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RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
WORK SESSION
APRIL 10, 1989
8:30 -11:30 a.m.
RADISSON HOTEL - DOWNTOWN ST. PAUL

AGENDA

Convene
Opening Remarks - Chairman John Finley

Kathryn DeSpiegelaere

Jill Goski
County-wide Corridors - Ferrol Robinson/Peter Fausch
Downtown Alignments - Ferrol Robinson/Peter Fausch
Break

Financing Options - Ferrol Robinson/Peter Fausch

Systems Standards - Ferrol Robinson/Peter Fausch

Concluding Remarks - Jill Goski/Kathryn
DeSpiegelaere

Legislation - Chairman Finley and Commissioner Hunt
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner John Finley
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Duane McCarty
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Don Salverda
Commissioner Warren Schaber

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere}z?Qf9"

SUBJECT: Work Session on Comprehensive LRT Plan

DATE: April 3, 1989

Two work sessions for the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority commissioners have been scheduled for Monday, April
10, 1989 and Wednesday, May 24, 1989 from 8:30 A.M. until
11:30 A.M. at the Radisson Hotel (Lower Level), 11 East
Kellogg Boulevard.

The sessions have been scheduled at key decision-making points
in the Comprehensive LRT Plan. The work session on April 10
will focus on a review of corridors for light rail transit so
that some corridors will be able to be eliminated from further
consideration for the plan. This topic will include
presentation of information by Peter Fausch and Ferroll
Robinson, consultants from SRF, an opportunity for questions,
clarification and discussion and a process for working through
the material to reach preliminary consensus and facilitate
decisions at subsequent meetings. The agenda will also include
presentations and discussion on system standards and financing
options.




Work Sessions
April 3, 1989
Page Two

The May 24 session will include a review of additional
corridor information, additional financing information,
operation, system standards and implementation issues.

We look forward to this opportunity to work with you on these
important issues.

Please advise Jill Goski if you will be unable to attend.

Peter Fausch

Ed Glaubitz
Frances Glendenning
Jill Goski

Pat O'Malley
Ferroll Robinson
Terry Schutten
Michele Timmons
Jim Tolaas

Jim Van Houdt
Kris Wendorf
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners
Terry Schutten, Executive Director

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere%‘(
V%%

SUBJECT: Work Sessions on Comprehensive LRT Plan
DATE: March 13, 1989

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) is
preparing a Comprehensive LRT Plan. The amount of
information being generated for the plan is considerable.
It would be beneficial as the plan develops to have more time
than is available at your twice monthly Regional Railroad
Authority meetings for discussion with you.

I propose that two work sessions with you, Regional Railroad
Authority staff and consultants, be held on the morning of
April 10 or 12 and on the morning of May 24 from 8:30 AM to
11:30 AM at a facility near, but not in, the Courthouse. The
first work session would consist of a review of corridor and
financing information so that at a subsequent Regional
Railroad Authority meeting some corridors and some financial
alternatives <could be eliminated from more analysis. The
second work session would be a review of additional corridor
information, additional financing information, operation,
system standards and implementation issues. At a subsequent
Regional Railroad Authority meeting you would be asked . to
make decisions on these subjects.

Recommendation:

For discussion at your March 28 RCRRA meeting.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

WORK SESSION
4/10/89

Opening Remarks - John Finley & Kathy DeSpiegelaere

Set purpose and outline

Jill Goski,

Facilitator

Corridor selection - preliminary recommendations, decisions

Ferrol Robinson on corridors - Peter Fausch starts

Peter Fausch

Corridor overview

No corridors "dropped" -- rather deferred to future for
further evaluation
Metropolitan Council - potential corridors
A. If tied to highway project, i.e. I-35W, could take
considerable review period
Crosstown corridors - less desirable due to lack of
anchors at ends
Corridor definition (e.g., NE corridor)
A. 4 sectors
1) within mile -- walk in -- little change in bus
service
2) walk in, plus interconnect -- local bus
primarily same
goes to feeder/trunk

3)
4) access by park & ride

Comment: Commissioner Finley suggested Metropolitan

Council corridor identification be included in
the working document.

Ferrol Robinson

Northwest Corridor (Snelling; Fairview)

40

Service area and sectors

Transit generators

A. Key review

Does a good job connecting major corridors

Population and employment (retail; non-retail) in sector
areas

North Corridor

1 .

Rice, Lexington, Soo Line

1




2. Quick overview with overheads
Northeast Corridor
1. Quick overview

East Northeast (Chicago Northwestern Railroad -- south of STH 36
through Lake Elmo

1. Extra bulge at Stillwater
2. Problem of requiring specialized shuttle to distribute
to generators

East Corridor (I-94)

1. Generator review -- looks better
2. Downtown as major anchor strengthens corridor
3, Size of squares not proportional to generation magnitude

Southeast Corridor (STH 61)

1. Extends to approximately Cottage Grove

2. Commissioner Finley asked, isn’t it important to get to
bedroom community - Ferrol agreed and related
consideration made)

South (Robert/Lafayette)
1. sShown to Inver Grove Heights

Commissioner McCarty -- does it account for parks --
Ferrol said yes -- brief explanation

Southwest Corridor (I-35E/Shepard Road)
* Ooverlays changed —-- replacement pages -- (2)

To airport

Connect to Hennepin County -- Hiawatha Corridor
Good generators -- many within walking distance
Good chance of feeding

(Crosstown Corridor Exchange) -- STH 36

1. Little opportunity for walk in -- feed bus reliance

2. Sector A smaller than B -- B relies on feeder bus and
park & ride

3. Opportunity to interconnect with Anoka County line on
west

4. On Eastside -- connect to NE Corridor

5. Once you get to destination -- get on another
distribution bus

Getting to destination is tougher off crosstown

2




Traffic generators -- suburbanites always ask "why
orient to downtown with suburbs growth"

A. But for transit system strength -- need downtown
anchor
B. Feeder buses act as crosstowns in suburbs

Peter commented buses in sector are not reoriented to feed
LRT for conveyance to downtown -- but will interconnect to
distribute to suburbs.

Commissioner Finley commented on perceived importance of
Midway and Roseville area -- will benefit from LRT.

Kathy DeSpiegelaere commented preliminary recommendations
will include a philosophy of frequency and location of
station locations.

A. Also, from Hennepin County, residents object to park
& ride in their neighborhoods

** Population Review (2010)

1. Clockwise reduction in population by sector starting
with NW

Commissioner Salverda -- why is East/West University Avenue
Corridor not a Level 1 corridor?

A. Not part of comprehensive plan
B. Already well studied -- priority corridor in metro
C. Preliminary engineering/EIS upcoming

Non-Retail Employment

Transit dependent population -- basically proportional to total
population

Transit ridership currently
ENE best
NE second
Can't wuse directly because affected by level of
service/amount of service

1) Better service will improve ridership

Many of transit users in NW Corridor oriented toward
Minneapolis

Comment: LRT user profile different from bus patron
Commissioner Schaber question -- have we reviewed where

3




patrons to 3M complex come from -- Ferrol says no, at this
point -- must reduce number of corridors before greater
detail.

Peter and Ferrol added what information they do have
suggests, contrary to what people initially think, there are
some natural boundaries in service areas, i.e. 90% of trips
south of river come from patrons who live south of river.

Criteria for Recommended Corridor Selection

1. Right-of-way availability -- decided to be wused as
opportunity if available but not a reason for rejection
not readily available -- only a constraint to deal with

2. Should factor out percentage of corridor (NW) going
Minneapolis instead of St. Paul

3. Criteria on overlay is in workbook

Definition of Corridor Groups

1. Level 1
2. Level 2 Explanation and example
3. Level 3

Recommendations for Levels 1, 2 and 3

. Level 1 —-- greatest level of detailed study
Level 2 (SSW subalignment of SW) -- also studied but to lesser
extent -- relies on coordination with adjacent counties
Level 3 -- No further analysis at this time

Commissioner Finley -- based on East Corridor, along I-94, and
rapid development in Washington County and Hudson, maybe move to
Level 1.

Hal Norgard -- East/West Crosstown should also be Level 1.

Ferrol clarified -- corridor overlap, i.e. NW and NE overlap N,
also Level 2 will still be studied but just not at the same
level of detail.

Kathy commented -- to stay within budget will need to reduce
corridors -- the more corridors (i.e. adding 2) will add cost
and time to the study.

Commissioner Ahrens —— concern for elimination of North
Corridor, especially with Mn/DOT studies on I-35 -- also if park
& ride is emphasis.

Commissioner Ahrens also thinks because of growth emphasis
toward Stillwater, east may be more important as a Level 1 than
NE Corridor. Also, the 2010 population data is more important
than current -- lets emphasize the importance of future
population trends.




Ferrol -- LRT serves two types of trips -- long and intermediate
(HOV does not serve intermediate well). Also, traffic on
freeway drawing from broad area. LRT can intercept before on
the freeway to help reduce congestion.

Kathy -- LRT only one transportation element -- HOV may be
another alternative to relieve freeway congestion.

Commissioner Finley -- won’'t East/West Crosstown act to
intercept traffic to west in morning and east in evening (i.e.
patrons from Forest Lake, etc.).

Commissioner Schaber -- "That’s why others should pay for LRT."
Also, why does this study come up with corridor importance
contradictory to Metropolitan Council. Also, draw in North
Corridor on Metropolitan Council Corridor Overlay for reference
-- add NE, N, NE, SE, S, SW.

Kathy -- want decision of Level 1 corridors.
Discussion -- Philosophy of LRT -- diagonals add comprehensive

transportation to areas currently poorly served with high speed
comprehensive service.

be competitive to highway improvements.

. Peter Fausch -- tie to freeway may delay implementation -- may

BREAK 10:20

Commissioner Ahrens concerned with South Corridor being mostly
out of Ramsey County (Dakota) -- why are we spending our money
on that?

Commissioner Hunt -- that’s why people perceive lack of regional
approach.

Kathy -- Dakota is on various committees advisory to us --
Dakota’s consultant is SRF, previous resolution to study logical
extensions to other counties.

Commissioner Finley says on one hand we are claiming regional
concern, on other "stop at the border."

Commissioner Ahrens -- why not get Dakota and Washington to pay
for sections within their areas, by agreement? Commissioner
Finley responded we are way ahead of them and have previously
committed to a regional approach.

Commissioner Ahrens -- what is the conflict -- if they will be
doing comprehensive plan in future, why should they not
. participate with their share?

Commissioner Finley clearly disagreed with Commissioner Ahrens.
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Commissioner Finley -- We should not get into splitting inside
county, outside county study costs.

Commissioner Hunt -- Ramsey County should proceed but have some
official relationship with other counties to establish regional
approach.

Commissioner Schaber -- gut feeling that growth in the East, yet
corridors going NW, NE and South for Level 1 study.

Commissioner Norgard -- Chicago Northwestern (ENE) would serve
best, goes right into downtown, middle of the road (area wise),
plus available right of way. Ferrol responded explaining issue
of staging and trying to serve all areas without overlap.

Commissioner Ahrens -- just looking at East Corridor -- doesn't
indicate potential population growth. Commissioner Finley says
study area goes beyond 1lines. Ferrol clarified areas go out
about 10 miles.

Ferrol/Kathy -- population data from Metropolitan Council.
Commissioner Ahrens can’t believe only 7,000 growth indicated.

Commissioner Salverda -- that’s why new group formed -- to
improve accuracy of numbers.

Commissioner Schaber -- motion:

Approve preliminary corridor recommended subject to
modifications:

1. East go to Level 1
2. NE Corridor go to Level 2

Ferrol —-- recommendation not supported by data collected so far.
However, if authority is not comfortable with accuracy of some
of the numbers, it can be considered in the decision.

Commissioner Salverda -- how about to stay consistent, leaving
NE in, just adding East to Level 1. Peter Fausch -- NE has best
market.

Commissioner Schaber -- revise motion to add East.
Commissioner Salverda seconded.
Motion carried.

Commissioner Finley -- Crosstown should be controlled on ends.
End at NE on Eastside. End Anoka’s North Corridor on west.
Commissioner Norgard agrees.

Motion -- East West Corridor be studied between 1logical
connections -- consensus unclear -- left as is.




. Clarification -- these are recommendations which will go to the
authority in May but will guide scope of our work on
Comprehensive Plan over the next few weeks.

Legislative

Kelly bill will not get hearing. Carruthers bill -- amended and
passed. See Kathy’s summary -- referred to Transportation
committee in House.

Novak bill to Committee -- amended and passed -- referred to
Governmental Committee.

Joint Powers bill -- less complicated. Referred to Local and
Urban Governmental Committee.

Commissioner Finley commented -- difficult to support or oppose
any particular legislation because of all of the changes through
amendments before full approval.

Kathy distributed information -- memo of 4/7 concerning
legislation -- as no Rail Authority meeting on 4/11 then could
review at County Board on 4/11 -- possible resolution attached.
Discussion

Not specific bill support -- support general concept of favoring
general concepts and philosophies -- want County to retain input
to planning.

Downtown Alignments (Ferrol)

Overlay: Frame area
Core area

"Data Used to Evaluate" -- overhead and in book
Traffic disruption -- traffic volumes

Through traffic -- why four function as such
Edge of core -- don’t serve core as well

Supported by St. Paul -- candidate streets:

Cedar and Minnesota
4th, 5th and 6th

Another consideration of downtown alignments -- how to
connect to corridors.

Further review -- utilities, etc. may indicate need for tunnel
review in future.

Commissioner Norgard -- what does Chamber of Commerce say?
Kathy -- will see in future. Commissioner Finley -- LRT task
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force?

Commissioner Schaber moved to proceed with further study on
downtown alignments.

Commissioner Finley seconded.

Motion carried.

Financing (see document in book)

Clarification -- presentation of primary menu of possibilities.

Capital costs -- Ferrol provided brief run through of revenue
sources (8; 4 primary, 4 backup) -- Hennepin and Anoka have
used.

Commissioners Finley and Schaber -- Midway Civic Association may
have to deal with disparity considerations.

Commissioner Schaber -- why isn’t the State of Minnesota
considered as a primary source -- Ferrol commented it was not a
reliable long-term source.

Tax increment and special assessments -- not very good.

Commissioner Finley -- why is property tax listed as equitable
-—— it is not -- it is regressive. Commissioner Schaber voiced
agreement. Commissioner Finley suggested income tax may be more
fair.

Commissioner Hunt -- need to look at regional funding.

1. One of the provisions of the Carruthers Bill -- has to
look at regional funding.

Commissioner Schaber -- serious -- if LRT 1is to relieve
congestion on the freeways, funding should come from the State
legislature (wherever they get it).

Commissioner Finley -- State income tax should be considered for
capital and operation. Property tax 1is regressive and not
related to ability to pay.

Commissioner Norgard -- may have to go to toll roads in future
to generate the necessary funding.

Peter Fausch -- what is equitable to users and equitable to all
areas can be cut different ways.

Kathy -- should we go further on these sources of funding -- get
numbers. Hennepin County has left largely open, as much is
beyond our control.

Commissioner McCarty -- how much is this system going to cost "a
whole bunch?" Kathy/Ferrol -- $10-25 million per mile.

8




JET/clm
4/19/89

. 000430

Commissioner Salverda -- emphasized the importance of funding as
the underlying foundation -- must be considered fully -- much of
the other parts of the study is technical. What will be given
at forums -- want information to be understood.

Commissioner Finley -- we too often take for granted people
understand the corridors -- must relate to specific (familiar)
streets -- people do not related to railroad at all (except
Norgard).

Commissioner McCarty -- many talk to him (supportive of LRT) but
are not aware of upcoming forums -- what about flyers for kids
to bring home to parents -- local papers?

Commissioner Hunt -- this workshop was to provide guidance to
staff -- official action will happen at future authority
meetings.

Commissioner Salverda -- final report should include Midway
Corridor as part of report.
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STRGAR-ROSCOE-FAUSCH, INC.

CONSULTING ENGINEERS
TRANSPORTATION m CIVIL m STRUCTURAL mPARKING m LAND SURVEYORS

Commission No. 0881132
MEMORANDUM

TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of LRT Planning, RCRRA

FROM: Ferrol 0. Robinson
DATE: April 6, 1989

SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY REVIEW OF STANDARDS AND POLICIES

The purpose of this memorandum is to report on the results of our
preliminary review of Hennepin County's "LRT Systen
Characteristics and Standards" report as well as their "LRT
System Standards and Philosophy" chapter of the county's
Comprehensive LRT Plan. This review has been conducted to help
insure that Ramsey County and Hennepin County Standards will be
consistent.

The overall conclusion of our review is that there is substantial
agreement between the LRT standards of the two counties. In a
few cases, an alternative to Hennepin County's System Standards
is recommended. For purposes of discussion, we present the
following comments and recommendations on items for which RCRRA
may want to consider a different approach or standard.

FOR:bba

Suite 150, One Carlson Parkway North, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447
612/475-0010 FAX 612/475-2429




COMPARISON OF HCRRA AND RCRRA LRT STANDARDS

Hours of Service (Chapter I.A)

HCRRA: Weekday service 5:30 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.
(19.5 hours)

RCRRA: We suggest defining an initial year service of 16 hours
per day (6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) and a design year
service of 20 hours (5:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m.).

Service Frequencies (Chapter I.B)

HCRRA: Weekday daytime 15 minutes
Weekday nighttime 30 minutes

RCRRA: We suggest defining service frequencies for the initial
year (15 minutes weekday) and for the design year (10
minutes weekday).

Maximum Train Length (Chapter I.C)

While Hennepin and Ramsey County agree that a three-car train is
the maximum length for light rail transit in the Twin Cities, the
maximum length allowable in downtown St. Paul is 300 feet. Three
car trains could be accommodated in 300 feet of length, and would
not require 320 feet, as allowed by the Hennepin County standard.

Speeds (Chapter I.E)

HCRRA: Reserved median - street speed limit
Reserved paved lane - less than 35 mph

RCRRA: Reserved median or paved lane - street speed limit
Pedestrian mall - 20 mph

Track Configuration (Chapter I.F)

HCRRA: Crossovers every 1 to 1.5 miles
Pocket tracks at 5-mile intervals

RCRRA: Crossovers every 2 to 3 miles
Pocket tracks at the 1/4, 1/2 and, 3/4 points of
route




Train Control (Chapter I.G)

RCRRA:

Specify what facilities and equipment should be
controlled and monitored from central control (e.q.,
traction power, signals and switches, switch heaters,
fare collection equipment, closed-circuit TV, station
radiant heaters, station communications, etc.).

Safety and Security (Chapter ITI)

RCRRA:

In addition to safety/security policies, Availability
Policy should be added (i.e., 95 percent reliability and
maintenance goal for all LRT subsystems).

Vehicles (Chapter III.A)

HCRRA:

RCRRA:

Weight of "crush-loaded" LRV 130,000 1bs.
Emergency breaking 6.0 mph/s

Weight of "crush-loaded" LRV 140,000 1lbs.
Emergency breaking 4.0 to 6.0 mph/s
Jerk limit 2.0 mph/s/s
Allow sanding and track brakes

Track and Roadbed (Chapter III.B)
(to follow)

Traction Power (Chapter III.C)

(to follow)

Signals (Chapter III.D)
(to follow)

Communications (Chapter III.E)
HCRRA:

RCRRA:

Does not recommend public address at stations.

Public address at stations are useful if evacuation must
take place prior to train pulling into station; also
useful for advising patrons of system problems which may
cause train delay.




Security (Chapter III.F)

HCRRA: Pending further study, closed-circuit television (CCTV)
is not recommended.

RCRRA: Perceived security offered by CCTVs is often effective
when it comes to patron usage of transit system and crime
deterrence.

Fare Collection (Chapter III.G)

RCRRA: Consider adding intrusion alarms for fare collection

equipment.

Stations (Chapter III.H)

HCRRA: Width of side platforms 10 feet
Width of center platforms 16 feet

RCRRA: Minimum width of side platforms 10 feet
Minimum width of center platform 14'-9"
Desirable width of side platforms 12 feet
Desirable width of center platforms 16 feet

Support Equipment (Chapter III.J)
RCRRA: System design should allow for operation of hi-rail

maintenance vehicles with respect to clearances, weight
restrictions, trackwork and accessibility.

Types and Availability of Skills (Chapter IV.A)

. Difficult to locate personnel experienced in dc power systems
locally, especially for overhead systems.

. Local law enforcement personnel are reluctant to take a "step-
down" to security personnel, unless compensation is high.

. Process of hiring and training system staff is often more

difficult than expected. Adequate time must be allowed for
staff build-up (1-1/2 to 2 years before revenue operations).

Train Crew Size (Chapter IV.B)

RCRRA: Need to address use of fare inspection personnel and
level of desired inspection.




STRGAR-ROSCOE-FAUSCH, INC.
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TRANSPORTATION m CIVIL m STRUCTURAL mPARKING @ LAND SURVEYORS

Commission No. 0881132
MEMORANDUM
TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of LRT Planning, RCRRA
FROM: Ferrol O. Robinson
DATE: April 5, 1989

SUBJECT: FIRST LEVEL EVALUATION OF DOWNTOWN ST. PAUL STREETS FOR
POTENTIAL LRT ALIGNMENT

The following information on downtown St. Paul and downtown
streets has been used to narrow the number of streets that are
candidate for LRT alignment, and for which additional analysis
will be performed.

Four criteria have been used to help in the identification of the
more promising routes:

1. Penetration of the downtown core area.
Daily traffic volunme.
Degree to which the street functions as a through route.
Location of the street within the core.
Street continuity.

result of the analysis show that the following streets are
most promising for LRT use:

North-South East-West

Cedar 4th Street
Minnesota 5th Street
6th Street

Simultaneously with the evaluation of downtown streets, we are
evaluating Ramsey County regional corridors. Once that step is
completed, work will begin on examining options to interconnect
downtown routes with non-downtown corridors.

The attached materials shows the approximate location of the
downtown core, the evaluation criteria information, candidate
streets for LRT, and potential areas of interconnection with
regional corridors. This information has been reviewed with City
of St. Paul staff.

Suite 150, One Carlson Parkway North, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447
612/475-0010 FAX 612/475-2429
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DOWNTOWN ST. PAUL STREET ALIGNMENT EVALUATION

DAILY TRAFFIC IN CORE 1986-1987

St. Peter 11,000 7th Street (new)
Wabasha 14,000 7th Place

Cedar 7,000 6th Street
Minnesota 8,000 5th Street

Robert 13,000 4th Street
Jackson 12,000 Kellogg Boulevard
Sibley 9,000

MAIN THROUGH TRAFFIC ROUTES

Wabasha - because river crossing

Robert - because river crossing
Sibley/Jackson - because connection to Shepard Road
Kellogg Boulevard- because connection to I-35E and I-94

EDGE OF DOWNTOWN CORE AREA

St. Peter - west edge
Sibley - east edge

7th Street (new) - north edge

Kellogg - south edge
DISCONTINUOUS ROUTES

7th Place

Sibley

CANDIDATE STREETS FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS

North-South

Cedar
Minnesota

East-West
4th Street

5th Street
6th Street
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Commission No. 0881132
MEMORANDUM

TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of LRT Planning, RCRRA

FROM: Ferrol O. Robinson
DATE: April 5, 1989

SUBJECT: POTENTIAL REVENUE SOURCES FOR
LRT FINANCING IN RAMSEY COUNTY

This memorandum has been prepared to initiate a discussion of the
range of revenue sources that may be available to finance the
capital cost of LRT construction in Ramsey County. The task of
quantifying the dollar amounts that may be raised from each of
the sources identified has been initiated and will be presented
for your review in a subsequent memorandum.

At this stage of the analysis, and to ensure a certain degree of
compatibility, we will report on the funding sources identified
by Hennepin County and Anoka County. The primary sources for the
information contained in this memorandum are the recommendations
of the Finance Advisory Committee to the Hennepin County Regional
Railroad Authority (RCRRA), and a letter/report to the Anoka
County Regional Railroad Authority (ACRRA) dated January 30,
1989, entitled "Revised Preliminary Report on Revenue Sources for
Railroad Authority Capital Costs", prepared by Springsted
Incorporated.

POTENTIAL REVENUE SOURCES
ima Sources

1. Property tax

2. Tax increment

3. Surtax on motor vehicle registration fees
4. Motor vehicle excise taxes

Suite 150, One Carlson Parkway North, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447
612/475-0010 FAX 612/475-2429




Back-up Sources

1. A share of the county's contribution to fiscal disparities
2. A share of gasoline taxes

3. Assessment paid by property owners based on added benefits
4. A Transit Impact Fee for new development only

Other Sources

Federal funds

State funds

Metro Transit Taxing District
General sales tax
Parking sales tax
Income tax

Drivers license fee
Payroll tax

Head tax
Hotel/motel/liquor tax
Cigarette tax

Toll road fee

SELECTION OF REVENUE SOURCES

Consistency with Hennepin and Anoka County

Based on conditions specific to Ramsey County

Based on philosophy relative to the equity or reliability of
the revenue sources

REVENUE SOURCE SELECTION CRITERIA

Ease of administration

Significant enough resource to justify levying the tax or
implementing the tax program

Reliability of the revenue source (ease of quantification of
amount that will be produced by the revenue source)

Equity, and relationship of the tax to value added for LRT
construction




EVALUATION OF FUNDING SOURCES

Easy to Significant
Administer Source Reliable Equitable

Property Tax Yes Yes Yes Yes
Tax Increment No No No Yes
Surtax on MVRF (2)  yes Yes
mver (P) Yes Yes
Fiscal Disparities Yes No
Gasoline Tax Yes

Special Assessment No

Transit Impact Fees Yes

Sales Tax Yes Yes

(a) MVRF: Motor Vehicle Registration Fee
(b) MVET: Motor Vehicle Excise Tax
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Commission No. 0881132

MEMORANDUM

TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of LRT Planning, RCRRA

FROM: Ferrol 0. Robinson

DATE: April 12, 1989

SUBJECT: CORRIDOR IDENTIFICATION AND FIRST LEVEL EVALUATION

The attached figures illustrate the results of the corridor
identification and first level evaluation process associated with
the Ramsey County Comprehensive LRT Plan.

Corridor Identification

Potential LRT corridors in Ramsey County were identified through
the public, agency and committee participation process. The

following radial corridors

Northwest (along
North (along
Northeast (along
East-Northeast (along
East (along
Southeast (along
South (along
Southwest (along

OO WN

=
g
o

were identified:

Fairview/Snelling Avenues)

Rice Street/Soo Line/I-35E)

BN Railroad/T.H. 61)

C & NW Railroad)

Minnehaha Avenue/I-94)

BN Railroad/Soco Line/T.H. 61)
Robert Street/Lafayette Freeway)
Shepard Road/Soo Line RR/

West 7th Street)

following crosstown corridors were identified:

1. East-West (along the following alignments: T.H. 36, BN RR,

Soo Line RR, I-694)

2. North-South (along Fairview/Snelling Avenues)

The radial and crosstown
figures.

corridors are shown in the attached

Suite 150, One Carlson Parkway North, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447

612/475-0010

FAX 612/475-2429




Kathryn DeSpiegelaere April 12, 1989

Corridor Evaluation

For each corridor identified, a market or service area was
defined according to a procedure outlined in an SRF memorandum to
RCRRA, dated February 27, 1989, that describes the LRT Corridor
Identification Process (see appendix).

The following information was collected for each corridor based
on its corresponding service area:

1. Current and future population

2. Current and future retail employment

3. Current and future non-retail employment
4. Current transit ridership

5. 1980 transit dependent population

The attached information includes charts that compare this
information for each of the corridors identified, for the year
2010.

In addition, transit generator maps were developed which show the
spatial relationship between each proposed LRT corridor and
associated land uses that have the potential to generate LRT
ridership. These land uses include retail centers, educational
institutions, hospitals, employers with more than 500 employees
and industrial parks. The Minnesota State fairgrounds,
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport, Downtown St. Paul
Airport and Met Center are also illustrated on these maps.

Results of the Preliminary Evaluation Process

Based on the information presented here, a first level evaluation
of Ramsey County corridors was made that resulted in the
following recommendations:

1. Conduct additional detailed analysis for the Northwest,
Northeast, South, and the East Corridors. (The Midway
Corridor, analyzed previously, is assumed to continue to be
a priority corridor).

Conduct additional moderate analysis for the Southeast and
Southwest Corridors, and the East-West Crosstown Corridor.

No additional analysis of the North and East-Northeast
Corridors.

FOR:bba




CORRIDOR IDENTIFICATION AND FIRST LEVEL EVALUATION

section contains the following corridor information:

A description of potential LRT corridors in Ramsey
County. These corridors have been identified through
the public, agency and committee participation process.

Evaluation information for each corridor in order to
show how they compare to each other.

Results of the preliminary corridor evaluation process.

Recommendations for additional analysis of corridors.

The appendix to this report contains detailed information on
data analysis, corridor definition, and corridor
identification process.
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CRITERIA FOR RECOMMENDED

CORRIDOR CLASSIFICATION

CONNECTION OF MAJOR TRIP GENERATORS

POTENTIAL TRANSIT RIDERSHIP AS IDENTIFIED BY:
- POPULATION

EMPLOYMENT

CURRENT TRANSIT RIDERSHIP




DEFINITION OF CORRIDOR GROUPS

LEVEL 1 CORRIDORS:

CONTAINS CORRIDORS THAT SHOW THE MOST PROMISE FOR
IMPLEMENTATION WITHIN THE PLANNING TIMEFRAME OF THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

THESE CORRIDORS ARE RECOMMENDED FOR ADDITIONAL
DETAILED ANALYSIS.

LEVEL 2 CORRIDORS:

CONTAINS CORRIDORS THAT SHOW LESS PROMISE FOR
IMPLEMENTATION WITHIN THE PLANNING HORIZON, BUT COULD
BECOME MORE SIGNIFICANT BEYOND THE 2010 TIMEFRAME.

THESE CORRIDORS ARE RECOMMENDED FOR ADDITIONAL
MODERATE LEVEL ANALYSIS, PARTICULARLY WITH RESPECT TO
THEIR RELATIONSHIP TO CORRIDORS IN ADJACENT COUNTIES.

LEVEL 3 CORRIDORS:

CONTAINS CORRIDORS THAT ARE DUPLICATIVE. OTHER
CORRIDORS OR COMBINATION OF CORRIDORS ARE MORE
ATTRACTIVE AND CAN SATISFY THE DEMAND IN THEIR SERVICE
AREA.

NO ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS IS RECOMMENDED FOR THESE
CORRIDORS.




RECOMMENDATIONS
PRELIMINARY CORRIDOR EVALUATION

LEVEL 1 CORRIDORS LEVEL 2 CORRIDORS LEVEL 3 CORRIDORS
MIDWAY SOUTHEAST NORTH

NORTHWEST SOUTHWEST EAST-NORTHEAST

NORTHEAST EAST-WEST CROSSTOWN
EAST

SOUTH




STRGAR-ROSCOE-FAUSCH, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS
TRANSPORTATION m CIVIL m STRUCTURAL mPARKING m LAND SURVEYORS

Commission No. 0881127
MEMORANDUM

TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of LRT Planning, RCRRA

FROM: Ferrol 0. Robinson
DATE: February 22, 1989

SUBJECT: DATA COLLECTION ACTIVITIES
RAMSEY COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE LRT PLAN

We are currently collecting data for use in the LRT ridership
estimation process described in the Phase I Report.

Three types of data are being collected: socio economic data,
transit dependent data, and bus route and ridership data. All
data is being stratified by corridor and, whenever possible, by
sectors within each corridor. (Refer to February 22, 1989
memorandum "Corridor Identification Process" for a deflnltlon of
corridors and sectors.)

SOCIOECONOMIC DATA

Three types of socioeconomic information are being collected for
the years 1988 (current conditions) and 2010 (forecast year).
These are:

. Population
. Households
. Employment

This information is being collected at the traffic assignment
zone (TAZ) level used by the Met Council and Mn/DOT to conduct
their travel forecasts. Using this TAZ 1level data, the
socioeconomic information can be aggregated to sectors and to
corridors.

Suite 150, One Carlson Parkway North, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447
612/475-0010 FAX 612/475-2429




Kathryn DeSpiegelaere February 22, 1989

TRANSIT DEPENDENT DATA

An important component of any transit system ridership is the
transit dependent market. This market is made up, primarily, of
the following categories of users:

. The elderly population (65 years and older)
The youth population (10-15 years old)

The population with no car or one car. (Another way to
measure the size of this group is to quantify the number of
families in the 1low income bracket, say, 150 percent of
poverty level, defined in the 1980 Census as under $8,000 per
year for a family of four.)

The transportation disabled population (defined for the first
time in the 1980 Census).

These four population groups will be aggregated to produce a
single number of transit dependents for each corridor. The
source of the above information will be the 1980 Census. Even
though this information may be out-of-date in some cases, and
some duplication will occur as a result of adding the various
groups together, this is not likely to affect the relative size
of the transit dependent population among the various corridors.
Furthermore, given the broad perspective of the comprehensive
plan, further refinement to the available data is not warranted.

TRANSIT ROUTE AND RIDERSHIP DATA

The LRT ridership estimation process relies, to a significant
extent, on current bus ridership within corridors. Current
ridership by route is available from the Metropolitan Transit
Commission (MTC).

The rate of transit use (measured as trips per person) varies
with distance from downtown. As a result, we can expect the rate
in Sector 1 to be greater than in Sector 2 and, in turn, for the
rate in Sector 2 to be greater than in Sector 3. To obtain
sector transit trip rates, we will use the MTC's trail checks,
which summarize the number of passengers that board and alight
the buses at each stop along the route.

Once the sector transit trip rates are calculated, an attempt
will be made to establish a standard rate for each sector. Use
of standard rates will correct for the fact that corridors do not
have the same level of transit service and those with higher
service have a higher rate. In order to arrive at standard
rates, ridership in each corridor will be compared against the
vehicle-miles of bus service within the corridor.
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SUBJECT: LRT CORRIDOR IDENTIFICATION PROCESS

RAMSEY COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE LRT PLAN

The following remarks serve to document the rationale used to
identify IRT corridors in Ramsey County. These comments extend
and refine the process described in the Phase I report on
procedures for identifying corridors.

1.

Corridors will be defined based on the geographic area
(travel shed) from which LRT typically draws its ridership.
This will ensure that corridors are evaluated on an equal
basis, which may not happen if corridors are defined as
arbitrary geographic slices.

The width of an LRT corridor (i.e., its travel shed) is a
function of the travel time that patrons can be expected to
spend to access the stations using the various means of
transportation available to them. These access times, and
their corresponding distances, are as follows:

. Walk-in patrons: Are drawn from within a quarter
of a mile (five minutes) of
stations.

. Feeder bus patrons: Are typically drawn from within 3
miles (15 minutes) of stations.

. Park-and-ride patrons: Are drawn from within 5 miles (15
minutes) of stations.
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For purposes of analysis, the 1length of corridor travel
sheds are assumed as follows:

. On the North: Just north of the Ramsey County
line.

. On the East: Just east of the City of Woodbury
in Washington County.

. On the South: City of Inver Grove Height in
Dakota County.

. On the West: To downtown Minneapolis.

LRT corridors will be identified to ensure full coverage of
Ramsey County and parts of Hennepin, Dakota and Washington
Counties. In general, the corridors may be defined along
the eight cardinal directions (N, NE, NW, E, S, SE, SW, W).

Because each corridor has its self-defined travel shed,

boundaries of adjacent corridors may overlap. This is
acceptable since, for evaluation purposes, each corridor
should stand on its own. Once the LRT system is selected
and the implementation staging is defined, then adjustments
to overlapping corridors can be made, provided such
corridors remain in the plan.

Each corridor will be divided into four sectors defined as
follows:

Sector 1

This sector, which extends approximately 2 miles from
downtown St. Paul, can be characterized as follows:

It contains a closely spaced street and sidewalk grid
that provides good walk access to LRT stations. Walk-ins
in this sector would make up a large proportion of the
sector's patrons, who would come from within one quarter
mile radius (four blocks) of the stations.

Some crosstown bus routes exist that would provide
transfer opportunities for LRT. However, additional
feeder bus service would not be provided because of the
proximity to downtown, and the additional travel time
this transfer would entail.

Radial regular bus route service in this sector would be
maintained because transferring to LRT would increase
travel time.
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Formal park-and-ride facilities would not be built in
this area. However, some informal on-street parking will
probably occur.

Sector 2

This sector, which extends for an additional 3 miles, can be
characterized as follows:

Residential density is lower than Sector 1

Street and sidewalk grid is similar to Sector 1. The
proportion of walk-in trips is also substantial.

Most radial bus routes will be reoriented to the LRT line
to become feeders, approximately one mile apart.

No formal park-and-ride facilities are provided, but
informal on-street parking will probably occur.

Sector 3

This sector, which extends outwards for an additional 3 to 4
miles, can be characterized as follows:

Residential density is lower than in Sector 2, and large
parcels of undeveloped land are available.

The street and sidewalk grid is less dense than in Sector
1 as is the proportion of walk-in trips.

A system of feeder buses, spaced approximately one mile
apart, would bring a substantial proportion of sector
trips to the LRT.

Most radial bus routes would be replaced with the LRT
line. In some cases, however, local bus routes may be
left in operation to continue to serve markets that LRT
would not serve as well. This is particularly applicable
to LRT alignments that provide limited stop, express-type
service (i.e., freeway and railroad alignments).

Other radial routes would be re-oriented to serve as
feeders for LRT.

Parking facilities are needed to accommodate park-and-
ride patrons who would make up a substantial proportion
of LRT users within this sector.
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Sector 4

This sector, which extends 4 to 5 miles further, is
characterized as follows:

Residential density is low compared to other sectors.
Substantial undeveloped land is available.

There is little or no street and sidewalk grid systenm,
and walk-in patrons would constitute a small proportion
of sector trips.

All radial routes would be reoriented to serve as feeder
routes for LRT.

A system of feeder buses, spaced approximately one mile
apart, would bring a substantial proportion of corridor
trips to the LRT.

Parking facilities of substantial size (400 to 800
spaces) would be required at outlying stations to
accommodate park-and-ride patrons who would make up the
largest proportion of LRT users in this sector.

Crosstown, primarily east-west corridors, will be defined
using similar guidelines as those used to define radial
corridors. Some differences are worth noting:

The length of the corridor will be defined using logical
anchors at either end. These anchors would include large
population centers or significant commercial or retail
employment concentrations.

Crosstown corridors will not be divided into sectors.
Instead socioeconomic, transit dependent and transit data
will be collected for the entire corridor.

Feeder bus and park-and-ride access will probably make up
most of the ridership in these corridors.

There is little in the way of a passenger distribution
system at the destination end of a trip in a crosstown
corridor (e.g., no dense sidewalk or skyway grid as
exists in downtown areas). For this reason, it will be
necessary to provide additional shuttle bus service to
fulfill the distribution function.
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MINUTES

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

February 28, 1989

The regular meeting of the Board of Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
was held on Tuesday, February 28, 1989, at 10:40 A.M. in the Large Conference
Room of 316, Court House. Vice-Chairman McCarty called the meeting to order.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Vice Chairman Duane McCarty
Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Donald Salverda
Commissioner Warren Schaber

MEMBERS ABSENT: Chairman John Finley

ALSO PRESENT: James Van Houdt, Ed Glaubitz, Robert Clarkson, Patrick
O'Malley, James Tolaas, Jill Goski, Ken Stevens, James
Bower, Terry Schutten, Chuck Wiger, Kris Wendorff represented
the County Attorney's Office, Frances Glendenning

Minutes - of the February 14, 1989 Board Meeting.

Commissioner Norgard moved the following recommendation, sedconded by
Commissioner Salverda.

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority approves the minutes of the
regular meeting of the Board held on February 14, 1989, as written.

Roll Call: Ayes - 6, Nays - 0
Motion carried.

Chairman's Comments

Vice Chairman McCarty suggested as the Chairman is not present today,
that we should ask the Commissioners who went on the trip to Calgary,
Portland, Sacramento to make any comments at this time.

Commissioner Schaber said it was a very informative trip, interesting and
worthwhile, but extremely hectic as far as space and time was concerned.
Commissioner Ahrens agreed.

Kathy DeSpiegelaere addressed the Board as another trip has been planned
on March 28th to the same three cities, Ramsey County has offered to put
it together, not to pay for it, but to make the same tour, to make arrangements
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with the transit officials in the three cities where people would be going,
the invitation went out to the members of the Technical Committee, Inter-
governmental Committee and some business groups. We have had some people
expressing interest, the Tetters indicating interest are due to Commissioner
Finley by March 1st. At this time there are six or eight people who have
expressed interest in going on this trip, and we will be acting as the travel
agent.

In answer to Commissioner Hunt's question if anyone from St. Paul is going,
and Ms. DeSpiegelaere said Peggy Reichert has indicated she will go.

Commissioner Ahrens said that as a result of what they had observed on the
trip, there is a need for a total system application which is very hard to
come by when each individual county is doing their own study. It is very
important that the counties who may not even be as far along as we are be
brought up to date, in terms of what the implications are, and what we are
doing, and how other systems have been put together. There is more of a
relationship to us than the other systems, so she called the MICA Office
and suggested that MICA might want to consider bringing Harry Fraser down
here. He was their guide in Calgary, and we feel very positive about him,
and the man in Sacramento, Mr. Wiley, was very good too, they might want

to bring two people. We should talk to the MICA Board and have a session
and flush out the government issues relating to light rail. She did make
this suggestion, but whether or not they would want to do that, she doces
not know. It would be good to have all the commissioners of other counties
be enlightened, as she does not believe that any other counties besides
Hennepin and ours have gone on this trip. Ms. DeSpiegelaere added that
members of Anoka County had gone.

Commissioner Ahrens feels there is a need for a general discussion of the

issues, the governmental issues, we need to know where these fall. Everyone
on this Board except Commissioner Norgard has made this trip, and she wanted
the members to know that from this trip one of the greatest things she learned
was about the governance issues in planning.

Commissioner Hunt suggested that we pass a motion to be forwarded to MICA,
and Commissioner Schaber agreed.

Commissioner Ahrens would move that the MICA Board hold a seminar on light
rail, particularly related to the governance issues, and that representatives
from either Calgard or Sacramento be invited to make the presentation. She
is suggesting that MICA set this up.

Commissioner Norgard recommended that Hennepin County be invited, too, as
well as members of the RTB, and possibly legislators as well.
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Commissioner Schaber and Commissioner Ahrens did discuss this, and he

agrees that if we could broaden it to invite legislators as anyone who
attended would be helpful to us. Commissioner Schaber feels he has a much
better perception now that he has made the trip and understands the concerns
we share about governance.

Commissioner Ahrens is just suggesting that MICA set this up, this should go
to the MICA Board, and then let their Board would decide who is to be invited.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere commented that the Legislature is bringing some people in

from Sacramento and Vancouver to speak to the issue of governance related

to LRT. The date that she has been given is March 10th. These are two people
who worked with RTB on their panel of LRT people to review material. The person
in Vancouver was instrumental in the Edmonton and Calgary system, as well.

Commissioner Salverda asked if the Chamber of Commerce would be invited to this
alsc. Commissioner Ahrens feels this is open for discussion by the MICA Board.
Commissioner Salverda feels the more information that is shared the better,
people should know what is going on.

Commissioner Schaber would 1ike to know if the meeting with the Legislators

was for the governance issues, or was this to look at systems. Ms. DeSpiegekere
said the information she received this morning was that the meeting is with two
sub-committees, one is the Metro Affairs, and the other is a sub-committee on
Transportation, both in the House. They are expecting a presentation from the
four Regional Rail Authority Chairs, an update, five to ten minutes, followed

by a panel discussion with these two people, and this is to be on governance,
she thinks, but 1is not sure.

Commissioner Schaber said it is critical that this governance issue be
discussed and considered.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said there had been a problem setting the date for this
meeting, the first one she heard was March 3rd, and now this morning she is
told that March 10th. Apparently there had been some conflict with the NACo
Conference, some people are leaving Friday from the counties.

Vice-Chairman McCarty said he personnally cannot see where there would be any
duplication of effort, and he would still support the motion that has been
made regarding MICA having a seminar.

Commissioner Ahrens moved the following recommendation, seconded by
Commissioner Hunt.
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WHEREAS, transit officials from cities where light rail transit have been
constructed have information that can be beneficial to the Twin Cities
metropolitan area; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
suggest that the Metropolitan Inter County Association conduct a seminar

on light rail transit, particularly related to governance issues associated
with it; and, Be It Further

RESOLVED, That Harry Fraser of Calgary be contacted to participate in the
seminar, and if he is unavailable, Mike Wiley of Sacramento be requested
to provide information on LRT at the seminar.

Roll Call: Ayes - 6, Nays - O
Motion adopted.

Update on Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority LRT Progress

Vice Chairman McCarty thanked Ken Stevens of Hennepin County for coming
to the meeting today.

Mr. Stevens addressed the Board, he will run through the comprehensive plan,
which was developed by Hennepin County, the process Ramsey County is currently
in, and give some sense of some time frame that Hennepin County is on with
respect to the LRT project.

Hennepin County started their comprehensive plan process following 1987
Legislation that directed Hennepin to complete a comprehensive plan for
Tight rail transit in Hennepin County by July 1 of 1988, they completed the
study in a little less than a year, and the date on it is June 21, 1988.

In this study they have two elements which he will talk about, one is the
20 year long range program, the other is the State One system, or what they
call eight year program.

Mr. Steven displayed maps for long term, including from downtown Minneapolis
the Hiawatha Corridor, following out to the airport which would then be
tunneled under the runways of the Lindbergh terminal, following 34th Avenue,
with a station at the Charter Terminal, down to 80th and over to the proposed
Fashion Mall of America, it included a south alignment on 35W, this would
generally follow the alignment of I-35 except when you get the Crosstown,
there becomes another alternative, and that is an existing Soo Line RR
alignment that provides an alternative. He pointed out that in each case
there are some arrows that indicate that they have looked long range at
future opportunities to connect the other counties.

In the Southwest corridor, this would follow the alignment that Hennepin
County purchased back in 1980 and added to in 1984 following the 29th Street
one block north of Lake Street in an existing railroad corridor, connecting
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with property owned by Hennepin County, out to Hopkins, and then the CNW
alignment that is currently abandoned, with future lines to Scott and Carver
Counties. There is an existing railroad that parallels the new I-394
facility, when this was being implemented (I-394) Hennepin County went on
record as supporting light rail transit as the transit alternative in that
corridor, and instead you have the high occupancy vehicle lanes. There is
an existing railroad that parallels Highway 55, took a Took at it, but
decided they would do nothing with it in the short term, pending the completion
of 1-394 and we get a feel of how it works. On the assumption that it works
as predicted there would be no need for rail transit there, however, the
corridor is there for future reference. The NW corridor follows from Osseo,
follows the BN railroad right of way to Olson Memorial Highway, follows the
highway into downtown Minneapolis.

The long range plan also included a study with Anoka County for a corridor

that would access the developing areas in southern Anoka County, to provide
them with a means to get into downtown Minneapolis. They have since completed
this study, with Anoka County, today Anoka County Rail Authority is viewing the
results of that study, they will also be voting on the adoption of their
comprehensive plan as they are proposing to proceed with further engineering

analysis of combinations of the University, Central Avenue, BN alignments
in this corridor.

The Midway Corridor - the Hennepin County plan showed a University Avenue
connection that terminated at Oak Street, they stopped at Oak Street as it
offers them an opportunity to connect with whatever alignment Ramsey County
selects in the Midway Corridor, so they stopped well short of the County line.
This will provide them with the opportunity to connect with whatever alignment
Ramsey County selects in the Midway Corridor. This concludes the discussion

of the twenty year program,

Mr. Stevens showed an overhead which they consider to be the first stage

system, again University connector, the Hiawatha Corridor to 46th Street

which is the northerly edge of Minnehaha Park, and they stopped there so that
they can coordinate the construction through the park with the highway project.
The highway project is ongoing south of Lake Street, funds are available to
continue the project into Minneapolis, but they are not yet available to go
south, and they need to coordinate the LRT with the highway project through

the park area. The Metropolitan Airports Commission and the City of Bloomington
have requested that they extend the environmental impact statement that they are
currently conducting out through the MAC property and to the Fashion Mall of
America.

On the south, they had originally anticipated 35W down to Crosstown with
resolution of the remainder of 35W being held up pending the resolution of

the Mn/DOT - Met Council environmental impact study that is currently under way.
They have since, however, stopped it so that they are not going beyond the 29th
Street rail corridor, and leaving the entire section by resolution of the Mn/DOT
Met Council EIS.
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In the Southwest Corridor they terminate at Hopkins, just west of what is now
Trunk Highway 169 (01d County Road 18). In the Northwest Corridor they stop
Jjust short of 694 and this is at 63rd Avenue North. Again, in this corridor,
the City of Brooklyn Park has request that they extend their environmental
impact statement out to 85 Avenue North, and they have agreed to include that
segment in the EIS. Mr. Stevens added that in case, where a City has come

to Hennepin and asked that we extend the studies, such as the airport,
Bloomington and Brooklyn Park, they have agreed to do that with the proviso
that they pay for half of the incremental cost of including that in the study.
In each case the cities have agreed to do that.

Downtown Minneapolis area - Hennepin County was proposing a tunnel in a T
shape configuration. Met Council is on record. as saying that it is too ex-
pensive, and instead it should be at grade. City of Minneapolis was also
supporting at an grade as opposed to tunnel because of the cost consideration.

Hennepin County has gone into preliminary engineering which they are currently
doing following the development of their comprehensive plan, they entered into

a contract with BRW for preliminary engineering on that first stage system which
Mr. Stevens showed this Board. In addition to the first-stage system, we agreed
to look at beth tunnel alternatives and at grade alternatives in downtown core of
Minneapoiis. The initial graphic which he had shown a tunnel was connected to
a north-south spine. As they got further into preliminary engineering, they
found that the geology, which provides for the lTow cost tunneling, the Timestone
was non-existent in some areas to provide them an access to the Northwest Corridor.
This meant that their tunnel alignment shifted, and they ended up with a tunnel
alignment that is basically under Marquette Avenue, down to Franklin, about Third
Avenue, this is now being pushed over with a portal at Portland Avenue. What is
pushing it is the geology, the prevalence and thickness and competency of the lime-
stone ledge to support the tunnel. That has meant that the Hiawatha Corridor in-
stead of coming through as originally planned is now bent over to follow a rail
corridor which is all owned by the Soo Line, so that all of these south lines,
together with the 35W when it is completed can come into a south portal, all the
south lines will go through the City of Minneapolis, likewise the north Tines
will all be routed through the tunnel, meaning that it greatly facilitates the
transfer aspect. Mr. Stevens pointed out the points where you would be able to
get on if you were on a through-routed 1ine, if not through-routed, you could get
off at any stations, and wait for a through train.

Mr. Stevens added that this alignment also allows access to the retail businesses
on Nicollet Mall, and to the transit patrons on Second Avenue. Where they are
today with this alignment is that their Board has directed them to present this
option to the City of Minneapolis for their review and comment, if this is

a tunnel alignment that meets with their approval. The City of Minneapolis
Council is very much in favor of this tunnel alignment according to feedback

they have received. This alignment if you are thinking about a tunnel makes

a lot more sense to the City.

This is where Hennepin is at with preliminary engineering, they continue to
study various alignments, the environmental impact statement they feel will be
available in May of this year, the preliminary design process has been started
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in some of the outlying corridors, they have completed a preliminary design
in the Northwest Corridor between Bryant Avenue and 63rd Avenue North in
Brooklyn Park. The County Rail Authority is holding a public hearing as

the 1987 legislation required on March 14, 1989, this date then triggers the
clock running for all the municipalities that are impacted to also hold a
public hearing on the preliminary design in their corridor. Likewise, this
means that each City has 45 days in which to approve or disapprove the pre-
liminary design. They have now broken the corridor legs apart, and will wait
for the central area where they have the major alternative, like at grade or
below grade, the Hiawatha dimplications and so on, until the environmental
impact statement is completed.

Mr. Stevens said that Hennepin is working very closely with the Ramsey County
staff, the Anoka County Staff and the staffs of other seven rail authorities

who have not been as actively involved, in trying to establish system standards
for the LRT system. Hennepin County as they developed the plan eight months

ago, their comprehensive plan did include an outline of some system standards.
the other counties and their reaction to that said that if Hennepin County

adopts these, does that mean that the others are tied to those standards. Hennepin
allowed that it would. The other counties did not view that too favorably, and
that is appropriate. Hennepin has since backed off that position, and said that
they would wait until the other counties have an opportunity to review the
systems, provide Hennepin with input into those standards before Hennepin makes

a decision. Consequently, the Hennepin Board has not adopted a systems standard.
They are continuing to work with the Rail Authority Staffs, work with the Met
Council Chairs Advisory Committee on LRT, and this group was waiting for the
Ramsey Board to complete their view of the other systems to get a better feel

for the different access issues. They also had a meeting last week with the
United Handicapped Federation, and the members of every other handicapped greup
in the area to discuss system standards, not only access, but how do we facilitate
the use of the system by the visually impaired, the hearing impaired, and the
handicapped, epileptic groups. There was a lot ¢f good input from this group.
Another meeting will be scheduled when they put some materials together for that.

The final item Mr. Stevens wished to discuss was the Status Report of their

UMTA Grant. Earlier they had been considering a request to UMTA for $99 million
for capital project for their yard and shop facility and vehicles for their first
stage system. UMTA had led them to believe to the extent that they asked the
regional bodies to move ahead at breakneck speed to include that application in
their planning documents for the region, only to find that when they got the
grant application prepared, and met with representatives of Ramsey County,

Met Council, Hennepin County, RTB, and the UMTA  administrator in Washington,
only to find that these funds were not available to Hennepin. While the
Administrator viewed the application favorably, the fact remains that there was
not $100 million in the pot to give to anyone. As a result of that meeting,
they said go back home, and restructure your application, look for a minimal,
operable segment that costs less than $100 million, and if we did that, they
would Took at that as they think they have $24 million or 24% to provide.
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Hennepin has been Tooking at potential minimal operable segments, and they
think that the University Avenue connector is a minimal operable segments

that could stand on its own merits, and could be costed out to be less than
$100 million, that segment would include a part of the yard and shop facility,
and six vehicles, and that then becomes what they term as a stand-alone system.
If nothing else is built, could you feasibly operate this segment of a line,
and they need to have that kind of a view of it in order for UMTA to consider
any kind of a grant application. Hennepin has not submitted anything as yet,
they are again led to believe by UMTA that if we are to do it, we should do

it post haste, because the UMTA Administrator is going to be changing jobs.

The only way they would do that is with a qualifying letter that says that this
grant in no means prohibits any further grant request by Hennepin County or

any other County in the region, that this is a singular grant for this singular
segment, and should we want to add to or come back to for other grant requests
for other lTines within Hennepin County, or outside Hennepin County by any other
Rail Authority body, that this grant should not have an impact on that. As a
condition of the grant, they would need to sign off on that.

Mr. Stevens summed up, this is where Hennepin County is at, they continue tec do
preliminary engineering, they continue to work on the EIS, continue to work with
the other cities for their approval of the preliminary design.

Commissioner Hunt asked Mr. Stevens to comment on a sketch which was shown,

and he said that this sketch was drawn by BRW in response to the question,

if you could put light rail transit at grade in downtown Minneapolis, and if
you put it at grade, can you stili use the high platform access. This showed
the high platform, and steps to the platform, the handicapped access ramp would
be behind the drawing, so it does not show up very well. This also shows that
contrary to what was seen in Calgary, where Calgary's interest in building a
transit system, that is why they built it for transit. They integrated it into
the downtown, but not with the care and attention that the downtown retail
commercial community would be mad if we were to do it here. This was an attempt
to show how you can integrate this high platform facility into the store fronts
in a way that would be acceptable to them, and to show that it can be done in

a pleasing way without just putting it in frent of the building, as the people
may not be able to see in or out of the buildings, which the building owners
are concerned with. High platforms can be made to be a pleasing part of the
downtown streetscape.

Commissioner Ahrens mentioned the trip to Sacramento, and other cities, regarding
tunneling, and it was suggested that we be very cautious about tunneling in the
system, as if you tunnel, you will use up so much of the resource that you have,
that your system will be very limited, in terms of whether it will get built or
not. She asked how the cost of the Hennepin Tunneling would affect the ability
for Ramsey to fund our system.

Mr. Stevens said that is a very appropriate question, if you spend more money
for tunneling, this means there is less money to go farther out which is the
basic premise you are dealing with. So, then the propriety of taking funds to
do this, becomes the question. When they do that, and it is the view of the
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Met Council that they scale this whole thing down, and see what you can do
for 1 mill of property tax, so it becomes the policy decision, what is the
political will of the Hennepin County RR Authority Board to spend more
property tax in support of the system, but they have gone on record that they
are only willing to go to half of the legislative authority in support of
light rail transit, they would look at regional resources, state wide resources,
private sector development cost recovery issues, federal funding, and whatever
else may be left for them to build the system. They know that they are short
of money, they know that the tunnel increases the cost, but probably not as
much as you anticipate, given that the location he pointed out, as low cost
tunneling is available in downtown Minneapolis. Mr. Stevens pointed out the
numerous problems you get into when you go into the street, utilities, cable
tv, steamlines, which would drive the cost of the at grade construction up.
They feel by being in a tunnel underground they can operate more dependably,
not interfering with surface traffic, if you are at grade, you still have
accidents, things that can disrupt it. By doing it underground downtown they
believe they can operate with few trains, reduced maintenance costs, and save
something on the operational cost to offset the higher capital cost. So, the
Hennepin Board has taken the position that even though it costs more, they
think it is not that much more, and they want to do it right the first time,
they don't want to come back later based on decisions that may be ruled by
economics.

Vice-Chairman McCarty asked about the level loading question, and whether
or not this may affect Hennepin Courty.

Mr. Stevens replied, that Hennepin was moving to the point where they were
hoping to get decisions from the other counties by now so that they could
incorporate them into the preliminary designs. They have some latitude in
that decision, but they are also looking at a turnkey implementation method,
whereby they would prequalify some vendors to then complete the design

do construction, and provide a system for them. The longer they wait, in
order for those vendors to complete the design they have to have some spec-
ifications for them to work from. In terms of dates a month or two is not
going to bother them, but at a meeting there was a reference to November as
to a timeframe when that decision might be forthcoming, This puts a crimp
in their plans if they are to wait, it will affect their schedule dramatically.

Vice-Chairman McCarty said the November date is for the finalization of our
comprehensive plan, the draft comprehensive plan is coming in June, and that
is the reason for the timeframes. Mr. Stevens said they would like to have
it as soon as possible, but he understands you have to be comfortable with
making those kinds of decisions as well. There is not anything in the next
couple of months that will greatly affect their schedule.

Commissioner Salverda asked when the decision will be made to either go or not
go on the system.




Minutes
. Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
February 28, 1989

Mr. Stevens said Hennepin County will make the decision, they have made the
decision to pursue the turnkey method, at this time next year they would be
receiving proposals from three to four consortiums that have been involved

in the project and have prepared a firm fixed price proposal. At this time
next year they would be evaluating these proposals, and issuing a contract

to one. Before they go to construction to build anything, the communities
all have another opportunity to approve or disapprove the final design plans.
Turnkeys will be evaluated against the traditional approach, and then they
will make the decision to go or no go.

Commissioner Schaber asked for an explanation of turnkey, and Mr. Stevens

said the turnkey method is they turn over to the contractor a preliminary
design,the turnkey contractor then completes the design, does the construction,
and is responsible for its operation for some period of time. The reason for
that is that they insure a cost-effective design, the contractor is tied into
the operation for a sufficient period in terms of five, ten or fifteen years.

Commissioner Schaber mentioned the operator, and Mr. Stevens
said MTC can be the operator, the turnkey cost is directly Tinked to the
operation, but they have not drawn the turnkey contract yet. He also
discussed the superturnkey element simply responds to the development comm-
unity who says if we let them get involved, and they see development oppor-
tunity, then they could take advantage of that better than we can that will
be reflected in the final firm fixed price of the contract.

Vice-Chairman McCarty suggested that Item 6 be moved up at this time to
be discussed. The Board was in agreement on this.

- Approve resolution supporting level boarding for light rail transit vehicles.

Kathy DeSpiegelaere addressed the Board, this subject has been broached at
these meetings over the past several months, and this subject was discussed
on the recent light rail transit trips. There are two major options at this
time, one is low platforms with steps inside the vehicles, and the other is
high platforms with level boarding into vehicles. The issue is not so much
which is the preference as to if this the appropriate time to make the choice
in Tieu of the development of our comprehensive plan. The Comprehensive Plan
will be looking at alignments, systems standards, downtown issues in detail.
This plan has been just begun, and will be completed in draft form in June.
There will follow a three months public comment period and the revised version
would be available in November.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere briefed the Board on what the Committees of the RRA has
done with this issue. In December the decisiowas made rather than have the
Board make the a decision that we would take it through all the Committees,
Citizens Advisory Committee first supported level loading, and in January
recommended high platforms as an option, in February they passed an addi-
tional motion saying they favored level loading regardless of the technology.
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Ms. DeSpiegelaere continued, the Technical Committee recommended essentially
that no decision be made at this time by the RRA, they thought that there was
additional information that would be needed and it would be premature to make

a recommendation on platforms at this time. The same group are represented

on an Inter-governmental Committee, the Technical Committee is staff, but the
Inter-governmental Committee is elected and appointed officials. On February
14 the Inter-governmental Committee voted to recommend high platforms. These
three committees have taken position at this time, but there is not unaniminity
among them.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere pointed out that there was a meeting of several handicapped
groups which she attended, and they passed a motion favoring high platforms.
Last Friday there was a.- - meeting of a LRT Task Force of the St. Paul

Chamber of Commerce which she attended. At the Chamber meeting there was
concern expressed about how the downtown area had been involved in this rec-
ommendation on platforms. When the Inter-governmental Committee was formed,

it was requested that the Chamber have a member sit on the Inter-Governmental
Committee, and Pat Donovan who is a member of the Chamber is a member of this
this Committee, he was at the first meeting, but was not present at the second
meeting at which a vote was taken on this issue. So, with this as a background,

Rich Hadley expressed some reservations about their involvement. We have since
met with Mr. Hadley and Ronnie Brooks, and their proposal was that perhaps some
people could be convened from the downtown area representing business interests.

Vice-Chairman McCarty asked about the Chairs of the RRA's with Steve Keefe on
March 10th. Ms. DeSpiegelaere said this was originally scheduled in February

and at that time it was hoped that there would be some kind of regional consensus
at that time on this issue. However, at Commissioner Finley's request that
meeting was pushed back to enable the Commissioners to view the Tight rail
transit systems in February. We do not have to make this decision now, but it
would be Hennepin County who would be affected by the delay.

Commissioner Hunt feels that both Hennepin County and Ramsey County have been
put in a difficult position by the State Legislature, on the one hand they told
Hennepin County to go ahead and develop the light rail system, and there was

no bandaid for Ramsey County, but we have gone about following each of the steps
that were available to us. She has a problem as to how we are going to be per-
ceived by the citizens or legislature members if we are going to make a decision
on the kind of platforms today, when we have not even completed our preliminary
plans. To keep faith with the citizens in Ramsey County and the municipalities
that we should at Teast wait until we get the plans.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere went through the staff recommendations made to the Technical
Committee - these were that level boarding of light rail transit vehicles offers
the most advantages to ambulatory and disabled people because of its advantages,
this should be the system of choice for the Twin Cities. At this time high
platforms offer the most promise for level boarding. As light rail transit

plans progress, advances in vehicle technology should be monitored for appli-
cability to this region until the time when vehicles are ordered, the discussions
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with businesses and residents of Ramsey County, particularly the downtown
St. Paul business community should continue on the access of vehicles as
transit plans progress, and coordination between Regional Rail Authorities
on LRT issues should continue. This staff recommendation is included in
the Board documentation for today's meeting.

Commissioner Ahrens asked about the Intergovernmental Committee, and Ms.
DeSpiegelaere said this Committee has 26 representatives, not all of course
were present at the meeting, comprised of elected or appointed officials
from the 19 municipalities within Ramsey County, four adjacent counties,
Hennepin, Anoka, Dakota, Washington, RTB, St. Paul Chamber of Commerce,
Metropolitan Transit Commission, Mn/DOT, St. Paul City Council, and a member
of the disabled community. There were two abstentions to the vote, the
remainder of the members voted in favor of the motion.

Commissioner Schaber feels this puts us in a very difficult position, he has
a real concern to vote today on an issue of this magnitude without the master
plan coming back to us, He does not feel that we should be voting today,

and he does feel badly as he realizes this does not help Hennepin County.

Vice-Chairman McCarty called on Chuck Wiger representing the St. Paul Area
Chamber of Commerce, the Chamber Tike Ramsey County is in a box in regards

to the time frame, and they have not taken a position on high platform level,
they are in the process of putting together a group right now to quickly
assess the impact downtown and the larger area as well on the recommendation
and they are not prepared to make a recommendation at this point. He said
that Ms. DeSpiegelaere and staff has met with them several times. Mr. Wiger
would like to have an answer prior to the March 10th, and he plans to con-
tinue with Ms. DeSpiegelaere they plan to convey an update of where they are
at. Ms. DeSpiegelaere said they would work it out so that the response would
be addressed to Ramsey County as this is the group that is working on it, rather
than directly to Met Council.

Commissioner Schaber reiterated thai Ramsey County does not have the information
to make the decision, so he does not know how the Chamber of Commerce would be
better able to make a decision, unless they have more information than we do.

Commissioner Ahrens agrees with what has been said about the premature aspect
of this, we do not know where the vehicle will be in downtown, and this may
determine whether we go to high or Tow platform. She agrees with Commissioner
Hunt in that it puts all of us in a very difficult position.

Commissioner Schaber said no one has light rail in this metro area, this
decision that is going to affect a seven-county metro area, as it is part of
an overall system. This message has to come out very strongly and clearly

to Hennepin and the other counties that we feel very strongly that this should
be an overall metropolitan system, not just something that is to be done for
Hennepin County. He is not speaking negatively about Hennepin, but would try
to impart the fact we do not have the system in place, the fact is that we
need to have information before we move ahead, and he is not going to vote
until he has that information. We are going to have to wait.
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Commissioner Schaber said we have to get back to the coordination, that
governance issue which has been mentioned before, so that we do it properly
and correctly, and he does not want this rush to a decision on any particular
issue until we know where we are at.

Commissioner Salverda agrees 100%, it is totally premature. Having visited
the three systems, he personally feels that the elevated platform is the
way to go, but it is too early to make a decision.

Commissioner Schaber moved the following recommendation, seconded by
Commissioner Salverda.

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board moves to table this
proposed resolution supporting level boarding for Tight rail transit
vehicles.

Roll Cail: Ayes - 6, Nays - 0
Moticn adopted.

Chuck Wiger concurs with the Board's decision and hopefully the region
will realize that there has to be a comprehensive approach in addressing
the issues.

Vice Chairman McCarty, on behalf of the Board, thanked Ken Stevens from
Hennepin County, and Chuck Wiger from the St. Paul Area Chamber of Commerce
for being in attendance at this meeting, it is very much appreciated.

. Metropolitan Council Public Heaing on Northeast Burlington Northern
RaiTroad Corridor.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere informed the Board that the iMetropolitan Council had

a meeeting on the BN Corridor, there were staff recommendations made, one
of which included modifying a restricted covenant to allow parks and LRT
use of the Corridor, those recommendations were passed last week by the
Metropolitan Council.

. Progress on Comprehensive LRT Plan and solicitation of suggestions for
corridors to evaluate for LRT potential.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere pointed out that there is a review of studies which the
Board received, there were 13 studies that were reviewed relevant to this
comprehensive plan. There is also a summary of the public forums, another
series has been scheduled for April. Public Forum summary includes not only
the attendance 1ist, but a 1ist of questions that were asked at the Forums.
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Commissioner Salverda commented that this is an excellent document which™
pulls everything together.

Commissioner Hunt commented on the logo on this report, it is a very good
logo developed by Stragar-Roscoe-Fausch.

. Preliminary engineering and environmental impact statement for the
Midway Corridor.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said preliminary engineering there were proposals, or
qualifications solicited, there were seven firms responding, no decision
has been made at this point. This is just for information.

There being no further matters to come before this Board, Vice-Chairman
McCarty dec]ared the meeting adjourned.
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I Midway Civic and Commerce Association and
M? : Rich Hadley, St. Paul Chamber of Commerce

|

|

|

|

Authorized Signat Date

DISCUSSION ONLY
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Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

RAMSEY COUNTY
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Authority

John T. Finley, Chairman
District 3

Diane Ahrens
District 4

Ruby Hunt

District 5

Duane W. McCarty
District 1

Hal Norgard

District 7

Donald E. Salverda
District 2

Warren W. Schaber
District 6

MEMORANDUM

To:

From:

Subject:

Date:

On
toured

March

Ramsey County Railroad Authority
Commissioners

Terry Schutten,

Regional

Executive Director

e
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere < ¢
y pieg ol

LRT Trip
April 12, 1989

28
systems

through 31 a
in Calgary,

group of LRT-interested people
Portland and Sacramento. Those

who made the trip were:

Bruce Davis,

Gary

President, Midway Civic and Commerce Association

Grefenberg, Executive Secretary, Capitol Area

Architectural and Planning Board

Richard

Suzanne
Board

Judith Hollander,

Transit

Peggy Reichert,
Planning and Economic Development,

Terry Schutten,

Kris

Wendorff,

Hadley, President, St. Paul Chamber of Commerce

Hanson, Public Information Officer, Regional Transit
Director of Planning and Programs, Regional
Board

Director of Planning Division, Department of
City of St. Paul

Executive Director, Ramsey County

Assistant Ramsey County Attorney, Ramsey

County Regional Railroad Authority.

I also participated in the trip.

Bruce
their

Davis
observations

and Rich Hadley will give a verbal report on

from the light rail transit trip at the

April 25 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority meeting.
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i Board Action Requested
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Quarterly report of payments for RCRRA

January - March, 1989

*Action is Required

e

Request Justification

See attached memo from J. Van Houdt dated 4/17/89

Proposed resolution.
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Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Payments have been made from the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority budget for the period January
through March, 1989, and a record of these disbursements is
attached, Now Therefore Be It

RESOLVED, That the report of payment is accepted by
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary \




TERRY SCHUTTEN

(. Office of
- BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING g
JAMES H. VAN HOUDT

Room 36, Court House Director - Buds s A

St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 |
298-4196 MARLEN D. JOHNSON

Accou

| RAMSEY COUNTY VERNON H. WEHLAGE

DATE : April 17, 1989

TO: Terry Schutten, Executive Director

]
FROM:FjvﬂfJames Van Houdt, Director - Budgeting & Accounting

SUBJEd%: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Quarterly Report of Payments: January - March 1989

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Resolution of October
5, 1987, authorized the Budget and Accounting Director to approve
payment of bills for the Regional Railroad Authority with a Timit
for any single invoice not to exceed $2,000 and report these
disbursements to the Regional Railroad Authority and the
condition of the Regional Railroad Authority's budget on a
quarterly basis.

I am attaching a report of Detail Disbursements made from the
Regional Railroad Authority budget for the period January through
March 1989 and a copy of the Budget Condition Report as of

March 31, 1989.

JVH:EG:ja/gcl
Attachments
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DETAIL DISBURSEMENTS BY ORG. UNIT RAASEY COUNTY PAGE 1379
ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING DEPT
. 4 03 89

RFC FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

0BJECT CLAIN CLAIN. CLAIM:  WARRANT WARRANT  WARRANT ENCUMBERED VENDOR NAME
__CODE_ID: NO,. ~ AMOUNT _ NO.: AMOUNT  DATE: ~ AMOUNT S SRt SN R LSRN A SHSE I AN .

D) Er A TR P 14,398,00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  REC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020176
020102 AA JE0250 8,000.,00 B 0.00 021789 0.00 TO RFC  FUND 591 APPROP 59102020501
020102 AA JE0250 1,081.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020202
020102 AA JE0250 3,000,00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102021226
020102 AA JE0250 4189526,00 ) 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020102
020102 AA JE0250 25000400 0.00 021789 0.00 T0  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020401
020102 AA JE0250 105680.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020174
- 020102 AA JE0250 45512,00 ~ 0.00 021789 0.00 TO RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020179
.7020102 AA JE0250  10,000.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102021401
) - 020102 AA JE0250 875127.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020193
st 020102 AA_ JE0250 2,250.00  0.00 021789 0.00 TO RFC _ FUND 591 APPROP. 59102021403
27020102 AA  JE0250 3685 474,00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC. FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102
)=ﬁ 020102 AA JE0250 952.00 0.00 021789 0.00 T0  RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59102020185

:T'___ ST&T'E. %& RTDIAL e - i e e e e Q'Do & = e - et e — 2 ———
> 020122 AA JE0436 579450 031789 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP.59101020179

020122 CA 06038 579.50 00479319 032489 579.50 MINNESOTA STATE AUDITOR
999-99-9999
020122 CA 06039 244,00 00479539 ) 032489 _ 24%.00 STATE OF MINNESOTA
999-99-9999

DBJECT TOTAL 823.50 823,50
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES S e e A . %
T 020174 AA JE0250  445498.00 : 021789 0.00 T0O RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102
0BJECT TOTAL 0.00 & 0.00
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES -
020176 AA JE0250  60,000.00 .00 021789 0.00 TO RFC  FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102
J - 020176 AA JEO0251 325000.00 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591° APPROP 59101020193

020176 IC 00698 720.05 00470887 720.05 021089 720.05 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00072 01
020176 IC 03974 565.20 00476536 565420 031089 565.20 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00073 01
0BJECT TOTAL 15285.25 15285.25 15285.25
~  BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES = e R - R B ===
020179 AA JE0250 185800.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TO  RFC. FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102
020179 AA JE0436 579450 0.00 031789 0.00 TO RFC  FUND 591 APPROP 59101020122

~ DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 T 0.00 0.00
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
020185 AA JE0250 3,968.00 o _D.00 021789 TO RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102
020185 AA JEO0251 25350,00 0.00 021789 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020193

020185 IC 03975 1,062.84 00476536 1,062.8% 031089 1,062.84 IC TRANSFER 574 57401 301385 CO00457 01

020185 IC 05847 654.70 00478825 654.70 032489 654,70 IC TRANSFER 574 57401 301385 C00513 01
DBJECT TOTAL 1,717.5% 1,717.54 1,717.54

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 AA JEOD250 2405724.00 021789 0.00 FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102




3 -—— e i Sttt .

' DETAIL DISSURSEMENTS BY ORGe UNWIT RANSEY CEIUH.._ PA.1380
| ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89
FUND 591 ORG.:UNIT 59101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIDHAL_?AILRQ{P §UTHOR!TY

OBJECT CLAIM CLAIN CLAIN. WARRANT WARRANT WARRANT ENCUMBERED' VENDOR NAME - CKi
CODE  TID ~ND. E AMOUNT _NO.' __ AHOUNT DATE- ANOUNT - L NOt

020193 JEO251 200.00 0.00 021789 0.00 T0 RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020208
020193 JEO251 32,000.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TD RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020176
020193  AA JEO251 1,450.00 ) T D.00 0217389 0.00 TO RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101040300
020193 JEO251 25350.00 0.00 021789 0.00 TOD RFC FUND 591 APPROP: 59101020185

020193 03976 T 15086445 00476536 1,086.45 031089 1,086.45 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 " 300434 B00193 01

020193 03976A 815.92 00476536 B815.92 031089 B15.92 IC TRANSFER PHT 400 47101 3001566 B00193 01

020193 03977 1,078.48 00476536 1,078.48 031089 1,078.48 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 300434 BOO192 01

020193 IC 03977A 809.93 00476536 809.93 031089 809.93 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47101 300166 BOO192 01
OBJECT TOTAL 3»790.78 3,790.78 35790.78

POSTAGE
020202  AA Je0250 T 4,504,007 0.00 021789 o 0.00 TO  RFC  FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102

& 020202 CA 98B096C 8.75 00465426 Ba75 011889 Be75 JOHNSON/PETTY CASH MARLEN o1 ;
ae 020202 IC 05862 171.25 00478825  171.25 032489  171.25 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 5210% 350323 W00124 01" 25
iz OBJECT TOTAL 180.00 180.00 180.00 N
TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES
. 020207 CA 00289 8.02 00469622 020389 8,02 ATS&T COMMUNICATIDNS
b, 22-2473242
- 020207 CA 010668 2472 00471177 021089 2.72. ATE&T COMMUNICATIONS
) D Ay W o ) . 22-2473242
020207 CA. 01067C 0.77- 00471220 : 021089 0.77- U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS
? b B 47-0255560
020207 CA 03864 = 5.38 00476513 031089 5.38  AT&T COMMUNICATIONS
22=24T73242
020207 CA 04218C 19.44 004756513 031089 19.4% ATET COMMUNICATIONS
) ] ) DL o 22-2473242
020207 CA 06539 4,76 00480152 033189 4.76 ATET COMMUNICATIONS
I—— - Sp—— — - —— —— P - - —— I — ————— I ——— -— —— — -— 22-2‘?32$2
020207 CA 06540 19.4% 00480152 033189 T 19.%%  ATE&T COMMUNICATIONS
22—-24T73242
020207 CA 99250 10.29 00468199 012789 10,29 U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS
: L : : - e RO e i e e - 47-0255560 ——

03JECT TOTAL 70.82 70.82
TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE
020208 AA  JEO251 20c.00 ' 021789 0.00  FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020193

020208 CA 03868 10.29 00476525 031089 10.29 U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS 01
ol 2l L AR L 47-0255560 hoid -
020208 CA (05876 10.29 004788206 032489 10.29 U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS o1

47-0255560
DBJECT TOTAL 20.58 ) 20.58
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
020401 AA JEO250 6s650.00 021789 0.00 T0D RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102

020401 CA 00560 133.00 00470542 020789 133.00 AMERICAN PUBLIC TRANSIT ASSOCI
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ACCTING 060 890331

LS

OBJECT CLAIM CLAINM
Coope ID NO.
020401 CA 99323
020401 IC 05863
' OBJECT TOTAL
PRINTING & STATIONERY
020501 AA JE0250
020501 CA 00360
CA 00561
02343

020501
020501 CA

020501 CA 06323

020501 IC 00697

> 020501 IC 00707
020501 IC 05443
DBJECT TOTAL

n; ___PARKINC STACE
5 020909 CA 02344

i 020909 CA 06040

. 020909

l;;..___ S _— -
‘3 OBJECT TOTAL

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION
021226 AA JE0250

CA 99324

021226 CA 97685

97686

< 021226 CA

021226 CA 97687

021226 CA 97688
021226 CA 97771
021226 CA 97772
021226 CA 98463
021226 CA 98464

021226 98465

RFC: __ FUND 591 ORG.: UNIT 359101

RAHMSEY COUNTY

ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89

CLAIN
AMOUNT

WARRANT
_N@.!

00468665
00478825

23.40
951.87
1,108.27

225882400

48,09 00470276
" 18.60

271.21 00473623

"15.45 00480742

616.10 00470887
326.90 00470887

00470543

WARRANT

. AMOUNT

23.40
951.87

1,108.27

_0.00

43.09

18,60

271.21

T 15445

616410
326.90

WARRANT
DATE

012789

032489
021789

020389

020789
022289

033189
021089
021089

T 322.30 00477778
15618465

~ 85.00

85.00 00479074

00473274

322.30
1,618.65

5.00

85.00 00468449
T 255.00
45000400

10.00 00465289

5,00 00465290

5400 00465291

5.00 00465292
10.00
10.00 00465294
10.00 00467410
10.00 00467411

10.00 00467412

00465293 -

5.00

"~ 255.00

_0.00

10.00

500

5.00

10.00
10400
10.00

85.00

5.00

10,00

031789

022289

032489

012789

021789

011389

011389

011389
011389
011389
011389
012089
012089

012089

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY!
ENCUMBERED

AMODUNT

23.40
951.87

1,108.,27-

0,00
48.09

18.60

271.21
15.45

616,10
326.90
322.30

15618465

85.00

85.00

85.00

255.00

0.00

10.00:
5.00

5.00
5.00
10.00
10.00
10.00
10.00

10.00

VENDOR NAME

STATE OF MINNESOTA DOCUMENTS D
IC TRANSFER PHT 400 41202

TO  RFC

DESPIEGELAERE
473-50-4120
FLASH FOTO
THOELE PRINTING
41-1233099

COMPUTER CHROME INC
IC. TRANSFER PMT 400 41202
IC TRANSFER PHMT 400 40301

FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102

KATHRYN

300404 H00363
300130 A02551

IC TRANSFER PHT 400 40301 300130 A02555

"~ VICTORY PARKING INC

41-1436789

VICTORY PARKING INC

41-1436789
VICTORY PARKING INC
41-1436789

TO  RFC

KREN
332-36-2777

FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102

ROBERT

ROSSHAN
469-48-8719
SEVER

"ROBERT

HELEN

472-24-3786
STRAUGHN
290-38-0765
CLARKSON
224-56-2903
FAVILLE
397-12-9497
MANDERSCHEID
504-68-2187
SANDBERG
469-46-8508
VAN HOEF
376-18-3599

ROBERT

ROBERT
_ HUGH_

MARC

FRANK

ROBERT
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DETAIL D.RSEHEHTS 8Y ORG. UNIT

ACCTING 060 890331
RFC

OBJECT CLAIN CLAINM
_CODE_ID_ No..

021226 CA 98456

021226 CA 99077

OBJECT TOTAL

e e —

021407 AA JEO250
021407 CA 00562
021407 CA 00563
021407 CA 00564

021407 CA 00895
021407 CA 01094

021407 CA 02163

021407 CA 02164

T 021407 CA

¢ 021407 CA 02166

021407 CA 02167
021407 CA 03628
OBJECT TOTAL

02165

RAMSEY COUN

4 03 89

WARRANT
N0e!

CLAIN
AMOUNT

1C.00 00467413
- 10.00
95.00
16,000.00
500.00 0047054%

500.00 00470539
500,00 00470545

" 500,00 00471721 - “500.00

500,00 00471722
1,361.43 00473150

00468666

WARRANT
. ARDUNT

10.00
10400

. 93.00
0.00
500,00
500400
500400

500,00
1536143

1,361.30 00473150

"1,361.30 00473150

1»361.52 00473150

1,361.30

T 1,361.30

1,361.52

1,361.30 00473150

~ 650.00 00475838
95956485

VOLUNTEERJCOMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE

021408 AA JE0250
021408 CA 00361
DBJECT TOTAL

MAJ 0OBJ TOTAL
" OFFICE SUPPLIES
030101 CA 04223

"DBJECT TOTAL

MAJ 0BJ TOTAL
EQUIPMENT

040300 AA JEO0251

O8JECT TOTAL

MAJ OBJ TOTAL
CONTINGENT ACCOUNT
061001 AA JEO0250
OBJECT TOTAL

~  HAJ OBJ TOTAL

ORG.UNIT TOTAL

3’ 000.00

50,00 00470277
50.00

20,972,248

22,06 00476535

S 22.06
22.06

15450.00
0.00

0.00

300,000.00
0.00

1,361.30
~ 650.00
9»956.85
~ 0.00

__50.00
50.00
20,972.24
22.06
22.056
22406

0400
0,00

0.00

0.00
0.00

205994.30

0.00

WARRANT
DATE

012089
012789
021789
020789
020789
020789
021089

021089
021789

021789
021789
021789
021789

030789

021789

020389

031989

021789

ACCOUNTING DEIT

FUND 591 0ORG.. UNIT 59101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAP_E}}EEQQD !Utﬂﬂgltf‘m_

ENCUMBERED
AHOUNT

10.00
10.00
95.00
0.00
500.00

500,00
500.00

500.00

500400
1236k ek3

1,361.30

15,361.30

1,361.52

1,361.30

650.00°

95956.85
0.00

50.00
50.00

20,972.24

22.06

VENDOR NAME
WOLD
471-26-3297

TRACY
492-46-4176

TO RFC FUND
SALVERDA
SCHABER
TOLAAS
~ AHRENS
GOSKI
ASK MR FOSTER TRAVEL

CHARLIE
NANCY

APPROP 59103020102

591

DONALD
WARREN
JAMES
T DIANE
JILL
SERVICE

T 41-1356T7181
ASK MR FOSTER TRAVEL
41-1367181

41-1367181

ASK MR FOSTER TRAVEL
41-1367181

ASK MR FOSTER TRAVEL
41-1367181
FINLEY

TO RFC

~ ASK MR FOSTER TRAVEL

- SERVICE

~ SERVICE

_SERVICE
SERVICE

- JOHN

FUND 591 APPROP 59103020102

CAPITOL COMMUNITY. SERVICES INC.

ST PAUL CITY OF
41-6005521

22.056

22406

0.00
0.00

0,00

0.00
0,00

0.00

20,994.30

FROM RFC FUND
~ FUND

REG TRANSACTIONS =

~  PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS =

591 APPROP 59101020193

591

“APPROP 59103020102

59 TRANSFERS =
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! DETAIL DISBURSEMENTS BY ORG.

| ACCTING 060 890331

RFC R88. FUND 591

OBJECTY CLAIM CLAINM
CODE ID NO.

~ CONSULTING SERVICES

020102 AA JEQ250

OBJECT TOTAL
— ENGINEERING SERVICE

020103 AA JEO250

98620
98620

020103 1IC
020103 IC
020103 IC 986204
020103 IC 98621
020103 IC 98621A
;020103 IC._
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC.
T020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 1IC
020103 IC
020103 IC_
020103 1IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
- 020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
© 020103 IC
020103 _IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 1IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 1IC
020103 IC
220103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC
020103 IC

98622
98622A
98623
98624
98624A
98625
98626
98626A
98627
98628
98628A
98629
98630
98630A
98631
98632
9B632A
98633
985634
98635
98636
98637
98638
99499
99500
99501
99502
99503
99504
99505
99506
99507
99508
99509

986218

_ORE.

UNIT

1

2

~ 538,85 O

15514420

UNIT

CLAIN
_ AMOUNT

25000.00
0.00

9»474.00

841.11

593.12
526.87

414.98

438.88

641.24 00466642

851.23
694,20
439.27

799.54
525.79

804474

855.49

216,08

818.19
818,41
 271.58
549,78
567,02
165.05
561457
835.36

55077

1,921.00
1,808.00

135.60
1,287.10
488.93
382.14
268,91
854434
634,17
503444
698,70
930.37
843,08
1,122.61
594.88

RAMSEY COUNTY

ACCOUNTING DEPT

4 03 89

59101

WARRANT
DATE

WARRANT
_ AMOUNT
0.00 021789
0.00
0.00 021789
841,11
593,12
526487
416,98
438.88
_ 641.24
851.23
694.20
439,27

012789
012089
012089
012089
012089

012089
012089

538.85
799.54%
525,79
804474
855449
216,08
T 81B8.19
818.41
271.58
549,78
567402
165.05
561457
835.36
__550.77_
1,921.00
1,808.00
15514420
135.60
15287.10
488,93
382.14
268491
854434
634,17
503,44
698,70
930.37
843,08
1,122.61
594.88

012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
012089
022289
021789
022289
022289
022289
022289
022289
022289
022289
022289
022289

012089

012089

T 012089

012089

COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORETY!
ENCUMBERED

AMOUNT®

0.00
0.00

0.00

841.11
593.12
526.87
414,98
438.88

6641l.24

B51.23
694420

439,27
538,85

799.54

525.79

804.74
B855.49
216,08
818.19
B18.41
271.58
549,78
567.02
165.05
561.57
835.36
550.77
15921.00
1,808.00

15514.20

135.60
1,287.10
4BB.93
332.1%
268.91
B54.3%
634,17
503.4%
698.T70
930.37
843,08
1,122.61

VEND

T0

TO

IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC.
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC
Ic
Ic
IC
IC
IC
Ic
IC
IC

OR NAME

RFC

RFC

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER P}

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

400
400. 40801

PAGE 1383

FUND 591

FUND 591

400 47101
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102

400 47102
400 47101
400 47101

400 47102
400 47102
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102
400 47102

400 47102
400 47101
" 400. 47102

400 47101

400 47102
400 47102
400 47102
400 47101
47102

400 40801
400 40801
400
400 40801
400 47101
400 47102
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102
400 47101
400 47102
400 47101

40801

CKi
_NO:

APPROP 59102020102

APPROP 59102020102

ACC

ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC.
ACC
ACC
ACC

ACC

ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC

ACC

ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC

ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC

ACC

ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC
ACC

ACC

ACC

300166

300434
300434
300434
300434
300166
300166
300434
300434
30043%
300166
300434
300166
300434
300434
300434
300166

300434

300166
300434
300434
300434
300166

300434

300908
300908
300908
300908
300908
300166
300434
300434
300166

300434

300434
300166
300434
300166
300434

300166

B00124 01

B00124 01
800124 01
800125 01
B00125 01

B00125 01
800123 01

800123 01
800123 01

B00122 01
800122 01
800119 01
800119 01
800119 01
800120 01
800120 O1
800120 01
800121 01
800121 01

B00121 01

B0011ls 01
800118 01

800118 01

A02529 01
A02531 01
A02532 01
A02534 01
A02533 01

01

B00178 01

01
01
01
01
01
o1
01
01

01

~B00122 01~

TR O N A oTITML W =

.10

__._m &

A

b
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' DETAIL !ISBURSEHENTS BY DRGe UNIT

ACCTING 060 890331

RFC RB8: FUND 591 ORG..UNIT 59101

r———————— e

‘;i DBJECT

CLAIN
AMOUNT

CLAIN CLAIAM
CODE ID NO.
792.12
1,082.95
813.29
305,994.95

IC 99511
020103 IC 99511A
020103 IC 99512

OBJECT TOTAL
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 IC 00099
OBJECT TOTAL 1,074.65
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
020176 IC 98639 1,176.86
020176 IC 98640 960.07
020176 IC. 98641 975.56

020176 IC 98b42 1,393.65
020176 IC 98643 725.36
020176 IC 98644 804.27

98645

98646

98647

020103

520.41
1,037.50

020176
020176 IC )
020176 IC 98648 1,409.04
03JECT TOTAL 105374.71
BUDGETING & ACCOUNTING SERVICES
020179 IC. 98649 1,420.76
OBJECT TOTAL 1,420.76
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
020185 IC 98650
020185 IC 99498
DBJECT TOTAL
" POSTAGE
020202 IC. 00274
08JECT TOTAL
~ TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES

020207 CA 96194 22.71

IC

150.00
300.00
450,00

387.39

0BJECT TOTAL
PRINTING & STATIONERY
020501 IC 98192
020501 IC 98651
OBJECT TOTAL
OTHER TRAVEL
021407 CA 00896
021407 CA 95661

190.98
256449
447.38

41.00
1,374.38

1,074.65

T 15371.99

387439

22.71

WARRANT
NO.~

00474407
00474407

T 00474407

00469323

00466642

00466642
00466642

00466642
00466642
00466642
00466642
00466642

00466642

00466642

00467936

00469323

00463856

- - & O

00466642

00466642

00471723
00464504

RAHSEY CUU’
ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY!

WARRANT
AMOUNT

792.12
1,082.95

- 813.29

305,994.95

" 15074.65
1,074.65

T 1s176.86
960,07
975456

00466642 1,393.65

725.36
804.27

520.41
1,037.50

T 1,409.04

10,374.71

1,420.76

300.00
.. x30.,00

387.39

22.71

190.98

150.00

T 15371.99

T 00466642 1,420.76

_387.39

T 256440

447.38

T 41.00
15374.38

WARRANT
DATE

022889
022889
022889

020389

012089
012089
012089
"012089
012089
012089

012089

012089
012089
012089

012089

012089
012789

020389

011089

012089
012089

021089
‘011089

ENCUNBERED
ANDUNT"

79212
1,082.95
813.29
30,994.95

1’07*065
1,074.65

1,176.86
960.07
975.56

1,393.65
725.36
804.27

1,371.99
520.41

1,037.50

15409.04

10,374.71

15420.76
15420.76

150.00
300.00
450,00

387.39
387.39

22.71
22.71
190.98
256440
447.38

41,00
1,374.38

VENDOR NAME

IC
IC
IC

IC

IC
1C
IC
IC
IC
Ic

IC.

Ic
IC
IC

“IC

IC
Ic

IC

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

TRANSFER
TRANSFER

TRANSFER

PMT 400 47102
PMT 400 47102
PMT 400 47101

PHT 400 40601

40301
40301
40301

PHT 400
PHT 400
PNT 400
PHT 400
PHT 400 40301
PMT 400. 40301

PMT 400 40301
40301

PHMT 400
PHMT 400
PHT 400

40301
40301

PHT 400

PHT 574
PHT 574 57401

PHT 521 52104

ATAT COMMUNICATIONS

22~

2473262

40301

40303

57401

ACC 300434
ACC 300434
ACC 300166

ACC 300908

ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908
ACC 300908

300908

301385
ACC 301385

ACC 350323

IC TRANSFER PMT 400 41202 ACC 300404
IC TRANSFER PHT 400 40301

GREELEY

ASK MR FOSTER
41-

1367181

300130

DENNIS

TRAVEL SERVICE

01
0l
01

H00034 01

AQ0055 01
A00056 01
A00057 01

A00058 01

AQ0050 01
A00051 01

‘A00052 0L |:

A00053 01
A00054 01
ADODD46 01

A02563 01

00332 01

C0039%6 01

W00063 01

01

H00300 01
A02498 01

01
01

KATHRYN N
KATHRYN M

DESPIEGELAERE
DESPIEGELAERE

0l
01

011889
012089

139.82
33.59
1,588.78

T 139.82
33.58
1556878

00466570
00467414

021407 CA 98130
021407 CA 98467

139.82
33.58
1»588.78

[OBJECT TOTAL

MAJ OBJ TOTAL 46,761.33

46576133

46,761.33
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DETAIL DISBURSEMENTS BY ORGa. UNIT RAMSEY COUNTY PAGE 1385
ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89 @

_RFC R83 FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59101  RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY === === = =

OBJECT CLAIN CLAIM CLAIN.  WARRANT WARRANT  WARRANT ENCUMBERED VENDOR NAME
CODE ID NO. AMOUNT NO. AMOUNT.  DATE  AMOUNT
~ OFFICE SUPPLIES AR

030101 CA 97781 35.65 00464930 35.65 011389 35.63 ST PAUL CITY OF
41-6005521

T DBJECT TOTAL 35,65 35,65 35.65

~ NAJ 0BJ TOTAL 35.65  35.65 35.565
EQUIPMENT
040300 CA 00751A 156,50 00471225 156450 021089 156.50  MIDLAND INFORMATION SYSTEMS

QBJECT TOTAL 156450 156450 B 156450

MAJ OBJ TOTAL 156.50 156450 156.50

"~ ORG.UNIT TOTAL 465953.48  465953.48 465953.,48 REG TRANSACTIDNS = "67  TRANSFERS =
PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS =
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', DETAIL .BURSEHENTS BY ORGe UNIT RAMSEY CDU,
890331 ACCO T

[ ACCTING 060 UNTING
» % 03 89

| __RFC.___ FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59102

T :
?.{ DBJECT CLAIH CLAIN CLAIM WARRANT WARRANT WARRANT ENCUMBERED: VENDOR NAME
| CODE AMOUNT  NO.. ~ AMOUNT'  DATE  AMOUNT

1D NO.
~~———CONSULTING SERVICES— - e
020102 AA JE0250 4185526400 0.00 021789 0.00  FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
020102 AA JE0250 125000.00 o 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC RB88 FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
020102  AA JE0250 295474400 N 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC R88 FUND 591 APPROP 59101020103

» 020102 CA PA736 430,893.37 o 0.00 A 430,893,37 ~ STRGAR-ROSCOE-FAUSCH INC.
" 020102 CA 02021 5,661.35 00473624 5,661.35 022289 55661.35 STRGAR ROSCOE FAUSCH INC
99-9999999
020102 CA 02022 65806463 00473624 65806463 022289 65806.,63  STRGAR ROSCOE FAUSCH INC
Locdbod 4 LN Wl ik L /L e : 2929999999
OBJECT TOTAL 4435,361.35 12,467.98 443,361.35
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 AA  JEO250 10,680,00 0,00 021789 0.00  FROM RFC ~ FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
020176 AA JE0250 14,398.00 ; 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFCT  FUND 591 APPROP 591010201027
0BJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00
BUDGETING & ACCOUNTING SERVICES
020179 AA  JE0250 45512.00 0,00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC  FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
03JECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 ' 0.00
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MICE
T 020185 AA  JEO250 T 952.00 T T .00 021789 ' 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES N . -
"020193 AA JEO0250 87»127.00 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102

020193 IC 03978 1,026.83 00476536 15026483 031089 15026.83  IC TRANSFER 400 47102 300434 800190 01
020193 IC 03978A T 771.14 00476536 TT71.14 031089 771.1%  IC TRANSFER 400 47101 300166 800190 01
020193 IC 03979 653.77 00476536 653477 031089 653,77 IC TRANSFER 400 47102 300434 B00188 01
020193 IC 03979A 490,98 00476536  490.98 031089 490.98  IC TRANSFER 400 47101 300166 B00188 Ol
020193 IC 03980 1,097.76 00476536 - 1,097.76 031089 1,097.76  IC TRANSFER 400 47102 300434 800191 01
020193 IC 03980A 824.41 00476536 824.41 031089 824441  IC TRANSFER 400 47101 300166 800191
. 020193 IC 03981 990.66 00476536 990,66 031089 990.66 IC TRANSFER 400 47102 300434 800189
T 020193 ICT 0398lA T 743.96 00476536  743.98 031089 743,98  IC TRANSFER 400 47101 300166 B0OOL1B9
OBJECT TOTAL 65599453 62599453 65599453

POSTAGE
020202 AA  JEO250 "~ 1,081.00 T T T 0.00 0 021789 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102

020202 CA 03629 120.00 00476204 120.00 030789 120.00 POSTHMASTER C/0 RAMSEY CD 01

020202 IC 02549 172.56 00473939 = 172.56 022489 172456 IC. TRANSFER PHT 521 52104 350323 wW00091 01
JBJECT TOTAL 292.56 292456 292.56 1
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 AA JEO0250 2,000.00 ) C.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00

PRINTING & STATIONERY
020501 AA  JEO0250 8,000.00 o = 021789 0.00 FROMN RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
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DETAIL DISBURSEMENTS B8Y ORG. UNIT ) RAHNSEY COUNTY
ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89

__FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59102  RCRRA - COMPREHENSIVE LRT PLAN

DBJECT CLAIN CLAINM CLAIMN  WARRANT. WARRANT  WARRANT ENCUMBERED VENDOR NAME
CODE__ID _ NO. e ANOMRY.  WOSt . ANDUNY> _DATE AROUNT. .. 0C

020501 CA 02342 18,60 00473625 18460 022289 18,60  FLASH FOTO
020501 CA 02343A 813.60 00473623 813.50 022289 813,60 THOELE PRINTING
41-1233099
D3JECT TOTAL 832,20 832.20 832.20
" COMMITTEE COMPENSATION — === Seas -- - S
021226 AA JE0250 3,000.00 0.90 021739 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
0BJECT TOTAL 0.00 C.00
- = MEMBERSHIP & DUES = = 2 e - S . e . o
© 021401 AA JE0250 105000.00 0.00 021789 0,00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
021401 AA JE0437  10,000,00 ~ 0.00 031789 _ 0.00 TO. RFC_ ___FUND 591 APPROP 59102021407
e OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00 S eS———
P CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES
© 021403  AA  JE0250 25250400 0,00 021789 0,00 FROM RFC FUND 591 APPROP 59101020102
T021403 AA  JEO0438 25250.00 0.00 031789 0,00 TO: RFC FUND 591 APPROP: 59102021408
DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00 ¥ k
OTHER TRAVEL s
021407 AA JE0437 "10,000.00 T 0.00 031789 ' 0.00 FROM RFC.  FUND 591 APPROP 59102021401

* 021407 CA 04276 74425 00478444

DBJECT TOTAL 74,25 T : :
VOLUNTEER7 COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSES Tnia 74.25

021408 AA - JE0438. . 25250400 __0.00 031789 . 0.00 FROM RFC: __FUND 591 APPROP 59102021403

74.25 031789 74.25  WESTIN HOTEL - Ry 01!

L %
021408 CA 05118 9.11 00478445 9.11 031789 9.11° HEALTHEAST-MIDWAY HOSPITAL o1
D3JECT TOTAL 9.11  9.11 _ _ 9.11° - : _

MAJ 0BJ TOTAL 451,169.00 205275.63 4515169.00°

ORG.UNIT TOTAL 451,169.00  20,275.63  451,169.00 REG. TRANSACTIONS = 17- TRANSFERS =
. PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS =




e e ca g ¢ e ke

DETAIL L.JRSEHENI’S BY ORG. UNIT RAMSEY EIL'IUI‘*I.r

ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING D
' 4 03 89
_ FUND 591 ORGe UNIT 59103  RCRRA — PHASE 1 PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

-

0BJECT CLAIM CLAIM CLAIM-  WARRANT WARRANT  WARRANT ENCUNBERED. VENDOR NANE
CODE ID  NO. - AMOUNT NO.: AMOUNT DATE . AMOUNT" -

"7 -CONSULTING" SERVICES i e — st oL ; NC
020102 AA JE0250 3685474400 0.00 021789 0,00 APPROP 59101020102
020102 AA JE0250 445498.00 0.00 021789 0.00 " APPROP 59101020174
020102 AA JE0250 605000400 ' T 0,00 021789 0,00 - o 'APPROP™ 59101020176
020102 AA JED250 185800400 0.00 021789 0.00 © APPROP: 59101020179
020102 AA JE0250 3,968.00 ~ 0.00 021789 0400 _ * APPROP 59101020185
020102 AA JEO250 2405724400 0.00 021789 . 0.00 APPROP 59101020193
020102 AA JE0250 45504.00 0.00 021789 . 000 APPROP 59101020202
020102 AA JE0250 65650.00 0.00 021789 0.00 ' APPROP 59101020401
020102 AA JE0D250 22,882.00 o 0.00 021789 0.00 : , ; . APPROP 59101020501
020102 AA JE0250 45000.00 0.00 021789 0.00 - ; APPROP 59101021226
020102 AA JE0250 - 165000.00  0.00 021789 0.00 . . APPROP 59101021407
020102 AA JE0250 3,000.00 ] 0.00 021789 0.00 . = ~APPROP 59101021408~
020102 AA JE0250 300, 000,00 0400 021789 0.00 APPROP 59101061001
020102 AA_ JE0250 165500400 0.00 021789 0.00 APPROP 88888999999

TOBJECT TOTAL 0.00 T TT0.00 SR £ i e e

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES g S j i
020174 AA_ JEO250 25,364,00 0,00 021789 . 0.00. FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

" OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00
: EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
020176 AA JE0250 345194.00 - 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999
T T OBJECT TOTAL 0.00° o TT0.00 ) 0.00. ) e SRS
BUDGETING & ACCOUNTING SERVICES
020179 AA JE0250 105 716.00 . ___0.00 021789 0.00° FROM RFC: 999 FUND 999 APPROP: 88888999999
DBJECT TOTAL — 0.00 0400 ) 0400 ~ i e et "o
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MICE .
1020185 AA JE0250 25262400 - - ~__0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999
~ D3JECT TOTAL 0.00 o 0.00 ) 0.00 o . T : AT
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 AA JEOZ250 - 995227.00 ___0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP BB888999999

020193 IC 03982 598.11 00476536 598.11 031089 598.11 IC. TRANSFER PHT 400 47102 300434 B0O0187 01
020193 IC 03982A 449.18 00476536 449.18 031089 449.18 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47101 300166 BOO187 01
7 T OBJECT TOTAL 1,047.29 T 150%7.29 ) 1,047.29 "~

POSTAGE
020202 AA JEO0250 25567.00 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP BBBB8999999
“O3JECT TOTAL 0.00 B  0.,00 S 0.00 I i Nl
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
020401 AA JeO250 3,386.00 ] 021789 0.00 FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999 ,
DS3JECT TOTAL C.00 i A . 0.00
PRINTING & STATIONERY
020501 AA JEO250 10,534.00 . 021789 0.00 FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP B8888999999

08JECT TOTAL 0.00 . 0.00
COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

021226 AA JEODZ250 1,000.00 - 021789 0.00 FROM FUND 999 APPROP B8B888999999
© DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 SN o . T 0.00




T
3

DETAIL DISBURSEMENTS BY ORG. UNIT
ACCTING 060 890331

RFC___ FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59103  RCRRA -

OBJECT CLAIM CLAIH CLAIN WARRANT

CODE  ID NO.. _ AHNOUNT ~ NOo!

OTHER TRAVEL

021407 AA JEOZ250 6, 000,00
JBJECT TOTAL 0.00
~ 77 VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSES

021408 AA JEO0250 750.00
OBJECT TOTAL 0.00
MAJ 0BJ TOTAL 1,047.29

JRG.UNIT TOTAL 1,047.29

RAHS

EY COUNTY

ACCOUNTING DEPT

PHASE 1 PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING'

4 03 89

WARRANT
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

1,047.29

_____AMOUNT

WARRANT
__DATE

021789

021789

~ 15047.29

ENCUMBERED

___AMOUNT®

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

1)047-29

1,047.29

PAGE 1389

VENDOR NAHE

Y

FROMN RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

FROM RFC 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

REG TRANSACTIDNS = ' TRANSFERS =
PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS =

”:'Twma\wnuunj

ol
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DETAIL DQIRSENENTS BY ORG. UNIT RAMSEY CBUN\.

ACCTING 060 890331 ACCOUNTING DEPT
4 03 89

RFC FUND 591 ORG. UNIT 59104 RQRRA EN!}RPNHENTAL {!?&CT STQ?f

|
‘i
|

o .
)

OBJECT CLAIM CLAIM CLAINM WARRANT HARRANT WARRANT ENCUMBERED VENDOR
CODE ID NO. AHOUNT NO. AMDUNT DATE AMOUNT NO:
; — CONSULTING SERVICES - . ’ T B A : 3 T T T T S e et
020102 AA JEO023) 366,000.00 0.00 021789 FROM 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0,00
" COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES o '

020174 AA JEO250 B8s454.00 0.00 021739 0.00 FROAM 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

DBJECT TOTAL -0.00 0.00 0.00
" EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES = T S ’ i ’ E .
020176 AA JEO0250 11,398.00 0.00 021789 0.00 FROM . 999 FUND 999 APPROP BBBBB999999

O03JECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00 0.00
e BUDGETING & ACCOUNTING SERVICES" ERCLEESSS GG S : . - R | N
020179 AA JEO250 3,572.00 0.00 021789 0.00 FROH 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00.
) ~"" " DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE T e == ' - ) o
020185 AA JEO250 754.00 . 021789 0.00 FROA 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

OBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0.00
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES ) o N T S

020193 AA JEOZ250 555354.00 021789 0.00 FROM 999 FUND 999 APPROP 88888999999

0BJECT TOTAL 0.00 o 0.00
- 0 o _ 0.00 P R e e
020202 AA JE0250 856400 0.00 021789 FROM 999 FUND 999 APPROP 83888999999

03JECT TOTAL 0400 0,00

777777 PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES ~ ) A i i e e
D 020401 AA  JE0250 15264.00 0.00 021789 FROM 999 FUND APPROP 88888999999
__DOBJECT TOTAL 0.00 0,00 i Ml SR, C) S

R i s

o8 " PRINTING & STATIONERY
J-- 020501 AA JE0250 45348.00 0.00 021789 FROAM 999 FUND APPROP B8B88999999

_DBJECT TOTAL 0.00 o __0.00 ) ) _ ) o

HAJ 0BJ TOTAL 0.00

T ORG.UNIT TOTAL i — . 0.0 REG TRANSACTIONS = TRANSFERS =
PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS =:

TTACTIVL TOTAL ~ 520,164,07 B9 270.70 " 5205164.07
FUNCT. TOTAL  520,164.07  895270.70 - 5205164407

FUND-TOTAL 5205,164.07 89,270.70 520,164.07 REG TRANSACTIONS = 145 TRANSFERS =
} PAYROLL TRANSACTIONS = )
TOT CURR DISBURSENMTS 259315.85
: TOTAL RESERVE RsB8 1,803.64
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS 275119449
TOTAL TRANSFERS (IC) 62,151,.21
TOTAL CREDITS «00
ADJUSTED TOTAL 89,270.70
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@ BUDGET CONDITIOH REPORT T T RAMSEY COUNTY ] - S 7 Y1 - "7 S——

i RFBA113 89 03 31 ACCOUNTING DEPT I
[ 03 31 89 YEAR ELAPSED = 24.66 ,

ST O S VU N S = — - - I : S —
" Olu| FUND NO. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY :
>l APPROPRIATION —ADJ o -CURRENT ————— AMOUNT- UNPAID . BALANCE. . BALANCE  TRANSFER . TRANSFER _ PCT EXPD

(Iv APPROPRIATION EXPENDED ENCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED UNENCUMBERED IN (TO) OUT (FROM) YTD

®
o

59191 —— RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

e COMSULTING SERVICES

020192 ———————10, 000, 00 : 0460 O, .1 07, W, ¢ 71 1.7 Y% . I, 0¥ ", 931,000.00 —
Gl STATZ AUDITOR

L - - T R 5 R, . i % T, S L 244400CR .. 244,00CR 579450 0,00 142.11
i COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

ﬁ+————"02017#-——"——-—41:125.00-———_-—-_ 0400 y RRRN, T | — 11,125,000 11,125.00 = (0.00 44,498.,00

CXCCUTIVE DIRECTOR=SERVICES
020176 A5,9884,00 —— —1,285.25 e 0400 45,702.75 45, 702475_ . 32,00C.00 _ __ 60,000.00_ __ 2.74 "

) BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
15 L O W Y S ——— N 57 T, 10, I 45120450 PR W SO M T (SO | - ;. .- % | G M

1
232

G DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=MTCE
020185 — ————— 35342400 1717454 - — 0400 - 1,624046 — _1,624e46 25350400 —3,968400 51,39 .

= ) COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
: 820193 ——8651964,00——3,790.78 0.00 _82,405.22 —_B2,405.22 0.00- 2765724.00 4,40
o POST AGE _ .
020202 —— ————1,126000-— 180400~ — -~ 0,00 — 946,00 946,00 0400 4,504.00 15,99 '«
| s
0 TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES (93
020207 369,00 SN, 77y 7 SERNEBVSESURREEAY N |, SO 298.18 298.18 0400 0,00 39,19 {

34

» TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE |
020298 - 740,00 20,58 0,00 719,42 719,42 200,00 0.00 2,78

——

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES ;
020401 — 1,663,00 1,108,27 0,00 554473 554,723 0.00 6,650.00 bb6.64

W PRINTING & STATIONERY
L 020502 —— 5572000 — 15618465 _— 45101435 4,101.35_ 0,00 22,882.00 ____ 28430

3 PARKING SPACE
020909 10275,00— 255,00 0400 1,020.00 o 1,020400— 0.00 000 20400

48
L2

BOOKS, PERINDICALS, SUBSCRIPTIUNS
e 230,00 - 0.C0 0,00 . _ e 25000 200D 0600, NS : 17 -, + A
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" BUDGET | '*T_fah_r{fﬁ:mr" D R '"R'A'HSEY_C'GUR,_"_ B — '—"'—P'A'.a's———
ACCOUNTING DE™

RFBA113 . 89 03 31
03 31 89 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 24.66

RFC .
FUND N3O, 591 RAHSEY CUUHTY REGIUNAL RAILROAD AUTHBRITY

APPROPRIATION —ADJe CURRENT —— AMOUNT. . . — UNPAID. . BALANCE. - BALANCE ______ TRANSFER. - TRANSFER __PCT EXPD_

HO. APPROPRIATION EXPENDED tNCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED UNENCUMB ERED IN (TO) OUT (FROM) YTD

. 50301— - RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY * CONTINUED * .

: INTEREST
;~~————02}&9}~~—~~--~11:813.00——~————————0.00 e 0400 ——-11,813,00  11,813.00 _  _ 0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

e 0226 040095000 040 -98:00CR-——§5:00CR

o';'

—

MEMBERSHIP & DUES

———-—oauo;*—— 500,00 ) VR ), SO |, 1 . |, NSRS | % | AN v : 0.00

’)17

[18]

FE
'):0%
21}
J-

125

D

0T 02— 1905507400 20,972,246 — 0400 169,534,786 1695534a26  35,129.50  1,392,605.50 11.01

S 040300 -2, 650.00— o 000 0400 2,650.00  2,650.00  1,450.,00 __ _ 0.00

R 1%

.___._._._.02_1603___-_- 3,700,00—— 0.00 —_— Q.00 e 3,700.00__ 3,700.00_ __0.00 ___0.00

COHFCRENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES

JTHER TRAVEL

021407 1,000.00— — 9,956485 Q.00 8,956.85CR ____ 8,956.85CR 0400 165000400 995469 [

VOLUNTEER/COMHNITTEE MEETING EXPENSE

“ 021408 — 00— 50400 . 0.00_— _—_50.00CR__ 50.00CR 0,00 _ 3,000.00

OFFICE SUPPLIES

—~0391901——— - —— §25+00——— — . 22.C6 .o me D0 B0Z.9% 2 802.96 - G.00_ ... .. ‘0.0 - 2.6T_ lé0

EQUIPMENT

CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS
061001 200,000.00 D00 _200,000.00 ____ 200,000.00 000 300,000.00

DUE TJ COUNTY REVENUE

o 0DT70201 - - 125,000,00 - . 0,00 1255000400 125,000.00 _ 0.00 000

CURR NRG=TOT 514,982,00 20,994,30 C.00 497,987.70 497,987.70 365579.50 1,692,605.50

|29
20
|1
224
33

l-‘su
|38

a1

=9

laz
-Ci|
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" BUDGET CONDITION REPORT o B B " RAMSEY COUNTY
RFBAL13 89 923 31 ACCOUNTING DEPT
. 03 31 89

RFC = s S
;TFUND ua. 591 RANSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
3

:T—APFRBDRIAT%ON -ADJ+ CURRENT————— —— ANOUNT-— — UNPAID — —— BALANCE————— BALANCE ——
N HO. APPRIPRIATION EXPENDED ENCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED UNENCUMBERED

' _R88-59191 —  RAMSEY- COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

" PAGE 786

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 24.66

TRANSFER — —
IN (TO)

A 000000 ———— 705851400 — 46595343 — T 1) |y O ¢ (ISR, (0., B ARSI, )Y, (R

ORG-TOT 589,833.00 6?;947 78 521,885.22 521,885.22

' 365579450

Higloss

_ TRANSFER__ PCT_EXPD

OUT (FROM) YTD

41,474,000 66,27 '2

1,734,079.50 11.52




wm

ITION REPORT
89 03 31

BUDGET
RFBA113
3

T RANS E?”t‘ﬁﬂﬂ’__‘
ACCOUNTING DEPT
03 31 89

1
Y —_—

-,; FUND NO. 591 RANSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

2 APPROPRIATIOH - ADJ. CURRENT ——
)_'_ He APPROPRIATION EXPENDED
e —59102 —— RCRRA-= COMPREMENSIVE - LRT PLAN

&) CONSULTING SERVICES
S 020102 460,000,00— 125467498

" COUNTY ATTORHEY SERVICES
e oI 304880400

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
14, 398.,00-

020176

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

020179 4,512.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=MTCE
020185—— 952.00

COUMTY PRDJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193~ 87212700 —

POSTAGE
029202

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

o 020401 — 2,000.,00 - 0.00

PRINTING & STATIONERY
520503 ——8,000.00— 832.20

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

——D2122 —--32000400 — 0.00
MEMBERSHIP & DUES

—-N21401  — MR | -~ 0.CO
CINFERENCE & SEAINAR EXPENSES

0.00 0.00

2<1403

OTHER TRAVEL

10,000,000 - — 74425

021407

VOLUHMTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
=t 021408 — c2250.,00- - 9.11

ORG=TOT 604, 000,00 20,275.63

AMOUNT-— - -

0.00

—0400—

0.00

0,00

655399453

1,08l.00 —— 292,56

s

—_ TRANSFER _ PCT _EXPD ']
OUT (FROM) YTD >

- TRANSFER
IN (TO)

_BALANCE —

~ BALANCE :
UNENCUMBERED

~UNPAILD —
UNEXPENDED

ENCUMBRANCES

4302893,37 _ _ 447,%532.02 _ 16,638.65  460,000.00

—..—10,680.00 S : I | - (N

- Qs00 . . _10,680.00 - 10,680.00

14,398,00 —  14,398.00 _____ 14,398.00 _ 0.00

— 0.00--

_ 4,512.00 45512.00

Q.00 4,512.00

952.00

0.00 952,00 952,00 —

- Q400 B0,527.47 B0, 527.47. —B7,127.00

T788.4% 0.00

0,00 7BB.4% 1,081.00

0.00 _2,000,00_ . 2,000.00__ 2,000.00 = Q.00 =

8,000,00 0.00 __10.40_ -

0.00 ———Ts167.80 7,167.80

_...3,000,00__ _  3,000,00 _  3,000.00_ S ¢ 1Y ¢ 1+ E—

0.00 _0.00__ 10,000,00  10.000.00

0.00 0.00 _  2,250.00 22250400

—-95925.75 - 9,925.75 _ ___ 10,000.C0 000 W74

2,240.89 2,240,899 __ 2:250.00 . _ 0.0Q .40

152,831.00 616,250.00 12,250.00 3.36

583, 724,37

430,893.37




~ "BUDGET CONDITION REPORT
RFBAL13 89 03 31

.

REC -

AMOUNT -

2L APPROPRIATIOM-—ADJ+ CURRENT —
: E XPENDED

B M APPROPRIATION
. — - 50103 - RCRRA = Pi{ASE-1-PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
CONSULTING SERVICES

020102———1,110,000.,. 00—

COUNTY ATTORMEY SERVICES
25,364,000 0,00

— 0,00

020174

I EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR=SERVICES
030176 349194600 0,00

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
——020179— 10,716,000 0.,00 -

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=NTCE

a 020185————2,262.00— —— Biatunl 7/ SR

=) COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
020193 —-

97

995 227400 15047.29 - —

¥ POSTAGE
Sl 020202 25567,00

I
. & PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
020401 — —————3386,00—

G PRINTING & STATIONERY
020501 ————10,534,00—

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION
226 ———1,000,00
OTHER TRAVEL
021407 - 65000,00

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
- 021408 . -750,00 0.00

URG-TOT 1,306,000.,00 1,047.29

— UNPAID——
ENCUMBRANCES

0,00 0400 2,567.00

i e DR

"RAMSEY COUNTY PAGE 788

ACCOUNTING DEPT

03 31 89 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 24.66

'| FUND NO. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY | Sl

_BALANCE___ _ TRANSFER____ TRANSFER—_PCT_EXPD
YTD

—BALANCE — — —

UNEXPENDED OUT (FROM)

UNENCUMBERED IN (TO)

0,00 1,110,000,00- - -1,110,000.,00- 1,110,000.00

Q.00 _25,364,.,00 _255364.00_ ____ 25,364.00

0,00 34,194,00 — 34,194,00 14,194.00

00— 98,179.71-

25567.00 2,56 7.00 Q.00

0400 . 3,386,00 N VY VWY VB ¥, | 1 TSR 9 |

-~ 105534400 10,534.00 10,534,000 3 | SRS

—-1,000.00 __ 15000.00 ____ 1,000.00 Q.00

— 65,000,00 — __  6,000.00__ . ___  62000.00 _0.00

750.00 - 7520.00 750.00

.00 1,304,952.71

1,304,952.71

1,306,000.00




_sﬁbbér_i"r'fliri"aEPﬁRf'"_“"' T URARSEV COUNGENTT T T T ' Vo5 0

RFBAL113 89 03 31 ACCOUNTING
03 31 89 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 24,66 o

RFC SR—— -

FUND MNO. 591 RAMSEY CGUNTY REGIDNAL RAILROAD AUTHORIT? o

buN-j

o

~e—lPPRD’RIAIION—-ADJv—CURREHFu— . AHDUNT. UNPAID _  BALANCE __  BALANCE _ TRANSFER___ TRANSFER " PCT_EXPD |
]!' HO » APPROPRIATION EXPENDED EHCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED UNENCUMBERED IN (TO) OUT (FROM) YTD

Y 59104 RCRRA ENVIROWMENTAL IMPACT STUDY

g
)f! CONSULT ING SERVICES

e 520202 ——366000400———————0400. -~ -~ — 0600 ——— 3665000400 3665000400 ——366,000400--

Wh DN o DR

Dl COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

020174 — DB» 454400 0,00 . o 0600 . ... B5454.00_ . By454.00 ___ ___ B,45%4.00

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
11,398.00— 0,00 0,00 11,398,000 11,398.00 _  11,398.00_

320116

" BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
”; 920179 35572400 — 0400 0a00_____ 3,572.00_ ____ 3,572,00 _______3,572.00
?j{ DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=MTCE
- 520185 —754.00—— 000 0.00 754,00 7%54.00

154.00_

)fj COUMTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
B 020193 —— - 55,354,400 0,00 — _0.00_ 55,354.00. 555354400 55,354,00___  0.00__

POSTAGE
020202 856,00 000 0,00 —____B56.00 B56.00 856.00_ 0.00

i PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
- 020401 — — —15264.00 0.02 . 000 .. 15,264,000 __ ~1:264.00 1,264,000 Q.00

‘)fi PRINTING & STATIONERY
—---—-—-02'0501 ———— 45 348,00 ——— 0.00 o 0W00.  4;34B.,00_ _ 4;348.00  4,348.00 _o.b0

JRG-TOT 452,000,00 0.00 0.00 452,000.00 452,000.00 452,000.00 0.00

ACT-TOT  2,951,833.00 89,270.70 4305,893.37  2,862,562e30 254315668493  2,410,829.50  1,7465329.50
ECT=TOF— - 2,951,833.00—— - - 89,270.70 4305893437 2,8625562.30__ 2,431,668,93___ 2,410,829.50 _ _1,7465329.50____

FUND CuPRR TOT 2:380:932 00 42,317.22 430,893.,37 2,838, 664,78 25407, 771.41 2,410,829.50 1,704,855.50

FUND P8O TOT 70,851.,00 46,953 448 0,00  23,897.52 23,897.52 000 41547400 66427

FUND ———TOTAL - - 22951,833.00  — 89,270.70 430,893437 . . 2,8625562.30 . 25431,668.93  2,4105629.50 _ 1,7465,329.50 3.02




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION L/

Board Action Requested
_RCRRA Information and discussion on legislation;
Originating Department consider resolution approved by Board of

|
|
|
|
P : /ﬁ? : County Commissioners on legislative principles
- l .
Authorized(ghuén’ﬁ' ure Date :
|
|
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John T. Finley, Chairman

RAMSEY COUNTY District 3
Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

District 5

.
Duane W. McCarty
ailroad Dleirict 1
Hal Norgard

L]
District 7
Authority Donald E. Saverda
District 2
Warren W. Schaber
District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, Executive Director

L
FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaereE%ig;L-
SUBJECT: Legislation

DATE: April 12, 1989

At the time this memorandum is being written, bills relating to light rail transit are
being heard by the legislature. They are:

Senator Steve Novak’s bill to restructure the Regional Transit Board and add elected
officials to its board.

Representative Phil Carruther’s amendment that would restructure the Regional
Transit Board and set up a joint light rail transit management board comprised
primarily of county railroad authority members.

Substantive amendments are being made to these bills. You previously received a copy of
the bills and the summaries of them and this information was discussed at your March 28
Regional Railroad Authority meeting and April 10 work session.

At your April 11 Ramsey County Board meeting, a resolution was adopted relating to the
position of Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority on legislation that affects light
rail transit. A copy of that resolution and the proposed resolution (same language) to
be considered at your April 25 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority meeting is
attached.

Commissioners Hunt and Finley and staff are monitoring the legislation and will be able
to provide you with an update on events at your April 25 meeting.

Recommendation:

A resolution for your consideration is attached that specifies principles considered
important for the Regional Railroad Authority in regard to legislation.

KD/clm
Attchment
000425




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
envisions light rail transit as an additional mode of
transportation which will be needed in the Twin Cities
metropolitan area in order to avoid increasing traffic congestion
and eventual gridlock; and

WHEREAS, Several bills have been introduced at the 1989
session of the legislature relating to the activities of Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority; Now, Therefore Be It

RESOLVED, That the following general principles received
consensus from Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
relating to the issues presented in the bills:

o Joint powers legislation for regional railroad authorities
has, by previous resolution, been endorsed by Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority.

Elected officials should be the major representation on the
governing body for light rail transit activities and this
unit of government should be represented on that governing
body.

The Minnesota Department of Transportation, because
potential alignments impact state highways, should be a
participant in the light rail transit process.

The responsibilities of agencies related to light rail
transit should be clearly defined in legislation.

The major method of funding light rail transit should not
be property taxes.

The agency expected to operate a light rail transit should
be integrated into the process of planning, design and
construction of light rail transit.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary jL




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, It appears that there has been a
misunderstanding and/or miscommunication of the schedule and
proceedings that have taken place and will take place by the
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority regarding its process
for approving a comprehensive plan and specific alignment within
the Midway Corridor; and

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
has attempted to maintain a consistent deliberate approach to
making decisions on important issues within a comprehensive plan
and specific alignments within the Midway Corridor by providing
maximum public input and proceeding on a timetable that is
consistent with 1its three (3) grant applications to Mn/DOT in
September 1988 which were reviewed and approved by the Regional
Transit Board, Metropolitan Council and, ultimately, the Minnesota
Department of Transportation; and

WHEREAS, It 1is in the best interest of Ramsey County
that 1its citizens and representatives on the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority maintain a consistent schedule
providing for maximum public input during its process of making
multi-million dollar decisions; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority, which consists of the same membership as the Ramsey
County Board of Commissioners, reaffirms its scheduling for
completion of the comprehensive plan and decision making process
regarding the Midway Corridor and its specific alignment, which is
as follows:

1) Comprehensive Plan Commencement -- January, 1989
Preliminary Draft -- June, 1989
Citizen Involvement -- January, 1989 - November, 1989
Final Completion and Approval -- November, 1989

This comprehensive plan has been funded 50% by County
property tax and 50% by the State of Minnesota by a
grant from Mn/DOT.

Preliminary Engineering and EIS - Phase I -- May, 1989 -
May, 1990, which will provide preliminary engineering on
the Burlington Northern alignment, I-94 and University
Avenue for the purpose of determining whether or not
perceived problems such as parking, safety, pedestrian
access, handicapped access, at-grade crossings and
interference with existing businesses during
construction, access to stations and pollution issues

-=cont inued--

John T. Finley, Chairman By

—

>

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

can be resolved 1in each of the alignments within the
Midway Corridor. This first phase has been funded 50% by
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and 50% by the
State of Minnesota through a grant from Mn/DOT.

At the <completion of the first phase of preliminary
engineering and prior to the commencement of the Second
Phase of Preliminary Engineering, the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority will select an alignment
within the Midway Corridor as its first priority for
construction within the overall comprehensive plan for
light rail transit within Ramsey County. Preliminary
Engineering Phase 1II is estimated to be $2 million, of
which grant funds of $1 million were requested from the
Minnesota Department of Transportation in 1988, but were
not granted, although it 1is considered to be a high
priority if there is a reallocation of funds to Mn/DOT
by the State Legislature for the process of continuing
preliminary engineering in a specific chosen alignment
in the Midway Corridor; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That the EIS process requires all
alternatives, to a specific alignment, be studied, considered and
eliminated based on sound data and an EIS is recommended for a
project of this scope and is consistent with the Mn/DOT guidelines
for allocation of State grant funds; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That this resolution be forwarded to all
interested persons including the other metropolitan counties,
State Legislature, RTB, MTC and Metropolitan Council.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary L£




Resolution

Board of

® % amsey Gocm/y Commissioners

Presented By
Attention:

COMMISSIONER FINLEY APRIL 11, 1989

Date No.

Budget & Accounting

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
envisions light rail transit as an additional mode of transportation
which will be needed in the Twin Cities metropolitan area in order
to avoid increasing traffic congestion and eventual gridlock; and

WHEREAS, Several bills have been introduced at the 1989 session
of the legislature relating to the activities of Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority; Now, Therefore Be It

RESOLVED, That the following general principles received
consensus from Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
relating to the issues presented in the bills:

Joint powers legislation for regional railroad authorities
has, by previous resolution, been endorsed by Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority.

Elected officials should be the major representation on the
governing body for 1light rail transit activities and this
unit of government should be represented on that governing
body.

The Minnesota Department of Transportation, because
potential alignments impact state highways, should be a
participant in the light rail transit process.

The responsibilities of agencies related to 1light rail
transit should be clearly defined in legislation.

The major method of funding light rail transit should not be
property taxes.

The agency expected to operate a light rail transit should

be integrated into the process of planning, design and
construction of light rail transit.

Hal A. Norgard, Chairman Bg,éﬁizj:;b%ﬁ;if/ 7
Cheeg ~Aounly 2




Resolution

Board of

Wamsey Goun/y Commissioners

Presented By Commissioner Finley Date April 18, 1989  No.
Attention:

Budget & Accounting

Terry Lindeke

Wy Spano

Commissioner Hunt

Legislative delegation Page 1 of 2

WHEREAS, It appears that there has been a misunderstanding
and/or miscommunication of the schedule and proceedings that have
taken place and will take place by the Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority regarding its process for approving a
comprehensive plan and specific alignment within the Midway
Corridor; and

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

has attempted to maintain a consistent deliberate approach to
making decisions on important issues within a comprehensive plan
and specific alignments within the Midway Corridor by providing
maximum public input and proceeding on a timetable that is
consistent with its three (3) grant applications to Mn/DOT in
September 1988 which were reviewed and approved by the Regional
Transit Board, Metropolitan Council and, ultimately, the Minnesota
Department of Transportation; and

WHEREAS, It is in the best interest of Ramsey County that its
citizens and representatives on the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority maintain a consistent schedule providing for maximum
public input during its process of making multi-million dollar
decisions; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority,
which consists of the same membership as the Ramsey County Board of
Commissioners, reaffirms its scheduling for completion of the
comprehensive plan and decision making process regarding the Midway
Corridor and its specific alignment, which is as follows:

1) Comprehensive Plan Commencement -- January, 1989
Preliminary Draft -- June, 1989
Citizen Involvement -- January, 1989 - November, 1989
Final Completion and Approval -- November, 1989

This comprehensive plan has been funded 50% by County
property tax and 50% by the State of Minnesota by a
grant from Mn/DOT.

Continued
Hal Norgard, Chairman ( )

Cheey CLerk - County Boarnd




Resolution
Board of

4 amsey Coan/y Commissioners

Presented By Commissioner Finley Date  April 18, 1989  No, 89-362
Attention:

Budget & Accounting
Terry Lindeke

Wy Spano
Commissioner Hunt
Legislative delegation Page 2 of 2

2) Preliminary Engineering and EIS - Phase I -- May, 1989 -
May, 1990, which will provide preliminary engineering on
the Burlington Northern alignment, I-94 and University
Avenue for the purpose of determining whether or not
perceived problems such as parking, safety, pedestrian
access, handicapped access, at-grade crossings and
interference with existing businesses during
construction, access to stations and pollution issues
can be resolved in each of the alignments within the
Midway Corridor. This first phase has been funded 50% by
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and 50% by the
State of Minnesota through a grant from Mn/DOT.

At the completion of the first phase of preliminary
engineering and prior to the commencement of the Second
Phase of Preliminary Engineering, the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority will select an alignment
within the Midway Corridor as its first priority for
construction within the overall comprehensive plan for
light rail transit within Ramsey County. Preliminary
Engineering Phase 1II is estimated to be $2 million, of
which grant funds of $1 million were requested from the
Minnesota Department of Transportation in 1988, but were
not granted, although it 1is considered to be a high
priority if there is a reallocation of funds to Mn/DOT
by the State Legislature for the process of continuing
preliminary engineering 1in a specific chosen alignment
in the Midway Corridor; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That the EIS process requires all alternatives, to a
specific alignment, be studied, considered and eliminated based on
sound data and an EIS is recommended for a project of this scope
and is consistent with the Mn/DOT guidelines for allocation of
State grant funds; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That this resolution be forwarded to all interested

persons including the other metropolitan counties, State
Legislature, RTB, MTC and Metropolitan Council.

Hal Norgard, Chairman




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION é

Board Action Requested
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John T. Finley, Chairman

RAMSEY COUNTY District 3
Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

District 5

ailroad Duane W. McCarty

District 1

A th .t Hal Norgard
District 7

l.l Orl y Donald E. Salverda
District 2

Warren W. Schaber

District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Bivd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM
To: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

Commissioners
Terry Schutten, Executive Director

From: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere 5?29~

Subject: Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority
Comprehensive LRT Plan

Date: April 12, 1989

Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority adopted a
comprehensive 1light rail transit plan for Anoka County on

February 28. Anoka County and Hennepin County have
contracted to begin preliminary engineering and environmental
impact statement work on the selected routes in the Northeast
Corridor. It is anticipated that the work will be completed
in about one year.

Anoka County staff or the Chairman of the Anoka County
Regional Railroad Authority Paul McCarron will attend the
April 25 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority meeting
and provide you with a brief summary of information about the
plan. Two maps indicating the potential routes (University
or Central Avenues) being studied are attached.

Recommendation:

For your information,
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