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AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, JULY 10, 1990

10:30 A.M. - LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM - 316

Minutes of the June 26, 1990 Board Meeting.

Chairman’s Comments

Update on Northeast Corridor Alignment Study - Discussion
Update on South Corridor Alignment Study - Discussion
Authorize BRW to hire Basile Baumann Prost & Associates as
a sub-consultant for Midway Corridor LRT Economic Impact
Forecasts.

Update on Regional Coordination Plan - Discussion

Approve Partial Payment No. 1 to SRF, Inc. in the amount of
$1,571.89.

Authorize Regional Railroad Authority staff to process
payments to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. for work completed
and invoiced in accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001
for the Northeast Corridor Alignment Study.

Ratify Partial Payment No. 8 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of
§75,747.93.

* Action is requested.
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MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

June 26, 1990

The regular meeting of the Board of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
was called to order at 10:35 A.M. in the Large Conference Room of 316, Court House.
Chairman Finley presided.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Duane McCarty
Commissioner Warren Schaber
Commissioner Donald Salverda
Commissioner Ruby Hunt (entered during Item 2)
Commissioner Hal Norgard (entered during Item 2)

Also Present: James Van Houdt, Robert Clarkson, Jim Steinworth,
- David Minister, Jim Walsh, Sean Kelly, Jill Goski,
James Tolaas, Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Frances
Glendenning, Terry Schutten, David MacMillan
represented the County Attorney's Office, Dick
Wolsfeld

Minutes - of the June 12, 1990 Regional Railroad Authority Board Meeting

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

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority approves the minutes of
the regular Regional Railroad Authority Board Meeting held on June 12,
1990, as written.

Roll Call: Ayes - 5, Nays - O
Motion adopted.

Chairman's Comments -

Chairman Finley said he has no comments at this time, as he would like
all the Board members to be here, as we have some very important decisions
to make as we are narrowing the alternatives on each of the alignments in
the Midway Corridor, so it is very important that everyone be here as we
go through them.

Chairman Finley stated that the recommendations that are being made today
have been through the particular Task Force in the affected area, and the
alignments in all three corridors, Midway Corridor, the sub-alternatives
that you are going to be asked to consider here have been through the Midway
Corridor Task Force. The Downtown area has been through the Downtown Task
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Force, and the Capitol Area through the Capitol Area Task Force. So, we have
had the citizen in-put, and these have also been through the Inter-governmental
Committee which he chairs, which consists of the members of the County Boards
and the regional agencies.

Chairman Finley turned the meeting over to the staff, and to Dick Wolsfeld
to proceed through each of the alignments in the Midway Corridor.

Consider resolution on Midway Corridor: 1. Subalternatives for alignments,
2. Downtown St. Paul, and 3. Capitol Area.

Kathy DeSpiegelaere mentioned that you will be asked to make decisions on

three items, one is the sub-alternative for Midway Corridor, one is for Downtown,
and the third is the Capitol Area. In the documentation there is included

a resolution for your consideration. First they would like go into the
alignments for Midway Corridor.

Dick Wolsfeld, BRW, Inc., had prepared a series of slides and overheads.
We are going to talk about specific alignments in each of the four areas,
the Soo Line - 194 area, University alternatives, and the BN-Pierce Butler,
take a section from University over to Raymond, and then from Raymond over
to Lexington, then we will go into downtown, and the Capitol area. He
pointed out the corridors, and then they have different routings within the
corridor alignments. They are picking a preferred alignment within each of
the three corridors, they will try to stick to the alignment options within
the three corridors.

The first slide shows the Soo Line crossing of 194, and then they will be
talking about the alternatives within this corridor of either being in the
median of 194, down the middle, or being on the North Frontage Road with

two way operation on the North Frontage Road. If they are on the North
Frontage Road, they would be on the south part of the North Frontage Road,
so there would still be room for the parking lane, two lanes of traffic,

and they would build a retaining wall in that side slope of 94 in order to
support the light rail. When you put the light rail down the center of 194,
as part of Mn/DOT's plan to reconstruct the freeway, those lanes would be
relocated to the outside, leaving the room for the median, and there would
be a short retaining wall on either side of 194 in order to accommodate that
increased width in the center. Then, the bridges, there are six of them,
these would have to be expanded.

Commissioner Hunt asked if he means expanded, or would they be completely
rebuilt. Mr. Wolsfeld said they would be completely rebuilt.

Mr. Wolsfeld moved to a slide of the intersection of Snelling, again, we

would be in the median on one alternative, and we would be on the North .
Frontage Road. Because of the high capacity requirements at the inter-

section of Snelling, the traffic analysis indicated that they would have

to have a very short tunnel from the MTC garage to the other side of

Snelling in order to provide adequate capacity at the intersections. With
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that North Frontage Road alignment alternative, we would have a short piece
of tunnel as we would go underneath Snelling. This bridge would also have

to be reconstructed. To give the Board an idea of what that might look Tike
in the median of the freeway, he inserted some slides from Portland. This is

a portion of the Tight rail system that parallels the freeway. In Portland
the freeway is on the right hand side, so it is not down the median, but it
still gives you a flavor, generally there is a cross bridge and then off of
that bridge there is pedestrian connections down to a center platform. There
are elevators for the elderly-handicapped which comes down, and there is
pedestrian access. One of the nice parts about this is that between the roadway
and the center platform the vehicle also exists, it provides some variance.

We would have 24 foot wide platforms, and he believes Portland's are 16 feet.
We are talking about a little more to provide a better connection so people
would get on and off the vehicles. Also, our platforms would be raised if
they go with the high platform, and Portland's are curbside, sidewalk loading.

Mr. Wolsfeld showed several slides showing, access, position of vehicles.
He tried to explain the image of what it would be on I-94.

Mr. Wolsfeld continued, we still have the two options in the median, or

on the North Frontage Road. He talked about how the intersections would work
on the North Frontage Road if you are running two way, we would cross over

to the north side of the roadway in order to locate the station across the
intersection, and avoid any direct interference with the off ramp from the
freeway, so we would be Tocated and transition across that lTower volume
frontage road, have to acquire right of way for a station, park and ride,
feeder bus, cross over, and then when the ramp is gone, we would cross the
road again, and come back on the inside. This would be the typical operation.

Chairman Finley asked about this intersection, which is Lexington, there is

a filling station there, what about the off ramp for those people who would

be going north on Lexington, which would be a right turn for them at that
point. Would they be crossing then the track? Mr. Wolsfeld said yes, the
track would be located right there, so all of the traffic on Lexington would

be crossing the track. If I came off, made a left turn, and went to the south,
or if I were northbound, and got on to the on ramp, or on to the frontage road,
I would not cross.

Commissioner Norgard asked about having a tunnel there, and Mr. Wolsfeld
said the capacity analysis indicated that there is enough excess roadway
capacity to where we can take some out of the intersection, but at Snelling
the traffic volume is much higher.

Chairman Finley said then each of the intersections would be similar to
this, like Dale, Western. Mr. Wolsfeld said yes.

Commissioner Ahrens would Tike to know if it goes down the middle, then
does the Highway Department have to expand the road into that Frontage area.
How do they accommodate it? Mr. Wolsfeld said they would build a retaining
wall in that side slope of the freeway on either side, then they would dig
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that out, and then they would put the lanes down, they rebuild them further
to the north, or further to the south, leaving the right of way in the median.

Commissioner Ahrens had heard that was scheduled for the summer of '92, and
this sort of puts a crunch on anythng we would do, she asked for a comment.

Mr. Wolsfeld said they have met with the Minnesota Department of Transportation
staff, they meet with them every month, and they have told us that if in January
of 1991 you select where you want to be we can accommodate that construction.

This is not talking about who is going to pay for it. They can accommodate it and
still meet the scheduled reconstruction of 194. So, we have until January of

next year, if the decision is made, it would not impact their schedule. They have
not begun final design on any of that work, so nothing is being wasted. They are
not working actively on the construction plans for that at this point. They are
going to start those in late winter or early spring of '91.

Commissioner Ahrens asked what this means, would they reconstruct their road
in terms of our need, and just Teave us the space. Mr. Wolsfeld said yes,
again, he mentioned the funding as to who would pay for those widened bridges,
and the incremental cost of thebridge reconstruction, and incremental cost to
build the retaining walls, that has not been discussed.

Chairman Finley said the frontage roads, essentially, would remain, if it is
in the median, the frontage road as we see them now would remain the same.
Mr. Wolsfeld said they would remain identically the same, there may be some
right of way impacts where the bridges are widened, and that analysis has not
been done enough to know whether it is. If it is, it will not be severe.

Commissioner Hunt would like to know if 1ight rail does not go down 194, then
they would not have to reconstruct any of those bridges. Mr. Wolsfeld said
they are planning to rehab the bridges, they would not lenghten the bridges.
We would want them to move the columns back, so they could move the travel
lanes out, they would not do that. Although we have had some conversations
with them, that this is a once every thirty year event, and it might be a
good idea to reserve some right of way down the center of that roadway for
HOB Tanes, for a future additional lane, bypass lanes.

Commissioner Hunt said then they would not be taking those bridges out
completely like they have done on Wabasha. Mr. Wolsfeld said under their
program they would not. He is not sure. Mr. Tolaas added that they are
not going to tear the bridge down, they are just going to resurface.

Commissioner Hunt feels this has to be clarified, as the difference in cost
would be considerable. Mr. Wolsfeld said it would be about $6 million.

Commissioner Schaber asked if we put it down the middle, would we take .
basically one lane on either side of that median, or would there be more than

one. Mr. Wolsfeld said the number of lanes before and after will be the same,
light rail would take about two lanes, a little more than that, out of the

middle, as we would leave the right of way in the center wide enough to
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include a station, so rather than bow the lanes in and out where the
stations exists, we stay with a constant right of way, so it is about

from the outside edge of the lane to the outside of the other lane, it is
about 54 feet, this is what we would be taking, so you have to move 27 feet
on either side to provide the width for a station and light rail tracks in
each direction.

The travel time differences from 0ak and Washington in this area is about

173 minutes in the median of the freeway and about 22% minutes on the North
Frontage Road, with the same number of stations, and you will be receiving
travel times from Jim Tolaas on the University Avenue which is the 283% to 30
minute range. So, the difference in travel times go from 173, 22, and up in
the high 20's. There are more stations on University Avenue which also add
to that travel time. For this comparison purpose, the 17} and 223, they kept
the stations the same, in some areas you can go 55 miles per hour, and there
you can go 30 miles per hour.

Mr. Wolsfeld discussed Dale, the same issue, then this is the difficult part,
as to how we get out of the median into downtown, or in and out of the median
of the Frontage Road to serve the Capitol Area into downtown, this will be
discussed Tlater.

This was an overview of the two alternatives. He said there was an evaluation
which was done on the two way North Frontage Road versus the median, but he did
not go over all the questions, about the cost which is fairly important. The
required reconstruction of seven bridges, estimate of $5million dollars over
and above what the cost would be. The stations are more expensive in the median,
than they would be on the North Frontage Road, also the estimated cost of the
retaining walls. Also, you may have to purchase more right of way for the
stations at each of those major intersections, and you still have a retaining
wall in order to put the light rail transit on the south part of that North
Frontage Road, then you have the tunnel at Snelling, and then one grade
separated station at Snelling. So, in summary, the recommendation is to put the
facility in the median, and the rationale is that it does provide the faster
travel time, it minimizes the incremental right of way that is required. It
would have a construction right of way cost in order of magnitude in the same
to $10 million dollars less than the Frontage Road option. This was agreed

to by the Technical Committee, the Inter-Governmental Committee, as well as

the Midway Task Force.

Commissioner Ahrens would like to have Mr. Wolsfeld talk about this option
in terms of accessing. From the pictures shown, we would have to access it
from some facility up on across the bridges, and so you would have to have
a place where people could be dropped off if they did not come by bus, from
a passenger car, or park their car, and then walk to that point.

Mr. Wolsfeld explained this is kind of a schematic of the station at Dale,
which wogld be in the median at 94, with the tracks in each direction. We
are looking for bus dropoff of possibly widening the bridges, and having
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bus dropoff on the bridges, given that the Frontage Roads are one way, there
is no turning movements as people are not turning right as it is a one way
street, so if they widen the street, the buses could pull out and drop off
passengers, and then we then could have vertical access down to the platform
from either side. The pedestrian would have to come from the sidewalk system
out on to that bridge, then to those vertical connections. Passenger pickup
and dropofi is problem under either of the alternatives no matter whether the
station is here or on the north side, in that they are either going to do it
along the Frontage Roads, or you are going to have to acquire some property
and provide some off-street places to perform that particular function. If
you did the same thing, out of the median up on the frontage road, where we
cross the frontage road, purchase some right of way, and have the station,
you would have the same kind of problem in terms of pedestrian access.
However, a pedestrian waiting on that platform is better than waiting down in
the median of I94. That is probably the major negative of being located in
the median. If any of this Board stood on the platform in Portland, there is
no question, you can hear the freeway alongside of you, and so that is why
they have talked about a wider platform, and the vehicle is on either side.
We may go to some kind of barriers between the vehicle and the traveled road-
way to minimize that impact also.

Chairman Finley commented that the point is that you are providing a safe .
access from the bus, if it is in the median on 194. Mr. Wolsfeld said yes,

get off the bus, sidewalk, and down, they would not cross any. If the buses

are located on those sides, the other thought is to pull them off. The MTC

would prefer to leave the buses on the street if they could rather than have

them pull off the street, pull into an area, drop people off. This adds
significantly to the travel time. They are Tooking at both of the options,

but if they could put them on the bridges, and there is enough capacity, that
appears to be the preferred alternative.

Commissioner Schaber would 1ike to know if they have included in the cost
estimates, regardless of which way they structure this. Mr. Wolsfeld said
they are working on those park and ride locations. The budget for Midway
Corridor is $1.2 million for park and ride, that is a little on the thin
side he thinks. There is still the question of how much park and ride does
one provide, versus, do you rely upon more feeder bus and passenger pickup
and dropoff. It is probably going to be a combination of land availability
versus need, and how you trade that off.

Commissioner Schaber asked for a figure as to basically the cost of constructing
this in the median as opposed to the Frontage Road, gross cost. Mr. Wolsfeld

said he could not, they have not done that, he just has the increments. We

will have this information. The incremental cost of the median versus the
Frontage Road is that the median is from zero to $10 million dollars cheaper. .
The order of magnitude cost for the Central Corridor, this does change,

you can have Downtown St. Paul, Capitol, Midway Corridor to Oak and Washington,

Oak and Washington to Downtown Minneapolis, Downtown Minneapolis tunnel to the
Convention Center, and that whole package including the yards and shop in RTB's
plan varies between $372 and $430 million dollars in 1991 dollars. We have been
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using $400 million, and the variation depends upon which of these corridors
is selected. The order of magnitude cost for Midway Corridor from Oak and

Washington to Downtown is in the $100 million dollar range. He is talking

about a difference of zero to 10%.

Chairman Finley asked if there are any other questions regarding the
recommendations as to I-94, the two alternatives for [-94, the recommendation
is to be in the median.

Commissioner Salverda asked if this came through the Advisory Committee,
what was the dialogue on this.

Chairman Finley said he could speak to the Inter-Governmental Committee,
which was a poorly attended meeting, questions were about the same type which
have been asked today, but it was unanimous on this particular alignment. He
does not know about the Midway Corridor Task Force.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere reported that the Midway Corridor Task Force was that they
voted, with one abstention, in favor of it. There was a discussion of the
Frontage Road as being a good option, but it was similar to University Avenue
bec%Heemof slower speed. For that reason it was felt advantageous to keep it

edia

Commissioner Schaber said we are going to be asked to make a decision as to
whether we go Frontage Road or median, but how does that interreact in getting
into downtown St. Paul, are there significant advantages and/or disadvantages
of going one way or the other.

Mr. Wolsfeld said no, they are different, there is no basic tripling of costs,
or those kinds of things. To get out of the median is obviously more difficult
than to be on the North Frontage Road, but if you are going from the median
directlyto downtown which is some of the alternatives, you have to go across
half of it, if you are on the North Frontage Road, you have to go across both
sides of 94. If you are going to go on the north side of 94 to provide
different service to the Capitol, then you are on the North Frontage Road,

and you are already up there, then you have to come out of the median and

go across it. In terms of the total, it is not a significant.

Commissioner McCarty asked about the stations, as passenger comfort needs
supporting. Mr. Wolsfeld said, first, there will be an elevator in each of
those stations so if you don't want to use the stairwell, the elevator will
be there. But, you have to make about a 20 foot transition from the bridge
over 94, down to that center platform. The nice thing about it is that we do
not have any constraints, we can push that station as far away as possible.
They are talking about maybe moving it a little more, then they could build
a pedestrian crossing at a 1/4 mile street down, and get access from both
ends to the station, so some of the neighborhoods could walk right to the
pedestrian crossing and access down, which is another advantage. There will
probably be some steps, then a landing, and some steps and a landing, and
down you go.
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Commissioner McCarty asked about the elements. Mr. Wolsfeld said when there

is snow, ice, this is the disadvantage of being in that median. We are

talking about doing some things in terms of barriers to mitigate that. Portland
has more rain than we do, and it is not a problem, but it is not blowing up from
the freeway, there is enough separation for that. There also will be shelters
on the platform, and probably windscreens on the platform. It is very different
to be standing in the median of a freeway waiting for light rail versus being up
next to that North Frontage Road, kind of off the roadway waiting for a vehicle.
[t is a different experience.

Commissioner Schaber would be very concerned about steps going down and up,
there is a tremendous 1iability exposure there, if they were not covered, or
an escalator or something. You have four to five months of the year that you
have some problems.

Mr. Wolsfeld said you can put escalators in, and it is obviously a maintenance
and a cost item, but the higher volume stations you might have to.

Chairman Finley said we have seen it in Washington, where there are lots of
people, with huge escalators.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said that in Calgary they have enclosed stations in the .
freeway. Mr. Wolsfeld showed a slide from Calgary, you can cover that very easily.

Chairman Finley does not think there is any question when you get to the station
design, we are going to have to cover any access to any of these regardless of
where we are in any of the alignment, any stairways, anywhere you have to be
moving up and down, you have to be covered.

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

WHEREAS, As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study others
in greater detail; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on these alternatives have been made by the Inter-
governmental Committee, Downtown Task Force, Midway Corridor Task Force,
Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board, and other; Now, Therefore, Be
It

RESOLVED, That in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor
on I-94 from the Soo Line intersection with I-94 to Rice Street, the
alternative of LRT in the median of I-94 will be examined further.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0 .
Motion adopted.
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James Tolaas presented the University Alternatives, University is obviously

considerably a different section than 1-94 provides in that it is an
arterial street, it is anticipated to travel much slower, it has stations
spaced at 1/2 mile intervals instead of one mile intervals at all the major
intersections. The real difference in what we are looking at in terms of
alternatives at this point is how often you let cars cross that street, and
how often you let pedestrians cross that street.

Mr. Tolaas showed some aerial shots of University Avenue, starting at the
west end, the University Stadium, Beacon Street, the University itself,
Washington Avenue. Beacon is the actual street portal for the University

of Minnesota tunnel where it will exit. For information on all corridors,
they all have to meet up with that portal, whether it be the southern
alignment, University or the BN Pierce Butler. This shows that it is a very
well developed section, commercial properties, very heavily transit and
pedestrian traffic. Another shot was shown with Prospect Park, a University
of Minnesota parking lot, the University Transit. The intersection of Highway
280 was shown with the University Alignment, this is extremely well developed
all the day down, and this is the one constraint that we have, there is a
Timited amount of right of way, and you cannot get into too much of right of
way taking without affecting businesses substantially.

Another shot showed the West Gate Development Park which will be developed,

a shot of Portland which shows what an arterial street configuration can look
like, we have two lanes in each direction, LRT down the middle of the street,
in this case there is a fairly narrow sidewalk. We would have to allow this
on the University section, but it does show how it fits, how close traffic
can be in terms of pedestrians, etc. In this case they have elected not to
have a barrier in the center. At this point pedestrians could cross at any
Tocations, this does present a safety consideration issue which we need to
Took at. Power poles are on the sidewalk side. In addition, when you look
at Minnesota climate, we have to look at snow storage requirements, and what
that splash of vehicles going by may introduce.

Mr. Tolaas continued, LRT on University requires a far side station design,
and what that means is that you go through the major intersection before
stopping at the station. He pointed out how this would Took, and the
configuration. This showed the left turn slot very similar to University
Avenue, it is built into the shadow of the far side station. The footprint
this makes on the side of the intersection is used by the left turn slot at
the opposite intersection.

In fairness, we should point out that what he is showing is steps style
vehicle without the high platform, so visually that platform and station
may look a little more obtrusive. He showed different shots of this same
configuration to show vehicle and pedestrian control. Obviously at the
major intersections, you have to provide a different type of system to
support vehicle traffic, and the signal system has to be compatible. The
intent is obviously to allow a prioritized entry into those intersections
of the LRT itself. You have to clear those intersections to allow the
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train to get through and make up some of the time that is lost by stopping

at all the stations. A shot of one of the intermediate pedestrian crossings
that we are considering was shown, this will allow pedestrians to cross, but
you want to force them through, to look up the track to make sure the train

is not coming as LRT can be very quiet, but speeds on University are not
considered to be that high, and you really want those patrons to Took up the
track to make sure a vehicle is not coming, and then proceed across. In this
case they have not elected to put a barrier in the middle, but we would forsee
a fence or something that would keep these people from crossing at any location.
In this case there is only one lane of traffic to cross, you have a buffer
between the lane itself, you have bike path, you have a boulevard and the
sidewalk. On University you would have to be crossing two full lanes of
traffic, two sets of tracks, and two additional lanes on either side, it

is quite a difference. You do want to have some sanctuary or refuge area

in the middle when the pedestrian gets across two of the lanes, he can actually
stop and rest, and wait for a clear crossing.

A shot of the intersection of Snelling Avenue was shown, this is a very well
developed section, this is its assest that it is well developed transit service
with a lot of patronage to commercial businesses along the frontage, and it
requires some pedestrian friendliness, and vehicle friendliness in order to

maintain its vitality. .

The intersection of Dale Street was now shown, you can see the number of

turn slots that have been provided on University Avenue. This basically
allows unrestricted vehicle movements at all of the cross streets. You can
cross, you can left turn, all the vehicle movements are basically unhampered.

Chairman Finley asked what the sub-alternatives are that we are going to be
asked to eliminate.

Mr. Tolaas explained the basic differences in the alternatives that we have
looked at is how accessible it is to go to those cross streets for both
vehicle traffic and pedestrian crossings. The initial review  Tlooked at
1/2 mile intersections, Dale, Hamline, Lexington, Snelling, and only allow
vehicle movements for left turn slots at those major intersections, and
similarly only allow patrons to cross at those major intersections. What
they can Took at in addition to that is taking 1/4 mile sections and
allowing left turns as well. Right turn in, right turn out are always
provided for, but left turn movements and cross traffic movements are under
the 1/2 mile, 1/2 mile concept, are restricted to the major intersections.

The second alternative is the quarter mile intersections which makes it some-
what more accessible, but certainly not as accesible as currently which is

about every 1/8 mile. What the compromise is is to provide a 1/4 mile left

turn slot, and 1/8 mile pedestrian crossing so that the pedestrians can at .
least cross from one side of the street to the businesses on the other, cross
over and walk one block to access a station or whatever. The tradeoff of

that is every time you have introduced another intersection and signalization

you slow that vehicle down, and the fastest scenario is where you have 1/2
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insections,1/2 mile stations, 1/2 mile pedestrian crossings, you are talking
about a 26 minute run, as compared to 173 and 19 on 1-94. When you introduce
those 1/4 mile intersections, you add a couple of minutes, you are up to 28
or 29 minutes. When you add the 1/8 mile pedestrian crossing, they feel it
will drop off to about a 32 minute run, which compared to a 173 minute looks
to be a fairly dramatic shift at that point. The vitality of University and
its advantages that it has a well developed commercial section, has complete
land development on both sides, you have heavy transit use already, heavy
pedestrian traffic, patronage will be very good. They have already extremely
good patronage on the bus system. The bus is on a 37 minute schedule. We

do pick up a little bit from the bus service, but we are not picking up a
tremendous amount.

Chairman Finley feels that everyone is familiar with University, but we should
concentrate on what it is that we are being asked to do, the three alternatives
are 1/2 mile stations, 1/2 mile or 1/4 mile intersection turning, and 1/2 mile
1/4 or 1/8 mile pedestrian. He asked that Mr. Tolaas give the pros and cons as
it relates to parking, accessibility.

Mr. Tolaas said the tradeoff is when you introduce the zigzag. At an earlier
Work Session when you introducedthat refuge area that the pedestrian needs to
cross at intermediate points, it takes up a width of right of way in the middle
of the street section. Where we are talking of only 1/2 mile intersections when
we get by the station, we can weave that traffic back out and allow for parking
along the street. When we introduce that crossing for the pedestrians, that
refuge area uses up the parking space, and what we end up doing is each time

we are trading some of that available parking or potentially extra width in our
sidewalk area to buy those pedestrian crossings. In looking at sidewalk widths,
which are similar to what was seen in the Portland slide, we are talking about
seven to eight foot sidewalk widths at present. If you are looking at a section
where there are ten foot platforms, you have left turn slots added at those 1/4
mile intersections, there are ways to narrow that, we could go to nine foot
platforms, could pick up a foot or two here or there, but basically without
right of way acquisitions we are looking at fairly narrow sidewalks, we are
losing most of the parking, if not all of the parking on University with those
1/8 mile pedestrian crossings. The City has asked us to look at weaving factors
and whether you can cheat on lane alignments at the intersections. You could pick
up a few feet, but you will not pick up a whole lane, or parking slot.

Commissioner Ahrens is asking under which alternative are we presuming that there
will be no bus. Mr. Tolaas said at present the ridership forecasts assume there
will be bus service with any of the three alternatives we are looking at here.
The frequency of bus service will be greatly reduced, but there will be for
ridership purposes.

Commissioner Ahrens then wanted to know assuming there is going to be a bus
regardless, how do you account, in terms of your ridership comparisons.




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority .
June 26, 1990

Mr. Tolaas said that the bus service for each of the three major build
alternatives does vary, the supporting feeder bus network and local service
is structured differently for a BN alignment as it would for University or
[-94. When we are looking at University and these alternatives, there is

a skeletal bus system remaining on University Avenue for ridership fore-
casting. It is assumed that it will be in the area of 1,000 to 1,500
riders per day, and that the level of service will drop off to say 1/2

hour headways. It is really to provide the elderly ggrson or whoever has
been using some of those businesses, who is getting/at one corner, and
riding three blocks up, and getting off at another corner.

Chairman Finley said the three alternatives that you will be talking about
today on University Avenue, there would be a bus on all three alternatives.
Mr. Tolaas said this is the case, at about 1/2 hour headways, and it doesn't
cut significantly to the LRT ridership.

Mr. Tolaas added, in looking at ridership, they are trying to look at overall
transit ridership, we are not just looking at LRT or bus, we are looking at
combined transit.

Chairman Finley asked how many lanes of traffic would there be with these .

three alternatives.

Mr. Tolaas explained the configuration under any of these is allowing for
two lanes in each direction, because of the restrictive width the bus would
be forced to stop in the right through lane of traffic, and in addition, if
we are looking at even left turn slots, if you put in a left turn slot, it
takes out a whole block and a half of parking. The option could be to leave
that lane and a half of parking in, and let people left turn from the left
through Tane, and restrict it from four to six o'clock. You can get into
some of those things, but it obviously has traffic implications.

Chairman Finley was trying to make the point does it make any difference
on any of these three, and Mr. Tolaas said, no, in each case, the bus would
stop in the right through Tane, and the parking means you would lose about
half the parking when you introduce half-mile intersections.

Chairman Finley referred to page 15 of the documentation, where the alternatives
for travel time, impact, and Mr. Tolaas said they are recommending the 1/8 mile

pedestrian crossings, 1/4 mile intersections, 1/2 mile stations. A1l of the

on street parking is lost under probably the recommended roadway design. What

we are looking at in terms of compromise is seeing what type of narrowing, etc.

Commissioner Salverda had the same question as before, what kind of dialogue
and discussion took place at the Advisory Committee. .

Chairman Finley said it was unanimous at the Inter-governmental Committee,
the questions were along the same line, the concern on University just as
University because of the parking, the understanding that there will be no
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parking, understanding that there will be a problem with snow storage, and
those types of questions were raised then, they all know about it.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said of all of the recommendations being recommended here
today were approved by all of the Committees.

Chairman Finley added that one of the things on University Avenue, and the
reason for the recommendation of 1/8 mile pedestrian crossing is the fact
that we had it at our Work Session, that we have to get the people from

one side of the street or the other if this is really a commercial street,
and we can't just have them running across the tracks any place. As result,
the closer we get the pedestrian crossings, the less interference you have
with movement for commercial purposes of the walking public. I think that
it was probably one of the things that really had not been looked at as to
how you get from the north side of the street to the south side of the
street if you have this new vehicle in the middle of the street, you do not
want people just crossing the tracks at any place, not even at the corners.

Commissioner McCarty asked what impact will we have with regard to emergency
vehicle access, like Midway Hospital, are there any other emergency conditions
and situations. Mr. Tolaas said they have sent a letter to Fire and Police
to introduce their coordination as to what requirements they would look for,
they would preempt the signals, the barrier is an eight inch drive over

curb to keep autos from moving off the roadway into the LRT system. At 1/4
mile intersections, they could cross, but he would imagine they could drive
over that eight inch curb if they really had to. That will certainly be
lTooked at. They have priority. In fact St. Paul has already said that is

no problem.

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

WHEREAS, As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study others
in greater detail; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on E@ﬁse alternatives have been made by the Inter-

governmental Committee, Down dn Task Force, Midway Corridor Task Force,
Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board, and others; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, that in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor
on University Avenue from Oak/Washington to Rice Street, the alternative of
1/4 mile intersection spacing, 1/8 mile pedestrian crossing spacing will be
examined further.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0 1 o9
Motion adopted. gwq‘ J\
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Chairman Finley commented that we are being forced into spending hundreds

of thousands of dollars looking into all these. There is a consensus that
University Avenue is not going to do what light rail is going to do, but

we are forced into it because of the requirements to look at it from the EIS
and from the City standpoint. We may have to rehash this as none of these
three alternatives meet what we consider criteria.

Chairman Finley called on Dick Wolsfeld to take the alternatives 3 and 4
together to speed this up.

Mr. Wolsfeld explained the differences here will be how do we get out of
University, and then we have a break at Raymond, and then over to Lexington,
there are some alternatives, either down on Pierce Butler, up on Energy Park
Drive, or along the transitway, or cutting through a rail yard. He ran all
these slides at the same time.

The slides showed the proposed location of the busway between the East Bank,

West Bank, St. Paul Campus of the University, and the alternative here is to

be on the south side of the busway, that same right of way to be in the center

of the busway, or to cut through a rail yard. Mainly, the issue related as

to whether there was sufficient right of way available to do that, initially .

to find the alternatives, that was questionable as they got into more of the
engineering studies of that, they found with very few exceptions there is
sufficient right of way to run the light rail adjacent to, and south of that
bus way. Running it on the busway where you have the buses running over the
track presented some operational difficulties, so once they found that the
right of way was available, and they could get rid of the operational problems,
and not have to find an alternative route, most of the committees agreed that
was the preferred location, and is to be on the south side of that transitway.
They then end at Raymond, so that is the proposed location to be adjacent to
that busway. The busway had then left us and gone up to the St. Paul Campus.

The kind of construction and image that exists in that area is similar to what

he showed on a slide from Portland, you might view that as going underneath the
bridge at 280, with the 1light rail transit. Now, we are at Raymond, and we have
two options, to go from Raymond over to Lexington, and those two options are one,
to go along Pierce Butler to get there, the other is to go up on to Energy Park
Drive, and to follow Energy Park Drive through the area.

Another slide could be used to think of 1rt in the median of Energy Park Drive,
you can see it is a fairly circuitous kind of route through that area, there are
a lot of driveways and curbcuts, and individual properties that exist along the
area and the LRT would be impacted. In some cases we would have to allow right
turn in and right turn out only, and not allow the vehicles to cross that. On
the major public streets we would allow that crossing. Whereas, when we get o
to the Pierce Butler alternative generally it is differentiated, there are not
many curb cuts and it is easier to fit the LRT into the area. Back on Snelling
they are both under Snelling.
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Mr. Wolsfeld pointed out the intersection with Lexington, and then they come
together, they would either be along Pierce Butler, or we are now coming out
of Energy Park Drive, across this parcel, and then into that BN right of way.
This is that one section where we would be in alongside of the BN right of
way, and then it is the same alignment alternative to get into downtown

St. Paul, so the options exist from Lexington up to Raymond, and from Raymond
to University. The Committees generally felt that there is less interference,
and LRT would work a little better on the Pierce Butler side than on the
Energy Park Drive.

Recommendation is to be adjacent to the transitway, first that the right of
way is being acquired and there is sufficient right of way with minor
exceptions to provide that. It does provide potential to service the area
between 280 and 27th Avenue, where if you get up on that RR right of way,

you are in the middle of a very old RR yard with Tittle potential for service,
and by operating adjacent to rather than alongside, or in the same right of
way as the transitway, we avoid some operational and safety problems.

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

WHEREAS, As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study others
in greater detail; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on these alternatives have been made by the
Intergovernmental Committee, Downtown Task Force, Midway Corridor Task Force,
Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board, and others; Now, Therefore,

Be It

RESOLVED, That in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway
Corridor on Burlington Northern Pierce Butler Route from Fourth Street to
Raymond Avenue, the alternative of LRT adjacent to the University of
Minnesota Transitway will be examined further.

ROl Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0 R 407 C
Motion adopted. / J

Mr. Wolsfeld then said the recommendation on the piece from Raymond to
Lexington, there the recommendation is to be on Pierce Butler, the right
of way is more readily available, we can get slightly higher travel speed,
because of the lack of that interference in Energy Park Drive, and there
is less interference with that adjacent development.
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Commissioner Ahrens has very mixed feelings about going this way, it is
just who is going to ride it, whether this is the tradeoff we want to make
at this point.

Jim Tolaas said that the Task Force concern was that they felt that the

Energy Park might provide better access to the business frontage, but if

you look at the station locations, the stations for the Pierce Butler align-
ment are only about a block off from what the Energy Park stations would be.
Even though the alignment looks to be away from Energy Park business, it does
serve that area. Regardless of how close the train may pass by a business

it is only where you can get on and off the vehicle that counts, and the
station locations do provide access with either alignment, but it does provide
what is considered reasonable access.

Commissioner McCarty asked about the travel time, and Mr. Tolaas said it is
only a couple of minutes, it could be 24 to 25, the recommendation is for
the quicker time.

Commissioner Schaber would like to know if there are any projections on

ridership differential between the two alignments. Mr. Wolsfeld said there

isn't. The two major things that impact the riderships is the travel time,

and then the proximity of the stations to people who want to be served. .
When you Took at where the stations are as opposed to where the route is to
connect them, they are very very close, so at this point, you say the patronage

is about the same.

Chairman Finley said that Energy Park essentially goes from Snelling to
Lexington, so where would the station be on the Energy Park route. Mr.
Tolaas said one would be on the side of the Bandana Square Development.

One would be in the area in the old K-Mart parking area, and the other
would be to get over Lexington. On Pierce Butler there would be one at
the Snelling intersection, and also at the Lexington intersection. The
right of way on Pierce Butler is sufficient to support an LRT installation.
where on Energy Park Drive you would actually have to buy an additional
right of way.

Commissioner Ahrens cannot conceive of anyone using that access to Energy
Park, the distance is quite a walk, it would take a hardy person. Chairman
Finley said he would think you would have buses going into Energy Park,
similar to a Circulator. There has been no indication from the businesses
in Energy Park that they would provide shuttle service.

Mr. Tolaas said one of the big concerns is that when LRT goes down Energy
Park Drive, it does restrict auto movements to right in and right out.

Commissioner McCarty moved the following recommendation, seconded by .
Commissioner Schaber.
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WHEREAS, as part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study
others in greater detail, and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on these alternatives have been made by the
Intergovernmental Committee, Downtown Task Force, Midway Corridor Task
Force, Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board, and others; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor,
on Burlington Northern Pierce Butler Route from Raymond Avenue to Lexington
Avenue, the alternative of LRT on Pierce Butler Route will be examined
further.

Rol1l Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - O in) ,
Motion carried. hlb

Dick Wolsfeld discussed Downtown St. Paul, they had narrowed a series of
alternatives down to three options that were analyzed in some detail, and
those three operations were contra flow operation on Cedar and Minnesota,
with a two way semi-transit mall on Fourth Street, and then a two-way semi-
transit mall on Cedar, with contra flow operation on Fifth and Sixth,

and then the third alternative was a semi-transit mall on Cedar, and a semi-
transit mall on Fourth Street, and then reversing the direction of traffic
flow on Minnesota, and converting Robert to a one-way northbound. So, you
have a contra flow loop on Robert and Minnesota, just as we have the same
on Wabasha and St. Peter. So, Cedar would be taken out of the street
system, and then you would have a system of one way streets throughout the
downtown area.

As they did the evaluation with the Downtown Task Force, they started looking
first at traffic, and with putting the stations on Fifth and Sixth Street, this
required them to go down to one lane of traffic in each direction on Fifth

and Sixth Street. Given that Fifth and Sixth connects to 94 to the East, and
with all the new constructions and connections that have been made to Fifth

and Sixth Street through the tunnel area, that is a major East-West connector
and they found out that there is not sufficient excess capacity in the downtown
street system if they would close those streets down to one lang in each
direction. So, the Committee unanimously decided to drop that alternative.

They then did more detailed studies of this alternative B and alternative M,
and those studies focused on concerns about alternative B if there is a major
problem at the intersection of Fourth and Cedar, where we would have to make

a turn so they would continue with the contra flow operation. That intersection
would require them to shut that entire area down when a vehicle would move
through there, and that would happen every seven minutes. This was a major
concern.
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Mr. Wolsfeld continued, the next one is the impact on the Norwest Center,
we have a major impact on them in that their loading dock is located,

and they have a drive thru, as well as a parking exit, and we would shut
down the drive thru bank facility at the Norwest Center. That was not
received with a Tlot of enthusiasm, and they could not find an obvious
location to relocate their loading dock. Next, with this alternative,
those are station options, we only have two stations in the downtown area,
whereas with the two-way, two-way semi-transit mall we have three stations.
There is the Lowertown between First National and Kellogg and then another
area to serve the World Trade Center Complex in the Town Square area. The
last consideration there was also some impacts on the parking ramp access
to the Holiday Inn drive-thru facility would be cut off, and they would
also have to shut off one of the entrances to the parking ramp.

There were some significant impacts as they dropped down to a finer level

of detail, and he did not go through all of them, but he showed the scale

of each level they were looking, so they looked at each entrance, each

loading, skyway access, how the system would function, the ability to get in

and out of all of these driveways, and on the basis of that, the unanimous
conclusion of the Downtown Committee was that this alternative of a two way
semi-transit mall on Cedar, and a two way semi-transit mall on Fourth Street .

that this was and is the preferred alternative. He is very happy to report
that this Committee completed this work four months ahead of schedule. It
was a very complex subject, they worked very hard, and he thinks they did a
great job.

Commissioner Ahrens asked if they looked at how the South Corridor into
Dakota County would access this.

Mr. Wolsfeld said they did, he showed the alternatives, and on some of

his Tayouts they drew it in, where they could have an extension to the
south, so the corridor from the south could be between Wabasha and Robert
and come right out of that intersection. The second alternative is to go
out the east, and then go along the Lafayette Freeway, and cross the river
to get to the south. So, the options are over at the Lafayette Freeway or
between Wabasha and Robert Street. On the preferred alternative they did
not draw it, he pointed this out. This would leave a full range of options
to the south open.

Chairman Finley said by semi-transit mall you mean that vehicles would be

able to get in and out of parking ramps, and that type of thing. Mr. Wolsfeld
said yes, it would be one Tane available for automobile access with the

exception of where the stations are located. Where there is a station

Tocated, that takes the entire block in order to provide the platform and

the sidewalks, there is a center platform, light rail in each direction,

and then when there is a semi transit mall there is that automobile access .
and the sidewalks remain. Where we have a lane to get access to the loading
docks, parking ramp facilities and alleys.
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There next phase of work with this is to go and meet with each of the
individual property owners along that alignment, and talk about the

impacts of light rail on their facilities, so we know how the loading docks
operate, the importance of the alley, the hours of operation, the parking
ramp access, and work with each of the individual property owners.

Chairman Finley said each of the main businesses have been represented,

or were at informational meetings where they had an opportunity to be made
aware of this. Mr. Wolsfeld said both Bill Buth of BOMA and Richard Hadley

of the Chamber did an excellent job of getting the building owners/and/or
managers both to the Downtown Forums which were held as well as representation
on the Task Force.

Chairman Finley was very impressed with the attendance at those meetings and
the information that went out, as they had an opportunity to be heard, and
the issues that they were comfortable that they were receiving enough in-
formation, and that their issues would be addressed. He concurs with Mr.
Wolsfeld that he thinks that we have to give them a lot of applause for this
is a very, very difficult decision, possibly more so than some of the other
alignment decisions that are made on Corridors. Yet, this was made far
ahead of schedule by people who took of their time to make sure that they
were properly represented, it is a credit to the business community and
property owners as well, and he feels the Board should put together a
resolution to this effect if someone would 1ike to make a motion, so that
Ms. DeSpiegelaere could put together a resolution that we could send to
BOMA and to the Chamber, as well as the Task Force Membership for getting
out the work, and also being able to make a decision far ahead of schedule
which really helps us.

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

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has formed a Downtown
Task Force to make recommendations on alignments for Light Rail Transit
within Downtown St. Paul; and

WHEREAS, The Saint Paul Downtown Task Force has held regular meetings to
review information and has made a recommendation on the surface alignment
for Light Rail Transit in Downtown Saint Paul several months ahead of
schedule; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority commends the
members of the Saint Paul Downtown Task Force for their work, and especially
commends Bob Bach, who has chaired the Task Force meetings, Rich Hadley and
Bill Buth, who have brought together all affected parties who participated
effectively in the process of light rail transit planning.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - O ~
Motion adopted. QL a0 ’)A\
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Commissioner Schaber has another thought, the possibility of going toward
the Airport, how do we get out of the downtown area if we wanted to do that.

Mr. Wolsfeld said it would be with great difficulty, it is very difficult to
imagine a transition to Shepard Road and/or West Seventh Street out of that
downtown area, as Fourth Street deadends at the Civic Center. Then the grades
at Kellogg down to Shepard Road are severe, so you have the option of staying
high and then going down, you either go on the north side or south side of the
Civic Center Complex, and both of those, the new intersections of 7th and 8th
and 5th and 6th are full, there is an excess capacity, and you have grade
problems to make that connection. They have not spent a lot of effort on that
connection, it is in the Category 4, at the end of the time period, it will
take some work and ingenuity to work that out.

Chairman Finley said that would be true with any option downtown. Mr.
Wolsfeld did not want to bring up the tunnel issue, but imagine this in a
tunnel, and trying to make that connection. You cannot have an underground,
there is a lot of engineering and safety problems with an underground at grade
connection with tracks crossing. To make that connection with a tunnel would
be even more difficult.

Commissioner Ahrens mentioned when we get to the next section, she did want .
to bring up the high platforms which she has a concern, as we discuss this in
our intergovernmental groups that our position may not be receiving its proper
interpretation. She does not know how you are going to interpret that when you
talk to the business community, as it is certainly going to make a difference

to them whether we have high or low platforms in terms of what it does to the
street. She thinks we ought to as a Board take another look at high platforms,
not that we may not use it, but just in terms of the policy statement that we
passed, as she does feel that it is being quoted, and apparently both Anoka

and Hennepin both have a position on this, it sounds like we are all locked

in and that they are driving a position of high platform, and she is not sure

we are ready to do that yet. She does want to bring that up for some discussion
later.

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

WHEREAS, As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study others
in greater detail; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on these alternatives have been made by the Inter-
governmental Committee, Downtown Task Force, Midway Corridor Task Force, Capitol
Area Architectural and Planning Board, and others; Now, Therefore, Be It .

RESOLVED, That in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor
in Downtown St. Paul, the alternative of two-way LRT on a transit mall on Cedar
Street and Fourth Street will be examined further.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.
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James Tolaas discussed the Capitol Area, and he pointed out the alternatives
that were considered at University and North, Jackson Street on the far east,
Marion, and Cedar Street down the middle of St. Paul, and of course, the mall
area at the Capitol itself.

Using two major screening criteria, one being that LRT has to function on
5% or less on grades, and the urban design consideration is very important
in the Capitol area, because of the Capitol Area Board interests they have
in the mall area,the functional interests they have, not only the Minnesota
Veterans Vietnam Memorial they hope to build in their court of honor, all
these esthetics are important. What has been left after these screening
criteria, with some significant grade modifications, University feeding into
Jackson does indeed work, Columbus Avenue going across the frontage of the
mall appears to work, to Cedar, both Marion and Rice approaching the Capitol
area work well, 12th Street at the south side of the Veteran's Building and
its location works in feeding into Cedar. They have one variation coming
off of 194, coming up either into 10th Street of 11th Street and connecting
to Cedar.

One final consideration, although it does not look favorable because of ‘the
visual impact, is a new structure across 194 coming from John Ireland
Boulevard over into 11th and 10th.

Commissioner Ahrens had a question on the 194 connections, your proposal
Tooks Tike you could only bring it way south of the Capitol, have you looked
at any other possibility of the median 194 connections that would bring it

in closer to the Capitol. Mr. Tolaas said you can climb out of the median,
at Dale Street, and come up to either St. Anthony Boulevard or come through
to catch 12th Street, this is not up 1in the center of the mall area, although
currently the job concentration is on the west side of the mall. The Capitol
hopes to build up an additional job market in this area, but currently more
of the jobs are on this side, so if you are on 12th Street you are fairly
close. The Minnesota Department of Transportation Building is the largest
employer.

Chairman Finley said the problem we have here is trying to service the
Capitol Area, but not be visually obtrusive, this is sort of a contradiction
within themselves, where they don't want it there from the visual standpoint,
but they want it there from the access standpoint.

Commissioner Ahrens feels this could be one of the highest usage areas that

we have except the University of Minnesota, and in looking at this have

you studied the possibility of even turning up and coming around so that

you circle the Capitol because it is so hard to park up there, and this would
be a real asset to them if we made it convenient, she does not think they would
get off and walk four blocks, but if it added a minute or two to getting to
downtown St. Paul, it seems to her the ridership would justify that.

Commissioner Norgard commented that the St. Paul Ramsey in this area is also
a key factor.
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Mr. Tolaas said physically you can do it, but the trade off is that you

lose time, but it adds trackage. To frame the magnitude there are about
5,000 jobs in the Capitol Area, and there are 55,000 jobs in the Downtown
area. So, in terms of looking at the minutes lost to people going downtown.
The visitor riders are another factor. This is a valid concern. The Capitol
Area is very concerned with visitor numbers.

Commissioner Ahrens said there is not an option shown, so she would like to
see an additional indication that they could skirt the Capitol, this should be
looked at as what you are selecting now sort of serves nothing, and what is
the point in studying this.

Mr. Tolaas said that the Capitol Board members who did meet with them felt

that a station in the location right in the center, have it connect with their
tunnel configuration which serves all the major buildings around the mall would

be the optimum station from their perspective. Ms. DeSpiegelaere said they did not
want it on the surface there.

Commissioner McCarty asked about the three elements, the connection between
the Airport, the Capitol and Downtown St. Paul, he is not getting a firm
grasp of that.

Jim Tolaas said it is not their intent to circumvent the Capitol, they want to .
provide the best service they can to the Capitol, but looking at overall
ridership, we do not want to lose riders who might intend to use transit to

enter St. Paul because they have to go on too long a route. If you start

making it too circuitous, riders drop off, time is a very significant element

in attracting riders, particularly those who use cars as an alternative

Mr. Tolaas, in summary, discussed the recommendation that the alignments
indicated 12th Street, University Avenue, Jackson to Columbus, and 10th and
11th which are the variations coming off 94, they eliminated the University
to Robert, the Capitol Mall ones that are directly across the mall, with the
grade problems, and also the tunnel investigation review is beginning.

Mr. Tolaas added the Capitol Area Board did not sanction the Columbus
alternative, the City of St. Paul requested we introduce Columbus as an
alternative into at least the second evaluation phase.

Commissioner Ahrens still does not think this will do the job if we are
serious about Tooking at I-94. One thing Mr. Tolaas said is that the Capitol
Area mentioned that might be one tradeoff factor is if you are coming off of
94, and have a station in front of the History Center, and could also get a
second station, at the very north end of Cedar, just as you cross the freeway,
entering downtown St. Paul, there you have targeted two points of the southern
part of the Capitol Area, they have indicated this may be one mitigated measur
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Chairman Finley said they do not want it going on University Avenue behind
the Capitol. However, Mr. Tolaas said they do want us to look at this,
but this involves a serious cut to put a low grade back there.

Chairman Finley asked what Mr. Tolaas meant by the elimination of University
Avenue. Mr. Tolaas said there are two options on the rear side of the Capitol,
one feeds into Robert Street and the grades just don't work, the other feeds
into Jackson Street and a 14 foot cut at the Capitol in the area he pointed out
would permit it, so one of them works, the other doesn't.

Commissioner Norgard, the potential, the Capitol is always going to be there,
and as they develop that area on the hill which they will, they are going to
take a Tot of rental property they have in downtown St. Paul will be moved
up there. You have to service that area, as well as service the Hospital.

Chairman Finley said what is being said is to look at another alignment, a
way to get out of I-94. He thinks we have enough from the University and
Pierce Butler alignments, but what Commissioner Ahrens is saying get up there
so that we can utilize the possibility of those alignments that could possibly
be servicing the University or Pierce Butler alignments as you come down,
like Rice Street or Marion, get up there somehow so that you can come back
around.

Mr. Tolaas asked if he is understanding that they do not only want to consider
Columbus Avenue as a connection with 194, but also cutting all the way up to
the north end to the back of the Capitol.

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

WHEREAS, As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement
preparation, it is necessary to eliminate some alternatives and study others
in greater detail; and

WHEREAS, Recommendations on these alternatives have been made by the Inter-
governmental Committee, Downtown Task Force, Capitol Area Architectural and
Planning Board, and others; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That in the Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor
in the Capitol Area, study will be continued of surface alternatives of 12th
Street, Rice Street, Marion Street, University Avenue/Jackson Street,
Columbus Avenue, 10th Street, and 11th Street and their connections to
downtown St. Paul and the Midway Corridor.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0

Motion adopted. ﬁ}Qi)” )

O\
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Coordination Plan for Light Rail Transit - Peer Review on Implementation and
Organization Alternatives.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere discussed the session on June 15th at which the implementation
and organization of LRT was discussed. She said that Commissioner Ahrens and
Commissioner Hunt may have something to say about this session.

Commissioner Ahrens said she learned three things, it was a very, very good
session, and the people they brought in were just superb. They discussed

the fact that there has to be an overall policy board to make decisions, that
hires the project manager, to run the operation, and we haven't got it. This is
one thing she learned.

The second thing she learned in terms of the turnkey, considerable time was
spent on the issue of turnkey and design build. There were two people who

sold turnkey, and two people who operated systems from the ownership point

of view, and one of those had also sold turnkey at one point, that person

made an astute comment saying that based on what he knew about the metropolitan
area of the Twin Cities our need for citizen input, he thought the turnkey was
not the way that we should go. However, she does think from what she hears
that Hennepin is moving to turnkey. There can be modifications to turnkey,

the whole thing does not have to be turnkey, you could have stations turnkey, .
or whatever. She thought this ought to be very carefully considered before
we get locked into anyone on a turnkey approach.

The third thing was that people kept saying to us that we have got to at this
time spend as much time on community participation, getting the word out to
the public, etc. They discussed one system that Tost $20 million as they had
not done the job they should have done. Having been involved in the 35E issue
for many years, she knows what neighborhoods can do. The thing she would Tike
to suggest is that we take a very close look at next year is getting someone
on staff for handling this situation in such a way that we can get directly
into the homes, she does not think it is too early to do that. We have worked
well with our citizen groups, but she thinks that now it is time to send
things directly into those neighborhoods, and get people involved who are not
active in citizen type organizations.

Commissioner Hunt wished to comment that the reason Hennepin County is so

enamored over the turnkey because it is anticipated that it would make the

grants more favorable to Federal Government. However, the impression she got

of turnkey is that it really does not have a track record for a major overall
system. The only places they have used turnkey to any extent at all have

been on the Detroit People Mover, and the Miami People Mover and the one in
Vancouver, So, as a result, she does not think that turnkey has proven itself
yet. The question you have to ask is that are you going to risk going into

an unproven type of process that could get you into a lot of difficulty, and .
is the opportunity for Federal funding all that great by going into turnkey.
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Chairman Finley feels that is a good point, that is what he felt too, it
does not have the track record, and the ones who have utilized it have not
had the cost efficiencies that they originally started out with, especially,
Tike Miami.

Commissioner Hunt gathered also from the discussion there you could not have
a turnkey on one part of the system, and a non turnkey on another part of the
system.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere commented that each county doing something different, she
does not think that would work.

Commissioner Hunt said, inotherwords, all counties have to agree as to what
extent they are going to use turnkey.

Chairman Finley said it is important, it stresses that we have to get our

act together on alignments, or those decisions will be made without us, and

this is being felt at levels other than regional levels. The continual
roadblocks that are continually be thrown, studies that are being restudied,

that have already been studied, bringing up things that the City has done is
expanding out, the Legislative Study Commission, those people are getting very
concerned, those people who have been supporters of the system are very concerned
about not being consistent because of what continues to occur at the City level.

Commissioner Ahrens said this overall policy board which we do not have is the
one that should really be making those decisions, and not county by county,

so when it comes to making a decision whether it is turnkey or design build,
that decision should really be made by an authority that is going to supervise
the whole system.

Chairman Finley thinks this is what the Legislature is going to have to address.
He thinks they will be addressing this in the next session. This is the next
step.

APTA Conference Summary -June 2- 7, 1990

Chairman Finley said we have a good report from Jim Tolaas regarding the
APTA Conference.

The Board Members agreed that it was a good report.

Non-Agenda:

Commissioner Schaber asked where we are with the underground.

Chairman Finley said we have the $100,000 which the RTB approved to recommend
to the State that the State fund $100,000 of the Study, this went through the
RTB Board last week, with our 50% match which was requested by the City of St.
Paul, even after the Downtown community themselves had chosen at an grade
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alignment, and the other is the tunneling in the Capitol area which was
requested by the Architectural Board, even though there are very serious
geologic problems in both areas.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said the study was approved two weeks ago, and this
morning they will have a meeting on this, study will be completed on schedule.

Chairman Finley said he had spoken to Dick Wolsfeld about BRW capacity
to perform additional duties, and Dick said they had people in Denver
whom they could call up, and then there was a part they would sub-
contract out. The resources are available, and there might be only a
week delay if any.

Commissioner Hunt said there was a matter which came up at the last LRT
Advisory Committee and since David Minister is here, she asked that he
clarify that for us. It was a motion on the part of Anoka County to take
some action, and even John Derus was reluctant to take action on it as it
as it had not been on the agenda. Commissioner Ahrens and she were quite
concerned about it.

David Minister addressed the Board, the Committee is grappling with the .

ten year LRT Implementation Plan, they looked at the Central Corridor, and
that takes us about seven years in the ten year time frame, and then the
question is what do you want us to show in the ten year schedule. This

of course gets into Group B, there are five corridors all in various stages
of development, some are in Federal process, some are not, and there even
those who advocate that Group C corridors be shown. The real issue is what
else in addition to the Central Corridor should be shown in the ten year
regional plan.

Dick Wolsfeld said we have gone on the theory of over programming, that some
corridors would fall behind in terms of schedule, run into neighborhood opposition
and be delayed five and ten years. Everyone knows that the resources are not

going to be there to construct all of the Group A and B corridors, but the
Legislature said put together a ten year schedule. If we put all of the corridors
on the schedule, and the budget implications of that, it is more money than we
have. They might say which of the corridors do you want to not be on the schedule,
this is a decision that staff is not brave enough to make, so the question is

do you put them all on, and they expect some of these to drop off. The issue

of what is on that ten year schedule is one that has to be decided.

Commissioner Ahrens said there are five corridors in the schedule, and one is

in the East Metro Region, and there seems to be the feeling of moving ahead

with the corridors that have the most planning, then this would not be the one

in the East Metro Area. We would like some direction from this Board as to .
what they should.do.
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Chairman Finley said there is no question that this should include all of
those in the B Category, for the ten year plan.

Commissioner Schaber moved the recommendation, seconded by Commissioner
Norgard.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said she has a disadvantage of not being at the last meeing,
but the Legislature will say that we are being over anxious.

David Minister said all of the Group B corridors have all some governmental
approved action at a point, it might be an alignment study, some might be
engineering. They would show everything that has been adopted, approved,

and put a note that further development of this corridor is subject to further
action by the County Railroad Authority. This would be one way of getting
around all five of them going to the possibility of full design and study.

Commissioner Hunt mentioned that Earl Gnan of Carver County was not happy
with that proposal that came from Anoka County, he felt that we should
concentrate on Midway and forget about anything else in the ten year period.
This is Togical and a reasonable way to go as she does not think that we will
be that far advanced into the first ten years. Also, she wondered if all

the Board Members here received a copy of the memo from the Transportation
Board that urged caution,they raised some very serious questions as to the
cost implications, and urged a lot of caution that came out, it was a very
important piece for our consideration.

Commissioner Schaber said what bothers him is that we have a Legislature
pushing Tight rail, and we need some financial commitments from the Legislature,
to be able to actually do what they say we should be doing. Financial
commitments are part of building the system, and we have to have the ability
to find some means of funding what we are designing at this point in time.
Very frankly, right we should probably call a halt to any light rail plans
until we get the funding straightened out, If we incrementally keep agreeing
then we are going to keep going further and further. We have not resolved
the basic issue as to how we are going to fund this in the metro area.

This is going to be very critical, as without that in place we have no logical
basis as to how we can go forward.

Chairman Finley said we have a consensus as to how we will fund it.

Commissioner Schaber reiterated we have to have that step there, we have to
have that funding base there to be able to move forward.

Chairman Finley said we have a motion for this, maybe the way it should be
framed, if the ten year plan goes beyond Group A, that all of the Group B
should be included, because by bypassing some of the Federal, it may be that
we will be moving faster. We do not want the South alignment to be knocked
out of the group.
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Commissioner Ahrens feels there will be some division on this, and

suggested that either all of the B Corridors be included or none of the
B included.

Chairman Finley said that if it goes beyond the A, then all of the B
should be included in the ten year plan.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Regional Railroad Authority
has completed a Comprehensive LRT Plan that identifies six
corridors in Ramsey County where light rail transit should be
constructed in the next 20 years; and

WHEREAS, The Regional Transit Board has completed a
Development and Financial Plan for 1light rail transit that
identifies 1light rail transit corridors for the next 20 years
including the Midway Corridor in Group A and the St. Paul South
Corridor in Group B; and

WHEREAS, The Midway Corridor 1is identified by Ramsey
County’s plan as the first priority for light rail transit and
the South Corridor is identified as the second highest priority
for 1light rail transit within Ramsey County; Now, Therefore, Be
It :

RESOLVED, That if the Joint LRT Advisory Committee is going
to specify a ten-year budget in preparing the Coordination Plan
for Light Rail Transit, then the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority requests that all Group B Corridors be included in the
ten-year plan if any Corridor beyond the Group A Corridors is to
be considered in the ten-year budget.

Roll Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Commissioner Salverda asked about the Minnesota Department of Transportation
embracing everything that is taken place with the RTB.

Chairman Finley thinks that Mn/DOT's representation on all of these
committees has been excellent, and the cooperation that we have gotten from
Mn/DOT far exceeds that what we would have anticipatedtwo years ago.

Commissioner McCarty mentioned at the meeting of the Transportation Alliance
last week the representatives from Mn/DOT were very favorable. Our problems
may be with the Feds.

There being no further matters to come before this Board, Chairman Finley
declared the meeting adjourned.
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ailroad Duane W. McCarty
District 1
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Warren W. Schaber
District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning /gﬁ—

SUBJECT: Update on Northeast Corridor Alignment Study

DATE: June 28, 1990

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide you with information
on progress on the Northeast Corridor Alignment Study being
undertaken with assistance from Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc.

In order to identify specific alignments that are candidates for
study in the Northeast Corridor, work has been initiated on that
subject with a technical staff committee comprised of
representatives of cities and agencies affected by this corridor
and with a Northeast Corridor Task Force comprised of <citizens
within the corridor. The Intergovernmental Committee will also
make recommendations on the Northeast Corridor. A copy of the
agency and advisory committee coordination chart is attached.

A public forum has been scheduled for Monday, July 23, at 7:00
p.m. at the East Side Branch YMCA, 1075 Arcade Street, in order
to hear citizens’ comments on proposed alignment alternatives.

Recommendation:

For your information.

KD/blk
Attachment
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John T. Finley, Chairman
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MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning '}?ﬁé;

SUBJECT: Update on South Corridor Alignment Study

DATE: June 28, 1990

The staff of Dakota County Regional Railroad Authority (DCRRA),
in cooperation with Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
(RCRRA) staff, is developing a request for proposal (RFP) for the
South Corridor LRT Alignment Study. The work program will be
similar to that of the Northeast Corridor.

Dakota County Regional Railroad Authority staff will manage the
study. The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of
the project costs will be 25 to 30% of the total.

DCRRA plans to issue the RFP in mid-July and award a contract in
September. RCRRA will be a party to the contract and will be
involved with consultant selection. Additional information will
be provided to you as it is developed.

Recommendation:

For your information.

KD/blk
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Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted with BRW, Inc. for Phase I of Preliminary Engineering
and an Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor;
and

WHEREAS, One element of that study is the completion of an
economic impact analysis for alternative alignments in the Midway
Corridor and for downtown St. Paul; and

WHEREAS, four proposals were received and compared and the
staff recommendation is to accept the proposal of Basile Baumann
Prost & Associates; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That BRW, Inc. is authorized to contract with

. Basile Baumann Prost & Associates for an economic impact analysis
for the Midway Corridor LRT Environmental Impact Statement at a
cost not to exceed $30,000.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary
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MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning %ﬁ'

SUBJECT: Authorization to Hire Subconsultant for Economic Impact
Analysis for Midway Corridor

DATE: June 28, 1990

As part of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact Statement process,
an economic impact analysis will be completed by a subcontractor to
BRW, Inc. In response to a request for proposals issued by BRW,
proposals were received from:

Basile Baumann Prost & Associates, Annapolis, Maryland

Hammer, Siler, George Associates with Manuel Padron & Associates,
Atlanta, Georgia

McComb Group, Ltd., Minneapolis, Minnesota

SGM Group, Alexandria, Virginia

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and St. Paul staff reviewed
the proposals with BRW. The recommended firm is Basile Baumann Prost &
Associates for these reasons:

" The amount and nature of transit experience was good.

2 The scope of the work program was comprehensive.

All work will be completed as part of the agreement with BRW, Inc. The
subconsultant contract will not exceed a cost of $30,000. The costs
estimated in the proposals ranged from $29,000 to 30,000.

Recommendation:

Adopt the proposed resolution.

KD/blk
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Approve Partial Payment No.
in the amount of $1,571.89.

Authorized $ignatare Date
ACTION REQUIRED

Request Justification

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services of
Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. (SRF) for the purposes of conducting a Northeast Corridor
LRT Alignment Study. Contract No. RCRRA-90-001 governs the performance of services
and terms of payment. Payment due in the amount of $1,571.89 for the period ending
May 31, 1990, has been invoiced in accordance with contract provisions. Payment
documentation is being submitted for approval. Attachments are:

1) Proposed resolution approving payment
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. 1
3) SRF, Inc. Invoice No. 1 and attachments
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oo RE‘SOlUtiOﬂ
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch,
Inc. (SRF) for the purpose of conducting a Northeast Corridor LRT
Alignment Study; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA-90-001, governs the performance of services of and
terms of payment to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. has satisfactorily
completed portions of the work identified in the referenced
agreement, and provided detailed invoice documentation for
services and costs accrued through May 31, 1990; and

WHEREAS, Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. Invoice No. 1, Partial
Payment No. 1, and attachments thereto, provide the correct
documentation of payments due Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. through
May 31, 1990; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
approves payment to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. in the amount of
$1,571.89 for services rendered through May 31, 1990.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 1

PROJECT: NORTHEAST CORRIDOR ALIGNMENT STUDY
OONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA-90-001

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59107 AGREEMENT NO:
DATE: 15 JUN 90

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL
RATLROAD AUTHCRITY

316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

ACOOUNT NUMBER 59107-020102 0.7%
TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 31 MAY 90 $1,654.62
LESS 5% RETAINAGE $82.73
AMOUNT DUE $1,571.89
LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS: $0.00

ALLOAABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: $1,571.89

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THE WORK AND DETAIL OF THE INVOICE, AND
FIND THE TASKS LISTED HAVE BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.

$1,571.89
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00 $244,865.00
$0.00 $1,571.89
$0.00
$0.00 $243,293.11
$0.00

$1,571.89 .:




ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

(1) CHARGE TO: Dept. _ Regional Railroad Authority Date June 18, 1990

(2)

Appropriation Item Consulting Services

For Accounting Use Only WARRANT NO.

Claim # Date Paid Object Amount

PAO17 020102 $1,571.89

18-20 32-41

$1,571.89
Total

(4) PAY TO: (CX
8 First Name & Initial

STRGAR-ROSCOE~-FAIISCH,
Last Name or Firm Name

23-52

53-76 -
ZC& One Carlson Parkway North, Suite 150 Soc S

Soc Sec ﬁo_
8 Address 9-32
Minneapolis, MN

City

55447 -
Zip Code 55-59

State 33-54

on Check Stub Put: .ZEX Partial Pymt 1; Inv. No. 1; NE Corridor Alignment Study

9-60
éﬁx Agreement PAO17; Acct. 59107-020102; 5/31/90

9-24

Last Name First Name

Use only if Payee and/or
Address differs from
Item &4

(6) SEND TO:

Address

Attach to the back of this form: Original Invoices, Receipts, Certified Claims

or other documents,

(7)
/s/ Bette Kurysh

Preparer's

Signature:

I declare that the above materials
for Ramsey County, allowed by law,

(8)

Authorized

and/or services have been received, are
and approved for payment.

—

signature: YL go, ogellre o>

NOTE:
Internal Revenue Service,

The vendor's Social Security Number will be used to report taxable income to the
This data is considered private under Minnesota

Statutes 15.165, but we will not be able to process this claim without it.

BA-354 (02 - 89)

FOR INSTRUCTIONS SEE ACCOUNTING SYSTEM PROCEDURES MANUAL




STRGAR-ROSCOE-FAUSCH, INC.
Consulting Engineers-Land Surveyors
One Carlson Parkway North, Suite 150

Minneapolis, MN 55447

Telephone: (612) 475-0010

Refer to File: 0901380
Invoice Date: 5/31/90

Invoice No.: 1
Ms. Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Director of Light Rail Transit Planning Period Ending: 5/31/90
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Room 316 Courthouse
15 West Kellogg Bilvd.
St. Paul, MN 55102

re: NORTHEAST LRT CORRIDOR STUDY
Agreement No. RCRRA-390-001

Summary of professional engineering services rendered during May:

CURRENT CUMMULATIVE
PERIOD TO DATE.

Total Labor and Overhead 1,652.08 1,652.08

Total Direct Non-Salary Costs 2.54 2.54

TOTAL FEE EARNED 1,654.62 1,654.62

Less 5% Retainage 82.73 82.73

TOTAL 1,571.89 1,571.89

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE THIS INVOICE 1,571.89




EMPLOYEE

Zimmer

Paulu

Baker
Bersie-Ashfeld

COMMISSION # 901380

NORTHEAST LRT CORRIDOR STUDY

PERIOD ENDING MAY 31,

CLASSIFICATION

Principal

Sr. Technician
Technician
Word Processor

TOTALS

1990

RATE/HR

80.00
39.60
34 .65
41.25

AMOUNT

1280.00
178.20
175,25

20.63

1652.08




901380 .

DIRECT NON-SALARY COSTS (SUMMARY)
PERIOD ENDING MAY 31. 1990

NORTHEAST LRT CORRIDOR STUDY
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CAT # CATEGORY

22 SUPPLIES

TOTAL DIRECT EXPENSES




CAT.

22

DATE SOURCE

31

Accounts Payable

NO.
ORGS

NO.
EACH

DIRECT NON-SALARY COSTS (DETAILS)
PERIOD ENDING MRY 31, 1990

LENGTH

NIDTH

TOTAL
COPIES

NO.
STATS

901380

PAGE 1

NO. TOTAL
UNITS ~ MILES  AMOUNT CHARGE

2.54 2.54




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION g

I Board Action Requested

Regional Railroad Authority
Originating Depa.rtment Authorize Regional Railroad Authority staff
to process payments to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch

|

I

| ’
I Inc. for work completed and invoiced in

Audxwueds | accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001.

|

I

|

ACTION REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere
2) Proposed resolution

al e i e e e e i
Budgeting and Acr.:ozu:n:i_a:l?r 2:5_’/ N {,cm &ﬁl 7A/ 70 Date / Time
County Attorney. Ll L G Vf} L 4 ‘-‘—/ﬁu Cé‘—\’ Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee’/ Meeting Date
July 10, 1990
Board Date




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

—yr—

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch,
Inc. for the purpose of completing Alignment Studies for the
Northeast Corridor; and

WHEREAS, Contract Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001, in the amount
of $244,865 governs the performance of services and terms of
payment; and

WHEREAS, The Rail Authority desires to issue prompt payment
to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. for work completed in accordance
with governing agreement requirements; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, The staff of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority is authorized to process payments to Strgar-Roscoe-
Fausch, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
agreement requirements; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, The invoice and payment documentation shall be
submitted to the Rail Authority for ratification at the next
scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, The final payment for services rendered wunder
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement No. RCRRA-
90-001 shall not be issued until approved by resolution of the
Rail Authority.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




John T. Finley, Chairman

RAMSEY COUNTY District 3
Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

: District 5
ailroad sy g
. Hal Norgard
Authority Disrct 7
Donald E. Salverda

District 2

Warren W. Schaber

District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning ?{‘)

SUBJECT: Payments to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc.
Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001

June 28, 1990

At the May 8, 1990, Regional Railroad Authority meeting, contract
Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001 in the amount of $244,865 was awarded to
Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. for the purpose of completing Alignment
Studies for the Northeast Corridor. Invoices for work completed will
be submitted monthly over the anticipated 13-month project period.

To ensure prompt payment to the consultant, we recommend the Railroad
Authority authorize staff to process payments to Strgar-Roscoe-
Fausch, Inc. for work completed in accordance with agreement
requirements upon receipt of correct invoice documentation with the
stipulation that the invoice and payment documentation be submitted
to the Railroad Authority for ratification at the next scheduled
meeting following staff approval of invoice documentation. This
arrangement follows the precedents set by agreements for work on the
Comprehensive Plan and Phase I Preliminary Engineering and
Environmental Impact Statement studies for the Midway Corridor.

Recommendation:

Authorize staff to process payments to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. and
submit documentation to the Authority for ratification.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 7

| Board Action Requested

Regional Railroad Authority Ratify Partial Payment No. 8 to BRW, Inc.
Originating Department in the amount of $75,747.93.

|
|
|
_Z%gﬁf&aw 0
Authorized ate I ACTION IS REQUIRED
I
|

Request Justification

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services

of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Phase I Preliminary Engineering/Environ-
mental Impact Statement Studies for the Midway Corridor. Contract No. RCRRA-89-003
governs the performance of services and terms of payment. Payment in the amount of
$75,747.93 for the period ending April 30, 1990, has been issued in accordance with
contract provisions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R-89-70. Payment documentation
is being submitted for ratification in compliance with the latter. Attachments are:

1) Proposed resolution ratifying payment
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. 8
3) BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 58186 and attachments

Budgeting and Accm i ﬂy @"’A‘-* A’j L Date / Time
County Attorney. HW LL“L Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Signature

Committee / Meeting Date O{
July 10, 1990 . M

Board Date Signature




i Resolution
Syt Board of

i RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, 1Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Phase I Preliminary Engineering/Environ-
mental Impact Statement studies for the Midway Corridor; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA-89-003, and the First Amendment thereto, govern the
performance of services of and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through April 30, 1990; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA 89-003, the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R89-70) the
Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments to

BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with the
agreement; and :

WHEREAS, Resolution R89-70 requires submittal of invoice and
payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification at
the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; Now, Therefore, Be It

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 58186, Partial Payment No. 8,
and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through April 30, 1990; Now, Therefore, Be
5 o

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $75,747.93

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through April 30, 1990 is hereby ratified.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

CHARGE TO: Dept. Regional Railroad Authority Date June 18, 1990

Appropriation Item Consulting Services

For Accounting Use Only WARRANT NO.

Claim # Date Paid Object Amount

APAL00 020102 | $75,747.93

15-17 18-20 32-41

$75,747.93
Total

(4) PAY TO: A

8 First Name & Initial

BRW, Tnc.
Last Name or Firm Name 23-52

. Thresher Square
53-76 ...
A i t South Soc Sec
8 Address 9-32
MN , ak

City State 33-54 ID 60-71

o ‘chieck: Stub Puts ZCS Partial Pymt 8; Inv. No. 58186; 22:5§1EWPE/EIS Studies
ay corridor——

9-60
ka Agreement PA800; Acct. 59103-020102; 4/30/90

(6) SEND TO:

Address differs from
Address Item &4

(7) Attach to the back of this form: Original Invoices, Receipts, Certified Claims

or other documents,

Preparer's Signature: /s/ Bette Kurysh

(8) I declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, are
for Ramsey County, allowed by law, and approved for payment.

Authorized Signature: Eg W
1

vV
NOTE: The vendor's Social Security Number will be used to report taxable income to the
Internal Revenue Service. This data is considered private under Minnesota
Statutes 15.165, but we will not be able to process this claim without it.

BA-354 (02 - 89)
FOR INSTRUCTIONS SEE ACCOUNTING SYSTEM PROCEDURES MANUAL




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 8
PROJECT: PHASE I PE/EIS STUDIES FOR THE MIDWAY CORRIDOR
CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA-89-003

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59103 AGREEMENT NO: PA 800
DATE: 15 JUN 90

RAMSEY COUNTY REGICONAL
RATLROAD AUTHORITY

316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59103-020102

TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 30 APR 90
LESS 5% RETAINAGE

AMOUNT DUE

LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS:

28.3%
$394,946.13
$19,747.31
$375,198.82
$289,372.86

ALIOWABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THE WORK AND DETAIL OF THE INVOICE, AND
FIND THE TASKS LISTED HAVE BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.

4:/7-/:@”93
* DATE ~

OJ%REJRNT

RCRRA SHARE HCRRA SHARE TOTAL

$85,825.96

WoOoOJoOus W=
Ll

$22,793.28
$16,204.16
$11,462.24
$25,132.71
$50,216.59
$55,234.37
$74,637.71

$75,747.93

$0.00
$331,428.99

$2,960.20
$2,162.13
$1,450.12
$3,244.59
$6,662.10
$7,274.62
$9,938.04
$10,078.03
$0.00
$43,769.83

$25,753.48
$18,366.29
$12,912.36
$28,377.30
$56,878.69
$62,508.99
$84,575.75
~$85,825.96
$0.00
$375,198.82

SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT:
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT)

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT

$1,022,840.

$1,398,039.00
$375,198

g




INVOICE
©8186

~ 4
——BRW

MINMEAPOLIS + DENVER « PHOENIX < TUCSON <« ST PETERSBURG

Mr. Ken Stevens DATE:
Hennepin County RRA
A-2307 Government Center

Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237

Mr. James Tolaas
Ramsey County RRA
316 Courthouse

15 West Kellogg Blvd.
St. Paul, MN 55102

April 30, 1990
JOB NO: 41-8923 through
41-8939, 62-8944,
62-8954, 26-8956,
62-9004 through
62-9010, 26-9001

INVOICE PERIOD: April 1 - April 30, 1990
INVOICE DATE: April 30, 1990
FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-1625272

For Professional Services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad

Authority and the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of
Phase I Preliminary Engineering and an Environmental Impact Statement for light
rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement No. RCRRA 89-003.

DUE THIS
BILLING

PAST AMOUNT
INVOICED

TOTAL INVOICED

AGENCY TO DATE

Ramsey County RRA $ 79,734.67 $ 269,137.96 $ 348,872.63

o Less 5% Retainage
o Due This Billing

Hennepin County RRA
o Less 5% Retainage

3,986.74

17,443.6¢>

13,456.88%
$ 75,747.93 $ ,681.08¢ $ 331,429.0)0

$ 10,608.45 $
530.42

35,465.05 $ 46,073.50
1,773.42s 2,303.71 68

o Due This Billing § 10,078.03 § 33,691./6e0$ 43,769./5 62

NOTE: See the attached details on cost by work tasks and allocation of cost to

each RRA.

I hereby certify that the above
statement is just and correct and
payment has not been received.

BRW, IN

4 mm
< David M. Warner, PE
Senior Associate

BRW,INC. *» THRESHER SQUARE + 700 THIRD STREET SOUTH « MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415 « PHONE 612/370-0700




— U L g PLANNING
o v TRANSPORTATION
———= ENGINEERING
u URBAN DESIGN

BAW INC < THRESHER SOUARE - 700 THIRD STREET SOUTH MINNEAPDLIS MINNESOTA 55415 P=ONE 612 37.-0700 FAX 812 3701378 I

May 31, 1990 MEMORANDUM

Jim Tolaas

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
316 Courthouse

15 West Kellogg Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55102

David M. Warner, PEEEijﬂ,,_,_

MIDWAY CORRIDOR LRT PE & EIS
PROGRESS REPORT
Reporting Period: April 1 - 30, 1990

WORK COMPLETED DURING THIS REPORTING PERIOD

1.0 Project Initiation Activities Estimated Completion 100%

2.0 Community Participation Program Estimated Completion 50%

o Midway Corridor Task Force MCTF meeting held on April 4,1990. Next
meeting scheduled for May 2, 1990.

Newsletter Began preparation of material for
Issue 7.

Technical Group CTG meeting held April 12, 1990. Next
meeting scheduled for May 9, 1990.

Downtown LRT Task Force DTF meeting held April 5, 1990. Next
meeting scheduled for May 3, 1990.

Intergovernmental Committtee IC meeting held April 10, 1990. Next
meeting scheduled June 12, 1990.

Capitol Area group Meeting held April 4, 1990. Next meeting
scheduled May 2, 1990.

City of St. Paul Several meetings held with Staff.

S8 s ek e e A RO, N - 0 s S P e A5 T AR T oW T S s .
»

MINNEAPOLIS DENVER PHOENIX TUCSON ST. PETERSBURG




Jim Tolaas
May 31, 1990
Page 2

3.0 System Planning and Engineering

Estimated Completion 80%

o Corridor Alignments

Met with John Gohman, Minnesota Transfer
Railroad on April 3, 1990, regarding
BN/PB alignment.

Continued development of northern align-
ment alternatives along Pierce Butler
Route and Energy Park Drive.

Continued development of alternative
alignments in Capitol Area connecting
corridor alignment alternatives to
Downtown alternatives.

Continued screening of Downtown alignment
alternatives.

Estimated Completion 15%

. 4.0 Route Engineering and Design

o Base Mapping

o Coordination

Prototypical Station Zone Design

1-94 base mapping is complete. Alignment
definition along Soo Line continues.
Alternative Soo Line/I-94 transition area
designs have been completed. Alternative
connections to the Capitol Area and down-
town are being developed.

Met with RTB, MTC and Metropolitan

Council to discuss transit service and
feeder bus components of alternatives.

Estimated Completion 10%

Support Facilities

Estimated Completion

Cost Analysis

Estimated Completion

Finance and Management Analysis

Estimated Completion 2%

Implementation Planning

Estimated Completion




Jim Tolaas
May 31, 1990
Page 3

10.0 Environmental Studies Estimated Completion 30%

o Scoping Met with Alan Torstenson, St. Paul HPC on
April 10, 1990, regarding analysis of
historic features.

Presented information regarding the
scoping meetings, comments and responses
to the RCRRA at a Work Session on April
17, 1990.

o Data Collection Continued collection data from various
sources for use in EIS preparation.

o Environmental Setting Continued preparation of sections of
environmental setting section of EIS
which are not dependent on final scoping
decision.

0 Alternatives Definition Began preparation of alternatives defini-
tion section.

11.0 Locally Preferred Alternative Report Estimated Completion

12.0 Phase II Preliminary Engineering Work Program Estimated Completion

PLANNED WORK EFFORT FOR NEXT REPORTING PERIOD

Continue coordination with key agency and corporate entities such as the City of
St. Paul, BN Railroad, Soo Line Railroad, Mn/DOT, and Minnesota Commercial
Railroad.

Continued development and refinement of alignment alternatives with the goal of
identifying the preferred alignment in each corridor by mid-June.

PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED

None noted this period.




Jim Tolaas
May 31, 1990
Page 4

PROJECT CONMPLETION/BUDGET REPORT (as of 4/30/90)

Contract Amount $1,398,039.00
Amount Spent $394,946.13
Percent Spent 28.2%
Percent Complete 28.9% (see attachment)

DW/1p
cc: Kathy Despiegelaere, Director of LRT, RCRRA
Ken Stevens, LRT Director, HCRRA
Project File: 41-8923 - Midway Project Management




Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Light Rail Transit
Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Impact Statement

PROJECT COMPLETION REPORT

May 31, 1990
Percent Percent Percent
of Total of Task of Project
Work Task Project Complete Complete

- Project Management 5.5% 50% 2.8%
Project Initiation Activities 1.0% 100% 1.0%
Community Participation Program 7.5% 50% 3.8%

System Planning and Engineering 10.4% 80% 8.3%

Route Engineering and Design 29.2% 15% 4.4%

Prototypical Station Zone Design 4.8% 10% 0.5%
Support Facilities 2.0%
Cost Analysis 5.1%
Finance and Management Analysis 2.0%
- Implementation Planning 2.3%
10 - Environmental Studies 27 .3%
11 - Select Locally Preferred Alternative 0.9%

12 - Work Program - 2.0%
Phase II Preliminary Engineering

Total 100.0%




ATTATCHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA - 89-003
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
INVIOCE PERIOD : APRIL 1, 1990 - APRIL 30, 1990
FILENAME: 89003 _1

' RCRRA HCRRA
WORK TASK J0B DIRECT ALLOCATIDN ALLOCATION
NUMBER 'LABOR EXPENSES #38 AMDUNT 1 AMOUNT

0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 41-8923 $2,407.60 $40.41 $2,448.01 | B91 $2,178.73 $269.28
1 PROJECT INITIATION 41-8924 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 881 $0.00 $0.00

2 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 41-8925 $9,568.94 $842,80 $10,411.74 | 901 49,370.57 $1,041.17
PROGRAN '

- —

3 SYSTEM PLANNING AND 41-8926,41-8937} !4d,?09.lﬂ $656.41 $81,565.59 | BBY $36,577.72 $4,987.87
ENGINEERING 62-8944,62-9009;
26-8956,26-9002: -

4 ROUTE ENGINEERING AND © 41-8927,41-8938: $11,950.38 $43.73 $11,994.11 ; 88X $10,554.82 $1,439.29
DESIGN 62-9004 ,62-9010'
26-9001,26-9003

5 PROTOTYPICAL STATION 41-8928,41-8939
IONE DESIGN 62-9005,62-9014

6 SUPPORT FACILITIES 41-8929,62-9006
$0.00 881 $0.00

7 COST ANALYSIS 41-8930,62-9007

8 FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT 41-8931,41-8936
ANALYSIS

$0.00 $0.00 | 90X $0.00 $0.00

9 INPLEMENTATION PLANNING 41-8932 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 901 $0.00 $0.00

10 ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES }41-8933,62-8954,
62-9015

$19,810.18  $4,113.49 $23,923.67 | 881 $21,052.83 $2,870.84

11 SELECT LOCALLY PRE- 41-8934
FERRED ALTERNATIVE

$0.00 $0.00 881 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00 | 882 $0.00

12 NORK PROGRAM- PHASE 11 | 41-8935,62-9008
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

$84,646.28  $5,696.84 $90,343.12 $79,734.67 $10,608.45

'
1
'
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APRIL 30, 1990
IRVOICE ¥D. DRAFT
JOE ¥0.  04189.23

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDIMG APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIOXNAL PERSOMMEL

PRIKCIPAL
WOLSFELD, RICHARD

SE. ASSOCIATE
RARMER, DAVID

TECHXICIAR I
LAVER, JULIE

TOTALS

HIDHAY LRT SYSTEM EXE

31.20

2, 407.60

TOTAL LABDR 2,407. 60

TOTAL THIS JOBE § Z.407.60

JOB NO. 02689.56

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD ERDIRE APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIORAL PERSORREL




INVDICE ¥O. DRAFT
JOE HO. 04189.23

FRIKCIPAL
ERICKSDO¥. BARY

ASSOCIATE
BERTELSEX, JOHH

PROFESSIOMAL II
SKOM, EBRADLEY . 7.321.60

TECHHICIA® II
BLUM. BARGARA
TILSEM, DAMIEL

SUBTOTALS

TECHHICIAM I
CROMELL. ROBERT ’ 1,305.20
JEWSEH, KEMMETH ; . 10.40
SUETOTALS 1.315.60

TOTALS 10.173.80

TOTAL LABOR 10.173.80

TOTAL THIS JOB § 10.173.80

MIDHAY LRT DHMTH SVS PLM JOE KO. 02690.02

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD EXDIMNG APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIONAL PERSORMEL
ANDUKT
PRINCIPAL
ERICKSO¥, BARY . 270.40

ASSOCIATE
BERTELSER, JOHK

PROFESSIONAL IT
SKOM, BRADLEY > 2,288.00

FROFESSIORAL I
KLEI¥, JAMES




ERM. INC.

INVOICE HO. DRAFT

JOE KO.

SR. TECHNICIAN
HAMFTRD, DOMALD

TECHAICIA® III
GILBERT. GREGORY

TECHMICIAY II
BLUM. BARBARA

TECHRICIA® I
CROMELL. ROBERT
JERSEM, KEMHETH

SUBTOTALS
TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS JOE

HIDHAY LRT-COMNUMITY PAR JOE RD.

PROFESSIDMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDINE APRIL 30, 1990

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMHEL

RATE
PRIKCIPAL

WOLSFELD, RICHARD 135.20

SR. ASSOCIATE
HARKER, DAVID

PROFESSIORAL I
COLBURY. ELIZABETH

SR. TECHMICIAM
BARTEL. DAVID

TECHHICIAR III
HANSOM, KERTOM
PATRICK. CHRISTOPHER
SUBTOTALS

04189.23

2,.509.00

18.20
2,527.20
7.924.28

7.924.28

5 7.924.28

04189.25




INVOICE MO. DRAFT
JOE N0, 04189.23

TECHRICIAY IT
FAGRELIUS, CARDLE
HAMKIHSOH, TOM

SUETOTALS

TECHRICIAR I
ASHLAKD. CAROL
BEVER. EIRA
BUCKLEY. SUSAM
DEMEY, PAMELA
FOSTER. JAME
HAMRICK. CLAUDIA
HOLH. KATHLEER
LAYVER. JOHH
LAYER, JULIE
HERRILL. GREGORE
NOLITOR. LIKDA
SCHOOMEREERS. KATHY

SUETOTALS

(=T — TN U = I - O, B |

ol ol il
PR

TOTALS 9. 728.

TOTAL LABDR 9.728.94

TOTAL THIS JOB § 9.728.94

HIDHAY LRT-SYSTEN PLAM. JOB NO. 04189.26

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDIMNE APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMMEL
ARDURT

PRINCIPAL
WOLSFELD. RICHARD . : 1.419.60

SR. ASSOCIATE
PRESTON, HOMARD 1,170.00
NARMER. DAVID “ 702.00
SUBTOTALS 1.872.00

ASSOCIATE
HEPPELHAMK. TONWY




INVOICE ¥O. DRAFT
JOE RO. 04189.23

NOORE, DOUSLAS : 72.80 145.
SUBTOTALS : 218.

TECHMICIAK III
PATRICK. CHRISTOPHER

TECHNICIAR II
FAGRELIUS, CARDLE
NICKLU¥D. DAVID

SUBTOTALS

TECHHICIAE I
BEVER. GIRA . 70.20
JENSEM, KEWRETH ; 13.00
KOLA-BANKOLE, FELICIA . 104. 00
LAVER, JULIE : 15.60
SUBTOTALS ; 202.80
TOTALS . G, 337.80

TOTAL LABOR 5. 337.80

HIDHAY LRT-ROUTE EXG. JOE ¥O0. 04189.27

PROFESSIOHAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIDD EMDING APRIL 30, 1990

PROFESSIDMAL PERSONMEL
AROURT
SR. ASSOCIATE
HARKER. DAVID : 2,028.00

PROFESSIDXAL II
SHITH. MWILLIAM

TECHHICIAN II
AMDERSDY, LAURIE 4, 461. 60
BATTEY, LINDA ¥ 3.38
HAHSOH. KWATHY 4,191.20
SUBTOTALS 8. 656.18




TECHHICIAM
EEVER. 6
JEHSEH,

SUETOT

TOTALS

HIDNAY LRT-ERVIR

I
INA
KREMMETH
ALS

0oy, STDV

INVOICE ¥0. DRAFT
JOE ¥O. 04189.23

15.
10.
26.
11, 053.

TOTAL LABOR 11,003,

TOTAL THIS JOB § 11.053.

JOE RO, 04189.33

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIDD EMDIHG APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIONAL

PRINCIPAL
WOLSFELD

SK. ASSOCI
HARKMER.

PROFESSION
KUKKEL.
HILES. H
SHITH. W

SUETDOT:

PROFESSION
HIKIKER,
HORNITZ.
HOOKALA.
HITZIG,

SUETOT

PERSDOMMEL

» RICHARD

ATE
DAVID

AL II
BETH
ARK
ILLIAN
ALS

AL I
CHRISTIAH
BAREARA
MARTHAND

JEAMKE

ALS

SR. TECH¥ICIAM
EARTEL. DAVID

TECHNICIAK
PATRICK.

III
CHRISTOPHER




IFVOICE NO. DRAFT

JOE KO.

TECHKICIA® IT
AKDERSON, BETTY
FAGRELIUS, CARDLE
HARKIHSON, TOH

SUBTDTALS

TECHHICIAN I
ASHLAKD, CARDL
BEVER. GINA
BILEGUTAY, AKTAY
BUCKLEY, SUSAH
HANRICK. CLAUDIA
JENSEX., KERMETH
KOLA-BAMKOLE, FELICIA
KRUEGER. DUFF
LANFFA. JASOH
LAYER, JULIE
HOLITOR. LI¥DA
SCHODKEMBERE. KATHY
THURY. TANI
ZINHERNAN, MICHAEL
SUBTOTALS

~ "~
by oot R D OLA
OGO b OO0 WYL NORN

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

04189.23

31.20
104.00
5.20
10.40
127.40
25.60
657.80
41. 60
1.846.00
72.80
28.60
10.40
299.00
247.00
3.510.00

17.152.98

17,152.98

et e e e e e

TOTAL THIS JOE § 17.152.98

HIDHAY LRT DNNTR SVS PLM JOE RO.

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EXDIME AFRIL 30, 1990

PROFESSIORAL PERSOHMEL
HOURS
PROFESSIORAL II
NILES., HARK 89.5
SHITH, WILLIAN 36.0
SUBTOTALS 125.5

TECHHICIAY IXI
PATRICK. CHRISTOPHER

04189. 37

ANDURT

5.119.40
2,009.20
7.1786.60




TECHRICIAR II
FAGRELIUS. CARDOLE
TECHHICIAN I
ASHLA¥D. CARDOL
BEVER., GIKA
BUCKLEY., SUSAM
JENSEM, KERKETH
KOLA-BANKOLE, FELICIA
LANPPA, JASOM
LAVER, JULIE
NOLITOR. LIMDA
SCHODMEMBERE, KATHY
SUBTOTALS

TOTALS

NIDKAY LRT ROUTE EMG DSE

ERM. IKC.

INVOICE PO. DRAFT
JOE KO. 04189.23

.20
.20
1.700.40

9.131.20

TOTAL LAEOR 9.131.20

TOTAL THIS JOE § 9.131.20

JOB RO. 06290.04

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDING APRIL 30, 1990

FROFESSIONAL PERSOEMEL

SR. ASSOCIATE
SHOLUCHOWSKI. PETER




INVDICE HD. DRAFT
JOE RD. 04189.23

MIDHAY LRT DHHTH SYS PLR JOE KD, 06290.09

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDIME APRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMKEL

HOURS AROUKT
SR. ASSOCIATE
SHOLUCHOWSKI. PETER 25.5 1,989.00

SR. PROFESSIDNAL
HALLDY, STEPHEM . 3.042.00

PROFESSIOHAL IT
WICHHAK, TODD : : 1.630.40

PROFESSIONAL I
HORHITZ, BARGARA

SR. TECHMICIAM
ELAMKENSHIF, TIMOTHY

TECHHICIAK II
HICKLUKD. DAVID

TECHNICIAK I
BEYER. GIRA : 23.40
CONMEL. DUNCAM i 182.00
SUETOTALS : 205.40

TOTALS 8.342.10

TOTAL LABOR 8.342.10

TOTAL THIS JOE & 8. 342.10




IKVDICE RO. DRAFT
JOE HO. 04189.23

MIDHAY LRT CULTURAL RES JOE HO. 04290.15

PROFESSIOHAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ERDING AFRIL 30. 1990

PROFESSIOMAL PERSORKMEL

SSOCIATE
HUDAK, JOSEPH

PROFESSIORAL II
BAILEY, THOMAS
RILEY. STEFHEW

SUBTOTALS

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS JOE §  2,457.20

INVOICE TOTALS

TOTAL LAEOR 84, 80é. 28
TOTAL CORSULTARTS

TOTAL EXPENSE

TOTAL FEE

TOTAL IKTEREST




BILLIKG SUNNARY

CURRENT PERIDD COSTS — LABOR -- -- EXPEMSES —

HOURS AROUKT REINE. DIRECTLIND
TOTALS 1812.1 26, 455. 66 $.700.05

COSTS THIS RUN

TOTAL LABOR
TOTAL COMSULTARTS
TOTAL EXPERSE
TOTAL FEE

TOTAL IMTEREST

W EMD OF BILLING




AGREEMENT NO HCRRA-89003
INVOICE PERIOD : 1 APRIL 1990 - 30 APRIL 1990
FILENANE: 89003 B

DTHER DIRECT NON-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION DEPARTMENT
AUTD/MILEAGE

OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO

POSTABE

DUTSIDE TEMPORARY HELP

DELIVERY

LIBRARY/REFERENCE

TOTAL

SUBCONTRACTORS

NONE THIS MONTH

$1,866.77
519.08
213.30
429.08
2,579.50
61.00
28,11

$5,696.84
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AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, JULY 24, 1990

10:30 A.M. - LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM - 316

Minutes of July 10, 1990 Meeting.
Chairman’s Comments

Information on Cedar Street Bridge over I-94 - Discussion
and possible action.

Progress on Coordination Plan

Progress on Ridership Forecasts for Midway Corridor -
Discussion

Quarterly Report of Payments for RCRRA April to June 1990

Ratify Partial Payment No. 9 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of
$107,136.59.

*Action is requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper

5 coliben S




MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

July 10, 1990

The regular meeting of the Board of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
was called to order at 10:45 in the Large Conference Room of 316, Court House.
Chairman Finley presided.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Duane McCarty
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Donald Salverda

MEMBERS ABSENT: Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Warren Schaber

Also Present: Ed Glaubitz, Robert Clarkson, Hugh Faville, Pat
U'malley, Kathleen Peippo, Jill Goski, Toni
Baker, Gary Simpson, Terry Schutten, David
MacMillan represented the County Attorney's Office,
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Frances Glendenning, Dick
Wolsfeld

Minutes - of the June 26, 1990 Regional Railroad Authority Meeting

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

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority approves the minutes of the
the regular Regional Railroad Authority Board Meeting held on June 26, 1990
as written.

Roll Call: Ayes - 4, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Chairman's Comments

Chairman Finley informed the Committee that yesterday they had a retreat for

the RTB, also a Board Meeting. He did get that changed at the Regional Transit
Board regarding the priorities of how MVET funds would be used. If you remember,
we had this at our Board meeting last time where we were advised that it wis
coming to that Advisory Committee, and Commissioners Ahrens and Hunt asked for
some directions. The part regarding that the Federal Fund Corridors get

priority is deleted because in Category B our South Corridor was not one * the
Federal Fund Corridors, so it just goes A which is the Midway Corridor, =

which is the B Corridors, including ours. This was deleted yesterday.
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Chairman Finley continued, at the RTB retreat this was all on light rail for
about three hours, and how we are going to be proceeding on it. The RTB is
going to take a much more active role on light rail regarding legislation and
overseeing and making sure that the plans go up there with a unified

consensus at all levels. This is a role which they are going to play, and he
thinks this is a very key role because it has come in the Transportation Study
Committee by the Legislature, which consists of legislators.

Another thing, Chairman Finley wanted to say, and he explained this to the

RTB, we have had a tremendous amount of roadblocks thrown at us as this process
has gone through by the City, and the fact that we have to deal with the
Architectural Committee, Citizen Councils, Downtown Task Force, and we have so
much citizen involvement in meetings, but we are plugging along. We have had
real good reaction from the other RTB members that feel that the County is doing
an excellent job in getting through, and weeding through it all,

Chairman Finley would like to say publicly, that it is really a credit to our
staff, we only have three people, Jill Goski, James Tolaas, and Kathryn
DeSpiegelare. They have really done a yeoman's service far beyond the call of
duty here with all of the night meetings, and unlike a lot of people who go

to evening meetings, then they take comp time, or whatever and they are entit]e.

to it. Our staff never gets a chance to take it because the next morning they
have another 7:30 A.M. meeting, after an evening meeting. A1l three of them
have been doing a tremendous amount of that. It is the reason that we are able
to move ahead. He wanted to thank Jill, Kathy and Jim really for doing that.

Chairman Finley is sure that the other members of the Board share his thanks
to the RRA staff.

Update on Northeast Corridor Alignment Study

Chairman Finley asked Ms. DeSpiegelaere to bring the Board up to date.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere addressed the Board, they have begun work on the Corridor
with Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch. Yesterday was the first meeting of the Northeast
Corridor Task Force which Commissioner McCarty chaired. There was a good
attendance, and there has been good interest in the subject. On July 23 at
7:00 P.M. a Public Forum will be held on the Northeast Corridor at the East
Side Branch YMCA.

Commissioner Norgard commented that three Commissioners have been invited

to go, and Ms. DeSpiegelaere asked who would chair this Forum, and he assured

her that one of the Commissioners should be there, with someone to back us up.

The Commissioners have so many meetings to go to, and he does not feel that

all three have to be there. We will have to start delegating different .
people to go to the meetings.
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Chairman Finley feels rather than specifically assign, he would rather have
the Commissioners try to work it out in their particular areas. The Board

has always helped each other in accommodating our schedules, that is the one
good thing that has been good about this Board, in trying to meet their
responsibilities of being at these meetings. Whatever is worked out is fine,
everyone is capable of handling these meetings, that is another nice part of
the Board is that everyone is knowledgeable enough so that they can pick it up
and do it without any problems, they know how to handle it, they know the
issues, and they know what is important and what is not important. He is con-
fident that whatever the people want to work out is fine.

Update on South Corridor Alignment Study

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said that on the South Corridor Dakota County is preparing a
Request for Proposal for a consultant, and Ramsey County will be participating
in the study. It is proposed, however, that Dakota County Staff will have the
primary responsibility for this effort, and Ramsey County will have a partner-
ship similar to that which Hennepin has with us on the Midway Corridor. They

would be the lead agent, and Ramsey County will have a voice in the decisions.

Authorize BRW to hire Basile Baumann Prost & Associates as a sub-consultant for
Midway Corridor LRT Economic Impact Forecasts.

Chairman Finley mentioned that Ms. DeSpiegelaere had been talking to a group
out at St. Thomas College who do these types of things as well. He does not
know whether or not they should be in addition to, or whether they have the
expertise to do this sub-contract work, and how this should be handled. We

had talked about St. Thomas College as they have some courses in this, and

Ms. DeSpiegelaere had taken this upon herself to talk to some of the professors
at St. Thomas College to see what help they could give to us. She has had some
meetings with them, and they said they could do something for us. He asked

Ms. DeSpiegelaere if they are qualified, and if she would like to have them on
board as well, to oversee, or how would she like to have this handled.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere explained that they would be an addition to this consultant.
The economic impact topic is of key importance to St. Paul, and as it is very
important, and sometimes it is difficult to get information on. The proposal
before you is to hire this firm of Basile Baumann Prost, for an amount not to
exceed $30,000. The people at St. Thomas are standing over my shoulders and
advising me as this is not an area in which she has a lot of expertise. Rich
Hadley of the St. Paul Chamber has a partnershp with the College of St. Thomas,
and they have really offered her some excellent advice, and she thinks this
would be a real asset in making sure that Ramsey County view of the economic
impact is complete and accurate. Yesterday she received a letter from St.
Thomas for their part of the proposal, for their part of the proposal they
would estimate their cost at $1200 with an additional $1,000, so it would

be a maximum of $2,200. This does not require action on the part of the
Board, and that is why is not being brought to you today as an action item.
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Ms. DeSpiegelaere continued, because this area is so important, and because
it is not in the transportation area, it is an economic impact, this will be
valuable information for this Board.

Chairman Finley said this is the primary reason why St. Paul has always
maintained that University Avenue should be the place, always saying because

of the great economic impact that Tight rail is going to have on it, it should
be on University Avenue, and he thinks that is why it is so important that we
have the actual data instead of someone just saying this is what happened as

we have found in the past in going around to the other cities that it has taken
a long period of time to have a positive impact, if any. Usually, they are only
at the stations. He thinks with someone who has more expertise than lip service,
that it is a good idea.

Commissioner McCarty asked with the use of the people of St. Thomas, how do they
get paid.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere explained that because of the amount of the contract, this can
be handled without Board action.

Commissioner McCarty would encourage the use of these people, as when he was .

active in Mounds View City matters, they enlisted the aid of some professor at
the University of Minnesota in addition to their consultant, and it proved to
be a invaluable asset.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere added that the College of St. Thomas has had a management
contract with the City of St. Paul, Mayor Scheibel, to do with the goal setting
so they do have some expertise with government.

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

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted with BRW, Inc. for Phase I of Preliminary Engineering
and an Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor;
and

WHEREAS, One element of that study is the completion of an
economic impact analysis for alternative alignments in the Midway
Corridor and for downtown St. Paul; and

WHEREAS, four proposals were received and compared and the
staff recommendation is to accept the proposal of Basile Baumann
Prost & Associates; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That BRW, 1Inc. is authorized to contract with
Basile Baumann Prost & Associates for an economic impact analysis
for the Midway Corridor LRT Environmental Impact Statement at a
cost not to exceed $30,000. '

Roll Call: Ayes - 4, Nays - 0
Motion Adopted.
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Update on Regional Coordination Plan

Ms. DeSpiegelaere addressed the Board, there is a meeting tomorrow of the
ﬂ?i?tb%Rgiégﬁg 85¥ Committee, at which priorities of funding and corridors
Chairman Finley asked that Ms. DeSpiegelaere tell them what the action

was, we did not, and the argument that he used was that we should not divide
Corridor B, because that was the approach they took, he could not very well
divide it, and put ours above the others, so he just said we have to treat
this uniformly. This issue comes before them tomorrow. The other part on

the coordination plan, at the retreat of RTB yesterday, because there has

been a little bit of question about the increased cost of the first corridor,
because of tunneling, and possibly tunneling by the Capitol, that he suggested
and he thought this could be brought up at the Advisory Committee that he had
suggested at the retreat that hopefully the respective RRA's will have a
better cost of the actual construction cost towards the end of the Coordination
Plan. This could possibly be tied as an addendum to the Coordination Plan so
that we, in the metropolitan area, do not run into the same problems that other
units of government have run into throughout the country, saying that you told
us one cost, and it really ends up costing this. Even if it is worse, we
are better off to be honest and forthwith than saying it is going to cost
$350,000,000,two years ago we may have said $250,000,000. We are better off
to have the actual figures. He had raised this at the time of the Development
and Feasibility Plan at the RTB because he read all the material, and material
was not consistent. They had said, no, that would be taken care of, and it
isn't. Of course, exactly that happened when the Legislative Study Commission
got into it, and said, what Hennepin County and Ramsey County have in their
plans, and you add those two together, this is not what is in the RTB Plan.

At that time when he raised the issue no one paid any attention to it at that
time except our Board. They took the advice at the RTB Staff level that as

an addendum to the Coordination Plan that any updated figures should be used,
even though it is not part of the Coordination Plan. But, then, at least
everyone will know what is going on, everyone will be on the same level,
hopefully.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere explained what it has been changed and how, previously in
the 1988 Study for the Midway Corridor, the costs were associated with
University Avenue, there would not be any right of way costs associated with
University Avenue. Now we find there will be additional costs, providing
parking off streets, we would have to buy Tand, and there may be structures,
needed to provide parking, space for stations, etc. These are coming to
Tight now with the Engineering Study.

Commissioner McCarty would like to know at what point are we taking a vote on
University Avenue.

Chairman Finley explained this to the RTB at their meeting yesterday that we
are taking a considerable amount of time, and he does not think that the Board
would even consider it, but because of the City of St. Paul and Metropolitan
Council's position, we are going through the painstaking efforts to have
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Justification for our initial feelings that this is just not going to work,

and he thinks that there will be enough data to support this. But, unfortunately,
you did not have to be an engineer, all you have to do is look at the street to
figure it out. If you take a look at the intersections of University and
Lexington, or University and Snelling, you would not have to have too many degrees
that it would be pretty difficult to put another mode of transportation in there
that will work.

Approve Partial Payment No. 1 to SRF, Inc. in the amount of $1,571.89

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

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch,
Inc. (SRF) for the purpose of conducting a Northeast Corridor LRT
Alignment Study; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA-90-001, governs the performance of services of and
terms of payment to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, 1Inc. has satisfactorily
completed portions of the work identified in the referenced
agreement, and provided detailed invoice documentation for
services and costs accrued through May 31, 1990; and

WHEREAS, Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. Invoice No. 1, Partial.
Payment No. 1, and attachments thereto, provide the correct
documentation of payments due Strgar-Roscoe-~Fausch, Inc. through
May 31, 1990; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, the Ramsey County Regional ' Railroad Authority

approves payment to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. in the amount of
$1,571.89 for services rendered through May 31, 1990.

Roll Call: Ayes - 4, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Authorize Regional Railroad Authority staff to process payments to Strgar-
Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001 for the Northeast Corridor Alignment Study.

Commissioner Salverda moved the following recommendation, seconded by
Commissioner McCarty.
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WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch,
Inc. for the purpose of completing Alignment Studies for the
Northeast Corridor; and

WHEREAS, Contract Agreement No. RCRRA-90-001, in the amount
of $244,865 governs the performance of services and terms of
payment; and

WHEREAS, The Rail Authority desires to issue prompt payment
to Strgar-Roscoe-Fausch, Inc. for work completed in accordance
with governing agreement requirements; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, The staff of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority is authorized to process payments to Strgar-Roscoe-
Fausch, Inc. for work completed and 1invoiced in accordance with
agreement requirements; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, The invoice and payment documentation shall be
submitted to the Rail Authority for ratification at the next
scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and Be It Further :

RESOLVED, The final payment for services rendered under
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement No. RCRRA-
90-001 shall not be issued wuntil approved by resolution of the
Rail Authority.

Roll Call: Ayes - 4, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Ratify Partial Payment No. 8 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $75,747.93

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

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, 1Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Phase I Preliminary Engineering/Environ-
mental Impact Statement studies for the Midway Corridor; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA-89-003, and the First Amendment thereto, govern the
performance of services of and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed 1invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through April 30, 1990; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA 89-003, the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R89-70) the
Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments to
BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with the
agreement; and '
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WHEREAS, Resolution R89-70 requires submittal of invoice and
payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification at
the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; Now, Therefore, Be It

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Inveoice No. 58186, Partial Payment No. 8,
and attachments thereto, provide the <correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through April 30, 1990; Now, Therefore, Be
It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $75,747.93
for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through April 30, 1990 is hereby ratified.

Roll Call; Ayes - 4, Nays - O
Motion adopted.

There being no further matter to come before this Board, Chairman Finley
declared the meeting adjourned.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
Chairman Finley ‘
Originating Department

CHAIRMAN'S COMMENTS

|

|

|

J, I. Finley /s/ ~2/17/90 I
Authorized Signature Date l
|
|

Request Justification

Budgeting and Accounting Date / Time
County Attorney. Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date i Date

Committee / Meeting Date - i Date
July 24, 1990 / 7/17/90

Board Date i Date




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 3

Board Action Requested
Regional Railroad Authority

Originating Department Information on Cedar Street bridge over

|

|

|

. |

q/' zg _ :é/?() i 1-94.

Authorized Date I
|

|

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere of July 16, 1990
2) Letter from Chairman John T. Finley of June 12, 1990
3) Letter from Commissioner Leonard Levine date July 2, 1990

b R
Budgeting and Ac ing : i bdz’L Z_A 2[70 Date / Time
County Attorney_Ada. { ¥* & Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Date

Committee / Meeting Date Date
July 24, 1990 6 7/17/90
Board Date \ Date
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Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Bivd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-41.45

June 12, 1990

Mr, Leonard Levine, Commissioner
Department of Transportation
Transportation Building
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155
Dear Commissioner Levine:

It has come to
Transportation plans to replace a
Street just north of downtown St. Paul.
County Regional Railroad Authority, as part
has defined Cedar Street
downtown St, Paul. I hope
included in the new bridge
Authority staff will Dbe
subject.

bridge over

on Cedar Street.

Thank you for your cooperation,

Y f;,;:;;)trtziszi_-ﬂ

<Tih. ;55///,/’/y i

Johz/T. Finley, Chairman

Rapmdey County Regional Railrcad Authority
5;z/blk

cc: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning
Bill Crawford, Mn/DOT
Dan Dunford, St. Paul Public Works
Al Lovejoy, St. Paul PED

vV & ave VYUYW

John T, Finley, Chalrman
oisgict 3

Diane Ahrensf
Distnct &

Ruby Hunt

District 5

Duane W. McCarty
Dismet 1l

Hal Norgard

District 7

Donald E. Salverda
Diserict 2

Warren W. S8chaber
Distiet 5

my attention that the Minnesota Department «ci
I-94 on
At the same time, Ramse,
of its LRT process,
as the preferred location for LRT in

that accommodations for LRT will be
Regional Railroac
in contact with Mn/DOT staff on

Cedar

this




John T. Finley, Chairman

RAMSEY COUNTY District 3
Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

District 5

ailroad Duane W. McCarl.

District

Hal Norgard

Authority Disrict 7

Donald E. Salverda
District 2

Warren W. Schaber
District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM

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

-~
FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning ?<Q£}

SUBJECT: Cedar Street Bridge over I-94

DATE: July 16, 1990

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) plans to
replace the bridge on Cedar Street over 1I-94. Cedar Street has
been identified as the preferred alignment for LRT in downtown
St. Paul.

A letter was sent on this topic by Chairman Finley to Mn/DOT
Commissioner Levine. A copy of that letter and the response are
attached.

It appears from discussions with Bob Winter, Mn/DOT I-94 Project
Manager, that LRT can be added to the bridge at a later date
relatively easily. Mr. Winter will be at the July 24 Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority meeting to provide information
on this subject.

The Cedar Street bridge plan is subject to approval by the St.
Paul City Council on July 26.
Recommendation:

Although no action is required on this item, you may wish to pass
a resolution regarding the bridge.

KD/blk
Attachments




SENT BY MN=UQI Cakgaie

| pwnesoy,
Minnesota
& 1% Department of Transportation
.»j Transportation Building
OF v

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

(612) 206-3000

LEONARD W. LEVINE
COMMISSIONER

July 2, 1990

John T. Finley, Chairman

Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority
Room 316 Courthouse

15 West Kellogg Boulevard

St. Paul, MN. 55102

Dear Mr. Finley:

The Cedar Street Bridge over I-94 in downtown St. Paul will be replaced in the
summer of 1991 as part of the I-94 reconstruction.

The construction plans are complete and we will open bids this July 27. The design
does not include accommodations for LRT on the Cedar Street Bridge. However, the
plans do not exclude the possibility of modifying the bridge to accommodate LRT if
that decision is made.

When a decision is reached on LRT and if Cedar Street is the selected route, then
we should determine the appropriate course of action to make LRT accommodations.

Sincerely,

H
. F.
« M,
E
o
F.

+ Flemming
R. A. Elasky/Winter
Oakdale District File (C.S, 6282)
Oakdale Staff letter Log

An Equal Opportunity Employer IKL: akb
B . Wi‘nts.r '




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
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Regional Railroad Authority
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Authorized Signature Date

Progress on Coordination Plan

*ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution on federal funding
2) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere dated 7/16/90
3) Draft 10-year budget
4) Status of projects
5) Memorandum from Dave Minister on low-floor vehicles
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Risk Manager
Data Processing
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July 24, 1990 f 7/17/90
Board Date i Date




Resolution

Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The 1989 Minnesota State Legislature directed
the Regional Transit Board to prepare a Light Rail Transit
Development and Financial Plan for the metropolitan region; and

WHEREAS, The Regional Transit Board submitted to the
Minnesota State Legislature 1its Light Rail Transit Regional
Development and Financial Plan in a timely manner; and

WHEREAS, The seven regional railroad authorities in the
metropolitan region, the Metropolitan Council and the Regional
Transit Board have concluded that implementation of 1light rail
transit will be of benefit in reducing congestion and air
pollution; and

WHEREAS, Each of the seven metropolitan county regional
railroad authorities signed a letter to the Urban Mass
Transportation Administration requesting support for the
development of the Minneapolis Northeast, the Hiawatha and the
I-35W South Light Rail Transit Corridors; and

WHEREAS, The U.S. House Transportation Appropriations
Subcommittee has adopted similar language in their subcommittee
report; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
urges inclusion of the following language in the U.S. Senate
Transportation Appropriations Subcommittee Report:

URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ADMINISTRATION

Minnesota-The Committee has included $2,000,000 in Section 8
planning money to help Minnesota with the planning of the proposed
light rail system in the Twin Cities. These funds are to be used
for the necessary studies and environmental documents in order to
make the following corridors eligible for federal design and
construction funds:

a) I-35W South to 96th Street

b) Hiawatha to Federal GSA Building

c) Minneapolis-Northeast to Northtown Shopping Center.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




John T. Finley, Chairman
RAMSEY COUNTY District 3

Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

- District 5
allroad Duane W. McCarty
District 1

“ Hal Norgard
Author lty District 7
Donald E. Salverda

District 2

Warren W. Schaber

District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM

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

—7/,
FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning 7729,—

SUBJECT: Progress on Coordination Plan
DATE: July 16, 1990

At its last meeting, the Joint LRT Advisory Committee reviewed information and took
action on items related to the Coordination Plan. The Committee:

1. Approved a resolution requesting $2 million in federal funds for three LRT
corridors.

The resolution attached to this documentation is proposed for adoption by Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority. It affirms your support for federal funding
and is consistent with the Development and Financial Plan for LRT and with a
letter signed by Chairman Finley to the Urban Mass Transportation Administration.

Directed staff and consultants to prepare a proposed 10-year budget that is less
conservative than the one attached (Attachment 1).

Reviewed information on the status of projects and potential opening dates for
light rail transit corridors (Attachment 2).

that the earliest projected opening date is 1997.

Reviewed information over the past several meetings on low-floor vehicles and
endorsed Option 1 in Attachment 3,

"Decide to stay with the already-adopted high platform, standard floor height
light rail vehicle as adopted by the HCRRA, the ACRRA and (tentatively) by the
RCRRA."

Recommendation:

A resolution has been prepared for your consideration on federal funding.

KD/blk
Attachments




7/2/90

PROCEDURES/ASSUMPTIONS FOR DEVELOPING
10-YEAR IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE AND BUDGET

The time period for the 10—year LRT implementation schedule is 1992-2001.

-

Group A components will be divided into:

o A-1: Midway Corridor/Downtown St. Paul
o A-2: University Connector/Downtown Minneapolis/ Yards and Shops

Costs will be in 1991 dollars.

The assumed revenues will be:
o 1/2¢ regional sales tax
o $25 million/year federal funds starting in 1994
o County share (10%) of all Group B Corridors

An average cost/corridor for Group B will be developed.

The time schedule and the implementation of each Group B Corridor will be assumed to be
the same.

A new corridor will be started every 30 months.

A cash flow table will be developed for the 10—year period using the above assumptions.




ONRAET ® y

COSTS/REVENUE FOR 10-YEAR LRT IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE
(1991 $M)

CALENDAR YEAR

1996 1997

ICOSTS
A-1. Downtown 21
IMinneapolis/University

A-2. Downtown 56
St. Paul/Midway

IB-1. Group B (FE 6/94)

IB-2. Group B (FE 12/96)

B-3. Group B (FE 6/99)

B-4. Group B (FE 12/01)
Subtotal

REVENUES
Regional Sales Tax (1/2%)

lFederaI Funds

County (10% of Group B)
Subtotal
INet

Cumulative Surplus




7/2/90

TIME SCHEDULE FOR COMPLETION OF GROUP A AND GROUP B CORRIDORS ASSUMING
NO FUNDING CONSTRAINTS AND NO EXTERNAL TIME DELAYS

CORRIDOR

CURRENT
STATUS

MONTHS AS OF 7/90
SINCE INITIATION OF
FIRST TASK

MONTHS LEFT

TO OPENING OF
LRT SERVICE WITH
NO FUNDING
CONSTRAINTS

DATE OF
OPENING

Central i ike
_,/’l "“4;.
7 A-1 Midway{Domlown\\‘
.

7/ St. Paul

A-2 University Connector/ -

Downtown Minneapolis

Minneapolis Tunnel
Extension

Minneapolis Northeast
Minneapolis Northwest
(63rd)

[-35W (96th Street)

Hiawatha (GSA)

St. Paul South (TH 110)

State

State

Federal

State

Federal

Federal

State

Complete DEIS 10/90

Initiate PE 9/90

Initiate PE 9/90
AA/DEIS to Begin 9/90,
State EIS Completed 5/91

Complete PD EIS 9/90

Complete AA/FEIS 12/91

State EIS Completed 9/90;
AA/DEIS to Begin 9/90

Alignment Study to Begin 8/90

* Assumes AA/DEIS can be completed in 12 months due to work completed on State EIS

** An additional two years are added to the typical schedule to account for right-of-way acquisition and highway construction; a segment to CR 62 could open carlicr.

*** Assumes FHWA FEIS is utilized and cost-effectiveness can be completed in 6 months

~ @

|




REGIONAL TRANSIT BOARD

Mears Park Centre
’ 230 East Fifth Street, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101
612/292-8789

June 29, 1990
TO: Joint LRT Advisory Committee
FROM: Dave Minister, RTB-LRT Development

SUBJECT: Options for Pursuing Further Investigation into the Merits of
‘Low-Floor" Light Rail Vehicles for the Twin Cities' Region

Issue:

A number of new “low-floor" light rail vehicles (LRV's) are now being designed and
manufactured in Europe by about a half dozen experienced and reputable LRV car
builders. Approximately 350 such LRV's are now in various stages of development, all
the way from the design board to operating on the street. It is not yet certain how well a
‘low-floor” LRV would perform that would meet the Twin Cities' performance
requirements-i.e., able to run at speeds of 5560 mph in trains on 3-4 cars. It now appears
that there are some new “low-floor" LRV's now being designed and built that either will
meet these criteria or could with some modifications. A number of important questions
remain as to their stability at speeds of 50-60 mph:; their reliability and maintainability; their
costs; and how many car builders would be willing to build them for the U.S./Twin Cities'
market at a competitive price comparable to the standard “high-platform® LRV.

(Note: A "low-floor” LRV has a floor height of only 12-14 inches vs. a stendard LRV floor
height of 36-40 inches.)

tions:
The options available appear to be as follows:

1. Do Nothing: Decide to stay with the already-adopted high-platform, standard
floor height LRV as adopted by the HCRRA, the ACRRA and (tentatively) by the
RCRRA;

Modified Do Nothing: Decide that both “low-floor and standarc high platform
LRV's are potentially viable options. Leave the final LRV floor-heght and station
platform height issue open for now. When and if maijor construction funding is
secured, do an investigation along the lines of either option #3 or #4, which follow.




Staff Committee to the Joint LRT Advisory Committee
June 11, 1990

Page Two

Minimum Investigation: Request the RTB and/or the RRA's to spend $5-7.000.00 for
approximately 50 hours of technical investigation by a qualified LRV consuttant as
to the exact status, technical capabilities and costs of the new European “low-
floor” LRV's that either meet the Twin Cities' performance requirements or could
with some modifications. A findings report would be prepared.

Maximum Investigation: Request the RTB and/or the RRA's to spend $25-30,000.00
for actual firsthand visits to Europe by qualified staff (MTC. etc.) and a qualified
LRV consultant. This small 2-3 person investigating team would go direct to the
LRV carbuilders’ factories and to the operating properties to ascertain fisthand
how well these new LRV's are performing or are anticipated to perform. A
detailed findings report would be prepared.

Leaving the issue open would allow for attemative designs for station platform heights
and also would affect the final design of the LRV maintenance facility building, as “low-
floor® LRV's would have most of their equipment on the roof instead of under the floor
where most of it is on standard LRV's.

It appears that keeping the LRV floor height issue open during the coming phase in the
design (30% P.E. level) would be possible.

It would also be advisable to check with the 3 or 4 *pre-qualified” HCRRA tunrkey

contractors to see if a decision to go with a “low-floor* LRV would present any difficulties
with them/their ability to provide such an LRV that is of a proven ‘low-floor” LRV design.

RDM:cm

cc: J. Hollander
H. Blin
G. Isaacs




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILRUAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
Regional Railroad Authority |
Originating Department | Progress on ridership forecasts for
/ A /o, | Midway Corridor

S

Authorized Sighat

|
|
|
| DISCUSSION ONLY
|
|

Request Justification

See attached memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere

Budgeting and Ac Date / Time
County Auomeyw Received By
Risk Manager
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Signature Date

Committee / Meeting Date // Signature Date
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John T. Finley, Chairman

RAMSEY COUNTY District 3
Diane Ahrens

District 4

Ruby Hunt

i District 5
allroad Duane W, Mocifu?;t):
o Hal Norgard
Authority pistrict 7
Donald E. Salverda

District 2

Warren W. Schaber

District 6

Room 316 Courthouse
15 W. Kellogg Blvd.

St. Paul, MN 55102
Phone 298-4145

MEMORANDUM:

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

/
‘l'-\

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning 7§;;/

SUBJECT: Ridership Forecasts for Midway Corridor

DATE: July 16, 1990

There have been delays encountered in the production of ridership
forecasts that will have an impact on the schedule of completion of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Midway Corridor.

I have asked BRW to prepare:

L A revised schedule. I anticipate that a delay of 2-3 weeks will
be likely because of the delay in the forecasts.

A memorandum about forecasting in general. Numbers such as
ridership forecasts and economic development forecasts tend to
take on an importance that far exceeds their precision. I have
asked that the memo outline what the forecasts will tell us and
how they should be interpreted.

A memorandum about why the delays have occurred and how that has
affected elements of the Midway Corridor Environmental Impact
Statement.

I will share this information with you at your next meeting, but I
wanted you to be aware of the problem and its impact because of the
importance of the schedule for completing the Midway Corridor alignment
decision.

Recommendation:

For your information.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

I Board Action Requested

Regional Railroad Authority
Originating Department Quarterly report of payments for RCRRA

-Aprid £o Jumey 1990 4/

*ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

Proposed resolution

See attached memorandum from J. Van Houdt dated July—5, 1990

ya {%Z:’ \ .
Budgeting and Accfunti o |/:m.n A 7// 7/7¢ Date / Time
""TMMV b AL Received By

County Attorney_|
Risk Manager
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
July 24, 1990
Board Date




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 i
through , 1990, and a record of these disbursemenfs is
attached; MNow, 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




Office of TERRY SCHUTTEN

- BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING Fascem SaRelR
JAMES H. VAN HOUDT

Room 36, Court House

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

Fax: 298-4565 Accounting Manager
RAMSEY COUNTY VERNON H. WEHLAGE

Budget Manager

Director - Budgeting & Accounting

MEMORANDUM
DATE : July 5, 1990

TO: Terry Schutten, Executive Director

FROM: UH’James Van Houdt, Director - Budgeting & Accounting

SUBJECT: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Quarterly Report of Payments: April - June 1990

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 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 April through
June 1990 and a copy of the Budget Condition Report as of

June 29, 1990.

JVH:EG:ja/gcl
Attachments

cc: K. DeSpiegelaere, Director R C Regional Railroad Authority
Planning
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OTHER TRAVEL
021407 T 23553W47T T TTT0.00 i 0«00 T 20 553WAT T T 25553047 0.00 0.00
VULUHTEER/CDHHITTEﬁ H:ETING EXPENSE
021408 T T T00,60 : 698,59 ERPSIEL Y [ I o E e | R R U Y | § (e e | P ]  f e s e v« Y 1] 78 99.71

:'-"1i
:ﬁTﬂTL'OL'"""“"“"”l?b3575¢6?4?““"” 3985755,31 1,0665610.01"17237; 79116 I71,181.15 T 0.000 0,00 T 24.37

OG- TUT l;b36;546 47 398, 755,31 110661610 Ol 1:237:791 16 171,181.15 0.00

e

T AT T T PR e




* BUDGET CONDITION REPORT
[ RFBALL3 90 006 28

FRFC
)QFUHD Mo, 591

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD

e APPROPRIATION “ADJs CURRENT —~ —AMOUNT
»s HO, APPROPRIATION EXPENDED
59106  RIGHT=IF=WAY ACQUISITION

o CONSULTING SERVICES

020102 1665 000,00

CUUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
02C174 36,000,007 77552416

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
T T25000,00 — - 2kba 16

76

0201

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
020179 2,000,090
Ly DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
020185 : TTH02.00 T T T 17459
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
0290193 T T205,000,00 T 7932419
_ PUSTAGE
(s o8 el 500,00 0,00

PUBLISHING
DZ04L

MINUTES & NOTICES
200.00 it

PRINTING &

o STATIONERY
020501

500,00

_LAND ACQUISITION-RIGHT OF WAY

T 040203 155005000,00

ORG-TOT 1,728,000.00 15748,.70

S g

0T 00 T

0.00

RAMSEY COUNTY
ACCOUNTING DEPT
06 29 90

AUTHORITY

UNPAID
ENCUMBRANCES

T BALANCE T

UNEXPENDED

~ 1665000.00

355447.84%

1,753.24

2,000.90

T 482441

19,067.81

500.00

500,00

500.00

~ 1,500,000,00

17265251430

BALANCE
UNENCUMBERED

~1665,000,00

" 355447484

1,753.24

- 2,000,00

482441

19,0067.81

500.00

500.00

- 1,500,000.,00

157265251430

500.00

PAGE

864

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 49.32

~  TRARSFER

166,000.00

365, 000.00

2,000.00

2,000,00

500,00

20, 000.00

500,00

500,00

500,00

~1,500,000,00

1,728,000.00

~ TRANSFER
OUT (FROM)

“PCT EXPD
Y10




[t RFC

BUDGET cn..un REPURT RAMSEY cuum,
RFBAL13 90 06 28 ACCOUNTING DE

06 29 90

> FUND NO, 591 RAHSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

jéﬁPPRUPRIATIDN ADJ. CURRENT —~ — ~ "AMOUNT ~ UHPAID ~ BALANCE

HO. APPROPRIATION EXPENDED ENCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED
59107 HORTHEAST CORRIDORSTUDY —
COHSULTING SERVICES

020102

COUNLTY ATTURNEY SERVICES
020274 T 17,000,007 T 25908.00 L 0.00 " I45092,00

EXECUTIVE DIRECTUR-SERVICES
T 6#500.000 T 1,163.25 0 55336475

BDUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

L1V LY &” NPV S 514 (¢ 1§ V11 12 Nt Sy o - B 00 T T2y 924015

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES—MTCE
020185 1, 000:00 10480 T 0.00 895720

CUUHT? PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 - 100,000.00 T 5»220.59 ; T 94, 779.41

POSTAGE
029202 - 500,00 . ) . 7 500.00

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NDTICES
020401 : ~ 500,00 . [ 9 500,00

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 —500.00" D IR R —— — 000500300 "

COMHITTEE COMPENSATION

021226 T 500,00 " 0.00 ~ 0,00 500500

29 VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE :
- uzra0 500, 00 3460 000 46550

_ORG=TOT  400,000.00 95507, 09 2442865,00 3905492491

"270,000,00 T T T 0.00 244,865.00 T 270,000,00

~  BALANCE
UNENCUMBERED

255,135,007

~145092.00

T 52336.75

~895.20

94, 77941

500.00

500,00

500,00

T 500.00

“TRANSFER ~ TRANSFER™

IN (TD)

270,000.00

175000.00

6»500.00

T 25924.,15 35,000,000

1,000,000

100, 000.00

500.00

500.00

TT500.000

T 500.00

46540

145,627, 91

500,00

400,000, 00

OUT (FROM)

PCT

EXPD
YTD




| BUDGET CONDITION REPORT RAMSEY COUNTY PAGE 866
i RFBAll3 90 0o 28 ACCOUNTING DEPT
06 29 90 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 49,32

T—— — _
(TRFC
‘-FUMD HU. 591 RAHMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

iaPPRDPRI&TIUN AGJ. CURRENT ~ AMOUNT — UNPAID T BALANCE  BALANCE - TRANSFER TPANSFER  PCT EXPD
s HO . ~PPROPRIATION EXPENDED ENCUMBRANCES UNEXPENDED UNENCUMBERED IN (TO) OUT (FROM) YTD

“SOUTH CORRIDOR STUDY

bl 5 __CONSULTING SERVICES Dl B Yo s Gl s e I ol HE IR
3 020102 655 000400 655 000.00 655000400

i COUNTY ATTORMEY SERVICES
BTTT020174 T T2 500. 00 e a0 T 2,500,000 T T25500,00

T —
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES

- 1,000.00 17.63 TT0.00 982,37 982.37  1,000.00

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
020179 e T500.00 RN 5 PR 0,00 7 o =000e00 0 0 - o5 00.00 - .. 500.00

DATE PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
020185 T 200400 2327 T T0L00TTT T TTTTI9T.48T T T T 197048 T 200.00

CUJNTY PRUJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES _
3 30,000,00 T100.71 ; 29,899.29 30,000, 00

POSTAGE el .
Ce0ile 200.00 0.00 T —— 200.00 200.00

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES _
020401 200400 ' o e o L R T 20000

b PRINTING & STATIONERY AN . , 24
020501 200,00 To. o, - 200.00 T 200,00 200,00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATIDN
0212w ' 100.00 0.00 7 100.00 i 100.00 T 100.00

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
021408 100,00 T 0,00 T 00 T TI00400 0 T 100400 1004000 0400

_ORG-TOT 100,000.00 _99,879.14  99,879.14 100,0004.00 0.00




R ; L
" BUDGET c:m.rm REPORT
| RFBAI13 0 06 28

=

06 29 90

.RFE S P ; ; e
1 rUNl HOe 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

I APPROPRIATION  ADJ+ CURRENT — B
HO . APPROPRIATION

AMOUNT
EXPENDED

"UNPAID
ENCUMBRANCES

~ T BALANCE
] UNE XPENDED

59177  "REFUHDS & RECOVERIES & PETTY CASH

RAMS E'I’ CCIUHT).
ACCOUNTING DE

PA 67

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 49,32

“TRANSFER
IN (TD)

T TRANSFER  PCT EXPD
OuT (FROM) YTD

~ BALANCE
UNENCUMBERED

P

055000~

DRG-TOT
ACT-TOT

FCT-TOT —

ETTY CASH & CHAHMGE
7 100.00

~100.00

8,2069,666,70

8,269,666.70

~100.00

100.00

5365,499.91

536,499.91

o lo-o —
oL

1,311,864,71

1,311,864.71

0,09
75733,166.79

7,733,166.79

———— 0300

9:00
65,421,302.08
by 421,302.,08

0.00

— 100.00

100.00

2,228,100.00
2,228,100.00

C.00

2,228, 000.00

2»228,000.00

- 0.00

~100.00

100.00

6.49

~FUND CUEP LI 6,217,031.70 484,220.92 1,311,864.71 75732,810.73

.)n.FUND F89 TOT 525635 .00 52,278.99 0.00 356.01

TOTAL T 8,269,666.70 5365499.91

i21]
2 V] —

1,311,864.71  7,733,166.79  6,421,302.08

by 420,946,07 2,228,100,00 2,?28,000 00

356401 0.00 0.00

2,2285100.00 25228,000.00




RAMSEY COUNTY ] PAGE 1
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7/03/90

___REGIDNAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT
PERIOD APRIL I, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILRUAD AUTH

“CLAIM CLAIM WAR WAR ) ) WAR VENDOR

DEPT D3JECT ID NBR DATE NBR ANT NAME
RAMSEYs "COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY - CONSULTING SERVICES - STATE AUDITOR

759101 020122 CA 49849 051890 00570012 525,00 MINNESOTA STATE AUDITOR
CA 50541 051890 00570012 105.00 MINNESOTA STATE AUDITOR

020122 ' ' : ' - 630,00

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
59161 . o20i%e . Jrell 51205 052590 00571075 404491 TRANSFER PMT 40601 300908 M00132

IC 51206 052590 00571975 ' 644,18 TRANSFER PMT 40601 300908 M00135
ic 512074 052590 00571075 680.99 TRANSFER PNT 40601 300908 M00137

E i iy C20174 : Y = 1,730.08
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES

59101 020176 IC  35202A 040690 00559023 2,273.63  IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00257
IC 352034 040690 00559023 1,727.25 TRANSFER PHT 40301 300908 A00258

J20176 45000.88
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
59101 020179 I1c 35062 040690 00559023 1,725.59 TRANSFER 40303 300908 A00248
- 16 46878 042090 00562900 - 1,099.83 TRANSFER 40303 300908 A00259
I £ 539634 061590 00575228 474.06 £ TRANSFER 40303 3009C8 A00269

020179 35299.48
"DATA PROCESSING SERVICES MTCE ' ' B o e
59101 020185 35051A 040690 00559023 181.29 IC TRAMSFER PMT 574 301385 €01279
¢ 350524 040690 00559023 e Al THe 52 _IC TRAHSFER PNT 574 301385 C01218

020185 355.81
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59101 020193 IC 35053 040690 00559023 ~ 1,060.39 IC TRANSFER PHMT 400 40801 300908 A02623
IC 35054 040690 00559023 : 15224467 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40801 300908 A02651
I 47609 050490 00565983 1,265.08 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47109 300434 B008OL
IC 47610 050490 00565983 ; 35411494 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 300434 800803
IC  47610A 050490 00565983 . 955.34 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47101 300166 800803
IC 52319~ 060890 00574016 45452.64 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 300434 B00BT5
IC 52320 060890 00574016  1,721.14  IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47109 300434 B00871
IC 54525 062290 00577104 3,283,.12 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 300434 B00884

920193 & B o 13 TR e32

POSTAGE
59101 020202 IC 35055 040690 00559023 o 56407 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 400540
T = CA “47807 050190 00565908 - 40.00  DESPIEGELAERE-PETTY CASH “KATHRYN
IC 48065A 050490 00565983 33,00 1C TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 HWOO0572
IC 49885 051890 00569477 29.50 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 W00603
- A T 51033C 052590 00571374 ~ 250.00  POSTMASTER C/0 BUDGETING o '
IC 54526 062290 00577104 71.73 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 W00632

020202 S i = < ' 480,30




~ RAMSEY COUNTY . - PAGE 2
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7/03/90

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT Ee
PERIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIDNAL RAILROAD AUTH
i o (GLAIN, ..wCLAIMN _ HAR WAR:: .- -, i WAR VENDOR

RFC DEPT OBJECT ID HBR DATE NBR ANT NAME
 TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CALLS

59101 020207 CA 35362 040690 00559277 5

9
9

ATET COMMUNICATIONS

1
o 220207 = ey 51
TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE

59101 020208 47880 050190 00565550 67.53 U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS

T 020208 ' R AL
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
59101 020401 54874 062690 00577741 142,42 ST PAUL CITY OF

67.53

PRINTING & STATIONERY' 0% S 142042
T 59101 020501 35056 040690 00559023 250,70 IC TRANSFER PNT 400 40301 300130 A02593
46580 042090 00563199 74 430 ST PAUL CITY OF
46879 042090 00562900 _ 91.14 IC TRANSFER PHT 400 41202 300404 HO1142
48628C 051190 00567559 29.80 IC TRANSFER PHT 400 41202 300404 H01128
48783 051190 00567559 268.80 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300130 402596
49806 051890 00569477 361.30 __IC TRANSEER PHT 400 40301 300130 A02598
49887 051890 00569477 624,75 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 41202 300404 H01198
54369 062290 00577104 198,20 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300130 A02600

020501 S 1,898.99
PARKING SPACE
59101 020909 CA 47253 042790 00564945 _ 180,00 VICTORY PARKING INC
CA 50491 051890 00569638 180.00 VICTORY PARKING INC
CA 54540 062290 00577108 180.00 VICTORY PARKING INC

020909 540,00

BOOKS, PERIODICALS, SUBSCRIPTIONS
29101 021101 = . CA .. 49850 051590 00569409 - . 125.00 AMERICAN PLANNING ASSOCIATION e 0¥ x|

CA , 25806 062990 00579056 . -58.00 REED BUSINESS PUBLISHING LTD

I 021101 4 ool ) L 183,00

la3f ~ CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES e %

59101 021403 = - 47964 050490 00566755 435,00 ANERICAN PUBLIC TRANSIT ASSN
i - 51126 052590 00571879 524.00 TOLAAS

JAMES

021403 959.00
OTHER TRAVEL

' T 59101 021407 %o 03144 061290 00575125

~ 399,00  DESPIEGELAERE h ~ KATHRYN

021407 399.00

2 EQUIFMENT
59101 040300 RO1717 061990 00576967 189.57 VISUALON

040300 . 189.57




RAMSEY COUNTY ===~~~ A F— PAGE 3
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7703/90

REGIDNAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT SR S ) AR TR R
PERIOD APRIL I, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH

RFC DEPT OBJECT

cL
I

ATH CLATIH “WAR HAR WAR o VENDOR
D NBR DATE NBR ANT NAME

=+ | 3 -
gl @ ~la o alu N o]

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH 32,302,33




RAMSEY COUNTY PAGE 4

BUDGET ACCOUNTING ' DATE 7/03/90

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT

PERIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

RCRRA COMPREHENSIVE LRT PLAN

CLAIN CLAIM HAR WAR WAR VENDOR

RFC DEPT OBJECT ID NBR DATE NBR AMT NAME

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES : i S S RO Sy L T I S
59102 020176 IC 35202C 040690 00559023 229,13 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00257

Y il i

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES MICE
59102 020185 IC 35052 040690 00559023 14.82 IC TRANSFER PMT 574 57401 301385 Co1z21s8

229.13

020185 ' N  14.82

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59102 020193  IC  476ll 050490 00565983 802.80 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47102 300434 BOO0BO04
IC ~ 47611A 050490 00565983 224.31 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47101 300166 BQ0BO04

020193 1,027.11

POSTAGE

59102 020202 35055A 040690 00559023 56,07 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 ¥00540
_ 4B065B 050490 00565983 B 7.15 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 N00572
4988 58 051890 00569477 14.75 IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104 350323 400603

020202 7.97

| i_MESSEN'G'ER_ SERVICE
| 39102 020305 45 349K 041390 00561969 26,00 DATA DISPATCH INC
457181 041390 00561069 ~13.50 DATA DISPATCH INC

020305 39.50

RCRRA COUMPREHENSIVE LRT PLAN

- = P




REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT

RAMSEY

BUDGET ACC

PERIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU

CLATH
NBR

A CLAIN =
RFC DEPT OBJECT ID

CONSULTING SERVICES

JUNE 30, 1990

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR * EIS

~ WAR

DATE

=7y
NBR

WAR
AMT

"VENDOR
NAME

59103 020102 CA PAB00

CA PABOG
CA PAB00

020102
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

042790
060190

062690

59103 020174 IC 512058
Ic 51207

020174
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR_SERVICES, .

59103 020176 '+ IC 35202,

052590

040690

052590

00565370
00573078

00578070

555234437

T45637.71

_T55747.93

2055620401

00571075
00571375

00559023

92,03

36.81
~ 128.84

2s731.88

BRW INC
BRW INC

_BRW INC

IC TRANSFER PMT 4C0 40601
IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40601

IC_TRANSFER PMT 400 40301

IC 35203

S S 020176 —
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
59103 020179 IC

R 020179
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES MTCE
59103 020185 IC

539638

35051C

Ic 35052C

020185

040690

061590

040690

~ 040690

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59103 020193 IC 35057
IC 35058

040690
040690

7L = IC 47612
: e IC 47613
- IC - 4T613A.

050490
050490
050490

00559023

00575228

00559023
00559023

2,890.50
5,622.38

151.70
T 151.70

280,20
226424

506444

IC

IC

IC
IC

TRANSFER PMT 400 40301

TRANSFER PMT 400

TRANSFER PMT 574
TRANSFER PMT 574

00559023
00559023

00565983

00565983
00565983

1,672.72
1,717.53
65293.73

469.28
1,679.53

IC 47614
IC . 4T614A
1€ °

52321 -

- IT 52322
CIC e 523235
IC. . . 254524

050490
050490
060890

~ 060890

060890
062290

- 00574016

00565983
00565983
00574016

2,667.65
45410.07
62340.94

00574016
00577104

3,183.43

4» 768434

020193
POSTAGE

40,088,.,55

59103 = 0202027 . IC 48065
S

CIC . 49885A
-~ IC © 545264 .

050490
051890
062290

00565983

00569477

00577104

14'?*
_T1.74

6,885.33

55,08

IC
IC

To

IC

Ic

I

IC
IC
IC
IC

1C

~ IC TRANSFER PMT 521 52104
YC TRANSFER PHT 521
IC TRANSFER PMT 521

TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER
TRANSFER

PMT 400
PMT 400

PMT 400

PHT 400
PMT 400

TRANSFER PNT 400
TRANSFER PHT 400
TRANSFER PHT 400

TRANSFER PMT 400

TRANSFER PMT 400

TRANSFER PMT 400

40303

57401

57401

40801
40801
47109
47101
47102

47101

47110
47109

47110

47102

47102

PAGE 5
DATE 7/03/90

300908 M00132
300908 M00137

300908 AQ0257

300908 A00258

300908 A00269

301385 C01276
301385 C€01218

300908 A02652
300908 A02624
300434 00800
300166 B00BO5
300434 B008O5

"300166 B00BO7

300188 BOOBOY
300434 BOOB67T

300188 BO0OB73

300434 BOO0BT4
300434 B00883

020202
MESSENGER SERVICE

020305**ﬁ%=-tk ~»506177__m”052290

141.56

~..00570614

4450

52104

52104

10.00  DATA DISPATCH INC
"DATADISPATCH INC .

~ - 350323 WO0572

350323 W00603

350323 W00632




— RAMSEY COUNTY e PAGE 6
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7/03/9¢C

T
|
|
|
|

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT 3
PERIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR * EIS

jJo @ wleo o Blw w =

T CLAIN  CLAIM AR  HAR WAR VENDOR
DEPT OBJECT ID NBR DATE NBR ANT NAME

020305 14450
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

... 59103, 020401 - . CA 5. - 52308 060590 00573685 52.25 ST PAUL LEGAL LEDGER

o

%)

[

o St T 020401 - L | MY 22425
{ VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE

59103 021403 CA 54194 061990 00576968 357.59 MINNESOTA CLUB OF ST
_ e o, R _ 24195 061990 00576969 . 341.00  SAINT PAUL HOTEL

021408 e TR e el 698.59

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR * EIS 253,024.82




RAMSEY COUNTY _ _ PAGE 7
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7/03/90

_ REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT
 PEFIOD APRIL I, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

Te w

RCRRA PHASE=:=PREEIN-EN6R-+=£1S RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION

i T CLATHT - CLAYH WAR WAR WAR ~ VENDOR
RFC DEPT OBJECT ID NBR DATE NBR ANT NAME
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES -
59106 020174 IC 51205A 052590 00571075 368,10 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40601 300908 M0O0132
IC 512068 052590 00571075 18.41 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40601 300908 MO0135
Ic 51207C 052590 00571075 | 165465 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40601 300908 M00137

020174 552.16
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES ey = L o CSE T R T~ [ P e S e
T 59106 020176 TC 35202D 040690 00559023 158.63 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00257
1c 35203C 040690 00559023 88.13 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300908 A00258

020176 i SEY PR L ; ) 246,76

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
59106 020185 € 35051 040690 00559023 +71 IC TRANSFER PMT 574 57401 301385 01279

350528 040690 00559023 2 IC TRANSFER PMT 574 57401 301385 €C01218

) - 020185 ] o 17.59
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59106 020193 IC 050490 00565983 126.51 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 47109 300434 BOO799

J2d193 o ) - 126.51

RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION _ _
P RCRRA PHASE=r=PRETHENOR=+=1I5 T 943,02
-




" laz)

REGIOMAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT

_RAMSEY COUNTY
BUDGET ACCOUNTING

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

T CREI
RFC DEPT OBJECT ID

CLATN
NBR

PERIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

RCRRA PHASE=4=PREEIH-ENGR=*=F% NORTHEAST CORRIDOR STUDY

7 WAR

DATE

HAR
NBR

59197 220174 IC
IC

020174
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES

e

51205C
51206A

312078

052590
052590

052590

59107 020176 IC
IC

352028
352038

040690

040690

320176
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

59107 020179 IC

53963

061590

00571075
00571075
00571075

00559023

00575228

00559023

HWAR
ANT

VENDOR
NAME

~791.42
404.91
1,711.67

25908.00

528475

634,50

1,163.25

75.85

"IC TRANSFER PHT
IC TRANSFER PMT
IC TRANSFER PMT

IC TRANSFER PHT
IC TRANSFER PMT

_IC TRANSFER PHMT

mi
30|

3|
32
33

020179
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE

59107 020183 _ iIC
IC

350510

35052D

040690

040690

02018
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59107 020193 = IC
IC
IC

IC

35059
47616
47616A
47617

040690
050490
050490
050490

00559023
00559023

00559023
00565983
00565983
00565983

75.85

62.37
4243

Ty T

1,314.28
280,96
78,50
474441

TRANSFER PNT
TRANSFER PHT

IC TRANSFER PMT
IC TRANSFER PMT
IC TRANSFER PMT
IC TRANSFER PNT

34
35
RRET
37
a8
" as

IC
IC

52324
54527

060890
062290

020193

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
021408 CA -

59107

47807A

050190

00574016
00577104

00565908 .

542.23
469,02

35159.40

34.60

IC TRANSFER PNT
IC TRANSFER PHMT

DESPIEGELAERE=PETTY CASH

PAGE 8
DATE 7/03/90

300908 M00132

300908 MOO135
300908 MOO0137

300908 A00257
300908 AQ0258

~3009¢8 A00269

301385 Co01279
301385 Col218

300908 A02625
300434 B0O0BOS
300166 BOO0BOS

300434 B00B02

300434 BOOSBT2
300434 BOOBSES

KATHRYN

40
41

021408

-

~ NORTHEAST CORRIDOR STUDY

RCRRA PHIFSE=1=PRETEN-ENGR=—*ETS"

7544590

34.60

0]

]
(<]

™
L

o
b

ulc!l

oo,

<




RAMSEY COUNTY _ PAGE 9
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE 7703790
-

: REGIONAL RAILRUAD QTRLY REPORT gl O T a5 3 4
_I__ PERIOD APRIL I, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990 .

RCRRA RiASS=-1=PREL=IM=ENGR=4+==FF$ SOUTH CORRIDOR STUDY

o GLAIMESZICLAYM ™ - WAR HAR T = HAR ~ VENDOR™

#/s| RFC DEPT OBJECT ID NBR DATE NBR AMT NAME
ls|  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES :

0] 59108 020176  IC 35203D 040690 00559023 17.63 IC TRANSFER PMT 400 40301 300508 A00258

$
s 020176
lia] — DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=MTCE" D T ol =5 T =t I %

.;% 59108 020185 IC ©-35051B 040690 00559023 . IC TRANSFER PMT 574 57401 301385 C01279
?l ! 020185 - ) T 2. ] T
.:..‘:

s SOUTH CORRIDOR STUDY
|u ‘RCRRA "PHASET=PRECIMENGR™FETS




__RAMSEY COUNTY , i _PAGE 10
: BUDGET ACCOUNTING - : : - DATE 7/03/90

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT i s

PCRIOD APRIL 1, 1990 THRU JUNE 30, 1990

Ve~ Os LN

& rﬁ_——-“

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR
A

CLAIN CLAIN " WAR ~ WAR Rt
DEPT OBJECT 1D “NBR DATE NBR

PAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RATLROAD AUTHORITY FUND 591 TOTAL

TR oW =

_ 2955124475




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

I Board Action Requested

Regional Railroad Authority
Originating Department _ Ratify Partial Payment No. 9 to BRW, Inc.
in the amount of $107,136.59.

ACTION IS REQUIRED

Request Justification
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services
of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Phase I Preliminary Engineering/
Environmental Impact Statement Studies for the Midway Corridor. Contract No.
RCRRA-89-003 governs the performance of services and terms of payment. Payment
in the amount of $107,136.59 for the period ending May 31, 1990, has been issued
in accordance with contract provisions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R-89-70.
Payment documentation is being submitted for ratification in compliance with the latte:
Attachments are: 1) Proposed resolution ratifying payment

2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. 9

3) BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 58455 and attachments

Budgeting and Accounting fd Jé/&/{%/ 7//7/9() Date / Time
County Attomeymuzﬂ\_;—/ Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Date

Committee / Meeting Date i : Date
July 24, 1990 i 7/17/90
Board Date Date




— Resolution

Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, 1Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Phase I Preliminary Engineering/Environ-
mental Impact Statement studies for the Midway Corridor; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA-89-003, and the First Amendment thereto, govern the
performance of services of and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through May 31, 1990; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA 89-003, the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R89-70) the
Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments to
BRW, 1Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with the
agreement; and ;

WHEREAS, Resolution R89-70 requires submittal of invoice and
payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification at
the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; Now, Therefore, Be It

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 58455, Partial Payment No. 9,
and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through May 31, 1990; Now, Therefore, Be
It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $107,136.59

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through May 31, 1990 is hereby ratified.

John T, Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

Regional Railroad Authority July 9, 1990
CHARGE TO: DepF. Date

Consulting Services

Appropriation Item

For Accounting Use Only WARRANT NO,

Claim # Date Paid Object Amount

PA 800 020102 $107,136.59

\———

15-17 18-20 32-41

$107,136.59
Total

(4) PAY TO: é
8 First Name & Initial 9-22
BRW, Inc.

Thresher Square

. Last Name or Firm Name 23-52

53-76 -

A?oo Third Street South Soc Sec No

8 Address 9-32 OR
Minneapolis, MN 55415

City State 33-54 Zip Code 55-59

ZCB Partial Pymt 9; Inv. No. 58455; Phase I PE/EIS Studies for
— MawayCorTtdor———
Kﬁl Agreement No. PA830; Acct. 59103-020102; 5/31/90

On Check Stub Put:

Last Name First Name

Use only if Payee and/or
Address differs from

Address Item &4

(7) Attach to the back of this form: Original Invoices, Receipts, Certified Claims

or other documents,
Preparer's Signature: /s/ Bette Kurysh

(8) I declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, are
for Ramsey County, allowed by law, and approved for payment.

- ~
/ \

Authorized Signature: /

NOTE: The vendor's Social Security Number will be used to report taxable income to the
Internal Revenue Service, This data is considered private under Minnesota
Statutes 15.165, but we will not be able to process this claim without it.

BA-354 (02 - 89)
FOR INSTRUCTIONS SEE ACCOUNTING SYSTEM PROCEDURES MANUAL




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RATLROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO. 9
PROJECT: PHASE I PE/EIS STUDIES FOR THE MIDWAY CORRIDOR
CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA-89-003

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59103 AGREEMENT NO: PA 800

DATE: 29 JWN 90

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL
RATLROAD AUTHORITY

316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

BRW, INC.

THRESHER SQUARE

700 THIRD STREET SOUTH
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59103-020102

TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 31 MAY 90
LESS 5% RETAINAGE

AMOUNT DUE

LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS:

PERCENT COMPLETED 37.4%
$522,791.72
$26,139.59
$496,652.13
$375,198.82

ALIOAABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: $121,453.31

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THE WORK AND DETAIL OF THE INVOICE, AND
FIND THE TASKS LISTED HAVE BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.

RCRRA SHARE HCRRA SHARE TOTAL

PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.
PAYMENT NO.

Woo-~Jausawo -

$22,793.28
$16,204.16
$11,462.24
$25,132.71
$50,216.59
$55,234.37
$74,637.71
$75,747.93
$107,136.59

$2,960.20
$2,162.13
$1,450.12
$3,244.59
$6,662.10
$7,274.62
$9,938.04
$10,078.03
$14,316.72

$25,753.48
$18,366.29
$12,912.36
$28,377.30
$56,878.69
$62,508.99
$84,575.75
$85,825.96
$121,453.31

PAYMENT TOTAL: $438,565.58 $58,086.55 $496,652.13

SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT: $1,398,039.00
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT) $496,65?q

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT $901,386.87

5




¢ new
. 58455

T T N T e

Mr. James Tolaas Mr. Ken Stevens DATE: May 31, 1990

Ramsey County RRA Hennepin County RRA

316 Courthouse A-2307 Government Center JOB NO: 41-8923 through

15 West Kellogg Blvd. Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237 41-8939, 62-8944,

St. Paul, MN 55102 62-8954, 26-8956,
62-9004 through

Y5010} —
through 26-9003
e AT SR L Ty B

MINNEAPOLIS + DENVER + PHOENIX + TUCSON + ST PETERSBURG

! INVOICE PERIOD: May 1 - May 31, 1990

: INVOICE DATE: May 31, 1990
1 FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-1625272
- For Professional Services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority and the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of
Phase I Preliminary Engineering and an Environmental Impact Statement for light
rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement No. RCRRA 89-003.

DUE THIS PAST AMOUNT  TOTAL INVOICED
AGENCY BILLING INVOICED TO DATE

Ramsey County RRA 112,775.36 $ 348,872.63 $ 461,647.99
o Less 5% Retainage 5,638.77 17,443.67% 23,082.39 4
o Due This Billing 107,136.59 $ 331,429.0Y0 % 438,565.p0 5%

Hennepin County RRA 15,070.23 $ 46,073.50 $ 61,143.73
o Less 5% Retainage 753.51 2,303. /168  3,057.27\9
o Due This Billing 14,316.72 $ 43,769. agz $ 58,086.52‘?

&
5
!
|
|

NOTE: See the attached details on cost by work tasks and allocation of cost to
each RRA.

I hereby certify that the above
statement is just and correct and
payment has not been received.

BRW, INg.

Z QMH%W /WJAM**""

/David M. Warner, P
Senior Associate

BRW, INC. + THRESHER SQUARE « 700 THIRD STREET SOUTH =+ MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415 « PHONE 612/370-0700




ATTATCHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA - 89003
COST DETERMINATION BY NORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
INVIOCE PERIOD : MAY 1, 1990 - MAY 31, 1990
FILENANE: 89003 1

WORK TASK J0B

NUMBER ‘LABOR 1

DIRECT
EXPENSES

RCARRA
ALLOCATIDN

ik AMOUNT

HCRRA
ALLOCATION
AMOUNT

0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT 41-8923 $4,238.00

1 PROJECT INITIATION ' 41-8924 $0.00
2 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

PROGRAM

41-8925 $10,780.12

' 41-8926,41-8937"
62-8944,62-9009
' 26-8956,26-9002!

3 SYSTEM PLANNING AND
ENGINEERING

$46,900.88

' 41-8927,41-8938!
62-9004 ,62-9010
26-9001 ,26-9003

4 ROUTE ENGINEERING AND
DESIGN

$23,584.34

41-8928,41-8939,
. 62-9005,62-9014;

5 PROTOTYPICAL STATION
IONE DESIGN

6 SUPPORT FACILITIES , 41-8929,62-9006

7 COST ANALYSIS 41-8930,562-9007

8 FINANCE AND MANAGEMENT | 41-8931,41-B936,

ANALYSIS

9 INPLEMENTATION PLANNING !
141-8933,62-8954,
162-9015

41-8932 $0.00

10 ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES $40,366.82

{1 SELECT LOCALLY PRE-
FERRED ALTERNATIVE

41-8934 $46.28

12 WORK PROGRAM- PHASE 11
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

41-8935,62-9008]

$4,279.44

$0.00 !

$11,422.11

$47,020.34

$23,672.91

891 $3,808.70

88l

8 8 b

$0.00

. 907 $10,279.90 |

887 $41,377.90

. 887 $20,832.16 |

$0.00 |

$0.00

$41,404.51

$46.28

. 901

901

$0.00 |

$0.00 |

887 $3b,435.97

. B8L

. 867

$40.73 |

$0.00 |

$470.74

121 $0.00

101 $1,142,21

$5,642.44

$2,840.75

$0.00

$4,968.54

$5.55

1$125,916.44

.15 $127,845.59 !

$112,775.36

$15,070.23




ERM, 1MC.

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMOIMNE RAY 31,

TECRHICIAN T
KEUERER. DUFF
LAYER, JULIE
THYAL THIY JOE S

RIDUAY LRI

PROFESSIOHAL SERMICES FOR YTHE PERIOD EM




BRH, IMC
IMVGICE RG. DE&FS

JBE RO, Gdige i:
FROFESSIONAL PERSORHEL

PRINCIFAL
CRICKSGR,

ASSOCIATE
BERTELSCH. JOAH

PEOFESSIORAL II
SKOM, EBRACLEY

TECHMICIAM II
ELUH, E4REARR
TECHRICIAY I
FRIRBAMKS, RICHAEL
HEPPL. AMIE
SUETCTALS

TOTALY

fIIDWAY LET DWeTH S¥YS FLA

PROFESSIOHNAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ERbINe mev 4. 1000

PROFESSIONAL PLESORAEL

PRIKCIFAL
ERICKEGH, BARY

ASSOCIATE

BERTELZES

TECHRICTAN
RARFORD, DOWALD




INUGICE MD. DRATT

JRE KD Qaddv o

TECHAICIAY III
CILRERT. LREGDRY

TECHRICIAR II
ELUH. BAREAKA

TECHHICIAH I
CRONELL. RBEERT

TOTALS

TOTAL LABDF

RIDKAY LEY-CORRURITY PAR

.FRL‘;FESSIGi'r’.L SERVICLS FOR THD PCRIOD EXDIME HeY

PROFESSIOMAL PERSOHHEL

PRIYCIPAL
HOLSFELD, RICHAZD
SE. ASSOCIRTE

WARRER, DAVI

PROFZSEIONAL 1
COLEURM, ELLIZAEETH
HORNITZ, EBARGARA

SUETOTRLE

TECHHICIAM IIT
HANSOH, KEXTOM
PATRICK, CHRIZTOPHER
SURTOTALS

HRICIAR TI
ARDERSDOY, BERY
HARKINSOE, 16N
STUBES. ROECET

SUETOTALS




IMVUICE KO, DRACT
EH R 5 A

TECHMICIAK I
AGHLAXD. CARCL
EEYEE. €INA
BILBUTAY, ARTAY
EUCKLEV. SUSAH
DEWEY. PFARELA
BRATRIN. KAREH
HAMRICK., CLAULIA
HEHDERSON, JAME
JEMSEM, KERMETH
KRUEEER. DUFF
HERRILL. GREEOFT
HOLITOR, LIHDA
POPE. LEZLIAMKE
RONHOVDE. MAHCY
SCHODHEMGERG, KATHY
SHeM. KeTHRYE
THURY. TART

SUETDTALE

= Ix

=]

B k2

(ST R ST ST~ I = R VT o B
o

~% B3 Y R3O

D) [ 0 O 0 0 OO

w0

oy

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEDE 10, 78032

MIDKHY LRY-CVSTEN PLed

FROFECSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EWDIve HAY =1

PROFESSIGHAL PEREDMAMEL

FPRIHCIPAL
MOLSFELD., RICHARD
SR, AGRDCIATE
FFECTON. HOWaR!
RuRRCR, DAVID

SURTOTALS

PROFESTIONAL IZ
SHITH. WILLIAH




INDICE . DRRTT

. : JOE ND P48V 23

SE. TECHMICIAK
EARTEL, DAVIL

TECHRICIAR I
JEHSEH, KENHETH
ROMHOVDE, ManCY

SUETOTALS

TOTALS

HIDHAY LRT-ROUTE EME.

EXDING HAY 1. 199

PROFESSIOMAL PERSONMEL

SE ASSOCIATC

HARKER, DAVID

ASSDCTATE
NOORE, DOE! ¢

PROFESSIOMAL 1I
SHITH, HILLIAN

TECHRICIAY IIT
PATRICH. CHRIGTOPRHZE

TECHRICIAY II
ARDERSOR, LAUKIE
HAHSON, KATHY

SUETOTALS

TECHNICIAY 1
ASHLAKD. CARDL
BEYEK, SInf
EUCKLEY. SUSAH
GRATRIN. KAREH




ERM. IMC
IMVOICE KO, DRAFT
JOE RO L3

HAMRICK. CLAUDIA
JERSEM, KREMKNETH
HERRILL. BREGORE
IHART, JAHEC
RORHOVDE, MHARCY
HIMFREY. HARK
SUBTOTALS

-2

o

S R3 RT R R
a. o

[T
o o

TOTALS

HIDWAY LET-EMYIROM. STCV

PROFESZIONAL PERSONMEL

BESOCIATE
HEFFELMARH
#Hel RICHARL

SUBTOTALS

SE. FROFESSiTA=
RUEHR, ERIK

FROFESSIONAL IX
KUSKEL, EBETH
HILES, RARK
PORAREHY, SUZAH
SRITH, WILLIRN
TRIE, WILLIAK

SUBTOTALS

[ I I ]

s T

2

PRUFESSIONAL I

BFEEH, ROBEFT

HIWIKER. CHEIZTIAY
HOFRITZ. EAREAFA
HWEOKALA. MARTHAND

KITZIG, JEAKMRE




SUETOTALY

SE. TECHMICISG
EARTEL, PAVID

TECHRICIAH II1
PATRICK., CHRISTOPHER

TECHMICIAY II
ARDERSON. EETTY
HARKINSDH, TCH
LANFPA, JACDE

SUBTOTALS

(=

J € k3

TECHNICIAN I
ASHLAKD, CARDL
GEVER, 6INA
BUCKLEY, SuSaw
DEMEY, PARELA
HAREICK. CLARUDTA
HOWGERSOE, <15
JERSEN, RERHETH
KRUEBER, [UFF
LAYEE., JULIE
REREILL. SRESORLD
HIHART. JARES
SCHODMEMEERE, KATHY
THURY. THHI
WINFEEY. RAFE

SUETOTALE

[

’.
-
s
4

(ry
(¥
L T )

<
o

TOTALS

nIDHAY LET-LOCAL PREF.

FROFESSINRAL SERVICLYS 7OR THE PERIOD EMDIse

PROFESSIONAL FERSURMEL




ERM. IMC
INVOICE WD DRATT
JOE RO 04169 25

HOUES RATE ARGURI

TECHRICTIAY II
HeWKInsOs, TOn [ 35,00

TECHHICIAY I
ASHLAND, CARGL
HOLITOR, LIKCA

SUETOTALS

TOTALE

TOTAL LAbOR

THIE JbG 3

HIDHAY LRT DHMIM Swi FLb

PEOFESSICHAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ExD

PROFESSIOMAL PERSOMHEL

PRINCIFAL

HOLSFELD. RICHARD

PROFESEIONAL Z
#ILES, RRE:
TROE, WILLIRH

ZUETOTRLS

TECHMICIAM I1I
FATEICH. CHFELIZVOPHER

TECHHICIAN II
HAEWKINCOR, TOH
LEHPRA, JASGH

SUBTOTALS

TECHRICIAHN I
ACHLARD. CAPIL
EUCKLEY. Sulpe
ERATRIK. KARLH
HH&MRICK, CLAUDIA




1+#VOICE KT

BRIl gatep. it

JEMSEM, KEMMETH
KEUEGER. DUFF
LAVER, JULIE
{IHART. JANHED
RONHOUDE, MAMCY
HINFREY. Hakr
SUBTOTALS

o

1 W = O

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEGR

TETAL THIS JOE ¢

RCRRA SYCTEM PLAR/CHS

.FE?I.EFHSIGE!.-WL SCRUICES FOR THD PERIOD ExDIWE N0

PROFESSIOMAL FERSD-HEL

PROFESEIOMAL 11
GUHNDERSDY, RDBLRT

TECHRICIRH T
HARRICE. CLAULLA

TOTal LARLE




NIDWAY LKT ROUTE EXg D36

PROFESSIOMNAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMKEL

SE. ASSOCIATE
SHOLUCHOWZKI. FETER

PEOFESSIONAL II
WICHHAN. TODE

SF. TECHRICIAR

ELAMKEM3HI®, 1I80THY

TECHRICTAY III
AORD-SHEPTAK. CANDISE
PATRICK. CHEISTOPHCR

SUBTOTALS

TECHWICIAY II
ELUN, EAREARA
JOST, SCOTTY
RICKLUKD, DAV

SUETDTALD

TECHHICIA: 2

BEVER, &I#4

CORKEL. GUHCRY

JERGER, KEXMETH

NERRILL. EREGDRE

HIHART, JRAES

SCHOOMERBERS, KATHY
SUBTDTALS

TOTALS

oo Y b

)
o

Q In

Lo T 25 T T

w1

-~ S




IRVOICE RS DEar]

JUb ¥O. Gaigy 7

HIDHAY LRT DHHTH S¥3 FLM

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PIRIOD EXDING HAY 51,

FROFESSIONAL PERSOMKEL

SR. ASSOCIATE
SHOLUCHOWSKI. PETER

SE. PROFESSIOMAL
HALLOY. STEFRERW

PROFESIIONAL IT
WICHHaH TOOS

SR. TECHWICIAY
ELAMKERSHIP, TIADTHY

TECHRICIAH III
NORD--SHERTAK. CANDIZ

TECHHICIAH II
ELUH, EaRbAFS
JOST, SCOvT
HICKLUKD, DAavll
ZIMRERKAL. mev

QURTOTALE

TECHHICIA# I
BEVER. GIHA
COMMEL, DUHCR
JUHSEY, REMMETH
ZINMERMAS, BITAAEL
SUBTOTALS

TOTALE

HA




ERH, INMC

HIDK&Y LRT CULTURAL REE

PROFESSINAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOC ERDINE RRY 21,

PROFESSIOHAL PERSOMMEL

ASSOCIATE
HUDAK, JGSEPH

PROFESSIORAL II
EAILEY. THOMAS
RILEY. CTEPHEW

SUBTOTALE

TECHAICIA® I
ASHLAND. CARDL
HARRICK. CLAUDIA

SUETOTALS

TOTALS

IMUDICE

TOTAL LrREOR

ThiaL COMSULTAHTS
TOTAL ERPEMSE
T074L FEE

TOTAL IMTEREST




ERH. IMC

ILLING SUHHRRY

CURREXT PERIDD COTTE -- LAEOR -~ -~ EXPENSES --
HOURE ANDUET REINE DIRESTRIHD
TETALS 242%.4 36, GOE. 98 1.964 15

COSTS THIS RUK

TOTAL LAEOR 125, 916 d4
TOTAL COMSULTAMTS

TOTAL ERPEMSE

TOTAL FEE

TOTAL IKTEREST

kk END OF BILLIMNE RUN »»




ATTATCHMENT B - DIRECT COST AND SUBCONTRACTORS

AGREEMENT NO HCRRA-89003
INVOICE PERIOD : 1 MAY 1990 - 31 MAY 1990
FILENAME: 89003 _B

OTHER DIRECT NON-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION DEPARTMENT $442.97
AUTO/MILEAGE 388.76
OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO 156.41
POSTAGE/DELIVERY 459.72
QUTSIDE TEMPORARY HELP 430.50
LIBRARY/REFERENCE 90.79

$1,929.15

SUBCONTRACTORS

NONE THIS MONTH






