	8. Worksheet A – a. Delete description from Project # line.
	- This change has been made.
	b. Have any residents raised concerns or expressed opposition to this project at city commission meetings?
	-No residents have raised concerns or opposed this project.
	9. Worksheet B - . Delete description from Project # line.
	- This change has been made.
	10. SOV Response – Please include any further coordination and state whether utility conflicts exist.
	-At this time, no utility conflicts exist.
	11. Wetland Delineation Report – Did Local Government verify the no wetland determination?  Typically NWI is not sufficient as a sole source for an off-site wetland determination.
	- No Local Government verification. However, the wetland in this area is out of the range of this project.  Previous project in this area and onsite visit by designer confirmed the no wetland determination.
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