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RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 1992

*9:30 A.M. - LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM -

* PLEASE NOTE CHANGE IN TIME.

a)Approve proposed purchase offer for the Abandoned
Burlington Northern Rail Corridor, Northeast Rail Corridor,
to be submitted to the Burlington Northern R.R., the
purchase price of $1,500,000.00;

b)Authorize the Chairman of the Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority to sign the purchase offer on behalf of

the RCRRA.

c)Authorize the Chairman of the RCRRA or his designee to
approve necessary budget adjustment to accomplish purchase;

d)Authorize the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to
approve payments made in accordance with the Contract;

e)Payment documentation shall be submitted to the RCRRA
for ratification at the next scheduled meeting following

approval of payment.

ACTION IS REQUESTED.

Printed on Recycled Paper




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Originating Department Authority

David MacMillan /s/ 11/10/92
Authorized Signature Date

Request Justification

See attached:

Memo from D. MacMillan 11/10/92
Proposed Purchase Offer
Proposed Resolution
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a)Approve proposed purchase offer for the
Abandoned Burlington Northern Rail Corridor,
Northwest Rail Corridor, purchase price of
$1,500,000.00;

b}Authorize the Chairman of the RCRRA to sign
the purchase offer on behalf of RCRRA;
¢)Auihiorize e Chairman of tne RUKKA or his
designee to approve necessary budget adjustment
to accomplish purchase.

d)Authorize the Director of Light Rail Transit
Planning to approve payments made in accordance
with the Contract;

e)Payment documentation shall be submitted to
the RCRRA for ratification at the next
scheduled meeting following approval of payment.

Date / Time

Budgeting and Accounting

Received By

County Attorney.
Risk Manager

Data Processing.

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Signature

Committee / Meeting Date / Signature
November 17, 1992 557

Board Date

7




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

Page 1 of 2

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
(RCRRA) has proposed for possible future development a light rail
transit line extending from downtown Saint Paul to White Bear
Lake (the Northeast Corridor); and

WHEREAS, Preliminary plans and studies have tentatively
identified the abandoned Burlington Northern Railroad line from
approximately Fourth Street in Saint Paul to Beam Avenue in
Maplewood as a potential alignment for the Northeast Corridor;
and

WHEREAS, The Burlington Northern Railroad has indicated a
willingness to sell to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority its interest in the abandoned line; and

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 398A.04,
subdivisions 1 and 2, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority may acquire real property and railroad property by
purchase; and

WHEREAS, Preservation of an intact rail corridor sufficient
to meet future light rail transit needs is important; and

WHEREAS, The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT)
has approved this acquisition for partial reimbursement from the
Minnesota Rail Bank Program; and

WHEREAS, In an appraisal dated December 20, 1988, prepared
for the Burlington Northern Railroad, the corridor’s market value
was estimated to be $4,600,000; and

WHEREAS, In an appraisal dated September 17, 1991, prepared
for the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, the corridor’s
market value was estimated to be $2,070,000; Now, Therefore, Be
It

RESOLVED, That the proposed purchase offer, a copy of which
is attached hereto, 1is authorized to be submitted to the
Burlington Northern Railroad pursuant to the terms contained
therein, including a purchase price not to exceed one million
five hundred thousand dollars ($1,500,000); and Be It Further

. Finley, Chairman By
John T Y Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

Page 2 of 2

RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority is authorized to sign the purchase offer on
behalf of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority.

RESOLVED, That the Chairman of RCRRA or his designee is
authorized to approve the necessary budget adjustment
establishing estimated revenue and from Fund Balance to
accomplish the purchase; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That the Director, Light Rail Transit Planning, is
authorized to approve payments made in accordance with the
Contract; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, the payment documentation shall be submitted to
RCRRA for ratification at the next scheduled meeting following
approval of payment.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
proposed for possible future development a light rail transit
line extending from downtown Saint Paul to White Bear Lake (the
Northeast Corridor); and

WHEREAS, Preliminary plans and studies have tentatively
identified the abandoned Burlington Northern Railroad line from
approximately Fourth Street in Saint Paul. to Beam Avenue in
Maplewood as a potential alignment for the Northeast Corridor;

and

WHEREAS, The Burlington Northern Railroad has indicated a
willingness to sell to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority its interest in the abandoned line; and

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 398A.04,
subdivisions 1 and 2, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority may acquire real property and railroad property by
purchase; and .

WHEREAS, Preservation of an intact rail corridor sufficient
to meet future light rail transit needs is important; and

WHEREAS, The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT)
has approved this acquisition for partial reimbursement from the
Minnesota Rail Bank Program; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the proposed purchase offer, a copy of which
is attached hereto, is authorized to be submitted to the
Burlington Northern Railroad pursuant to the terms contained
therein, including a purchase price not to exceed one million
five hundred thousand dollars ($1,500,000); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority is authorized to sign the
purchase offer on behalf of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the RCRRA or
his designee is authorized to approve the necessary budget
adjustment establishing estimated revenue and from Fund Balance
to accomplish the purchase; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director, Light Rail
Transit Planning, is authorized to approve payments made in
accordance with the Contract; and

,BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The payment documentation shall be
submitted to the RCRRA for ratification at the next scheduled
meeting following approval of payment.




Lease #

024012
052822
057967
080745
082417
204798
212292
221097
BNL-1601

EXHIBIT B

PERMITTED ENCUMBRANCES

Lessee

Chicago & North Western Railway Co. -
Chicago & North Western Railway Co.
Chicago & North Western Railway Co.
Northern States Power Company
Northern States Power Company
Chicago & North Western Railway Co.
Metropolitan Sewer Board

Northern States Power Company

TDI - Naegele Qutdoor Advertising
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THIS AGREEMENT Made and entered into this‘.......f?.',\!......'........,day ol‘p,.el.&;f‘,:.?_‘:..‘ﬁ.f.._. ,.'v[,/-’
s o

-

by and hetweenmmnmmmntﬁ?m'lm OO FXRXX
MORTEERN PACIPIC RAILXAY COMPANY

CRICAGO, SAINT PAUL, MINREAPOLIS AND

(hereinafter called the “Railway Company"),
OMAEA NMAILAAY OOMPANY

CHICAGO AND MORTH WESTERN RAILAAY COMPANY

(hereinafter called “Assignor’), and

(hereinafter called “Assignee”),
WITNESSETH: hersinafter referred to mas "apgreomsnt®
WHEREAS, oertaln agreements/have heretofore besn entered inte by

and detween the assignor and the Rallway Company as indicsted in the
oxbibit hereto attached, marked ixhibit "A", and by this referense
made a part hereof, and other agresments have beretefore been entored
into by and among the assignor, the Rallway Company, and other parties

Bet speeifieally mentioned in sald Sxhibit "A"; and

which agreement and all of the terms and conditions thereof are by this reference made a part hereof ; and

WHEREAS it is the desire of all parties hereto that the Assignee become the successor in interest of the
Assignor under. said agreement; .

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises it is hereby mutually agreed:

1. That the Assignee shall succeed to all of the rights and obligations of the Assignor under the said
agreement, and shall be constituted the full and complete assignee thereof, subject to all of the terms and
conditions in said dgreement set lorth.

2. The Assignee hereby expressly assumes and agrees to perform and abide by all obligations and
conditions on the part of the Assignor to be kept and performed under the said agreement: and the Assignor
hereby assigns unto the Assignee and relinquishes in favor of the Assignee all rights therein. The Railway
Company hereby expressly consents and agrees to the foregoing assignment on the conditions above set forth.

3. This assignment shall be effective from January 1, 1967,
but it is not intended that its execution shall in any way affect the rights or obligations existing between the
Assignor and the Railway Company which may have accrued under said agreement prior to said date.

IN WITNESS WHEREOPF, the parties have caused this agreement to be executed the day and vear
first above written,

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTER? ILWAY COMPANY,

g

Ty~

AssistaniSecretary. FORTAERY PACIVIC WAIINAY Q0OMPANT

e
By \',.':/\ iv/%bu/l.u\({'t_:-

) VI!'Q F“.["
/ 3
——mt

ORICAQO, SAINT PAUL, MINHZAPOLIS
AND OMAEA RAILEAY COMPANY

L —
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LEASE NO. 52822

‘.. NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, & corporation of
.the State of Wisconsin, lessor, in consideration of the

: 3,renta to be paid and covenants to be performed by the

.%LCKICAGD St. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY, a

Mcorporation of the State of Wisconsin, lessee, leases to

,,tho lassees
That portion of the lessor!s right of way in the
city of St, Paul, Minnesota, shown coldred red on the plat
hereto attached and made a part hereof,
TO HAVE AHD T0 HOLD subject to the provisionsa

gy e

ﬁﬁrolltwing and until this lease is terminated as hereinafter
provided' )

30 l. As rent the lessee will pay the sum of One Dollar
($1.00) for the full term, receipt whereor is hereby

-« ackmowledged, together with all taxes and assessments levied

- agalnst the premises during the term.

. 2, The lessee will occupy and use the premises for

-right of way for a railway track, retaining wall and culvert

. and will Qu:ing the term continue to use the premises for
those purposes and no other, Without the written consent of
the lessor the lessee will not assign the lease or any interest
therein, or sublet,

3¢ The lessor may terminate this lease at any time

.upon six months! written notice. Any such notice shall be

. 8904 if served personally upon the lessee or posted upon
.the leased premises, or if deposited in a United States

TJ:po‘_stofficq addressed to the lessee at St, Paul, Minnesota,

. If the lessee shall fail to remove any material, or property
within the time presoribed in a notice of termination, the
lessor may appropriate such property to its own use without
compensatlion or may remove the same at the cost of the lessee,

4. It 1s understood by the parties that the leased
premises are in dangerous Proximity to the tracks of the lessopr

- P v . .
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and that persons and property on the leased premises will be in
danger of injury or destruction by fire or other causes

incident to the operation of a railway, and the lessee accepts

.;1 éﬁis lease subject to such dangers. It is therefore agreed,

e

,gs?og?fdfﬁthelmaﬁerial considerations of this lease without
4 ihich;the-saﬁs ﬁcﬁid not bé grantéd,'that“the 1esaoe assumes

_nll risk of death or or peraansl injury to the officers,
;“servants, employea or customers or the lessee while on said
2Lpremiges, and all risk of loss, damage or destruction to any

+, property brought upon the leased premises by the lessee, or

.f'bj_épy_other person with the consent or lmowledge of the lessee,

'withoué regard'to whether such loss be occasioned by fire or

L

sparks from ;ocgmntive ;nginos or other causes incident to
or arising from the movement of locomotives, trains or cars,
misblaced switches or in any respect from the operation of a
railway, or to whether such loss or damage be the result of
negligence or misconduct of any person in the employ or service
of the lessor, or of defective appliances, engines or machinery,
And the lessee shall save and hold harmless the lessor from all
such damage, claims and losses,

5. The lessee may terminate this lease by giving six
(6) months! notice in writing to the lessor at St., Paul,
Hinnesota.

6« This lease supersedes and cancels that certain
agreement dated September 10, 1862 between the St. Paul
& Duluth Rallway Company (predecessor in interest of the

lessor) and the lessee covering the construction of a track

.. on the right of way of the St. Paul & Duluth Railway Company

in the vicinity of the track covered by this lease’,
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have executed
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e Y LR
o ~¢‘.=-..:-m1 =

- vy




~ NORTHERN PACIFJC RAILWAY COMPANY
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ASSIGNMENT i -_—’ 4N

. . ) g),: i - e
THIS AGREEMENT Made and entered into this.... \! ...day of... sz P e i R -
(__,./

by and bttweenmmbmm“'ut!‘.'{m'lmm UOM KX N XX
WMORTBERN PACIPIC RAILXAY COMPANY

CRICAGO, SAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND °

(berleinafter called the “Railway Company™),
OMAEA RAILAAY OOMPANY

CHICAGQ 4¥ND NORTH WESTERA RAILAAY COMPAIX

(hereinafter called “Assignor”), and

(hereinalter called “Assignee”),
WITNESSETH: hereinafter referred to as “agreomant®
WHEREAS, oertaln agreements/have heretofore besn entered inte by

and detween the assignor and the Rallway Company as indicated in the
exhibit hereto attached, marked 3xhibit "A", and by this referensce
made a part hereof, and other agreements have heretefore been entored
into by and among the assignor, the Rallway Company, and other 'pu'tiu
Bet speeifically mentloned in sald &Exhibit "A%; and

which agreement and all of the terms and conditions thereof are by this reference made a part hereof ; and

WHEREAS it is the desire of all parties hereto that the Assignee becoine the successor in interest of the
Assignor under said agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises it is hereby mutually agreed:

1. That the Assignee shall succeed to all of the rights and obligations of the Assignor under the said
agreement, and shall be constituted the full and complete assignee thereof, subject to all of the terms and
conditions in said agreement set forth,

2. The Assignee hereby expressly assumes and agrees to perform and abide by all obligations and
conditions on the part of the Assignor to be kept and performed under the said agreement; and the Assignor
hereby assigns unto the Assignee and relinquishes in favor of the Assignee all rights therein. The Railway
Company hereby expressly consents and agrees to the foregoing assignment on the conditions above set forth.

3. This assignment shall be effective from Japuary 1, 1987,
but it is not intended that its execution shall in any way affect the rights or obligations existing between the
Assignor and the Railway Company which may have accrued under said agreement prior to said date.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this agreement to be executed the day and vear
first above written.

CHICAGO AND NORTH WES ll' W RY CDMPA\IY

}é pr;;i;i.ﬁi'.""

Ty~

AssistanSecretary, FORTAERS PACIVIC \AII‘H&T -“l‘lPAI

S R A

‘ Vire F"-[‘."i‘-

-

ORICANO, SAINT PAUL, MINRSAPOLI
AED OMAHA RAILGAT COMPANY

rrtum.nl .




-

S

57967

ot AGREEMERT made this 10th dny of lovember, 1239, betreen

.. *y'Northern Paoifioc Rallway Compsny, hereinafter called the Frciflo

: =_£;company,‘and the Chicago, Saint Pavl, Ylunezpollis and Omahn Hallmwoy:
.Oompany, hereinafter ocalled the Omaha Company.

Ayiie YA . ¢ The Pacific Cowmpany and the Omaha Company each own a line
: ‘#2'of rallway sltuated in the City of St. Paul, Minnesota, the Paocifio
-5 @i Companyls line known ag White EBear Line and the Omaha Oompany'sg
. ¥iline' ag. 'Eastern Division. Sald line of the Omaha Company crosses
°f ¥t heytracks of the Pacifio CUompany near Fauquier Stroet in the City
Jmof) 8t . Paul, 9tate of Minnesota, shown on blue print -map hereto
$attaoche 4 marked *Exhibit AY, and made a part hereof.

pliigy . . i :
_ Kol NEEREAS- there has heretofore been consgtruoted an overhead
A gx-%’oarry”the;jrﬂﬁkl of‘ the Omaha Company over the line of
geﬁwaqgkiolconpﬂnr “together with telltales at either gide of the
t¢i3§0%6h4¥h0 Pnoi!io’ﬂoupanylu line to proteot its employes oross—
@ ingYunder this bridge. The location of sald bridge and telltales
“alilareishown on said Exhibit A. The parties hereto now desire to
Fidioover ‘byfwritten agreement their respective obligations with reapeot
:ggg’}hof mxa.intename of sald overhead orossing and telltaleg,
) ¥ Lo WX e

(3R BY V'8V NOW, THEREFORE, in conmsideration of the premises, the.

_ g?;?;sgjggraa as follows:

&'srth 1T 1, The Omaha Company is hereby deolared to be the juniox
o qpmpnny!?t the orossing shown on Exhibit A.

g e Wk
#?ﬁ?”h ~* 7 2. The Pacific Company, in congideration of the oovenants
»: and*agreements of the Omaha Uompany herein contained, hersby grants
* to the Omaha CQompany, upon the conditiona and for the purpones nct

. forth, the right at its sole cost, oharge, and expense, to croan

‘I the’'right of way and tracks of the Pacifio Oompany with an overhend
4-bridge oarrying a double track of raillroad and aide track over the
firight_ot-way and tracks of the Paoifio Company near Fauquier Strect,
%,8%. Paul. The overhead bridge,and tracks of the Pacifio Company

f: . )
;-are“shown on Exhibit A. :

1Y

o i 3. The Omaha Company agrees to indemnify and save harm.-
‘1les8 the Paciflic Oompany againe® any and all loss, cost and damnge
L whatgoever sufferod either by the Pacific Company or by any other

‘- pargon, firm or corporation, caused or in any manner groming ont of
. the maintenance, uge or operation of gnid overhead bridge, except

+ loeg, damage, injury or death arlsing from the negligence of the
;-ngifiu Company, its offloers, agoents or employes.

: ‘' "}, The Omaha Company agrees to maintain gsuch overhend
= bridge in guch a state of repair and oo use it that the opsration
. by the Paoifio Company of its property at nald crooging will in no
Lﬂway:ba obstruoted, inconvenienced or rendered dnngerous. If at
. any time it ghall reasonably appear to the Pacific Company thnt
¢ ° ¥ such overhead bridge is likely to endanger or interfere witlr the
5 _:’oﬁaratione of the Pacific Company, the Pncifin Company ahnll nnt ify
»i .- i~the Omabn Cowpany in writing to mike nuch repulro or changen ce
; 4, "'will* obviate the danger of obstruction. In cage tue Omahn Uomyany
a0 f.falls to make such repairs or changes within thirty (30) dayn after
w4 7 '7reoelving such notice, then the Pacific Company ahall have the
Y ,~:Tight to:make guch repairs or changes at the expenge of tho Umnha
_.};,Company.
f&% i . 5- The Omaha Company agreen to mako no changep in the
t, o ;5,etruoture which will reduce the prescnt horizontal and vertleal
- { clearance for Pacific Company trains.

Aa

o
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I%%g?m¢£§%6:yhThéﬁfalitaleasinatalled by the Pacific Company on

7. ‘Fthpﬁno:therly and southerly sides of the bridge for protection

iofits’employes riding trains crossing under said bridge, as well
Yashthe highway bridge over the traokas of the Pacific Company on
lHeaney?Street, are.also shown on Exhibit A. It is agreed between
% Herparties hereto’that the Omaha Company ghall reimburse the
'*EhaaidiQompany for<the entire cost of maintenance of telltales
ons the¥northerly:side of sald bridge and fifty (50) percent of the
dpt¥oLd e 0of telltales on the southerly side of the
.e- it e iyl o e e "-' - .. I ¥ . . L y Fa %

iy ngJF?Initﬁa“avﬁnf"o:fabandohmant;5y'tha Omaba Gompany of
thetx Eqﬁﬂoﬁ.orossin33hareinhgranted,‘the'omahs Company shall, and

1 gl :
amherepyjagrees! that>it will, ‘remove ' its overhead bridge and other

3:%:,9&1;.-_-9&9}5?1'9@9498. 55358 Sple soss. i expense.”

2 ;aggt,,siqfrha”grantg‘énd obligations of either parfy hereto
redby’made or oreated shall extend to and be binding wpon the re-

B~ F
qt.j*ai@eotivq3sucoessora in intereat of such party and the benefits

“rihereof‘extending unto either party shall extend to the sucoesgsgor
Hiior; gucoesgors in interest of suoh party ag well; provided that
3%ithe iOmaha: Company shall not assign thla agreement or any right or

ﬂ§§5p1111108° hereby granted without the written congent of the Pacifioc
‘;@COMp&ﬂV first had and obtained, but thc rights and obligations of

‘«the Omaha Company acquired by and binding upon it hereunder, ghall

:ibe. deemed: appurtenant to and running with its railroad and the
Omaha Company may sell, assign, lease or mortgage as an entirety
‘5311Qiright8 in connection with and as a part of its railroad.

oS - Y TR R

i
s 0¥ IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties bave cauged thig agreement

B A STmE par
RS s LEVRR P
Jé@&b‘ba executed in their name by their respective offlicerg thereunto

ﬁ?adly?sutyoxized the day and year firat above written.,

v L
Bl b
!g Fly syt

AW ITHESSES: NORTHERN PAQIFIC RAILAAY COLPANY
g T )

& Eg,;L.. Ledding ' Byt H. E. Steveng,

E. A.YBump Vice President.

QHICAGO, BAINT PAUL, MINNEAPOLIY &
; OMAIIA RAILWAY COMDANY
‘.“ ‘J::- 5 :
%iIEE AL VAX, . By: Carl R. Gray, Jr.,
%'Agslatant Beoretary _ Exeoutive Vice President.
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THIS ACRETLLNT, Mode and entered into this 24th day of
January, A.D. 1895, between the Saint Paul and Duluth Railroad Com-
pany, s corporation organized and existing under the laws of the
State of Minnescta, as porty of the rirst part, and the Chicugo,
Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Omsha Railwey .Company, & corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Minnesnota,
as party of the second part,

WITNESSETH, That eaid party of the firat part, tor ond in
conaideration of the sum of One Dollar to it paid by the marty of
the second part, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does
agree to license and grant and by these presents doe3 license and
grant unto the party of the second part, subject to the conditions
hereinafter named, the right to maintain and operate that certain
railroad frack now constructed and used by the party of the second
part and exterding in o northweeterly direction from a point enat
of Forest Street in the City of St, Paul, County of Ramsey, end
State of Minnesota, across the right of way and railroad tracks of
the party of the first part to the grounds of the Bohn Manufacturing
Company ot a point west of said Forest Street,

g 1T IS FURTHTZR ACREED That the aforesaid track shall be
used by the party of the second part in such manner ae not to
conflict with or obstruct the free use by the party of the first
part of its tracks so croased,

IT 18 FURTHER ACREED That paid party of the first part may
_terminate thie license or grant at any time upon thirty dnys notice
in writing to the party of the second part snd upon the expiration’
of said thirty days, all righte hereunder shall ceage and the
party of the second part shall take up and remove the rforesanid
track and reatore the party of the firot part to the exclusive
poseession of the premises owned by it, Provided elways that
nothing herein contained shall be so construed a3 to deprive the
party of the second part, its successors or asaigns, cf the right
to obtain by condemnstion or otherwise the right to build, main-
tain and operate a side track or opur track across said track of
the party of the first part at or near the crossing aforesaid,

IN WITKESS VWHEREOF, the parties hereto kave caused these
pregents to be executed in their name and on their behalf by their
duly authorized officer .the day and yenr first above written, -

SAINT PAUL AND DULUTH RAIIROAD COMPANY,
By A.B.Plough,
Vice P'% & Gen'l kgr,

CHICAGO, ST, PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OUAHA RAILWAY COMPANY,
By E.W.Vinter,
Gen'l Manager
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* ELECTRIC LINE CROSSING PERMIT § Ne. 204,798 v - RW.28 -4
«-Re::(NP) F#76861, 6-1-53

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC., hereinalter called Reilwey Cempany, hersby grants permissien
te  CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN RAIIWAY CQMPANY, a Wisconsin corporation,

hereinalter colled Permittes, to construct,
meintoin, ond operate en sleciric line with the necessery poles, crossarms, wires, conduits, end other fIxtures appurienent therete
-seress-the-premises—siReilwey-Compeny-along the course-described o3 lollows; -
telephone wires upon and across the Reilway Company's right of way and to attach its
wvires to 9 of the Railwey Company's poles and crossing over the main track of the said
Reilvay Compeny at survey station 85 plus 30 end survey station 91 plus 15 at Seint Paul,
Remsey County, Minnesota as shown colored red on the print hereto attached, marked Ex-
hibit "A" dated September 27, 1971, and made a part hereof. '

This permission is glven upen the fellewing terms:
*1s Pormittes will pey In sdvence Fifty Dollars ($50-00)
for the firat flve=year period end

ch subsequent five years that this permit remains In sifect ond will also poy oll taxes ond assessments thot moy be levied or

d ageinst the Improvements, Railway Compeny reserves the right 1o change the soid charge ot eny time while this permit re-

meins In elflect upon thirty (30) doys® written netlce. "h- provision for payment ler sech five yeors In ne way Impairs Railwoy Com-
peny's right to terminate this permit pursvent to Peragreph 10 heresl,

2. The slectric line and sppurtenances shail be constructed and meintained In eccordance with the Notienal Electric Safery

Code end laws of the Stete of ' Minnesota ond In sccordance with plons heretolore submitted by
Permittes and approved by Rallwey Compeny,

3. All cest of construction end maintenence shell be poid by Permittes, The Superintendent of Communications of Railway
Company will decide whet portion, if any, of the work will be done by Rollwey Compeny, end for such work Permittes will pay the
estimated cost thersel before the work is commenced. |f the ectuel cosl excesds the estimate, Permitiae will pey the additienel
emount when talled upen, ond If the ectvel cost Is less then the sstimete Rollwey Cempony will repey the surplus,

4. I in the judgment of the Superintendent of Communicetions of Rellway Company, the construction or maintenonce of the slecs
trie line heoreln contemploted necessitotes eny chenge or elteration in the location or arrongement of any other eleciric wires ar op-
purtenonces loceted upon the premises of Reilwey Compeny, the cost of such chenge or olterction will be peid by Permitise.

5. Roilway Company shell have the right 1o decide the necessity of repairs 1o said slectric line or appurienences ond upon
written request from Roilwey Company Permittes sholl prempily moke such repairs, |f ot any time It becomes necessary In the Judg-
ment of Rallwey Company for reasons of salety or atherwise, te chonge the location, elevetion, or methed of construction of the
slectric line and eppurtenonces, such chonges will be mode by Permittes within thirty deys alter belng requested to do 50 ond In
such menner a3 Railwoy Compony shell direct,

{ho electric line sholl be used lor the sole purpose of conducting electric currents ot o potential not 1o exceed 120 volts,

%%Jiﬁf@ﬂ?ﬁ?{’bziﬁ?q.f&}"ﬁfﬁt QE!H ‘benelit olLﬂ\. porties, their successors ond essigns; provided, however,

th t-Reilwey Compenys written consent,

é.
7.
thetfd

permil-or r=interes

8, Permittes ogrees that the wires and apputencnces and the use of the some lor conducting slectric current shall not demage
the railread or structures of Roilway Company, or the property of The Western Unien Telegraph Company, or ony other property upen
the premises of Reilwey Company, or be o €e to the selety of Roilwey Company's operations or any other operalions conducted.
on said premises. Permittee does hereby relecse, indemnily, end save harmless Railway Compeny ond The Westemn Unien Telegreph
Company, theit successors and ossigns, lrom end ogeinst all loss, domoges, claims, demonds, sctions, couses of action, costs, ond
expenses of every cheracter which mey result from ony injury te or decth of ony person whomsocever, including but not limited 1o em-
ployes and ogents of the perties hereto, or Irom lass of or damage o property of ony kind of nature to whemsoevyer belenging, includ.
Ing but not limited to property awned by, leased te, or in the care, custody, ond control of the porties hereto, when such injury, death,
loss, or damege Is couted or contributed te by, or orises frem, the consiruction, instellation, meintenancs, condition, use, operotien,
or enistence of said slectric line upon such reilread premises,

9. Alter the completion of construction of 10id slaciric line ond oppurtenances or ony repairs thereto, Permittee sholl remove
Irem the premises of Roilway Compeny, 1o the setislection of the Superintendent of Communications of Roilwey Compeny, all false
work and equipment used in the instelletion or repair werk.

10. Roilway Company shall have the right to 1erminete this permit, and the seme sholl termincte, ot the sxpirotion of ninely (90)
doys ofter the giving of written notice of intention 1o terminate the seme. Any such notice shall be good il deposited in the United
Stetes moils oddressed 1o Permittes ot 2"['5 E. 4th st. ’ St. da_ul, ].’iM?so«tn F5101. If Permittee sholl fail
to remove any metericl or property owned by ‘it within the lime prescribed in o notice of lermine 1an, Roilway Compeny meoy appropri-
ete such property 1o i1s own uvse withou! compensation, or may remove the some at the expense of Permittes,

11. 1t is understeed by the porties thot said electric line will be in danger of injury or destruction by lire or other couses incident
to the operotion, mointenonce, or Improvement of the roilwey, and Permittes accepts this permit subject 1o such dongerr, It is therse-
fore agreed, as one of the meterial consideretions of this permit, without which the same would net be granted, that Permittes hereby
assumes Iij risk of loss, demage, or destruction te sald slectric line witheut regord to whether such loss be occosioned by lire or
sporks from locometive sngines or other couses Incident te or arising from the mevement of locometives, trains, or cars of ony kind,
misplaced switches, or In ony respect from the speration, maintenance, or Improvement of the reilwey, or te whether such loss ar
demoge be the result of negligence or misconduet of any person in the employ or service of Rollway Company, or of defective oppli-
ences, engines, of mechinery, and Permittes does hereby seve and hold hormless Reollway Compeny from all such damege, claims,
ond losses.

12. 11 Is agreed thet the provisions of Sections 8 and 11 are for the squal protection of ony other railrood compony or companies
herstolore or herealter gronted the joint use of Roilwey Compeny’s property upen which the sbove described slsciric current line is
locoted,

13 This permission is granted subject to permits, leases, ond licenses, il ony, heretofere grented by Reilwey Compeny allect-
ing the premises upon which said eleciric line is locoted,

1k. The Permittee shall construct and maintain its said telephone wires as herein pro-
vided, placing the wiring thercof so that it shall at no point be less than 30 feet above

the top of rails in the track or tracks of the Railvay Company's reilroed as the came io
now or hereafber-may be constructed.. . (Continued on reverse side), .
IN'WITNESS.NHEREOF. the perties hereto have sxscuted these presents this - lst doy of + Qctober, - .49 T1.

T e, e e

' _: BURLINGT

Loy

By

nvisl Mannger-Lasses and Contrects

Witnessas o Signetyre ol fadinems, CHICAG? AND I'ORT]I WESTERN RATINAY COMPANY
Zii o o MU

VICE PRCOIDENT- OPENATIONS

Title




- -
- .

. -
7. This permit shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of the parties, their
successors and assigns; provided, however, that Permittee may assign this agreement
without such consent to a successor railroad company only which shall thereafter operete
the lines of railroad of Permittee, and providing further that Permittee shall notify

Railvay: .Ga?mpa.nx of .anFiith:pssignment.

15. This a.greement is intended to supersede that certain written agreement between
the g hern Pacific Railway Comppny, predecessor in interest by merger to the herein

lva.y Company, and the Permittee, dated June 1, 1953 relating to the construc-

ticn and maintenance of wire facilities on Railway Company's poles at St. Paul,
Minnesota; and upon execution and delivery hereof, said agreement of June 1, 1953,
.ghall ptand ‘cancelled :and.-annuiled. withtuh px*e.‘judice to any exist%ng Il_tabiJ_'Lty.
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Pipa Line q_‘?

Terr: (NEy 493315, 5-7-63 tIno. 212,292 7
City of Whit{e Bear Lake
THIS AGREEMENT, made this 16th day of November , 19 T3 , between

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC., a Delaware corporation, hereinafter called ““Railroad,” and
METROPOLITAN SEWER BOARD,

whose post office addressIs 350 Metro Square-Buildiug, Tth & Robert, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101,
. . hereinafter called “Permittes.”

WITNESSETH:

Railroad, for end in consideration of the fee herein provided to be paid to it by Permittee and of the covenants and
promises hereinafter made 10 be observed and performed by Permittee, does hereby grant to Permittee license and permission
to te-for-comstruct; maintasin and operste a 12-inch, 16-inch and 18-inch force sevwer main and
all appurtenances thereto, and also to excavate for, construct, maintain and operate
a 16-inch sever main

hersinafter referred to es the “facility,” upon, along or acrom the right of way of Rasilroad, underneath the surface thereof,

and under the tracks of its railroad, as the case may bc at-or-near- .- Station; in the County of

—State-of -— -—, to be located-arfollowsto-wit:

between St. Paul and White Bear Lake Stations, in the County of Ramsey, State of
Minnescta, to be located as follows, to-wit:

* « At survey statien 351 plus 25 - Mile Post 6 plus 3438 feet/ g

-

ored red and green, respectively,
a8 shown %y-hm-d & ed-biuetine on the plat hereto attached, marked Exhibit “A”, dated June 25 , 1973
and by this reference thereto made a part hereof.

Permittee in consideration of such license and permission hereby covenants and promises as follows:

__1. Permittee will pay in advance to Railroad for this permit the sum of

a—
also ail taxes and assessments that may be levied or assessed against said facility. Railroad reserves the right 1o change the said
charge at any time while this permit remeins in effect upon thirty (30) days’ written notice. This provision for payment shall
In no way restrict Railroad’s right of termination under Paragraph 9 hereof. ]

2. Permittes, at Permittee’s sole cost and expense, shall excavate for, construct, reconstruct, maintain and repair the
facility placing the same at-least feet-bel in accordance with specifications provided in
application dated February 26, 1973, heretofore approved by the Railroad's Regional
Manager Engineering.

Permittee shall fill in the excavstion, and restore the surfece of the ground 1o its previous condition subject to the
spproval of the Superintendent of the Division of Railroad upon which the facility is located. Seid Superintendent shall have




the right at any time when in his judgment it becomes necessary or advisable, to require any material used in the work to be
replaced with like material or with material of a more permanent character; also to require additional work or change of
location of said facility as a matter of safety, or of appearance, or on account of additional tracks being laid, change of grade
thereof, construction of a building, or for any other reason whether or not connected with the operation, maintenance, or
improvement of the railway of Railroad, all of which shall be done at the expense of Permittee in the manner herein
provided,

3. Permittee shall give to the said Superintendent at least two (2] days' advance notice of any work to be done by
Permittes in the excavation, construction, any reconstruction, maintenance, repair, change of location or removal of the
facility, and shall conduct such work in such manner as not to interfere with the maintenance and operation of the railway of
Railroad.

4. In the event that Railroad, at the request of Permittee, or for the protection of its property and operations, does any
work, furnishes any material or flagging service, or incurs any expense whatsoever on account of the excavation for,
construction, any reconstruction, maintenance, repair, change of location, removal of the facility or otherwise, Permitiee
shall reimburse Railroad for the cost thereol within twenty (20) days alter bills are rendered therefor, If the excavation for
construction, any reconstruction, maintenance, repair, change of location, or removal of the facility, requires any or all of the
following work: removal and- replacement of track, bridging, protection of track or other railway facilities by work or
flagging, engineering. and/or supervision, such work *is to be performed by Railroad employees and the, cost borne by

Permittes. g i & . for. S B '

5. In the event any cathodic electrolysis or other electrical grounding system is installed in connection with the facility
which, in the opinion of Raiirosd, in any way interferes with any train signals, telephone or telegraph lines, or other facilities
of Railroed, Permittes upon being informed by Railroad of such interference shall forthwith discontinue operation of and
remove said grounding system, or take such steps as may be necessary o avoid and eliminate all such interference. Permittee
further agrees to indemnify and save harmless Railroad from and against any damages, claims, losses, suits or expenses in any
manner arising from or qfowmn out of i]’lurfmnu with the signals, telephone or telegraph lines of Railroad by the operation,

use or existence of any such grounding system, ) A . o "t

6. Permittee shall and hereby releases and discharges Railroad of and from any and all liability for damage to or
destruction of the said facility, and any other property of Permittee located on or near Railroad’s premises; and shall and
hereby assumes any and all liability for injury to or death of any and 2il persons whomsoever, including of ficers, employees
and agents of the parties hereto, or loss of or damage to property to whomsoever belonging, including property owned by,
leased to or in the care, custody and control of the birtiu'he'relo, in any manner arising from or during the construction, any
reconstruction, use, maintenance, repair or removal of said facility, however such injury, death, loss, damage or destruction
aforesaid may occur or be caused; and shall and hereby does indemnify and save harmless Railroad of and from any and all
claims, demands, suits, actions, damages, recoveries, judgments, costs or expenses arising or growing out of or in connection
with any such injury, death, loss, damage or destruction aforesaid. Permittee further agrees to appear and defend in the name
of Railroad any suits or actions at law brought against it on account of any such personal injuries, death or damage 1o
property, and to pay and satisfy any final judgment that may be rendered against the Railroad in any such suit or action. The
liability assumed by Permittes herein shall not be affected or diminished by the fact, if it be a fact, that any such suit or
action brought against Railroad may arise out of negligence of Railroad, its officers, agents, servants or employees, or be
contributed to by such negligence. . ; !

7. Permittee shall not transfer or assign this permit without the written consent of Railroad.

8. Nothing herein contdined shall imply or-import a covenant on the part of ‘Railroad for quiet enjoyment. | - . .L.
: i . i . ' . - i

B t

9. It is expressly undersiood and agreed that Railroad may at any time cancel and terminate this license and permission
by giving to Permittes thirty (30] days’ notice in writing of its intention to cancel the same and at the expiration of such
notice this license and permission shell terminste. Upon receipt of such notice and belore the expirstion thereol, Permittes,
undar the supervision and direction of the ssid Superintendent, or his authorized representative, shall remove the facillty
from the right of way of Railrosd snd restore the right of way snd premises of Raeilrosd in & menner snd to such condition es
shall be satisfactory to the said Superintendent of Railroad. If Permittes shall fail to remove the facility and restore the said
right of way to such condition within said thirty (30) day period, Railrosd st its option may remove the samae snd restore the
said right of wey to its previous condition, snd Permitiee shall pay the cost and expense thereo! 1o Raliroed.




10. Upon any failure of Permities punctually snd strictly to observe and perform the covenants and promises made
herein by Permittes to be kept and performed, Railroad may terminate this agreement on ten (10) days’ notice to Permittee,
remove the facility, and restore the right of way to its previous condition at the cost and expense of Permittes. !

11. Any notices given under the provisions of this agreement shall be good if deposited postpaid in a United States post
office addressed to Permittes at Permittes’s post office address above stated or as otherwise directed by Permittes.

12. The licenss and permission herein granted is subject lo permits, leases and licenses, if any, heretofore granted by

Railroad affecting the premises upon which said facility is located.

13. Permittee shall obtain and furnish to Railroad insurance as set out in Exhibit
"B", hereto attached and made a part hereof.

Subject to the foregoing provisions, this agreement and all of the covenants and promises thereof, shall inure to the
benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, their respective executors, administrators, successors and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Railroad and Permittee have executed this agreement the day and year first above written.

In Presence of:

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC.

k ’}..(//!C_Q 47')- &L—"l{"”f-ﬂ/;/ By C\ Lt ) A L..\.L

Genersl Mansger — Lammn

v

METROPOLITAN SEWER BOARD

(:/d/‘u,«/ g )ﬂw lzra}\%‘%\g:%ﬁ,—c@ Adniniatrator

Ferm 90028 8§ 73




EXHIBIT "B"

The Permittee shall require in any contract it shall let for the work herein
permitted to be performed on the property of the Railroad that its contractor shall:

A. Furnish to Railroad a Railroad Protective Liability Insurance policy in
the form prescribed by the Federal Highway Administration's Policy and Procedure
Memorandum No., 20-12, Said policy shall protect the Railroad and any other railroad
company including National Railroad Passenger Corporation (AMTRAK) occupylng or using
the Railroad's right of way or line of railroad apgainst all loss and damage arising
from activities of the Permittee or its contractors, their forces, or any of their sub-
contractors or agents, The limits of said policy shall not be less than Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($500,000,00) for all damages arising out of bodily injury to or death of
any one person and subject to that limit for each person a total of not less than One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000,00) for all damages arising out of bodily injury to or
death of two or more persons in any one accident; and not less than Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($500,000,00) for all damages arising out of injury to or destruction
of property in any one accident and subject to that limit for any one accident a total
limit of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000,00) for all damages arising out
of injury to or destruction of property during the policy period, Said insurance policy
executed by a corporation qualified to write the same.in the State in which the work is
to be performed shall be in form and substance satisfactory to the Railroad, and shall
be delivered to and approved by the Railroad prior to the entry upon or use of its
property by the Permittee or its contractor.

B. Carry regular Contractor's Public Liability and Property Damage Insurance
as specified in the Federal llighway Administration's Policy and Procedure Memorandum
No, 20-12 providing for a limit of not less than Five llundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000,0(
for all damages arising out of the bodily injuries to or death of one person, and, sub-
ject to that limit for each person, a total limit of not less than One Million Dollars
($1,000,000,00) for all damages arising out of bedily injuries to or death of two or
more persons in any one accident, and providing for a limit of not less than Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($500,000.00) for all damages to or destruction of property in any one
accident and subject to that limit a total (or aggregate) limit of not less than One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) for all damages to or destruction of property during the
policy period. A certified copy of the policy providing said Contractor's Public
Liability and Property Damage Insurance, executed by a corporation qualified to write
the same in the State in which the work is to be performed, in form and substance satis-
factory to the Railroad, shall be delivered to and approved by the Railroad prior to the
entry upon or use of the Railroad's property by the Contractor.

. FORM 80069 8-73 remsssmuss
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CONTRACT CHANGE NOTIFICATION

DATE AUGUST 6, 1990 LEDGER ACCOUNT NO.

ADVERTISER _NAEGELE NO. 1.7.-04927

AGENCY

SERvicE _(1-14'x48"') ILL. PR, B/R, LOC. F/O T NBST MRALY S/ T-04 FrSmBArmy
N/O HWY 5 KELLOG BLVD., S/0 E5TH ST, PAC. W IN ST. PEUL, MINN (RAMSEY) ON
BURL;I?GI_QH NORTHERM. APP SPRMMN-2610

CONTRACTNO. _415-40 BEL-16Q1 SALESMAN & NO.

COMMENCEMENTDATE _10/1/81 TERM QONE(1Q  EXPIRES _TF __ RATES.
—_— —
TERMS OF THE ABOVE CONTRACT HAVE BEEN CHANGED AS FOLLOWS:
CANCELLED as of Short rate to be charged S

EXTENDED for months from expiration date charge S

SUSPENDED for ___________ months from Shortrate _____ to be charged.
GROSS $ GROSS S
* AGENCY § ACCOUNT WITH: ,GeNCY 'S

NET 5 NET

MISC. MISC.

SPACE $ SPACE

OTHER _EEEECTTIUE 10/1/90  PLEASE INCREASE—RENTAL—ERCM

PAYLARLE annﬂ-rnv h'd

REMARKS AND/CR EXPLANATION AS PER ATTACHED
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G- ORIGINAL

SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT
PERMIT NO. 80745 (NP)

AGREEMENT, made as of the 1st day of February, 1983, between BURLINGTON NORTHERN
RAILROAD COMPANY, a Delaware corporation (formerly Burlington Northern Inc.) successor
in interest by merger to Northern Pacific Railway Company, hereinafter called "Railway
Eogpany“ and NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY, a Minnesota corporation, hereinafter called

PERMITTEE".

WITNESSETH:

By Agreement dated December 20, 1956, Railway Company granted permission to
Permittee to construct, operate and maintain power wires (hereinafter sometimes referred
to as electric line) upon and across Railway Company's right-of-way and over certain
tracks at St. Paul, Ramsey County, Minnesota, as more particularly described in said
Agreement,

The parties hereto now desire to amend and modify said Agreement dated December 20,
1956, in certain respects.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually agreed to by the parties hereto as follows:

1. That Permittee shall pay to Railway Company as the annual fee for the
permission granted, the sum of ' 5
payable annually in advance, for the ten (10) year period commencing rebruary 1, 1983
and ending January 31, 1993, :

2. That paragraph 7 of said Agreement dated December 20, 1956 is hereby deleted
in its entirety and the following substituted therefore:

7. It is understood by the parties that said electric line will be in danger
of injury or destruction by fire or other causes incident to the operation,
maintenance or improvement of the railway, and Permittee accepts this permit
subject to such dangers. Permittee further agrees to release, indemnify and save
harmless Railway Company and Western Union Telegraph Company, their successors and
assigns, from and against all loss, damages, claims, demands, actions, causes of
action, costs and-expenses of every character which may result from any injury to
or death of any person whomsoever, including but not limited to employees and
agents of the parties hereto, or from loss of or damage to property of any kind or
nature to whomsoever belonging, including but not lTimited to property owned by, or
in the care, custody, and control of the parties hereto and said Telegraph Company,
when such injury, death, loss, or damage is caused or contributed to by or arises
from, the construction, installation, maintenance, condition, use, operation,
removal, or existence of said electric lineé upon Railway Company's premises.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, nothing herein contained is to be construed as an
indemnification against the sole negligence of Railway Company, its officers,
employees or agents,

3. That in the event Railway Company elects to sell the property upon which said
electric 1ine is located, Railway Company may, at its sole option, grant an easement to
Permittee for the continued maintenance and operation of said electric line for a fee,
or may reserve unto the Railway Company the right for continuance of "this Agreement in
the deed of conveyance to the buyer. If Railway Company elects to grant the easement,
Permittee shall have thirty (30) days from receipt of letter from Railway Company
offering the easement in which to accept or reject said offer. If said offer is rejected
by Permittee, Railway Company shall make said reservation in the deed to the buyer, or
assign this Agreement to the buyer.

4. That except as herein provided, all other terms and conditions of said
Agreement dated December 20, 1956 shall be and remain in full force and effect.




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed,

in duplicate, as of the day and year first hereinabove written.

Witnesses: BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY

By 55/;/:2143¥ZZ¢LA.—-

Director - Property Management

NGRTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY

Manager -
Transmission General Services

NP 80745
LEASES 4




Exhib ¥ Indefinite Term Lease

- . e 3 »
* Re:’ (@) 80719, 2-16-56 RB-F No. 221,097
expired 2-15-76

THIS LEASE made this 16th day of February, 19 76,
between BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC., a Delaware corporation, hereinafter called “Lessor™”, and
NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY, a Minnesota corporation,
whose post oflice address is 414 Nicollet Mall, Minneapolis, Minnescta 55401

..hereinafter called “Lessee"’,

WITNESSETH:

In consideration of the covenants hereinafter contained to be kept and performed by Lessee, Lessor hereby
leases to Lessee upon the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth the following described premises situate in the
City of  satnt Paul + County of Ramsey - State of  Minpesota

o [

All that part of the premises of the said Lessor as shown hatched blue on the
Print hereto attached, marked Exhibit "A" dated March 3, 1976, and made & part hereof.

. SAVING AND RESERVING to Lessor the right to construct, maintain and operate a railroad track or tracks;
o construct, maintain and use buildings or other structures for railroad purposes located or 10 be located upon any
partof the above described premises not occupied by the buildings and structures hereinalter mentioned:; to construct,
maintain and use or to permit to be constructed, maintained and used by others any existing or additional pipe,
telegraph, telephone or power ransmission line upon, over or beneath the said premises; 1o make any changes in
grade or location of its railroad or any of its tracks, or to rearrange its station facilities, or 10 use the said premises
or any part thereof for railroad purposes: and further saving and reserving to Lessor the right to enter thereon for any

one or more of such purposes without payment 1o Lessee of any sum for damage of any nature which may be caused
thereby.

Lessee hereby leases said premises from Lessor for the term hereof subject to the covenants and promises
following, which Lessee agrees o observe and perform, 1o-wit: x

1. Lessee shall use and occupy said premises for the sole and exclusive purpose of censtructing;-maintaining,
and operating thereon a portion of a substation.

No other buildings, Structures, additions, alterations or improvements shall be erected or made on the prémises by
Lessge or atthe direction of Lessee, save with the express permission of Lessor in writing and at the sole cost of Lessee,

-« .. 2. Lessee shall pay annually, in advance, as rental lor said premises the sum of

3. Lessor reserves the right to change the rental stipulated herein 3l any time while this lease remains in effect.

ments placed thereon during the term hereof, except special ossessments |

burse Lessor for any such taxes, license fees or other charges which may be paid by Lessor promptly upon the
presentation by Lessor of bills for the amount thereof, and in default of such reimbursement, all sums so paid by
Lessor shall be deemod 1o ba and sholl be \rested 8s odditionsl rantsl and recoverable s such hersunder

It the eveni that the premises haroby demised, or ony pori therool, sholl be subject to any special assessmen( 9 J‘
for ar:+ public improvement or improvements, the rental herein reserved and stipulated to be paid by Lessee shall”
be automatically incressed by @n amount equal to nine percent (9%) per Annum on the total amount of the assessment.

tvwelve percent (12%)




) - 5.Lessee shall not place or permit to be placed or to remain, any malerial, structure, pole or other obstruction
within 8.5 feel laterally of the center line or within 23 feet vertically from the top of rail of any track located on
or nesr said premises; provided that if by statute or order of competent public authority grealer clearances shall
be required than those provided for in this paragraph, then Lessee shall strictly comply with such statute or order.

No building or structure erected on said premises shall have o swinging door or window opening towards
any railroad track which, when open, will restrict the clearance to less than 8.5 feet rom the center line of such track.

Lessee shall not nor shall Lessee foster, sanction or permit others to operale any equipment, molor driven
or otherwise, for the purpose of serving Lessee. upon or across any railroad track located on or adjacent to the
demised premises except at established crossings.

T: . Lessee agreés fo indemnily and save harmless Lessor from all loss, domage. penalties, cosis or judgments
that may be assessed against or recovered from it on account of or in any manner arising or yrowing out of a violation
of the provisions of this paragraph 5.

6. Lessee, at Lessee’s sole costs and expense, shall install and maintain adequate facilities for fire protection
in all buildings and structures upon said premises. Lessee also, at Lessee’s sole cost and expense, shall observe
and comply with all the rules, regulations and orders of any duly constituted authority and of any board of fire
underwriters having jurisdiction of said premises and all provisions of any fire insurance policy covering said premises.

.
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7. Lessee shall not permit the existence of any nuisance on said premises; shall maintain and keep the same
in proper, clean, safe and sanitary condition and free and clear of any explosive, flammable or combustible
material which would increase or tend to increase the risk of fire, except for such material as may be necessary 1o
Lessee’sbusiness; and, further, Lessee shall keep, observe and comply with all federal, state and local regulations, ordi-
nances and laws, and with the regulations of any duly constituted legal authority having jurisdiction of the premises,
and at Lessee’s sole cost shall make any and all improvements, alterations, repairs and additions and install all
appliances required on said premises by or under any such regulations, ordinances or laws. Lessee shall not place
or permit to be placed any advertising matter upon any part of said premises or upon any improvemenits thereon,
except such as is necessary o advertise Lessee’s own business.

8. Lessee, at Lessee’s sole cost and expense, shall keep the premises hereby demised in good condition and
shail make all repairs and renewals that from time to time may be necessary to keep any improvements which may
be located thereon in good condition and repair and ready and fit for occupancy; and on termination of this lease,
either by expiration of the term hereof or by cancellation, or otherwise, shall surrender said demised premises in a
condition satisfactory to Lessor and shall fill and level all excavations and remove and level all obstructions above
ground at Lessee’s sole cost and expense. In the event of Lessee’s failure 1o do so, Lessor may do said work and Lessee
shall reimburse Lessor for the cost and expense thereof.

9. {a) Itis understood by the parties that said premises are in dangerous proximity to the tracks of Lessor and
that property on said premises will be in danger of injury or destruction by fire incident to the operation, maintenance
or improvement of the railway, and Lessee accepts this lease subject to such dangers. It is therefore agreed, as one of the
material considerations of this lease without which the same would not be granted, that Lessee assumes all risk of
loss, damage or destruction by fire 1o buildings or contents or 1o any other property brought upon or in proximity
lo said premises by Lessee, or by any other person with the consent or knowiledge of Lessee, without regard to whether
such fire be the result of negligence or misconduct of any person in the employ or service of Lessor or of defective
appliances, engines or machinery, except to the premises of Lessor and 1o rolling stock belonging 1o Lessor or to
others, and to shipments of third parties in the course of transportation. Lessee hereby indemnilies and agrees lo protect
Lessor from all such loss, damage or destruction 1o property, including claims and causes of action asserted against
Lessor by any insurer of said property.

% (B) Ledsee disoCagrees to indemnify and hold harmless Lessor for loss, 'damage, injury or death from any
act or omission of Lessee, Lessee’s invitees, licersees, employees, or agents, 1o the persor or property of iHe parties
hereto and their employees, and 1o the person or property of any other person or corporation while on or near said
premises; and if any claim or liability, other than from fire, shall arise lrom the joint or concurring negligence of
both parties hereto, itshall be borne by them equally.

. t~ - .

10. It is agreed that the provisions of paragraphs 5 and 9 are lor the equal protection of any other railroad
company or companies heretofore or hereafter granted the joint use of Lessor's property, of which said premisos ara a
part.

11. (a) Without the written consent of Lessor, Lessee shall not assign this lease or any inlerest therein, or sublet,
and no heir, executor, administrator, receiver, master, sherill, trustee in bankrupicy, or other assignee by operation of
law shall sesign or sublet without such written-conseri, ' : .

(b} In‘the event of assignment of this lease, Lessor, having no advice to the contrary, shall at such time
credit all unearned rental hereunder 1o the assignee. Any other disposition of unearned rental will be made by Lessor
only upon the joint written request of both Lessee and Lessee's assignee at the time of submitting said assignmerit
to Lessor for its consent.
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and upon he breach or non-performance by Lessee of any of ihe said covenanis or promises, Lessor, at ils option, may
- te-enter said premises, or any part thereof in the name of the whole, upon ten (10) days’ written notice to Lessee, and
may hdve, repossess and enjoy the same as of its former estate, and may terminate this lease and all rights hereby
granted. A waiver by Lessor of a default shall not be deemed a waiver of any subsequent default of Lessee.

13. Notwithstanding any requirement herein for payment of rental in advance for a period in excess of one
month, it is further agreed that either party may terminate this lease at any time upon giving the other party not less
than thirty {30) days’ written notice of such termination; provided, however, that rent shall be paid by said Lessee
to the date of termination fixed by said notice.

six (6) months'

14. Upon the date of termination of this lease by notice as aforesaid, or otherwise, Lessee shall surrender said
premises to Lessor, and, if not in default hereunder, shall prior to date of termination remove from said premises all
structures and property not belonging to Lessor and restore said premises to substantially their former state, and in
case of failure so 1o do, any such structures and property shall become the property of Lessor, or Lessor may dismantle
and remove the same and restore said premises to their former state at the expense of Lessee without incurring any
liability therefor.

15. All notices hereunder to be given by Lessor to Lessee may be effectually given by letter from Lessor or
its agent or attorney forwarded by registered mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Lessee at Lessee’s post office address
above stated.

16. All notices hereunder to be given by Lessee to Lessor may be effectually given by letter from Lessee or
Lessee’s agentor attorney forwarded by registered mail, postage prepaid, addressed 1o Lessor's Industrial and Real Estate
Development Department at 176 East Fifth Street, St. Paul, Minnesota 55101..

17. Nothing herein contained shall imply* or import a covenant on the part of Lessor for quiet enjoyment.

18. Any sum which under the provisions of this lease Lessee has agreed to pay shall constitute, when due and
unpaid, a lien enforceable at law by Lessor upon any building, improvements or other property of Lessee located on
said premises.

19. Subject to the foregoing provisions, this lease and all of the covenants and promises thereot shall inure
to tne benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto and their executors, administrators, successors and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this lease, in duplicate, the day and year first hereinabove
written.

In Presence of: BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC.

/(’E'.t i By. O L) N el

General Manager—Leases

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY

Tit1e GENERAL MANAGER, TRANSMISSION DEPT.

FORM 80013 8-72




EANTOTT ORIGINAL
-4

SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT
PERMIT NO. 82417 (NP)

AGREEMENT, made as of the 1st day of February, 1983, between BURLINGTON NORTHERN
RAILROAD COMPANY, a Delaware corporation (formerly Burlington Northern Inc.) successor
in interest by merger to Northern Pacific Railway Company, hereinafter called "Railway
ngpa?¥;EEEd NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY, a Minnesota corporation, hereinafter called
" RH N »

WITNESSETH:

By Agreement dated December 31, 1956, Railway Company granted permission to
Permittee to construct, operate and maintain power wires (hereinafter sometimes referred
to as electric 1ine) upon and across Railway Company's right-of-way and over certain
tracks at St. Paul, Ramsey County, Minnesota, as more particularly described in said
Agreement.

The parties hereto now desire to amend and modify said Agreement dated December 31,
1956, in certain respects.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually agreed to by the parties hereto as follows:

1. That Permittee shall pay to Railway Company as the annual fee for the
permission granted, the sum of Dollars
» payable annually 1n advance, tor the ten (10) year period commencing

February 1, 1983 and ending January 31, 1993.

2. That paragraph 5 of said Agreement dated December 31, 1956 is hereby deleted
in its entirety and the following substituted therefore:

5. It is understood by the parties that said electric line will be in danger
of injury or destruction by fire or other causes incident to the operation,
maintenance or improvement of the railway, and Permittee accepts this permit
subject to such dangers. Permittee further agrees to release, indemnify and save
harmless Railway Company and Western Union Telegraph Company, their successors and
assigns, from and against all loss, damages, claims, demands, actions, causes of
action, costs and expenses of every character which may result from any injury to
or death of any person whomsocever, including but not limited to employees and
agents of the parties hereto, or from loss of or damage to property of any kind or
nature to whomsoever belonging, including but not limited to property owned by, or
in the care, custody, and control of the parties hereto and said Telegraph Company,
when such injury, death, loss, or damage is caused or contributed to by or arises
from, the construction, installation, maintenance, condition, use, operation,
removal, or existence of said electric line upon Railway Company's premises.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, nothing herein contained is to be construed as an
indemnification against the sole negligence of Railway Company, its officers,
employees or agents.

3. That in the event Railway Company elects to sell the property upon which said
electric 1ine is located, Railway Company may, at its sole option, grant an easement to
Permittee for the continued maintenance and operation of said electric line for a fee,
or may reserve unto the Railway Company the right for continuance of this Agreement in
the deed of conveyance to the buyer. If Railway Company elects to grant the easement,
Permittee shall have thirty (30) days from receipt of letter from Railway Company
offering the easement in which to accept or reject said offer. If said offer is rejected
by Permittee, Railway Company shall make said reservation in the deed to the buyer, or
assign this Agreement to the buyer.

4. That except as herein provided, all other terrs and conditions of said
Agreement dated December 31, 1956 shall be and remain in full force and effect.




hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed,

first hereinabove written.
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY

LD s

Ne_cof _A.ﬁ{/_’.'c:‘.c:c’__- By
v Director - Property Management

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties
in duplicate, as of the day and year

Witnesses:

NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY

i eneral Manager =

Transmission General Services

NP 82417
LEASES 4




- ELEGTRIC LINE PERMIT (LONGITUDINAL) No. 821117 B, W: 30 20:1-88

“NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, ucorporation of the State of Wisconsin, hereinafter

called the Railway Company, in consideration of the rents to be paid and the covenants to be performed by
NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY, a Minnesota corporation,

hercinaflter called the Permittee, hercby permits the Permittee to construct, operate and maintain an clectric line, with the necessary poles,
wires, (ixtures and guys, upon its right of way along the course hereinalter described:
Nine (9) steel towers for the purpose of carrying a

115 K.V. transmission line across the tracks of the Rail-

way Company and along its right of way, said facilities

to be located at St.Paul, Ramsey County, Minnesota, on

strips of land shown colored red on plats hereto attached

marked Exhibits "A", "B", and "C" and by this reference

thereto made a part hereof.

subject, however, to an easement in the publie for any public roads heretofore Iaid out or established and now existing nver and across any
part of the premises.

This permit is grapted on_the lollpwing terms n_nd_c_:o_ndj&ig{\;\: 4

1.°The Pé&rmittee will pay a yearty rentas in aavance ot / s re-per-milecor—i raetion-thereol, for the said
electrie line and permil fenevion—al ilor—eseli—wire; nlso all taxes and
assessments that may be levied or assessed against said electrie line.

2. The voltage carried by said electric line shall at no time exceed 11 3 000 volts. The lneation of the said eleetrie line

upon the right of way and the construction thereof shall be in accordance with plans heretofore submitted to and approved by the Railway
mpany.

3. (a) All cost of construction and maintenance of said electric line shall be paid by the Permittee. Should the eonstruction, mainte-
nance or opcration of said electric line necessitate any change or alteration in the location or arunlgcmeng of any wires, structures or facilitics
located upon the right of way of the Railway Company, the cost of such change or alteration will be paid by the Permittee.

(b) The Permittee shall at all reasonable times have the right to enter the premises for the purpose of constructing, maintaining
and repainng said dectric line, and, in the exercise of this right, -h.'}: not unduly interfere with the rights af others on the premises. The
Permittee shall, however, at its own expense, restore any facilities on said premises which are in any manner disturbed by such construction,
maintenance or repairs. - .

(¢) The Railway Company may by written order require the Permittee to inake sueh repairs in said electric line ns the Railway
Company deerms Y and may nlso require the Permittee, for r of salety, inductive interlerence or otherwise, tn change the loca-
tion, clevation, construction or method of operation of the said electric line. All nf said repairs or changes shall be made promnptly by the
Permittee at its sole expense.

(d) Upon completion of said electric line or any subscquent repairs the Permittee shall remove from the right of way all excess
materinl and refuse accumulated during construction or maintenance.

4. The Railway Company reserves the right to use its property in any manner not inconsistent with the permit herein mnde, includin 1
but not limited to, the right to cross under or over said electric line at any point for the purpose of eonstrueting or maintaining roads or rn.'uT.
ways. The Permittee agrees that the construction, maintenance or operation of its sai electric line shall not at any time inductively or other-
wise damage, or interfere with, the operation of the railroad, or any wires, structures or [ncilitics of the Railwny Compnny, its lessces, licensees,
or permittees including The Western Union Telegraph Company, or be a mennce to the safety of operations conducted on the rj ht of way
by said parties. If, in order to prevent such damage or interference, it is in the jud of the Railway Company to mnﬁc changes

in the construction, location or operation of said railroad, wires, structures or acilities, the cost of such changes m:? be horne by the Per-
mittee.

5. (a) The Permittee hereby relenses and ngrees to indemnily and save harmless the Railwny Company, The Western Union Telegraph
pany, their d assigns, and any and every lessee, licensee, or permittee of the Railway Compnny, from and against all loss,
damnges, claims, demands, actions, causes of nction, costs, and cxpenses nl every charncter which may result from any injury tn or denth of
any person whomsoever, or from loss of or dnmnge to property of any kind or nature to whomsocver belonging, when such injury, death, lnss :
or dnmage is caused or contributed to by, or arises from, the construction, installation, mnintenance, condition, use, nperation or existence of
said electric line upon said right of way.

(L) It is understood by the parties that said clectric line will be in danger of injury or destruction by fire or nther causes incident
to the operntion, maintenance or improvement of the railway, and the Permittee aceepts thi permit subject to such dangers. It is therefore
nrrtrd 23 unc of the materinl considerations of this permit, without which the same would not be granted, that the Permittee assumes all risk
of loss, damage or destruction to said electric line without regard to whether such luas be ocensinned hy fire or aparksa from locomative engines
or other causes incident to or arising from the movement of locomotives, trnins or enrs ol any kind, misplaced switches, or in any respect [rom
the operation, maintenance or imFmvtmmt of the railway, or to whether such loss or damnge be the result of negligence or misconduct of any

n in the employ or service of the R.li'wlf Company, or of defective nppliances, engines or machinery, lﬂ?tll! Permittee shall save and
Id harmless the Hailway Company from all such damage, claims and losses.

G. It is ngreed that the provisions of Section 5§ are for the equal protection of any nther railroad company ar companies heretalore or

hereafter granted the joint use of the Railway Company's property of which the premises upon which snid electric line i lncated are a part,

. 7. This permit shall be binding upon, and inure to the benefit of the partics, their successors and assigns: provided, however that the
Permittee shall not assign this permit or any interest therein without the Railway Company's written consent. thirty

8. The Railway Company-shall have the right to terminate this permit, and the same shall terminate, at the expiration of ninetay—{(40)
days aftmving of written notice of intention to terminate the same. An such notice shall be il depnsited in the United States
mails ad to the Permittee at 1 Soutg 5hh_$tieet, Miayeano}1§ Biqneﬁqu « T the Permittee

ned hy it the time presen wl Turnslisnt m, t (allw

shall ail to remove any material or property ow within in a notleq he |
apprepriate mich property to Its own use witlout compensation, or may reiiove the same at the expense of the Pernittee,

9. This permit i1s effective as of January 1, 1957.
IN WITNESS WHERECOF, the parties hereto have executed this Instrument, in cfnpliene, the 31st

day of ___December . AD. 1956

2y Company may

Witness:

R
-

HURTHERH‘/M?IB AILWAY COMPANY

By ;z-w(_.fdpﬂ./ﬂ//

mmgiﬁ*ﬁ“@#_%;w ooy
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INDEFINITE TERM LEASE No. 80TUS

. ‘NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, hcreinafter called Rallway Company, hersby leases lo
\.'J‘NOR\TI{E:HN STATES POWER COMPANY, a Minnesota corporation,

W e enTT, L hersinalter callod

Lesses, the following premises, at Saint -Paul Statlon In the County of

ST T e g mT iy

TR R LT T " 5
AP e g That portion of the Rallway Company's
- property in the SW# Section 32, Township 29

Rp v North, Range 22 West, Fourth Principal Meri-
dian, shown colored red on the plat hereto

”'Jo- =T attached and made a part hereof.

1YW MILAEDD AHITHEDL e ] ony oty

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD aubject to the provisions following and until this lease Is terminated as hereinafter provided:

1. This lease shall be efective from the date herecf or the sffective date If any Is hersinaftsr provided; and the Lesses shall occupy
the premises within three months from said efective date for the purpose of a site for steel transmission

towers and for no other purpose, s
2. As annual rental the Lasaee will pay In advance the sum of | !

3. (a) The Lesses shail aiso pay all general taxes and il wents applicable lo or d Inat said premises during the

term of this lease, inchedingthose-ferthevear , @ven though such taxes or special assessments may not become dus and payablo
untll after expiration or cancellation of this lease provided, however, that If any assessment for public Improvements excesds $100.00 samo
may be paid by the Rallway Company and the Lessee will pay as additional rental per annum a sum equal to 8% of the tolal amount thereof.

(b) In case of non-payment of rental, taxes or assessments, the same shall, untll paid, constitute a llen upon any building or other
property owned by the Lesses located upon the premises, and the lien may be foreciosed according to law. The Lesses shail not remave
sald bulidings or other property untll said rental, taxes or assessments, have been paid.

4. Rates being as lavorable, the Lesses will do all transportation business over the rallroad of the Railway Company,

8, All structures erected on the right of way hereunder shail be placed parallel with the main track. The Lesses will paint and keep
painted, with the standard color of paint adopted by the Raliway Company for Its station buildings, or with sluminum paint, any frame buliding
upon the premises. The Lesses will not piace or parmit to be placed any advertising matter upon any part of the leased premises or upon any
Improvernents therson sxcept such as s necessary to advertise the Lassee’s own business.

8. (n) No bullding erected on the promises shall have a swinging door or window opening towards any rallway track, whioh, when open
will res the clearance to less than 8.5 feet from the center line of such track,

(b) The Lesses shall not place or permit to be placed, or to remain, any materlal, structure, pole or other obstruction within 8.5 fest
lateraily of the center line, or within 23 feet vertically from the !o& of the ralis, of any track,

(c) The Lessee agreea to Indemnify and save harmiess the allway Company from all loss, damage, penailles, costs or judgments that
may be assessed against or recoversd from It on account of or In any manner growing out of a vlol-tlon of the provisions of this paragraph 6,

7. (a) Itis understood by the parties that the leased premises are In dangerous proximily to the tracks of the Railway Company and that
property on the lsased premises will be in danger of Injury or destruction by fire Incident lo the operation, maintenance or improvement of
the rallway, and the Lessee accepts this lease subject to such dangers. It s therefore n?moﬂ. a8 one of the material considerations of Lhis
lease without which the same would not be granted, that the Lessee assumes all risk o loss, damage or destruction by fire to buildings or
contents or to MK other proporty brought upon or In proximity to the leased premisea by the Leases, or by any other person wilh the consent
or knowiedge of the Lesses, without regard to whether such fire be the result of negligence or misconduct of any person in the smploy or service
of the Raliway Company or of deleclive appll , angines, or hinery; pt to the premises of the Rallway Company and to rolling
stock belonging to the Railway Company or to others, and to shipments o\( third parties In Fh! tourse qf transportation. The Lesses hereby
Indemnifies and-agrecs to protect the Rallway Company from ail*such Igss, damage -or desiruction o property, Including claims and causes
of ection asserted agaihst the Rallway Company by mr Insurer of sald property, i
"1 (b)'-The L: "ses alco agrees to indemnify, and hold harmiess the Railway Company, lor loss, damage, Injury or death from any act or
omisalon of the Lesses, iia Invitess, licensees, smployss; or laontl. lo thé person or property of the partles hereto and their employes, and lo
the person or nwﬂﬂ? of any olher person or corporation, while on or near sald leased premises; and If any claim or llability other than from
fire, shail drise f the joint or concurring negligence of both partles herelo, It shall be borne by them.equally. . .

T Ve Joim e ;

",

.d.l' It Is agreed that the provisions of paragraphs 8 and 7 are for the equal protection of any other raltroad oompany of companies here-
‘f.","' or h ter granted the joint use of the Raliway Company’s property of which the above described premises are a part.
oL
§: Elther party may tarminato this lense at any time upon thirty (30) dlra’ written notles to the other rlr!y. Notlcs of lermination by
the Lsssee shall be Tlvlﬂ to the Manager, Industrial Development of the Rallway Company by United Staiss mall} the Raliway Company

may - give its notice In the same manner to the Leases at ) .
. Minne apolis » Minnesota of may serve sams porsonally

Tra] WG o L:I.'.l'l (TR L) Pt
Ny ] Wt .
on the Lesses, of post on the leased premises.
m, et
10, Upen the larminatlen of this lsase p t lo the of paragraph 9 the Lesses, befors the axplration date fxed In the notice
and .mp:":- otherwise provided In paragraph 3(b) hersof shall remove il property and Improvements from Lthe premises and Fill all oxcavatlony -
thersan and In case of failure lo do so, the Railway Company may remove such property and Improvements and fill the excavations at ik
cost of the Lasses, or mav sppropriate the same to its own use withoul uumulunnllon. 5
1 "o e . = . TR ﬂ
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LN R Fipan




1% The Lesses shall not permit the accumulation of any material or refuse on lhe leased promises or adjacent to the tracks of the
PR RA.IIm t_:pmpar_lr and will at all times keep same In & clean and sanitary condition

12. The Rallway Company reserves the right at any time to change the grade of its tracks without compensation lo the Leases, and In the
svent such change Is made, or the grade of any highway |s changed, the Lesses shall bear all exponse necessary lo adaplt the leased pre-
mises and Impro ts to the changed conditions.

"' 13" The Railway Company reserves the right to maintain its exis¥mg facilities and lo construct or permit the construction of additional
. facilitien on the leased premises for the benefit of or for the purpose of serving the Railway Company or other lessees of the Rallway Company
and also the right to enter upon the leased premises for the purpose of constructing, reconstrucling, repairing, operating, rolocating and
'uruMng said facilities, L s .
Wi ey

."Il:. _"n'_vll lease Is granted subject to permits, lsases and licenses, if any, heretolore granted by the Rallway Company ting the |
premises. i
-

. ] e 1 »
18, (a) Without the written consent of the Hallmr Company, the Lesses shall not asalgn this loase or any Interest therein, or sublet, and
no helr, axecutor, administrator, recsiver, master, sheriff, trustes in bankruplcy or other assignee by operation of law shall assign or sublet
tWithout. suich wrilten consent. *
i “(b) Ih the event of assignment of this lsase, the Hnlhnr Company, having no advice to the contrary, shall at such time credit all
‘Urisarned rental hereunder to the assignes. Any other disposition of unearned rental will be made by the Fta[lvuy Company only upon the
Jnl,l‘ﬂ;‘w_r!g'_{gq request of both Lessee and his assignes at the time of submitting said assignment to the Raliway Company for Its consent,
A O I T . .
wielBy+This- lease 1s effective 'as of February 16,1956,
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the partles have ted thess presents in duplicate this  20th  day of December L1956,

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY.

By Q’ Q%%

EASTERN SQ"ER\'ISOR, ILYUSTRIAL PROPERTIES

NOTE: IF THE LESSLE IS A CO
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY
RAMSEY COUNTY
SUITE 400
350 ST. PETER STREET
ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA 55102 T mmn
FAX 29%-5316
& 292-TH27

TOMEPFOLEY
OLNTY ATTORNEY

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regdonal Railroad Authority

FROM: David MacMillan
Assistant Ramsey County Attorney

DATE: November 10, 1992

SUBJECT: Purchase Agreement - Abandoned Burlington Northern -
Northeast Rail Corridor

DISCUSSION

Enclosed for your consideration is a proposal for a purchase
offer for the abandoned Burlington Northern Rail corridor between
approximately Fourth street in downtown St. Paul to a point just
north of Beam Avenue in Maplewood. Significant features of this

offer are as follows:

1. Purchase Price - 1.5 million dollars ($1,500,000.00)

25 Earnest Money

a) $150,000 to be paid to Railroad 10 working days
after acceptance of this offer by Railroad.

b) $300,000 on December 31, 1992, if the transaction
does not close by that date.

Title/Conveyance

The railroad will convey to the County by quit claim
deed. Throughout negotiations the railroad has been
adamant that it will convey only by quit claim deed. We
have agreed to this but have obtained a significant
reduction in the purchase price for the line. Our
appraiser has valued the line at $2,070,000 as of
September 17, 1971. This purchase price of $1,500,00 is
roughly fifty cents ($.50) per square foot.
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The Railroad has retained nine leases/easements for
itself. Of those, four are with the Chicago and
Northwestern Railroad, three are with Northern States
Power Company for its substation south of I-94, one is
with the metropolitan sewer board for a sewer, and one
is with Naegle Advertising. With the exception of the
Naegle Advertising lease, none of these generate revenue
for the railroad and because they serve an important
public interest it is unlikely that the RCRRA would
terminate them. The easemencs/leases to the
Chicago/Northwestern do cross the Burlington Northern
property, and as a result will affect and have to be
addressed when any recreational trail or LRT use is
proposed for the corridor. The Chicago/Northwestern
leases serve the 3M Company, however, and on an
infrequent basis.

The Naegle lease is for billboard space, and while it
does generate revenue it will not interfere with any of
the proposed uses of the line.

The Railroad will retain the right to lay fiber optic
cable for its cwn use on the property. There is at
present a small segment of cable owned by the Railroad
in the property; this will remain, and if future trail
or LRT construction requires that it be moved, such
moving costs will be borne by the RCRRA. Any cable the
railroad implants in the future must be done in a manner
which will not interfere with LRT or trail use, and the
cost of moving such cable will be borne by the Railroad.

In addition, this cable can be used only for railroad
purpose. The railroad cannot lease it to a private
telecommunications company, such as a telephone company,
for general use.

Closing date will be 45 days after the railroad agrees
to the terms of this offer.

The property may be subject to mortgages and judgments
of record which the Railroad has satisfied but for which
documentation has not been recorded. The railroad has
agreed that it will cooperate with the RCRRA to clear
any such title problems.

Procedurally, this purchase offer will not become binding until

such time as it is approved by the Ramsey County Regional ‘
Railroad Authority and the Railroad, and negotiations heretofore
are not binding on either party.
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CONCLUSION

In summary, while the proposed purchase offer does not provide
the assurances of title normally desired, the reduction in
purchase price substantially offsets the risks attendant to the
proposal, and it is recommended that this offer be approved.

DM /dm
enclosure




BUYER'S OFFER

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, a political subdivision of the
State of Minnesota (hereinafter called "BUYER") offers to purchase from the
Burlington Northern Railroad Company, a Delaware corporation (hereinafter
called the "SELLER") all of SELLER's right, title, and interest in and to that
parcel of land situated in the County of Ramsey, State of Minnesota, identified
and more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto (hereinafter the
"PREMISES") and except as otherwise provided herein, the right, title, and
interest of SELLER in and to any easements, licenses, or permits appurtenant
thereto.

PURCHASE PRICE AND PAYMENT
BUYER agrees to pay to SELLER the sum of?:

One Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($1,500,000.00) for the

PREMISES as follows:

A.  One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) payable in
cash, by certified or cashier's check, or wire transfer within ten
(10) working days after the date SELLER delivers to BUYER a
signed copy of this agreement indicating its acceptance thereof.
This sum shall constitute "Eamnest Money" and shall be returned
to BUYER or retained by SELLER under the terms and
conditions set forth herein.

The balance of the purchase price, One Million Three Hundred
Fifty Thousand Dollars ($1,350,000.00), shall be paid by the
BUYER in cash, by certified or cashier's check, or by wire
transfer at the date of closing as hereinafter defined.

The date of closing will be 45 days after the date SELLER
delivers to BUYER a signed copy of this agreement indicating its
acceptance hereof. If closing has not occurred by December 31,
1992 Buyer shall tender to Seller an additional earnest money
payment of $300,000, which shall be returned to BUYER or
retained by SELLER under the conditions SET FORTH
HEREIN.




CONVEYANCE

Seller shall convey or cause to be conveyed, all of Seller's right, title and
interest in the premises, if any, to Buyer by quitclaim deed subject to the
exceptions and reservations whether or not of record and in accordance with the
other terms, conditions and reservations contained herein.

TITLE DEFECTS

If, within the ten (10) day period following Seller's notice to Buyer that Seller's
deed is ready for delivery, Buyer notifies Seller that Buyer has requested
evidence of title to the premises, the Buyer shall furnish to Seller at Buyer's
expense such evidence of title within thirty (30) days of said notice from Buyer
in the form of an abstract of title or a title commitment, and a written statement
specifying the matters or defects other than said permitted exceptions and
reservations and other than such usual exceptions contained in Owner's policies
and the matters to which this sale is subject by the terms hereof, the time of
payment of the balance of the purchase price shall be extended for a period of
sixty (60) days after the receipt of said evidence of title and statement. If Seller
is unable or unwilling to cure such matters or defects within said sixty (60) day
period, and Buyer is unwilling to accept the deed subject to such matters or
defects, then either party may terminate this agreement by serving written notice
of termination upon the other party within fifteen (15) days thereafter and all
further rights and liabilities under this agreement shall cease and terminate,
except that Seller shall return the deposit to Buyer and Seller shall reimburse
Buyer for the actual money paid by Buyer, if any, to an abstractor for an
abstract of title or to a title company for a title report (but not for title
insurance), provided that said abstract or title report shall be delivered and
assigned to Seller.

TRACKS, BUILDINGS, AND OTHER IMPROVEMENTS

This agreement relates only to land. Unless otherwise provided herein, any
conveyance shall exclude SELLER's railroad tracks and appurtenances thereto,
SELLER's buildings and any other improvements on the PREMISES, all of
which may be removed by SELLER within 15 days following conveyance of the
PREMISES, and if not so removed shall be deemed abandoned by the SELLER
without obligation on the SELLER's part and shall thereafter be and become the
property of the BUYER in place.

ACCEPTANCE CONSTITUTES CONTRACT, INTERPRETATION

This offer of the BUYER to purchase the PREMISES, when duly accepted by
the SELLER, shall constitute the entire agreement of the parties for the sale and
purchase of the PREMISES and shall bind and inure to the benefit of the

®
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SELLER, the BUYER, and their respective heirs, executors, administrators,
successors, and assigns.

AMENDMENT AND GOVERNING LAW

This agreement may be amended or modified only in a writing signed by
SELLER and BUYER. The agreement will be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Minnesota.

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES AND SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE

Time is of the essence of this agreement. If BUYER shall fail to perform this
agreement within the time limits herein specified, SELLER shall, as its sole
remedy, retain the EARNEST MONEY specified in paragraph 2(A) hereof as
liquidated damages not as a penalty or forfeiture, and declare this agreement
terminated. If SELLER shall fail to perform this agreement within the time
limits herein specified, BUYER shall have the option to do one or more of the
following:

A.  Terminate this agreement by written notice to SELLER.

B. Proceed to closing.

C. Pursue such other actions or remedies as are available to it,
including its right to damages against SELLER for its failure to
perform or for the right to specific performance for this '
agreement.

If BUYER elects to terminate this agreement as provided for in this paragraph,
SELLER shall promptly refund to the BUYER all EARNEST MONEY paid by

BUYER to pursuant to paragraph 2(A) and 2(C) hereof.
DOCUMENTS TO BE DELIVERED BY SELLER

If BUYER shall have performed all of its obligations hereunder to the date of
closing, the SELLER shall, on the date of closing, execute, where necessary,
and deliver to BUYER the following:

A. A quit claim deed or deeds from SELLER conveying all of
Seller's interest in the PREMISES to BUYER, free and clear of
liens, encumbrances or obligations except for permitted
encumbrances as stated in paragraphs 10, 11, 19 and 20 hereof.

All other documents to be executed by SELLER affecting title to
and/or possession of the PREMISES, and necessary or




convenient to transfer the same to BUYER under Minnesota law .
or practice.

A certified copy of the resolution of the Board of Directors of
SELLER authorizing the transfer and sale of the PREMISES.

Assignments of any leases, licenses, permits, or easements
affecting the PREMISES which are in effect on the date of
closing, except those retained by SELLER according to
paragraphs 19 and 20 of this agreement, to the extent that the
terms of such agreements permit assignment thereof. In the event
the BUYER or SELLER discovers a lease, license, permit, or
easement affecting the PREMISES after the date of closing and
delivery of title by SELLER to BUYER, SELLER, will assign
such lease, license, permit or easement to BUYER promptly upon
such discovery or notification of the same by the BUYER.

A certificate stating that the SELLER is not a foreign person,
foreign corporation, foreign partnership, or foreign estate as
those terms are defined in the United States Internal Revenue
Code and Income Tax Regulations promulgated thereunder, and
as required by such code and regulations.

F. Well certificates required by Minn. Stat. § 1031.235.
LIENS OF SELLER'S MORTGAGES

SELLER shall deliver to BUYER, who shall place of record, deeds of release,
satisfactions, or other good and sufficient releases of the liens of SELLER's
mortgages to which the PREMISES are subject within 180 days after the first
meeting of SELLER's Board of Directors held after the date of closing herein.
If SELLER is unable to deliver the releases specified in this paragraph within
the aforementioned 180 days, the BUYER, at its option, may do any of the
following:

Extend the time for SELLER to obtain and deliver such releases,
or

Accept title subject to such liens, in which case SELLER shall
cooperate with and assist BUYER to secure a release of such lien,
or

Terminate this agreement.




Upon receipt of notice to terminate by the BUYER, the SELLER shall within
five (5) working days thereafter refund to BUYER the purchase price paid
pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof contemporaneously with BUYER's reconveyance
of title by quit claim deed free and clear of any liens and encumbrances created
through, by, or under the BUYER to the same extent as if no conveyance had
been made hereunder.

OTHER LIENS

Any judgment against SELLER which may appear of record as a lien against the
PREMISES shall be satisfied by SELLER if and when it is judicially determined
to be valid, the SELLER hereby indemnifies the BUYER for all losses arising
out of SELLER's failure to have a judgment so settled and satisfied.

GENERAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

Real estate taxes payable or paid in the year the deed is delivered shall be
prorated between BUYER and SELLER as of the date of closing. In the event
any tenant of SELLER under an existing lease has assumed the obligation to pay
such taxes for any portion of the PREMISES, such payment shall be deducted
from the total tax obligations of the PREMISES and the remainder shall be pro
rated between the parties hereto. All unpaid special assessments against the
PREMISES for all public improvements which have been levied or are pending
as of the date of closing shall be paid by SELLER on the date of closing.

TRANSFER TAXES

SELLER shall pay the state deed tax payable upon recording the deed. BUYER
shall pay all other fees and taxes required for filing the deed.

NOTICES AND DEMANDS

Any notice, demand, or other instrument required or permitted to be given or
~served by either party shall be in writing and shall be deemed effective if and
when (a) personally delivered, (b) one working day after delivering to an
overnight air courier, (c) transmitted by facsimile machine, or (d) seven days
after deposit in the United States mail, certified, postage prepaid, return receipt
requested, to SELLER and BUYER at the following addresses:

TO SELLER:

Burlington Northern Railroad Company
4105 North Lexington Avenue

Arden Hills, Minnesota 55126

ATTN: Bruce E. Opp




R:

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Ramsey County Government Center West
Suite 360, St. Paul, MN 55102

Attention: Ms. Kathy DeSpiegelaere

Parties can change addresses pursuant to this paragraph.
GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL

If the approval of any governmental agency is required for the sale of the
PREMISES, it is understood and agreed that this agreement is subject thereto
and that both parties shall use their best efforts to obtain such approval. The
closing date shall be extended for such period as may be required to obtain such
approval. In the event said approval cannot be obtained, either party may
terminate this agreement without liability to the other, except that SELLER shall
return the EARNEST MONEY to BUYER.

In the event a city, county, or other governing authority wherein said real estate
is located requires a survey or plat or has a subdivision ordnance, the BUYER
shall obtain such survey or plat, all at BUYER's expense. The survey or plat
shall be submitted by BUYER to SELLER for review and approval prior to
recording and within a period of 45 days after the date of SELLER's acceptance
for this offer.

DEPOSIT AUTHORIZATION

BUYER hereby authorizes SELLER to cash any checks that may be delivered to
SELLER as a deposit or option payment and to take the amount of any such
deposit or option payment and to take the amount of any such deposit or option
payment into its accounts, with the understanding that it will not constitute
acceptance of this offer; provided, however, that such authorization is given
with the understanding that in the event the offer is not accepted the SELLER
agrees to refund the amount of any deposit in full.

RAIL SERVICE

Nothing in this agreement shall prevent SELLER from discontinuing service
over any railroad line or lines by which rail service may be provided to the
PREMISES.




LEASES AND LICENSE PREPAYMENT LIMITATIONS

SELLER shall not refund any prepaid or uneamned lease rentals unless such
prepaid or unearned rentals for each lease exceeds the sum of $100.

EASEMENT FOR FIBER OPTIC COMMUNICATION CABLE

Notwithstanding any other provision of this agreement to the contrary, the
SELLER may reserve unto itself in the deed of conveyance an easement for the
installation, operation, and maintenance of fiber optic communication lines
within the premises. Said easement shall contain the following conditions:

A. That the SELLER shall have the right to install, operate, and maintain
fiber optic communication lines within the premises.

That the SELLER shall install, operate, and maintain said fiber optic
communication lines in a manner which will not interfere with BUYER's
present or future use of the PREMISES for either a recreation trail or
Light Rail Transit system or both.

That for any fiber optic cable system in place on the PREMISES as of
the date of this agreement, if the BUYER's construction, operation,
maintenance or repair of a recreational trail or trails or Light Rail Transit
system or any other use of the PREMISES by the BUYER requires a
change in location of the fiber optic communication system, SELLER
agrees to make such change but the reasonable cost of such change shall
be paid by the BUYER. It shall be the obligation of SELLER to prove
that any such line was in fact in place on the PREMISES as of the date

of this agreement.

That for any fiber optic cable system constructed by SELLER after the
date of this agreement, if the BUYER'S construction, operation,
maintenance or repair of a recreational trail, Light Rail Transit System,
or any other use of the premises by the BUYER requires a change in
location of the fiber optic communications system, SELLER agrees to
make such change at its sole cost and expense and at no cost to BUYER.

Any fiber optic communication system installed by SELLER on the
Premises must be used solely by SELLER in its usual business
operations and SELLER shall not use, lease, or otherwise permit the use
of the system or installation of another system by any third party, either
directly or indirectly, for any other purpose.




The SELLER shall defend, indemnify and hold BUYER harmless from
all costs, charges, judgments, or liability to SELLER or any third party
caused directly or as a consequence of damage to the fiber optic
communication system by the BUYER.

PERMITTED ENCUMBRANCES

BUYER accepts the PREMISES subject to leases, licenses, and permits
identified in the attached Exhibit B, and copies of which are attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibits B-1 through B-9, and all easements and other
interests of record or which might be revealed by inspection or survey of the
premises not otherwise provided for herein.

PROPERTY TO BE SOLD "AS IS"

It is hereby acknowledged and agreed by Buyer that the Premises are to be sold
"AS IS" as of the date of this Agreement, subject to reasonable wear and tear
occurring after the date of this agreement until closing; that Buyer assumes the
responsibility and risks of all defects and conditions relating to the Premises,
including without limitation such conditions as are disclosed herein and
including defects and conditions that cannot be observed by casual inspection;

and that Buyer has had the opportunity to inspect the Premises and will be
relying entirely thereon and on any consultant Buyer may retain.

SURVIVAL

All the terms of this agreement, including all, representations and
indemnifications shall survive and be enforceable after the closing date.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement.




FOR BUYER

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL
RAILROAD AUTHORITY

By:

John T. Finley, Chair

Dated:

The foregoing offer is accepted
by SELLER this __. _ day of
, 1992,

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY

By:

Its: -

prop.man/contract/pm
10-30-92




EXHIBIT A

Descriptions for
Sheet 1 of 3 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 3, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 75 feet on each side of the following
described line:

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Southwest Quarter;
thence North 89 degrees 42 minutes 33 seconds West along the south
line of said Southwest Quarter a distance of 1205.00 feet to the
point of beginning of the line to be described; thence North 9
degrees 30 minutes 09 seconds East 2668.22 feet to a point on the
north line of said Southwest Quarter distant 711.44 feet west of
the northeast corner of said Southwest Quarter and said line there
terminating.

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 3, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, desctibed as follows:

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Northwest Quarter;
thence North 89 degrees 48 minutes 36 seconds West, along the
south line of said Northwest Quarter a distance of 635.44 feet to
the point of beginning; thence North 9 degrees 30 minutes 09
seconds East a distance of 170.70 feet; thence North 80 degrees 29
minutes 51 seconds West a distance of 150.00 feet; thence South 9
degrees 30 minutes 09 seconds West a distance of 195.30 feet to
the south line of said Northwest Quarter, thence South 89 degrees
48 minutes 36 seconds East along said south line a distance of
152.00 feet to the point of beginning.




Descripticns for
Sheet 2 of 3 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 10, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50 feet on each side of the following
described line:

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Southwest Quarter;
thence South 89 degrees 46 minutes 02 seconds East a distance of
550.34 feet to the point of beginning of the line to be described;
thence North 9 degrees 30 minutes 09 seconds East a distance of
2663.50 feet to a point on the north line of said Southwest
Quarter distant 988.43 feet east of the northwest corner of said
Southwest Quarter and said line there terminating.

Lying southerly and westerly of the following described line:

Beginning at the intersection of the west line of the above
described parcel of land and a line parallel with and 120 feet
southerly of the hgreinafter described line 1; thence easterly
along said parallel line to the above described centerline; thence
southerly along said centerline to a line parallel with and 170
feet southerly of the hereinafter described Line 1; thence

. easterly along said parallel line to the east line of the above

described parcel of land and said line there terminating.

Line 1 is described as follows:
Beginning at a point on the west line of said Section 10, distant
729.7 feet south of the west quarter corner thereof; thence run
easterly at an angle of 89 degrees 56 minutes 00 seconds from said
west section line (measured from north to east) for 1100 feet and
there terminating.




Descriptions for Sheet 2 of 3 Sheets (cont.)

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 10, Township 29, Range
22, Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50 feet on each side of the
following described line:

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Northwest Quarter;
thence South 89 degrees 53 minutes 29 seconds East along the south
line of said Northwest Quarter a distance of 988.43 feet to the
point of beginning of the line to be described; thence North 9
degrees 30 minutes 09 seconds East a distance of 2656.72 feet to a
point on the north line of said Northwest Quarter distant 1205.00
feet west of the northeast corner of said Northwest Quarter and
said line there terminating.

Lying North of a line parallel with and 100.00 feet north of the south
line of said Northwest Quarter.

Except that part lying westerly of the following described line:

Beginning at a point on the westerly line of the above described
parcel distant 1867.70 feet from the south line of said Northwest
Quarter, as measured along said westerly line; thence northerly
along a curve concave to the east, tangent to said westerly line,
having a radius of 2914.93 feet, a central angle of 6 degrees 22
minutes 55 seconds a distance of 324.68 feet to the east line of
the Northwest Quarter of said Northwest Quarter; thence northerly
along said east line of the Quarter-Quarter a distance of 108.43
feet to the intersection with the westerly line of the above
described parcel and said line there terminating.




Descriptions for
Sheet 3 of 3 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 15, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50 feet on each side of the following
described line: '

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Southwest Quarter;
thence South 89 degrees 58 minutes 42 seconds East along the south
line of said Southwest Quarter a distance of 216.75 feet to the
point of beginning of the line to be described; thence North 2
degrees 30 minutes 44 seconds East a distance of 2640.40 feet to a
point on the north line of said Southwest Quarter distant 345.89
feet east of the northwest corner of said Southwest Quarter and
said line there terminating.

Lots 13, 14 and 15, Block 3, "Gladstone, Ramsey Co. Minn.," together
with that part of the vacated Ridge Street lying south of the easterly
extension of the north line of said Lot 13 and lying north of the
easterly extension of the south line of said Lot 15.

Lots 1, 2 and 3, Block 4, " Gladstone, Ramsey Co., Minn.," together with
that part of the vacated Ridge Street lying south of the easterly
extension of the north line of said Lot 1 and lying north of the
easterly extension of the south line of said Lot 3.




Descriptions for Sheet 3 of 3 Sheets (cont.)

That part of Lots 4,5,6 and 7, Block 4, "Gladstone, Ramsey Co., Minn.,"
lying northeasterly of the following described line:

Beginning at a point on the north line of said Lot 4 distant 29.00
feet east of the northwest corner of said Lot 4; thence
southeasterly along a 16 degree curve, concave to the southwest,
having a radius of 359.26 feet, to a point on the east line of
said Lot 7 distant 5.00 feet north of the southeast corner of said
Lot 7.

Together with the vacated Ridge Street lying south of the easterly
extension of the north line of said Lot 4 and lying north of a line
parallel with and 5 feet north of the easterly extension of the south
line of said Lot 7.

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 15, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50 feet on each side of the following
described line:

Commencing at the southwest corner of said Northwest Quarter;
thence South 89 degrees 48 minutes 54 seconds East along the south
line of said Northwest Quarter a distance of 345.89 feet to the
point of beginning of the line to be described; thence North 2
degrees 30 minutes 44 seconds East a distance of 1698.26 feect;
thence along a tangential curve, concave to the east, having a
radius of 5729.65 feet, a central angle of 6 degrees 59 minutes 25
seconds and a distance of 699.04 feer; thence North 9 degrees 30
minutes 09 seconds East a distance of 250.27 feet to a point on the
north line of said Northwest Quarter distant 550.34 feet east of
the northwest corner of said Northwest Quarter and said line there
terminating.




Description for
Sheet 1 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 22, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50 feet on each side of the following
described line: :

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Northwest Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 58 minutes 48 seconds East along the north line of
said Northwest Quarter a distance of 216.75 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence South 2 degrees 30 minutes 38
seconds West a distance of 1435.45 feet; thence southerly a distance
of 391.78 feet along a tangential curve concave to the east, having a
radius of 22,918.33 feet and a central angle of 0 degrees 58 minutes
46 seconds; thence South 1 degree 31 minutes 52 seconds West, tangent
to the last described curve, a distance of 807.85 feet to a point on
the south line of said Northwest Quarter distant 99.97 feet east of
the southwest corner of said Northwest Quarter and said line there
terminating.




Description for
Sheet 2 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 22 and the Southeast Quarter
of Section 21, Township 29, Range 22, Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50
feet on each side of the following described line:

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Southwest Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 55 minutes 44 seconds East along the north line of
said Southwest Quarter a distance of 99.97 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence South 1 degree 31 minutes 52 seconds
West a distance of 1998.26 feet; thence southerly'a distance of
520.33 feet along a tangential curve concave to the east, having a
radius of 17,188.76 feet and a central angle of 1 degree 44 minutes
04 seconds; thence South 0 degrees 12 minutes 12 seconds East,
tangent to the last described curve, a distance of 123.74 feet to a
point on the south line of said Southwest Quarter distant 33.25 feet
east of the southwest corner of said Southwest Quarter and said line
there terminating. '




Deseription for
Sheet 3 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 27 and the Northeast Quarter
of Section 28, Township 29, Range 22, Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 50
feet on each side of the following described Line 1:

Line 1

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Northwest Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 59 minutes 51 seconds East along the north line of
said Northwest Quarter a distance of 33.25 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence South 0 degrees 12 minutes 12
seconds East a distance of 1191.50 feet; thence southerly and
southwesterly a distance of 1487.39 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the northwest, having a radius of 1910.08 feet and a
central angle of 44 degrees 37 minutes 00 seconds; thence South 44
degrees 24 minutes 48 seconds West, tangent to the last described
curve, a distance of 147.81 feet to a point on the south line of said
Northeast Quarter of Section 28 distant 620.61 feet west of the
southeast corner of said Northeast Quarter and said line there
terminating. '

together with that part of said Northeast Quarter lying westerly of a line
50 feet westerly of and parallel with said Line 1 and easterly of the
. following described Line 2:

Line 2

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Northwest Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees.59 minutes 51 seconds East along the north line of
said Northwest Quarter a distance of 33.25 feet; thence South 0
degrees 12 minutes 12 seconds East a distance of 952.20 feet; thence
South 89 degrees 47 minutes 48 seconds West a distance of 50.00 feet
to the beginning of the line to be described; thence South 11 degrees
17 minutes 55 seconds West a distance of 292.00 feet; thence
southwesterly a distance of 914.47 feet along a non-tangential curve,
concave to the northwest, having a radius of 1809.57 feet, a central
angle of 28 degrees 57 minutes 17 seconds and a chord bearing of
South 24 degrees 17 minutes 54 seconds West; thence South 38 degrees
46 minutes 32 seconds West, tangent to the last described curve, a
distance of 742.80 feet to a point on the south line of said
Northeast Quarter of Section 28 distant 917.05 west of the southeast
corner of said Northeast Quarter and said line there terminating.




Description for
Sheet 4 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railrocad Right of Way

That part of the Southeast Quarter of Section 28, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying southeasterly of the following described
Line 1 and northwesterly of the following described Line 2.

Line 1

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 38 minutes 03 seconds West along the north line of
said Southeast Quarter a distance of 710.77 feet; thence South 44
degrees 24 minutes 48 seconds West a distance of 637.73 feet; thence
southwesterly a distance of 963.11 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the northwest, having a radius of 1860.08 feet and central
angle of 29 degrees 40 minutes 00 seconds; thence South 15 degrees 55
minutes 12 seconds East, not tangent to the last described curve, a
distance of 35.00 feet; thence South 74 degrees 04 minutes 48 seconds
West a distance of 683.67 feet to a point on the west line of said
Southeast Quarter distant 1497.89 feet north of the southwest corner
of said Southeast Quarter and said line there terminating.

Line 2
Commencing at the northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 38 minutes 03 seconds West along the north line of

said Southeast Quarter a distance of 550.17 feet; thence South 44
degrees 24 minutes 48 seconds West a distance of 750.86 feet; thence
southwesterly a distance of 563.67 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the northwest, having a radius of 1974.08 feet and central
angle of 16 degrees 21 minutes 36 seconds; thence South 68 degrees 57
minutes 48 seconds West, not tangent to the last described curve, a
distance of 308.16 feet; thence southwesterly a distance of 530.67
feet along a tangential curve, concave to the northwest, having a
radius of 5714.65 feet and a central angle of 5 degrees 19 minutes 14
seconds; thence South 74 degrees 17 minutes 02 seconds West, tangent
to the last described curve, a distance of 322.55 feet to a point on
the west line of said Southeast Quarter distant 1419.81 feet north of
the southwest corner of said Southeast Quarter and said line there
terminating.




Description for
Sheet 5 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 28, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota , lying northerly of the following described Line
1 and southerly of the following described Line 2.

Line 1

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Southwest Quarter; thence
North 0 degrees Ol minutes 38 seconds East along the east line of
said Southwest Quarter a distance of 1419.81 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence South 74 degrees 17 minutes 02
seconds West a distance of 977.37 feet; thence southwesterly a
distance of 908.93 along a tangential curve, concave to the
northwest, having a radius of 5714.65 feet and a central angle of 9
degrees 06 minutes 47 seconds; thence North 86 degrees 00 minutes 57
seconds West, not tangent to the last described curve, a distance of
378.09 feet; thence northwesterly a distance of 22.52 feet along a
non—-tangential curve, concave to the northeast, having a radius of
1523.18 feet, a central angle of 0 degrees 50 minutes 49 seconds and
a chord bearing of North 74 degrees 56 minutes 37 seconds West;
thence North 74 degrees 31 minutes 12 seconds West, tangent to the
last described curve, a distance of 13.51 -feet; thence westerly a

distance of 387.36 feet along a tangential curve concave to the
south, having a radius of 1325.40 feet and a central angle of 16
degrees 44 minutes 42 seconds to a point on the west line of said
Southwest Quarter distant 1064.35 feet from the southwest corner of
said Southwest Quarter and said line there terminating.

Line 2

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Southwest Quarter; thence
North O degrees Ol minutes 38 seconds East along the east line of
said Southwest Quarter a distance of 1534.66 feet; thence South 74
degrees 04 minutes 48 seconds West a distance of 386.42 feet; thence
North O degrees 0l minutes 38 seconds East a distance of Q.16 fect;
thence South 74 degrees 04 minutes 48 seconds West a distance of
300.00 feet; thence South 0 degrees Ol minutes 38 seconds West a
distance of 15.08 feet; thence South 74 degrees 04 minutes 48 seconds
West a distance of 804.45 feet; thence westerly a distance of 124.23
feet along a tangential curve, concave to the north, having a radius
of 1423.18 feet and a central angle of 5 degrees G0 w_nutes 05
seconds; thence North O degrees 18 minutes 36 seconds West, not
tangent to the last described curve, a distance of 0.16 feet; thence
westerly a distance of 475.89 feet, along a non-tangential curve,
concave to the north, having a radius of 1480.97 feet, a central
angle of 18 degrees 24 minutes 41 seconds and a chord bearing of
South 88 degrees 24 minutes 23 seconds West; thence North 84 degrees
29 minutes 19 seconds West, not tangent to the last described curve,
a distance of 571.91 feet; thence South 85 degrees 57 minutes 09
seconds West a distance of 29.08 feet to a point on the West line of
said Southwest Quarter distant 1123.35 feet north of the southwest
corner of said Southwest Quarter and said line there terminating.




Description for
Sheet 6 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way .

That part of thd Southeast Quarter of Section 29, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey. County, Minnesota, lying between the following described Lines 1l and
2:

Line 1
Commencing at the southeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
North O degrees 12 minutes 04 seconds East along the east line of
said Southeast Quarter a distance of 1064.35 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence westerly a distance of 74.25 feec
along a non-tangential curve concave to the south having a radius of
1325.40 feet, a central angle of 3 degrees 12 minutes 35 seconds and
a chord bearing of Soucth 87 degrees 07 minutes 48 seconds West;
- thence South 85 degrees 31 minutes 31 seconds West, tangent to the
:last described curve, a distance of 73.64 feet; thence westerly a
distance of 145.8]1 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the
north, having a radius of 775.84 feet and a central angle of 10
.degrees 46 minutes 06 seconds; thence South 3 degrees 10 minutes 10
seconds East, not tangent to the last described curve, a distance of
17.63 feet; thence South 86 degrees 49 minutes 50 seconds West a
distance of 373.22 feet; thence North 10 degrees 47 minutes 02
seconds West a distance ‘of 217.92 feet; thence northwesterly a
distance of 53.60 feet along a non—-tangential curve, concave to the
northeast, having a radius of 775.84 feet, a central angle of 3
degrees 57 minutes 29 seconds and a chord bearing of North 48 degrees
08 minutes 14 seconds West; thence northwesterly a distance of 254.72
feet along a tangential curve, concave to the southwest, having a
radius of 509.69 feet and a central angle of 28 degrees 38 minutes 00
seconds; thence North 74 degrees 47 minutes 29 seconds West, tangent
to the last described curve, a distance of 4.00 feet; thence
westerly, southwesterly and southerly a distance of 1071.04 feet
along a tangential curve, concave to the southeast, having a radius
of 539.80 feet and a central angle of 113 degrees 41 minutes 00
~geconds; thence South 8 degrees 28 minutes 29 seconds East, tangent
" to the last described curve, a distance of 187.67 feet; thence South
“89 degrees 08 minutes 47 seconds West a distance of 14.14 feet;
thence South 0 degrees 56 minutes 33 seconds East a distance of
271.12 feet; thence North 89 degrees 03 minutes 27 seconds East a
distance of 34.13 feet; thence southerly a distance of 60.46 feet
‘along a non-tangential curve, concave to the west, having a radius of
1974.08 feet, a central angle of | degree 45 minutes 17 seconds and a
chord bearing of South 0 degrees 21 minutes 51 seconds East; thence
South 89 degrees 08 minutes 12 seconds West, not tangent to the last
described curve, a distance of 15.00 feet: thence southerly a
distance of 5.08 feet along a non-tangential curve, concave to the
west, having a radius of 1959.08 feet, a central angle of 0 degrees
08 minutes 55 seconds and a chord bearing of South 0 degrees 35
minutes 54 seconds West; thence South 89 degrees 12 minutes 00
seconds West, not tangent to the last described curve, a distance




Description for Sheet 6 of 8 Sheets (cont.)

of 15.00- feet; thence southerly a distance of 50.61 feet along a non-
tangential curve, concave to the west, having a radius of 1944.08
feet, a central angle of | degree 29 minutes 30 seconds and a chord
bearing of South 1 degree 25 minutes 46 seconds West; thence South 2
degrees 10 minutes 31 seconds West, tangent to the last described
curve, a distance of 79.53 feet; thence South 89 degrees 12 minutes
00 seconds West a distance of 10.76 feet; thence South 2 degrees 57
minutes 45 seconds West a distance of 135.32 feet; thence North 89
degrees 15 minutes 47 seconds East a distance of 40.44 feet; thence
southerly a distance of 30.63 feet along a non-tangential curve,
concave to the west having a radius of 701.27 feer, a central angle
of 2 degrees 30 minutes l0 seconds and a chord bearing of South 7
degrees 59 minutes 23 seconds West to a point on the south line of
said Southeast Quarter distant 1604.07 feet west of the southeast
corner of said Southeast Quarter and said line there terminating.

Line 2

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
North 0 degrees 12 minutes 04 seconds East along the east line of
said Southeast Quarter a distance of 1123.35 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence South 85 degrees 57 minutes 09
seconds West a distance of 61.25 feet; thence North 84 degrees 29
minutes 19 seconds West a distance of 207.51 feet; thence
northwesterly a distance of 206.75 feet along a tangential curve
concave to the north, having a radius of 690.85 feet and a central
angle of 17 degrees 08 minutes 50 seconds; thence North 56 degrees 10
minutes. 38 seconds West, not tangent to the last described curve; a
distance of 212.27 feet; thence North 47 degrees 09 minutes 21
seconds West a distance of 45.39 feet; thence northwesterly a
distance of 215.89 feet along a non-tangential curve, concave -to the
southwest, having a radius of 608.82 feet, a central angle of 20
degrees 19 minutes 02 seconds and a chord bearing of North 55 degrees
24 minutes 12 seconds West; thence South 0 degrees 1l minutes 43
seconds East, not tangent to the last described curve, a distance of
0.54 feet; thence northwesterly a distance of 90.20 feet along a non-
tangential curve, concave to the southwest, having a radius of 609.69
feet, a central angle of 8 degrees 28 minutes 35 seconds and a chord
bearing of North 70 degrees 33 minutes 12 seconds West; thence North
74 degrees 47 minutes 29 seconds West, tangent to the last describced
curve, a distance of 4.00 feet; thence westerly, southwesterly and
southerly a distance of 1269.46 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the southeast, having a radius of 639.80 feet and a
central angle of 113 degrees 41 minutes 00 seconds; thence South 8
degrees 28 minutes 29 seconds East, tangent to the last described
curve, a distance of 210.50 feet; thence southerly a distance of
296.39 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the west, having a
radius of 1874.08 feet and a central angle of 9 degrees 03 minutes 41
seconds; thence South 89 degrees 08 minutes 12 seconds West, not
tangent to the last described curve, a distance of 7.02 feet; thence
South 0 degrees 0l minutes 43 seconds East a distance of 134.98 feert;
thence North 89 degrees 12 minutes 00 seconds East a distance of 2.54
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feer; thence South 2 degrees 10 minutes 31 seconds West a distance of
74.39 feet; thence southerly a distance of 92.00 feet along a
tangential curve, concave to the west, having a radius of 601.27 feet
and a central angle of 8 degrees 46 minutes 02 seconds to a point on
the south line of said Southeast Quarter distant 1705.91 feet west of
the southeast corner of said Southeast Quarter and said line there
terminating.
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Sheet 7 of 8 Sheets
PLAT OF SURVEY
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Northeast Quarter of Section 32, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying 21.00 feet northwesterly and 49.00 feet
southeasterly of the following described line:

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Northeast Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 08 minutes 48 seconds West along the north line of
said Northeast Quarter a distance of 1669.18 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence southwesterly a distance of 144.23
feet along a non-tangential curve, concave to the northwest, having a
radius of 637.27 feet, a central angle of 12 degrees 58 minutes 03
seconds and a chord bearing of South 16 degrees 45 minutes 04 seconds
West; thence South 23 degrees l4 minutes 05 seconds West, tangent to
the last described curve, a distance of 1.90 feet; thence
southwesterly a distance of 366.23 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the northwest, having a radius of 1237.57 feet and a
central angle of 16 degrees 57 minutes 19 seconds; thence South 40
degrees 11 minutes 24 seconds West, tangent to the last described
curve, a distance of 18.09 feet; thence southwesterly a distance of
437.39 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the northwest,
having a radius of 556.47 feet and a central angle of 45 degrees 02
minutes 07 seconds; thence southwesterly a distance of 328.74 feet
along a tangential curve, concave to the southeast, having a radius
of 603.80 feet and a central angle of 31 degrees 1l minutes 40
seconds to a point on the west line of said Northeast Quarter distant
758.36 feet south of the northwest corner of said Northeast Quarter
and said line there terminating.

That part of the Northwest Quarter of Section 32, Township 29, Range 22,
Ramsey County, Minnesota, lying easterly of the following described Line 1
and westerly of the following described Line 2:

Line 1

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Northwest Quarter; thence
South 0 degrees 27 minutes 30 seconds East along the east line of
said Northwest Quarter a distance of 732.78 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence southwesterly a distance of 102.44
feet along a non-tangential curve, concave to the southeast, having a
radius of 624.80 feet, a central angle of 9 degrees 23 minutes 37
seconds and a chord bearing of South 50 degrees 41 minutes 48 seconds
West; thence South 45 degrees 59 minutes 59 seconds West, tangent to
the last described curve, a distance of 7.12 feet; thence
southwesi.erl - a distance of 276.06 feet along a tangential curve,
concave to the southeast, having a radius of 976.37 feet and a
central angle of 16 degrees 12 minutes 00 seconds; thence southerly a
distance of 333.72 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the
east, having a radius of 737.78 feet and a central angle of 25
degrees 55 minutes 00 seconds; thence South 3 degrees 52 minutes 59
seconds West, tangent to the last described curve, a distance of 4.94
feet; thence South 89 degrees 18 minutes 32 seconds West a distance
of 79.38 feet; thence South 0 degrees 39 minutes 1l seconds East a
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distance of 319.82 feet; thence North 89 degrees 40 minutes 54
seconds East a distance of 53.98 feet; thence South 3 degrees 52
minutes 59 seconds West a distance of 103.28 feet; thence southerly a
distance of 295.01 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the
east, having a radius of 1467.69 feet and a central angle of 11
degrees 31 minutes 00 seconds; thence South 7 degrees 38 minutes 0l
seconds East, tangent to the last described curve a distance of
477.61 feet; thence South 0 degrees 34 minutes 04 seconds East a
distance of 94.63 feet to a point on the south line of said Northwest
Quarter distant 319.38 feet west of the southeast corner of said
Northwest Quarter and said line there terminating.

Line 2
Commencing at the northeast corner of said Northwest Quarter; thence
South 0 degrees 27 minutes 30 seconds East along the east line of
said Northwest Quarter a distance of 819.97 feet to the beginning of
the line to be described; thence southwesterly a distance of 41.95
feet along a non-tangential curve, concave to the southeast, having a
radius of 554.80, a central angle of 4 degrees 19 minutes 56 seconds
and a chord bearing of:South 48 degrees 09 minutes 57 seconds West;
thence South 45 degrées 59 minutes 59 seconds West, tangent to the
last described curve a distance of 7.12 feet; thence southwesterly a
distance of 256.27 feet along a tangential curve, concave to the
southeast having a radius of 906.37 feet and a central angle of 16
degrees 12 minutes 00 seconds; thence southerly a distance of 301.39
feet along a tangential curve, concave to the east, having a radius
of 667.78 and a central angle of 25 degrees 51 minutes 35 seconds;
thence North 89 degrees 18 minutes 32 seconds East, not tangent to
the last described curve, a distance of 15.05 feet; thence South 3
degrees 52 minutes 59 seconds West a distance of 282.84 feet; thence
North 39 degrees 13 minutes 50 seconds East a distance of 15.00 feet;
thence South 2 degrees 46 minutes 17 seconds West a distance of
262.36 feet; thence South 5 degrees 26 minutes l7 seconds East a
"distance of 316.00 feet; thence South 55 degrees 37 minutes 05
seconds West a distance of 26.80 feet; thence South 7 degrees 38
minutes 0l seconds East a distance of 315.08 feet; thence North 55
degrees 37 minutes 05 seconds East a distance of 40.00 feet; thence
South 18 degrees 36 minutes 33 seconds East a distance of 140.78 feet
to a point on the south line of said Northwest Quarter distant 174.12
feet west of the southeast corner of said Northwest Quarter and said

line there terminating.
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Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way

That part of the Southwest Quarter and the Southeast Quarter of Section 32,
Township 29, Range 22, Ramsey County, Minnesota, described as follows:

Commencing at the northeast corner of said Southwest Quarter; thence
South 89 degrees 25 minutes 56 seconds West along the north line of
said Southwest Quarter a distance of 173.59 feet to the beginning of
the land to be described; thence South 19 degrees 44 minutes 04
seconds East a distance of 369.97 feet; thence South 18 degrees 09
minutes 04 seconds East a distance of 169.32 feet to the east line of
said Southwest Quarter; thence South 0 degrees 27 minutes 30 seconds
East along the east line of said Southwest Quarter a distance of
448.63 feet; thence North 77 degrees 38 minutes 30 seconds East a
distance of 64.00 feet; thence South 34 degrees 50 minutes 30 seconds
East a distance of 218.97 feet; thence South 55 degrees 09 minutes 30
seconds West a distance of 225.72 feet to the east line of said
Southwest Quarter; thence South 0 degrees 27 minutes 30 seconds East
along the east line of said Southwest Quarter a distance of 0.20
feer; thence South 55 degrees 34 minutes 30 seconds West a distance
of 59.15 feet; thence South 16 degrees 31 minutes 49 seconds East a
distance of 69.36 feet; thence South 55 degrees 34 minutes 30 seconds
West a distance of 119.33 feet; thence North 7 degrees 38 minutes 0l
seconds West a distance of 73.94 feet; thence South 55 degrees 34
minutes 30 seconds West a distance of 49.09 feec; thence North 34
degrees 25 minutes 30 seconds West a distance of 20.23 feet; thence
northerly a distance of 66.31 feet along a non—-tangential curve,
concave to the west, having a radius of 843.40 feet, a central angle
of 4 degrees 30 minutes 16 seconds and a chord bearing of North 13
degrees 44 minutes 24 seconds West; thence North 15 degrees 59
minutes 32 seconds West, tangent to the last described curve, a
distance of 369.10 feec; thence northwesterly a distance of 368.05
feet along a tangential curve, concave to the southwest, having a
radius of 2895.00 feet and a central angle of 7 degrees 17 minutes 03
seconds; thence North 89 degrees 25 minutes 56 seconds East, not
tangent to the last described curve, a distance of 136.72 feet;
thence North O degrees 34 minutes 04 seconds West a distance of
280.00 feet; thence North 27 degrees 07 minutes 58 seconds West a
distance of 67.08 feet; thence North O degrees 34 minutes 04 seconds
West a distance of 250.00 feet to the north line of said Southwest
Quarter; thence North 89 degrees 25 minutes 56 seconds East along the
north line of said Southwest Quarter a distance of 145.79 feet to the
point of beginning.
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MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Tuesday, November 17, 1992

A special meeting of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board was
held on Tuesday, November 17, 1992 in the Large Conference Room of 316 Court House.
Chairman Finley called the meeting ® order at 9:40 A.M.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Donald Salverda
Commissioner Ruby Hunt

MEMBERS ABSENT: Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Duane McCarty
Commissioner Warren Schaber

Also Present: Karen Tero, James Van Houdt, Ed Glaubitz, Robert
Clarkson, Hugh Faville, Pat 0'Malley, Greg Mack,

Mary Lou Grahek, Frances Glendenning, David MacMillan
represented the County Attorney's Office, Kathryn
DeSpiegelaere

a)Approve proposed purchase offer for the abandoned Burlington Northern Rail
Corridor, Northeast Rail Corridor, to be submitted to the Burlington Northern
R.R., the purchase prive of $1,500,000.00;

b)Authorize the Chairman of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
to sign the purchase offer on behalf of the RCRRA;

c)Authorize the Chairman of the RCRRA or his designee to approve necessary
budget adjustment to accomplish purchase;

d)Authorize the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to approve payments
made in accordange with the contract;

e)Payment documentation shall be submitted to the RCRRA for ratification of the
next scheduled meeting following approval of payment.




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
November 17, 1992 .

Chairman Finley called on David MacMillan to bring the Board up to date
on this.

David MacMillan addressed the Board, at long last we have finally reached

a tentative negotiated agreement with the RR. This document has been approved
Tocally and down in Dallas, and with the approval of this body and submitted to
the RR, they are reasonably sure that the RR will in fact agree to this purchase
agreement.

There is one correction in his memorandum, under 3, we say that our appraised
value is $2,700,000, this should be 1991. The purchase price is $1,500,000

- which works ‘out to 50¢ per square foot. Mn/DOT when it purchased its small
section north of Highway 36, it was somewhere in the area of $2.50 to $3.00 per
square foot. Be purchasing the entire line we are getting a reductionof square
foot prices. The downside of this as he pointed out in his memorandum, that we
are assuming some title risks that we might not otherwise assume. He is
relatively certain that there are no significant title problems that we will be
confronting. He feels that the RR will cooperate with us in any manner should
something occur.

One of the issues we do want-to point out to you is that the RR will be retaining
approximately ni: e easements or licenses granted to people basically these should
not interfere with the operation or the corridor. There may be one with the .

Chicago NW, it is of the kind that the RRA would probably be working with CNW
to obtain its easement anyway as it is its easement that serves 3M.

There is a significant easement retained with NSP for its transmission station
south of I94. NSP Agreements with the RR are such that if the RR would sell
us the propert they would have first right of refusal.

_The fiber optic cable issue is one other thing, the RR has put some fiber optic
-cable in, and used it for its own purposes, for its own internal communication
systems. Originally the RR wanted to reserve the right to lay this cable, and
to sell, rent or lease to others, they felt it would be a valuable right, but
if they were going to do that there would have to be a substantial reduction
in the price, and they decided they did not to pursue it any further. They
They still want to reserve the right to that for their own purpose, and we
agreed to that. It it has to be removed for trailfor RRA purposes, the County
will pay for such removal. Any new cable they lay will have to be laid in
accordance with our needs, and if our needs require that it be moved, it will
have to be moved at the RR expense.

Mr. MacMillan pointed out on one of the parcels that we have included in the

map, he has circled the red area, the RR has decided that they do not want to sell
us that as part of their line. They proposed an amendment which will exclude the
operating RR package, so we will change the legal description which will be include

on the deeds.




Minutes Page 3
. Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
November 17, 1992

Chairman Finley asked Greg Mack if there was any intention for the trail to
go under the Kellogg Bridge. Mr. Mack is not sure, but he will check into
this. Mr. MacMillan will work with Mr. Mack and Ms. DeSpiegelaere to see if
there is any problem which will affect the entrances or alignment connections
to the NE Corridor, and if it does, we will make sure that the language will
permit some kind of access through this property.

Mr. MacMillan said the RRA retains the authority to connect the two segments.

Mr. MacMillan also said that he had sent a copy of this agreement to Mn/DOT
for them to review, and it is acceptable to them, so they will not have any
problems with the Rail Bank reimbursement.

Commissioner Salverda is concerned if this is a good price. Mr. MacMillan

said we picked up another substantial piece that our appraiser did not appraise
when we originally had the appraisal of the line, and this piece has been
included with no increase in the price. Mr. MacMillan does not know what

would happen if we did not buy it, it could be sold off piecemeal, or the

RR might decide to keep it.

The Board dicussed the possibilities of use for this land, Commissioner
Norgard thinks the price is good.

Commissioner Salverda suggested that in the Whereas, we cou]d.mention the
appraised value, and the actual purchase price.

The Board was in agreement that the resolution be revised to include the
suggestions made by Commissioner Salverda.

Chairman Finley asked about the designee to approve necessary budget
adjustment to accomplish purchase; He asked if the Director of Budgeting
and Accounting would be the proper designee, and the Board was in agreement
on this.

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

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
proposed for possible future development a light rail transit
line extending from downtown Saint Paul to White Bear Lake (the
Northeast Corridor); and

b WHEREAS, Preliminary plans and studies have tentatively
identified the abandoned Burlington Northern Railroad line from
approximately Fourth Street in Saint Paul to Beam Avenue in
Maglewood as a potential alignment for the Northeast Corridor;
an

... WHEREAS, The Burlington Northern Railroad has indicated a
willingness to sell to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority its interest in the abandoned line; and
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Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority .
November 17, 1992

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 398A.04,
subdivisions 1 and 2, the Ramsey County _Regional Railroad
Authority may acquire real property and railroad property by
purchase; and .

WHEREAS, Preservation of an intact rail corridor sufficient
to meet future light rail transit needs is important; and

WHEREAS, The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT)
has approved this acquisition for partial reimbursement from the
Minnesota Rail Bank Program; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the proposed purchase offer, a copy of which
is attached hereto, is authorized to be submitted to _the
Burlington Northern Railroad pursuant to the terms contained
therein, including a purchase price not to exceed one million
five hundred thousand dollars ($1,500,000); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the Ramsey
‘County Regional Railroad Authority is authorized to sign the
purchase offer on behalf of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad

Authority.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority is authorized to sign the
purchage offer on behalf of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority. ;

, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Chairman of the RCRRA or
his designee is authorized to approve the necessary budget
adjustment establishing estimated revenue and from Fund Balance
to accomplish the purchase; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Director, Light Rail
Transit Planning, is authorized to approve payments made in
accordance with the Contract; and

,BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The payment documentation shall be
submitted to the RCRRA for ratification at the next scheduled
meeting following approval of payment.

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

Chairman Finley adjourned the meeting at this time, there were no
further matters to come before this Board.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

l Board Action Requested

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department Central Corridor Scoping Document
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Request Justification

See attached: 1) Resolution
2) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere
3) Scoping Document for Central Corridor AA/DEIS

Budgeting and
County Attorney.
Risk Manager.
Data Processing
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Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, Hennepin
County Regional Railroad Authority, the Minnesota Department of
Transportation, and the Federal Transit Administration completed
a Draft Scoping Package for the Central Corridor Transit
Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement; and

WHEREAS, Two public hearings were held on the Scoping
Package, written comments were received on the Scoping Package,
and the comments were carefully considered in revising the
report; and

WHEREAS, The Central Corridor Management Committee has
recommended approval of the revised Scoping Report; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
approves the Scoping Report for the Central Corridor Transit
Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




John T. Finley, Chairman

District 3

Duane W. McCarty, vice Chairman
District 1

Warren W. Schaber, secretary
District &

- : . Ruby Hunt,
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority el

316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 Diane Anhrens

District 4

Hal Norgard

District 7

Donald Salverda
District 2

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

; ; . Z
FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning ,ﬂigk

SUBJECT: Scoping Report for the Central Corridor Transit Alternatives
Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement

DATE: November 24, 1992

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, Hennepin County Regional
Railroad Authority, the Minnesota Department of Transportation, and the
Federal Transit Administration prepared a Scoping Package for the
Central Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental
Impact Statement. The Scoping Package sets the framework for the study
and identifies the alternative modes that will be analyzed.

Scoping hearings were held on August 26 and 27, one in Minneapolis and
one in St. Paul. Written comments were received and are included in
the revised report (attached).

The report will address four transit alternatives:

Alternative 1. No Build (retain existing bus service without
major improvements)

Alternative 2. Transportation System Management (low capital cost
improvements to the existing bus system)

Alternative 3. Combined Busway/HOV Facility (reserved lane or
exclusive guideway for buses or combinations of
buses, carpools, vanpools, and motorcycles)

Alternative 4. Light Rail Transit (LRT)

The portion of the report which received the most discussion subsequent

to release of the initial Scoping Package was the busway/high occupancy
vehicle alternative.

Recommendation:

A resolution adopting the report has been prepared for your
consideration.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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SUMMARY

The Federal Transit Administration, Minnesota Department of Transportation, Hennepin
County Regional Railroad Authority, and Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
are jointly leading the study of transit alternatives in the Central Corridor between
downtown Minneapolis and downtown St. Paul. These agencies will prepare a federal
alternatives analysis/draft environmental impact statement (AA/DEIS) evaluating
potential transit improvements in the corridor.

The Central Corridor extends approximately eleven miles, from the Lowertown area of
downtown St. Paul to the Convention Center in downtown Minneapolis. The 1992
Regional Transit Facilities Plan cited the need for future high-performance transit service
in the corridor, and identified it as the region's priority corridor for light rail transit.

Based on comments received during the scoping process, the Central Corridor AA/DEIS
will address four transit alternatives: '

Alternative 1. No Build (retain existing bus service without major improvements)

Alternative 2. Transportation System Management (low capital cost
improvements to the existing bus system)

Alternative 3. Combined Busway/HOV Facility (reserved lane or exclusive
guideway for buses or combinations of buses, carpools,
vanpools and motorcycles)

Alternative 4. Light Rail Transit (LRT)

The DEIS will address the direct and indirect transportation, land use, economic
development, social, physical, and financial impacts of the alternatives.

A public involvement program will be established to inform and solicit comment from
potentially affected parties, and to encourage participation by those parties in
resolving issues which may arise as a result of the project.

Several permits or approvals are likely to be necessary to implement some or all of the
project alternatives. Those permits and approvals are listed in Section VI of this report.

Public comments on the scope of the project were solicited and received during the
scoping period. Two public scoping meetings were held on August 26 and 27, 1992 at
the following locations:

Minneapolis St. Paul

Wednesday, August 26 Thursday, August 27
Open House 6:00 p.m. Open House 6:00 p.m.
Public Meeting 7:00 p.m. Public Meeting 7:00 p.m.
Radisson Hotel Metrodome Concordia College

615 Washington Ave. S.E. 275 N. Syndicate St.

The joint lead agencies propose to complete the AA/DEIS in mid-1993.
Comments on the project should be directed to:

Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
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3485 Hadley Avenue North
Oakdale, Minnesota 55128
612) 779-1209

Information on this project may also be requested from:

Paul Fish

Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
55 East Monroe Street, Suite 1415
Chicago. llinois 60603

(312) 353-2865
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

The Federal Transit Administration, Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT).
Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA), and Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority (RCRRA) are jointly completing the necessary studies and
environmental documents to make major transit capital improvements in the Central
Corridor eligible for federal design and construction funding. The federal, state and
local governmental units are joint lead agencies developing the project, with Mn/DOT
as the Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU). The Regional Transit Board and the
Metropolitan Council will participate by providing technical support and assistance as
needed. The Regional Transit Board will be the grant recipient for federal funds. The
study will produce an alternatives analysis/draft environmental impact statement
(AA/DEIS) for the Central Corridor, reactivating an alternatives analysis put on hold
several years ago.

The Central Corridor links downtown St. Paul, the State Capitol area, the main campus of
the University of Minnesota, and downtown Minneapolis. It is identified in the 1992
Regional Transit Facilities Plan as the region’s priority corridor for light rail transit, and is the
first of two corridors proposed as an initial two-corridor LRT system for the Twin Cities.

The Central Corridor (Figure 1) extends from the Convention Center in downtown
Minneapolis to the Union Depot area in St. Paul. Three of the Twin Cities' major trip
generators -- the two downtowns and the University -- are in the corridor.

The AA/DEIS will define the physical, operational, economic and financial
characteristics of various transit alternatives in the corridor. It will also provide an analysis
of environmental impacts for each alternative, including air quality, noise, water quality,
energy, historic, economic and aesthetic impacts. The work will include the generation
of a preferred LRT alignment in downtown Minneapolis consistent with the previously
developed I-35W, Northeast and HCRRA Stage | corridors.

Later phases of the study will include a final environmental impact statement and
continued preliminary engineering. The detailed work program for the Final EIS will be
based on the transit alternative selected and Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
approval to enter the preliminary engineering/Final EIS stage of project development.

B. PURPOSE OF SCOPING PHASE

The initial, or scoping. phase of the project defines the scope of work to be conducted
during the alternatives analysis and preparation of the draft environmental impact

statement. During the scoping process, the following major aspects of the study were
defined:

o) Potential transit improvements to be studied.

0 Scope of the analysis, including the geographic limits of the study area,
the impacts to be assessed, and the level of detail of the assessment.

0 Public agencies responsible for conducting the study.

(o} Program for public involvement.

o] Proposed schedule for the project, including major review points.
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These aspects were summarized in the scoping package and presented to the public
for comment at two public scoping meetings. After the close of the scoping comment
period on September 11, the scoping package was revised to reflect the comments
received and reissued as this Scoping Report.

C. STUDY AREA

The Central Corridor extends from the Lowertown area of downtown St. Paul on the east
to the Convention Center in downtown Minneapolis on the west. The corridor is
approximately eleven miles long, extending east-west through the fully-developed
core of the Twin Cities metropolitan area. The study area for the Central Corridor transit
project is illustrated in Figure 1.

Ramsey County and Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authorities have already
completed extensive analysis of light rail transit in the Central Corridor. As a result of
previous studies, an LRT alignment has been identified in all but three segments of the
corridor. Alignment alternatives for the busway/HOV alternative are based on previous
studies by the Metropolitan Council, together with Mn/DOT and the Regional Transit
Board, during the development of the Regional Transit Facilities Plan. The scoping
process will describe one alignment in those segments of the corridor in which there is
agreement, and alternative alignments for the build alternatives where they differ or in
the segments of the corridor still under study.

D. NEED FOR PROJECT

The Central Corridor extends from the Convention Center through the Mills District and
stadium areas adjacent to downtown Minneapolis, the main campus of the University of
Minnesota, the Midway commercial area in St. Paul, the State Capitol, and into
downtown §t. Paul. The downtown St. Paul end of the corridor contains the city's
emerging "cultural corridor” and Lowertown, a renovated warehouse district. The two
central business districts and the University are the three largest transit trip generators in
the Twin Cities region.

The 1992 Regional Transit Facilities Plan identified the need for a high-performance
transit solution in this corridor, identified as one of two corridors in the high need/problem
category in the region. This corridor serves a very high number of transit riders and a
very high number of transit-dependent people. The Transit Facilities Plan also noted that
the Central Corridor will need significant future transportation capacity west of Trunk
Highway 280, where congestion is projected to be high in 2010.

Transit improvements are needed to:

0o Strengthen the "spine” of the regional transit system with a reliable, high-
performance transit facility

Add people-moving capacity in the Central Corridor

Reduce the need for additional roadway construction by stabilizing and
increasing the transit mode share of trips in the corridor

Improve air qudlity in the corridor




Improve access to downtown Minneapolis, downtown St. Paul, and at the
University of Minnesota

Reduce congestion in downtown Minneapolis, downtown St. Paul, and at
the University of Minnesota

Reduce the demand for additional parking in both downtowns, at the
University of Minnesota and the State Capitol

Maintain and improve mobility for people who depend on transit for
access to employment and activity centers

(o] Provide energy-efficient transportation

Transportation is a utilitarian function which serves land use. In addition to meeting the
transportation needs listed above, the project offers the potential for significant land use
and economic development benefits. Transit improvements in the Central Corridor can
help to :

o] Revitalize the urban core of the region
(o} Maintain the viability of major employment concentrations

Link transportation investments with “transit-friendly" land use and
development patterns

Improve the quality of the physical environment of the two central
business districts and the University of Minnesota

Reduce the environmental costs of transportation

E. RELATIONSHIP TO PREVIOUS AND CURRENT WORK

The region has completed a substantial amount of work on transit studies in the Central
Corridor, including systems planning for several alternatives and preliminary design and
environmental review for light rail transit. State draft environmental impact statements
have been completed for two of the proposed project altemnatives within the corridor.
Table 1 describes the status of current planning, design and engineering activities in the
Central Corridor. Much of this work will be incorporated into the proposed Central
Corridor project. Relevant previous studies are listed in Appendix A. Appendix B
identifies the terms used to describe various elements of the project.

Considerable work has been completed for the LRT alignment alternatives. It is
expected that further work will not be required on LRT unless new information developed
during preparation of the AA/DEIS requires reconsideration of the following issues:

0 Location/alignment alternatives for downtown St. Paul. Alternative
alignments were addressed previously by the City of St. Paul and the St.
Paul Downtown Task Force throughout the Midway Corridor Draft
Environmental Impact Statement process.

Location/alignment alternatives in the State Capitol Area. Consensus
was reached on the alignment with the Capitol Area Architectural and
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Table 1

STATUS OF CURRENT PLANNING, DESIGN AND ENGINEERING ACTIVITIES IN
CENTRAL CORRIDOR
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ACTIVITY
Preliminary Design of LRT for
Midway Corridor
State EIS for Midway Corridor (LRT)

Preliminary Engineering of LRT for
Midway Corridor.

Preliminary Design of LRT for
University Connector

Preliminary Engineering of LRT for
University Connector

Preliminary Design of LRT for Central
Minneapolis

State EIS for HCRRA Stage I LRT

System

Preliminary Engineering of LRT for
Central Minneapolis

STATUS AS OF AUGUST 1992

Design activities completed, not all required
community meetings held, not all RRA
approvals completed.

DEIS/Public hearing complete.

In process, with approximately 40 percent
complete.

Complete for short tunnel and Soo Line
Railroad connector (approved preliminary
design alignment).

Work has stopped; new tunnel alignments
studied, no conclusions reached.

Comoplete for tunnel. Preliminary design for
surface alignment began as part of
AA/DEIS.

DEIS/Public hearing complete.
Work stopped on tunnel design last fall;

surface alignment work to be done in
AA/DEIS.
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Planning Board and documented in the Capitol Area Final Design
Framework Report in January 1992.

Location/alignment alternatives for the area between the Capitol and
Vandalia Street, which were addressed previously in the Midway Corridor
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 1990. See also Section G,
Comments Received During The Scoping Period.

Location/alignment issues along the University Transitway east of Oak
Street, where University parking facilities are located.

Navigation and commerce on the Mississippi River. The project
proposes using the current width of the Washington Avenue bridge, with
no pier relocation.

F. JOINT LEAD AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES

FTA. Mn/DOT, HCRRA and RCRRA are joint lead agencies for the altematives analysis,
environmental review, and preliminary engineering (up to 30%) of the Central Corridor.
Mn/DOT, HCRRA and RCRRA, in cooperation with FTA, comprise the Project
Management Team, responsible for overall direction of the study. The Metropolitan
Council and Regional Transit Board support the joint lead agencies with necessary
information and related studies.

The joint lead agencies have established a Corridor Management Committee
comprised of the seven metropolitan regional railroad authorities, the regional
agencies, the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul, and the University of Minnesota. This
committee will advise the joint lead agencies on issues related to the AA/DEIS.
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G. COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE SCOPING PERIOD

The Joint Lead Agencies received several written responses commenting on the
scoping package. Written comments are included in Appendix C of this report. Oral
comments were received and recorded at the public meetings. Oral comments are
summarized in Appendix C.

The majority of the comments reiterated the need to evaluate impacts either
specifically listed or generally included in the scoping package. Where clarifications
were necessary, items have been added to the list of impacts to be addressed. In
addition, several issues were raised during the scoping process which require additional
comment. These issues are addressed in the comments summarized below.

o Comment:  The federal DEIS should demonstrate that the state EIS process
which resulted in a preferred alignment for LRT satisfied National Environmental
Policy Act guidelines, and that public involvement in the selection process was
satisfactory.

Response:  Minnesota environmental assessment and documentation
guidelines are generally consistent with NEPA requirements except in the areas
of parkland and historic resources. The Central Corridor (federal) EIS will therefore
include Section 4(F) and/or Section 106 reports if any of the proposed
altematives impact parkland or historic resources. A federal EIS also requires
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review by additional federal agencies. The Central Corridor DEIS will be
submitted for review and comment to all required parties.

Local public involvement expectations and practices in the Twin Cities far
exceed federal requirements. The public involvement process followed by
both Ramsey County and Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authorities during
the previous state environmental impact statements was extensive. The
process was documented in both EISs, and has been the subject of local press
and academic comment,

Comment:  The HOV alternative was considered in the Regional Transit
Facilities Plan and found to have significant drawbacks. Severe right-of-way
constraints would require the HOV lane to be on an elevated structure between
downtown Minneapolis and Trunk Highway 280. In addition, the HOV alternative
could not directly serve the University of Minnesota. For these reasons, the HOV
alternative should not be considered in the AA/DEIS.

Response: The HOV alternative following I-94 will be replaced - see comment
below.

Comment: An altemative which combines the most feasible features of both
a busway and an HOV facility should be considered.

Response: The HOV alternative along 1-94 was not considered feasible in the
western third of the Central Corridor during development of the Regional Transit
Facilities Plan. An exclusive busway which duplicates the LRT alignment may not
present the most cost-effective solution either. The AA/DEIS will therefore
evaluate an alternative that combines the best features of a busway and an
HOV facility. This "hybrid" alternative will also serve the University of Minnesota.

Comment: Include an improved no build alternative.

Response: The Transportation System Management System (TSM) alternative
is the improved No Build alternative. The No Build altermnative, also known
federally as the "Do Nothing" alternative, provides the base against which all
others are compared. It must describe the existing system updated to the
forecast year (2010) with improvements which can realistically be assumed,
operating under budget assumptions consistent with the existing system.

Comment: Facilities for pedestrian and bicycle transportation should be fully
incorporated into the alternatives.

Response: The build alternatives will include bike racks on buses, bicycle
storage facilities at stations, and connections at interface points with existing or
planned bikeways. A new. parallel facility for bicycles and pedestrians would
not be appropriate in the high-speed/freeway portions of the alignment, and is
therefore not considered as part of this project. The Metropolitan Council,
RTB.and cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis are jointly preparing a regional Bicycle
Facilities Plan that will evaluate options for parallel bicycle facilities.

Comment:  The federal DEIS should discuss the use of incentives such as
convenient connections with bus feeder routes, strong public relations efforts,
and parking policies which encourage transit use.




Response: Convenient feeder bus connections are assumed under all build
alternatives. The region plans to implement a public information program to
support both transit in the Central Corridor and transit use throughout the
metropolitan area. It is expected that parking policies will be examined by the
region.,

Comment:  Consider the Pierce Butler Route/Burlington Northern Railroad
alignment north of the corridor. This alignment may have transit, land use, social,
environmental and financial benefits.

Response: This alignment was one of three alternatives evaluated in depth in
the Midway Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement distributed in
December 1990. Although the Pierce Butler Route alternative was comparable in
estimated operating, maintenance and construction costs to the other
alternatives, it was not selected for two reasons: it generated significantly fewer
LRT riders than the other alternatives, and it produced the least reduction in
average annual vehicle miles travelled (VMT).

Comment:  The DEIS should include the information on contaminated soils
and mitigation measures previously presented in the Midway Corridor Draft EIS.
The federal EIS should also evaluate incineration as a potential mitigation
measure for contaminated soils.

Response: It isthe infent of this project to provide a comprehensive
evaluation of impacts of all alternatives. All reasonable mitigation measures for
soil contamination, such as incineration, will be discussed.

Comment:  North-south arterial streets in St. Paul along the 1-94 portion of the
Corridor are heavily congested. Transit stations at Snelling, Lexington and Dale
Avenues as proposed may worsen, not improve conditions.

Response: The traffic impact analysis of the AA/DEIS will address the impacts
of the alternatives on those streets.

Comment: LRT should be the alternative selected, and in the downtowns, LRT
should be above or below street level.

Response: Ramsey County solicited input from the City of St. Paul and the St.
Paul Downtown Task Force on whether LRT should be at grade in downtown St.
Paul. After an in-depth study, both groups recommended and RCRRA selected
the at-grade LRT alternative for that city.

In downtown Minneapolis, Hennepin County and the City of Minneapolis
recommended a tunnel for the proposed six-corridor system in the Hennepin
County Comprehensive LRT System Plan. HCRRA completed a significant
portion of preliminary engineering on a downtown LRT tunnel, including cost
estimates. In the Transit Facilities Plan, the proposed multiple-corridor LRT
system was replaced by a recommended initial two-corridor system with an at-
grade alignment in downtown Minneapolis.

If LRT is selected as the preferred Central Corridor alternative, additional future
LRT corridors and a possible future downtown tunnel are not precluded by the
Transit Facilities Plan. However, the region has determined that the Central
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Corridor project is more cost-effective with a surface transit system in both
downtowns, and should be developed and evaluated as an at-grade system.

Comment: Include Automated Guideway Transit (AGT) as an alternative.

Response: Automated guideway systems use automated controls and
typically receive power from a third rail. They must therefore be completely
grade-separated from all other traffic. As a result, these systems are significantly
more expensive to construct.

Experience has also shown that AGT systems are generally more expensive to
operate. The level of expertise needed to maintain AGT computers and
electronic control equipment requires more highly trained and highly paid
personnel than a light rail system. Without the presence of operators, AGT
tracks, trains and stations require more supervision than systems with operator-
controlled vehicles. AGT vehicles are typically smaller than light rail vehicles.
More vehicles are therefore required to carry the same ridership. The cost to
maintain the additional vehicles, signals, and safety devices can exceed the
cost of the operators displaced.

The scoping comment cited AGT systems in Lille, France, and Vancouver, British
Columbia, Canada as top performers. In a November 1990 evaluation/1 using
French government statistics, the Lille AGT line was compared to the Nantes,
France, LRT line. Lille is twice the size of Nantes, and would therefore be
expected to contain stronger transit corridors. During the period in which both
cities opened rail lines, both experienced similar gains in ridership, but the
system operating cost and subsidy grew at a much faster rate in the Lille AGT
system.

The same study compared the Vancouver Skytrain, an AGT system, with
Portland’s LRT line. The author notes that while Portland has a centrally located
CBD. Vancouver is a larger city with its CBD on the waterfront and all the suburbs
on one side. For this and other primarily non-modal reasons, according to the
evaluator, the Portland LRT corridor produces less than half the Skytrain corridor
ridership. When an LRT operation was simulated to see how it would perform on
the Skytrain line, the data suggested that LRT would have been more productive
than LRT on this corridor when compared under identical conditions.

I/ Fox. Gerald D., Tri-County Metropolitan Transportation District of Oregon, LRV vs
AGT - A Comparison of Some New Light Rail and Automated Guideway Transit Systems.*
Electric Lines. November-December 1990,




ll. CONCEPTUAL DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVES

A. ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES TO BE ADDRESSED

Alignment alternatives for LRT have previously been evaluated in the Midway Corridor
Draft Environmental Impact Statement and the Hennepin County Stage One System
Draft Environmental Impact Statement. These studies were completed according to
the procedures of the Minnesota Environmental Quality Board environmental
assessment process. As a result of the previous detailed analysis, an LRT alignment has
been identified with the concurrence of the surrounding communities, governing
municipalities, and regional agencies, in all but three segments of the corridor:

0 the Westgate/Franklin Avenue area
(o] the University of Minnesota
0 downtown Minneapolis

The scoping report therefore describes one LRT alignment in those segments of the
corridor in which there is agreement, and alternative alignments in the segments of the
corridor still under study.

The busway and LRT alignments were previously studied in the Regional Transit Facilities
Plan. East of T.H. 280, the Busway/HOV alternative may follow the HOV alternative
alignment studied in the Regional Transit Facilities Plan. West of T.H. 280, service to
downtown Minneapolis and the University of Minnesota will be evaluated using I-94, T.H.
280, the LRT/transitway alignment, and/or the Soo Line Railroad alignment.

Figure 2 conceptudlly illustrates the build alternative alignments.

B. TRANSIT IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVES TO BE ADDRESSED

Four alternatives for transit improvements will be addressed:
Alternative 1. No Build
Alternative 2. Transportation System Management
Alternative 3. Busway/High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Facility
Alternative 4. Light Rail Transit (LRT)

These alternatives are conceptually defined below.,

ALTERNATIVE 1. NO BUILD

The No Build alternative represents year 2010 conditions in the corridor assuming
programmed improvements only are made. This alternative assumes:

Q. Bus service routes and frequencies based on today's system, adjusted to meet
anticipated 2010 demand within anticipated 2010 transit budget. Improvements
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committed through 1994 in the Regional Transit Board's Vision for Transit are
assumed.

Exclusive bus facilities currently becoming operational: restructured bus service
and lanes in downtown St. Paul, and the University of Minnesota transitway.

Improvements programmed for 1-94 by the Minnesota Department of
Transportation. These improvements include ramp metering, and HOV
bypasses of ramp meters at interchanges where appropriate, The No Build
altemative does not include changes in access points along |-94.

Continued transit marketing efforts, including rideshare opportunities, incentives
for car-poolers, pedestrians and bicyclists, and Transportation Management
Organizations (TMOs).

Bicycle racks on buses as feasible.

The improvements programmed for I-94 and transit marketing efforts are assumed in
every alternative. Improvements in vehicle accessibility and emissions, mandated by
the Americans with Disabllities Act and the Clean Air Act, are also assumed in every
alternative.

ALTERNATIVE 2. TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MANAGEMENT (TSM)

The TSM alternative represents 2010 service in the corridor with low capital cost
improvements that would increase the quality of the transit service . The TSM alternative
proposes the following:

a.

Restructuring existing bus service according to concepts proposed beyond
1994 in the Vision for Transit.

Improved roadway geometrics and traffic control measures to expedite bus
travel at bottlenecks and stops.

Improvements in vehicle size.

Feasible Intelligent Vehicle/Highway System (IVHS) features to provide fleet
management, improved traffic information, and incident management
systems.

Improvements programmed for |-94 by the Minnesota Department of
Transportation, plus additional HOV bypasses of ramp meters and other
improvements as appropriate.

Intensified transit marketing efforts, including rideshare opportunities, incentives
for car-poolers, and Transportation Management Organizations (TMOs).

Bicycle racks on buses as feasible, intensified marketing and incentives for
pedestrian and bicycle travel,




ALTERNATIVE 3. BUSWAY/HOV FACILITY

This alternative provides a facility which combines the most effective features of a
busway and a high occupancy vehicle lane. The Busway/HOV alternative will be
designed to accomplish the following:

Q. Provide travel advantages to buses, carpools, vanpools and motorcycles
superior to those provided to single-occupant vehicles travelling in the corridor.

Serve key activity points in the corridor: downtown Minneapolis, downtown St.
Paul, the University of Minnesota main campus, the Westgate redevelopment
areq, and the State Capitol.

Optimize existing (bus) technology.

Meet the principal transportation needs in the Central Corridor, including:
- Express service between the two downtowns

- Local service between points in the corridor

- Convenient service to the University of Minnesota

The facility proposed under the Busway/HOV alternative may be an entirely separate
roadway, it may be barrier-separated from arterial streets and highways, or it may be
striped and signed to differentiate between transit and mixed-use traffic lanes.

This alternative may have reserved lanes or exclusive guideway for buses only in some
portions of the corridor, with concurrent service for other high occupancy vehicles on a
connecting nearby facility within the corridor. The Busway/HOV alternative will be
designed to maximize travel advantages for transit users of either mode.

Transit stations will be appropriate in number and location to serve the facility.

Buses will have bike racks as feasible. Stations will provide bicycle storage facilities.
The Busway/HOV alternative assumes that improvements programmed for 1-94 by the
Minnesota Department of Transportation are made. This altemnative also assumes the
intensified transit marketing efforts common to all the build alternatives, including

rideshare opportunities, incentives for car-poolers, pedestrians and bicyclists, and
Transportation Management Organizations (TMOs).

ALTERNATIVE 4. LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT

The light rail transit alternative assumes:

a. Construction of a medium to high-capacity electric railway system of proven
technology., powered by overhead electrical wires, operating in single or
multiple-unit trains along primarily exclusive right-of-way.

An operator controlling each train.

17-+8-on-line transit stations, with supporting feeder bus service and bicycle
storage facilities. Bicycles will be allowed on trains with certain restrictions.
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Improvements programmed for |-94 by the Minnesota Department of
Transportation.

Intensified transit marketing efforts, including rideshare opportunities, incentives
for car-poolers, and Transportation Management Organizations (TMOS).

lll. IMPACTS TO BE ADDRESSED

The impact areas listed below have been identified as areas of potential concern
during the scoping process and in previous environmental studies of the project area.
The Central Corridor transit alternatives will be evaluated and compared in terms of
these impacts.

0 Transportation Impacts
Consistency with federal, state, regional and local goals
Transit levels of service
Patronage/ridership
Total fravel time
Roadway congestion
People-carrying capacity
Access to activity centers and stations
Traffic impacts
Pedestrian impacts
Compatibility with existing or proposed bicycle trails
Cost-effectiveness
Consistency with future connections to additional corridors
User convenience
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Land Use and Economic Development Impacts
- Consistency with regional and local goals
Urban development potential
Corridor level impacts
Neighborhood impacts
Station area impacts
Impacts on services and tax base
Employment impacts of construction and operation

Social Impacts

- Residential and business displacement

- "Undue burden” on vulnerable citizen groups
- Accessibility for handicapped users

- Safety and security

Impacts on the Physical Environment
Air quality
Water quality and quantity
Visual/aesthetic
Noise and vibration
Wetlands, vegetation and wildlife
Energy
Historic/cultural




Parkland

Soil Contamination

Utilities

Steep slopes

Mississippi River Critical Area

Financial Impacts
Capital cost to construct alternatives
Operating and maintenance cost to begin and maintain service
Debt service cost of finance plan
Impact on local and state taxpayers
Financing plan
Financial capabllity

0 Construction Impacts

Both direct (e.g. - improved travel time) and indirect (e.g. - increased development)
impacts will be identified.

The DEIS will identify potential temporary and permanent mitigation measures where
impacts cannot be avoided or minimized.

The EIS will incorporate material by reference when the effect will be to reduce bulk
without impeding governmental and public review of the project. The incorporated
material will be cited in the EIS, and its content briefly described. Any material
incorporated by reference will be readily available for review within the time allowed for
comment.

| .

IV. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

Public participation will be a critical element of the study process. Opportunities to
participate in the project will be-offered through several mechanisms:

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.
H.
l.
J.

Project Scoping

Downtown Minneapolis Advisory Committee

St. Paul Downtown Task Force

Corridor Management Committee

Corridor Technical Committee

Individual Commission/Council/Board Updates

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearings
Project Newsletter

Board of Regents of the University of Minnesota

Transit Public Information Program

These participation mechanisms are described below.
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A. PROJECT SCOPING

The joint lead agencies issued a scoping package and held scoping meetings on
August 26 and 27, 1992. The scoping package was distributed to affected agencies,
organizations, and individuals who participated in the corridor planning process through
previous projects. Oral comments on the alternatives and impacts to be addressed
were recorded. They are summarized and included with written comments received in
Appendix C of this report.

The public comment period closed on September 11, 1992. Information on the project
can be requested from:

Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

(612) 779-1209

Paul Fish

Federal Transit Administration, Region 5
55 East Monroe Street, Suite 1415
Chicago, llinois 60603

(312) 353-2865

B. DOWNTOWN MINNEAPOLIS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

A surface alignment in downtown Minneapolis will be identified and evaluated as part of
the Central Corridor AA/DEIS. A committee representing downtown Minneapolis
business interests, planners and traffic engineers will be convened to advise the joint
lead agencies on alignment alternatives.

C. ST. PAUL DOWNTOWN TASK FORCE

The St. Paul Downtown Task Force, an advisory committee to Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority throughout previous work on the Midway Corridor, will be reconvened
as necessary to review issues affecting downtown St. Paul.

D. CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

A Corridor Management Committee has been established to advise the joint lead
agencies on issues related to the alternatives analysis, environmental review,
preliminary design. and preliminary engineering; and to advise the Commissioner of
Transportation on issues related to final design, implementation and construction of the
locally preferred alternative.

The Corridor Management Committee is comprised of the seven regional railroad
authorities sitting as the Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board, the cities of Minneapolis
and St. Paul, Minnesota Department of Transportation, Metropolitan Council, Regional
Transit Board, Metropolitan Transit Commission, and University of Minnesota.




E. CORRIDOR TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

A Corridor Technical Committee has been established to carry out the directives of the
Corridor Management Committee. The technical committee is comprised of staff
representatives of each member body represented on the management committee
and a representative of the Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board.

F. INDIVIDUAL COMMISSION/COUNCIL/BOARD UPDATES

Members of the Corridor Management Committee represent public entities with open,
regularly scheduled meetings, mailings, and committee hearings. Updates on the
Central Corridor AA/DEIS will be a periodic agenda item for all of the member bodies,
providing opportunities for public information and comment during the conduct of the
commission/council/board's regular business.

G. DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PUBLIC HEARINGS

Following distribution of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the joint lead
agencies will solicit public review and comment on the document. A comment period
will be established, during which interested parties are invited to submit written
comments. One or more public hearings will be scheduled and publicized, offering a
public opportunity to comment orally or in writing on the project.

H. PROJECT NEWSLETTER

The joint lead agencies will produce a newsletter summarizing the progress of the study.

The newsletter will be mailed to persons on the project mailing list and will be available
to dll interested parties.

I. BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

In addition to the participation of its professional staff on the Corridor Management and
Technical Committees, the Board of Regents will adopt a resolution addressing
alignment, station location and station design alternatives impacting the Minneapolis
campus. The University will establish an internal committee with student, faculty and
administrative representatives to monitor the project and advise the Board.

J. TRANSIT PUBLIC INFORMATION PROGRAM

The regional agencies will take the initiative to develop a broad public information
program to support transit improvements in the Central Corridor. The program will also
encourage greater awareness of the benefits of transit for the entire Twin Cities
metropolitan area. The public information effort will use marketing materials and public
relations techniques to promote the transportation, land use, environmental and
economic benefits of increased transit use.

V. PROJECT SCHEDULE
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The Central Cormridor AA/DEIS is expected to be complete within twelve months. The
schedule which follows outlines the benchmark dates for completion of key project
elements.
L Development of Alternatives and Methodology 12/1/92
2. Analysis and Refinement of Alternatives 12/31/92

DEIS Preparation 2/1/93

Selection of Locally Preferred Alternative June-July/93

VI. PERMITS AND APPROVALS REQUIRED

Permits and approvails will be required as part of the Central Corridor project approval
process. These permits include or may include those listed in the following table.

»




LEVEL OF
GOVERNMENT

Table 2

PERMITS/APPROVALS REQUIRED

Under Current Law

TYPE OF APPLICATION

STATUS

FEDERAL

U.S. Coast Guard

U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers

Federal Highway
Administration

STATE

Minnesota Pollution Control
Agency

Minnesota Public Service
Commission

Minnesota Department of
Transportation

Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources

Capitol Area Architectural
and Planning Board

REGIONAL

Metropolitan Council

Regional Transit Board

Bridge Permit for Washington Avenue
Bridge Modifications

Permit for Temporary Placement of Fill To be determined

Material

Approval for Use of Interstate 94 Right- To be applied for (if required)

of-Way

NPDES Permit
Indirect Source Permit

Permit to Operate a Transit System

Permit to Use/Access a Trunk Highway

Permit to Work in Protected Waters

Water Appropriations/Dewatering
Permit

Final Design Approval in Capitol Area

Controlled Access Highway Change
Approval

Preliminary and Final Design Plan
Approval (LRT)

To be determined

To be determined

To be determined
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To be determined

To be determined

To be applied for (if required)
To be applied for (if required)

To be submitted

To be determined

To be determined




LEVEL OF
GOVERNMENT

TYPE OF APPLICATION

STATUS

Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority

Hennepin County Regional
Railroad Authority

Ramsey County Board of
Commissioners

Hennepin County Board of
Commissioners

OTHERS

Burlington Northern
Railroad

Soo Line Railroad--now a
subsidiary of Canadian
Pacific

Middle Mississippi River

Watershed Management
Organization

LOCAL

Preliminary Design Approval (LRT)

Final Design Approval (LRT)

Preliminary Design Approval (LRT)

Final Design Approval (LRT)
Preliminary Design Approval (LRT)
Final Design Approval (LRT)

Preliminary Design Approval (LRT)
Final Design Approval (LRT)

Operating Agreement

Operating Agreement

To be determined

To be determined

To be determined

To be determined

To be determined

To be determined
To be determined

To be determined

Need will be determined by
alignment

Need will be determined by
alignment

To be determined

Preliminary design plan approval and final design plan approval is required from the cities of St. Paul
and Minneapolis for LRT plans.

Any and all permits associated with zoning will be required from municipalities, including platting,

subdivision, site plan, and building processes where and if applicable.

The required information for these permits will be collected at appropriate times during project
development. Appropriate permit application forms will be filed as required.
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Appendix A Relevant Studies and Documents

University Avenue/Southwest Corridor Draft Alternatives
Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 1985

Regional Coordination Plan, Regional Transit Board, February, 1991

Regional Transit Facilities Plan, Metropolitan Council, 1992

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the ﬂidway Corridor,
Ramsey and Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authorities,
December, 1990

Preliminary Design of the Midway Light Rail Transit Corridor;
Ramsey and Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authorities, May,
1991

Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Hennepin County Stage 1
LRT System, Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority,
November, 1989

HCRRA Stage I Preliminary Design (Downtown Minneapolis and
University Connector) May, 1990

Evaluation of University East Bank LRT.Alternatives} December, 1990
HCRRA Design Criteria, October, 1991
HCRRA LRT Vehicle Specifications, August, 1991

Central Maintenance and Storage Facility, October, 1991

MnDOT Draft Design Criteria, 1991




Appendix B

Definition of Central Corridor Terms

The following terms are used In the description of the status of the project:

Midway Corridor - The area between Oak Street/Washington Avenue on the
East Bank Campus of the University of Minnesota and downtown St. Paul.

University Connector - The area between 2nd Street South and 3rd Avenue South
and Oak Street/Washington Avenue.

Central Minneapolis - The area between I-35W/29th Street and 2nd Street
South/3rd Avenue South.

Downtown Minneapolis - The area between the Convention Center area and 2nd
Street South/3rd Avenue South.

Downtown St. Paul - The area between 11th Street/I-94 and the Union Depot area.
Cagitol Area - The area between Marien/I-94 and 11th Street/I-94.
Central Corridor - A cormidor between the Convention Center area in downtown

Minneapolis and the Union Depot area in downtown St. Paul, encom pcssmg all of
the segments listed above.

b

HCRRA Stage 1 System - A plan developed In 1988 for 29 miles of LRT service in
five comidors radial to downtown Minneapolis. The corridors include:

Hiawatha to 46th Street South;

Soutnwest to Hopkins;

Northwest to 63rd Avenue North;

University Connector; and

Central Area of Downtown Minneapolis linking th2 four corridors together.
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Lawrence Coleman
1138 Plymouth Bldg
(Earth Protector Inc.)

Margaret Martin
1366 Selby Avenue

Al Lovejoy
St. Paul PED

Pam Bloedoorn
301 N. Chatsworth

Elin Skinner
1485 Portland
Midway CCA

Tim Prescott
1917 Emerson

Tresta Brown
Blair Avenue

Mitch Lancman
1541 Carroll Ave.

Lester Myles
817 Carroll

Herb Treichel
1277 Dayton
(Lex-Hamline)

SCOPING MEETING COMMENT SUMMARY

AUGUST 26, 1992
RADISSON METRODOME

Consider Pierce Butler Route as an alignment alternative. Suggests
benefits to transit, existing land use, social, environmental & financial
impacts.

SCOPING MEETING COMMENT SUMMARY

AUGUST 27, 1992
CONCORDIA COLLEGE

Process - Will there be an opportunity for comments between scoping &
DEIS?

Need realistic look at the advantages of an LRT system over existing bus
service.

I35W seems to have greater need for improved transportation than 194.
City Council has taken no action on scoping package. Sept. 91
resolution more analysis of ridership & alternatives to LRT. Look at
hybrid alternate.

Will EIS study soil contamination & hazardous material? Employment
impacts of construction station impacts and coordination with feeder
buses, capacity increases to TH 280?

Remove Pearl St. from base maps. What has been the region’s
experience with the success of HOV lanes?

What are goals of the study? How will needs be served (downtown to

downtown & local)?

North-south traffic in St. Paul. Need to link systems (Amtrak, airport,
bikeways, U of M Transitway, etc.).

Current bus fares too high for service. Discourages transit use.
Current bus service does not serve the demand for the reverse commute.

Impact on property values along corridor. Opportunities for public
involvement throughout the process.

Vibration impacts to adjacent property. Neighborhood traffic impacts at
stations. Consider alternate station locations.

What are ridership projections?




SUMMARY OF WRITTEN COMMENTS ON SCOPING PACKAGE

Metropolitan Council - Emphasize long-term urban development potential .

+ Emphasize "people-moving" in corridor west of TH 280
+ Eliminate HOV alternative

Regional Transit Board Evaluate a hybrid alternative of HOV & busway
alternatives.

City of Minneapolis * Supports the Westgate alignment with a station east of
Oak St. and below grade through the U of M campus
provided certain conditions are met. (See City of
Minneapolis Resolution in Appendix C.)

Dakota County - Provide options in LRT alternative for extension from
downtown Saint Paul to Dakota County.
» Retain all alternative modes identified.

» Supports concept of improved mass transit in central
corridor in particular assessment of LRT.
Environmental concerns to be addressed:

Alternatives analysis, noise impacts, air quality
impacts, noise & air construction impacts, water
quality impacts, impacts to wetlands and terrestrial
resources, contaminated sites, need for incentives to
encourage mass transit ridership.
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+ Expand project alternatives to include pedestrian and
bicycle transportation modes.
+ Add "water quantity" as an impact to be assessed.
Address protected wetland 620224 near Pierce Butler
Road.
Margaret Martin Evaluate ridership in comparison to existing bus service.

Peter Angelsior « Supports LRT alternative.
- Work to ensure high density zoning around stations.
» Design terminals for future expansion.
Coordinate with other planned systems.
+ Maximize exclusive right of way & minimize at-grade
crossings.
* Plan for short headways.

+ Include an improved No Build alternative.

* Include an alternative that is a combination of HOV &
busway.

» Give comparable costs (capital & operating) for all
alternatives.




- Evaluate downtown bus system as it existed before 1992
consolidation.

+ Minimize need for transfers.
Maintain & develop service that is convenient for most
riders.
Evaluate linked ridership & new ridership.

- State assumptions for projections of ridership, capital
cost & operating cost.

« Travel time estimates need to include walking, waiting
& riding.
Impact on existing bus service must be discussed.
Bus improvements should include quieter buses.
Relevant study documents should be at public libraries.

Tim Prescott « Include automated transit (AGT) as an alternative.
- Use largest number of people provided with pedestrian
access to stations as a goal.
- Measure cost effectiveness by projected new transit
riders per total dollar cost.

Lawrence Coleman - Recommends evaluating Pierce Butler Route as an LRT
alignment alternative.
Pierce Butler Route has advantages relative to transit
impacts, impacts upon existing land use, social impacts,
environmental impacts, and financial impacts.
In downtowns recommends location above or below
street level.

« Minimize number of stations between downtowns to

reduce travel time which will encourage increased
ridership.

Is

Peter Berglund Advocates mass transit.
« Supports bus alternatives.
LRT should be long-term goal.

Julia Wallace Concerned about neighborhood impacts of alternative
PPERIA modes and alignments.
« Concerns about energy conservation & pollution.
« Concerns about service to the U of M.
- Concerns about impacts on existing businesses & future
development.
Need more information to evaluate Westgate alignment.
Impacts on neighborhood.
+ Concerns about 194 roadway capacity increases.
+ Referenced previous comments dated March 16, 1992 &
January 28, 1991.




METROPOLITAN COUNCIL

Mears Park Cenire, 230 Easr Fifth Sireer, St Paul, MN 55100-1634 612 29]-6359 FAX 612 291-6550 TTY 612 291-0904

Metropolitan Council Meeting of September 10, 1992 Business Item: C"2

METROPOLITAN COUNCIL
September 11, 1992 Mears Park Centre, 230 East Fifth St., St. Paul, Minnesota 55101

Robert Winter REPORT OF THE METROPOLITAN SYSTEMS COMMITTEE
Central Corridor Project Manager Referral Report No. 92-56

Minnesota Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North : September 3, 1992

Oakdale, MN 55128

Metropolitan Council

RE: Draft Scoping Package - Central Corridor T.ransil Alternatives Analysis . s 3 ; ;
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement Draft Scoping Package - Central Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis and Draft

Metropolitan Council Referral File No. 15705-1 Environmental Impact Statement, Referral No. 15705-1

Dear Mr- Winiét:

ACKGROUND

AL its meeting on Scptember 10, 1992, the Metropolitan Council considered the draft scoping . . : ; ;
report for the Q:nlral_ Corridor Transit Aliernatives Analysis and Draflt Environmental Impact ::L ";l m::tmr% ?;{ f;sl&n:f;]!béﬁi‘oih;r:{;;:oﬁiﬁzliyzcxafogT;:cgr;?g‘ﬁr‘;:;g;ﬁ:
flw;cmcl"]: e i::)ns;d;;glin; S ba;c‘:‘,on a report of the Metropolitan Systems Committee, I:-n;;::'amg Stalzgmcnt. The scoping phase represents the initiation ogs the study of the corridor as
s e Ty R Sl i sopost - dachod recommended by the Council's Regional Transit Facilities Plan adopted in February, 1992. During
T . : . ; gacicg ; the scoping phase, comments are sought from the general public and units of government on the
::::‘: {;}l ::ioﬁ%%;m" sulmits these comiments 10 MWDOT for sowsileration n he ERInE allcmaﬁvc;l, pimpacl.s and issues to beg addressed i[gl the alfemalivu analysis.fd%aft environmental

: i impact statement (AA/DEIS).

SSUES AND

— / Vs Committee members questioned whether Intelligent Vehicle Highway Systems (IVHS) alternatives
Mary E. Anderson and technologies should be included, since they may have an impact on the need for transportation
Chair capacity improvemeats in the corridor. Staff responded that IVHS concepts have not been developed

enough to adequately assess the potential benefits and costs of IVHS. Some research and
MEA:Iv development applications are being conducted in the Twin Cities, but they do not involve anything
that would have a dramatic impact on capacity needs.

mwm-n<nw'QD

Sincercly,

Attachment

cc:  Gregg Downing, Environmental Quality Board ECO
Fred Tanzer, Mn/DOT

Steve Wilson, Metropolitan Council Staff That the Metropolitan Council:

L That the Metropolitan Council submit these comments to Mn/DOT for consideration in the
scoping phase of the AA/DEIS.
Respectfully submitted,

Dirk deVries, Chair

"-1eC1




METROPOLITAN COUNCIL
Mears Park Centre, 230 E. Fifth St., St. Paul, Minnesota 55101
August 25, 1992
Metropolitan Systems Committee
Steve Wilson, Transportation Division
Draft Scoping Package - Central Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis and Draft

Environmental Impact Statement, Referral No. 15705-1

BACKGROUND AND AUTHORITY TO REVIEW

In February 1992 the Metropolitan Council adopted the Regional Transit Facilities Plan. This plan
recommended that a Central Corridor Light Rail Transit line be built first and that a federal
alternatives analysis be initiated to further resolve any remaining issues of alignment and cost-
effectiveness and to make the corridor eligible for potential federal funding.

This scoping phase represents the initiation of that study by the three joint lead agencies of the
Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT), Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority
(HCRRA) and Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) under the sponsorship of the
Federal Transit Administration:(FTA). During the scoping phase, comments are sought from the
general public and units of government on the alternatives, impacts and issues to be addressed in the
alternatives analysis draft environmental impact statement (AA/DEIS). The Council, in addition to
submitting these comments as part of the scoping effort, will have ongoing participation in the
AA/DEIS through the Corridor Technical Committee and Corridor Management Committee, and will
approve the preferred alternative in accordance with the recommendations of the Regional Transit
Facilities Plan.

AR E ADDRESS N THE

The draft scoping report identifies issues, alternatives and impacts to be addressed. Because most
of these issues were already identified and examined as part the state EISs prepared by the Hennepin
and Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authorities, these comments will focus on additional areas
relevant to the AA/DEIS.

eed fi ransit Improvemen

The scoping report identifies several objectives to be achieved with major transit improvements in
the Central Corridor. The objectives include most that were identified in the Regional Transit
Facilities Plan. In addition to those already cited in the scoping report, the AA/DEIS should
consider that transit improvements would provide much-needed future transportation capacity in a

-----—:------

corridor where additional highway capacity cannot be added west of T.H 280, and that transit
improvements would help focus development/redevelopment along the corridor, which forms the core
of the urban area.

lernati
The scoping report proposes to evaluate five alternatives:
No Build: This alternative would generally consist of a continuation of existing bus routes.

2 Transportation Systems Management (TSM): This would primarily include restructuring bus
routes according to concepts proposed in the Regional Transit Facilities Plan and the Regional
Transit Board’s Vision for Transit.

Busway: This allernative would include reserved lanes or exclusive guideway for buses,
approximately [ollowing the same alignment as an LRT alternative, with commensurate
changes in bus service to use the busway.

High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Facility: This would be reserved [s-nu on arterial streets
on [-94 for use by multi-occupant vehicles including a restructured transit service.

Light Rail Transit (LRT): This alternative would follow the alignment shown in Figure 1,
and include an at-grade alignment in downtown Minneapolis.

The alternatives represent a broad range of capital investment requirements which should be capable
of showing the capabilities of bus and rail.

The HOV alternative was considered in the Regional Transit Facilities Plan and found to have serious
drawbacks. Conceplual engineering was prepared for an 1-94 HOV alternative, and it was concluded
that severe right-of-way constraints would require the HOV lane to be on an elevated structure
between downtown Minneapolis and T.H. 280. The plan found that:

“The environmental impacts associated with a "double-deck’ freeway, the high cost, and the
limited use of an HOV lane in the remaining portion of the corridor, preclude a Central
Corridor HOV lane as a viable solution.”

For l_his reason, and because the HOV alternative could not directly serve the important University
of Minnesota market, the HOV alternative should not be considered in the AA/DEIS. The busway
and TSM alternatives can adequately demonstrate the capabilities of non-rail alternatives.

Impacts to be Considered

The impact areas to be considered will include those addressed in the state EIS. In addition, several
other impact areas will be included as a requirement of the Federal Transit Administration AA/DEIS
process. These areas include cost-effectiveness measures and financial impacts that the Council has

previously found to be less than satisfactorily addressed in the state EISs.
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CONCLUSIONS

Comments are being requested on the scope of analysis for the Central Corridor Transit
Allernatives Analysis/Draflt Environmental Impact Statement. The draft scoping report
identifies issues, alternatives and impacts to be addressed, most of which were already
identified and examined as part the state EISs prepared by the Hennepin and Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authorities.

The study's objectives should emphasize the long-term urban development potential that
could be achieved in this important corridor, which is the “spine® of the regional transit
system. In addition, it should consider the need 1o provide additional “people-moving”
capacity in a corridor where additional highway capacity cannot be added west of T.H 280.

AOARNO)) TVIINID)

The Regional Transit Facilities Plan found that an HOV alternative, because of environmental
impacts associated with a ‘double-deck’ freeway, high cost, and limited use west of T.H. 280,
was not a viable alternative. The AA/DEIS should therefore eliminate the HOV alternative
from further consideration. The busway and TSM alternatives can adequately demonstrate
the capabilities of non-rail alternatives. .

The cost-efectiveness and financial impacts covered in the AA/DEIS will incorporate
concerns that the Council has raised in previous reviews of light rail transit EISs.

RECOMMENDATION

L That the Metropolitan Council submit these comments to Mn/DOT for consideration in the
scoping phase of the AA/DEIS.

[ MNonyg
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September 9, 1992

Mr. Robert Winter, P.E.

Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, MN 55128

Re:  Central Corridor Alternatives Analysis/Draft EIS
Scoping Package :

Dear Mr. Winter:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scoping package for the Central
Corridor Altematives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

Al its meeting on September 8, 1992, the Regional Transit Board approved the
recommendations contained in the attached memoranduin describing the scoping phase of
the Central Corridor project. We are hereby forwarding these comments to you and the

Joint Lead Agencies for consideration as the scoping package is revised and a final
scoping report issued.

Sincerely,

C Judith G. Hollander

Director of Planning and Programs

enclosure

An Equal Opportunity Empioyer

:------

REGIONAL TRANSIT BOARD

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

August 31, 1992
TO: Chair and Members of the chio%ﬁansit Board

FROM: Stephanie Eiler, AICP
Senior Planner, LRT Development

SUBJECT: Scoping Package
Central Corridor Aliernatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact
Statement
Board Update No. 2

SUMMARY

Mn/DOT, Hennepin County and Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authorities have
initiated the Central Corridor AA/DEIS by distributing a draft scoping report and holding
two public meetings to solicit comment on the study. The draft scoping report, part of
the scoping package required by the Federal Transit Administration, was developed by
the joint lead agencies with the assistance of the RTB. The report identifies alternatives,
issues, and impacts to be addressed in the study.

While the LRT alternative has been previously addressed in state-level EISs by the two
rail authorities, the Central Corridor AA/DEIS will provide a comprehensive evaluation
of other feasible transit improvements as well. The project approach described in the
draft scoping repont is consistent with the recommendations of the RTB Five Year Plan,
the Regional Transit Facilities Plan and the Legislative Audit Commission’s recent report
on transit planning.

BACKGROUND

The goal of a scoping process is 1o establish the parameters of a project: alternatives to
be studied, impacts anticipated, the public participation process, who is in charge, and
the time frame for decisions.

The draft scoping report identifies five conceptual alternatives for discussion and
evaluation:

No Build

Transportation System Management (TSM)
Busway

High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Facility
Light Rail Transit




The report lists impacts to be addressed in the following areas: transportation, land use,
economic development, social/residential, physical environment, and finance. The
AA/DEIS will evaluate the cost-effectiveness and financial impacts of all of the transit
alternatives.

Public scoping meetings wzre held on August 26, 1992 in Minneapolis and August 27,
1992 in St. Paul. The meeings were held to describe the project and 1o solicit public and
agency responses to the issuses and alternatives to be studied in the AA/DEIS. The
alternatives and impacts to be addressed may be modified based on comments received
during the scoping process.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The project approa:h described in the draft scoping report is consistent with the
recommendations of the RTB Five Year Plan, the Regional Transit Facilities Plan
and the Legislative Audit Commission’s recent report on transit planning.

In addition to the t:2 HOV and Busway alternatives proposed in the draft scoping
repon, the joint lea agencies should evaluate an alternative which combines the
best features of bo:z. Such a combined or hybrid altemnarive may offer patronage,
operational and cos: advantages, and should be compared 1o the LRT alternative.

The RTB will contaue 10 support the project and provide staff assistance and
information as neezzd by the joint lead agencies.

D ﬂ KOTA CO f INTY DONALD R. CHAPDELAINE
COMMISSIONER - THIRD DISTRICT
575 CHAPEL LANE

DAKOTA COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER gk

1560 HWY 55 HASTINGS MINNESOTA 55033 (612) 438-4429 HOME 454.2533

September 9, 1992

Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

Dear Sir:

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the Scoping
Package for the Transit Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental
Analysis for the Central- Corridor. Dakota County has been a
participant in the planning of Light Rail Transit in the region for
the last several years. We are interested in seeing a thorough
analysis of alternatives for the Central Corridor as one of the
region’s priorities for light rail transit in the Twin Cities. This
process could become a model for future analysis of other corridors in
the metropolitan area.

Dakota County has cooperated with Ramsey County in conducting an
analysis of a potential connection to the Central Corridor in downtown
St. Paul from the south. We would expect that the alternative
analysis would continue to leave options open for possible future
extensions to Dakota County in the 1light rail transit alternative.
Possible alignments were identified in a draft Scoping Decision
Document prepared for the Saint Paul South Corridor by Dakota and
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authorities.

We would encourage you to maintain all the alternatives identified in
the Scoping Package including transportation system management,
busway, high occupancy vehicle lanes, and light rail transit. It will
continue to be important to review the potential for some of these
options as they relate to other projects in the metropolitan area,
especially the reconstruction of I-35W.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments at this point in the
project. We will continue to keep abreast of the status of this
important project in the region and expect to continue our
participation in the process.

) Sincerely, (ﬁ\ “
- 4 D AU 2 St ) J
ol el o otincd S 0 N

Donald R. Chapdelainég, Chair “Michael E. Turner, Chair —
DAKOTA COUNTY COMMISSIONER REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

DRC/MET/jmn
ecs Dakota County Board of Commissioners
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i i SEP 11 'S2 @S:83PM CITY CLERK
RESOLUTION

of the
The LRT station on the east side of the University campus
CITY OF remains immediately east of Dak Street; and

M!NNEAPOL'S LRT along Washington Avenue cn the East Bank Campus of
Campbe1l the University be below grade.

That 1f either of the above two conditions are not met, the City's

Conditionall roving the Westgate Aligmment/Station Location for " i
Light Rail T{.:zgt {L;?} betueengthe Unigersit; of Minnesota and the position will revert to the position identified in Resolution 91r-108,
East City Linits. namely the alignment and station locations fdentified in tne Sco Line/1-94
Whereas, the Minnescta Department of Transportation (MnDOT), Hennepin
County Reg‘cnal Railroac Authority (HCRRA) and the Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority (RCRRA) as Joint Lead Agencies have prepared the Twin
Cities Central Corridor Transit Alternative Analysis/Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) Scoping Package. and has identified the LRT
a11inmen: between Church Sireet on Washington Avenue and the east City
Limits as an alignment on which total azgreement nas not been reached; and

Alignment within Minneapalis.

Whereas, agreement on this alignment will facilitate completion of the
AA/DEIS ty reducing the number of LRT alternatives tc be evaluated; and

Wherees, the City Council has previously approved the Sco Line/1-94 LRT
Alignment (Resolution 91R-108) prior to the Westgate Alignment being
proposed; and

Whereas, the Westcate A'terrative s estimates to cost approximately
9,400,000 more than the Soo Line/:-G4 Alignment exclusive of right of way;
and

Whereas, provisicn of & LRT station to the University of Minnesota is a
top pricrity and tne station progosed in the latest Westgate Alignment is
c’oser to the University ena to related sports/activities than 4s the
station proposed in the Sco Line/1-94 Alignment; and

Whereas, the City Counc'l has continued to support a cut and cover
tunnel between the East Bank Station west of Church Street and a point east
of Dax Street; and

Whereas, the City of Minneapolis wants the Central Corridor to proceed
to implementation and to be cooperative as much as possible with the City of
St. Paul and the RCRRA;

Hew, Therefore, Be It Resolved by The City Council of The City of

Minneapclis:

< peppp

That the City Council supports the Westgate Alignment and station 1 Sayiws Belton

ltocatfon as shown on Figure 2 on the Twin Cities Central Corrider Transit APPROVED — NOT-APPROVED—VEFOED

—— O
Alternative Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement Scoping &
Package, dated August 13992, so long as the following conditions are met: ~L T %,‘.4_(_,.\
C‘/ MAYON

/.

ATTEST

CiTY CuEnR,
o -3000 R 1181
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co062 /4 UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

Office of the Senior Vice President 301 Morrill Hall

T4&PW - Your Committee, having under consideration Light Rail Tramsit » sl b okt B

6126254555

(LRT) alignment for the Central Corridor between approximately Church St on September 11, 1992
Washington Av and the east City 1imits, now recommends passage of the

accompanying Resolution conditionally approving the Westgste Mf- Bob Winter )
Minnesota Department of Transportation
Alignment/Station Location for LRT betw the University of Mirnesota and the 3485 Hadley Avenue North

East City Limits. Oakdale, MN 55109

Dear Mr. Winter:

Attached please find a copy of a resolution passed by the Minnesota Board of
Regents on light rail transit (LRT). Please add it to the "record" as the
University's initial comment with regard to "scoping” of the Alternatives
Analysis, Draft Environmental Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) for the central
corridor.

As you are aware, the University has been an active and collaborative
participant along with MNDOT, both Hennepin and Ramsey Counties, the cities
of Minneapolis and St. Paul, and the Regional Transit Board in planning for
LRT. During the course of this past effort, the University has stated
preferences for an alignment west of QOak Street, and the location and design
of stations on the East and West Bank Campuses. The University has
reviewed but not taken a definitive position on the various alternative
alignments that has been proposed east of Oak Street.

The University welcomes the opportunity to again participate in this latest
phase of planning. It is our intent to specifically define the goals and
Apooved s fo Ascurmey: b objectives of the University with regard to transit service and preservation

and preferably enhancement of the campus environment.

Respectfully yours,

. .//\ Saat ¢

Robert O. Erickson
Senior Vice President
Finance and Operations

cc:  Board of Regents
President Hasselmo
Provost Infante
Mr. Paul Tschida
Mr. Harvey Turner




UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA ' student Representatives
TWIN CITIES | to the Board of Regents
| 240 Coffman Memorial Union
300 Washington Avenue S.E.
, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455

(612) 625-8992

Light Rail Washington Avenue Corridor Resolution

Whereas since 1939 the University of Minnesota has repeatedly expressed the desire
for a completely integrated and unified campus as originally planned, and

Whereas the Minneapolis Planning Commission's report recommended an
underpass for Washington Avenue traffic, and

Whereas it is desirable to have the least amount of encroachment into the
landscaped/pedestrian as possible, and

Whereas the current LRT plans advocate light rail on Washington Avenues East
bank at ground level would be insurmountably damaging to the campus
environment, and

Whereas implementing the Commission’s recommendations would extend the
Mall uninterrupted from Northrup Auditorium to Coffman Union, and

Whereas the students of the University of Minnesota will not tolerate further
physical splits and divisions of their campus, and

Whereas above ground LRT would create additional traffic hazards and
discriminate against the physically challenged from having equal access to campus
fadlities, and

Therefore be it resolved that the Minnesota Student Association supports the
University Administration’s position of building a tunnel on Washington Avenue
East Bank for light rail transit and current traffic, and be it further resolved that any
expansion of Washington Avenue's East Bank must not occur at the expense of
landscape, nor result in the loss of pedestrian walkways.

This resolution was passed unanimously by the Minnesota Student Association
Forum Thursday, January 10, 1991.

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA
BOARD OF REGENTS

AGENDA ITEM FOR__ Physical Planning and Operations COMMITTEE

Title Light Rail Transit, Twin Cities Campus

( )Discussion ( )Information (X)Resolution or Motion
Required

Administration's Recommended Resolution or Proposed Action:

WHEREAS, the physical setting of the University contributes to a sense of
community and affects the quality of scholarship, research and intellec-
tual discourse taking place within its institutional framework, and

WHEREAS, the University's "Advisory Task Force on Planning" has concluded
that the University should strive to benefit fully from the natural
assets of its surroundings and guard against the intrusions and disrup-
tions of urban life, and

WHEREAS, the traffic on Washington Avenue has a divisive impact on the
campus environment and a pernicious influence on the scholarly pursuit of
excellence at the University, and

WHEREAS, the University desires to mitigate the traffic congestion on
Washington Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the University, the Regional Transit Board, the Minnesota
Department of Transportation, the Hennepin County staff, the City of
Minneapolis Planning Commission, and most recently, the University of
Minnesota Student Association all support the University's efforts in
this area, and

WHEREAS, the University, as the second highest generator of transit trips
in the Twin Cities Metropolitan Area, desires to receive excellent tran-
sit service, and

WHEREAS, the proposed alignment for Light Rail Transit between downtown
Minneapolis and downtown St. Paul is through the University along
Washington Avenue, and

WHEREAS, the University desires to plan for and participate.in the design
for construction of LRT through the Minneapolis campus,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, when Light Rail Transit ("LRT") is
constructed through the Minneapolis campus the Regents of the University
of Minnesota hereby authorize, empower and direct the University (i) to
insist LRT be built in a tunnel under Washington Avenue from a portal
east of the Mississippi River Bridge to a portal east of Dak Street; (ii)
to request that Washington Avenue be narrowed, that traffic thereon be
redirected, and that a landscape buffer strip be created thereabout; and
(iii) to request again that the Mall be extended over Washington Avenue
at the time LRT is built.

75




I11. Purpose or Intent of the Item:

To familiarize the Board of Regents with the Light Rail Transit resolu-
tion and to seek their approval of said resolution.

Previous Board Action and/or Pertinent Information:

This resolution was presented to the Board at its June 1991 meeting as a
part of the discussion item titled "Transportation Plans, Twin Cities/
Minneapolis/East Bank Campus."

Presented by Robert Erickson/Clint Hewitt

Date July 11, 1991
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oy, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

0 3 REGION 5
m 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3530

SEP 2 REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

o]
1'9? SME-19J
Mr. Robert Winter
Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
3485 Hadley Avenue North
Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

Dear Mr. Winter:

We have reviewed the scoping package for the Twin Cities Central
Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis. The transit corridor
studied for improvement runs between downtown Minneapolis and
downtown St. Paul, and services the main campus of the University
of Minnesota. An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is being
prepared for the project, in which one of the lead agencies
preparing the document is the Federal Transit Administration.

We previously commented on a State Draft EIS on March 13, 1991
and Scoping Decision Document on June 6, 1990. In our
correspondence, we stated that our comments were advisory due to
the lack of Federal involvement in the project. However, because
the Federal Transit Agency is a lead agency in the preparation of
a Federal EIS, our role as a reviewing agency is mandated under
Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. Therefore, our comments are no
longer advisory, but are to be considered in the EIS and Record
of Decision.

We support the concept of improved mass transit in the Central
Corridor, and in particular encourage the assessment of light
rail transit as an alternative mode of mass transit. The Twin
Cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul currently are not serviced by
light rail transit, and the introduction of light rail transit
should be a transportation benefit and improvement to air gquality
to the metropolitan area as it has been for other major U.S.
cities. Presently, there are two transportation corridors within
the Twin Cities metropolitan area that have been deemed feasible
for light rail transit, and are being studied for this mode of
transportation.

Although we support the mass transit proposals presented in the
scoping package, we have several environmental concerns with the
proposal that should be addressed in the Federal Draft EIS.
These concerns include alternatives analysis, noise impacts, air
quality impacts, water quality impacts, impacts to wetland and
terrestrial resources, contaminated sites, and the need for
incentives to encourage mass transit ridership.

Printed on Recycled Fzper
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We are concerned with the range of alternatives that will be
addressed in the Federal Draft EIS. The alternatives proposed in
the scoping package include the No Build, Transportation System
Management, Busway (buses only lane), High Occupancy Vehicle
Facility, and Light Rail Transit Alternatives. We support the
inclusion of these alternatives in the Federal Draft EIS, but are
concerned that only one build alternative for light rail transit
is being proposed for assessment. This build alternative
proposes light rail transit in the median of Interstate 94. The
State Draft EIS included this alternative plus two additional
build alignment alternatives for light rail transit, the
University Avenue alignment and the Pierce Butler alignment. We
are not recommending duplicating the selection process that was
conducted at the State level in the Federal EIS, but we do
request that the Federal Draft EIS demonstrate that the State
selection process satisfied the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act guidelines that environmental impacts
were avoided and minimized, and that there was satisfactory
public involvement in the selection process.

The Federal Draft EIS should assess noise impacts for each of the
alternatives. We are particularly concerned with impacts to
noise sensitive receptors such as residences, hospitals, nursing
homes, schools, libraries, churches and parks. The Federal Draft
EIS should determine the current background noise levels that
occur at these receptors, and calculate the net change in impact
due to the mass transit alternatives. If any significant impacts
are expected to occur, then the Federal Draft EIS should consider
measures to mitigate the noise impacts.

The metropolitan area of the Twin Cities is a nonattainment area
for carbon monoxide (CO), classified as moderate. The mass
transit alternatives should realize some degree of reduction in
CO emissions in the Central Corridor. The Draft EIS should
include air quality modelling data to identify ambient air
quality and current CO emissions, and predict the CO emissions
that would result from each of the alternatives. For the light
rail transit alternative, the Draft EIS should compare the amount
of reduction in CO emissions due to fewer automobiles versus the
increase in emissions due to increased electrical generation to
operate light rail transit. This comparison should take into
account all incentives and measures to reduce the number of
vehicles, and discuss whether light rail transit would result in
significant additional electircal generation, and whether new
electrical generation facilities would need to be constructed.
The Draft EIS should also discuss the mass transit proposals’
consistency with the State Implementation Plan to bring about
compliance with air gquality standards for co.

" In addition to noise and air quality impacts associated with the

operation of mass transit in the Central Corridor, we are
concerned with these impacts occurring during project
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construction. The Federal Draft EIS should assess noise impacts
due to construction equipment, and discuss mitigation for those
impacts. Similarly, construction related air quality impacts and
mitigation should be discussed.

The Federal Draft EIS should assess the potential for water
quality impacts due to mass transit improvements. We are
particularly concerned that groundwater impacts could result due
to tunnel construction underneath the two downtown areas. The
Federal Draft EIS should identify any such impacts, and list
appropriate mitigation measures. Adverse impacts should be
avoided and minimized through the use of best available
technology mitigation measures. We support the planned use of
the Washington Avenue Bridge crossing of the Mississippi River
for light rail transit, since the use of an existing crossing
should minimize impacts to the river versus constructing a new
river crossing. The Federal Draft EIS should list the temporary
mitigation measures that will be in place during project
construction, and the permanent measures necessary to support
operation of mass transit.

Based on our prior reviews of the State Draft EIS and Scoping
Decision Document, we do not believe that the project will
adversely impact wetland or terrestrial resources. The Pierce
Butler route for light rail transit represented the greatest
potential for wetland and terrestrial impacts, and this
alternative appears to have been dropped from consideration in
the scoping package. Nevertheless, the Federal Draft EIS should
identify impacts to these resources, and discuss any subsequent
mitigation that would be necessary.

According to the State Draft EIS, there are 59 contaminated soil
sites within the Central Corridor. The State Draft EIS included
comnitments to mitigation to address contaminated soils,
including measures such as landfarming, thermal treatment and
encapsulation. The Federal Draft EIS should include this
information regarding contaminated soil sites and mitigation
measures. We also recommend that the appropriateness of
incineration be evaluated and included for discussion as a
potential remediation measure.

We recommended several incentives to encourage ridership of mass
transit in our prior correspondence. These incentives included
convenient connections with bus feeder routes, strong public
relations efforts that stress the benefits of riding mass
transit, and instituting premium auto parking rates and limits on
available parking spaces. The Federal Draft EIS should discuss
the use of such incentives.

- -

Thank you for the opportunity to review the scoping package for

the Twin Cities Central Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis.

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please contact
Milo Anderson of my staff at (312) 886-2967.

Sincerely yours,
Vit Fo, Yuhl-
willf;;ﬂgfﬂfranz, Acting Chief

Planning and Assessment Branch




STATE OF

NNESOTA
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

500 LAFAYETTE ROAD + ST. PAUL, MINNESOTA » 55155-40____

DNR INFORMATION
(612) 2966157

September 22, 1992

Mr Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North .

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

Re: Central Corridor Transit Project
Draft Scoping Report

Dear Mr. Winter:

The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has
completed a review of the Draft Scoping Report concerning
the Central Corridor Transit Project. The following
comments regarding the project are provided for your
consideration.

Although the Scoping Report lists pedestrian impacts and
compatibility with existing or proposed bicycle trails as
transportation impacts that will be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the DNR believes that
these modes of transportation should be more fully
incorporated into the alternatives analysis. Without the
inclusion of pedestrian and bicycle transportation, the
Scoping Report does not completely address transportation
needs in the project area.

We suggest that the identified project alternatives be
expanded to include pedestrian and bicycle transpertaticn
modes as follows:

=No-build Alternative--recognition of the increased role
bicycles could play in transportation between or within
the study area either through signing or clear bike lane
designation.

-TSM Alternative--intensified marketing and/or incentive
programs for pedestrian and bicycle travel.

-Busway Alternative--affirmative modal connections for

combined bike-bus travel to include bike racks on buses
and secure bike storage locations at bus stops.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

-HOV Alternative--accommodation of joint HOV and bike
travel within the same corridor either as a shared route
or in conjunction with a new parallel bikeway like the
new University of Minnesota inter-campus HOV lane.

=LRT Alternative--recognition of the need for modal
transfer points between bikes and LRT through provision
of secure bicycle storage.

In addition, under "Impact on the Physical Environment"™ on
page 10, we recommend that another bullet "Water Quantity”,
including mapped and regulated floodplains and general storm
water management issues, be added.

Protected wetland 62-224 is near the Pierce Butler Road.
This basin may have already been impacted by untreated
runcff from land use in the watershed. It is important that
water quality impacts of the project, particularly in regard
to this basin, be thoroughly analyzed.

If you have questions regarding our comments, or if you
require additional information from the DNR concerning the
proposed project, please contact Cheryl Heide from my staff
at 296-9228.

Sincerely,
2&/;#’

Thomas 1%fggf;cm, Supervisor
Natural “Resources Planning and Review Services
c. Dave Leuthe

Steve Colvin

Tom Lutgen

Brian McCann

Bonita Eliason
Lynn Lewis--U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

930043-1
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Return to: Robert Winter, 3485 Hudley Ave. N.. Oukdule MN 53128 °

September 10, 1992

Robert Winter

Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, MN 55109

Re: Twin Cities Central Corridor Transit Project

Dear Mr. Winter:

I am writing to comment on the transit alternatives outlined in the
August 3, 1992 EQB Monitor.

My qualifications are that I am a strong advocate of mass transit
and that I have commuted by bus for 14 years.

I strongly suggest that the most simple and flexible system be
chosen. I believe that maximizing the use of buses would be the
best solution. Buses could be routed and rerouted simply and
without delay.

It has been said that we need light rail because of our winters.
Well, the cars present the problems in the winters. The buses can
get through heavy snows.

Instead of spending so much money on studying light rail, buy more
buses, put them in service, and get people to cut down on using
cars. Get people used to mass transit. Light Rail could be a long
term goal to work on. Also, if we have less cars on the highways,
it would be easier to build light rail in the next couple decades.

Thank you,

Peter Bca/fg un/ .

2816 33rd Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55406

day: 772-7008




111 Marquette Avenue South #2707
Minneapolis, MN 55401
(612) 672-0602

Mr. Robert Winter

Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, MN 55128

September 4, 1992

Re:  Comments on the scoping meeting for the Twin Cities Central Corridor Transit
Alternatives Analysis and Dralt Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Winter;

I altended the scoping meeting for the Twin Cities Central Corridor Transit
Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement on August 26,
1992 at the Radisson Hotel Metrodome, in which you presented several
alternatives for improving access between the cores of Minneapolis and Saint Paul.
I would like to thank you for a clear and informative presentation, and present my
comments and suggestions

I support the construction of a LRT syslem connecting the 1wo downlowns via the
University of Minnesota. | generally agree with the proposed routing, and think
that any alignment should include stops at both downtowns. the Metrodome, and
both the east and west bank campuses of the University of Minnesota. Before
moving 1o Minneapolis last month, [ worked for a private firm preparing
Environmental Impact Statements for the Washington, DC Metrorail system. As |
am new o the area, | don't know the history of this project, nor do I know what
other projects are under consideration. Nevertheless, | would like o offer the
following suggestions:

@ Work with local government planning commissions 1o zone land around the
slation sites for higher densities and reduced parking requirements

Design the terminuses 1o permil [uture extensions outward from either St
Paul or Minneapolis.

Coordinate design and specifications of this LRT system with other systems
planned [or the Twin Cities area

Maximize exclusive rights-of-way and minimize at-grade crossings.

Plan for short headways. Generally, a minute spent wailing at a station is
perceived 1o be much longer than a minute spent in motion. Ridership, and
thus the effectiveness of the project, should be greater with frequent shorter
trains as opposed to infrequent longer trains

Finally, I had hoped 10 see more detail of the proposals than what was presented at
the scoping meeting. The maps were very small and | only got a general taste for
the alternatives. It would be helpful if you could bring some drawings with you
for the DEIS presentation that would show the proposed alternatives more clearly.

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views. 1 would like 10 receive notices
of any future public hearings or meetings on this project.

Sincerely,

be O /72—

Peter Angelides, AICP
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PPERRIA

Prospect Park and East River Road Improvement Association, Inc.

September 10, 1992

Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transpcrtation

3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, MN 55128

Dear Mr. Winter:

I am writing to express iriteres®t. on behalf of the Prospect Park
and East River Road Improvement Association, in the Twin Cities
Central Corridor transit alternatives study. Because we just
learned of this effort, we 4id nct attend the public meeting on
August 26, but would like you to know that this community intends
to continue its active participzticn in transportation planning;
we assume that you will keep us informed of all opportunities for
citizen participation frem now on.

PPERRIA has commented he-plans which you have cited
£

in Rppendix B of vour >ing ck . 1 am enclasing two of the

most recent one . #in~e they identify the community's
transit concerns. Wi note that we have locked at both the
service issues i =ds and the impacts of

alternative modes

People

energy conservation
to the University,
have conzerns sbcut
well as its influence

°n the Sco Line/I-94 route, since it
of the RCRRA until the last minute.

C dated March 16, 1992, we would
like to see design alternatives and cther projections for the new
Westgste alignment before making a final evaluation of that
alternative as it affects our neighborhoods.

This neighbcrhood would be severely affected by any plan which
involved increasing the capacity of I-94 through expansion of the
roadway., We will be especially interested in the information on
how the busway or HOV alternatives would be accomplished.

Please keep us informed, Thank you.

Ak F St e
Julia F. Wallace, Chair, PPERRIA Transportation Committee
135 Melbourne Ave. SE
Minneapolis, MN 55414
enc: PPERRIA memo of 3/16/92; Resolution of 1/28/91

Founded in 1901 - The Oldest Neighborhood Assodiation in Minneapolis

PPERRIA

Prospect Park and East River Road Improvement Association, Inc.

To: HCRRA, RCRRA
From: Julie Wallace, Chair, PPERRIA Transportation Committee
Subject: Midway Corrider

Date: March 20, 1882

Enclosed is a summary of the discussions to date‘gbogt ?he
propcsed change to the LRT alignment in our neighborhood, between
the city limits and the University. As you know, we have not
taken any formal action, but expect to be included as Dlannzng
continues. We lock forward to seeing a greater level of detail
in the plans for the Transitway alternative (1-D2).

cc: Joan Campbell, City of Minneapolis
Feter McLeaughlin, Hennepin County
Clint hewitt, University of Minnesota

Founded in 1901 - The Oldest Neighborhood Assodiation in Minneapolis




Prospect Park and East River Road Improvement Association Whereas: PPERRIA, at its regular meetings, has periodically received
reports from its representatives on the Midway Corridor Task Force,
RESOLUTION 1°28/91 and on January 10, 1990, received a presentation by the HCRRA on the
Midway Corridor and related planning in Hennepin County,

Midway Corric:r Light Rail Transit

Now, therefore, be it resolved: That PPERRIA acknowledges the need for
a better transit system, and supports the RTB's consideration of LRT
Whereas: Residents of the Prospect Park and East River Road area are as an element in that system, assuming that it will have adequate
concerned cver the alignment of Light Rail Transit {LRT) in the study and investigation, and
community, :nd the environmental, economic and social impacts
involved, 2-1 Be it further resoclved: That PPERRIA recommends that LRT, as the key
element, must be properly sized to last 50 to 100 years, and must be
Whereas: The rospect Park and East River Road Improvement Association properly designed and located to maximize environmental, economic and
(PPERRIA, I-2.) represents the interests of the community, and desires energy benefits including (a) reduction of dependence on foreign oil,
to be part :f the community invelvement process in all matters (b) improved air quality, (c) less costly surface transportation, and
affecting toe community, and (d) more reliable transit service, and

Whereas: The nlan of the Regional Transit Board (RTB) for the public Be it further resolved: That PPERRIA respectfully requests technical
transportatisn system for the region considers LRT as the backbone of information on ridership forecasts in the Midway Corridor, including
an integratsd system which also includes local and feeder buses, (a) assumptions used for ridership estimates, (b) results of
vanpools, cir pools, and other programs, and sensitivity tests recommended by the Metropolitan Council’s oversight

consultant, and (ec) an Upper Limit Forecast suitable for sizing future

Whereas: The Responsible Government Unit (RGU) for planning and system expansion, and including consideration of gasoline pricing
preliminary engineering for the Midway Corridor is the Ramsey County similer to other industrialized nations, increased public perceptions
Regional Re:l Authority (RCREA) by delegation of the Hennepin County of environmental values, and the surplus LRT capacity needed for
Regional Ra.1 Authority (HCRRA), and travel during petroleum shortages, and

Whereas: The RCERA hes initiated rlanning and preliminary engineering Be it further resolved: That PPERRIA respectfully requests that the
in order tc rroduce a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), community be actively involved in the planning process for the
which is tc include an examination of all reascnable and prudent corridor, including identification of specific impacts and planning
alternative alignments from downtown St. Paul to Oak Strest SE in for mitigation, with special emphasis on the following issues:
Minneapolis and has selected three slignments for detailed analysis -
(1) Burlingzon Nerthern/Pierce Butler, (2) University Avenue, and (3)

Choice of final alternative alignments or combinations thereof
Soo Line/I-:4, and

Noise and vibration

Street modifications and traffic changes

Bus and car traffic generated by stations and park & ride lots
Continuing bus service and feeder buses

Correlation of LRT planning with traffic volume forecasts
Mitigation measures which could improve neighborhood environments
Safety, and :

Whereas: It :s the intent of the DEIS to provi
with adequz:2 information to be able to under

- Syl - e d
anc Jucga the merits
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Whereas: Ric:rship estimates provided by the RCRRA consultants, BRWH,
Inc., in Oczober 1980 are based on questionable assumptions including
cheap and plentiful gasoline, continued urban sprawl, and little Be it further resolved: That PPERRIA respectfully requests that the
concern for the environment, and RCRRA and the HCRRA extend the community involvement process in order

to correct and supplement the information necessary to fully

Whereas: The 3RW ridership estimates suggest that LRT will carry 32,000 comprehend and evaluate the alternatives.
daily passe-zers in the year 2010, while the Minnesota Department of
Transportation projects 180, 000 automobile trips through Prospect Park
on I-84 in 2210, compared to 117,000 in 1990, and

Whereas: On Yavember 13, 1890, the RCRRA approved the Midway Corridor
DEIS for purpcses of public hearings and indicated a preferred
alignment c- the Soo Line/I-94 route, and




Prospect Park and East River Road Improvement Association (PPERRIA)
Light Rail Transit (LRT) Alternatives

March 16, 1992

The alternative proposals for LRT in the area from Highway 280 to the
University have been presented to the FPPERRIA Transportation Committee on
January 16 and February 18, 1992, and to PPERRIA on February 24, 1992. While
the advantsges and disadvantages of the two visile routes were discussed, no
formal votes were taken. FPERRIA is willing to continue to work with all of
the appropriate government bodies in evaluation of both of the routes. This
document presents a summary of the issues rezised as the two routes were
considered.

The two routes under consideration are:
Alternative 1-A Soo Line alignment
Alternative 1-D2 Wesigate/Transitway aligment

The impact on the Frospect Park neighborhood cen be summarized rather simply.
Alternative 1-A provides better LRT service to zhe neighborhood, but also has
& greater impact. Alternative 1-D2

serves fewer neighborhood residents, but also :resents less of an impact on
neignborhood residents. Some specific observati:ns from the committee and the
PPERRIA meeting follow: -

1. The proposed Franklin Avenue stop on route .-A encompasses almost all of
Prospect Park, including Glendale, within a /2 mile radius or 10 minute
walking distance; the Stadium Village/Dinnaken s:iop is also within 1/Z mile of
Glendale.

2. The proposed Curfew Street stop on route 1-I2 is within 1/2 nile of sbout
2/3 of Prospect Park residences; the Stadium Village station on 1-D2 would be
within 1/2 mile of most of Glendale.

. The Soo Line route and the stop on Franklin Avenue present difficult
envircenmental impact challenges, due to the proximity to homes and the
possible traffic impacts arcund the station. At the same time, the
replacenent of the railroad tracks with LRT jrovides an  opportunity for
mitigation measures which could also lessen +th: neighborhood impacts of the
existing freeway, which will be upgraded soon.

4. The Curfew Street stop on route 1-D2 would have little environmental impact
on Prospect Park if bus traffic were routed to come to it from the north and
east, not on Franklin Avenue from the west. Tae route along the transitway
would have less neighborhood impact than the Soo Line, since LRT vehicles are
gquieter and less polluting than the buses which run on the transitway, and the
route is slightly farther from existing homes. This route also provides some
opportunity for mitigation measures which could benefit the neighborhood.
Chief among them could be an additional incentive to reroute traffic which is
entering the industrial areas north of Universizy Avenue and the Transitway.
In order to cut dowm on traffic crossing the Transitwey and LRT, the cities
could be encouraged to develop access from the Wsstgate area on the east, by a

northern route which would avoid neighborhood streets.

5. fince most Prospect Park residents travel to or through the University, the
service and traffic impacts there are important. The most recent presentation
of route 1-D2 showed a plan in which the LRT tunnel which is necessary under
the campus began far enough east to go under all major streets: University
Avenue, Washington Avenue, Osk Street and the new Huron Boulevard exit from I-
94. A plen like this which avoids conflicts between surface traffic and LRT
is to be encouraged. The Soo Line route still shows the LRT route crossing
Huron Boulevard and Washington at grade.

€. 5t. Faul is anticipating that LAT In the Westgeie area will serve s a
stimalus for develorment; that area is immediately adjacent to Prospect park,
&nd could have either positive or negative impacts. The city of Minneapolis
is beginning to consider the LRT on route 1-D2 between the city limits and the
University as a possible stimulus for redevelopment of the railroad yards and
adjacent areas. Agein, the impact on Prospect Park could be positive or
negative. The developmsnt possibilities along the Soo Line route are limited
mainly to the smaller Barber 0il site.

7. The ccmmunity would encourage the development of a bike path along the
transitway to connect the two University campuses.

As the new proposal (alternative 1-DZ) is - studied, PPERRIA would ask the
following considerations:

A. We would 1ike to see Preliminary Design Plans for that route with at least
the level of detail which have been presented for the Soo Line route, so that
we can more clearly evaluste the possible impacts on the neighborhood.

B. We would Ilike some &ssurance that this neigrborhood will have some
invelvement in planning for development of the Court International area, which
is immediately adjacent to Prospect Park. LRT planning will benefit if a
hospitable entrance to the Curfew LRT station from the west is developed, to
encourage Prospect Park riders.

C. If the Transitway route is to be used as a development vehicle for
Minneapolis, we would of course intend to be actively involved in that
planning from the. beginning. Some kinds of new development north of
University Avenue could be beneficial to the neighborhood, while others might
not.

D. It is absolutely necessary that the neighborhood retain total transit
service which is at least as good &s that currently provided by the MIC bus
system. This means that the LRT should not cause the elimination of bus
service for short trips or for destinations not conveniently served by LRT.




Lisa Lee

181 Sherburne Avenua
Saint Poul, Minnesota S5103-2038
(812)222-6023 (h), 206-2028 (w)

Thursday, September 10, 1992

Mr. Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

(612)779-1209

Dear Mr. Winter:

Comments on the Scope of the Project:
“Twin Cities Central Corridor

Transit Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Slatement”
Ref: Scgping Package, August 1992

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the scope of the central corridor transit
alter natives analysis. Could you please send me & copy of the final scoping report {or send one to
the State Transportation Building and | can pick it up there). My comments are:

1. Inclyde an improved no build alternative, with additional routes ( including new express and
limited stop routes) and greater service frequency Study the cost effectiveness of investing
money directly in service rather than in hardware

The commuter route 31 from St. Paul to New Brighton had 3 departures in the evening. This
has been cut to 1. Ridership correspondingly is about 1/3 of what it used to be. Changing to a
rail technology or building transit hubs will not restore the ridership. If the number of
departures had been increased 10 S or 6 instead of decreased, ridership would have gone up. One
reason fs that some who did not take the bus every work dey would take 1t more often because
they would have more flexibility 1o leave work st varying times. It would also permit riders to
stop and shop at Bandana Square or Har Mar Mall, then get on a later bus, which would also
encourage people to ride.

Large capital expenses could leave less money for sarvice expansion by increasing operating
costs involved to provide just the existing level of service. For example, Buffalo, New York
temporarily shut down its trensit system to search for more operating money because its light
rail line had increased costs so much,

2. |Include an alternative that is g at {0 gv. Buses take HOV as far west as
Highway 280, then a busway the rest of the way; carp OV the entire distance This
option gives the bus better routing than HOY alone, while providing an incentive for carpooling.
Of course, some buses can take HOY the whole distancs, for routes that will serve that part of
south Minneapolis.

Mr. Robert winter
September 10, 1992

Page 2

X e equal total (capital p operating) dolla each alterna

Let the breakdown of capital to operating expense be determined by what combination of cap
$ will maximize ridership. For example, compare light rail transit to an improved no build
alternative that is given as much operating money es the total capital end operating dollars

given to LRT.

ng and stops as e gre the Ma 8

stop removal This can be a sub-alternative if desired. The con
travel times. Overall, if anything travel is slower because of longer walking due to fewer
streets served and farther apart stops on the remaining streets served by bus

Often by the time you've walked the additional distance 1o a stop you've missed the bus. Your
travel time is increased by waiting for the next bus. This is especially true 1f you get off &
southbound bus on Cedar Street 1o transfer to 8 westbound bus on 6th Street. The stop on Cedar
at 6th was removed with the consolidation, so if you see your 6h Street bus you miss it because
you can'l get off to get it.

Bus riders have been forced into herds by the removal of 25 bus stops. As a result, operating
( maintenance and security) costs have increased so much that a new taxing district is proposed
for downtown S1. Paul businesses 1o cover the added expenses. All-bus alternatives are more
cost-effective without the May 1992 consolidation. To compare them fairly to LRT, it is
essential to include a pre-consolidation situation in the options.

nativ im st minimi r than i ing the number of transfer

The fewer the transfers, the better the service because it is less disruptive to the traveler.
Imagine if you were driving to work, but had to stop along the way, get out and transfer 0 a
second car 1o continue your drive. Imagine having 1o get out yet another time and transfer to s
third car to complete your drive to your job. Assuming you could transfer lo the second and
third cars right away, it is still 8 hassle and you still lose time. Time is lost in making the
transfers and because while making them, you could’ve driven quite a distance.

Transferring is a disadvantage. No clever marketing of “timed transfer * will change that.

Minimizing transfers means that the all-bus alternatives will have fewer transfers than the
light rail alternative, which is the equitable way to compare them.

o hro : erouting ro o5

r i1 incr ransf 1 . Local and express bus at run
parallel to new LRT or bus routes with limiled stops are not duplicative. The local routes
provide shorter travel time for shorter trips. Express routes provide shorter travel time for
long trips. Providing the best service must be made a top priority in planning service.
7. ked as well as unlinked ride . p ed, 8 e
currently take one Route 31 bus from downtown St. Pau ew Brigl oute were
restructured into 3 bus rides or 2 LRT rides and a bus ride, | would be counted as 3 riders
under MTC's practice of counting unlinked rides. Linked ridership would count me as 1 rider.




Mr. Robert Winter Mr. Robert Winter
Seplember 10, 1992 September 10, 1992
Page 3 Page 4

It 1s important to document what {5 true ridership increase and what 1s en 11lusion created The public needs access to information to be able to understand what's going on. They need the
through putting riders through more transfers. An incresse in unlinked ridership may even information to comment on plans that will affect them. To provide the documents only in county
hide a decrease in linked ridership. or state offices effectively cuts off access for most people, who would have to take vacation time

10 go read the documents.

Sinceraly,

ates ne W8 ndri me, with the breakdown Lo /--ez'_(?__,
of those three times Transit riding time does not equal transit travel time. Automobile riding
time is almost equal to automobile travel time in many 1f not most cases, but transit is quite a Lisa Lee
different matter. For example, this trip on Monday, Seplember 7, 1992, 7:44-8:29 p.m. using
the Eisenhowever Expressway heavy rafl in Chicago: léHta 1212
/87

e ] 10 1NC

Walk to Chicago Transit Author ity rail platform: 12 minutes
Wail for train ( standing, because benches were
removed by CTA many years ago): 7 minutes
Ride on train: 18 minutes
Walk from train to final destination: 6 minutes

Total travel time: 43 minutes

My walking time of 18 minutes equalled my riding time of 18 minutes Of the walking time, 4
minutes was just to gel down from street level and back up ( 2 minutes to get from Austin street
level down 1o Austin platform in the expressway, 2 minutes to get from Clinton subway
platform underground to Clinton street level).

CTA subways do not run on publicly posted schedules, so you don't know when to go out and
wail. My waiting time could have have been up to 20 minules, which would have made total
travel time 56 minutes.

1 Potentially affected

parties include bus riders.

11, Bus improvements should include quieter buses—quieter inside and outside, to bring the
noise level (decibels) closer to that of an automobile. Orion buses used in suburbs of Chicago
have less exter for and interior noise than other new buses | 've ridden. The newest CTA buses
made by Flxible are quister to the listener outside the bus but much noisier inside than other
CTA buses.

Larger buses ore not an improvement, A standard 40 foot bus on 1-35W was passing cars on
May 14, 1992 around S p.m. and leaving a 60 foot articulated bus WAY behind. Also, the
articulated buses make an annoying beeping sound as they turn corners.

12. Relevan £

EIEYD X 1 9t 1SSt UNe 00 - =Ly
Minn 1is 1§ reference and one circulating copy of each.

D




181 Sharburne Avenus
Saint Paul, Minnesota 35103-2038
(6125222-8023 <h), 296-2028 (w)

Friday, September 11, 1992

Mr. Robert Winter, Central Corridor Project Manager
Minnesola Department of Transportation

3485 Hadley Avenue North

Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

(612)779-1209

Dear Mr. Winter:

Clarification of September 11, 1992 Comments on the Scope of the Project:
“Twin Cities Central Corridor
Transit Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact Statement”

After sending you my camments on the scope of the central corridor transit alter natives
analysis, | realized my meaning would be clearer if two senlences were reworded to read:

“6. Maintain and develop service that is the most convenient for the most riders: if it would

increase transfers or t~avel time, prohibit eliminating or reconfiguring routes to feed trunk
i ke of pympin runk line rigership numbers. " [Rest of paragraph stays the

same.]

nlink
. link new ri hip fi

figures. " [Rest of sentences stay the same, add two paragraphs al the end of comment # 7]

“New transit ridersh:p also needs to be distinguished from ridership thet is taken away from
other transit roules. Financial analysts will try to figure out how much of the economic activity
generated by the Mall o Amer ica is due to new economic growth in the region and how much is
due lo taking away doll2~s from other malls. A similar analysis is needed for transit ridership.

For example, the rigership forecast for central corridor [-94 LRT in the December 1990
Draft Environmental Impact Statement assumes that the 16A bus route, presently downtown to
downtown, would go from downtown St Paul only 1o Cleveland Avenue and |-94. This means that
LRT may have gained over 40% of former 16A riders because they had no other choice. That
figure—number of LRT riders coming from elimination of 478 of the 16A bus route—should
have been provided in tme DEIS. (Also, eliminating part of the 16A route violates the principle
of providing the best service to the customer mentioned in comment 6.)"

Sincerely,

Lign teo

Please add this letter to my previous one as part of the official public
record.

‘---------

Written Statement
Central Corridor Transit Alternatives Analysis
Scoping Process

September 10,1992
Timothy J. Prescott P.E.
1917 Emerson Ave. S.
Minneapolis MN 55403
612-377-7467

I'd like to see the following added to the alternatives analysis:

Include Automated Transit (AGT) as an alternative.

Automated Transit is a proven technology well suited to the largely grade separated
central corridor. Automated Transit (without crew on board) has the potential to
attract 4 times as many new riders as Light Rall at a lower cost per new rider.
Transit "Authorities® in Minnesota have not examined Automated Transit since
1975 when it was rejected as an altemative. Since that time 8 highly successful
systems have begun operating. An additional 7 more systems are under
construction. In the past 17 years, computers' performance per price has risen
more than 500 times. Old doubts about reliability are no longer valid. The Twin
Cities have much to benefit from taking a fresh look at the many advantages
Automated Transit has to offer.

Include as a goal: serving neighborhoods along the corridor by providing
pedestrian access to stations to the largest number of people.

Measure present and estimate possible futurs populations within 1000 foot radius
of stations or stops for each transit altemnative.

Measure cost effectiveness by projected new transit riders per dollar total
cost.

The benefits of transit use accrue in direct proportion to the number of riders using
transit. Capital expenditures for transit improvements are effective only when they
attract new riders. Therefore new rider per total cost is the appropriate method to
evaluate competing technologies for use in a given corridor.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Transit System Ridership Statistics

Buffalo Calgary LA Blue _ Pittsburg  Portland Sacramento San Diego Lille Vancouver

Technology LRT LRT LRT LRT LRT LAT LRT Automated Automated

Capital Cost 722 150 800 622 266 188 150 328 615
(millions of dollars)

Annual Capital Cost 15.3 J 63.6 . 19.2 . 336 62.9
(40 year 10%)

Operating Expense J 7.7 1 81 . 6.9 219

{millions of 1988 US dollars)

Total Annual Cost 23.0 J . i 26.1 555
(millions of 1988 US dollars)

Weekday Boardings
(thousands)

Annual Boardings
(millions)

System Wide New Transit
Trips per Weekday (thousands)

System Wide New Transit
Trips per Year (millions)

Total Cost per Each
New Transh Trip

New Transit Trips per
Thousand dollars cost




Transit Ridership Factors
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Service Improvements Over Ridership Increase
Conventional Diesel Bus Factor Over Bus
(2-3 years after change)
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Preference Factors

Rail or Cement Guide way
with or without catenary

Catenary Only

Quiet running-  electrically powered or
muffied to equal electric

ojeyng
|lesduan wayshg jisues)

Clean Running-  electricallly powered,
natural gas or propane

Lebjen

Average
Right of Way Improvement Speed MPH *

anig v

Street operation with 9.0
step up boarding

Surface reserved route 120
with step up boarding

sonsnels

Surface reserved with traffic light 14.0
preempts and step up boarding

Surface reserved with traffic light
preempts and level boarding

50% surface reserved and 50% exclusive
dq-:tofwaywithmeol.pboadrq

50% surface reserved and 50% exclusive
right of way with level boarding

100% Grade separation with
Level boarding

* Assumes elasticity of -0.4

obajq ueg ojuawesoes puelog  Bingsiid

14

Headway Reductions **
50% 10 min to 5 min or 6 min to 3 min
80% 10 min to 2 min or 6 min to 1.2 min

!N

** Assumes elasticity of -0.5
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Lawrence J. Coleman
Anorney at Law
334 East Magnolia Avenue, Suite 6
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101
(612) 776-0300

September 11, 1992

Robert Winter, Project Manager
Minnesota Dept. of Transportation
3485 Hadley Avenue North
Oakdale, Minnesota 55128

Re:  LRT Scoping for Central Corridor
Dear Mr. Winter:

These written comments are hereby submitted on behalf of Earth Protector, Inc., a
Minnesota corporation dedicated to the enhancement of the environment, and are intended to
supplement the oral comments made at the August 26, 1992 public meeting on the transit
alternatives analysis. Anached please find a central corridor LRT transit route which needs to be
analyzed as a feasible and prudent alternative to the alternatives listed in the preliminary scoping
package. An short analysis of the areas of impacts of the proposed alternative (hereinafter the
“Pierce Butler Route™) will be given below.

Transit impacts of the proposed Pierce Butler Route will be favorable compared to any of
the alternatives listed in the study. Light rail transit (LRT) has the advantages of easing waffic
congestion along the central corridor and providing an efficient means of public transportation,
Existing rail right-of-ways will allow installation of light rail with minimal disruption to existing
traffic flow due to the established infra-structure of roads, bridges and tunnels which allow maffic
to pass the over the rails without obstruction. Lying near the center of the central corridor
population distribution, this route would allow a high volume of people to access LRT through
conveniently placed hubs resulting in a reduced traffic burden upon the roadways. Bus access to
the LRT could be established by hubs placed at Como, Lexington, Snelling, Hwy. 280 and the U,
of M., allowing for minimal stops and efficient travel between the downtown areas.

Impact upon existing land use would be highly favorable using the Pierce Butler Route. As
mentioned above, a rail right-of-way already exists along most of the Pierce Butler Route. Ample
space is currently available for the construction of LRT Stations, bus drop-off points and park-and-
nde facilities at each of the hubs resulting in minimal displacement of existing land uses and
convenient use of the LRT by commuters.

Social impacts of the Pierce Butler Route would be favorable. Since the route would be
located along an exist rail right-of-way, impacts such as noise and vibration would be minimal to
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. By casing traffic congestion and facilitating transit between
cities, this route would have the positive social impacts of aiding business, culture and commerce
between the downtown areas. Being located near the center of the population base between the
downtowns, this route would also be convenient 1o transit users.

Environmental impacts of the Pierce Butler Route would be highly favorable. Automobile
exhaust is a2 major source pollution in the metropolitan area. High levels of traffic congestion
exacerbate this problem. Mass transit options such as LRT will help to minimize the adverse
effects of this major source of air pollution. The Pierce Butler Route is preferable due to the
existing rail right-of-way and the established infra-structure along the route which would ease the
environmental disruption caused by placing LRT along cither University Avenue or Hwy. 94,

ﬁeﬁnancislimpamofmePiaceBtﬂamempﬂimpsmemstimpommm for
reviewing this alternative. The existing infra-structure of roads, bridges and tunnels will allow
i ith minimal disruption to existing traffic flow and require less modification
of traffic routes surrounding the LRT lines. S available for the construction of transit hubs
will allow LRT to be established with nﬁnimamf:plxcmt of existing homes and businesses and
the existing rail right-of-way will allow the rail lines themselves to be established without
disrupting existing traffic flows or displacement of homes and businesses.

For the above stated reasons, the Pierce Butler Route should be included as a feasible and
prudent altemative for the central corridor. Regardless of which route is chosen for LRT the
following comments should be addressed in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

eviation of traffic congestion is most crucial. Due to the existing
skyway systems in each of the downtown areas, it is likely that an underground system in the
downtown areas would be most practical.

Another issue which needs consideration is the speed of ransportation between
downtowns. If LRT travel takes 100 long, people will refuse to use and keep relying upon their
cars for transpontation between cities. The existing route proposal includes many stops. While
convenient to local transit users, this will result in additional delays to those riding between the
cities. By minimizing the amount of hubs, the time for travel between the cities will be greatly
reduced and encourage increased ridership. Since most of the riders do not live within walking
distance to the proposed stops but will travel to the LRT by bus, placement of a few strategically
located hubs will greatly enhance both the time of travel between cities and transit ridership.

These are areas of concern which need to be address in the central corridor EIS. Please

keep us on the mailing list and keep us informed of any future developments. If you have any
Questions or comments, please feel free to contact me.

Very Truly Yours,

bersmes Ol

wrence J, Cefe
Attomney f Protector, Inc.

Enclosure
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(612) 375-0202
Lawrence J. Coleman, Esq.

Central Corridor
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RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY I

Originating Department

5. E/oz:f?g July through September, 1992
%- : % Date
Authorized . ACTION IS REQUESTED

Quarterly report of payments for RCRRA.

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Memorandum from J. Van Houdt dated October 6, 1992

ting Date / Time
County Attorney. L UL 4 Al 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 ' Date
995

December 8, 1 12/1/92
Board Date i . 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 July 1, 1992,
through September 30, 1992, and a record of these disbursements

is attached; Now, Therefore, Be It

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

By

. Finley, Chairman
John T Y Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




( i Office of TERRY SCHUTTEN
- BUDG ET' NG AND ACCOU NT'NG Executive Diractor
Suite 660 JAMES H. YAN HOUDT

50 West Kellogg Blvd. Diractor = Budgeting & Accou’
St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 MARLEN D. JOHNS
266-8040 Accounting Manager

Fax: 266-8039 YERNON H. WEHLAGE
M E M 0 R A N D U M Budget Manager

| RAMSEY COUNTY

TO: Terry Schutten, Executive Director

FROMijLVﬁ‘James Van Houdt, Director - Budgeting & Accounting

SUBJECT: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Quarterly Report of Payment: July-September, 1992

DATE: October 6, 1992

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.

A summary of the payments for the period are: .

59101 Regional Railroad Authority Administration S.61,742.79
59103 Phase I - Preliminary Engr & EIS - Midway 920.98
59105 Phase II PE-Midway Corridor 329,363.67
59106 Right-of-Way Acquisition 1,162.41
59110 Central Corridor AA/DEIS 10,437.48

Total $403,627.33

I am attaching a report of Detail Disbursements made from the Re-
gional Railroad Authority budget for the period July through Septem-
ber, 1992 and a copy of the Budget Condition Report as of September
29, 1992.

JVH:EG:dmh/gcl
Attachments
cc: K. DeSpiegelaere, Director, /
R C Regional Railroad Authority Planning




RARMSEY CLBLUYHTY
BUDGET ACCOUNTING

PAGE 1
DATE 10/05/92

REGIONAL RAILROAD JTRLY REPORT
PERIOD JULY 1, 1992 THRU SEPT 30, 1992,

59101: RAMSEY COUNTY REGIUNAL RAILRUAD AUTH

- ADMINISTRATION

DEPT

59101

59101

59101

CLAIM
0BJECT ID
STATE AUDITOR
020122 CA
020122
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 ic
IC
IC

020174

CLAIH
NBR

65752

61289
61290
67897

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES

020176 1c

1C
IC
Ic
IC
Ic

IC

020176~~~
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING

63662
636063
63664
63665
636606
63670
69925

SERVICES

HAR
DATE

081892

071792
071792
090492

080792
080792
080792
080792
os0792
080792
091892

HAP.
HBR

00895887

00878562
00878562
00903730

00889973
00889973
00889973
00889973
00889973
00889973
00911036

WAR
ANT

579.00
579.00

2' 583 «5b
1,187.60
1,145.93

4;917.07

25126495
25,307.20
1’ 802 L] 50

27956.10
3,280.55

"1, 820,53

1,595.16

15;888.99

VENDOR
HANKE

MIMHESOTA STATE AUDITORS

400 40601
400 40601
400 40601

IC TRHSF
IC TRNSF
IC TRMSF

IC TRHSF PMT 400 40301
IC TRHSF PHT 400 40301
IC TRNSF PHT 400 40301
IC TRNSF PMT 400 40301
IC TRNSF PHMT 400 40301

IC "TRNSF PHT 400740301 —

IC TRNSF PMT 400 40301

300908 A00545
300908 A00548
300908 A00546
300908 A00547
300908 A00549
"300908A005507 01
300908 A00555 01

300908 M0O0210
300908 M00210
300908 M00223

01
01
01

0l
01l

396.94 IC TRMSF PMT 400 40303 300908 A00544 01 inl
17426343 IC TRHSF PMT 400740303~ 300908 A00551 01—~
648,38 IC TRNSF PMT 400 40303 300908 A00554 01 .

080792
082192
092592

00889973
00897237
00913648

03667
66136
70856

S910% 0203389 . JXC. ..
IC
Ic

020179 "2:471.75
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
020185 IC 61291 301385 C02775 01

IC TRHSF PMT 574 57401 Lo
301385 CO02775 02~ L

IC TRMSF PMT 574 57401

59101 071792 00878562 7.80

59101

IC
IC
IC
Ic
Ic
1c
IC
CA
Ic
Ic

020185

- 61292
62088
62089

T 62090

62091
63668

TT63669 0

66455
68744
68745

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
61293

020193 I
IC
IC
IC
IC
IC

IC

2
61293A
62092
62093
62194
62095
620906

071792
072492

072492

072492
072492
080792
080792
082592
091192
091192

071792
071792
072492
072492
072492
072492
072492

00878562
00881782
00881782
00881782
00881782
00889973
00889973
00899177
00907040
00907040

00878562
00678502
oubB1782
00881782
008817382
00881782
00881782

135.26°
7.80
226498

T.80

122.77
7.80
181,24
192.90
7480
221,49

1,119.64

128.31
77.61
1,379.95
1, 286492
l’ 953.63
1,953.63
1,922.62

IC TRNSF PHT 574 57401
IC TRNSF PMT 574 57401
“IC TRNSF PMT 574 57%01 301385 C02845 01
IC TRNSF PMT 574 57401
IC TRHNSF PMT 574 57401

301385 C02918
301385 C02918

301385 C02845
301385 C02989

IC  TRHSF PHT 574 57401 301385 C02989

COMTECH INC

IC TRHMSF PMT 574 57401

301385 C03057

U ICT TRNSF PMT 574 57401 301385 C03057

TRHSF
TRNSF
“TRHSF ~
TRNSF
TRNSF
TRHSF
TRNSF

400
400

400

400
400
400
400

300434 BO1763
300166 BO1763
“~300908 A00041
300908 A00041
300908 A00041
"300908 "A00041
300908 A00041

47109
47101
40801
40801
40801
40801
40801

01
02

02
01

02"

01
02




S

PER I0D JULY 1,

_ 59101

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT
1992 THRy SEPT 30, 1992.

59101;

CLAIM CLAIN

DEPT osJ

ECT 1D NBE

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
020193 IC 62097
IC 62097A

IC 63672

I 63673

I 63673A

Ic 63676

IC 63677

I 68746

Ic 68747

Ic 68747A

59101

020193
POSTAGE
020202 63674

63675

59101 Ic
ic
IC

IC

66138

T T I
TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES

020207 CA 61440A_

CA 62587A

020207 .
TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE
020208 CA

CA

59101

020208
TELEPHONE-EQUIPMENT RENTAL
53101 020209 CA
020209
MESSENGER SERVICE
59101 020305
CA
CA
CA
CA

020305
PRINTING § STATIONERY
590101 020501 CA
IC
CA
IC

‘I'l 020501

66137

R A

RANSEY

HAR
DATE

072492
072492
080792
080792
080792
080792
080792
091192
091192
091192

080792
080792
082192
082192

hSEY

cuo

UNTY

BUDGET ACCUUNTING

CUUNTY

HAR
HBR

00881782
00881782
00889973
00889973
00889973
co889973
00889973
00907040
00907040
00907040

00889973
00889973
00897237
00897237

072192

073192

072192
073192

- 092592

080792
081892
090992
091892
092592

070292
080792
081192
082192

00880211
00886178

REGIUHAL

00914297

00890011
00895256
00906373
00911084
00914327

0872271
00889973
008922390
00y97237

RAILRUAL AUTH

WAPR
ANT

3,622.31
1,012,11
21 ‘!70.93
889.53
938,95
62.90
5.74
1,732.80
623,82

20, 720,30

5,32
95.62
7.98
133,99

242.91

24,87

6.72°

31.59

104.14
117.14

221.28
2.83
2.83

10.10

9.65
35.70
28.75
14,80

99.00

79.03
149.80
539.36
209.99

ADMINISTRATION

VEHDOR
HAME

47102
47101
47102
47102
47101
47109
47109
47102
47102
47101

TRHSF PHT
TRHSF PHT
TRNSF PHT
TRNSF PMT
TRHSF PHT
TRHSF PHT
TRNSF PHT
TRHSF PMT
TRNSF PHT
TRHSF PHT

TRNSF PHT
. TRNSF PHT
TRHSF PHT
TRHSF PHT

MUHICATIONS

V] EST COM
ST COMMUNICATIONS

03

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS
U S HEST COMMUNICATIONS

ST PAUL CITY OF

ROADRUNMER TRANSPORTATION
ROADRUNNER TRAHSPORTATION
RUADRUNMER "TRANSPORTATIDN
ROADRUNMER TRAHSPORTATION
RCADRUNHER TRAHSPORTATION

SKYHAY PRINTIHNG
IC TRHMSF PMT 400 41202
TIIDELE PRINTIHNG
IC TRMSF PMT 400 41202

o £ T

PAGE 2

DATE 10/05/92

300434
300166
300434
300434
300166
300434
300434
300434
300434
300166

350323
350323
i5p323
350323

B01766
BO1766
BO1793
B01793
B01793
B0O1794
BO1794
BO1864
BOlBb64
B01864

HO1555
H01555
H01589
H01589

01
02
01
02

300404 HO02493 01

300404 HO2548 01




RAnsSLY CLCUNTY PAGE 3
BUDGET ACCUUNTING DATE 10/05/92

REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRuLY REPORT
PERIJID JULY 1, 1992 THRU SeEPT 30, 1992.
59101: RANSEY CUUNTY REGIUMAL RAILRUAL AUTH  ADMINISTRATION

CLAIHN CLAIN HAR HAR AR VENDOR
DEPT 0BJECT ID HEBR DATE hBR ANT HAHE

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY REPAIRS
59101 020803 CA 70749 092592 00913998 98.89 COPY DUPLICATING=PPODUCTS IHNC

020803 98.89

BUILDING & OFFICE SPACE RENTAL
59101 020906 1c 6451 081492 00893693 1,782.14 IC TRNSF PMT 576 57601 360513 Y00053

020906 1,782.14

PARKING SPACE
59101 020909 CA 61155 071792 Qou79019 10.00 VICTORY PARKING INC
Ca 64052 080792 00890612 110.00 ZEHRING & ANGLESOM INC
CA 68380 090992 00906367 110,00 ZEHRIMG & ANGLESOH

020909 230.00

BOOKS, PERIODICALS, SUBSCRIPTIONS
59101 021101 CA 64053 080792 00890613 35,00  CITIZENS LEAGUE

021101 35.00

o MOVING-BXPENSE . . i im i e Sl
59101 oz21172 Ca 66042 082192 00897878 1,902.84 BERGER TRANSFER & STORAGE

021172 _ 15902484

INTEREST
59101 021192 PV 164104 072892 00884426 113.23 COPY DUPLICATING-PRODUCTS INC

PO RO3701 081892 = 00895888 25,65  SURPLUS OFFICE SUPPLY

021192 138,88

CONFERENCE_& SEMINAR EXPENSES
3 CA 60927

57101 02140 071792 00879444 434465 DESPIEGELAERE ) ’ KATHRYN

CA 61156 071792 00879445 273.00 CARLSON TRAVEL HETHWORK

CA 61156 072492 00000000 —=273.00 JE01598
— AT 6252977072892 — 00884821 T 25,007 CARLSON TRAVEL METHORK

021403 . 459,65
VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEEETING EXPENSE
021408 CA 64182

081192 00892391 11.25 COFFEE HILL

59101

021408 £~ 11.25

CED MEETING EXPENSE ACCOUNT
59101 021409 CA 60928 071792 00879444 40.03 DESPIEGELAERE KATHRYN

CA 60929 071792 00879444 18.55 DESPIEGELAERE : e KATHRYN
CA 6z131 072492 00883569 28465 DESPIEGELAERE KATHRYN
CA 62990 073192 00887131 28.54 DESPIEGELAERE KATHRYN
CA 62991 073192 00887131 63.63 DESPIEGELAERE o KATHRYN
Ca 63312 030492 00888296 30.80 DESPIEGELAERE KATHRYN
Ca 64184 081192 00892392 28454 DESPIEGELAERE KATHRYN

021409 238.82




RAMSEY CLCUNTY PAGE 4
BUDGET ACCOUUNTILG DATE 10/05/92

RESIOJAL RAJLROAD QTRLY REPORT
PERIOD JULY 1, 1992 THRU SEPT 30, 1992.

59101:

CLAIHN CLAIN HAR HAR HAR VEHNDOR
DzPT O0BJECT ID NBR DATE HBR ANT HAME
OFFICE SUPPLIES
59101 030101 Ca 61425 072192 008801 64 55,23 ST PAUL CITY OF
Ca 62530 072892 00884822 86.60 COPY DUPLICATING-PRODUCTS IHC
CA 62531 072892 00884823 100449 FIDELITY PRODUCTS
CA 62532 072892 00884824 258.50 GEHERAL OFFICE PROD CO
CA 64054 080792 00890596 92.93 GEHERAL OFFICE PROD Cu
CA 64055 080792 00890596 93.29 GENERAL OFFICE PROD CO
Ca 65754 081892 00E95849 77.88 GEHERAL OFFICE PROD CO
(of 664506 082592 00898754 283.41 ST PAUL CITY OF
CA 68168 090492 00904423 23.64 GEMERAL OFFICE PROD CO
CA 69908 091892 00911441 11.14 SRYWAY PRINT
CA 707590 092592 00914328 13.23 GEMERAL OFFICE PROD CO
Ca 70751 092592 00914329 T2.84 SILIHOUETTE IMAGING CORP

RAMSEY CUOULTY KEGIUNAL RAILRUAD AUTH _ ADMINISTRATION

030101 1,169.18

EQUIPMENT .. . . ... _ : - . AR :
59101 040300 PV 164104 072892 00884426 71 548,54 COPY DUPLICATING=PRODUCTS INC

PO RO3701 080792 00890614 855.00 SURPLUS OFFICE SUPPLY

040300 7 85 403.54

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILRDAD AUTH ADMINISTRATION: 61:742.79




RANSEY CLUNTY PAGE 5
BULBGET ACCOUNTING DATE 10/05/92

REGIONAL RALLRJAD QTRLY REPGRT
PERIOD JULY 1, 1992 THRU SEPT 30, 1992,
<9103 -  FRCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIH ENGR * ELS

CLaln CLAIN HAR HAR WAR VENDOR
DEPT 0BJECT I0 NBR DATE HBR ANT HAHE
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
59103 020175 IC 630624 080792 00889973 126.18 TRHSF PHT 300908 A0O0545
IS 63670A 080792 00889973 108.15 TRHSF PHT 300908 A00550
IC 69925A 091892 00911036 113.94 TRHSF PHMT 300908 A00555

020176 348.27

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
59103 020185 IC 61292A 071792 00878502 14.37 TRNSF 301385 C02775

020185 _ 14,37

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59103 020193 ic 63679 080792 00889973 256.72 TRHSF 300434 B01792

IC 63689 080792 00889973 78.29 TRNSF 300434 BO1792
I » 68748 091192 00907040 128.36 C TRNSF 300434 'BO18B62
IC 68749 091192 00907040 46.20 TRHSF 300434 BO1lB62
IC 63749A 091192 00907040 48.77 TRNSF 300166 B018B62

020193 558.34

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR ¥ EIS




RANSEY CLUNTY PAGE 6
BUDGLT ACCOUNTIHNG DATE 10/05/92

REGIONAL RAILKUAD QTRLY REPORT
PERIOD JULY 1, 1992 THRyu SEPT 30, 1992.
59105: PUHASE II PL-NIDWAY CURRIDOPR

CLAIN cLaIn WAR HAR WAR VEHDOR
NEPT OBJECT D NBR DATE HBR ANT HAME
CONSULTING SERVICES
59105 020102 CA PAZTO 080792 0VB90615 119,722.35 BRW INC
CA PAZTO 091492 00909247 1125625.52 BRW IHC
CA PAZTO 092592 00914330 60, 970,33 BRW INC

020102 293,318.20
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
59105 020176 IC 630628 080792 00869973 3,821.30 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 A00545
IC 63663A 080792 00889973 3,460.80 TRNSF PMT 400 40301 300908 AO0O0548
£ 63664A 080792 00889973 3,677.10 TRHSF PHT 400 40301 300908 A00546
IC 63665A 080792 00889973 2,811.90 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 A00547
IC 63666A 080792 00889973 1,874.60 TRNSF PMT 400 40301 300908 A00549
IC 63671 080792 00889973 1,099.53 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 A00550
IC 699258 091892 00911036 1,272.33 TRHSF PMT 400 40301 300908 A00555

020176 _ _ _ 18,017.56
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
59105 020185 ic 612928 071792 00878562 233.83 TRHSF PMT 574 57401 301385 C02775
_IC. . 62089A 072492 .ooss1782 . ) 175,83 .. TRHSF PMT 574 57401 301385 C02918
ic 62091A 072492 00881782 256,07 TRNSF PHT 574 57401 3013685 C02845
IC 63 669A 080792 00889973 207.50 TRNSF PHMT 574 57401 301385 02989

IC__ 68745A 091192 00907040 .102.83  TRHSF PHT 374 57401 2302385 C03637.02 .

020185 975.66

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES S .~ . : - : o s
59105 020193 IC 62098 072492 00881782 3,240,55 TRHSF PHT 400 40801~ 300908 A00042

Ic 62099 072492 00881782 25062417 TRHSF PMT 400 40801 300908 A00042
Ic 62100 072492 00881782 1,891.61 TRHSE PMT 400 40801 300908 A00042
IC 62101 072492 00881782 1,271.41 TRNSF PHT 400 40801 300908 A00042
IC 62102 072492 00881782 868,28 TRNSF PMT 400 40801 300908 A00042
J6 o 62103 072492 00881782 2,051.19 TRNSF PHT 400 47102 300434 BO1764
IC 62103A 072492 00881782 573,12 TRNSF PMT 400 47101300166 B01764
Ic 63677A 080792 00889973 16.90 TRNSF PMT 400 47109 300434 B01794
IC 636778 080792 00889973 51.74 TRNSF PMT 400 47101 300166 BO1794
“1¢ 53681 080792 00889973 1,508,23 ~TRNSF PMT 400 47102~ "300434 801791
IC 63682 080792 00889973 542,96 TRNSFE PMT 400 47102 300434 B01791
IC  63682A 080792 00889973 573.12 TRHSF PMT 400 47101 300166 B01791
i 68750 091192 00907040 1,379.87 TRNSF PMT 400 47102~ 300434 B01865
Ic 68751 091192 00907040 496,75 TRNSF PMT 400 47102 300434 B01865
ic 687514 091192 00907040 524435 TRNSF PMT 400 47101 300166 B01865

020193 17,052.25

PHASE II PE-MIJDWAY CORRIDDR 329,363.67

-q

i
o - o

N




RANSEY COUNTY PAGE 7
BUDGLT ACCUUNTIHG DATE 10/05/92

Rev IONAL RALLROAD JIRLY REPORT
PERIOD JULY 1, 1992 THRU SEPT 30, 1992.
59106: RIGIHT=UF—=WAY ACQUISITION

CLAIM CLAIN HAR HAF WAR VENDOR
OBJECT ID NBR DATE 1:BR ANT HAHE

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 IC

67898 090492 00903736 583.38 TRNSF PMT . 300908 M00223 02

020174 583,38

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES
020176 IC 63066068 080792 00889973 36,05 300908 A0O0549 03

IC 63671A 080792 00889973 36.05 300908 A00550 04

020176 72.10
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE

020185 = IC 687450 00907040 2.50 TRHSF 301385 C03057 02
020185 2450

SURVEYING SERVICE '
020192 1C 59547 071092 00875601 107.68 TRNSF PMT 300188 BO1767 01
IC 59548 071092 00875601 2112 TRNSF PHMT 300188 BO1767 02
Ic 59549 071092 00875601 46,36 TIC TRHSF PHMT" ' ; 300188 "BO1767 03
IC 595494 071092 00875601 105,95 TRNSF PMT 300166 BO1767 04

BT A : 2 G i & e 7 5 © W

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
020193  IC 62104 072492 00881782 87.28 TRNSF PMT 300434 B01765 01

RS- 621044 072492 00881782 ~ 24,38 IC TRNSF PMT 400~ ~TT7300166 BO1765 02
Ic 636804 080792 00889973 14,12 TRNSF PMT 300434 B01792 02
1C 636808 080792 00889973 97.54 TRHSF PMT 300166 801792 03

020193 223,32

RIGHT-0OF-4yAY ACQUISITION 1,162.41




RANSEY COUNTY PAGE 8
BUDGLT ACCOUETILG DATE 10/05/92

REGIONAL RAILRDOAD QTRLY REPORT
PERIOD JuLY 1, 1932 THRU SEPT 30, 1992,
59110: CCIHTRAL CORRIDOR AA/DEIS

CuLAIN CLAIM HAFR WAL HAR VEMDOR
OBJECT Io NBR DATE I.BR ANT NAME

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES _
020176 IC 630718 080792 00889973 973.35 TRNSF PMT 300908 ADO550

IC 69925C 091892 00911036 2,183.85 > TRHSF PHMT 300908 A00555

020176 3,157420
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59110 020193 IC 63683 090492 00903736 15315.69 C TRHSF - 300434 BO1790
IC 63684 090492 00903736 473.64 TRNSE 300434 B01790
Ic 63684A 090492 00903736 499,96 TRHSF 300166 801790
Ic 68752 091192 00907040 25374466 TRIISF 300434 B01863
IC 68753 091192 00907040 854487 TRNSF ' 30043% 801863
Ic 687534 091192 00907040 902.37 TRNSF 300166 801863

020193 65 421.19

CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSE
021403 _ CA 64056 080792 00890616 586,09 DESPIEGELAERE  KATHRYN

CA  JE1598 072192 00000000 273.00 CARLSOM TRAVEL JEI598

..021403 S : : : . 859.09

CENTRAL CORRIDOR AA/DEIS T 10,437.48




REGIONAL RAILROAD QTRLY REPORT
PERIDD JULY 1, 1992 THRU SEPT 30, 1992.

CLAIA CLAIN
DEPT OBJECT 10 NBR

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAIL AUTH:

RANSEY COUNTY
BUDGET ACCOUHNTING

CENTRAL COURRIDUR AA/DEIS

WAR WAR
DATE HBR

QUARTERLY

...FUliD 591 TOTAL

403962783

VENDOR
HAME

PAGE 9
DATE 10/05/92




dAll3 BUDGET CINDITION REPORT LAMSLY COoUnTy PAGE1013

RFBAL13 Js 28 92 ACCLUNTING DEPT
09 29 92 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = T4.59

RFC
FUND NJ. 591 RaM>cY CJUNTY REGIJINAL FAILRDAD AUTHORITY

APPRIPRIATION ADJ« ZURRENT AlOunT ULPAID BALANCE BALANCE TRAHNSFER TRAMSFER PCT EXPD
ND . APP<JPRIATILUN EXPLHDED CLCUNBRAI'CES UILCXPENDEL UNENCUMBEFED IN (TD) OuT (FROHK) YTD

59101 RAMSEY COJNTY REGIONAL RAILROUAL AUTHREITY

<ONSULTING SERVICES
020102 146,605.57 0.C0 146,605,067 146,605,067 65 894,.33
STATE AUDITOR
020122 3,000.00 1,715.00 1,285.00 1,285.00
LEGISLATIVE REPREScNTATIVE
020154 25,000.00 3,000.00 20,000,00 20,000.00
cOUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 35,000.00 92046402 255353.38 25,353.38

EXECJUTIVE OIRECTOR-SERVICES
020176 68,000.00 15,888499 52,111.01 52,111.01

BUJGETING AND ACIZOJNTING SLLRVICLES

020179 20,.000.,00 75451.49 L 125548.51 . _124548.51
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-NTCE

020135 75200400 151274 44 . £s072,56 _______ 6,072,56
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 112,700.00 475320.70 65237930 65537930
PUBLIC INFIRMATIUON SERVICES

020134 30,000.00 0400 30,000,00 30, 000,00
POS TAGE

020202 5, 800400 1,015.23 4,784.77 45784477
TELEPHINE LONG OISTANCE CHARGES

020207 380,00 193.09 186.91 186,91
TELEPHONE=-LOCAL SERVICE

020298 1,173.00 753420 419,80 _ 419.80
TELEPHINE-EQUIPHENT RENTAL

020209 0400 89.83 89.83CR 89,83CR
TRANSPORTATION ALLJAANCE

020301 700.00 0400 700,00 700,00




.

3alll SU[. CINDIITIdn REPDQT EAl :iQUIlTY .101‘1
U

RFBALL3 9 2y 92 ALLUURTING
09 29 92 PCT OF YLCAP. CLAPSED = 74.59

RFC
FUND NJ. 591 RAMScY COUNTY REGIINAL PAILKUAL AUTHUEITY

APPRIPRIATION AUJ. CURRENT ANOURT unpalv BALANCE BALANCE TRANSFEPR TRANSFER PCT EXPD
NJ. APPROPRIATION LAPLHDLD LEcunpr Al CLE UEXPLNDLD UNERCUKMBLLED n (1) OuUT (FROM) YTL

29101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILRUAL AUTHORITY ®* CONTIHUED *

MESSENGER SERVICE

020305 500.00 579435 20.05 20.65 0.00 96.56
PUSLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 7:497.00 0.00 7:497.00 7,497.00 1,063.00
PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 17,140.00 4,283.01 12,856.99 12,856.99 3,660.,00

LIABILITY & PROPERTY DAMAGE
0205611 200,00 565.08 85.08CR 85.,08CR 500.00

EQJIPMENT & MACHINERY REPAIRS
020803 563.00 98.89 464,11 464,11 563.00

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY-RENTAL
0209903 500.00 250,00 250,00 250.00 500.00

JUILDINGS & OFFICE SPACE
PARKING SPACE

020909 2»583.00 15247.00 0  15336.00 1,336,00 87.00
30JKS» PERIDDICALSs, SUBSCRIPTIUNS

021101 : 250.00 195.00 s .. 95.00 55.00
TULTION

021134 750.00 0400 750.00 750.00
MOVING EXPENSE

021172 2560000 1,902.84_ 400 69716 _ . 697.16 25600400
INTEREST

0z1132 U.00 139.65 139.65CR 139.65CR 0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION
021220 1,800,00 0. 00 . 1,800.00 1,800.00 1,200.00

MEMBERSHIP & OUES
021401 500.00 0.00 500,00 500,00 0.00




3A113 3UDGeT
RF3AL113

RFS
FUND NJ. 591

APPRIPRIAIID
ND.

59101

021403

021407

021408

021409

022213
02
030101

040300

051001

CURR JRG-TO

CINULTION REPORT RANSEY COUNTY
69 28 92 ACCLUNTIHG DEPT

09 29 92
RAMSEY CJUNTY RESIINAL LAILFEUAD AUTHURITY

N ADJ. CURRENT AROURT UHPAIL BALANCE
APPRUPRIATIUON EXPENDELD EnCULBRANCEY UNHEXPCHDED

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAL AUTHURITY * CURTINUED *

CUNFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES
6,000.00 2,583.86 Js410.14

JTHER TRAVEL
2Uy 000.0UV 22520092 17:473.08

VOLUNTEER/ZOMMITTEE MEETING EXPLISE
2»500.00 68.75 2,431.25

CED MEETING EXPENSES ACCOUNT
52500.,00 2r114,.22 3,385.78

TRANSIT JUINT POWERS
33,660.00 33,660.00 0,00
502, 796.00 1420218,30 ) 420557770

JFFICE SUPPLIES
2»000.,00_ o 1,782.08 ] 217.92

EQJIPMENT
1,200.00 324,30 875.70

CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS
347,700.00 ~ 0.00 347,700.00

T 913,696,00 144,324,068 7692371,32

UALANCE

UNENMCUMBERED

35416414

17,473.08

2,431.25

3,385.78

0,00

420,577.70

_.217.92

875.70

347,700,00

769,371.32

PAGE1lOl5

PCT OF YCAR ELAPSED = T74.59

TEANSFEPR
In (10}

35660400

12,204.33

0.00

15200400

0.00

13,404,33

TRAMSFER PCT EXPD

uT (FROM)

500.00

0.00

0.00

24,904.33

0.00

0400

52,300,00

77,204,33

YTD

38. 4%

100,00

25.27

89.10

27.03




RANE EY.UHTY

ACCLUNTING DEPT
vy 29 92

3A113 dUD.C.’J.‘IdIIIJN REPJRT

RF3ALll3 09 28 92

RFC
FUNO NJ. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY RESLINAL KAILRUAD AUTHORITY

BALANCE
UNREXPENDED

urPAID
ENCUMBRAKLES

APPROPRIATION AQJe CURRENT
ND. APPROPRIATION

ANOUNT
EXPENDED

R91 29101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILRUAL AUTHURITY

000000 d0s514.13 515141.98 29,372.15

ORG-TOT 994,210.13 195,466 0606 T798,743.47

BALAHCE
UHELRCUHMBEREL

29,372.15

T98,743.47

9...

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED = 74.59

TRANSFEPR TRAHSFER PCT EXPD
IH (TO) OuT (FROM) YTD

0.00 0.00 63,52

13,404433 77,204.33 19.66




3ALL13 3UDSeT CINJOLTLAON REPIRT
RF34113 09 23 92

RFZ
FUND NJ. 591 RAMSEY CJuUNTY RESIINAL BAILEUAL AUTHOR

AMUOUNT
EXPENDED Lneu

APPRIPRIATION ADJ. CURRENI
ND . APPROPRIATION

59103 RIRRKA = PHASE 1 PRELIMIMARY ELGINELEING

CONSULTING SERVICES

020122 113,896.87 30,395,223
COUNTY ATTIRNEY SERVICES

020174 4,278.00 0.00

EXECUTIVE ODIRECTOR-3ERVICLS
020176 70.20 348.27
JUIGETING AND ACIOJNTING SERVICES

020173 1,202.17 0.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-HTCE
020185 73.96 66.23
SOUNTY PRIJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICEL

020133 19, 948.406 1,833.38

PUBLIC INFORMATION SERVICES
020194 29429475 0. 00

POSTAGE
020232 10.98

MESSENGER SERVICE
020305 . 49.05

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020421 579.92 0400

PRINTING & STATIONERY
020571 32.07
INTEREST
021132 - 0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

021226 100.00

JTHER TRAVEL
021427 0.36

EArSLY COUNTY
ACCLULTING LEPT

09 249 92

ITY

unlPall

NBRANLES

522,298,.98

BALANCE
UNHEXPEHDEI

83,501,064

4;2T7B.06

278.07CK

1,202,117

Te73

18,115.,08

2:429,.75

10,98

49,05

579490

12.11

0.00

100,00

0. 3b

LALANCE

UNERCUMBERED

31,202.66

4,278,006

278.07CR

1,202.17

Te73

18,115.08

2:429.75

10.98 .

49,05

579.90

12.11

PAGE1017
PCT OF YEAP ELAPSED = T74.59

TRAMSFER PCT EXPD
OuT (FROM) YTD

TRANSFER
I (10}

496.11




3113 uun.cmirmw REPIRT RAHLE NTY
RF3ALL3 09 2d 92 ALLLULRTING U

00 29 Y2

RFC
FUND NJ. 391 RAMSEY CJUNTY RESLINAL PAILRODAD AUTHORITY

APPRIPRIATION A0Js CURKENT
N]. APPROPRIATION

ulraiv
LI.CULBRAICLS

ALJUNT
LArLhoLp

BALAHCE
Ul EXPENDLCD

53103 RCRRA = PHASE 1 PRELIMINARY EHGINEERING * CORTIHUED *

VOLUNTEER/ZOMMITTEE MEETIIG CXPENSL
0214938 0.27 0.00 0,00 0.27

rore o2 142,672.70 32s663.07 52,298,98 110,009,03

ORG-TOT 142,672.7) JlsL03.07 5252906498 110,009.03

BALANCE

UNEKCUNBERED

0.27

57,710.05

57,710,05

1018

PCT OF YEAFR ELAPSED = 74.59

TEANSFEP
In (T0)

TRANSFER PCT EXPD
OuT (FROH) YTD

0.00

0.00 22.89

0.00 22.89




BAL13 ByDGET CINOITIJON REPIRT
RFBALLl3 09 26 92
09 .29

RFC

FUND NJ. 391 RAMSEY CJUNTY RESIINAL EAILKUAD AUTHORITY

ULLPAID
LICUNBRAILCEL

ANOUNT
EXPENDLD

APPRIPRAIATION Aude ZURRENT
N]. APPRUPRIATIJN
59105 PAASE II PE-MIDWAY ZORRIDUFE

CONSULTING SERVICES

020102 2r9335425.23 1,541, 544.48

1,056,880.75

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

020174 46»723.90 4l.07

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES

020176 31,081.23 205,036,306

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING LERVICLS

020179 10,000.00 0.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-HTCE

020185 3,159.43 1,831.97

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 308»,169.85 622389470

POSTAGE
020202

35412.681

PUBLISAING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 3,976.60

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 9,889.28

INTEREST
021132 TR 0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

021226 1,000.00 0.00

JTHER TRAVEL

021407 11,262.79 356459

VOLUNTEER/ZOMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE

021408 915.80 0.00

02 3,363,017.32 1,143:594.26 1,541, 544448

JRG-TOT 3,363,017.32 1,143,594.20 1,541s544.48

= @
P -

RAMSLY COUNTY
ALCLUNTING LEPT

92

BALAHCL

ULBLXPLMDED

1,0674,544.48

46,682,213

11,044,887

10, 000,00

1,327.86

245,780.15

.3:412.81

3,976.60

9s832.06_

0,00

1,000.00
105906420
915.80

2,219,423,06

252195423.00

BALANCE

UNHEI:CUMBERED

333,000.00

46,682.23

11, 044,87

10,000.00

1,327.86

245,780.15

35,412.81

3,976.60

QJ 832006

0.00

1,000.00

105906420

915.80

677,878.58

0T77:870.58

In

PAGE1019

PCT OF YLAP ELAPSED = 74.59

TRANSFER

(T0)

TRAMSFER

OuT (FRONW)

PCT EXPD

YTD




dALL3 G(.. CONDITLON REPORT I':‘AI‘ISQHUHTY .EIOZO
L

RFBALL3 9% 26 92 ACCUUNTING T

09 29 92 PCT OF YEAP. ELAPSED = 74.59
RFC
FUND NJ. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIINAL FAILRCAD AUTHORITY

APPRIPRIATION ADJ. CURRENT AMDUNT UNPAID BALANCE BALANCE TPRANSFER TRANSFER PCT EXPD
ND . APPROPRIATION EXPENDED EHCUHDBRANCES UNEXPEMDED UHENCUMBERED IH (To) uT (FROM) YTO

59106 RIGHT-0F-WAY ACQUISITION
REAL ESTAT: APPRAISERS SERVICE
020109 9,000.00 9,000,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 100.00

COUNTY ATTIRNEY SERVICES
020174 33,406.25 205 554.91 125,911.34 12,911.34 bl.42

EXECUTIVE OIRECTOR-SERVICES
020176 1,357.56 72410 1,285.46 1,285.46 5.31

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

020179 1,963.92 0,00 15963.92 1,963.92
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE

020185 399.61 10,84 388,77 388477
SURVEYING SERVICE

020192 . 13,639.91 9,361.73 ( - 4,278,18  4,278,18
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193  75499.03 333.87 0,00 75165.16 7,165.16
POSTAGE

020202 46774 0400 _ . 467.74 46774
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 500,00 : _— . _ 500.00 _ 500,00
PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 500,00 500400 500400
INTEREST

021132 : 0.00 - » 00 sraried W 0RO . 000

02 _6B2794.02 39,333.45 29,460,57 _ 29,460.57 8,000,00

68,794.02 395333445 295460.57 295460457 8, 000.00




dA113 BUOGET CINUITION REPORT

RFBA113

RFC
FUND NJ.

APPRIPRIATION

ND.

59108

020102

020174

020176

020179

020185

020133

020202

020305

020401

020501

021132

021226

021408

02

QRG=-T1OT

291

09 28 92
RAMSEY CIUNTY RESIINAL

ANOUNT
EXPENDED

AUJs CURKENT
APPROPRIATION

3JUlH CORRIDOR S5TUDY

CONSULTING SERVICES
5,093.01 2;366,061

CJUNTY ATTJIRNEY SERVICES
Dab9 0.00

EXECUTLVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
bbe42 0. 00

BUJGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
197.97 0,00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-NTCE
1.07 186449

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
55.00 791.76

POSTAGE

5.43 0«00

MESSENGER SERVICE
25,00 _0.00

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

. 6425

PRINTING & STATIONERY
81.88_

INTEREST
0.00.

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

100.00 0.00

VOLUNTEER/ZOMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
100.00 0.00

5,732.061 32352454

5,732.061 3,352.54

kanSCY COUNTY
ACLLGURTING UCPT

09 29 9

PAILROAD AUTIHCGRITY

ULPAID
ELLUMBRALCES

BALANCE

UHEXPENDED

2’72b0"0

0.55

66.45

197.97

185.42Lk

736.76CR

5.43

100.00

100,00

2,380.,07

25380.,07

BALAICE

UHENCUMBERED

25 T26.,40

0.55

6b.45

197.97

185.42CR

736.76CR

. P43

25.00

1.43CR

81,88

0.00

100.00

100.00

2,380.07

2,380,07

PAGE1021

PCT OF YEAP ELAPSED = T74.59

TPANSFER
I (T0)

TRANSFER
DUT (FROM)

PCT EXPD
YTD

0.00 46447

0.007428.97

0.001439.56




BALL3 BL.. CINDITIION REPIRT RJ\I‘I.‘.}[’IUNTY
RFBA1L3 09 23 92 ALCOUNTING T

09 29 92

RFC
FUND NJ. 591 RAMSEY CIOUNTY RESIJINAL RAILRDAD AUTHORITY

APPRUPRIATION AuJde CURRENT ANDUNT UKPAID
ND. APPROPRIATION CXPENDED CLCUHDRANICES

59109 RORRA = NJRTAEAST CIRRIDUR HMAILTEHRANCL

PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE
020618 4,000.00

GRIUNDS—REPAIRS
020834 30,000402

INTEREST
021132 0.00

SIGNS & SIGN REPAIRS
030507 302000.00

JRG-TOT 70,000,00

BALANCE
UHEXPLHDLD

4,000.,00

36,000.00

0.00

305000400

70,000.00

BALANCE
UHEHCUHBEFED

4,000.00

36,000,00

0.00

30,000,00

70,000.00

.1022

PCT OF YCAP LELAPSED = 74.59

TRANSFER TRAMSFER PCT EXPD
In (TD) ouT (FRONW) YTD




KAMSLY COUNTY PAGE1023
ALLOYRTING DEPT

09 29 9¢

3AL113 BuUDSET CINOLITIJIN REPORT
RF34113 09 248 92
PCT OF YEAP ELAPSED = 74.59

RFZ

FUND NJa 591 RAMSEY COUNTY RESIINAL FAILRUGAD AUTHORITY

TRANSFER PCT EXPD
ouT (FROM) YTD

FALANCE TRANSFLR
UHRCHCUNMBEPELD n (10)

BALANCE
UMEXPELRDLD

UPalD
Lr.CUrBrALCES

AROULT
CAPELDLD

APPRIPRIATION aJJs CURRENT
NJ. APPROPRIATION
59110 CENTKAL CJORRIDOR AA/DEIS

CONSULTING SERVICES

5
FUND
FUND

FUND

>>

&

020102

20,000.00

SOJNTY ATTIRNEY SERVICES

020174

5,000.09

0.00

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES

020176

10,000.00

3,157.20

BUJGETING aND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

020179

3,000.00

0.00

UDATA PROCESSING SERVICES=HMTCE

020185

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193

11,500.00

POSTAGE

0202922

500,00

0.CO

65421419

0.00

PUBLLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501

CUMMITTEE

021226

. _300.00

500.00

1,000.00

COMPENSATION

CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES

021403

1 000-00

OTHER TRAVEL

021407
JRG-TOT
ACT-TOT
FC

CJRR TOT

R91 TOT

TOTAL

2,000.00
55,800.00
4,700, 226.78
4,700,226.78
45619,712.65
60514413

4y 700,220.78

859,09

0.00
10,437.48
1»424, 848,006
1»4245848,006
1,373,706, 08
515,141,98

1y424,848.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
1,593,843.46
1,593,843.46
1:593,843.46
0,00

1,593,843.40

20,000.00
5:000.,00
6,B42,80
3,000.00
1,000.00
5,078,861

500,00

300.00
500,00

1,000,00

140,91

2,000,000
455362.52
3,275,378.72
3,275,378.72
3,240,006.57
29,372.15

32275,378.72

20} 0000 0o

5,000.00

65 842,80

3, 000,00

1,000.00

5,076,811

500,00

300,00

500.00

1,000.00

140.91

2,000,00
45,362.52
1,681,535.26
1,681s535.26
1,652,163.11
29,372415

1,681,535.26

20, 000.00

5,000.00

10, n00.00

3,000.00

1,000.00

11,500.00

500.00

300,00

500,00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,000.00
55,800.00
775204433
775204433
775,204.33

0.00

77,204.33

0400

0.00
77:204,.33
77,204.33
77,204.33

0,00

77:204.33




Kathy Despiegelaere
Ramsey County Regional

Railroad Authority
Documentation

it

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority o

316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 Diane Ahrens

District 4

Hal Norgard

District 7

Donald Salverda
District 2

AGENDA

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 8, 1992

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

1993 BUDGET HEARING

Approve the 1993 Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority Budget in the amount of $1,047,496.

Adopt a total tax levy of $1,068,446.

Action is requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

: Board Action Requested

Originating Department

Authorized Séﬁ

Approve the 1993 Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority Budget in the amount
of $1,047,496 and adopt a total tax levy
of $1,068,446.

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution adopting budget
2) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere
3) Proposed 1993 budget

A 1/ad/22 Date / Time

County Attorney_[ad/ ’ Ve ] Received By

Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Signature

Committee / Meeting Date
December 8, 1992

7=
-:’T-.—"Q' Y

Board Date

Signature




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

Page 1 of 2

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority was
organized by Resolution 87-230, April 20, 1987, Board of Ramsey
County Commissioners, pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, 1986,
Chapter 398A, as a political subdivision and local government
unit of Minnesota, to exercise thereunder part of the sovereign
power of the state; and

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority,
pursuant to Minnesota Statutes 398A, Subdivision 8, amended by
Minnesota Laws 1988, Chapter 719, Article 5, Section 36,
published notice of its intent to levy a tax on all taxpayers in
Ramsey County not to exceed the amount permitted by law on all
taxable property situated within Ramsey County; and

WHEREAS, In order to continue to improve the quality of life
and access to services in the region, to remain a partner in
transit activities in the region with other agencies, including
the Minnesota Department of Transportation, Hennepin County
Regional Railroad Authority, Metropolitan Council, Regional
Transit Board, and Metropolitan Transit Commission; and

v
WHEREAS, The 1993 mgxlmum allowable levy for Ramsey County
Reglonal Railroad Authority is §7, ?53 000; and

WHEREAS, 1In ordé; to mlnlmlze the tax burden on Ramsey
County Taxpayers, the Regional Railroad Authority will use only

$1,068,446- of the maximum levy of $§7,753,000; and
F350,000

WHEREAS, The 547968744&—is—%ﬂk+—&mm}~t&r—&evy—as the 1992

property tax levy for Regional Railroad Authority administratio and,
Now, Therefore, Be It N C://B ‘

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Reglonal Railroad Autho ’égfgy
hereby adopts the 1993 budget, a summary of which is shown in the

Tax Levy Statement, as follows:

1993 Tax Levy Statement
Countywide Levy
%33 322

1993 Approved Budget $1;7047,496

P

FINANCING 555 333
Current Taxes Receivable (Tax Levy) - $}e644*ﬁ9ﬁ 7
Plus Estimated Tax Delinquency 20,950 /) 60

Total Tax Levy: $15 068,446 3§éypoo_

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary







o Resolution

=<€egional

ailroad Board Of
= e RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

Page 2 of 2

WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Section 398A.04, Subdivision 8,
permits a tax levy for a Regional Railroad Authority; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That there be and hereby is levied upon all
taxable property in Ramsey County for the year 1993 a tax rate
percentum necessary to raise a Total Tax Levy of $3,068,446.

B350, 00C

Z

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




T
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Ramsey County Regionc:l Railroad Authority

360 Ramsey County Government Center-West, 50 West Kellogg Boulevard
St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  (612) 266-2760 / FAX (612) 266-2761

MEMORANDUM

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

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning
SUBJECT: Adoption of 1993 Budget

DATE: November 19, 1992

Attached is the proposed 1993 budget in the amount of $1,047,496
for the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority. The total tax
levy request is $1,068,446. This is the same tax levy as 1992.
The 1993 request is the same as the certified levy of $1,068,446
adopted by the Rail Authority on Augqust 18, 1992.

The estimated impact of the proposed levy on residential and
commercial property is enclosed.

Recommendation:

A resolution is attached for your consideration.

KD/blk
Attachment

Printed on Recycled Paper

rclSBh




NET TAX CAPACITY VALUES AND RATES
AND TAX COMPARISONS
COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD "I'

Actual Estimated INCREASE/ PERCENT
TAX CAPACITY AND TAX RATE DECREASE INC/ (DEC)

Net Tax Capacity 361,281,921 351,815,612 (9,466,309) -2.6%

Tax Capacity Rate 0.178% 0.202% 0.024% 13.5%

15,848,771,955 16,035,450,052 186,678,097 1.2%

COUNTY TAX COMPARISON - PAYABLE 1992 (A)

Home with an Estimated Market Value of: $115,000 $150,000

1993 Net Tax - Estimate
1992 Net Tax

Increase/ (Decrease)

Percent Change

Commercial Property (Class 3a) with an
Estimated Market Value of

1993 Net Tax - Estimate
1992 Net Tax

Increase/ (Decrease)

Percent Change

(A) Estimated payable 1993 rates and taxes are based on "estimated" payable 1993 aggregate
net tax capacity as of 7/9/92, estimated fiscal disparity distribution and HACA Aid

received for taxes payable in 1992 (Estimates for payable 1993 HACA are not available
at this time).

Prepared by: Taxation & Records Admin., Tax Accounting Section (DF)
August 10, 1992

The gross tax levy for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority is the same for 1992 and 1993.
Taxes on individual property sites are based on net tax levies. Changes in Fiscal Disparity
distribution dollars and HACA and paid by the State of Minnesota result in higher net tax
levies and consequently higher taxes for 1993.




DEPARTMENT : 59101 - RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
ACTIVITY: 59000 - REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

DEPARTMENT HEAD: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

LOCATION: 360 RCGC West PHONE: 266-2762

MISSION

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority is dedicated to a long-range
vision of transit services to meet changing needs for today and for
succeeding generations.

The Authority strives to shape the future of Ramsey County and the region
by preserving options for rail transit corridors and by providing rail
transit services.

The Authority shall respond to the changing transit needs of the County’s
citizens in a manner that is sensitive to the financial impact to County
taxpayers.

The Authority is committed to planning of integrated transportation
services in cooperation with other agencies.

The Authority will encourage continuing community participation in its
deliberations and decision-making process.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority was organized by Resolution
87-230, April 20, 1987, Board of Ramsey County Commissioners, pursuant to
Minnesota Statutes, 1986, Chapter 398A, as a political subdivision and
local government unit of Minnesota, to exercise thereunder part of the
sovereign power of the state.

The registered office of this Authority shall be situated in St. Paul,
County of Ramsey, Minnesota.

Neither the State of Minnesota, the County of Ramsey, nor any other
political subdivision is liable for obligations of the Authority.

There will be an appropriate citizen participation component, including
municipalities, in the rail authority process.

The corporate existence was created and filed with the Secretary of
State, Minnesota, on June 9, 1987.

ORGANIZATION

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority consists of the seven
Ramsey County Commissioners.




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

BUDGET SUMMARY BY DIVISION

1991 1992 REQUESTED
EXPENDED EXPENDED APPROVED & PROPOSED APPROVED

Regional Railroad Administration
Northeast Corridor Maintenance 70,000

Regional Railroad Operating Budget: 162,010 1,047,496 1,047,496
Project and Acquisition Budget

Comprehensive LRT Plan 26,288 -
59103 Phase 1 Preliminary Engineering & EIS 1,188,626 588,158 142,673
59105 Phase 11 PE-Midway Corridor 21,322 2,634,085 3,363,017
59106 Right-of-Way Acquisition 13,131 65,556 60,794
59107 Northeast Corridor Study 155,786 140,897
59108 South Corridor Study

--------------------------------- SessssssssssaEsssssmsssssses

Total Project and Acquisition Budget 3,518,349 3,572,217

Total Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority: 1,574,244 3,781,843 4,619,713 1,047,496

REVENUE SUMMARY BY DIVISION

1989 1990 1991  REQUESTED
RECEIVED RECEIVED APPROVED & PROPOSED APPROVED

Regional Railroad Administration
Northeast Corridor Maintenance

Regional Railroad Operating Revenue:

Project and Acquisition Revenue

59102 Comprehensive LRT Plan %
59103 Phase I Preliminary Engineering & EIS 100,000
59105 Phase Il PE-Midway Corridor

59106 Right-of-Way Acquisition

59107 Northeast Corridor Study

59108 South Corridor Study

Total Project and Acquisition Revenue

Total Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority: 474,022




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

REQUESTED
& PROPOSED APPROVED
Appropriations 6,547,496 3,125,930 1,047,496 1,047,496
Less Estimated Revenue (2,709,000) (75,000)
Less Fund Balance (1,175,000)

Tax Levy 3,838,496 1,875,930
Allowance for Uncollectible Tax - 2 % 76,770 37,519

Total Tax Levy 3,915,266 1,913,449

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY:

TAX LEVY INC/(DEC) OVER 1992

PERCENT INC/DEC OVER 1992




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RATILROAD AUTHORITY

BUDGET SUMMARY - EXPENDITURE CLASSIFICATIONS

59101 - Administration

1990 1991 1992 REQUESTED
EXPENDED EXPENDED APPROVED & PROPOSED

020000 Other Services & Charges 228,502 575,496 592,611
030000 Supplies 1,192 2,000 2,000
040000 Capital Outlay

060000 Contingent

Total RCRRA - Administration:

59109 - RCRRA - Northeast Corridor Maintenance

020000 Other Services & Charges
030000 Supplies

Total RCRRA - NE Corridor Maintenance:

Total Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority: 1,047,496 1,047,496

APPROVED




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD

AUTHORITY

59101 - Administration

ANTICIPATED REVENUE

Revenue from Use of Money and Property

360102

Interest on Investments

Intergovernmental Revenue

321067
321068

Minnesota DOT LRT Grant
Minnesota Rail Bank

Total

Other Revenues

370103
370104

Recovery-Prior Year’s Expense
Recovery-Current Year’s Expense

Total

Taxes and Penalties

390902
390903
390904
390905
390913
390916
390917
390920
390921
390930

Current-RE & PP

Current-Mobile Hoines

Delinquent Re & PP

Delinguent Mobile Homes

HRA - Shelter Rentals

Homestead Credit-RE

Gov't Acquired Property Rental
Homestead Credit-MH

Agric Credit

Enterprise Zone & Diparities Reduction

Total Taxes & Penalties

Total RCRRA - Administration

1990
RECEIVED

261,334

3,285,432
3,469
8,742

347
2,734
184,324
142
1,814
183,304

3,932,592

1991
RECEIVED

1,467,298
785
3,278
228
343,145
81

1,935

2,215,663

1992
APPROVED

1,047,496

REQUESTED
& PROPOSED




59101 - RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY - ADMINISTRATION

BUDGET DETAIL

1990 1991 1992  REQUESTED
EXPENDED EXPENDED APPROVED & PROPOSED APPROVED

020102 CONSULTING SERVICES 153,500 © 153,500
020122  STATE AUDITOR 3,000 3,100
020154 LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVE 25,000 5000 25,000
020174  COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES 35,000 36,348
020176 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SERVICES . 68,000 68,000
020179 BUDGETING & ACCOUNTING SERVICES 20,000 20,000
020185 DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE 7,200 6,000
020193  COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES 118,006 124,200 124,200
020194 PUBLIC INFORMATION SERVICES 3,291 30,000 @ 30,000
020202  POSTAGE 2,691 5,800 5,800
020207 TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES 228 330 380
020208 TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE 1,557 1,260 1,500
020209 TELEPHONE-EQUIPMENT RENTAL 62 - 100
020301 TRANSPORTATION ALLOWANCE 600 700 &4 700
020305 MESSENGER SERVICE 1,189 600 &26 800
020401 PRINTING MINUTES & NOTICES - 8,560 8,560
020501 PRINTING & STATIONERY 9,493 20,800 #3554 20,800
020611 LIABILITY & PROPERTY DAMAGE 250 - 585 00
020803 EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY REPAIRS 45 - Y5 -
020903 EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY-RENTAL 360 - 250 s
020906 BUILDING & OFFICE SPACE - 5004 12,883
020909  PARKING SPACE 2,160 57 7 1,440
021101 BOOKS, PERIODICALS, SUBSCRIPTIONS 260 250
021126  PURCHASING - .
021134 TUITION 750 — 750
021226 COMMITTEE COMPENSATION 3,000 — 3,000
021401 MEMBERSHIP & DUES 500 500
021403  CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPENSES 6,000,543 6,000
021407 OTHER TRAVEL 20,000.% #7 20,000
021408  VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE 3,000234 3,000
021409 MEETING EXPENSE ACCOUNT 5,5002/87 5,500
022213  TRANSIT JOINT POWERS 30,000 4369034,000

TOTAL SERVICES AND CHARGES 228,502 575,496 592,611




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY - ADMINISTRATION

030000 - SUPPLIES

1990 1991
EXPENDED EXPENDED

030101 OFFICE SUPPLIES

1992  REQUESTED
APPROVED & PROPOSED

APPROVED

1990 1991
EXPENDED EXPENDED

040300 EQUIPMENT

1992  REQUESTED
APPROVED & PROPOSED

APPROVED

060000 - CONTINGENT ACCOUNT

1990 1991
EXPENDED EXPENDED

061001 CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS

1992  REQUESTED
APPROVED & PROPOSED

400,000 382,485

APPROVED

TOTAL REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY - ADMINISTRATION 162,010

977,496 977,496




59109 - RCRRA - NORTHEAST CORRIDOR MAINTENANCE

BUDGET DETAIL

020000 - OTHER SERVICES AND CHARGES

----------------------------- Ty

1990 1991 1992  REQUESTED
EXPENDED EXPENDED APPROVED & PROPOSED APPROVED

020618 PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE 4,000
020804  GROUNDS-REPAIR

030000 - SUPPLIES

030507 SIGN AND REPAIRS

Total RCRRA-NE Corridor Maintenance

Total RCRRA 162,010 263,494 1,047,496 1,047,496




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 1
BUDGET YEAR 1993
59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
020102 - Consulting Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 3,719 153,500 153,500 153,500

EXPLANATION:

This account will fund services of independent consultants who perform rail
authority work. Anticipated work during 1993 could include specialized
engineering, analysis of federal funding options, publicity, light rail
patronage forecasts, and other specialized services not provided for in
project or operations accounts.

020122 - State Auditor
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 3,000 3,000 3,100 3,100

EXPLANATION:

Accounting records for the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority are
subject to audit by the State of Minnesota. Estimated fees for 1993 are
$3,100.

020154 - Legislative Representative
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 10,000 25,000 25,000 25,000

EXPLANATION:

Legislation impacts Regional Railroad Authority taxing ability and
responsibilities. This account will provide funding to monitor legislation
and provide information to Legislators.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 2
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020174 - County Attorney Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 6,500 35,000 36,348 36,348

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed for payment of legal services rendered by the County
Attorney’s Office. The attorney will attend Regional Railroad Authority
meetings, provide legal opinions on relevant topics and review contracts and
agenda items. This will provide .40 FTE Attorney I for Regional Railroad
Authority matters.

NOTE: Costs for County staff include salaries, fringe benefits and the
indirect cost rate established by David M. Griffith and Company for
Ramsey County.

County Attorney services are also included in other cost centers which
are supported by grant sources.

020176 - Executive Director - Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 43,629 68,000 68,000 68,000

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to reimburse for time expended by the Executive Director’s
staff for assistance with Regional Railroad Authority projects. This includes
property negotiations, clerical, media/information services and preparation of
minutes and agendas for the Railroad Authority meetings.

Director of Property Management $ 1,190
Clerical 34,330
Director of Information Services 9,270
Administrative Support Services 23,210

568,000

Costs for County staff include salaries, fringe benefits and the
indirect cost rate established by David M. Griffith and Company for
Ramsey County.

Executive Director services are also included in other cost centers
which are supported by grant sources.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 3
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020179 - Budgeting and Accounting Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 10,527 20,000 20,000 20,000

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to reimburse for time expended by the Budgeting and
Accounting staff for basic accounting services, accounts payable, receivable,
invoice processing/payments, reports, etc. Grant monitoring and accounting
will also be undertaken.

NOTE: Costs for County staff include salaries, fringe benefits and the
indirect cost rate established by David M. Griffith and Company for
Ramsey County.

Budgeting and Accounting services are also included in other cost
centers which are supported by grant sources.

020185 - Data Processing Maintenance and Equipment
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 2,707 7,200 6,000 6,000

EXPLANATION:

This account provides funds for office automation. Four accounts for RCRRA
staff are anticipated plus one account for general RRA support. Maintenance
costs are anticipated to be $6,000.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 4
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020193 - County Project Management Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 118,006 124,200 124,200 124,200

EXPLANATION:

Ramsey County provides staff to assist the Regional Railroad Authority to
develop plans, manage consultant services, coordinate with other agencies and
citizen groups, provide information services, and engineering and
transportation planning services. Persons providing these services are in
County Public Works, Personnel Departments, Property Taxation, and Executive
Director’s Office. This account provides a specific identifier to reimburse
Ramsey County for these services.

Project Management services are also included in other cost centers which are
supported by grant sources.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT TEAM

Estimated
Cost

Existing Staff

Dir. of LRT Planning (a) $ 55,100
Community Participation Coordinator (b) 36,500
Administrative Secretary (b) 32,600

Total $124,200

(a) Costs include salaries, fringe benefits and the indirect cost rate
as established by David M. Griffith and Company for Ramsey County and
the Ramsey County Public Works Department cost allocation rate for
planning and engineering services.

(b) Costs are based upon the Ramsey County Indirect Cost Plan.

020194 - Public Information Services
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 3,291 30,000 30,000 30,000

EXPLANATION:

This account will fund creation and dissemination of general LRT information
to the public through a variety of communication formats including
newsletters, special mailings, informational brochures, newspaper articles,
public notices, hearings and information meetings, special presentations, etc.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM

Page No. 5
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020202 - Postage
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 5,800 5,800

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for mailings, meeting notices, agendas, reports, etc.
Newsletters are mailed at intervals throughout the course of projects
undertaken by the Railroad Authority. Correspondence from the Chairman and
staff require postage.

020207 - Telephone - Long Distance Charges
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 228 380 380 380

EXPLANATION:

This account provides funding for long distance telephone calls for the
Regional Railroad Authority.

020208 - Telephone - Local Service
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 1,557 1,260 1,500 1,500

EXPLANATION:

This account provides funding for local telephone service at 360 RCGC-West for
the Regional Railroad Authority.

020209 - Telephone - Equipment Rental
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 62 0 100 100

EXPLANATION:

This account provides funds for rental of a pager for the Director.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 6
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020301 - Transportation Allowance
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 600 700 700 700

EXPLANATION:

This account provides for reimbursement to the Community Participation
Coordinator for auto expenses incurred through use of a personal vehicle for
work-related functions.

020305 - Messenger Service
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 1,189 600 800 800

EXPLANATION:

Current studies and interactions with numerous groups and agencies require
timely distribution of or retrieval of critical documents to specific
locations, such as the Capitol, in the Twin Cities area. It is anticipated
that delivery services which cannot be met by postal service will be required.

020401 - Publishing Minutes and Notices
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 0 8,560 8,560 8,560

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for printing legal notices in newspapers. Abbreviated
minutes of Regional Railroad Authority meetings may be published.

020501 - Printing and Stationery
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 9,493 20,800 20,800 20,800 20,800

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for duplicating services, printing of the agenda and
minutes of committee meetings and of Regional Railroad Authority meetings.
Reports and newsletters will be prepared.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 7
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020611 - Liability and Property Damage
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 250 0 500 500

EXPLANATION:

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) is a separate legal
entity and is not covered by self insurance provisions of Ramsey County. The
RCRRA also lacks the financial resources to fulfill self insurance
requirements. Accordingly, a package insurance policy is being purchased at
an annual cost of $500.00 annually.

020906 - Office Rental
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 0 0 12,883 12,883

EXPLANATION:

This account covers rent for Regional Rail staff offices at Ramsey County
Government Center - West.

020909 - Parking Space
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 2,160 2,496 1,440 1,440

EXPLANATION:

Monthly parking spaces at Ramsey County Government Center-West for the
Director of LRT Planning and the Community Participation Coordinator.

2 x 12 x 60 S1,440

021101 - Books, Periodicals, Subscriptions
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 250

EXPLANATION:

This account will fund technical manuals, research papers and subscriptions to
technical journals on topics related to Railroad Authority projects.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 8
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ram County Regional Railroad Authori

021134 - Tuition Reimbursement
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 303 750

EXPLANATION:

The account will provide tuition reimbursement for work-related courses taken
by RCRRA staff.

021226 - Committee Compensation
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 0 3,000 3,000 3,000

EXPLANATION:

Committee members may be reimbursed for expenses associated with meeting
attendance. Task force and citizens advisory committee members have been
eligible for this reimbursement in previous years. Additional meetings will
be held in 1993.

021401 - Membership and Dues
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 175 500 500 500

EXPLANATION:

Membership fees will be funded for professional transit associations.

021403 - Conference and Seminar Expenses
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 3,161 6,000 6,000 6,000

EXPLANATION:

American Public Transit Association

Minnesota Public Transit Association
Transportation Research Board - LRT Conference
University of Minnesota - Technical Seminars




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 9
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
021407 - Travel

1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 2,954 20,000 20,000 20,000

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for trips for staff and commissioners as may be
required, to cities that have established rail transit systems (Buffalo, Los
Angeles, San Diego, Calgary, Edmonton, etc.) or are constructing them (St.
Louis) to study and observe operations and to meet with transit operating
officials. Negotiations with Railroad company officials may require travel to
their administrative headquarters. Discussions of federal funding
possibilities may necessitate travel to regional offices in Chicago or
headquarters in Washington, D.C.

021408 - Volunteer/Committee Meeting Expense
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 3,000

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for expenses relating to meetings by Task Forces and
citizen forums on light rail corridors that are being studied.

021409 - Meeting Expense
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 1,104 5,500 5,500 5,500

EXPLANATION:

Funds are used to pay for expenses of meetings with Legislators and other
elected officials.

022213 - Transit Joint Powers
1991 1992 1993
Expended -Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 30,000 34,000

34,000

EXPLANATION:

This account will fund RCRRA’s share of the administrative services of the
Metro LRT Joint Powers Board formed pursuant to state legislation.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 10
BUDGET YEAR 1993

59101 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

030101 - Office Supplies
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 1,192 2,000 2,000 2,000

EXPLANATION:

This account provides office supplies for the Railroad Authority staff.

040300 - Equipment
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 33,800 0 400 400

EXPLANATION:

An overhead projector is needed to support staff operations and presentations.

61001 - Contingent Appropriations
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 400,000 382,485 382,485

EXPLANATION:

Funds are needed to pay for expenses not known at this time. Transfers from
contingent to line accounts will be made as necessary by the Regional Railroad
Authority.

061003 - Right of Way Acquisition
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing .
Operation: 0 0 0

EXPLANATION:
I1f funds are needed for the purchase of land necessary to implement rail

transit projects, such as the Northeast BN Corridor or other corridors, these
funds could be appropriated from fund balance.




BUDGET EXPLANATION FORM
Page No. 11
59109 BUDGET YEAR 1993

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

020618 - Public liability insurance
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 4,000 4,000 4,000

EXPLANATION:

Insurance will be purchased to cover claims against RCRRA originating from
ownership of the Burlington Northern right of way.

020804 - Grounds - repair
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 36,000 36,000 36,000

EXPLANATION:

Maintenance of the Burlington Northern right of way, including mowing once or
twice yearly, removal of diseased trees and removal of illegally placed
refuse, such as tires, will be covered by this account.

030507 - Signs and repairs
1991 1992 1993
Expended Approved Requested Levy Goal Proposed Approved

Existing
Operation: 30,000 30,000 30,000
EXPLANATION:

This account will fund preparation and placement of signs along Burlington
Northern right of way being purchased by RCRRA. The signs will indicate
that RCRRA owns the right of way and that its ultimate use may be for light
rail transit.




CONFERENCE AND EDUCATIONAL SEMINAR EXPENSE (021403)
BUDGET REQUEST FORM
Page No. 12
BUDGET YEAR 1993

Conference/Seminar Name and Location: >American Public Transit
Association, Location is unknown.

Justification for Attendance: >Improve knowledge of transit
systems, developments and operations. If this is not funded,

current information will not be obtained on national topics.

Number of Employees Attending: >1 Total Estimated Cost: >$1,800

Conference/Seminar Name and Location: >Minnesota Public Transit
Association, Location is Unknown.

Justification for Attendance: >Information on state and national
transit issues will be acquired. If this is not funded,
information on this topic will not be obtained.

Number of Employees Attending: >2 Total Estimated Cost: >S 400

Conference/Seminar Name and Location: >Transportation Research
Board - LRT Conference, Calgary, Alberta

Justification for Attendance: >This conference will occur in
Calgary, a city with an operating light rail transit system and
will include technical sessions and tours of LRT systems. If
this is not funded, knowledge of LRT systems will be lacking.

Number of Employees Attending: >2 Total Estimated Cost: >$3,050

Conference/Seminar Name and Location: >University of Minnesota -
Technical Seminars, Twin Cities

Justification for Attendance: >Training on topics relevant to
rail authority work, such as community participation and media
relations will be attended. If this is not funded, the current
information on these topics will not be obtained.

Number of Employees Attending: >1 Total Estimated Cost: >$

Total Requested (021403) $4,750






