
Addressing Workgroup Meeting Minutes 
December 5th, 2013 

Present: 

Mindy Cochran, Flathead County GIS 
Nathan Holm, Flathead County GIS 
Necile Lorang, City of Columbia Falls 
Doug Conners, City of Kalispell  
Aaron McConkey, City of Kalispell 
Jason Singleton, Flathead County 911 Center 
 
¶ Collect GIS/City Agreements. Ask Jason about an agreement between GIS / 911. 

o Necile brought a signed copy of the agreement for Mindy. Doug Conners thought Doug Russell 

was working with the city council to obtain signatures. Mindy said she would follow up with 

Susan Nicosia and Doug Russell to find out a status on the agreements’.  

o Mindy said she thought the next agreement that needed to be put in place was one between the 

911 Center / GIS. Jason said to get in touch with his boss Liz on it. Mindy said she would like to 

come up with a draft agreement first with Jason, and then would have the county attorney 

approve it, and then we could ask Liz to look it over. Jason said that sounded fine. 

¶ West Reserve Addressing Complete, Road signs not installed yet. 

o Bypass work is done, and the re-addressing is complete. There are road signs still showing the old 

road names east of Stillwater Road, which were supposed to be the responsibility of the MDT to 

install. Mindy has tried to reach MDT about this. They thought they were done, so they don’t 

know. The engineer was on vacation until Monday. Mindy emailed them again Wednesday and 

has not heard back. No one has been out to see if the county road department has installed the 

road signs west of Stillwater Road have been replaced yet.  

¶ Addressing Resolution / Criteria requiring road naming  

o Mindy had been to a meeting with the county commissioners to determine how to handle road 

signs installations that were necessary due to the addressing improvement program naming 

roads. In that meeting, Mindy was looking for direction on what to do if the sign installation took 

longer than two weeks from the effective date of the road name. One option was to outsource 

the sign installation to a contractor; another option was to send the request for the road sign 

before the end of the road name protest period. Mindy said that Gary Krueger had stated we 

should stop the addressing improvement program because emergency responders where having 

a hard time keeping up with the new road names. Mindy took his statement to mean we should 

change the criteria in the Addressing Resolution for which roads require names. There was 

discussion held that we could not completely stop the addressing improvement program all 

together, because it was really necessary in some area. Jason had mentioned the Haywire Gulch 

area, which was a mess prior to the re-addressing out there. The land owners wanted it to be 

cleaned up, and emergency responders had asked for it to be cleaned up as well. Jason reiterated 

the need for good addressing, and said that if GIS needs cases to help support that, he could 

have the dispatchers send over an MP3 of calls where houses are not easily located because of 

bad addressing schemes. There was discussion held on the potential to change the current 



criteria in Addressing Resolution for road naming. Currently, it says if a road serves three houses 

or is ¼ mile long, it requires a name. Mindy stated that if the commissioner’s wanted the criteria 

to be changed, she thought maybe an e-survey to emergency responders should be conducted to 

help decide a good criteria for road naming requirements. Necile mentioned duplicate road 

names should not be used, and Mindy stated that is already in the Addressing Resolution. Nate 

clarified that the Addressing Resolution also doesn’t allow five or more roads with the same base 

name (Lake Dr, Lake Ct, Lake Ave, etc), but there are already some in existence that came prior to 

the Addressing Improvement Program’s existence.  

¶ Other  

o There was discussion relative to DOR assessments and how frequently they changed 

their address data. Doug mentioned the property addresses show on the tax 

statements, and Mindy stated these are now pulled from the county GIS data. Necile 

mentioned that they combined their garbage and water/sewer fees, and Doug thought 

that was a great idea. Jason asked if anyone wanted to be notified if/when he noticed a 

property that only showed one address, but it appeared as though there were actually 

multiple structures on the property. Everyone said yes, they would like to know about 

these if it did appear that the second structure was a residence and not a shop or a 

garage or something of that nature. Doug talked about using Google Earth and Street 

View to help find what structures on aerial photography were actually houses.  

¶ Meeting Adjourned 

¶ Next Meeting: March 6th, 2014 at 2 pm 


