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AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING
TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 1993
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

xxImmediately following the 2:00 P.HM. Ramsey County Board Meeting

Appoint officers for 1993 Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority, Central Corridor Management Committee, and
Metropolitan Light Rail Transit Joint Powers Board.

Action is Requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper







RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department

Board Acton Requested

Appoint officers for 1993 Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority, Central Corridor

Rail Transit Joint Powers Board.

|
|
|
. |
e |
Z ééé 2 E_z %éz N / /fa? } Management Committee, and Metropolitan Light
Authorized Signarut :
: .
|

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See proposed resolution attached.

Date / Time

Budgeting and Accounting.
County Attorney

Received By

Risk Manager

Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date

January 5. 1993
Board Date

Date

Date

12/30/92

Date




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Board of Ramsey County Commissioners organized
a regional railroad authority pursuant to Minnesota Statutes
Chapter 398A by Resolution 87-230 in April, 1987: Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners hereby appoint the following officers to the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority for 1993:

John T. Finley, Chairman
Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
Warren W. Schaber, Secretary
Ruby Hunt, Treasurer

and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

Commissioners hereby appoint to the Central Corridor Management
Committee for 1993:

John T. Finley (member)
Diane Ahrens (alternate)
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere (staff)

and Be it Further
RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
- Commissioners hereby appoint to the Metropolitan Light Rail
Transit Joint Powers Board for 1993:
John T. Finley (member)

Diane Ahrens (alternate)
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere (s$taff).

John T. Finley, Chairman

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary
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Frances Glendenning
Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority
Documentation

L
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: . R Hunt, reasure
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority - e e

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

Distnict 7

Donald Salverda

District 2

AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, JANUARY 12, 1993
LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM - 316

*x10:30 A.M. OR Immediately following the 9:00 A.M.
Finance, Personnel and Management Committee

Minutes of December 8, 1992 Meetings.

Update on legislation.

1992 Annual Report of Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board.
Report on Burlington Northern Right of Way Acquisition
Ratify partial payment No. 12 to BRW, Inc. in the amount

of $69,121.38 for the Midway Corridor Phase II preliminary
engineering.

Ratify partial payment No. 13 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of

$73,702.93 for the Midway Corridor Phase II preliminary
engineering.

Action is Requested.

Printed on Recveled Paper




MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD
BOARD MEETING

Decebember 8, 1992

The regular meeting of the Board of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
was held on Tuesday, December 8, 1992, in the Large Conference Room of 316 Court
House. Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 11:10 A.M.

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

Also Present: James Van Houdt, Ed Glaubitz, Hugh Faville,
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Frances Glendenning

Minutes - of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board
Meeting of November 17, 1992

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

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board approves the minutes
of the November 17, 1992, meeting as written.

Ro11 Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Central Scoping Document

At this time Chairman Finley wished to say in Kathy DeSpiegelaere's behalf
of the great appreciation to Jill Goski, Dave MacMillan and Frances, for
the work that was done during Kathy's extended abasence. There were not a
lot of emergencies that occurred as you had stayed on top of everything.
Chairman Finley wished to thank these people, and he is sure all of the
other Board members appreciate the nice job.

Chairman Finley said we have had this Scoping Document before us in

draft form, and it has been through the Corridor Management Committee,

as well as the Draft has been before the other Committee which Commissioner
Denn and Derus are on. Now, it is back to us with the comments.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said there two two meetings in the fall, one in Saint
Paul and one in Minneapolis, and the report has now been revised. Hennepin
County RRA approved it as well as the Corridor Management Committee.




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
December 8, 1992

Chairman Finley said essentially what was eliminated was the straight
HOV - was this eliminated from further consideration. Ms. DeSpiegelaere
said oridinally there were five alternatives, and in this report we have
four alternatives.

Commissioner Ahrens is concerned about this document for Hennepin County.
Ms. DeSpiegelare said Hennepin County did approve it last week.

Commissioner Schaber is concerned as he did not see any comments from the
City of St. Paul. Chairman Finley said they have had no comments.

Commissioner Ahrensmoved the following recommendation, seconded by
Commissioner Hunt. .

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.

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

Quarterly Report of payments for RCRRA July through September 1992.

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

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.

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




Minutes Page 3
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
December 8, 1992

Chairman Finley wished to thank Commissioner McCarty and Commissioner
Salverda, we all appreciated your input and interest during the formation
of this Regional Railroad Authority.

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




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

: Board Action Requested

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department _ Update on legislation.

/
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Authorized Signature Date DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

See attached memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere

-, _ Date / Time
County Attorney. (A:/i Yt 4 = Received By
Risk Manager. :
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
January 12, 1993

Board Date




John T. Finley, Chairman
District 3
DDldt?ne W. McCarty, vice Chairman
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Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Dmngs reasurer

316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minn-esofc 55102 612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 Dg,gg;ﬁ, Ahrens
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Donald Salverda
District 2

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planninggl;;

SUBJECT: Update on legislation

DATE: December 30, 1992

In the 1993 Legislative Session, transit will once again be
considered by the Legislature. Representative Mariani has been
meeting with a group of approximately 15 metro Legislators for
the past several months and the group is expected to address both
transit governance and transit funding issues.

On the subject of transit funding, a bill being prepared by the
group would provide funding for 30% of the estimated construction
cost of light rail transit in the Central- Corridor. The bill
would require the Commissioner of Transportation to apply for
federal funds to construct LRT in the Central Corridor by January
1, 1994. The bill would also require LRT in the 35W corridor.

Recommendation:

For your information.

KD/blk

Printed on Recycled Paper
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RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

: Board Action Requested

1992 Annual Report of Metropolitan LRT
Joint Powers Board.

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Originating Department
/ 7 2

Lot cpzizse) (DA
Authorized Signature Date

DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

Report of the Board is attached.

Budgeting and Accon:mng* &/ L
jl { '-'( ‘/'I/Jrz-’ -"*_1
Count:y Attorney.L_ s AL 7 IAA
Risk Manager
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Signature

Committee / Meeting Date j O?p glgnamn .
January 12, 1993 L

Board Date Signature /\




Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board

December 22, 1992

Commissioner Paul McCarron, Anoka County
Commissioner Don Chapdelaine, Dakota County
Commissioner Mark Andrew, Hennepin County
Commissioner John T. Finley, Ramsey County
Commissioner Bill Koniarski, Scott County
Commissioner Mary Hauser, Washington County
Tim Yantos, Anoka County

Allen Moe, Dakota County

Ken Stevens, Hennepin County

Kathryn Despiegelaere, Ramsey County

Brad Larson, Scott County

Mark Mattson, Washington County

FROM: Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board

SUBJECT: 1992 Annual Report

At its meeting on December 9, 1992, the LRT Joint Powers Board
adopted the enclosed Annual Report, summarizing the activities and
achievements of the Board in 1992. The Report is transmitted to
you per the direction of the Board, for distribution to your
Railroad Authority members.




Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board

1992 Annual Report

The Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board ("Board") was formed in February, 1992 for
the purpose of coordinating its members in policy development, planning, designing and
constructing light rail transit in the Twin Cities. Its members include Hennepin, Ramsey,
Anoka, Dakota, Scott, and Washington County Regional Rail Authorities, as well as the
Metropolitan Transit Commission. The Board elected Commissioner John Derus to act
as Chair, Commissioner John T. Finley as Vice-Chair, and Commissioner Paul McCarron

as Secretary for its first year of operations.

The first year proved to be a very significant year for the Board, because it acted as the
forum for the negotiations of the appropriate governance structure for the implementation
of LRT. This Annual Report will summarize this process, as well as the other activities

and achievements of the Board in 1992.

1. Governance

Although the Board was formed with the mission of building LRT, it became clear
that a compromise governance structure was necessary in order to move forward.
The Board was a key player in discussions of the Metropolitan Council’s Regional
Transit Facilities Plan; it promoted a collaborative approach among the Regional
Rail Authorities and the Minnesota Department of Transportation. Once the
Transit Facilities Plan was adopted, the negotiations over the governance
compromise took place at several Board meetings and was ultimately memorialized
in proposed legislation. The governance bill received overwhelming support in

both houses of the Legislature. Although the bill was vetoed by Governor




Carlson, the parties have proceeded as if the bill had passed and will seek
legislation in 1993 confirming this collaborative approach.

Forum f dditional Policy Developmen

The Board acted as a forum for the consideration and development of LRT and
transit-related policy. The Board provided comments on the Legislative Auditor’s
Report on Regional Transit Planning and the I35W Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. It has supported efforts of Hennepin County Regional Railroad
Authority, Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority and the Minnesota Department
of Transportation to seek federal funding for the Central Corridor; and the Board
members sit on the Central Corridor Management Committee. Through these
types of activities, the Board ensures that a regional, multi-county perspective is

discussed and communicated.

Community Involvement and Public Information

The governance structure designated the Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board as
the organization responsible for reviewing and approving the community
involvement plan and marketing program. In September of 1992, the Board
adopted review criteria to ensure that the plan actively encourages corridor
participation in decision-making and clearly specifies the mechanisms and process
for soliciting and addressing public concern. The Board reviewed and approved
the community involvement portion of the Joint Lead Agencies’ Plan, in

November 1992.

Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board Annual Report




Additionally, the Board’s review criteria require that the plan address a broader
public information program to increase understanding of transit issues. This
requirement sparked a region-wide discussion of transit public information,

including experts from the Regional Transit Board, the Metropolitan Council, the

Minnesota Department of Transportation and the Regional Rail Authorities. An

effort is currently underway to develop a plan for a cooperative approach for

public education about transit improvements.

Financial Information

The Board’s budget for 1992 was $116,835. Expenditures to date total
$31,196.69, leaving $85,638.31 unexpended in the 1992 Budget. The 1993
Budget, as approved by the Board at its June 3, 1992 meeting, provided for a
budget of $131,250.00. At this time, it does not appear necessary for the Board
to assess its members for 1993. The Board will keep its members apprised of its

financial status over the course of 1993.

Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board Annual Report




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION %

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Ongmatmg Depamnent

X Lol L2302
Authorized Su;nature Date

Report on Burlington Northern Right of Way
Acquisition.

DISCUSSION ONLY

e —— — — —

Request Justification

A verbal report will be given at the Railroad Authority meeting.

County Attorney. ALAL
Risk Manager.
Data Processing.

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date %
January 12, 1993 \;Ozﬂ

Board Date




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 5

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department
ST e 2RI S P
Authorized Signature Date

Ratify Partial Payment No. 12 to BRW, Inc.
in the amount of $69,121.38 for the Midway
Corridor Phase II Preliminary Engineering.

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services
of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies. Contract RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001 governs the performance of ser-
vices and terms of payment. Payment in the total amount of $69,121.38 for the
period ending August 31, 1992, has been issued in accordance with contract provi-
sions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R91 . Payment documentation is being
submitted for ratification in compliance with the latter.

Attachments are: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. 12
3) BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66772 and attachments

= /%/.50/?21_ Date / Time
County Attorney_L upA J U / Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Commirtee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date

January 12, 1993
Board Date




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase 1II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through August 31, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66772, Partial Payment No.
12, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through August 31, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $69,121.38
for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through August 31, 1992, is hereby ratified.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Catalog # BAO1O RFBA9999 RFBA 04

~ COMPUTER INPUT
- PLEASE TYPE OR
~ PRINT PLAINLY

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

Date: 111’16/92

t’ CHARGE TO: Department _Regional Rail Authority

Warrant No.

APPROPRIATION ITEM: ____Consulting Services

For Accounting Use Only

(ASSIGNED BY B3A ONLY)

Claim No.

Date Paid

Object

Amount

020102

$69,121.38

$

"

$

$

"

$
3241

1-2

37

8

$69,121.38

ut? Y TOTAL

First Name & Initial

[4]payTO: £2

(NO PUNCTUATION)

-BRW
Last Name or Company Name

(Name - Continued)

Address

. City

T — or
ZipCode % eeqraxip

State

APartial Pymt #12; Inv. 66772; Midway Phase II PE
960

[5 ] oN CHECK STUB PUT:

AAgreement PA270; Acct. 59105-020102; 8/31/92
3 9-560 -

For Risk Management
Use Only

First Name: i

Last Name

SEND TO: Address

Use only if Payee and/or

Address differs from

ltem 4

List in this space and
attach to the back of this
form: original invoices,
receipts, certified claims

or other documents. Preparer's Signature __/s/ Bette Kurysh

| declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, are for Ramsey County, allowed by law,
and approved for payment. Mu
Authorized Signature 2

Ll [~

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

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO.12 PREPARED BY:

MIDWAY CORRIDOR PHASE II PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001

PROJECT: ENTERED BY:

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59105 AGREEMENT NO: PA270

DATE: NOV 16 92

CONTRACTOR: BRW, INC.
THRESHER SQUARE
700 THIRD STREET SOUTH

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL
RAILROAD AUTHORITY

316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

45.6%
$1,341,895.08
$65,073.18

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59105-020102 PERCENT COMPLETED
TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED =~
LESS 5% RETAINAGE

AMOUNT DUE $1,276,821.90
LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS: $1,198,162.85

ALLOWABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: $78,659.05

31 AUG 92

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THE WORK AND DETAIL OF THE INVOICE,

AND

FIND THE TASKS LISTED HAVE BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.

PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL

PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
FAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT

NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.10
NO.11
NO.12

1
2
3
q
5
6
7
8
9

$104,832.
$157,659.
$S116,868.
$119,916.64
$131,336.17
$119,722.35
$112,625.52
$60,970.33
$69,121.38

HCRRA SHARE

$837.38
$9,652,13
$7,034.53
$12,889.89
$19,533.38
$14,573.17
$15,519.39
$15,238.93
$15,202.83
$14,178.51
$8,047.19
$9,537.67

$7,412.15
$89,154.68
$62,480.78
$117,722.85
$177,193.29
$131,441.24
$135,436.03
$146,575.10
$134,925.18
$126,804.03
$§69,017.52
$78,659.05

PARTIAL PAYMENT TOTAL:51,134,576.90 $142,245.00 $1,276,821.90

et bbb b B b b b e R R e P P el L b el L L T

SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT: $2,940,000.00
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT)S$1,276,821.90

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT $1,663,178.10




. THIS BILLING PAST BILLING TOTAL TO DATE

RCRRA COST SHARE §72,759.39 $1,119,404.10 $1,192,163.49
RETAINAGE $3,638.01 §53,948.58 $57,586.59

AMOUNT DUE $69,121.38 $1,065,455.52 $1,134,576.90

T TP R PR E RS R PR PR R RS R R R R R 0 0 0 2 0 0 & 0 8 8 b b b b b B b b b b b b b 4 b b b b 2 J

HCRRA COST SHARE $10,039.64 $139,691.95 $149,731.59
RETAINAGE $501.97 $6,984.62 $7,486.59

AMOUNT DUE $9,537.67 $132,707.33 $142,245.00




R A e T T AT U T

Planning Thresher Square Minneapolis
Transportation 700 Third Street So. Denver
Engineering Minneapolis, Phoenix
Urban Design MN 55415 Tucson

612/370-0700 San Diego NV
Fax 612/370-1378 Seattle INVOICE .

oran 66772

Ms. Kathryn DeSEiegeTaere Mr. Ken Stevens DATE: August 31, 1992
Ramsey County RRA Hennepin County RRA

316 Courthouse A-2307 Government Center JOB NO:1362

15 West Ke11ogg Boulevard Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237

St. Paul, MN 55102

INVOICE PERIOD: August 1992
FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-1625272

For professional services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of Phase II Preliminary
Engineering for light rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement

No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001.

BILLED THIS TOTAL BILLING TO
ITEM INVOICE PREVIOUSLY BILLED DATE

. 7T0T 7703
RCRRA $ 72,759.39 * § 1,11556% §1,196:34575
- 30404 5 55, 57

LESS RETAINAGE 3,638.01 57,7185s58

DUE THIS BILLING $ 69,121.335 $ 1,0635433:83 $1,13
2 HEE 52

691,95 3).59
HCRRA $ 10,039.64 $ 139, 4, $ 149, 07

#'57. 90

LESS RETAINAGE 501.97 6, ] 284
DUE THIS BILLING $ 9,537.67 $ 132,707.353 $ 142,245.080D

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

BRW, INC.

[l e I Lhst

Richard P. Wolsfeld b
Principal




B R W INC.

Planning
Transportation
Engineering
.Urban Design
Thresher Square
700 Third Street So.
Minneapolis,

MN 55415
612/370-0700

Fax 612/370-1378

Minneapolis
Phoenix
Denver

St. Petersburg
San Diego
Seattle

Donald W. Ringrose
Richard P. Wolsfeld
Peter E. Jarvis
Thomas E Carroll
Craig A. Amundsen
Donald E. Hunt
John B. McNamara
Richard D. Pilgrim
ale N. Beckmann
ffrey L. Benson
Ralph C. Blum
Gary ]. Erickson
John C. Lynch
Paul N. Bay

Memorandum

October 27, 1992

Ken Stevens
Kathy DeSpieglaere

Jennie Thatchergies

Midway PE Invoices

The August 1992 invoice had an error in the Ramsey County
"Previously Billed" column which carried over into the
"Total to Date" column. A data entry error was made in
the billing spreadsheet and, since the numbers in the
draft invoice were entered incorrectly and the final is
compared to the draft, the error was not caught.
Corrected invoices are attached and should replace the
previous versions. All of the Hennepin County numbers
were correctly entered as were all the numbers in the
"Billed This Invoice Column" for both clients. If you
have any questions or comments, please call.




NOV 18 ’92 17:34 BRW INC.

Date : November 9, 1992

To : Kathy Despiegelaere, RCRRA
Ken Stevens, HCRRA

From : Jennie Thatcher
RE : Year To Date Invoice Amounts

In the process of reconciling the year-to-date figures for the
August 1992 invoice, some confusion arose in the way that the 2CF
retainage for § 2,025.16 had been invoiced in the February 1992
invoice. The retainage was billed in the "RCRRA" and "HCRRA" lines
as follows :

Item Billed This Previously Total to
Invoice Billed Date

RCRRA $ 120,887.27 $ 424,827.99 $ 545,715.26
Less Retainage 21,693.93 27,647.18

Due This Billing $ 114,934.02 $ 403,134.06 $ 518,068.08

HCRRA $ 15,340.18 § 52,576.13 $ 67,916.31
Less Retainage 3,385.67

Total Both RRA's $ 136,227.45
Less Retainage 6,710.15

Due This Billing $ 129,517.30

In the above method, the retainage was billed in the first line
listed for each county. Please note that the "less retainage"
lines were adjusted to take into account that there should be no
"retainage" taken out of the 2ZGF Retainage invoice, this is why the
retainage listed does not equal 5% of the total billed.

In reconciling the bill, I found that the above method did invoice
the correct amount, but that both the gross billed and the
retainage lines were overstated. It would have been more
accurately listed as a credit in the "retainage" line, reducing the
amount of retainage owed as follows:




NOV 1@ ’S2 17:35 BRW INCe

Billed This Previously Total to
Invoice Billed Date

RCRRA $§ 119,064.63 $ 424,827.99 $ 543,892.62
Less Retainage 25,824.54

Due This Billing $ 114,934.02 $ 403,134.06 $ 518,068.08

HCRRA § 15,137.66 $ 52,576.13 $ 67,713.79
Less Retainage 554.38 2,628.77 3,183.15

Due This Billing $ 14,583.28 $ 49,947.36

Total Both RRA's $ 134,202.29
Less Retainage $ 4,684.99

Due This Billing § 125,517.30

As you can see, the net effect is the same. Attached are revised
summary sheets for the February 1992 invoice for your reference.
The Job number affected is 1362-B-84, please review the attachments
and, if you agree, attach it to your February 1992 copy for future
reference. If the corrected amounts are carried forward, the
"Previously Billed" and "Total to Date" numbers listed on the
August 1992 invoice are, finally, correct. Please call if you need
any additional information or have any further questions.
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ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 81001

COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA

INVIOCE PERIQD : FEBRUARY 1882

FILENAME: 80003_1 ’ .

JOB NUMBER LABOR QIRECT EXPENSESSUBCONSULTANT TOTAL LESS TOTAL RCRRA
RETAINAGE RETAINAQE SALES
1382=A=01 1,402.00 1,402.00 70.10 1,331.80 80% 1,188.71
1382-A-05 0.00 0.00 0.00 #0% 0.00
1382=A=38 0.00 0.00 0.00 100% 0.00
1382~ A~ 40 0.00 .00 0.00 00% 0.00
1362-A-41 3,741.75 0.50 3,742.28 187.11 3,556.14 80% 3,184.07
1382-A-42 15,876.25 108.30 ; 15,790.2% 780.51 15,000.74 89% 13,350.68
1382-A~43 1,366.60 12,318,681 14,384.51 718.23 13,848,268 89% 12,145,190
1382-A—44 0.00 0.00 0.00 BE8% 0.00

1382-A-45 382.50 382,50 1813 344,37 B89% 308,48
1362~-A-48 285.00 13.26 251.75 89% 224,08
1382=A=47 2,247.50 112.38 2,136.12 80% 1,800.28
1382=A=48 913.50 45.68 867.82 89% 772.38
1362=-A-49 0.00 0.00 0.00 89% 0.00
1382=A=70 0.00 0.00 0.00 85% 0.00
1382-A-81 880.00 44.00 826.00 B80% 762.40
1362-A-84 0.00 0.00 0.00 80% 0.00
1362-A~86 1,058.00 52.00 1,005,110 90% 004.50
1382-A-88 0.00 0.00 0.00 0% 0.00

0.00 Q.00 0.00 100% 0.00

1342=-8=01 380.00 18.00 581.00 80% 324.80
1382=-8=08 725.00 725.00 38.26 888.75 B80% 610.88
1362=-B~-08 2,181.28 241878 120.84 2,206.84 2,265.54
1362-8-07 0.00 0.00 0.00 100% 0.00
1362~-8-08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0% 0.00
1382-8=10 10,562.50 ! 27,640.07 1,307.06 26,543.92 85% 22,662.33
1382-8-20 0.00 0.00 0.00
1362-B-21 1,480.00 ; 82.09 1,749.78 85% 1,487.31
1362-8~30 h ; D00 80% 0.00
1342847 8,873.75 . " 8,845.23 7.872.34
1362=B=50 180.00 " 171.00 80% 163.90
1382=8~51 .00 B0% 0.00
1362-8-52 1,012.51 . 961,88 90% sas.80
1362-8-563 X 8.478.73 8,054,790 90% 7.240.31
1342=-8=54 0.00 ; 0.00 80% 0.00
1342-8=58 . A 4,368.81 80% 3,831.83
1382=-8-80 . 0.00 BO% 0.00
1382-8-~-70 h X 0.00 0.00
1382-8-80 L i 000 0% 0.00
1382=8=481 1,237.37 80% 1,115.63
1382~-B=583 , D.00 B80% 0.00
1362-8-64 12,655.49 00% 11,388.94
1362~-8-85 L . \ 20034 S0% 180.31
1362-8-88 X . 0.00 0.00
1382=-B=87 # 0.00 0.00 0%

1382-C-01 | 0.00 0.00 10%
1382=C =05 720.00 864.00 616.60 10%
1382-C-07 X 0.00 0.00 0%
1382-C-08 : ; 0.00 0.00 weere
1382-C =50 187.6Q % 178,12 160,31 10%
1382-C-51 £,205.00 . 503025 | 4,527.23 10%
1382~C~-52 X X 4,42 % 3.08 10%
1382=C=53 720.00 i 684,00 615.60 10%
1382=C=54 ¥ 0.00 0.00 10%
1362-C-55 14,048.75 ; 13,382.68 12,028.38 10%
1382-C-68 . 0.00 0.00 10%
1382=C =57 : . 0.00 0.00 10%
1382-C-58 : 0.00 0.00 10%
1362-C-70 ; 0.00 0.00 16%
1382-C =81 2,222.00 2,000.88 10%
1342-C-82 0.00 0.00 10%
1382~-C -84 : 35.82 32,08 10%
1382-C~-85 ¥ 0.00 0.00 10%
1382~C-68 208.82 185,08 10%
1362~-C-60 : y 0.00 0.00 20%

TOTAL 52,638.48 2,868.58 E . 128,617.30 114,834.02
ADDITION CHECKS 128,517.30
12051730 € -~ - << <<

TOTAL EXPENSE §5,307.04
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"~ ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91—001
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA

Iy € PERIOD : FEBRUARY 1982
E: 89003_1
[ HCRRA

RCRRA
WORK TASK DIRECT ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
LABOR * EXPENSES** TOTAL AMOUNT % AMOUNT

|
1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT $10,582.50 $17,348.47 $27,940.97 $23,740.82 | 15% $4,191.15
I
2.0 OPERATIONS PLAN $1,480.00 $381.87 $1,841.87 $1,58559 | 15% $276.28
3.0 SYSTEMS ENGINEERING DESIGN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 10% $0.00
|

4.0 CIVIL ENGINEERING DESIGN $33,476.78 $13,519.63 $48,996.38 $41,826.78 $5,169.60
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 0% $0.00

5.0 FACILITY DESIGN $22,278.75 $12,284.34 $34,543.09 $31,088.78 | 10% $3,454.91

|

6.0 VALUE ENGINEERING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 20% $0.00
_ I |

7.0 SYSTEM COST ESTIMATES $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 85% $0.00 | $0.00

8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGN $6,039.00 $11,187.20 $17,236.20 | 90% $15512.58 | 10% $1,723.82
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $000| 0% $0.00
I

I
9.0 IMPLEMENTATION METHOD $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 80% $0.00 | 20% $0.00
10.0 AGENCY COORDINATION $1,402.00 $380.00 $1,782.00 | 90% $1,603.80 | 10% $178.20

11.0 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $1,445.00 $0.00 $1,44500 | 90% $1,300.50 | 10% $144,50
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $2,181.25 $235.53 $2,416.78 | 100% $241678 | 0% $0.00
RCRRA COMMUNITY PARTICIFATION $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $0.00] 0% $0.00
r' COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION ; - $0.00 $000| 0% $0.00 | 100% $0.00

TOTAL $119,084.63 $15,137.86
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ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 81001

€OS8T DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
INVIOCE PERIOD ;: FEBAUARY 1082 '

FILENAME: 89003 _1

JOB NUMBER

1382~A~-01
13682-A~-05
1382~ A=40
1362-A-41
1362~-A-42
1382-A=43
1382 =A=44
1382~A-45
1362~ A-48
1382« A =47
1382=A=48
1382=A=40
1362-A-70
1362~-A-81
1262-A-84
1362-A-83
1382-A~88

1382~8=01
1362-B-0S
1382-8-08
1382-8-10
1362~-8-20
1382-8-21
1362-8~30
1362=8 =47
1362-B~-50
1362=8=51
1382-B-52
13682-8-53
1362~B-64
1362-8-~55
1382-8-80
1362-8-70
1362-8~80
1382-8-81
1362-B~83
1202=-8=04
1382=-B~85
1382-8-~88

1382=-C-~-01
1382-C-05
1382-C~50
1382=C=51
1382=-C =52
1382~-C-53
13682-C-54
1302=C =55
1382=-C=50
1362-C-57
1362=C=70
1382-C-81
1382=-C~02
1262=-C~04
1382-C -85
1382-C-88
1382-C-00

TOTAL EXPENSE

LABOR

DIRECT EXPENSESSUBCONSULTANT

RETAINAGE

1,402.00

3,741.75
18,676.28
1,366.50

382.50
2e5.00
2,247.50
813.50
£80.00

1,058.00:

725.00
2,181.25
10,582.50
1,480.00

8,873.75
180.00

1,302.50

720.00
187.50
5,285.00
0.00
720.00

14,048.75

2,240.00

37.50

“

78,805.25

0.50
108.30
12,319,01

381.00

238.53
18,524,683

381.87
437.12
981.88
8,084.70

2,812.88

12,843.08
7.38

64,062,113

57,332.20

NOTE : THE RETAINAGE AMOUNT ON THE ZGF "RETAINAGE®

INVOICE WAS REVERSED IN THE RETAINAGE COLUMN mu S hW‘\d

OF 1Ju2~-8 -84,

2,880.07

TOTAL

- ——— o o

1,402.00
0.00

0.00
3,742.25
18,790.25
14,364.51
0.00
362,50
285.00
2,247.50
913.50
0.00

0.00
880.00
0.00
1,058.00
0.00

380.00
72%.00
2,416.78
27,840.97
0.00
1,841.87
0.00
9,310.87
180.00
0.00
1,012.51
8,478.73
0.00
4,508.75
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,202.50
Q.00
13,2né¢88~
‘210,88
0.00

0.00
720.00
187,50

5,295.00

4.68
720,00

0.00

14,085.95

0.00

0.00

0.00

2,340.00

0.00

37.50

136,227.45

LESS

18.13
13.25
112.38
45.88
0.00
0.00
44.00
0.00
52.90
0.00

19.00
3825
120.64
1,397.0%
0.00
92.09
0.00
485.54
9.00
0.00
50.83
423,04
0.00
220.94
0.00
0.00
0.00
85.13

0.00 .
§58.48.

10,54

8.710.18

13,646.28
0.00
344,37
251,75
2,138.12
Be7.62
0.00
0.00
836.00
0.00
1,008.10
0.00

381.00
6ee.7s
2.295.94
26,543,902
0.00
1,748.78
0.00
8,849,323
171.00
0.00
881,88
B,054.79
© 0.0
4,308.81
0.00
9.00
0.00
1,237.37
0.00

12,85549 "

200.34
0.00

0.00
884.00
178.12

5,030.2%

4.42
884,00

Q.00

13.,3682.85

0.00

0.00

0.00

2,223.00

0.00

35.62

0.00

208.02

128,517.30

20%
20%
89%
0%
0%
8%
8%
89%
80%
89%
88%
89%
85%
e0%
0.80
20%
0%

1,198,711
0.00

0.00
3,184.07
13,350.66
12,145,198
Q.00
306.48
224.08
1.900.25
772.2¢8
0.00

0.00
752.40
0.00
804.59
0.00

324.00
G19.88
2,895,584
22 542,33
0.00
1,487.31
0.00
7.872.34
152.90
0.00
865,89
7,248.31
0.00
3,931.83
0.00
0.00
0.00
1,113.63
" 0.00
11,389.94
180.31

0.00.

0.00
§15.80
160.31

4,527.23

3.98
815,80

0.0Q

12,026.28

0.00

0.00

0.00

2,000.70

0.00

32.08

0.00

185.98

114,834.02

% v
hove Boen iisheel Gy o wedid 4

10%
10%
10%
10%
10%
19%
10%
10%
10%
10%
15%
10%
10%
10%
10%
10%
20%

The ie#c;'wtg. Celumvm - Sog algla Le 1

-

236.10
68.67
0.00
3,001.%9
o.no
2082.47
0.00
a72.89
17.10
0.00
88.18
B805.48
0.00
436.88
Q.00
0.0Q
0.00
123.74
0.00
1,285.55
2003
0.00

0.00
68.40
17.81

503.02

0.44
88.40

Q.00

J.a38.28

0.00

0.00

.00

222,30

0.00

3.58

0.00
20.68

14,583.28
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ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001 N
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA

INVIOCE PERIOD : FEBRUARY 1992

FILENAME: 89003_1

.'K TASK DIRECT

: |
EXPENSES ** 'TOTAL ] % AMOUNT
}
|
|

RCRRA I HCRRAA
ALLOCATION | ALLOCATION
| % AMOUNT

1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT $10,592.50 $17,348.47 $27,940.97 $23,749.82 | 15% $4,191.15

2.0 OPERATIONS PLAN . $1,480.00 $361.87 $1,841.87 $1,565.89 | 15% $276.28
- !
3.0 SYSTEMS ENGINEERING DESIGN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | §0.00

4.0 CIVIL ENGINEERING DESIGN _ $33,476.75 $13,519.83 $46,996.38 $41,826.78 $5,169.60
5.0 FACILITY DESIGN $22,278.75 $12,264.34 $34,543.00 | $91,088.78 ) $3,454.31

6.0 VALUE ENGINEERING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
| I
7.0 SYSTEM COST ESTIMATES : $0,00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGN $6,039.00 $13.,222,36 $19,261.36 $17.385.22 | $1,926.14
- |
9.0 IMPLEMENTATION METHOD $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | ? $0.00 | $0.,00
' !

I
10.0 AGENCY COORDINATION $1,402.00 $380.00 $1,782.00 | 90% $1,803.80 | $178.20

I I
11.0 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $1,445.00 $0.00 $1,445.00 | 90% $1,300.50 | $144.50
RCRRAA COMMUNITY PARTICIP, $2,181.25 $235.,53 $2,418.78 | 100% $2,416.78 | $0.00

L
|
I
|

|
|
$120,887.27 | | $15,340.18

TO iL $78,895.28 $57,332.20 $138,227.45




ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91001
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
INVIOCE PERIOD : AUGUST 1882

FILENAME: 89003_1

JOB NUMBER

LABOR DIRECT EXPENSESSUBCONSULTANT

RETAINAGE

TOTAL

LESS

RETAINAGE

TOTAL
SALES

1362-A-01
1362-A-05
1362~-A~39
1382-A~-40
1362~-A-41
1362-A-42
1362~A-43
1362~A~44

1362-A~45
1362-A~-48
1362~A-47
1362-A~-48
1362~A-49
1362-A-T70
1362-A-81
1362~A~-B4
1362-A-85
1362-A-88

1362-B-01
1362-B-05
1362-B-08
1362-8-10
1362-B-20
1362-B-21
1362-B-30
1362~-B~47
1362-B8-50
1362~ B-51
1362-B~-52
1362-B~-53
1362-B-54
1362-B-55
1362-B-60
1362-B~70
1362-B-80
1362-B8-81
1362-B8-83
1362~-B~84
1362~B~-85
1362-B-88
1362~-8~-867

1362-C~-01
1382-C-05
1362-C~-50
1382-C~51
1382-C~52
1382-C-53
1362-C=54
1362-C~55
1362-C-586
1362-C~57
1382-C-58
1362-C-70
1362-C-81
1382-C-82
1362-C-B4
1382~-C-85
1362-C- 868
1362~-C-90

720.00

18,423.75

1,858.13
1,047.22

642.20
8.00

3,091.08
912.83

7,816.38

18,621.01 874.79

23.75

0.00

0.00

0.00
435.00 -
1,285.50 -
8,765.60 —

0.00
0.00
0.00
21.75
64.78

0.00 80%
0.00 80%
0.00 100%
413.25 89%
1,230.72 B89%

438.28 B,327.41 80%
1,047.22 B89%
0.00

B42.20
540.55
273.12

3,280.37
3,720.62 80%
0.00 100%
13,140.78 85%
B85%
85%
20%
B89%
80%
80%
80%
80%

0.00

0.00
224.43
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
615.80
0.00
16,844.57

372.85
0.00
1,871.11
0.00
0.00
0.00

TOTAL

TOTAL EXPENSE

43,677.75

37,231.58 1,888.71
ADDITION CHECKS

g, 121.27

82,799.02

78,650.03 VvV~
78,650.04
7865003 «==--<<<<

4,138.98

69,121.38 ¥

9,537.67 V.




ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91001
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
OCE PERIOD : AUGUST 1992
NAME: 89003_1

RCRRA | HCRRA
ALLOCATION | ALLOCATION
|
|

I

WORK TASK DIRECT |
EXPENSES ** TOTAL | % AMOUNT

I

I

% AMOUNT

1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT $5,525.50 $8,306.88 $13,832.38 | 85% $11,757.52 | 15% $2,074.86
I |
2.0 OPERATIONS PLAN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 85% $0.00 | 15% $0.00
I
3.0 SYSTEMS ENGINEERING DESIGN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 90% $0.00 | 10% $0.00

I
4.0 CIVIL ENGINEERING DESIGN $15,478.00 $3,856.91 $19,334.91 | 89% $17,208.07 | 11%
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $0.00| 0% $0.00

I
5.0 FACILITY DESIGN $19,406.25 $5,247.50 $24,653.75 | 90% $22,188.38 | 10%

I I
6.0 VALUE ENGINEERING $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 80% $0.00 | 20%

|
7.0 SYSTEM COST ESTIMATES $0.00 $17,495.80 $17,495.80 | 85% $14,871.43 |
|
8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | S0% $0.00 | 10%
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $0.00| 0%

I I
9.0 IMPLEMENTATION METHOD $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 80% $0.00 | 20%

I |
10.0 AGENCY COORDINATION $302.50 $3,253.75 $3,556.25 | 90% $3,200.63 | 10%

I |
11.0 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $2,965.50 $960.43 $3,925.93 | 90% $3,533.34 | 10%
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $0.00| 0%

I |
I
I
I

’ I
|
OTAL . $39,121.27  $82,799.02 | $72,759.37




ERH, IRC.

BILLING LOG

EILLING SUHMHARY

current Costs for rrojedcts in thls Run:
-= Laker -~
Hours ROOURE

Totals 820.9 14.261.2

f11iings thils Run:

Total Labor

Total Consultants
Tetal Expense
Total Unit Exllimg
Total Fee

Total Interest

Total B1llings
Frojects on file:

Frojects selectead:
Invoices printed:

¥% End of E1liing Run #=x

-- EXpénces --

Reimb.
37.231.54

virectilng




AUSUET 34,
INUDRICE w0,
FROJECT &0,

FROFESSIDKAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIDD EXDIKE AUGUST 31, 1992

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMKEL
ARGUHT
FRINCIFAL
NOLSFELD, RICHARD 3 . 145, {

STAFF LEVEL III
ROHHOVRE. MAMNCY

TOTALS

TOTAL LABCR

TBTAL THIS PROJECT

KIDKAY FE GEGTECHWICAL

PROFESSIOHAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EWDIWS AUEBUST 31, 1i¥¢2

BPROFESCIOMAL PERSTHEEL

FRINCIPAL
ERICHSCHM., EARY - 145.00

. TOTAL LAECR

TOTAL THIE PROJECT




CE WO. DRATT
CT ®O. 136EF. 01

RIDKAY PE SURVEYS/NMRPFHE

FROFESSIONAL PERGORHEL

FRINCIFAL
ERICKSOM. BaRY

STAFF LEVEL II
JOHNERUD, LARRY

TOTALS

HIDKAY FC EUIDEXRAVHTRACK

PRGFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICD ERDIKS AUBUST 21, 1992

POFESSIOMAL PERSOREEL
HGURS AHDURT
FRINCIPAL
ERICKSOK, &BARY 26,0 3.0 3,770,060

ASSOCIATE
CRIDER, DERER

STAFF LEVEL Il
JOAHSRUD, LARRY

CTAFF LEVEL I
GRO5S., RCEERT

T07AL LAEER




PEOFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PER

PREOFESSIOMNAL PERSIREEL

PRINCIPAL

ERICKSOM, EARY

STAFF LEVEL II
EUCKLEY., BSUSAW

TOTALS

MIDHMAY PE STREET/SIGHAL

I

0. CRAFT
B, 136ZF 01

TUPLTY S
afdal
r
W

3
FROGED

£ £0.
T ¥

PEDJELY

TOTAL THIS

FROJECT H3. 134Zh.46

0D EXDIHS AUBUST

TOTAL THIS FROJECT

FROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDIXNS RUEUST 21,

FROFESSIONAL PERSDMREL

PRINCIFAL

ERICKSOE. GARY

COMSULTRET I
EREEM, ROBERT

TOTALS

TOTAL L&EECR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT




IAVEICE

RIDHAY PE BHDPOT/FHEA

FROFESSIGHAL SERVICES FOR THE FERICD ERBIW

FROFESSIONAL FERSONHEL
HOURE
PRIKCIFAL
ERICKSON, BARY

STAFF LEVEL IIX
RAUCH. ILO

TOTALS

TOTAL LAKCR

TaTal THIS PROVECT

HIDKAY PE FLAM ACELRELY

FROFESSIORAL

PROGFECSIOKAL FERSODHREL

HOURS
PRIKCIFAL
ERICKSOM. EARY

STAFF LEVEL II
JOHNSRUD, LAERY

STAFF LEVEL I
EROSS., ROBERT

TOTALS

hil.




IHVCICE 0. CRAFT
PROJECT #O. 1342F.01

HIDHAY PE COBNTTY FPaRTIC

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIDD EMDIMS AUBLST 21,

PROFESSINMAL PERSDHKEL
ARDURT
#SSOCIATE
HOORE, DOUELAS :0. én. 0 » 640, 69
HaU, RICHARD L 9.0 &0, 00
SUBTOTALS ; 1.5 1. 726.00
COMSULTAKT I
HINIKER, CHRISTIAM
STUEES, REOEERT

CUGTOTALS

STAFF LEVEL IV
PATRICK., CHRISTOPHER

STRFF LEVEL IXI
GEYER., EIXA
HEWDERSGH, JAMNE

SUESTOTRLS

STAFF LEVEL II
HAWKINSOK., TOA

TOTALS

TOTAL L#&ECR

TATAL THIE® PROJECT

HIDKAY PE FROJECT RENWT




FROFESEIONAL PERSOHHEL

FELD. RICHARD

COXNSULTART I
HINIKER. CHRISTIAH
HOLITOR., LIKDA
THATCHER, JEWKIE

STAFF LEVEL III
EEVER. BINA
HEXDERSOHM. JAME
LAYER, JULIE
ROXHOVBE., HAKCY

STAFF LEVEL II-
HARRICK. CLAUDIA
HAMKINSON, TOH

STAFF LEVEL V
GLANKENSHIP,

TOTALS

HIDWAY PE STREET/CIGHAL

FROFESSIOMAL

FROFESSIDMAL PERSOMEEL

COMSULTAMT II
FUSCO. ERERT

STAFF LEVEL III
HEHDEREOH, JARE

GR. ASEOCIATE
FRESTOHM. HOHARD

TOTALS

TIROTHY

ERH.

1H#C.

INVDICE ®D.

PROJECT #D.

Lo I B B+ |
(=" == =

L=

TOTAL LABOR

FROJECT #0.

TOTAL LABOR

13:90
4204,

LRATT
1362E. 01

AROURT

502,50

L
[0 5 |

"y

=~ Lu e

h
o>

ARDUNT

747.50




HRE, IHC.
INVQICE =0, URAFT
FEOJECT #0. 1382E.01

HIDHAY PE COST CSTIRATES FROJECT RB. 13826.7

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EWDIHG

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMEEL

FRINCIPAL
WOLSFELD., RICHARD

HILEAY PE AEEMCY CLCRD

& RUEUST 31, 1¢f2

FROFESSINRAL FERSODMKEL

EMPLOVEES
WICKLUND, DAVID ’ 7. 50

TOTAL L&BER

TOTAL THIS PEBJELT




INUGILE nO.

PROJECT #0.

KIDHAY PE STATH SITE D D

PROFESSIONAL SERVICE THE PERIGD ERDING AUELET
PROFESSIOMAL PERSORKEL

STAFF LEVEL IIX
RAHRBERS, JEFF

HIDKaY FE BDRY thHCHE FROJECT #0. 1362C.G06

FROFESSIONAL

PROFESEICNAL PERSOHAEL :
ARDUKT
SR. ASSOCIATE
PAKALHS, ARIJE

HIDHAY PE FRESEHTATIOHNS

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIODD ENDIMS AUSUST 3L,




FROFESCIDNAL PERGORKEL
AROUXT
SR, COHSULTANWT
HALLOY, STEPHEN 2. 37 . UL .510.00

STAFF LEVEL IV
HORD-SHEPTAK, CANDIS

STAFF LEVEL III
EAREERE., JEFF
WICKLUMD, DAVID

SUEBTEOTALS

=~ 5
151 B =1 I &

s

SR, ASSOCIATE
FAKALHS, RRIJS

STAFF LEVEL ¥
ELANKEMSHIP, TINOTHY

TOTALS

TaThL LABER

TaTaL THIS PROJECT

IRVEICE

TBTAL

OTAL




ATTACHMENT B — DIRECT COST AND SUBCONTRACTORS
AGREEMENT NO RCRRA/HCRRA—-91001

INVOICE PERIOD : AUGUST 1992

FILENAME: MIDWAYII_B

OTHER DIRECT NON—-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION $77.20
TRAVEL/AUTO/MILEAGE 18.55
FREIGHT/DELIVERY 9.00
OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO 411.53
OUTSIDE TEMPORARY HELP 8.38
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY 802.50

TOTAL $1,327.16

SUBCONTRACTORS

BECHTEL CORPORATION $19,556.99
BRW ARCHITECTS, INC. $16,458.78
LTK $0.00
TKDA $1,778.34

TOTAL $37,794.11

P N T I N D P D D G N D P v D D D N I P I I I N N N N N D D N G B P N P

TOTAL EXPENSES $39,121.27




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION : é)

: Board Action Requested

T Ratify Partial Payment No. 13 to BRW, Inc.

Originating Department : ) in the amount of $73,702.93 for the Midway
—7 / / - : :

a7 L . Corridor Phase II Preliminary Engineering.

N (lrdlbrigiidie

Authorized Signature ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services
of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies. Contract RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001 governs the performance of ser-
vices and terms of Payment. Payment in the total amount of $73,702.93 for the
period ending September 30, 1992, has been issued in accordance with contract pro-
visions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R92- . Payment documentation is being
submitted for ratification in compliance with the latter.

Attachments are: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. 13
3) BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66778 and attachments

Budgeting and Accounti . S - /&-/5‘9/?'7—- Date / Time
County Attorney. i p Al S0 el - Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing.

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Date

Committee / Meeting Date i Date
January 12, 1993 ” 1/5/93

Board Date i Date




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through September 30, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )

the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66778, Partial Payment No.
13, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, 1Inc. through September 30, 1992; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $73,702.93

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through September 30, 1992, is hereby ratified.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Catalog # BAO1O RFBA9999 RFBA 04

. COMPUTER INPUT

ACCO U NTS PAYAB LE  PLEASE TYPE OR

_ PRINT PLAINLY

12/4/92

.I] CHARGE TO: Department _ Regional Railroad Authority Date:

[Zl APPROPRIATION ITEM: Consulting Services Warrant No.
(ASSIGNED BY B&A ONLY)

For Accounting Use Only-
Claim No. Date Paid

Object Amount
02102 $ 73,702.93
$
$
$
$

" L]

3241

$73,702.93

a8
IZ] PAY TO: A _*02207 Ch ek
8 First Name & Initial (NO PUNCTUATION)

BRW
Last Name or Company Name

1-2 37

(Name - Continued)

Address

City State ZipCode % oy TaxiD

[5] oN CHECK STUB PUT: é Partial Pymt #13; Inv. 66778;: Midwav Phase II PE
9-60

A Agreement PA270; Acct. 59105-020102; 9/30/92
[] 9-80

For Risk Management An E e e R R g '.5.; N S L A T
e
Use Only Last Name  First Name - '

[6] senp To: Address

Use only if Payee and/or
Address differs from

Item 4

List in this space and
attach to the back of this
form: original invoices,
i ifi laims
receipts, certified cla R ——

or other documents. Preparer's Signature

| declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, arg for Ramsey County, allowed by law,
and approved for payment. ¥

Authorized Signature

.NOTE: The vendor's Social Security Number will be used to report taxable income to the Internal Revenue
Service. This data is considered private under Minnesota Statute 15.165, but we will not be able

to process this claim without it.
BA - 354 (3/90) mac




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO.13 PREPARED BY:

PROJECT: MIDWAY CORRIDOR PHASE II PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ENTERED BY:

CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59105 AGREEMENT NO: PA270

DATE: DEC 93 92

CONTRACTOR: BRW, INC.
THRESHER SQUARE
700 THIRD STREET SOUTH
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55415

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL
RAILROAD AUTHORITY

316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

PERCENT COMPLETED 48.6%
$1,429,920.49
$69,474.46

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59105-020102

TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 30 SEP 92
LESS 5% RETAINAGE

AMOUNT DUE $1,360,446.03
LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS: $1,276,821.90

ALLOWABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: $83,624.13

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

1203(9

DATE DIRECTOR,

/Z/ﬁﬁ s ;/Mﬂgé

"DATE [4 CONSULTANT

PREVIOUS PARTIALS: RCRRA SHARE HCRRA SHARE

PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL
PARTIAL

PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMERNT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT

NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.
NO.10
NO.1l1
NO.12
NO.13

O 00~ O LN L B e

$6,574.77
$79,502.55
$55,446.25
$104,832.96
$157,659.91
$116,868.07
$119,916.64
$131,336.17
$119,722.35
$112,625.52
$60,970.33
$69,121.38
$73,702.93

$837.38
$9,652.13
$7,034.53
$12,889.89
$19,533.38
$14,573.17
$15,519.139
$15,238.93
$15,202.83
$14,178.51
$8,047.19
$9,537.67
$9,921.20

$7,412.15
$89,154.68
$62,480.78
$117,722.85
$177,193.29
$131,441.24
$135,436.03
$146,575.10
$134,925.18
$126,804.03
$69,017.52
$78,659.05
$83,624.13

PARTIAL PAYMENT TOTAL:S51,208,279.83 $152,166.20 $1,360,446.03

e e b P P L P L e e e P P T P T P T T T P LT




SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT: $2,940,000.00
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT)$1,360,446.03

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT $1,579,553.97




THIS BILLING PAST BILLING TOTAL TO DATE
RCRRA COST SHARE $77,582.05 $1,192,163.49 $1,269,745.54
RETAINAGE $3,879.12 $57,586.59 + $61,465.71

AMOUNT DUE $73,702.93 $1,134,576.90 $1,208,279.83

HCRRA COST SHARE $10,443.36 $149,731.59 $160,174.95
RETAINAGE $522.16 $7,486.59 $8,008.75

AMOUNT DUE $9,921.20 $142,245.00 $152,166.20




PR e P L T LN
L < S s Wy e Al S

Flanning Thresher Square Minneapolis
Transportation 700 Third Street So. Denver
Engineering Minneapolis, Phoenix
Urban Design MN 55415 Tucson

612/370-0700 San Diego INVOICE
Fax 612/370-1378 Seattle

orando 66778

Ms. Kathryn DeSBiegelaere Mr. Ken Stevens DATE: September 30, 1992
Ramsey County R Hennepin County RRA

316 Courthouse A-2307 Government Center JOB NO:1362

15 West Ke]Togg Boulevard Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237

St. Paul, MN 55102

INVOICE PERIOD: September 1992
FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-1625272

For professional services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of Phase II Preliminary
Engineering for light rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement

No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001.

. BILLED THIS TOTAL BILLING TO
EM

INVOICE PREVIOQUSLY BILLED DATE

2 /6 3.4 7, 7< S
RCRRA $ 77,582.05 § 1,196.346-58 $1,25€:2f§§§?f
. 65Zﬂ

*T8¢C. 5
LESS RETAINAGE 3,879.12 57 785+ 61;

DUE THIS BILLING - $ 73,702.93 $ 1,1385585519- $1,2065258-14-
% 576. 90 8 277.83

235 L 74
HCRRA $ 10,443.36 149 s 1£B47

86. 5 2’ 008,
LESS RETAINAGE 522.16 7 $5884 X

DUE THIS BILLING $ 9,921.20 142,245.0%° $ 152,166.28°

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

BRW, INC.

/%ﬂ/zf - /,/
ichard P. 15§feld o i
g?n:'::-‘pa] WISTeld  pi Q. whghp




ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91001
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA
INVIOCE PERIOD : SEPTEMBER 1882

FILENAME: 88003 _1

JOB NUMBER

LABOR

DIRECT EXPENSESSUBCONSULTANT

RETAINAGE

LESS
RETAINAGE

TOTAL %
SALES

%

1362-A-01
1362-A-05
1362-A-38
1362-A~40
1362-A-41
1362-A-42
1362-A-43
1362-A-44

1362-A-45
1362-A-48
1362-A-47
1362~A~48
1362-A-48
1362-A-=70
1362-A-81
1362-A-84
1382-A-85
1362-A-88

1362~B-01
1362-B-05
1362-B8-08
1362-8-07
1362-8~-08
1362-B-10
1362~B8-20
1362-B-21
1362-B-30
1362-B-47
1362-B~-50
1362-B-51
1362-B~52
1362-B~-53
1382-B-54
1362-B-55
1362-8-60
1362-B-70
1362-B-80
1362-B-81
1362-8-83
1362-B-84
1362~-B8-85
1362-B-86
1362-B-87

1362-C-01
1362-C-05
1362-C-07
1362-C-08
1362-C~-50
1362-C-51
1362~C~52
1362-C-53
1362-C-54
1362-C-55
1362~C~-568
1362~-C~-57
1362-C~-58
1362-C~-70
1362-C-81
1362-C-82
1362-C -84
1362-C-85
1362-C-88
1362-C-980

180.00

3,248.75

550.50

11,232.75

1,137.50
5,836.25

414.40

12,275.00

11,136.25

3,813.70

1,805.45
83.14

1,123.85

802.50
1,203.29

1,257.29

4,786.81

327.79
16.75

11,873.18

9,168.58

0.00

0.00

0.00

200.19

0.00 0.00
5,146.43 257.32
87.52 4.38
0.00 0.00

1,183.00
0.00
550.50
0.00
11,232.75
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

925.00
12,498.09

0.00
1.620.00
0.00

0.00 ©80%
0.00 90%
0.00 100%
3,803.51 88%
0.00 B89%
4,880.11 B88%
B83.14 B8%
0.00 88%

1,123.85 B89%
0.00 88%
522.87 89%
0.00 89%
10,671.11 88%
B5%

20%

20%

20%

20%

0.00 100%

1,883.12 90%
6,841.22 90%
0.00 100%
1,588.11 100%
0.00 0%
16,443.56 85%
0.00 85%
0.00 B85%
327.79
208.16

18,748.03
0.00
0.00

TOTAL EXPENSE

48,055.40

37,282.68

38,6870.02

1,887.36
ADDITION CHECKS

88,025.42 4,401.28
SPIOD mmm————D

83,624.13
B83,624.14

83682413 «-=--<<<<

0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 0%
3,385.12 1%
0.00 11%
4,351.31 11%
73.89 11%
0.00 11%

1,000.23 11%
0.00 11%
465.44 11%
0.00 11%
8,497.20 11%
0.00 15%
0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 0%

13,977.03
0.00

0.00
285.01
263.58
0.00
82.08
0.00
828.28
0.00

0.00
703.00
10,082.21

1,385.10
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
17,773.23
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 10%
0.00 20%

0.00

123.62
0.00
57.53
0.00
1,173.82
0.00
0.00
0.00

73,702.83




ATTACHMENT NUMBER 1 TO AGREEMENT RCRRA/HCRRA 91—001
COST DETERMINATION BY WORK TASK FOR RCRRA AND HCRRA

INVIOCE PERIOD : SEPTEMBER 1992
ME: 89003_1
RCRRA HCRRA

WORK TASK DIRECT ALLOCATION ALLOCATION
EXPENSES ** TOTAL % AMOUNT % AMOUNT

I |
1.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT $12,275.00 $503401  $17,309.01 | 85%  $14,71266 | 15% $2,506.35

2.0 OPERATIONS PLAN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 85% $0.00 | 15% $0.00

3.0 SYSTEMS ENGINEERING DESIGN $0.00 $345.04 $345.04 | 90% $310.54 | 10% $34.50

I
4.0 CIVIL ENGINEERING DESIGN $15,515.00 $7,000.65 $22,515.65 | 89% $20,038.93 | 11% $2,476.72
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% $0.00 0% $0.00

| I

5.0 FACILITY DESIGN $12,85225  $1061990  $23472.15| 90%  $21,124.94 | 10% $2,347.21
I

6.0 VALUE ENGINEERING $925.00 $0.00 $925.00 | 80% $740.00 | 20% $185.00
I

7.0 SYSTEM COST ESTIMATES $0.00  $12,498.09  $12,498.09 | 85%  $10,623.38 $1,874.71
|

8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGN $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 90% ] $0.00
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% U $0.00

I

9.0 IMPLEMENTATION METHOD $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 80% ! $0.00
I I

10.0 AGENCY COORDINATION $1,137.50 $950.00 $2,087.50 | 90% . $208.75

I
11.0 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $5,936.25 $1,265.04 $7,201.29 | 90% I $720.12
ADD'L SERVICES (RCRRA CONTINGENCY) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 100% y $0.00
RCRRA COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $414.40 $1,257.29 $1,671.69 | 100% A $0.00
3170\ COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION $0.00 $0.00 $000| 0% $0.00

|
I
|
I

TOTAL $88,025.42 $10,443.36




SEFTEMEER 30, 1792
INVOICE MO, CRAFT
PROJECT NO. 13428. 01

FROFESSIONAILL SERVICES FOR THE FERICD ENDING SEFTEMBER 0.

FROFESSICHAL PERSONMMEL
HOURS
FRINCIFAL
WOLSFELD, RICHARD

SR. ASSOCIATE
FROBST, DEMMNIS

TOTALS

MIDWAY PE SEOTECHNICAL PROJECT ™NO.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDINMG SEPTEMEER 0.

PROFESSIONAL PERSONMEL
HOURS RATE AMOUNT

VICE PRESIDENT
ERICKSONM, GARY 2.0 5. 00 170. ¢O

TOTAL LABOR 170. 00

TOTAL THIS PROJECT




THVOICE MNO. DRAFT
FRODJECT NO. 13&28.01

HIDWAY PE GUIDEWAY+TRACK

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING SEFTEMEER

PROFESSIONAL PERSONMNEL
HOURS tE AMOUNT

VICE PRESIDENT
ERICKSON: GARY 31.0 79. 00 2,745, 00

5TAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD, LARRY
ROMHOVDE, NANCY

SUBTOTALS

STAFF LEVEL II
BUCKLEY, SUSAN
RAUCH, ILO

SUETOTALS

<
QO

o
o

STAFF LEVEL ¥
SAMDERS, TOM

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEBOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT

rIDWAY FE STREET/SIGMAL FROJECT

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 0.

FROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
HOURS AMOUNT
VICE PRESIDENT

ERICKS0ON, GARY 1.0 79. 00




BRW, INC.
INVCICE MO. DRAFT
PROJECT mMO. 13&2B.

CONSULTANT I
GREEN, ROBERT

STAFF LEVEL II
HAMRICK, CLAUDIA

TOTALS

TOTAL LaABOR

MICWAY FPE FLAM ASSEMBLY

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD EMDING SEFTEMBSER

FROFESSIONAL PERSOMNMEL
AMOUNT
VICE PRESIDENT
ERICKSON, GARY - 7o, 00 427. 50

CONSULTANT II
RUSCO, BRENT

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD: LARRY

STAFF LEVEL I
GROSS, KOBERT

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR




BRW, INC.
INVOICE ™3, DRAFT

PROJECT WNO. 1342B. C1

MIDWAY PE COMMTTY PARTIC PROJECT MO, 1342B.¢%

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICD ENMDING SEPTEMEER I0. 17972

PROFESSICNAL PERSONNEL
AMOUNT
ASSOCIATE
HOORE, DOUGLAS : 00¢. G0

COMSULTANT II
COLBURM, ELIZABETH

COMSULTANT I
ANDERSON, BETTY
HIMIKER, CHRISTIAM

SUBTOTALS

< g
S oul

w

STAFF LEVEL III
ELLINGSON, RITCH
NAGAN, CAROL

SUBTOTALS

STAFF LEVEL II
HAMRICK, CLAUDIA
HAWKINSON, TCOM

SUBTOTALS

SR. ASSOCIATE
PROBST, DENNIS

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS FROJECT

11. 0 RCRREA COMM/FARTICFA FROJECT

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING SEFTEMBER 2¢, 1%%2




INVOICE MO. DRAFT
PRCJECT ND. 1342B.01

PROFESSICNAL PERSONNEL

)]
=

BARTEL, CAVID
BLANRKEMSHIP, TIMOTHY
CUMMING, DIANA

ny moen
~Emoe o
SO0
QOO0

TOTALS

TCTAL LABOR

MIZWAY FE FROJECT MGHT FROJECT ®O

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICD ENDING SEFTEMBER 30

FRCFESSIONAL PERSOMNMEL
AMOUNT
FRINCIFAL
WOLSFELD, RICHARD : 15, HC g22. 50

CONSULTANT I
ANCERSCN, BETTY
HIMIKER, CHRISTIAN
THATCHER. JENNIE

o mm
< W NG
[ ]

<

STAFF LEVEL III
BEEYER, GINA
HENDERSON, JANE
ROMHOVDE, HMARCY

(Y
1)

Lol 1 I o ]
o |

1Y)

e
(]

LLIBE T )|

STAFF LEVEL II
HAWKINSOM, TOM

SR. ASSOCIATE
FROBST, DEMNIS

TOTALS




IMVOICE RO
FROJECT MO.

MIDWAY FE STREET/SIGNAL

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING SEFTEMBER

PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL

HOURS
CONSULTANT II
RUSCO, BRENT 2.¢

SR. ASSOCIATE
PRESTON, HOWARD

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEBOR

riIDWAY PE STATN SITE D D FROJECT N

FROFESSICMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICD EMDING SEFTEMEER

FROFESSIGNAL FERSOMMEL
HOURS ATE AMOUMT
ASSOCIATE
CRIDER, DEREK

TCTAL LAEOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT




IMVOICE NO. CRAFT
PROJECT MO, 1362B. 01

HICWAY PE VALUE ENGHRNG FROJECT MDD, 1342B. &0

THE PERICD EMDING SEFTEMBER 20,

PROFESSIOMAL PERSOMNEL
HOURS
VICE PRESIDENT
LACKEY, JOHHN 5.0

SR. ASSOCIATE
FASSMANN, SIEGFRIED

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PRQUJECT

MICWAY PE STATN SITE D D - FROJECT MO

FROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE FEKIOD ENDIMG SEFTEMEER Z0.

PROFESSIONAL FERSONMEL
AMOUINT
SR. ASS0OCIATE
FARKALNS, ARIJS

TOTAL THIS FROJECT




BRW, INC.
INVOICE WO
FROJECT KO

MIDWAY FE FRESENTATIONS FROJECT MO, 1342C.

FROFESSICNAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD ENDING SEFTEMEER

FROFESSIONAL FERSONMEL

SR. COMSULTANT
MALLOY: STEFHEM

STAFF LEVEL IV
MORD—-SHEFTAN, CANDIS

STAFF LEVEL III
RAMBERE, JEFF
WICKLUND, DAVID

SUBTOTALS

SR. ASSOCIATE
FARALNS, ARIJS

STAFF LEVEL V
BLANKEMSHIF, TIMOTHY

TOTALS

INVOICE SUMMARY

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS INVCICE




* ATTACHMENT B — DIRECT COST AND SUBCONTRACTORS
AGREEMENT NO RCRRA/HCRRA-91001
INVOICE PERIOD : SEPTEMBER 1992
FILENAME: MIDWAYII_B

OTHER DIRECT NON—-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION $135.76
TRAVEL/AUTO/MILEAGE 7.29
FREIGHT/DELIVERY 76.50
OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO 1,139.19
OUTSIDE TEMPORARY HELP 50.25

TOTAL $1,408.99

SUBCONTRACTORS

BECHTEL CORPORATION $14,382.77
AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING, INC. $3,813.70
BRW ARCHITECTS, INC. $17,749.00
LTK $345.04

TKDA ' $1,270.52

TOTAL $37,561.03

P Pl P P W Ol P P D G P W P D T D G S G 1 G D G N D G G T D G D P G N N P N Y

TOTAL EXPENSES $38,970.02




Kathy DeSpiegelaeFe

Ramsey County R§g1onal
RN Railroad Authority

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Documentation

376 Courthouse, ST, Paul, Minnesota 55102 612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 BT
Hglngggard
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Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell
District 1
AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, JANUARY 26, 1993

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

CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS

Minutes of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board
Meetings of December 8, 1992 (Tax), and January 5, 1993.

Central Corridor update - Discussion only.

Update on Legislation - Discussion only.

Ratify Partial Payment No. 14 to BRW Inc. in the amount of
$46,917.85 for the Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering.

Ratify Partial Payment No. 15 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of

$40,383.28 for the Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering.

Action is Requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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MINUTES

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

BOARD MEETING

December 8, 1992

Chairman Finley called the Budget Hearing to order in the Large Conference Room
of 316 Court House at 11:00 A.M.

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

Also Present: David MacMillan represented the County Attorney's
0ffice, Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Frances Glendenning

A. Approve the 1993 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Budget in the amount of
31,047,496,

B. Adopt a total tax levy of $1,068,446.

Chairman Finley informed the Board that he would 1like to make a significant
reduction in this budget and tax levy. He referred the Board to Page 9,
the Contingent Account which we could reduce by a few hundred thousand
dollars. He feels that if we could do this, we would still be comfortable
if we reduced the proposed levy by $218,466 to $850,000 - this would be a
20.4% reduction.

The Board discussed this recommendation to change the total tax levy to
a rate necessary to raise a total tax levy of $850,000. The 1993 Approved
Budget will be $833,333.

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

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 3§,
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




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

December 8, 1992

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

WHEREAS, The 1993 maximum allowable levy for Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority is $7,753,000; and

WHEREAS, In order to minimize the tax burden on Ramsey
County Taxpayers, the Regional Railroad Authority will use only
$850,000 of the maximum levy of $7,753,000; and

WHEREAS, The 1992 property tax levy for Regional Railroad
Authority administration was $1,068,446; and '

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, at
its December 8 budget hearing, reduced the proposed levy by
$218,446 from $1,068,446 to $850,000, a 20.4% reduction; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
hereby adopts the 1993 budget, a summary of which is shown in the
Tax Levy Statement, as follows:

1993 Tax Levy Statement
Countywide Levy

1993 Approved Budget $833,333

FINANCING
Current Taxes Receivable (Tax Levy) $833,333
Plus Estimated Tax Delinquency 16,667

Total Tax Levy: $850,000

_WHEREAS, Minnesota Statutes, Section 393A.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 railse a Total Tax Levy of $850,000.

Rol11l Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0

Motion adopted.

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




MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

ORGANIZATION MEETING

Tuesday, January 5, 1993 - to be held
immediateTy after the Z2:00 P.M. County
Board Meeting in the City Council
Chambers

Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 2:15 P.M.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Warren Schaber
Commissioner Brenda C. Thomas
Commissioner Dick Wedell

Others Present: David MacMillan represented the County Attorney's
.0ffice, Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Jill Goski

Appoint Officers for 1993 Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, Central
Corridor Management Committee, and Metropolitan [ight Rail Joint Powers
Board.

Chairman Finley said this would be a short organizational meeting. The
Regional Railroad Authority has been adopted by the County Board today
at its organization meeting, and we have the proposed resolution for the
appointment of the officers.

Chairman Finley asked if there were any recommendations for any of the
officers.

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

Chairman Finley wished to explain to our new members that the Regional
Rail Authority is a statutory body which operates similar to the County
Board, with all seven County Board members being on the Authority. The
Board meets every other week at 10:30 A.M., and we meet as a Committee
of the Whole.

Chairman Finley said that during the last few years we have had almost

as many important big dollar items as the County itself in many, many
areas. We are proceeding with the first alignment which is called the
Central Corridor, and this has been selected as the primary corridor for
LRT in the metropolitan area, this goes down I-94 from Downtown St. Paul

to the Capitol, to the University of Minnesota, and then Downtown
Minneapolis. We have a planning committee which is called the Central
Corridor Management Committee of which the primary people are ourselves and
the Commissioner of Highways, Hennepin County, and he has been a member of
this committee which has been staffed by members of our staffs.




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
January 5, 1993

This is to continue with the final, Preliminary Design of the actual alignment,
and they are working with BRW under a contract to develop a final Environmental
Impact Statement for Federal and State Funds, for this I-94 project.

Chairman Finley asked if there was a motion for Central Corridor Management
Committee appointments. Commissioner Hunt moved the recommendation, seconded
by Hal Norgard.

Chairman Finley said the next recommendation to be considered is the Joint
Powers Board. Commissioner Hunt moved the recommendation, seconded by
Commissioner Norgard.

Chairman Finley explained that this is a Joint Powers Board set
up statutorily, to continue to study issues on light rail in the seven
county metropolitan area. There is a possibility he may become Chairman of
this board, which would put us in a good position metropolitan-wide as far
as LRT is concerned, so that the Central Corridor does not slip back into
second place. Commissioner Ahrens has been alternate on this Board.

Chairman Finley asked if there was a motion for the recommendation for
Joint Powers Board.

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

Chairman Finley is going to send notice to our two new members of both of
these Committees, so if they should want to come or just participate or
observe they can see what we are doing.

WHEREAS, The Board of Ramsey County Commissioners organized

a regional railroad authority pursuant to Minnesota Statutes

ghagger 398A by Resolution 87-230 in April, 1987: Now, Therefore,
e

_RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners hereby appoint the following officers to the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority for 1993:

John T. Finley, Chairman
Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
Warren W. Schaber, Secretary
Ruby Hunt, Treasurer

and Be It Further

'RE§OLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners hereby appoint to the Central Corridor Management
Committee for 1993:

John T. Finley (member)
Diane Ahrens (alternate)
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere (staff)




Minutes
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and Be it Further

RESOLVED, That the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners hereby appoint to the Metropolitan Light Rail
Transit Joint Powers Board for 1993:

John T. Finley (member)
Diane Ahrens (alternate)
Kathryn DeSpiegelaere (s$taff).

Rol11 Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Chairman Finley pointed out that David MacMillan, County Attorney's Office,
handles Regional Rail Authority matters, he is very helpful metropolitan-
wide and everything else. If you have any questions regarding the legality,
Mr. MacMillan has been our man from the beginning.

Kathryn DeSpiegelaere is the premier expert in this area, and our new members
have met her,

Jill Goski has been handling of the Public Affairs, she is responsible for
setting up all meetings with citizenry for the last three to four years, to
make sure that the public is aware, the notices are out, she has done a
yeoman's job during the last several weeks when Ms. DeSpiegelaere was

out of town due to her son's accident.

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




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department Central Corridor update.

EW(Q 4/%5 DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

See attached memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere

4
Budgeting and i AL _! b Date / Time
o e iy BT s
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Commirttee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
January 26, 1993
Board Date




.@ga}ﬁmem Chairman

Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
District 4

MEEEPVMScthen&xmmw
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Ruby Hunt, Treasurer
316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 DR 0

Hal Norgard
District 7

Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell

District 1

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning
Central Corridor Update

January 15, 1993

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority currently has
responsibility for two major contracts, one for the Midway
Corridor and one for the Central Corridor.

The Midway Corridor project is a joint contract with Hennepin
County Regional Railroad Authority. The consultant on the
project is BRW. The work consists of preliminary engineering for
light rail transit from downtown St. Paul to the University of
Minnesota, near Oak and Washington.

The contract is about 2/3 completed, and is expected to conclude
in mid-1993. The State of Minnesota provides 50% of the funding
for the project.

Major work elements include defining the alignment and station
locations 1in downtown St. Paul, Capitol area engineering,
location of the alignment in the wvicinity of Marion to Western
along St. Anthony Avenue, LRT in the median of I-94 to Fairview
Avenue, and an alignment through the Westgate area. Preliminary
engineering has been defined as 30% of the engineering needed
before a project is constructed.

Community participation (Downtown Task Force, work with the
Capitol Area Architectural and Planning Board, station-area
meetings, and meetings with individual property owners) has been
a significant portion of the this work and will be discussed with
you at a subsequent meeting.

Printed on Recycled Paper

aa@;s




Page 2

The Central Corridor project, an Alternatives Analysis/Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, is being conducted with the
Minnesota Department of Transportation and Hennepin County
Regional Railroad Authority. It is a federally-sponsored project
with 80% funding provided by the Federal Transit Administration.

A map of the Central Corridor and an outline of the five step
federal process of developing a project are attached.

The Central Corridor project includes an analysis of four
alternatives for major capital improvements between the two
downtowns:

No build

Transportation System Management
Busway/high occupancy vehicle lanes
Light rail transit.

This project is expected to be completed by mid-1993. It
includes work on a surface alignment in downtown Minneapolis.

BRW is the primary contractor for this project.

Community participation on this project includes distribution of
a newsletter to a mailing list of 2700, the Central Corridor
Management Committee (Commissioners Finley and Ahrens are
representative and alternate), and forums and hearings at
intervals of the project.

Recommendation:

For your information.

KD/blk
Attachment
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Project Development Process

1. System Planning

FTA Consent :
for A.A.

2. Alternatives Analysis/
Draft EIS

FTA Consent
for P.E..

3. Preliminary Engineering/
Final EIS

Letter of Intent

4. Final Design

Full Funding
Contract

5. Con;truction

“Local activities - | O N
I:l Funded by FTA . . FAdecison |




PRESENTATION TO

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

10:30 AM

Courthouse Tuesday, January 26, 1993

OVERVIEW OF MIDWAY/CENTRAL CORRIDOR
Terminology
Midway Corridor Preliminary Design and DEIS:
(November 1989 - December 1990) - Wolsfeld
. No Federal Funds/State EIS

. Three Alternative Alignments
. Preliminary Design (10%)

Midway Preliminary Engineering (30%)
(September 1991 - Current) - Wolsfeld/Probst

Issues

Public Involvement

. Resolutions
L]
D Current Status

Regional Transit Facilities Plan (2/92) - DeSpiegelaere

. 20 Year System Plan: Central Corridor and I-35W
. Central Corridor First Priority
. Federal Funds for Central Corridor (30-50%)

Central Corridor Alternatives Analysis/DEIS
(September 1992 - Current) - Probst

. Work Program

. Alternatives Being Analyzed
. Schedule (Attachment #1)

. Current Work

¥12176




CENTRAL CORRIDOR IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

1994 1995
0 9

9/93

Select |
Locally Preferred Alternative

‘Alternatives Analysis/DEIS

FTA Consent to
Enter Preliminary Englneering

12193

1

Preliminary Engineering/FEIS

|

02 FTA Consent to Proceed with
Final Engineering/Construction
- Full Funding Agreement

9/94

Final Engineering

Construction
Begins

Joint Lead Agencies B YW
Mn/DOT ¢ RCRRA « HCRRA
Janua. 1993




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

: Board Action Requested

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department Update on legislation.

74&&@%@ // 5/73

Authorized Sighature” DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

Information on legislative proposals will be provided at your meeting.

Budgeting and A i 2 o Date / Time
County Attorney. L M’W - )"M«/(Qr—\ Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date

—aaal L 1003
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RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION 4

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Originating Department Ratify Partial Payment No. 14 to BRW, Inc.

) ' in the amount of $46,917.85 for the Midway
Z;ﬁj Corridor Phase II Preliminary Engineering.
Authodzedﬁ Date

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services
of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies. Contract RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001 governs the performance of ser-
vices and terms of payment. Payment in the total amount of $46,917.85 for the
period ending October 31, 1992, has been issued in accordance with contract pro-
visions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R92- . Payment documentation is being
submitted for ratification in compliance with the latter.

Attachments are: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment No. l4
3) BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 67026 and attachments

4
Budgeting and m £ - Date / Time
County Attorney. k £ 1"‘/ w—“ Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date i Date

Committee / Meeting Date i Date

.]anuar‘}; ?G' 19493 1/18/93
Board Date Date




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through October 31, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments

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

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 67026, Partial Payment No.
14, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through October 31, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $46,917.85

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through October 31, 1992, is hereby ratified.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Catalog # BAOLO RFBA9999 RFBA 04

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE PLEASE TYPE OR'
~ PRINT PLAINLY
ﬁ CHARGE TO: Department REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY Date: 12/29/92

Consulting Services

[Z] APPROPRIATION ITEM: Warrant No.

For Accounting Use Only: - : CODE
Claim No. Date Paid RFC Fund Object Amount
PA270 ' 591 020102 | $46,917.85
: $
. $
> $
" $

1-2 37 ; 3241

$ 46,917.85

*
[4] PaY TO: /A s . ol
8 First Name & Initial ~ (NO PUNCTUATION)

BRW
Last Name or Company Name

(ASSIGNED BY B&A ONLY)

(Name - Continued)

Address

. City State

[5] ON CHECK STUB PUT: APartial Pymt #14; Inv. 67026 Midway Phase IT PE
9-60

AAgreement PA270; Acct. 59105-020102; 10/31/92
8 9-60

For Risk Management TSN oD Tl MY Ol TN € N For ol UG Lt e |
524
Use Only Last Name First Name

[6] seno To: Address

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

List in this space and
attach to the back of this
form: original invoices,
receipts, certified claims

or other documents. Preparer's Signature /s/ Bette Rurysh

| declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, are for Ramsey County, allowed by law,
and approved for payment. "

. Authorized Signature o
N

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

BA - 354 (3/90) mac




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO.14 PREPARED BY:

PROJECT: MIDWAY CORRIDOR PHASE II PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ENTERED BY:
CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59105 AGREEMENT NO: PA270
DATE: DEC 29 92

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL CONTRACTOR: BRW, INC.

RAILROAD AUTHORITY THRESHER SQUARE

316 COURTHOUSE 700 THIRD STREET SOUTH
ST.PAUL, MN 55102 MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55413

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59105-020102 PERCENT COMPLETED 50.5%
TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 31 OCT 92 $1,484,391.76
LESS 5% RETAINAGE $72,198.05
AMOUNT DUE $1,412,193.71
LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS: $1,360,446.03

ALLOWABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: $51,747.68

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

DAT; DIRECTOR AL RAILROAD PLANNING

1[5 /4%

iyl
" DhATE ;/b/'””WV ZONSULTANT

FREVIOUS PARTIALS: RCRRA SHARE HCRRA SHARE

$6,574.77

$79,502.55 . $89,154.68

$55,446.25 . $62,480.78
5104,832.96 " $117,722.85
$157,659.91 . $177,193.29
$116,868.07 . $131,441.24
5119,916.64 . $135,436.013
PRRTIAL PAYMENT $131,336.17 . $146,575.10
PARTIAL PAYMENT . $119,722.35 . $134,925.18
PARTIAL PAYMENT .10 $112,625.52 3 $126,804.03
PARTIAL PAYMENT + 1 $60,970.33 .19 $69,017.52
PARTIAL PAYMENT <12 $69,121.38 .67 $78,659.05
PARTIAL PAYMENT .13 $§73,702.93 40 583,624.13
PARTIAL PAYMENT NO.14 546,917.85 .83 $51,747.68
PARTIAL PAYMENT TOTAL:51,255,197.68 $156,996.03 $1,412,193.71

R pppppp—————— T T T T T T T T R R F R R R R R L R R LR LR e L S ittt R bl

PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
PARTIAL PAYMENT
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SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT: $2,940,000.00
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT)S$1,412,193.71

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT $1,527,806.29




THIS BILLING PAST BILLING TOTAL TO DATE
RCRRA COST SHARE $49,387.25 $1,269,745.54 $1,319,132.79
RETAINAGE $2,469.40 $61,465.71 $63,935.11

AMOUNT DUE $46,917.85 $1,208,279.83 $1,255,197.68

HCRRA COST SHARE $5,084.02 $160,174.95 $165,258.97
RETAINAGE $254.19 $8,008.75 $8,262.94

et Tttt PR T R R R LR AL PR LR P LR b bbbt

AMOUNT DUE $4,829.83 $152,166.20 $156,996.03




Planning Thresher Square Minneapolis
Transportation 700 Third Street So. Denver
Engineering Minneapolis, Phoenix
Urban Design MN 55415 Tucson

612/370-0700 San Diego INVOICE
Fax 612/370-1378 Seattle

oriando 67026

Ms. Kathryn DeSpiegelaere Mr. Ken Stevens DATE: October 31, 1992

Ramsey County RRA Hennegin County RRA
316 Courthouse A-2307 Government Center JOB NO:1362

15 West Kellogg Boulevard Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237
St. Paul, MN 55102

INVOICE PERIOD: October 1992
FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-1625272

For ﬁrofessional services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of Phase II Preliminary
Engineering for light rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement

No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001.

. BILLED THIS TOTAL BILLING T0
ITEM INVOICE PREVIOUSLY BILLED DATE

7, 745. 9,732 79

RCRRA $ 49,387.25 ¢ 1,260 4285548 51,31?7}}976%-
F L/

LESS RETAINAGE 2,469.40 61 Le8T4 L2

DUE THIS BILLING $ 46,917.85 1,2 $1,2535375-99~
5797 68

Lot
8 '179.83

g7
HCRRA §  5,084.02 1£8:435 17 § 16585645

: : 5 262. ¥
LESS RETAINAGE 254.19 4.85¢. 272 8 604~
DUE THIS BILLING $  4,829.83 152,166.280  § 156,996.053

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

icnard P. Wolsfeld %U/JW
I X

‘rincipal




BRW, INC.

OCTOBER 31, 1972
INVOICE MO. DRAFT
PROJECT MO, 13428. 01

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING CCTOBER 21, 19%2

PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
HOURS RATE AMOUNT

SR. ASSOCIATE
PRCBST, DENNIS 13. ¢ 70. 00 1,170, G0

TOTAL LABOR 1,170. 00

TOTAL THIS PROJECT 1,170. 00

MICWAY PE GEGTECHNMNICAL FROJECT NO. 13424. 40

FROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDING OCTOBER 21, 19F2

FROFESSIONAL PERSOMMNEL
HOURS RATE AMCUNT

FRIMCIFAL
ERICKSCM, GARY : .00

TOTAL LAEOR

TCGTAL THIS FROJECT




BERW, INC.
INVOICE MNO. ORAFT
. FROJELT MNO. 1342B. 01

MiDWeY PE SURVEYS/FMAFFNG FROJECT MO. 13224, 41

PROFESSICHMAL SERYICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING OCTOBER 21, 1972

PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL

HOURS AMCOUNT
STAFF LEVEL III

JOHNSRUD, LARRY 4.0 150. 00

TOTAL THIS PROJECT

MIDWAY PE GUIDEWAY+TRACK FROJECT MO,

FROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FUR THE FERICD EMDING CCTOBER 31,

FROFESSIONAL PERSONMEL

HOURS
FRINCIFAL

ERICKSCN: GARY 11.5

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHMSRUD: LARRY

STAFF LEVEL II1
RAUCH, ILO

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS FROJECY




INVCICE MOD. DRAFT
PROJECT MO, 13428, 01

MIDWAY PE UTILITIES PROJECT MO, 13&24. 43

FROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICL ENDING OCTOBER

PRCFESSICNAL PERSOMMNEL

HOURS
PRINCIPAL

ERICKSCN, GARY 2

s ]

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT
MIDWAY PE STREET/SIGMNAL

FROJECT nMO.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING CCTOBER 31,

FROFESSIONAL FERSONMEL

HOURS RATE ATQUNT
COMSULTANT I

GREEN, ROBERT 47.350C

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT

MIDWAY PE FLAM ASSEMBLY

FRCFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERICD ENMDING OCTOEER 31, 1992




INVOICE MNG. DRAFT

. FROJECT ND. 13426.01

FRGFESSICNAL PERSOMMEL
AROUNT
FRINCIFAL
ERICKSOM, GARY 1,015. Q00
CONMSULTANT II
RUSCO, BRENT

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD: LARRY

STAFF LEVEL II
BUCKLEY, SUSAN
MOEM; TODD

SUBTGTALS

STAFF LEVEL I
BRCSS, ROEBERT
MakI, JOE

SUBTOTALLS

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TGTAL THIS FROJECT

11. 0 RCRRA COMM/PARTICPA PROJECT NO. 13428.

FROFESSICNMAL SERVICES FOR THE FERICD ENDING CCTOBER

FRCFESSIONAL PERSONNEL

T
o]
o
A
0
—
il

uioH
[ ]

COLBURM, ELIZABETH
HAWKINSOM, TOM
HINIKER, CHRISTIAM
MOORE., DOUGLAS
FATRICK, CHRISTOFHER
FROBST, DENNIS
WOLSFELD, RICHARD

. TOTALS

=
U sloth e
oo Ml oW
(= le BN B o]
O O O O

n
=
o
<

e 1

<
=]

@
Ls
™

TOTAL LAEOR

TOTAL THIS FROJECTY




INMYOICE MD. DRAFT
PROJECT NO. 13£2B8. 01

iICWAY FE PROJECT hGHT

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERICD EMDING OCTOBER Zi, 1992

PROFESSIOMAL PERSONMEL
HOURS . AMCUNT

PRIMCIFAL
WOLSFELD, RICHARD ; . 207. 20

CONSULTANT I
HIMNIKER, CHRISTIAN
THATCHER, JENNIE

STAFF LEVEL III
BEYER, GINA
RONHOVDE, MANCY

STAFF LEVEL II
HAWRINSOM, TCH

SR. ASSOCIATE
PROBST., CEMNIS

STAFF LEVEL V
BLANKENSHIP, TIMCOTHY

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEOR

TCTAL THIS FROJECT

MIDWAY PE STREET/SIGNAL

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDING QCTOBER 21, 17792




INVOICE MO. CRA&FT
FROJECT MO. 1342B.C1

FROFESSIONAL PERSONMEL
HOURS AMCUNT
CONSULTANT II
RUSCO, BRENT 21. .30 1,234.2%

STAFF LEVEL II
HAWKIMNSON, TOM

SR. ASSOCIATE
FRESTOM, HOWARD

TOTALS

TOTAL LAGOR

TOTAL THIS FROJECT

ii. 0 RCRRA COMM/PARTICIP PROJECT NO. 13&2C. 07

FROFESSIGNaL SERVICES FOR THE FERICD ENDING GCTOBER 31 1992

FRCFESSIONAL PERSOMMEL

o

Q0 QM

AMOUNT
g2. &0
.50
. GO
7. 50
el

BEYER, GINA

MALLOY: STEFPHEN
PAKALNS, ARIUS
PATRICK, CHRISTOPHER
WICKLUND, CaVID

L= T T = T
Q<o
Lo

]
(=]

TOTALS

TOTAL LAEOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT




INVOICE MO. DRAFT
FROJECT NO. 1342B.01

11. 0 HCRRA CCMM/FARTICIF FROJECT MO. 13s52C. 08

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDING QCTOBER 31, 1792

PROFESSIONAL FERSOMMEL
RATE AMDUNT
WICKLUMD, DAVID 37. 86 1,218
TOTAL LAECOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT

MIDWAY PE STATH SITE D D FROJECT nO. 1342C.

FRCOFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD ENDING OCTOBER 31,

FROFESSICGNAL PERSOMMEL
RATE AMOUNT
SR. ASSOCIATE
FAKALNS, ARIJS . 50. 00 F00. 00

TOTAL LAEOR F00. 00

TGTaL THIS FROJELT

INVOICE SUrraRY

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS IMVCICE




ATTACHMENT B — DIRECT COST AND SUBCONTRACTORS
AGREEMENT NO RCRRA/HCRRA—91001
,VOICE PERIOD : OCTOBER 1992
ILENAME: MIDWAYII_B

OTHER DIRECT NON—-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION
TRAVEL/AUTO/MILEAGE
FREIGHT/DELIVERY

OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO

TOTAL $524.79

SUBCONTRACTORS

’W ARCHITECTS, INC. $11,895.00
K $109.76

TKDA $5,795.47

TOTAL $17,800.23

NNNN~~!\~~NNNNF\NNNNNNHNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

TOTAL EXPENSES $18,325.02




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY 5
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Originating Department .
X%ﬂ 215773
Autho ignal Date

Request Justification

Ratify Partial Payment No. 15 to BRW, Inc.
in the amount of $40,383.28 for the Midway
Corridor Phase II Preliminary Engineering.

ACTION IS REQUESTED

e e ——— —— — —

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has contracted the professional services
of BRW, Inc. for the purposes of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies. Contract RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001 governs the performance of ser-
vices and terms of payment. Payment in the total amount of $40,383.28 for the
period ending November 30, 1992, has been issued in accordance with contract pro-
visions and Rail Authority Resolution No. R92- . Payment documentation is being
submitted for ratification in compliance with the latter.

Attachments are: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Accounts Payable form and Partial Payment 15
3) BRW, Inc 67128 and attachments

Budgeting and ting, % . Date / Time

County Attorney. g L Received By
Risk Manager.
Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Date

Committee / Meeting Date j Date
January 26, 1993 $ 1/18/93

Board Date Date




— Resolution

egional
Siroad Board of

- RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through November 30, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 67128, Partial Payment No.

- 15, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of

payments due BRW, Inc. through November 30, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $40,383.28

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through Novembe 30, 1992, is hereby ratified.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Catalog # BAOLO RFBA9999 RFBA 04
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE SENSETVPE OR.
PRINT PLAINLY

t] CHARGE TO: Department _REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY Date: 12/30/92

E APPROPRIATION ITEM: Consulting Services Warrant No.

(ASSIGNED BY B&A ONLY)

For Accounting Use Only s
Claim No. Date Paid |- Object Amount
PA270 020102 $ 40,383.28

» $
i $
- $
" $

1-2 ; - 3241

$ 40,383.28
[4] PaY TO: A pidac 2Ll TOTAL

8 First Name & Initial  (NOPUNCTUATION) 822
BRW

Last Name or Company Name 23-52

(Name - Continued) N

Address 32

. City State 335

& Partial Pymt #15; Inv. 67128; Midway Phase II PE

[5] oN CHECK STUB PUT:

960
A Agreement PA270; Acct. 59105-020102; 11/30/92

8 9-60

For Risk Management : P G T T e e '9.54‘:1 P R
Use Only "~ LastName First Name

[6] senoTO: Address

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

List in this space and
attach to the back of this
form: original invoices,
receipts, certified claims

or other documents. Preparer's Signature /s/ Bette Kurysh

| declare that the above materials and/or services have been received, are fo Ramsey County, allowed by law,
and approved for payment. 7/

Authorized Signature

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

BA - 354 (3/90) mac




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIOCNAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

PARTIAL PAYMENT NO.15 PREPARED BY:

MIDWAY CORRIDOR PHASE II PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING ENTERED BY:

CONTRACT AGREEMENT NUMBER RCRRA/HCRRA 51-001

PROJECT:

PROJECT COST CENTER: 59105 AGREEMENT NO: PA270

DATE: DEC 30 92

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL CONTRACTOR: BRW, INC.

RAILROAD AUTHORITY
316 COURTHOUSE
ST.PAUL, MN 55102

THRESHER SQUARE
700 THIRD STREET SOUTH
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 5541i

52.2%
$1,534,169.41
$74,686.91

ACCOUNT NUMBER 59105-020102 PERCENT COMPLETED

TOTAL VALUE OF WORK CERTIFIED - 30 NOV 92
LESS 5% RETAINAGE
AMOUNT DUE $1,459,482.50

LESS PREVIOUSLY APPROVED PAYMENTS: $1,412,193.71

P —————————————————r T T T T L T R T R Ll

ALLOWABLE PAYMENT FOR THIS PARTIAL: 547,288.79

S IS TO CERTIFY THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THE WORK AND DETAIL OF THE INVOICE, AND

THE TASKS LISTED HAVE BEEN COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.

PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PARAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PRYMENT
FAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PAYMENT
PRYMENT

L B L T

L e e e ST

‘oW ou oy

NO.
NO.
NO.10
NO.1l1
NO.12
NO.13
NO. 14
NO. 15

R T RS

CONSULTANT

RCRRA SHARE

$6,574.77
$79,502.55
$55,446.25
$104,832.96
$157,659.91
$116,868.07
$119,916.64
$131,336.17
$119,722.35
$112,625.52
$60,970.33
$69,121.38
$73,702.913
$46,917.85
$40,383.28

HCRRA SHARE

$837.38
$9,652.13
$7,034.53
$12,889.89
$19,533.38
$14,573.17
$15,519.39
$15,238.93
$15,202.83
$14,178.51
$8,047.19
$9,537.67
$9,921.20
$4,829.83
$6,505.51

$7,412.15
589,154.68
$62,480.78
$117,722.85
$177,193.29
$131,441.24
$135,436.03
$146,575.10
$134,925.18
$126,804.03
§69,017.52
§78,659.05
$83,624.13
§51,747.68
$47,288.79

Al T T o o o ot oo o

HaE e duad gl

f ol o i L R R e i R R L
HHHHHHH

b B I T

PAYMENT TOTAL:S1,295,580.96 $163,901.54 S$1,459,482.50

ESSEs ST A I I I NS IS IR I T TS sNESSSSSSSSSsSSSSSSS=x

SUMMARY OF AGREEMENT

ORIGINAL AGREEMENT AMOUNT: $2,940,000.
LESS TOTAL PARTIAL PAYMENTS (INCLUDING THIS PAYMENT)S1,459,482.

$1,480,517.

AMOUNT REMAINING ON AGREEMENT




THIS BILLING PAST BILLING TOTAL TO DATE

RCRRA COST SHARE $42,508.72 $1,319,132.79 $1,361,641.51
RETAINAGE $2,125.44 $§63,935.11 $66,060.55

AMOUNT DUE $40,383.28 $1,255,197.68 $1,295,580.96

HCRRA COST SHARE $7,268.93 $165,258.97 $172,527.90
RETAINAGE $363.42 $8,262.94 $8,626.36

AMOUNT DUE $6,905.51 $156,996.03 $163,5901.54




Planning
Transportation
Engineering
Urban Design

Thresher Square
700 Third Street So.
Minneapolis.

MN 55415
612/370-0700

Fax 612/370-1378

Minneapolis
Denver
Phoenix
Tucson

San Diego
Seattle
Orlando

INVOICE

67128

.Ms.” Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Ramsey County REA

316 Courthouse

15 West Ke]]ogg Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55102

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

Minneapolis, MN 55487-0237

DATE:  November 30, 1992
JOB NO: 1362

INVOICE PERIOD: November 1992
FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER: 41-162

5272

For professional services provided to the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and
the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority in preparation of Phase II Preliminary
Engineering for light rail transit in the Midway Corridor, in accord with Agreement

No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001.

ITEM

BILLED THIS
INVOICE

PREVIQUSLY BILLED

TOTAL BILLING TO
DATE

RCRRA
LESS RETAINAGE
DUE THIS BILLING

HCRRA
LESS RETAINAGE
DUE THIS BILLING

$ 42,508.72 $

2,125.44

1,317%

732.7
934/

&/, e/,
$1,359-894-6F

o0& 0.

66 ,385:

3

$ 40,383.28

$ 7,268.93
36342

1,2535+45-99-

3719747

ISS,M

$1,295.245-5F

527. 90

= e e e

$ 6,905.51

156,996,083 $

163,901.58 ¢

I hereby certify that the above statement is just and correct and

payment has not been received.

Principal




PROJECT BUDGET STATUS REPORT
MONTH OF NOVEMBER 1892

WORK TASK

SPENT THIS
PERIOD

AMOUNT
REMAINING

COMMENTS

TASK 1.0 ADMINISTRATION

$280,000

$220,260

$50,740

$194,871

TASK 2.0 OPERATIONS

$80,000

$0

$17,117

$62,883

$14,548

TASK 3.0 SYSTEM DESIGN

$210,000

$0

$19,423

$190,577

$17,480

TASK 4.0 CIVIL DESIGN

$1,240,000

$22,218

$566,135

$673,865

$503,860

TASK 4.0 ADD'L SERVICES RCRRA CONTINGENCY

$3,200 $0

$3,200

$0

$3,200

+$3,200 ALLOCATION PER 2/14/92 LETTER

TASK 5.0 FACILITY DESIGN

$480,000

$5,066

$438,980

$41,020

$395,082

TASK 6.0 VALUE ENGINEERING

$25,000 $12,044

$12,969

$12,031

$10,375

—$30,000 ALLOCATION PER 2/14/92 LETTER

TASK 7.0 COST ESTIMATES

$30,000

$0

$46,1468

{616,146)

$39,224

TASK 8.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION

$0

$105,062

$9,038

$95,366

TASK 8.0 ADD'L SERVICES — RCRRA CONTINGENCY

$0

$10,500

$0

$10,500

+$30,000 ALLOCATION PER 2/14/92 LETTER

TASK 9.0 MPLEMENTATION METHOD/MGMNT

$0

$0

$10,000

$0

+$10,599 ALLICATION PER 2/14/92 LETTER

TASK 10.0 AGENCY COORDINATION

$55,000

$21,948

$33,052

$19,753

TASK 11.0 PARTICIPATION/COMMUNICATION

$25,809

$118,181

$23,228

TASK 11.0 RCRRA COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

$0

$32,330

32,330

$32,330

$0

TASK 11.0 HCRRA COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

$0

$2,366

(82,366

-

SUBTOTAL

$2,683,700

$1,532,144

$1,151,556

$1,350,819

$2,268

$172,325

CONTINGENCY

$256,300

$256,300

—$13,700 ALLOCATION PER 2/14/82 LETIER

TOTAL

$2,940,000

$1,532,144

Fol

$1,407,856

$1,359,818

$172,325




MIDWAY PE BUDGET HISTORY

ORIGINAL

2/14/92

2/14/92

2/14/92

WORK TASK

CONTRACT AMOUNT

LETTER #1

LETTER #2

LETTER #3

TOTAL

TASK 1.0

$280,000

$280,000

TASK 2.0

$80,000

$80,000

TASK 3.0

$210,000

$210,000

TASK 4.0

$1,240,000

$1,243,200

TASK 5.0

$510,000

($30,000)

$480,000

TASK 6.0

525,000

$25,000

TASK 7.0

530,000

$30,000

TASK 8.0

585,000

$30,000

$10,500

$125,500

TASK 9.0

510,000

$10,000

TASK 10.0

555,000

$55,000

TASK 11.0

$145,000

$145,000

SUBTOTAL

$2,670,000

$10,500

53,200

$2,683,700

$256,300

CONTINGENCY $270,000 ($10,500) 53,200)

TOTAL

$2,940,000

$2,940,000 $0 $0

cc: Dick Wolsfeld
Jennie Thatcher
File: Midway 15.1




Memorandum

Date : December 17, 1992

To : Kathy DeSpeigelaere
Ken Stevens

B R W INC. From : Jennie Thatchergb

RE : Freight/Delivery Charge on the October 1992 Invoice.

In the process of finding back-up copies that were missing from the
October 1992 invoice, I found a UPS charge coded to this project in
error. The charge for $ 13.50 is listed against job number
1362-A-01 and appears in the October 1992 Invoice. The Credit
appears against the same number in the November 1992 invoice.
Copies of the charge and posting sheet are attached for your
review. Please call if you have any questions.

Planning
Transportation
Engineering

Urban Design

.»resher Square

700 Third Street So.
Minneapolis,

MN 55415
612/370-0700

Fax 612/370-1378

Minneapolis
Phoenix
Denver
Orlando

San Diego

Seattle

Donald W. Ringrose
Richard P. Wolsfeld
Peter E. Jarvis
Thomas F Carroll
Craig A. Amundsen
Donald E. Hunt
John B. McNamara
Richard D. Pilgrim
Dale N. Beckmann
ffrey L. Benson
ph C. Blum
Gary J. Erickson
John C. Lynch
Paul N. Bay




PAGE1279
11708792
09:44: 494
PROJECT: 1362a.01 FROJECT DETAIL REPORT PROJ NGR:  HOLSFELIL FROJET
HIDHAY_PE AGEHCY CLORD FOR THE PERIUD 10/01./°2 - 10/3L/%2 TASK HER:

" _ CURRENT -JiE T3 DATE- =i o e CURRENT -JOF 10 DAIE-
DESCRIPTION REEULAR  DUERTIKE TnTAL TOTAL REGULAR  DVERTIME TaTAL T0TAL

010 PRINCIPAL
00 GENERAL

050 CONSULTAKT I
00 SERERAL

090 STAFF LEVEL 11
00 GENERAL

TOTAL LABOR

" REIMEURSABLE EXPENSES
55480 PARKING
544. 09-FRETEAT HESSEAGER

AP 03901 10/31/92 UNTTED PARCEL SERVIC

. TOTAL REIMEURSAELES

PROJECT TOTALS




srcel Service
/£GUNT #5611664428 — BRW INC
JATE

DELIVERY SERVICE BILL

WEEK ENDING 10/31/9.
TRACKING 4 SERVICE $

SHIPMENT FROM

DELIVERY TO

REFERENCE #

PKGS/WT CHARGE.

.

10/22/92

10/22/92

MPLSyMN PORTLAND,OR

BRW
PCRTLANDyQOR

BRW
MPLSyMH

1?216 1/22 4001
NEXT DAY

1/3

AIR
15.7.

C2036724740
19216

C:’I;7:Z/9z

MARSHALL ERDMAN
MADISCNyWI

RICK NAU
MPLSyMN

—

AIR
13.5

NEXT DAY
1ri

01920737660
1620A01

10/26/92

10/26/92

TARIFFS FILED WITH THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION AND STATE REGULATORY AGENCIES

—TTrY T nTn

\ ' "700 Third Street South

'Mhn

“.EPUR HUNDRED

9.

"* 0L 308

10-26

Receiver

BRW INC
MINNEAP

Sender

BRW INC
SAN DIE

DR
MILWAUKEE yHWI

BRY
MPLS ¢ MH

BRW INC
MINNEAPOLISyMN

RALPH BLUM

ALIR
9.0

NEXT DAY
LETTER

01320739310
19210

AIR
275

NEXT DAY
1/10

19929897957
19210

CONTINUE
05813

-DETAIL PAGE 29

REQUIRE PAYMENT OF THIS BILL WITHIN SEVEN (7) DAYS.

AR 5 AL

e e g o .-

CEENE TS T e -

eapolls. MN 55415

TWENTY-SIX % 50/100 DOLLARS

"

UNITED PARCEL SERVICE
P. 0. BOX 2430

MINNEAPULIS; MN 55440-9430.

10900885712

0192 1268 961

Reference No.

11212
OLIS MN

GO0 CA :
Transportation

CHECK DATE |REFERENCE NO. &
1}419ﬁ92

: HAHASIVS TR
¥ h'-y
- i 1 5
$HHAFHA26. 50 | 3

rW

 NoppEGOTABLE.

fr o
r(’ -

108m3 589

Total




BRW, INC.

BILLING LOG

BILLING SUFMMARY

Current Costs for Projects in this Run:
-= Labor — -- Expenses ——
Hours Amount Reimb. Direct&Ind
Totals 353.9 S, 302. 77 21,584. 10

Billings this Run:

Total Labor

Total Consultants
Total Expense
Total Uit Billing
Total Fee

Total Interest

Total Billings 16, 421. 50
Projects on file:
Projects selected:

Invoices printed:

#% End of Billing Rum




BRW: INC.

NOVEMBER 30, 1972
INVOICE MNO. DRAFT
PROJECT NO. 13é2B.01

MIDWAY PE SURVEYS/MAFPPNG PROJECT NO. 13&2A. 41

FPROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD EMDING MOVEMBER 30, 1992

FROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD: LARRY

STAFF LEVEL I
GROSS: ROBERT

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TGTAL THIS FROJECT $




BRW: INC.
INVOICE NO. DRAFT
FROJECT MNO. 1342B.0C1

MIDWAY PE GUIDEWAY+TRACK PROJECT NO. 13424. 42

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 1992

FROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL
RATE AMOUNT

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD: LARRY s 37.50 1,511. 25

TOTAL LABOR 1,511.25

TOTAL THIS PROJECT $ 1,511.25

MIDWAY PE PLAN ASSEMBLY PROJECT NO. 1342A. 49

PROFESSIONMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 1992

PROFESSIONAL PERSONMEL
AMOUNT

PRINCIPAL
ERICKSON, GARY : £80. 00

STAFF LEVEL IV
PATRICK:; CHRISTOPHER

STAFF LEVEL III
JOHNSRUD: LARRY

STAFF LEVEL II
BUCKLEY, SUSAN

STAFF LEVEL I
GROSS: ROBERT
HMAKI. JOE

SUBTOTALS
TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT $ 4,290.75




BRW, INC.
INVOICE NO. DRAFT
PROJECT NO. 13428. 01

MIDWAY PE COMMTTY PARTIC PROJECT NO. 13428.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 1972

PROFESSIOMNAL PERSONNEL
RATE

SR. ASSOCIATE
PROBST, DENNIS . 70.00

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT

. 11.0 RCRRA COMM/FARTICFA FROJECT NO. 1342B.07

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING NOVEMBER 30.

PROFESSIOMNAL PERSOMMEL
AMOUNT

14. 25
871.25
.50
.00
.00
.00

=,
-t

=
o
S C
-
Ln

ANDERSON, BETTY
COLBURN, ELIZABETH
HIMNIKER, CHRISTIAN
MOORE: DOUGLAS
PATRICK, CHRISTOPHER
PROBST, DENNIS
WOLSFELD, RICHARD

e
=

(s

P
it ol
Ao O Ut w

e

.50

[0
=

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR 3, 582. =0

TOTAL THIS PROJECT $ 3,882. 50




BRW, INC.
INVOICE MO. CRAFT
PROJECT NO. 1342B.C1

11. 0 HCRRA COMM/FARTICIP FROJECT NOD. 1342B.08

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD EMDING MOVEMEER 30, 1992

PROFESSIOMAL PERSONNMNEL
RATE

PROBST, DENNIS : 70. 00

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT %

MIDWAY PE FROJECT FGMT FROJECT MNO. 13£28. 10

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENMDING NOVEMBER 30, 1972

FROFESSIONAL PERSONMEL
AMOUNT
FRINCIFAL
WOLSFELD: RICHARD i 362.50

CONSULTANT I
HIMIKER, CHRISTIAN
THATCHER, JENNIE

STAFF LEVEL III
HEMDERSON, JANE
LAYER, JULIE

STAFF LEVEL I
SCHMELING, STEVEN

SR. ASSOCIATE
PROBST., DENNIS

STAFF LEVEL V
BLANKENSHIF, TIMOTHY ‘ . 5.

TOTALS " 3, 567.

TOTAL LABOR 3.:547.




BRW, INC.
INVOICE NO. DRAFT
PROJECT NO. 1342B.01

TOTAL THIS PROJECT % 3,867.75

MIDWAY PE STREET/SIGNAL PROJECT NO. 1342B.47 "

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING MOVEMBER 30, 1992

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMMEL
AMOUNT

CONSULTANT II
RUSCO, BRENT . . 1,043.75

STAFF LEVEL III
RONHOVDE, NANCY

SR. ASSOCIATE
. PRESTON, HOWARD . ! 180.

TOTALS . 1,281.25

TOTAL LABOR 1,281. 25

TOTAL THIS PROJECT ¢ 1,281.25

11. 0 RCRRA COMM/PARTICIP PROJECT NO. 1342C. 07

PROFESSIOMAL SERVICES FOR THE PERIOD ENMDING NOVEMBER 30, 1972

PROFESSIONAL PERSONNEL

BEYER: GINA
HAWKINSON, TOM
WICKLUND, DAVID

|‘I’ TOTALS

TOTAL LAEBOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT $ 242. 25




BRW, INC.
INVOICE NO. DRAFT
PROJECT NO. 1342B.01

i1. 0 HCRRA COMHM/PARTICIP PROJECT NO. 13&42C. 08

FROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR THE FERIOD ENDING NOVEMBER 30, 1792

PROFESSIONAL PERSOMNEL
MALLOY: STEPHEN
FAKALNS, ARIJS
WICKLUND, DAVID

TOTALS

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS PROJECT 1,057. 50

INVOICE SUMMARY

TOTAL LABOR

TOTAL THIS INVOICE




-

. ATTACHMENT B — DIRECT COST AND SUBCONTRACTORS

BEEMENT NO RCRRA/HCRRA—-91001
ICE PERIOD : NOVEMBER 1992
FILENAME: MIDWAYII_B

OTHER DIRECT NON—-SALARY COSTS

BRW GRAPHIC REPRODUCTION
TRAVEL/AUTO/MILEAGE
FREIGHT/DELIVERY

OUTSIDE REPRODUCTION/PHOTO

TOTAL $844.82

SUBCONTRACTORS

ARCHITECTS, INC. $5,966.25
HTEL $12,044.24
AMERICAN ENGINEERING TESTING $8,486.42
TKDA $5,814.44

TOTAL $32,311.35

NN~NNNl\N~~NNN!\NNNNNNﬁNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

TOTAL EXPENSES $33,156.17
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(ENTRAL CORRIDOR IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

1994 1995

9 9

9193

Select |
Locally Preferred Alternative

E;!\Iternati\.'es Analysis/DEIS

FTA Consent to
Enter Preliminary Engineering

12/93

Preliminary Engineering/FEIS

FTA Consent to Procéed with
Final Engineering/Construction
= Full Funding Agreement

9/94

Final Engineering

Construction |

Begins

Joint Lead Agencies B RYW
Mn/DOT « RCRRA « HCRRA

January 26, 1993
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Kathy Despiegelaere
Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Documentation
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316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 .
Hglmgl?rgord

Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell
District 1

AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1993
10:30 A.M. - LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM - 316

MINUTES - of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Meeting of January 12, 1993.

Northeast Corridor Right-of-Way - Update by St. Paul Parks,
Ramsey County Parks and Recreation, and St. Paul Policy
and Economic Development Departments - Discussion Only.
Authorize staff to issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) for
consultant services for Phase I Environmental Audit for
Northeast Corridor right-of way.

Approve contract with Mary Elizabeth Anderson for
legislative services for an amount not to exceed $12,000;

and authorize the Chairman of the RCRRA to execute the
contract.

Update on Legislation - Discussion only.

Action is Requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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MINUTES
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD
BOARD MEETING

January 12, 1993

The regular meeting of the Board of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
was held on Tuesday, January 12th, 1993 in the Large Conference Room of 316 Court
House. Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 10:40 A.M.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Warren Schaber
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Brenda Thomas
Commissioner Dick Wedell

Also Present: . Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Terry Schutten, Ed Glaubitz,
James Van Houdt, David MacMillan represented the
County Attorney's Office, Frances Glendenning, Jill
Goski, Robert Clarkson, Sandy Delaforest, Patrick
Harris

Minutes - of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Meetings of
December 8, 1992.

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

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority approves the minutes of the
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board Meeting of December 8, 1992,
and the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Budget Hearing Meeting of December 8,
1992.

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

Update on Legislation -

Chairman Finley stated that 35W is excellent for light rail and it is
excellent for us.

Commissioner Hunt commented that it was a good proposal overall covering all
areas that have to be served.

Chairman Finley said that both McLaughlin and Andrew have both told him that
they really want to cooperate and be a part of doing it the way it is planned,
which is Central Corridor first, 35W right behind it. They would like to step
up the speed in which 35 W as they realize that 35W at this point is so far
behind 194 in what the possibilities of having a plan or actually constructed




Minutes
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
January 12, 1992

that they would like to try to move it up somehow, and get 35W moving before
the rest of the total project. The reason they would like to do this, is as
Derus always said, they were 17 years out on 35W if you do the whole thing,
as there are 500 to 1000 homes involved. The low end would be 556 homes.
They would be up to 1300 if they do LRT and the expanded highway with the
HOV line.

Commissioner Wedell mentioned that John Riley will be coming back into
active service. Chairman Finley said we will get a Tetter out to Riley
today.

Commissioner Hunt asked who is going to lobby in Washington for transit.
The RTB did not make a decision on who to hire, She is concerned as to who
is going to coordinate the lobbying of all these folks in Washington as
there have been different lobbyists for the agencies.

Chairman Finley said that what they had tried to do was to have the RTB
spearhead it, but after the governance bill, they shifted gears a little bit
with Commissioner Denn coming on board. That was the posture they used the
last half of the year. Now, things are changing again.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere addressed the Board. The Metro Transit Leadership Group .

is actively promoting transit funding. Bob Bach and the subcommittee chairs

are meeting with the St. Paul Pioneer Press editorial board, and are

meeting with Legislators on January 19. The group has printed a report that

was distributed to Commissioners. They will have weekly meetings to share transit
related legislative information.

Representative Mariani is chairing a group of metro-area legislators who have
considered transit funding and governance. A bill has been prepared which
would provide $140 million in bonding for the Central Corridor for LRT, 30%
of the total construction cost. The remainder is to be provided with federal
funds, although that isn't assured. The funding source to repay the state
bonds hasn't yet been determined, The bill was prepared by Senator Ranum,
Flynn and Representative Wagenius. It also specifies construction of LRT in
35W and makes recommendations regarding other roadway projects.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere continued, ata meeting with staff of the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) about the Central Corridor Alternatives/Analysis Draft
Environmental Impact Statement in Washington, she was told that they are
interested in how we will fund both capital and operating expenses for transit.
They were receptive to how we planned to involve local officials in decision
making through the Central Corridor Management Committee. Commissioner Finley
and Commissioner Ahrens are members of the Committee. They were complimentary
about the thorough, objective analysis we are preparing and said the Twin Cities
has a history of environmental awareness and preparation of realistic funding

plans.
@




Minutes
Ramsey

Page 3
County Regional Railroad Authority

January 12, 1993

Ms. DeSpiegelaere informed the Board that at the meeting with FTA they
discussed 35W and the potential for a decision today on the preferred
alternate for that corridor. FTA staff receive information on 35W and don't
review it because it isn't the region's priority Corridor. They also dis-
cussed the candidates for the new FTA Administrator.

FTA staff were pleased that a surface alignment for LRT on Second and
Marquette in downtown Minneapolis had been developed. They said in theory
they are frozen out of federal funding for the next five years because we
are not earmarked in the Surface Transportation Act (ISTEA), but Represen-
tative Sabo can be helpful to us.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said they left several products with them and received
good guidance.

Chairman Finley said the Joint Powers Board will be meeting tomorrow morning
with the new members that have been appointed. He would like to get an idea
from the other counties as to how big a role we want to play in the governance
bill with the change in structure and membership. Unfortunately some of the
Counties who are not going to be involved in the very near future, as to how
interested they will want to be. We have lost some of our allies, so it is
going to be interesting.

1992 Annual Report of Metropolitan LRT Joint Powers Board

Chairman Finley said that we used very little of the funds that we had
appropriated, and at this point it does not look like we are going to have
to fund anything out of our 1993 budget to the Joint Powers Board. We have
renewed Mary Richardson's contract through the end of March, and we will be
lTooking at it again. We did that because of the new people coming on board,
we did not feel that we should give her a full contract.

Report on Burlington Northern Right of Way Acquisition

David MacMillan addressed the Board, we completed acquisition of the
Burlington Northern Corridor from downtown St. Paul, approximately Kellogg

to a point just north of Beam Avenue in Maplewood. The deed was delivered

to us on December 23rd, and it is in the process of being recorded now. The
railroad got its money on date, as the railroad was quite anxious to complete
the transaction before the end of the year.

Mr. MacMillan has written a letter to the Department of Transportation
requesting that they initiate the process to reimburse us for half of the
purchase price out of the Rail Bank Funds, we had this prior agreement with
them.

Mr. MacMillan and Ms. DeSpiegelaere have had some discussions that need to
be done with this, there are some easement, some leases that were assigned
to us, and they are in the process of going through these. The railroad had
short notice of cancellation in their leases, so now the County as the
successor has relatively short notice if they wish to cancel these leases.




Minutes -
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
January 12, 1993

Chairman Finley informed the Board that there are some discussions going
on with the Parks people for the interim.

Ms. DeSpiegelaere said they have met with both Parks and Public Works
to talk about the maintenance, any problems that might occur. The Parks
Department has funds for the development.

Chairman Finley said the St. Paul Parks staff has been invo]veq with this
also, and Ms. DeSpiegelaere said they have a Phalen Plan on this.

Chairman Finley suggested we get it up to speed, and have the City and the
County Parks people come to this meeting, and give an update on the p!ans.
Ms. DeSpiegelaere will arrange for this presentation at a future meeting.

Chairman Finley said we should ask BRW to come in and go over at our next
meeting to see where we are at, to give us an updated presentation on the
Central Corridor so we can bring our new Board members up to date on this.

Ratify partial payment No. 12 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $69,121.38 for
the Midway Corridor Phase TT preliminary engineering. :

Commissioner Hunt moved the following recommendation, seconded by Commission'

Norgard

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase 1II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through August 31, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the . Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66772, Partial Payment No.
12, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of

payments due BRW, Inc. through August 31, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It .

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $69,121.38
for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through August 31, 1992, is hereby ratified.




Minutes _
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
January 12, 1993

Ro11 Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Ratify partial payment No. 13 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $73,702.93 for
the Midway Corridor Phase Il preliminary engineering.

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

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through September 30, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with -Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 66778, Partial Payment No.
13, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, 1Inc. through September 30, 1992; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $73,702.93
for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through September 30, 1992, is hereby ratified.

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

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




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION Z
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Originating Department Northeast Corridor right of way update.

Authoﬁzed%ignaﬁ Date DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

See attached: Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere
Executive Summary = Northeast Corridor Alignment Study
Memorandum from Greg Mack
East Side/Phalen Corridor Redevelopment Proposal
Resolution adopted by City of Saint Paul

Date / Time
Received By

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
February 9, 1993

Board Date




John 1. Finley, Chairman
District 3

Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
District 4

Warren W. Schaber, secretary
District &

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Ruby Hunt, Treasurer
316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 s

Hal Norgard
District 7
Brenda C. Thomas
District 2
Dick Wedell
District 1
MEMORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning %ZE;——

SUBJECT: Northeast Corridor Right of Way

DATE: January 27, 1993

On December 23, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
purchased 6.53 miles of linear right of way from Burlington
Northern extending from downtown Saint Paul to Beam Avenue in
Maplewood.

The right of way has previously been designated for joint use as
a trail and light rail transit.

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority completed the Northeast
Corridor alignment study (Attachment 1) in Augqust, 1991, which
evaluated locations for 1light rail transit and identified the
right of way recently purchased as one of two potential locations
for LRT in this area.

At the same time, Ramsey County and Saint Paul Parks Departments
have been working on a master plan for the trail. Greg Mack has
provided information on the plan (Attachment 2).

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority is in the process of
notifying property owners of the new ownership, preparing for
cleanup and ongoing maintenance of the property, developing an
agreement with parks departments, completing a policy for
handling encroachments on the right of way, conducting an
environmental audit of the property, and posting the property
with signs to identify its ownership and potential use.

The City of Saint Paul Department of Housing and Economic
Development has included a portion of the right of way in its

East Side/Phalen Corridor Redevelopment Proposal and proposes to
use the right of way for a roadway (Attachment 3).

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Page 2

The right of way is generally 100 feet in width and narrower in
some sections. Light rail transit requires a minimum of 36 feet
of right of way (Attachment 4) and additional right of way at
station locations.

A resolution passed by the City of Saint Paul regarding the

acquisitions and use of the right of way is included as
Attachment 5.

Recommendation:

Presentations about the plans by Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority, Ramsey County Parks and Recreation, Saint Paul Parks
and Recreation, and Saint Paul Planning and Economic Development
Department staffs will be made at the February 9 Rail Authority
meeting.

KD/blk
Attachments
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NORTHEAST CORRIDOR
LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT ALIGNMENT STUDY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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RAMSEY COUNTY
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Northeast Corridor is an area extending generally from downtown St. Paul to the
northern border of Ramsey County and from Rice Street to the eastern border of
Ramsey County (Figure 1). This area was identified as one of several potential corridors
for the implementation of light rail transit (LRT) in the Ramsey County Comprehensive
LRT Plan (December, 1989). The Northeast Corridor was also included in the Regional
Transit Board's Regional LRT Development and Financial Plan (February, 1990).

In mid-1990, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA) began an LRT
alignment study in the Northeast Corridor. The purpose of this study was to assess the
suitability of specific locations for LRT. The study was to provide information to assist
with the selection of a preferred alignment for LRT in the Northeast Corridor.

This report documents the findings and recommendations of the Northeast Corridor LRT
Alignment Study. A public hearing was held on May 23, 1991 to receive public comment
on the report before it was finalized. The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
made its alignment decisions based on the technical information provided in the study,
the recommendations of the advisory committees, and comments received from the
public and other agencies.

DESCRIPTION OF LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT

Light rail transit consists of steel wheeled vehicles that operate on train tracks and are
powered by overhead electrical wires. LRT is defined as "an urban electric railroad
system characterized by its ability to operate single cars or short trains along exclusive
rights-of-way at ground level, on aerial structures, in subways, or occasionally, in
reserved lanes on city streets" (Transportation Research Board, 1989). LRT can operate
at speeds that are competitive with the automobile. Train length and operating
frequency can be varied to meet passenger demand.

Passengers board LRT trains at stations spaced approximately one-half to one and one-
half miles apart. Most passengers will reach stations using feeder buses or by driving an
automobile to a park and ride lot. Some passengers will walk or bicycle to an LRT
station. LRT will be integrated with the bus routes serving nearby areas to form a
comprehensive public transit system that provides increased coverage and frequency of
service.

Light rail transit has emerged as the preferred transit solution for many metropolitan
areas in the United States. LRT is currently operating in 12 U.S. cities and is planned or
under construction in 20 other cities including the Twin Cities.

BENEFITS OF LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT

The principal potential benefits of light rail transit for the Twin Cities are:

Increases in overall transit ridership which can be achieved by offering a
comfortable, reliable and fast ride free from traffic congestion.

Revitalization of the existing bus system through restructuring of transit service and
improvements in transit service coverage and timeliness.

1
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A decrease in foreign oil dependency and improvements in air quality through
reduced gasoline consumption.

A stronger transportation system that will enhance the economic competitiveness of
the region by making it more attractive to new businesses and visitors.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION
Community participation was an integral part of this study. Public involvement included:

The Intergovernmental Committee, consisting of elected and appointed
representatives of affected cities and agencies, reviewed information and made
recommendations on policy issues.

The Technical Committee, consisting of agency staff representatives, reviewed
technical information and made recommendations on technical issues.

The Northeast Corridor Task Force, consisting of citizen representatives, reviewed
information and made recommendations on alignments and neighborhood issues.

A public forum was held in July, 1990 to gather citizen input. A public hearing was
held in May, 1991.

Presentations were made and meetings were held as requested.

ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS FOR LRT

A wide range of possible LRT alignments was initially identified in the Northeast Corridor
and evaluated on the basis of five general criteria. To be studied further, the corridor
had to:

Serve most of the study area.

Serve major trip generators in the study area.
Minimize route circuity and travel time.

Have the capability for high-speed transit service.
Have adequate right-of-way width.

Based on these initial criteria, four alternative LRT alignments were selected for more
detailed study. These alignments are shown in Figure 2 and include:

Burlington Northern Alignment

Under this alignment LRT would proceed from Fourth Street in St. Paul and follow
Broadway to Prince Street, under Lafayette Freeway and along the Burlington
Northern Railroad right-of-way to the City of White Bear Lake.

I-35E/Burlington Northern Alignment

Under this alignment LRT would proceed from Cedar Street in St. Paul and follow

12th Street, the |I-35E median, and Burlington Northern Railroad right-of-way to the
City of White Bear Lake.
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Munger Trail/Burlington Northern Alignment

Under this alignment LRT would proceed from Cedar Street in St. Paul and follow
12th Street, the |-35E median, the Willard Munger State Trail, and Burlington
Northern Railroad right-of-way to the City of White Bear Lake.

Munger Trail/T.H. 61 Alignment

Under this alignment LRT would proceed from Cedar Street in St. Paul and follow
12th Street, the |I-35E median, the Willard Munger State Trail, the west side of T.H. 61
and Burlington Northern Railroad right-of-way to the City of White Bear Lake.

ALIGNMENT EVALUATION

The four alternative LRT alignments were evaluated on the basis of the following
evaluation criteria:

Projected daily ridership

Estimated new transit riders (impact on congestion)

Travel time

Estimated capital cost

Estimated operating costs

Right-of-way acquisition needed

Economic impacts

Traffic and parking impacts

Pedestrian, handicapped and trail user impacts (access and safety)
Neighborhood impacts (noise, visual)

Potential for other significant environmental impacts (wetlands, etc.)
Compatibility with existing plans (city, park, etc.)

The results of that evaluation are summarized in Table 1.

FINDINGS

Of the alignments evaluated for the Northeast Corridor, the Munger Trail/T.H. 61
alignment and the Munger Trail/Burlington Northern alignment have less potential for
successful LRT implementation. They are less feasible due to lower estimated ridership,
higher capital costs, significantly more at-grade street crossings, as well as right-of-way
constraints.

Both the |-35E/Burlington Northern alignment and the Burlington Northern alignment
have greater potential for LRT. These alignments are compared as follows:

The I-35E alignment would carry about 500 fewer daily riders than the Burlington
Northern but would attract a greater number of new riders from automobiles.

The Burlington Northern alignment construction costs would be approximately 30
percent lower than the |-35E alignment.




TABLE 1 — SUMMARY OF EVALUATION CRITERIA — ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS FOR LRT IN THE NORTHEAST CORRIDOR

CRITERIA

1. Total Daily LRT
Riders (2010)

BURLINGTON NORTHERN

12,100

I-35E/
BURLINGTON NORTHERN

11,600

MUNGER TRAIL/
BURLINGTON NORTHERN

10,800

MuUNGER TRAIL/T.H. 61

9,600

2. New LRT Riders (2010)

2,500

3,200

2,400

2,300

3. Travel Time

26 Minutes

23 Minutes

26 Minutes

26 Minutes

4. Capital Cost

$170 Million

$220 Million

$220 Million

$220 Million

5. Annual LRT
Operating Cost

$3.8 Million

$4.1 Million

$4.0 Million

$3.8 Million

. Net Bus Savings

$1.1 Million

$375,000

$350,000

$350,000

. Right-of-Way
Issues

Minor

12th St., I-35E

DNR Trail, 12th St., I-35E

DNR Trail, 12th St., I-35E,
Keller Lake

8. Traffic and
Parking Impacts

13 Grade Crossings,
Broadway Street

10 Grade Crossings,
12th Street

15 Grade Crossings,
12th Street

33 Grade Crossings,
12th Street

. Pedestrian Safety

Moderate

Moderate

Moderate

Poor

. Compatible with
Existing Plans

Yes

Yes

No

No

. Development
Potential

Yes

Yes

Yes

. Noise Impacts

Yes

Yes

Yes

. Visual Impacts

Yes

Yes

Yes

. Parkland/Wetland
Impacts

Indirect

Indirect

Indirect




The I-35E alignment would provide an end-to-end trip three minutes faster than the
Burlington Northern alignment. The Burlington Northern alignment would provide
more service to St. Paul neighborhoods and to the Maplewood Mall area than the
I-35E alignment.

Construction of LRT in the median of |-35E would require reconstruction of the
highway and acquisition of five miles of Burlington Northern right-of-way.
Construction of the Burlington Northern alignment would require acquisition of 10.5
miles of railroad right-of-way.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND ACTIONS

Upon consideration of the study results, advisory committees made recommendations
regarding a preferred alignment. Members of the Intergovernmental Committee present
at its March 12 meeting recommended the Burlington Northern alignment as the
preferred alignment. The Technical Committee and the Northeast Corridor Task Force
recommended that both the |-35E and Burlington Northern alignments be considered
viable options for LRT construction in the future. Continued planning on the alignments
was recommended; it was also recommended that the Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority proceed with acquisition of the Burlington Northern Railroad right-of-
way from downtown St. Paul to Beam Avenue.

After careful consideration of the technical project information, the committee
recommendations, and comments received from the public, Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority on July 9, 1991 adopted a resolution containing the following
directives regarding the Northeast LRT Corridor:

1. The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority supports the construction of light
rail transit in the Northeast Corridor between downtown St. Paul and downtown
White Bear Lake.

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority will continue negotiations with
the Burlington Northern for purchase of right-of-way between downtown St. Paul
and Beam Avenue for construction of both LRT and a trail.

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority will continue to explore the
feasibility for light rail transit in both the I-35E and Burlington Northern corridors so
that (1) LRT can be incorporated into reconstruction of |-35E if the opportunity
arises and (2) joint LRT/trail development is planned for the Burlington Northern
right-of-way.

SPECIAL ISSUES

There are several issues which will need to be addressed in more detail during
preliminary design and environmental reviews of LRT in the Northeast Corridor. These
issues, which are discussed in more detail in the report, are:

1. Purchase of the Burlington Northern Right-of-Way--Negotiations will need to be
completed between the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and the
Burlington Northern for the acquisition of railroad right-of-way in order to proceed
with light rail transit in this alignment.




Resolution of the Downtown Connection and Coordination of LRT Service with

Other Corridors--The recommended entry to the St. Paul Central Business District

(CBD) for the Burlington Northern alignment is via Broadway to Fourth Street in

the vicinity of the Gillette Company plant. Selection of the alignment for this

%onr}gction must be coordinated with the Ramsey County South and East LRT
orridors.

Connections to the Maplewood Mall Area--Transit service to the Maplewood Mall
area from the Burlington Northern alignment could be provided either by feeder
bus or a deviation in the LRT alignment. Preliminary analysis indicates feeder bus
service would be more cost-effective than a rail connection. Ifit is determined that
a rail connection should be made, then a specific alignment should be determined
and the impacts of this alignment change on the performance and cost of the
Burlington Northern alignment should be reassessed.

Staging or Phasing of Construction--Future studies may need to address the
desirability of staging LRT construction in the Northeast Corridor as provided for
in the regional LRT plan. The Intergovernmental Committee and the Northeast
Corridor Task Force have recommended against staging or phasing construction.

Joint Trail and LRT Use of the Burlington Northern Right-of-Way--In 1989, the
Metropolitan Council designated the abandoned Burlington Northern Railroad
corridor as part of the Regional Parks and Open Space System with potential
shared use with LRT. Ramsey County and the City of St. Paul are developing a
trail master plan in coordination with County LRT planning efforts. Joint LRT/trail
use along the Burlington Northern alignment can enhance the overall value of the
corridor by furthering transportation and recreational goals.

hedule for rading of I-35E--The expansion of I-35E from six to eight lanes is
included in the Minnesota Department of Transportation’s Metro twenty-year plan
but it is not a high priority project and funding is uncertain at this time. If funding
should become available to reconstruct I-35E, if LRT continues to be a feasible
alternative in the |-35E alignment, and if LRT has not yet been constructed along
the Burlington Northern alignment, then consideration should be given to
construction of LRT as part of the highway reconstruction project.

Mitigation of Impacts on Neighborhoods and/or Natural Resources--More
detailed analysis of the potential for significant impacts on neighborhoods and
natural resources will be required as part of the Environmental Impact Statement
process. This process will require the identification of ways to mitigate any
significant impacts.

Funding--At the present time, there is limited funding available for the planning
and design of light rail transit. There is not adequate funding at this time for the
construction of LRT in any corridor, including the Northeast Corridor. The
availability or lack of funds will determine the schedule for implementation of light
rail transit in this and other corridors.
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RAMSEY COUNTY

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT

2015 N. Van Dyke Street Telephone (612) 777-1707
Maplewood, Minnesota 55109-3796 Fax (612) 777-6519

Gregory A. Mack, Director

MEMORANDUM

TO: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director, Light Rail Transit Planning

FROM: Gregory A. Mack \;\;:\ A

SUBJECT: Burlington Northern Regional Trail Corridor

DATE: January 25, 1993

BACKGROUND

In 1989, the Metropolitan Council designated the Burlington Northern Railroad right of
way as a regional trail corridor with the understanding that the corridor could also be
used for light rail transit. Dual use of the corridor was supported by the Ramsey County
Board of Commissioners, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority and the St.
Paul City Council. The 1991 Ramsey County Northeast Corridor LRT Alignment Study
reaffirmed the joint trail and light rail transit use of the Burlington Northern right of way.

TRAIL DEVELOPMENT STATUS

Development of the Burlington Northern Regional Trail Corridor is included in the first
fiscal year of the Metropolitan Council's Regional Recreation Open Space Capital Im-
provement Program. The designated implementing agencies for the project are Ramsey
County (north of Larpenteur Avenue) and the city of St. Paul (south of Larpenteur Av-
enue). The Capital Improvement Program was presented to the legislature in 1992 as
part of a $29.9 million bonding bill request. The legislature funded $2.5 million of this re-
quest but appropriations did not include funding for the Burlington Northern Regional
Trail Corridor.

The federal funding program for highways, known as the Intermodal Surface Transporta-
tion Efficiency Act (ISTEA) includes funding for trails and bikeways. In 1992, the
Metropolitan Council Transportation Advisory Board solicited bikeway and walkway
projects to be funded under the Surface Transportation Program. At the time of solicita-
tion, the Transportation Advisory Board indicated that $1.5 million was available for
funding. The program requires a minimum local match of twenty percent (20%).




In response to this solicitation, the Ramsey County Parks and Recreation Department
submitted a joint application with the Public Works Department for development of the
Burlington Northern Regional Trail Corridor between Frost Avenue and Beam Avenue.
The total cost of the project was estimated at $300,000, with a federal share request of
$240,000. The local share ($60,000) is eligible for funding by the Metropolitan Council.

The Technical Advisory Committee of the Metropolitan Council's Transportation Advi-
sory Board recommended ISTEA funding for the Burlington Northern Regional Trail Cor-
ridor in the amount of $240,000. The project ranked third out of 72 project submittals.
The Departments of Parks and Recreation and Public Works will jointly plan and develop
the trail.

In 1992, the Legislative Commission on Minnesota Resources (LCMR) considered re-
quests for park, trail and natural resources grants for fiscal year 1994. The Metropolitan
Council submitted a grant proposal of $4.5 million for "trail linkages" which included the
Burlington Northern Regional Trail Corridor. The LCMR recommended funding $2 mil-
lion for trail linkages without specifying projects. The Burlington Northern Regional
Trail Corridor is eligible for funding under this program. Currently, the legislature is
considering the recommendations of the LCMR. Upon legislative ratification of the
LCMR recommendation, the Metropolitan Council will issue grants based on a set of cri-
teria established by the Metropolitan Parks and Open Space Commission. (There is no
assurance that the Burlington Northern Regional Trail will be funded.)

In order to be eligible for Metropolitan Council funding of the local share of the Burling-
ton Northern Regional Trail Corridor development, a master plan must be approved by
the Metropolitan Council. Since Ramsey County and the city of St. Paul are both imple-
menting agencies for the project, a joint master plan is required. The master plan is sub-
stantially complete and will be presented, in the near future, to the Ramsey County Board
of Commissioners, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, St. Paul City Council
and the Metropolitan Council.

In addition to the master plan, a joint powers agreement is necessary to define roles and

responsibilities of the county, city and rail authority in the future development and oper-
ation of the corridor. A draft document is currently being reviewed by staff.

GAM/clm
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Project Description and Purpose

The Phalen Corridor.is at the heart of the East Side, and its future is pivotal to the future of sur-
rounding neighborhoods and much of the East Side. The corridor is currently undergoing substan-
tial change. It is becoming the focus of high unemployment and rapidly increasing poverty on the
East Side. There has been a substantial loss of manufacturing jobs and a decline in industrial prop-
erty value in the area since 1980. Trends in residential property values, vacant housing units, crime,
and the stability of the area are in the wrong direction. The purpose of the East Side/Phalen
Corridor Redevelopment Proposal is to reverse these trends.

While the Phalen Corridor is facing some serious problems, it also has some important assets: strong
industries such as 3M and Strohs, the commercial areas along Payne and Arcade, solid nearby
neighborhoods, and access to recreational opportunities at Lake Phalen. The purpose of the East
Side/Phalen Corridor Redevelopment Proposal is to protect and build on these assets.

The East Side/Phalen Corridor Redevelopment Proposal combines major transit and transportation
infrastructure improvements with commercial and industrial redevelopment initiatives, housing
redevelopment, connections to bicycle trails and recreational opportunities, job training and refer-
ral programs, and physical improvements to increase safety, attractiveness to customers and
investors, and neighborhood pride in the area. It is intended to create better access for existing
businesses as well as for potential commercial, industrial and residential redevelopment. It is
intended to create more jobs in the area and better access to jobs and job training outside of the
area. Itisintended to transform a declining area at the heart of the East Side into a safe, stable
and attractive area that is an asset to the East Side.
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Phalen Corridor/Phalen Boulevard Overall Concept

Phalen Boulevard has long been recognized as a major East Side opportu-
nity for business and employment development, improved access to
recreation, and better transit and transportation links among East Side,
downtown and northeast suburban employment and development sites.
it would run through one of Saint Paul's original railroad-oriented indus-
trial areas where many major businesses have left and new industrial
development is hampered by lack of good roadm:ay access.

The East Side Improvement Coalition Economic Development Task Force
has recommended that the Phalen Corridor be redeveloped as a new
industrial and employment opportunity area for the East Side. Both the
District 4 and District 5 Plans identify the area as one of their prime
employment and business centers. The Districts have serious concern
about the loss of businesses and manufacturing employment in the area
in recent years.

The need for Phalen Boulevard was identified in the 1979 Streets and
Highways chapter of the Saint Paul Comprehensive Plan. The District 4
Dayton's Bluff Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan, also adopted by The
City Council in 1979, recommends study and implementation of the
boulevard along the northern boundary of District 4 and district council
involvement in discussing industrial land use needs and employment of
area residents. The 1979 District 5 Payne-Phalen Chapter of the
Comprehensive Plan establishes economic goals to encourage existing
industrial uses to remain and expand in the area, notes that the boule-
vard would provide a good east-west route that would reduce unaccept-
ably high traffic volumes on Maryland, and recommends that the City
proceed with preliminary design and engineering. The Transit Chapter of
the Comprehensive Plan, adopted by the City Council in 1981, identifies
the Phalen Corridor as a potential transit corridor between downtown
Saint Paul, Maplewood and White Bear Lake, and recommends evalua-
tion of the feasibility of Light Rail Transit (LRT) in the corridor.
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Development of Phalen Boulevard became much more feasible when
Burlington Northern abandoned its railroad right-of-way in the corridor
in 1989. Since then, the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
(RCRRA) has assessed the potential for LRT in the corridor and has
acquired the abandoned Burlington Northern right-of-way to preserveit
for transportation and recreation uses. Saint Paul Parks and Recreation is "
developing plans for bicycle and pedestrian trails in the corridor. A
District 5 task force has recently drafted a plan for the East Consolidated
area that recommends construction of Phalen Boulevard to provide bet-
ter access to businesses along Payne and Arcade, and to reduce traffic on
heavily traveled neighborhood streets. In addition, the Phalen Village
Small Area Plan Task Force in District 2 is recommending construction of
Phalen Boulevard as a key component in revitalization of the Phalen

Center area. .
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All industrial properties would
benefit from improved auto,
truck, and transit access.

Phalen Boulevard would

reduce traffic congestion
|_ on Maryland Avenue,

Improving access will help stog
dedlining residential property
values

New redevelopment
opportunities for existing Improved auto, truck, and transit
scrap yards. access to commercial an Arcade
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Phalen Village Area Concept Plan

to provide major infrastructure improvements; to
ransit, jobs and job training; to improve the physical development pattern
that increase personal safety and help to control crime; and to make some
mental improvements in the area. Some of the key ideas and recommen-
ut of the task force are noted below. *

of the area in ways
significant environ
dations coming o

Key Ideas and Recommendations

1. Concentrate a smaller, more neighborhood-

and pedestrian-oriented
mercial area along Maryland between Clare

Phalen Village com-
nce and Prosperity.

a separated bicycle and
Northern right-of-

Create a special design district for Phalen Village to guarantee some basic leve] of quality
for new development and to implement measures to control crime through environmen-
tal design. Increasing the level of confidence about the quality of surrounding develop-

and the safety of the area are keys to attracting investors. The attractiveness of the
area and the perception of safety are also keys to attracting customers,

programs; yo
information
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Phalen Boulevard Project Location

The proposed Phalen Boulevard alignment follows railroad right-of-way between
Downtown Saint Paul and the south end of Lake Phalen. It would use a portion of the
abandoned Burlington Northern right-of-way recently purchased by the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority. The roadway would connect with I-35E at the
Pennsylvania Avenue interchange via an extension of Pennsylvania Avenue. It would
also connect with University Avenue, East Seventh Street and Lafayette Freeway at its
southwestern end near Downtown Saint Paul. The northwestern end of Phalen
Boulevard would be at the intersection of Maryland Avenue and Prosperity Avenue
near Phalen Center.

Transportation and Access Benefits of Phalen Boulevard

A primary function of Phalen Boulevard is to provide better access and visibility to exist-
ing and potential industrial and commercial sites along the corridor, including the
Space Center area, Williams Hill, the Payne-Arcade area, and the Phalen Center area. It
would reduce travel times to many East Side locations which are now perceived as
*hard to get to."

Phalen Boulevard would also relieve other less suitable streets in the area of a substan-
tial amount of truck and auto traffic. It would reduce traffic by about 25% on
Maryland east of I-35E, a heavily traveled, narrow street lined with houses that current-
ly has a high accident rate. On White Bear south of Maryland, a similar street, it would
reduce traffic by about 15%. It is expected to reduce traffic on sections of Payne,
Lafayette and Tedesco in Railroad Island by about 15 to 30%.

Regional Transit Access for Phalen Corridor

Phalen Corridor residents who need jobs not only need more employment opportuni-
tiesin the area. They also need better transit access to major employment centers out-
side of their neighborhood. Because of location relative to major employment centers
in the Twin Cities, transit service from the East Side to employment opportunities is gen-
erally not as good as from the western part of the City. Providing substantially better
regional transit access can have significant impact on employment and the market for
residential property in the Phalen Corridor. d “

The Regional Transit Board's *Vision for Transit* calls for express bus service between
Maplewood Mall and Downtown St. Paul, and from there to other major education
and employment centers such as the University of Minnesota and Downtown
Minneapolis. This kind of regional transit access may eventually be provided by Light
Rail Transit. But it can and should be provided much more quickly and economically
with buses. '
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Concept for Phalen Boulevard with Regional Trail
Connections and Provision for Future Light Rail Transit

In addition to providing better access to East Side commercial and industrial *
sites and regional transit access, development of Phalen Boulevard is an
Opportunity to provide Phalen Corridor residents with better access to
recreational amenities such as Lake Phalen and to the regional trail system.
Separated bicycle and pedestrian paths along Phaken Boulevard would
serve both commuters and recreational walkers and bicyclists.

The trail along Phalen Boulevard would connect with existing trails along
Lake Phalen and from there with the Willard Munger State Trail. A possible
connection to the Gateway segment of the Munger Trail would create a
loop that would be highly desirable for recreational use. Together with a
trail connection through Swede Hollow Park to the Great River Road open
space and riverfront trail system, the trail along Phalen Boulevard would
provide a link in the regional trail system between Fort Snelling and
Stillwater, and eventually Duluth.

Enough right-of-way should be acquired to provide space for landscaping,
separation of bicycle and pedestrian trails, and future construction of Light
Rail Transit. A concept for this is shown in the "Ideal Section® drawings.
While the *Ideal Section* may not be practical in the most constricted area
of the Phalen Boulevard alignment between Arcade and Earl, enough right-
of-way should be acquired to at least provide space for the design shown in
the *Minimum Section* drawings.
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Phalen Boulevard/Phalen Corridor Redevelopment Phasing

Phalen Boulevard can be constructed in stages, each successive stage providing
better access for the Phalen Center area and other commercial and industrial
areas along the boulevard. And each successive stage would bring more relief for
Maryland and other congested streets.

Construction of the section of Phalen Boulevard hetween Johnson Parkway and
Maryland is a key to the redevelopment of the Phalen Center area envisioned by
the Phalen Village Small Area Plan Task Force.

The section of Phalen Boulevard between Johnson Parkway and Arcade, much of
which would use part of the abandoned Burlington Northern right-of-way
recently acquired by the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, could begin
to provide needed regional transit access with express buses long before Light
Rail Transit is built in this corridor. Such express bus service would begin to
change land use patterns in the corridor and create the demand for transit need-
‘ed to justify investment in LRT. Light Rail Transit could be added later when
needed to accommodate the demand. Bicycle and pedestrian trails constructed as
part of this section would be a key link in the regional trail system.

The sections of Phalen Boulevard west of Arcade would greatly improve access to
the regional highway system, open vacant and underused land for development,
and create as efficient internal circulation system in the developing Lafayette Park

area.
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Council Resolution

Qresented By

Referred To Committee: Date

Out oonmmitlee By ‘ Date

WHEREAS, the Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority has prepared a Draft
Comprehensive Light Rail Transit Plan for Ramsey Countys and

WHEREAS, the Draft Comprehensive Light Rail Transit Plan for Ramsey County was
released for public review and comment in July of 1989; and

WHEREAS, the Saint Paul Planning Commission has reviewed the draft plan and
submitted comments to the Mayor and City Council of the City of Saint Paul;
and

WHEREAS, Saint Paul City Council, through its Housing and Economic Development
Committee, has reviewed the plan and the comments of the Saint Paul Planning
Commission as well as discussed the plan with representatives of the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Saint Paul City Council finds that the
draft Light Rail Transit Plan for Ramsey County is consistent with the Saint
Paul Comprehensive Plan insofar as both support the concept of light rail
transit as important elements of the transit system but lacks the necessary
specificity to adequately determine complete consistency with the Saint Paul
Comprehensive Plan; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the draft Comprehensive Light Rail Transit Plan for
Ramsey County specifies potential corridors, route alignments, downtown
alignments, systems costs and funding methods which require further study
before consistency with the Saint Paul Comprehensive Plan can be determined;
and be it

COUNCIL MEMBERS
Yeas Nays Requested by Department of:
Dimond
Long
Goswitz
Rettman X
Scheibel — Against By
Sonnen
Wilson

.dop!ed by Council: D.ate Form Approved by City Attorney
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. FURTHER RESOLVED that the City of Saint Paul adopts tha following éomﬁents:

1. That the Rz.isey County Regicnal Rail Authority develop guidelines and
methodology for ths continued involvement of the City of Saint Paul and
other affected bodies in future light rail planning activities and
decisions and that these guidelines and methods be incorporated in the
LRT Comprehensive Plan; ; 7 s

That future studies for ths implementation of light rail transit include
~the investigation of the fpas1b111ty of alternative transit and
transportation -or modes for each corridor; *

That the capital costs ptesented in the Comprehensive Plan reﬁ}esent the
total anticipated system costs, not just corridor construction costs,
also that the funding scenarios be related to the projected costs of the
qroposed system and that all potential funding sources be included.

That the City of Saint Paul supports the immediate acquisition of the
northeast Burlington Northern right of way from the easterly edge of "
downtown Saint Paul to-the northern Ramsey County line by the Ramsey
County Regional Rail Authority to be jointly developed as socn as '
development funds are available as a trail corridor by the City of Saint
Paul and Ramsey County to the fullest extent possible with appropriate
access and amenities, with the understanding that such development as a
trail does not preclude in.any way possible future joint use of the.
trail with light rail transit. 5 o S g BT

That the City of Saint Paul urges the Ramsey County Regional Rail .
 Authority to initiate necessary studies as soon as possible to determine.
which alignment will be used for 1light ‘rail transit in the northeast
corridor so that the master planning for the trail corridor can i
accommodate 1ight rail transit if necessary; and be it -
—Fstat+-RESOLVED that these comments be fcrwarded to the Ramsey County
Regional Rail Authority for its consideration. _ a -
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FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the administration to enter
into a joint power agreement within 30 days between the City and Ramsey County
and/or the Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority to manage the Phalen Creek
Trail from Kellogg Boulevard on the south to Larpenteur on the north; and be
it

FINALLY RESOLVED, that the city of Saint Paul continue to plan for the trail,
and if there is due delay in acquisition by the County, the Joint Power Agreement
will permit the City to proceed with the acquisition.
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_ RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
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:BoudActionRequmd

v p— Authorize staff to issue a Request for
Originating Dey -5 ' Proposals (RFP) for consultant services

y ié7/é3 for Phase I Environmental Audit for
: . Northeast Corridor right of way.
Autho! ture Date

ACTION IS REQUESTED

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Request for Proposals

//1?/6

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
February 9, 1993

Board Date




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
(RCRRA) purchased abandoned railroad right of way from
Burlington Northern Railroad in December, 1992; and

WHEREAS, In order to establish a baseline if
environmental issues arise, it 1is necessary to conduct a
Phase I environmental audit to set a baseline condition; Now,
Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority authorizes the issuance of a request for proposals
for selection of a consultant to conduct a Phase I
environmental audit of the Northeast Corridor right of way.

hn T. Finley, Chairman By
John iy Warren W. Schaber, Secretary ‘\~




FFICE OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY
. AT T TP
RAMSEY COUNTY

SUTTE 100
ST. PETER STREET

MEMORANDUM

Kathy DeSpiegelaere
Ramsey County Regional Rail Authority
Suite 360 RCGC West

o —

FROM: David MacMillan _
Assistant Ramsey County Attorney

DATE: January 26, 1993

SUBJECT: Phase I Environmental Audit RFP

Enclosed for your review is Phase I Environmental Audit RFP.
This is in the new County format. Please note that items
III(B)(1l)(b) on page 4; Amount of Bond on page 8; and Term on
page 16, must be completed.

DM /dm
enclosure




REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL AUDIT OF ABANDONED
BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY
IN RAMSEY COUNTY

Issued by:

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY




You are invited to submit a proposal to Ramsey County Regional Rail

Authority in accordance with this Request for Proposal (RFP).

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

Phase I Environmental Audit of Abandoned
Burlington Northern Railroad Right-of-Way

in Ramsey County.




PROJECT INFORMATION

A.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project for which proposals are being solicited is a
Phase I Environmental Audit/Assessment of the abandoned
Burlington Northern Railroad right of way corridor
(hereinafter the Corridor) lying between approximately
Kellogg Boulevard in downtown St. Paul and a point
approximately ninety (90) feet north of Beam Avenue in
Maplewood. The Corridor varies in width and is
approximately 6.5 miles long. A complete survey of the
area involved may be inspected at the office listed below.

[Reserved]
DEPARTMENT CONTACTS

Proposers may direct questions regarding this
solicitation and prior to submission of their proposal
to:

Ms. Kathryn DeSpiegelaere

Director of LRT Planning

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Suite 360

50 West Kellogg Boulevard

St. Paul, Minnesota 55102

II. SCOPE OF SERVICES

A.

GENERAL

Preparation of a Phase I Environmental
Audit/Assessment of the Corridor.

PROJECT TASKS
Project tasks shall be as follows:
1. Historical Review

Site plans and surveys

Aerial photos

Nearby surface water and drainage
Consider adjacent property and its use
Review topographic maps, geologic and
hydrologic data for the site vicinity
Note locations of water supply wells




Estimate types of soil, and depth to
groundwater and bedrock
Review published surface and subsurface
information:
1) Geotechnical boring and well logs
2) Stream quality data
3) Utility plans
4) Site zoning
Review site ownership records back to 1940
Determine proximity of Superfund sites, and
any candidates for Superfund within three (3)
miles
Review public records to determine any
regulatory history, citations, reported
accidents or spills,
Interview appropriate public officials
Interview parties who may be familiar with
site history
Site Reconnaissance
a. Walk-over
b. Note and record pertinent site information
1) Location and sizes of structures
2) Evidence of any below-grade tanks
Distressed vegetation
Signs of chemical production or storage
Any trash or rubble
Types of businesses operating in area

. Evidence of any illegal disposal tactics
Adjacent site information

III. EVALUATION AND SELECTION
A. TIMETABLE
B. VALID PROPOSAL

1. Proposal Contents.

In order for a proposal to be considered, it must
conform to the following requirements:

a. Proposals must be in writing with five (5)
copies submitted.

The proposal must be received no later than
4:30 p.m. on , 1993, at the
following address:

Ms. Kathryn DeSpiegelaere
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

Suite 360

50 West Kellogg Boulevard
St. Paul, Minnesota 55102

=




Proposals must be signed by an officer of the .
proposer.

Proposal must have a copy of these
requirements attached to it.

Final Submission Date of Proposals.

Withdrawal of Proposal/Changes.

A proposal may be withdrawn on written request of
the proposer prior to the proposal due date.
Negligence of the proposer in preparing this
proposal confers no right to withdraw the proposal
after the proposal due date. Prior to opening,
changes may be made, provided the change is
initialed by the proposer or the proposer's agent.
If the intent of the proposer is not clearly
identifiable, the interpretation most advantageous
to the RCRRA will prevail. Once submitted, a
proposal becomes public property and will not be
returned.

Proposal Submission.

a. The response must include an original and four
(4) copies of the proposal. The first page of
the original must have the original signature
of the officer who will be accountable for all
representations. Unsigned proposals may be
considered invalid.

To facilitate proposal opening, the original
copy (including any bid bond required) only
should be sealed in a separate envelope or
box. The name, address, and RFP number should
be clearly marked on the outside. The
remaining copies may be wrapped or boxed
together.

EVALUATION

RCRRA reserves the right to reject any and all
proposals. RCRRA reserves the right to accept other
than the lowest cost proposal.

CONTRACT AWARD

1. A contract will be executed between the successful
proposer(s) and RCRRA. The contract will include
the terms set forth in Section IV.B of this RFP .
and the proposer's proposal.




/ 2. The RCRRA reserves the right to waive minor
. irreqularities in the proposal request process.
Iv. CONDITIONS
A. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The proposer, by submitting a proposal, agrees to the
following conditions:

1. Costs of Proposal.

RCRRA will not be responsible for any costs
incurred by proposers in preparing proposals.

Independent Price Determination.

Proposers are held legally responsible for their
proposals and proposal budgets. Proposers are not
to collude with other proposers or competitors or
take any other action which will restrict
competition. Evidence of such activity will
result in rejection of the proposal.

Reimbursement /Payment.

Contingencies.

If addenda are needed, all recipients of the
original RFP will be notified.

Cancellation.

The RCRRA reserves the right to cancel this
request at any time.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

The following conditions must be included in the
response to the RFP and any resulting contract:

1. Nonassignability.

The Contractor shall not assign any interest in
this agreement and shall not transfer any interest
in the same, whether by subcontract, assignment or
novation, without the prior written consent of the
RCRRA.

2. Independent Contractor.

In the performance of this agreement, the




Contractor is an independent contractor, and
neither it, its agents, employees, assigns or
other persons, while engaged in the performance of
any work or services required to be performed by
the RCRRA under this agreement, shall be
considered employees of RCRRA. Nothing contained
in this Agreement shall be construed as creating
the relationship of co-partners, joint venturers
or an association between RCRRA and Contractor.

Hold Harmless.

The Contractor agrees to defend, indemnify, and
hold RCRRA, its employees and officials harmless
from any claims, demands, actions or causes of
action, including reasonable attorneys' fees,
arising out of any act or omission on the part of
the Contractor, or its subcontractors, partners or
independent contractors or any of their agents or
employees, in the performance of or with relation
to any of the work or services to be performed or
furnished by the Contractor or the subcontractors,
partners, or independent contractors or any of
their agents or employees, under the terms of this
agreement.

Alteration.

Any alteration, variation, modification, or waiver
of the provisions of this Agreement shall be valid
only after it has been reduced to writing and duly
signed by both parties.

Insurance.

(Note: The department has the responsibility for
checking with the Ramsey County Risk Manager
regarding the specific insurance requirements for
the services being requested, prior to submission
of the RFP.)

a. Contractor shall purchase and maintain such
insurance as will protect the Contractor from
claims which may arise out of, or result from,
the Contractor's operations under the
contract, whether such operations be by the
Contractor or by any subcontractor or by
anyone directly employed by them, or by anyone
for whose acts any one of them may be liable.

Contractor shall secure the following
coverages and comply with all provisions
noted. Certificates of Insurance shall be
issued evidencing such coverage to the County.




1) General Liability Insurance
Commercial General Liability Insurance
(ISO CGL)

Minimum Limits:
$600,000 each event limit
$1,000,000 general aggregate
$1,000,000 products/completed
operations total limit
$ 600,000 personal injury &
advertising liability

The policy is to be written on an occurrence
basis or as acceptable to the County's Risk
Manager. Certificate of Insurance must
indicate if the policy is issued on a claims-
made or occurrence basis and if coverage is
provided for X, C, U hazards if applicable.

2) Automobile Liability Insurance

a) Minimum limit: $600,000 combined
single limit

b) Coverage shall include hired, non-
owned and owned automobiles.

Workers' Compensation & Employer's
Liability

a) Workers' Compensation per Minnesota
State statute

b) Employer's Liability shall have
Minimum Limits:

$500,000 per accident; $500,000 per
employee; $500,000 per disease policy
limit

Other States Coverage

Professional Liability Insurance (if
applicable)

Minimum limits:
$ 600,000 per claim
$1,000,000 aggregate

Fidelity bond (covering Contractor's
employees having access to money) in a
total amount of $ (1f
applicable).




6) License as required.

All certificates of insurance shall provide
that the insurance company give the RCRRA
thirty (30) days prior written notice of
cancellation, non-renewal or any material
changes in the policy.

The above sub-paragraphs establish minimum
insurance requirements, and it is the sole
responsibility of the Contractor to purchase
and maintain additional insurance that may be
necessary in connection with this contract.

The Contractor shall not commence work until
the Contractor has obtained the required
insurance and filed an acceptable certificate
of insurance with the Ramsey County Risk
Manager. Copies of insurance policies shall be
submitted to the RCRRA upon request.

Nothing in this contract shall constitute a
waiver by RCRRA of any statutory limits or
exceptions on liability.

Certificates shall specifically indicate if
the policy is written with an admitted or non-
admitted carrier. Best's rating for the
insurer shall be noted on the certificate, and
shall not be less than a B+.

H) On the certificate, agent shall certify that
the agency carries error and omissions
coverage.

Non-Conforming Services.

The acceptance by the RCRRA of any non-conforming
services under the terms of this agreement or the
foregoing by the RCRRA of any of the rights or
remedies arising under the terms of this agreement
shall not constitute a waiver of the RCRRA's right
to conforming services or any rights and/or
remedies in respect to any subsequent breach or
default of the terms of this agreement. The
rights and remedies of the RCRRA provided or
referred to under the terms of this agreement are
cumulative and not mutually exclusive.

Waste Reduction.

The Contractor shall participate in a recycling
program for at least four broad types of
recyclable materials and shall favor the purchase




of recycled products in its procurement processes.
All reports, publications and documents produced
as a result of this contract shall be printed on
both sides of the paper, where commonly accepted
publishing practices allows, on recycled and
recyclable paper using soy-based inks, and shall
be bound in a manner that does not use glue.

Setoff.

Notwithstanding any provision of this agreement to
the contrary, the Contractor shall not be relieved
of liability to the RCRRA for damages sustained by
the RCRRA by virtue of any breach of this
Agreement by the Contractor. The RCRRA may
withhold any payments to the Contractor for the
purpose of setoff until such time as the exact
amount of damages due the County from the
Contractor is determined.

Equal Employment Opportunity.

The Contractor agrees to comply with all federal,
state and local laws, resolutions, ordinances,
rules, regulations and executive orders pertaining
to unlawful discrimination on account of race,
color, creed, religion, national origin, sex,
marital status, status with regard to public
assistance, sexual preference, disability, or age.
When required by law and requested by the RCRRA,
the Contractor shall furnish a written affirmative
action plan.

Termination.

a. With Cause. The RCRRA reserves the right to
suspend or terminate this Agreement if the
Contractor violates any of the terms or
conditions of this Agreement or does not
fulfill in a timely and proper manner its
obligations under this Agreement as determined
by the RCRRA. 1In the event that the RCRRA
exercises its right of suspension or
termination under this Paragraph, it shall
submit written notice to the Contractor
specifying the extent of such suspension or
termination under this Paragraph, the reasons
therefore, and the date upon which such
suspension or termination becomes effective.
Upon receipt of such notice, the Contractor
shall take all actions necessary to
discontinue further commitments of funds to
the extent that they relate to the suspended
or terminated portions of this Agreement.




Without Cause. The RCRRA may terminate this
Agreement without cause and for any reason
whatsoever upon giving at least thirty(30)
days written notice thereof to the other
party. In such event, the Contractor shall be
entitled to receive compensation for the
services provided in a satisfactory manner up
to and including the effective date of
termination.

Compliance with Applicable Law.

The Contractor agrees to comply with all federal,
state and local laws or ordinances, and all
applicable rules, regulations, and standards
established by any agency of such governmental
units, which are now or hereafter promulgated
insofar as they relate to the Contractor's
performance of the provisions of this agreement.
It shall be the obligation of the Contractor to
apply for, pay for and obtain all permits and/or
licenses required by any governmental agency for
the provision of those services contemplated
herein.

Access to Documents.

a. The RCRRA, its authorized representative, or
the State Auditor shall have full access to
all records relating to the performance of
this Agreement.

The Contractor agrees to maintain records
relative to all services provided by it under
the terms of this Agreement and shall retain
all such documentation for three (3) years
following the termination of this Agreement.
Such records shall be made available for audit
or inspection at any time upon request of the
RCRRA or its authorized representative.

Data Practices.

All data collected, created, received, maintained
or disseminated for any purpose in the course of
Contractor's performance of this agreement is
governed by the Minnesota Government Data
Practices Act, Minn. Stat. Ch. 13, other
applicable state statutes, any state rules adopted
to implement the Act or other statutes, and any
federal statutes and regulations on data privacy.
The Contractor agrees to comply strictly with
these statutes, rules and regulations.




Conflict of Interest.

The Contractor affirms that, to the best of
Contractor's knowledge, Contractor's involvement
in this contract does not result in a conflict of
interest with any party or entity which may be
affected by the terms of this contract. The
Contractor agrees that, should any conflict or
potential conflict of interest become known to
Contractor, Contractor will immediately notify the
RCRRA of the conflict or potential conflict,
specifying the part of this contract giving rise
to the conflict or potential conflict, and will
advise the RCRRA whether Contractor will or will
not resign from the other engagement or
representation.

Interpretation of Agreement; Venue.

This agreement shall be interpreted and construed
according to the laws of the State of Minnesota.
All litigation regarding this agreement shall be
venued in the District Court of the County of
Ramsey, Second Judicial District, State of
Minnesota.

Term.

This Agreement shall be in force and effect from

through or until earlier
terminated by the parties hereto pursuant to this
Agreement.

Entire Agreement.

This agreement shall constitute the entire
agreement between the parties and shall supersede
all prior oral or written negotiations.
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| Board Action Requested

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department

X fpigalocw 123
Authorized Signa Date

e e e e e e e s s e

Approve contract with Mary Elizabeth
Anderson for legislative services for an
amount not to exceed $12,000 and authorize
the Chairman of RCRRA to execute the contract
with Mary Elizabeth Anderson.

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution

2) Contract

Budgeting and i

Date / Time

County Attorney. =

Received By

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
February 9, 1993

Board Date




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
matters relating to its activities that require legislative
coordination and representation; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
approves the <contract with Mary Elizabeth Anderson for
legislative services for an amount not to exceed $12,000 through
the end of the 1993 legislative session; and Be It Further

RESOLVED, That the Chairman of Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority is authorized to execute the contract with
Mary Elizabeth Anderson.

John T. Finley, Chairman By P\
Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT

The following is an agreement between MARY ELIZABETH

ANDERSON (hereinafter the "CONTRACTOR") and RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL

RAILROAD AUTHORITY, through its Administrator’s Office (hereinafter

the "AUTHORITY").

SCOPE OF SERVICES

CONTRACTOR listed above shall provide the services as outlined
below:

A. On behalf of the AUTHORITY, CONTRACTOR agrees to provide
services as a legislative representative and consultant to
monitor the activities of the Minnesota Legislature with
particular reference to financial, programmatic, policy,
and organization issues of concern to the AUTHORITY.

On behalf of the AUTHORITY, CONTRACTOR will do research,
attend meetings, provide testimony, visit individual
legislators, relate to the media, and perform such other
services as are usual and customary for organizations which
lobby at the Minnesota legislature and with administrative
departments of the state government.

In performing services for the AUTHORITY, the CONTRACTOR
will monitor and coordinate activities with other
metropolitan Regional Railroad Authorities, particularly
activities which enhance the development and construction
of the Light Rail Transit System in the metropolitan area.
As a necessary 1incident to providing these services,
CONTRACTOR will register as an agent of the AUTHORITY with
the Minnesota State Ethical Practices Board.

On behalf of AUTHORITY, CONTRACTOR will be available for
meetings with AUTHORITY's board members and staff as
requested. The AUTHORITY'’s administrator will be the
principal contact for the CONTRACTOR on legislative
matters.

On behalf of the AUTHORITY, CONTRACTOR will work with the
Chair of the AUTHORITY, and the AUTHORITY's administrator
to:

1) Foster the growth of working relationships between

members of the Ramsey County Legislative delegation,
the AUTHORITY, and the AUTHORITY’s key staff members.

o




Develop and assist in implementing strategies
regarding how the AUTHORITY is funded in relation to
other governmental units.

3) Develop and assist in implementing the AUTHORITY's
overall lobbying efforts and program with a focus on
present as well as future legislative efforts.

4) Develop and assist in implementing strategies to
foster equitable inter-governmental funding by the
state.

CONTRACTOR will work on passage of the AUTHORITY's local
legislative initiatives and will perform other activities
as desired by AUTHORITY during the Minnesota legislative
session.

CONTRACTOR will furnish a written report monthly, beginning
on March 30 and at the end of the session to the AUTHORITY.

DELIVERY OF SERVICES

Services will be delivered from February 9, 1993, until the
legislature adjourns. The CONTRACTOR shall also perform these
services during any special session of the legislature at no
additional cost.

COST FOR SERVICES AND PAYMENT

CONTRACTOR shall receive the sum of Twelve Thousand Dollars
($12,000) for performance of its obligations, as follows:

A. The sum of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000) on February 17,
1993.

The sum of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000) on March 16,
1993

The sum of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000) on April 16,
1993.

The sum of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000) when the state
legislature adjourns its 1993 regular session.

CONTRACTOR shall also provide all services under this agreement
on behalf of the AUTHORITY for up to three business days for any
special session of the legislature in 1993 which occurs prior to
September 1, 1993, without additional compensation.

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR STATUS

It 1is agreed that nothing contained in this agreement 1is
intended or should be construed as creating the relationship of




co-partners, joint venturers, or an association with the
AUTHORITY and CONTRACTOR. The CONTRACTOR is an independent
contractor and neither it, its employees, agents, or
representatives are agents of the AUTHORITY.

INDEMNITY

CONTRACTOR agrees to defend and indemnify the AUTHORITY, its
officials, employees, and agents from any and all liability,
loss or damage they may suffer as a result of claims, demands,
judgments, or costs including reasonable attorney’'s fees,
arising out of or related to CONTRACTOR’'s performance of this
agreement.

INSURANCE AND BONDING

CONTRACTOR shall purchase and maintain such insurance to protect
the CONTRACTOR from claims which may arise out of, or result
from the CONTRACTOR'’s operations under the contract.

CONTRACTOR shall provide proof of insurance in a form and limits
of coverage acceptable to the Ramsey County Risk Manager.

AUDIT

Until the expiration of six (6) years after furnishing of
services pursuant to this agreement, CONTRACTOR, upon written
request, shall make available to AUTHORITY, the state auditor,
or AUTHORITY's ultimate funding source, a copy of this agreement
and the books, documents, records, and accounting procedures and
practices of CONTRACTOR relating to this agreement.

NON-DISCRIMINATION

CONTRACTOR agrees that in the hiring of all labor for the
performance of any work under this agreement, it will not, by
reason of race, creed, «color, sex, national origin, or
disability, discriminate against any person who is a citizen of
the United States and who is qualified and is available to
perform the work to which such employment relates.

CONTRACTOR agrees to comply with all federal, state, and local
non-discrimination laws and ordinances, in particular the
applicable provision of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended
by the Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 1972. If applicable,
CONTRACTOR agrees to have in effect an affirmative action
program and shall furnish a certificate of compliance with this
requirement to AUTHORITY upon request.




CONFLICT OF INTEREST

While this agreement 1is 1in force, it 1is wunderstood that .
CONTRACTOR will discuss with AUTHORITY any new client
obligations which may directly conflict with ongoing work on
behalf of AUTHORITY. AUTHORITY has the right to cancel this
agreement immediately if CONTRACTOR assumes a client obligation
which, in AUTHORITY’s estimation, conflicts with AUTHORITY's
interests. '

ENTIRE AGREEMENT
This agreement is complete and supersedes all oral agreements

and negotiations between the parties as well as any previous
agreements presently in effect between the parties.

RAMSEY COUNTY
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY MARY ELIZABETH ANDERSON

By: ;74% Aoy 1TRS  leritoirPeme
John T. Finley, Chair Marny EliZzabeth Anderson

Dated: Dated: .

W M J,h}‘i.?

Risk Mégagement

David F. MacMillan
Assistant County Attorney

FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE: s.&Z&DW-dﬁ
Account No. 59/0/ - © 20 /S'ﬁ/

Budgeting & Ac@ﬁinting




WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE COVERAGE
DECLINATION FORM

SECTION I: To be completed by County's Contracting Department

TO: Ramsey County Re c\(Orl al ch‘ A; M“HWI:“‘-j

(Department)

Attention:

(Contract Manager)

Address:

SECTION II: To be completed by Contractor

In accordance with Minnesota State Law, I certify that this company is not required
to carry Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability insurance. I understand
though, that I may voluntarily purchase such insurance to protect myself and this
company. I further certify that I,

”ar1 Ei;eaheth Ah%(r?mv
(Name of Company Official, Title)

, Spoke to
(Contracting Company) (Insurance Agent)

(Insurance Agency or Company) (Address)

(Date Spoke to Agent)

regarding the purchase of Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability insurance
and the coverage it provides. I understand the risks of loss which would be covered
and the benefits which would be afforded through the purchase of such insurance and
I freely waive the right to purchase such insurance.

2% Sis é;ﬁyﬁdﬂfétlﬁij ‘¢5mfﬂbzaf"Lf\_/

(Contractbr's SigHature)

(Title)

;IR * ¥ 3

(Date)

Note to Contractor: After this form has been completed by you, please return to
Ramsey County Risk Management, Suite 450 Government Center-West, St. Paul, MN 55102.

Risk Management Department Form
jb/DECLINATION
1/93
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Authorized Representative

Countersigned




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

E
Originating Department

-

Authorized Sigfiature

) A
Date

: Board Action Requested

4

Update on legislation.

DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

Information on legislative proposals will be provided at your meeting.

Budgeting and
County Attorney.

Date / Time
Received By

Risk Manager

Data Processing

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Commirtee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
February 9, 1993

Board Date




Kathy Despiegelaere Jgﬂﬁ!} T. Finley, Chaiman
Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority
\.____Documentation Warren W. Schaber, secretary
(=) District 6
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

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

District 4

Hal Norgard

District 7

Donald Salverda

District 2

Duane W. McCarty, vice Chairman
District 1

Ruby Hunt, treasurer
District 5

AGENDA
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1993

%x10:00 A.H. - LARGE CONFERENCE ROOM - 316

*PLEASE NOTE CHANGE IN TIME.

Minutes of the Regional Railroad Authority Meeting of
January 26, 1993.

Metropolitan Transit Education Plan - Discussion Only.
Update on Legislation.

a)Amend Agreement 91001 with the RCRRA, HCRRA, and BRV,
Inc. Phase II Preliminary Engineering for Midway Corridor;
b)Authorize Chairman to sign amendment.

Update on Metro LRT Joint Powers Board activities.

Quarterly Report of Payments for RCRRA, September through
December, 1992

Action is Requested.

Printed on Recycled Paper




MINUTES

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

TUESDAY, JANUARY 26, 1993

The regular meeting of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority was held on
Tuesday, January 26, 1993, in the Large Conference Room of 316 Court House.

Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 10:40 A.M.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman John Finley
Commissioner Diane Ahrens
Commissioner Ruby Hunt
Commissioner Hal Norgard
Commissioner Warren Schavber
Commissioner Brenda Thomas
Commissioner Dick Wedell

Also Present: James Van Houdt, Ed Glaubitz, Robert Clarkson
Andrea Schmidt Hanson, Ji11l Goski, Hugh Faville,
Denny Probst, Dick Wolsfeld, Terry Schutten, Toni
Baker, Pat Craig, Mary Lou Grahek, Kathryn
DeSpiegelaere, David MacMillan represented the
County Attorney's Office, Frances Glendenning

Minutes -of the Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board Meetings of
December 8, 1993 (Tax) and January 5, 1993.

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

The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Board approves the minutes
of the Board Meeting held on January 26, 1993, as written.

Rol11l Call: Ayes - 7, Nays - 0
Motion adopted.

Central Collidor Update - Discussion only.

Chairman Finley called on Dick Wolsfeld to begin the presentation, as he
Lnawue +hat Mw  Lalefald hae +n ratrh a2 nlane cn we understand.




Minutes

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

January

26, 1993

The University Connector was the termology that Hennepin County used to
describe from that point into and through downtown Minneapolis. The
Central Corridor Corridor defines the downtown to downtown link. Not
many people use the University Connector.

The Alternatives Analysis Draft Environmental Impact Statement is

referred to the AAEEIS, this is a set of procedures that the older

Urban Mass Transportation Administration, now the Federal Transit
Administration uses to describe the planning process which centrally

to Took at a series of transit alternatives, and to conduct an analysis
of how effective they are in meeting the neeeds of an area. It is a
fairly rigorous process that all metropolitan areas across the country

are to use so that they can have some consistency in terms of evaluating
projects.

Preliminary Design refers to approximately 10% of the engineering effort
for a project and preliminary engineering which refers to a 30% level of
effort before you go into a project.

The Midway Corridor Preliminary Design 10% lefel and Dratt EIs which is

a State Environmental. That work started in November of 1989, was completed
in December of '90, and it looked at where LRT should be generally located
in the Midway Corridor. We looked at Pierce Butler,Unmiversity Avenue, I-94
and did an evaluation of those three alternatives, and the conclusion was
that 194 was generally the preferred location for LRT. Some of the reasons
were the ability to get higher speed in the corridor that this provided.
They also found that putting LRT on University Avenue caused a number of
impacts not only to the street. but in terms of right of way acquisition.
[-94 then became the preferred location out of that Preliminary Design
Draft level of work.

Then we started in Septaber of 1991, the Preliminary Engineering, the
next level of engineering to go to the 30% level, and he will talk about
this today.

The Preliminary Engineering for the Midway Corridor was started with a
series of issues that needed to be resolved, the question of how to

serve downtown St. Paul, and what streets, and equally important where
the stations be Tocated in downtown St. Paul whether one station or two
station. How can we serve the Capitol, stay down on 12th Street in

front of the Capitol Mall, or is it possible to get closer to the Capitol.
There were also issues of how to get through the Ravoux Street area west
of the Kelly Inn, prior to entering the 194 alignment. 1-94 became the
issues of how you got to those stations to make sure they were accesible
to both pedestrian and people who were transferring to the buses.
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Mr. Wolsfeld continued, there was another set of issues relative to
Merriam Park, we had proposed a very long structure that was over 2,000
feet in length, $10 million in cost, the question is there are cheaper
ways to do that, and probably, the major issue, the alignment that came
out of the preliminary design was along the Soo Line RR Tracks which
parallels 194, There was considerable interest by the City in getting
service up to the 280 area, and the question was is that possible.

When they went into the Preliminary Engineering, the first task was to
resolve those issues in downtown St. Paul,Capitol area, Ravous Street,
the station design, I94, Merriam Park, and service to Westgate.

Mr. Wolsfeld went over the Westgate issue and Downtown St. Paul, then
Denny Probst went over the other issues.

Mr. Wolsfeld showed the alignments proposed, and pointed out the locations

as shown. Because St. Paul was interested in lTooking at service to the Westgate
280 area, they looked at a series of alternatives that left the Soo Line RR,
when North, or go back to University Avenue. They went through an evalution of
each of those alternatives. There was an inter-agency group composed of

people from the RTB, the Met Council, MTC, City of Minneapolis, City of

St. Paul and reached a conclusion that it was possible to divert from the

Soo Line RR track to follow Curfew Street, then cross University Avenue

and then parallel the University of Minnesota Transitway, and have a station
Just east of the University of Minnesota East Bank, then they would have
tunnel, and follow the Washington Avenue Bridge into Downtown Minneapolis.
This was the preferred alternative, that surprisingly all of the entities

that were in the process concluded.

Then, they diverted off of that 194 corridor, up Curfew,back on the transit-
way, into downtown St. Paul, and left that Soo Line alignment.

This was a major breakthrough in resolving that issue, and as he said that
all the entities that were involved agreed that this was a preferred
alternative.

Commissioner Wedell asked how far north they were going, to 280. Mr. Wolsfeld
said that they never got to 280, this was east of 280 so it would not conflict
with that move.

Chairman Finley mentioned that Hennepin and Anoka Counties were looking at
Central Avenue, and then down to the University.

Mr. Wolsfeld discussed park and ride facilities along the routes on
Snelling Avenue, so the bus is to have significant modifications to tie
into each of those stations, then the 16A service would have a reduced
service. It would be a feeder bus system as to how people from Roseville
would access the LRT.

The next major issue was downtown St. Paul, and there is a Downtown Task
Force headed up by Bob Bach, and they have been a great group to work with
and very active in providing a lot of input as they went through the planning
process of fitting a LRT system into downtown St. Paul. They looked at a
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a whole series of alternatives during the previous work in terms of where
transit service should be provided, and concluded that Cedar and Fourth
Street were the best streets to provide LRT service in downtown St. Paul,
and then, at the next level that we are in, the Preliminary Engineering
we then looked at alternative station locations, and this presents the
resolution of that which is the station to serve the Science Musem area,
proceed down Cedar and cut diagonally across the block between Fifth and
Fourth and Cedar and Minnesota, and then proceed along Fourth Street with
another station at the Union Depot area.

The key break through in that analysis was the question of how you cut
across that block, and this shows coming down Cedar, cut across the block
and proceed down Fourth Street.

The downtown, the community people felt that this was a good solution

to really integrating LRT into the downtown, it then becomes the focal
point of the pedestrian movements, and offers the opportunity for putting
some kind of development project on the top of this proposed station. This
was the resoluyion to put the Cedar and Fourth. There has been considerable
discussion as to whether Fourth Street will be left open to automobile traffic.
So, there will be one lane of traffic on both Cedar and Fourth.

Dennis Brobst, Project Manager, continued the presentation,

The City of St. Paul Staff had been concerned that there be circulation
around the blocks, or the streets would become dead. So we have an access
lane.

Dennis Brobst, Project Manager, addressed the Board regarding the Capitol
area, there was an extensive series of meetings as the capitol area encompasses
two stations. He pointed out the possible locations, the options which were
discussed. There were four alternatives.

There was a fundamental concern with the Science Museum Station, this had to
do with how it would affect or not affect the use to the capitol from that
location. He showed a series of sketches showing the proposed station from
different views.

The Snelling location station was explained, as this lay directly below the
bridge for access for pedestrians from either side of the bridge. 1In
going through an evaluation of the stations, there was need to minimize the
cross section requirement, the previous design that was proposed required

a 28 foot platform in the station, the design he showed today shows how
buses would connect, this allowed the platform to get down to 22 feet.

We will be looking at elevator, stair access only for those platforms.

So that we can maintain the minimum platform of 22 feet. They do believe
that they will need two sides of access.

The neighborhood groups at each of the Freeway Stations spoke very earnestly
about their concerns and the need for access from both sides of these major
cross streets. Moving back to the two side plan does solve a number os
issues for us.
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Mr. Brobst showed the Board the documents that they have taken out to
each of the neighborhoods, at Dale, Lexington, Snelling, Merriam Park
Westgate, and also another for the Station on the Hennepin County side.

We will be bringing back to you next month a more detailed presentation
of the public involvement program. Jill Goski has prepared a summary
report of the discussion which has occurred with each of the groups at
the station meetings. This has been very well donw, and has been shared
with the Downtown Task Force.

Mr. Brobst walked through the package which includes land graphics,
major street locations, proposed location of stations, the feeder bus
network for the Midway Corridor portion of the Central Corridor.

Ms.DeSpiegelaere said that this could be put in a historical perspective,
for the past twenty years, the Central Corridor which Tinks the two down
towns as the likelihood for a rail transit system. Last year the Metro-
politan Council prepared a Metropolitan Facilities Plan which reexamined
that question and several others,

Previously the Advisory Committee had recommended a 20 year plan with
nine corridors for light rail transit. The Facilities Plan said that
there would be two corridors in the twenty year plan, the Central being
First Priority, and 35W Second Priority. This corridor had been going
through the State process for environmental statement process, and that
decision was made by this Board that when the new Surface Transportation
Act was passed, that would be an opportunity, and it was recommended that
Federal funding be sought for this corridor, that 50% funding be sought.
It has been reaffirmed again that this corridor is the highest priority
for this type of investment in the Twin City area.

Mr. Brobst said that the Work Program for the Central Corridor Alternatives
Analysis Environmental Impact Statement basically requires us to go back

in and evaluate the entire corridor once again from end to end in the
alignment. The issue of resolving grade alignmements for downtown
Minneapolis which had been previously identified as a tunnel location.

They have concluded that exercise. There are four alternatives that they
are now evaluating, no build alternative which would lTeave things as they
are today, transportation system management option which will Took at some
basic improvements to the facilities, comgination bus-HOV alternative which
is following the LRT alignment that has been previously studied,and the
fourth alternative is the LRT option.

Mr. Brobst said the AEIS is asked for by September this year, and they are
in hopes of getting the Environmental Document by June 1st.

Update on Legislation - Discussion only.

Chairman Finley said that they had a meeting last week with the Ramsey
County and Hennepin County Legislators, and discussed the #%W and the
Central Corridor.
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Ratify Partial Payment No. 14 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $46,917.85

for the Midway Corridor Phase TT PreTiminary Engineering.

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

WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through October 31, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 67026, Partial Payment No.
14, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through October 31, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $46,917.85

for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through October 31, 1992, is hereby ratified.

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

Ratify Payment No. 15 to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $40,383.28 for the

Midway Corridor Phase TT PreTiminary Engineering.

Commissioner Norgard moved the following recommendation, seconded
by Commissioner Hunt.
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WHEREAS, The Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority has
contracted for the professional services of BRW, Inc. for the
purpose of conducting Midway Corridor Phase 1II Preliminary
Engineering studies; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Agreement
Number RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, govern the performance of services of
and terms of payment to BRW, Inc.; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. has satisfactorily completed portions of
the work identified in the referenced agreements, and provided
detailed invoice documentation for services and costs accrued
through November 30, 1992; and

WHEREAS, To ensure timely payment for services rendered in
accordance with Agreement No. RCRRA/HCRRA 91-001, the Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority authorized (Resolution R91- )
the Director of Light Rail Transit Planning to process payments
to BRW, Inc. for work completed and invoiced in accordance with
the agreement; and

WHEREAS, Resolution R91- requires submittal of invoice
and payment documentation to the Rail Authority for ratification
at the next scheduled meeting following staff approval of invoice
documentation; and

WHEREAS, BRW, Inc. Invoice No. 67128, Partial Payment No.
15, and attachments thereto, provide the correct documentation of
payments due BRW, Inc. through November 30, 1992; Now, Therefore,
Be It

RESOLVED, Payment to BRW, Inc. in the amount of $40,383.28
for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority’s share of services
rendered through Novembe 30, 1992, is hereby ratified.

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

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




Ramsey County Regioncl 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, County Manager

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere ;Z%jé}#=

SUBJECT: Addition to Regional Railroad Authority Agenda for
February 23 meeting

DATE: February 19, 1993

An additional resolution (attached) will be considered on
February 23 at the Regional Railroad Authority meeting as
part of agenda item 3, update on legislation.

The resolution and two others previously included in the

meeting documentation for item 3 address positions on
legislation.

Printed on Recycled Paper




Resolution

Board of
RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority supports
increased funding for transit capital and operating needs,
including regular route bus service, services for persons with
disabilities, and light rail transit; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority supports
broad-based funding for transit purposes, with decreased reliance
on the property tax; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
supports state bonding for construction of light rail transit in
the Central Corridor, as proposed in H.F. 314.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

I Board Action Requested

REGIONAL RATIROAD AIITHORITY
OngmaungDepa:ment Metropolitan Transit Education Plan.

|
|
|
QU103 |
Authori : DISCUSSION ONLY
|
' ]

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere
2) Executive summary of Metropolitan Transit Education Plan

Date / Time
Received By

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Signature Date

Committee / Meeting Date )Z/, Aignature - . Date
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John T. Finley, Chairman
District 3

Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
District 4

Warren W. Schaber, secretary
District &

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Ruby Hunt, Treasurer
316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 snin

Hal Norgard
District 7

Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell
District 1
MEHORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning

/!

SUBJECT: Metropolitan Transit Education Plan

DATE: February 11, 1993

The Joint Lead Agencies of Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority, Hennepin County
Regional Railroad Authority, and the Minnesota Department of Transportation are
preparing an Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Central Corridor. One portion of the project is a community involvement plan.

We previously proposed that the community involvement plan include work both within
the corridor and with the broader community, in order that the need for transit
improvements would be understood and supported. The corridor work is underway with
hearings, advisory committee, and technical staff committee meetings. The second
portion of the plan, building support for transit improvements in the community, has
been undertaken in a collaborative effort with staff of the Regional Transit Board,
Metro LRT Joint Powers Board, Metropolitan Council, Metropolitan Transit Commission,
and Minnesota Department of Transportation. The Metropolitan Transit Education Plan,
the plan for building support for transit, vas developed with assistance from Mona,
Meyer, McGrath, and Gavin.

An executive summary of the plan is attached and will be discussed with you at the
Rail Authority meeting. A full copy of the plan will be available for those who are
interested in additional information.

At this time, the matter is being brought to your attention for discussion only. At
a later date, we will most likely ask for Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority to
make a financial contribution to implement the plan. I will have information on the
budget to implement the plan at the Rail Authority meeting.

Recommendation:

For your information.

KD/blk
Attachment

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Metropolitan Transit Education Plan

Executive Summary

Prepared by the Metropolitan Transit Education Committee

February 1993




METROPOLITAN TRANSIT EDUCATION PLAN

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

HOW DID THIS PLAN COME TO BE?

During December 1992, the Regional Transit Board (RTB) and nine other transit related
organizations combined to create the Metropolitan Transit Education Committee. The
committee was formed at the recommendation of the Central Corridor Management
Committee to the Joint Lead Agencies and the Joint Powers Board. It was formed to
develop a plan to meet the need for transit information and education in the metropolitan
area. A strategic communications and education plan that focuses on the transit issues of
the 90's was developed with the assistance of a consultant.

WHAT IS THE PLAN'S INTENDED PURPOSE?

When the idea for the plan was initially conceived, the mission was to provide a framework
communications plan that organizations could use (all or applicable parts) in developing
their own communications plans. In addition, the plan would be used to identify what
audiences and messages were not being transmitted by the various organizations and to
develop a way to meet these needs.

The desired end result was to have a plan that would help all transit
professionals increase understanding about the need for transit
improvements - a plan that would also help them generate support for those

improvements, and increase use of transit.

As the work of the committee progressed, it became clear that many of the ideas outlined in
the plan could be accomplished more effectively by maintaining the committee and working
through a collaborative process. By combining strengths and resources of the various
organizations many of the projects can be more visible and we can communicate our
messages more effectively. The committee identified priority projects to work together on.
These projects and new projects will be evaluated as time progresses and work is
accomplished.

WHAT MESSAGES ARE BEING CONVEYED? WHAT MESSAGES SHOULD BE?

The plan analyzes both what is currently being communicated and what should be
communicated, in order to create the end result of increased transit usage and support. The
committee agreed that the messages needed to focus more on the need for transit
improvements and the benefits of transit use (a marketing approach), rather than the
process or structure of transit improvements (an engineering approach).

The following priority messages were identified as a way of sharpening that focus:

. The benefits of transit usage help us maintain the Minnesota quality

of life.

How Minnesotans commute in the metropolitan area today won't
work for tomorrow.




There are transit options available today. Further, there are more in
the planning stages. Minnesotans support these options.

Using transit in the Metropolitan area is easy. Just ask for help.

WHO IS THE AUDIENCE?

Much of the directed communication coming from the transit agencies is directed at
individuals and organizations who have asked to receive transit information. This plan
focuses on those who NEED to receive information, and is designed to reach them in a
"bubble up" fashion, using grass roots tactics. More than 50 audience segments were
analyzed.

The following specific audiences were chosen from that roster as a way of focusing on
priority targets.

« The general public, segmented as:

transit users
past transit users
commuters
students/kids

+ Employers, segmented by:

* type of work (with an emphasis on the "go and stay" jobs)
* location of company (heavy commuting/dense locations)
* size of employee base

« Special interests and special categories

lifestyle membership groups, associations,
legislature, other elected officials, citizen groups involved with
transit

RECOMMENDATIONS: WHAT DOES THE PLAN PROPOSE IN TERMS OF
ACTION?

In order to help achieve the plan's end-goal, the plan lays out a series of suggested tactics,
and focuses on seven of them. Those seven were identified by t he committee as tactics
that went beyond the scope of individual agencies/organizations.

It is the intent of the committee to design and implement these tactics in a collaborative
manner, drawing on their agreed upon resource commitments and seeking additional
funding where necessary.

The key priority tactics identified by the committee include:




Developing an umbrella theme, tag line and logo (like the recycling symbol) to be
used to represent transit.

Joint creation of a booth/display for the State Fair.

Creation of other displays to be used at employee sites, schools, government
centers, libraries and other locations.

"Select advertising, through billboards, radio drive-time and traffic report ads (The
committee recommends a spending cap of 20% for "mass"” media.

Developing a team of transit speakers and a curriculum for the schools.
Developing media kits/editorial sessions to communicate with the general public.

Developing a 5-10 minute video on the benefits of transit.

EVALUATION OF EFFECTIVENESS, ROLES/RESPONSIBILITIES/TIMELINES/
BUDGETS

The plan outlines a number of evaluation techniques that could be applied to given sub
tasks and/or priority tactics. In terms of general public awareness measurement, a number
of recent studies including the 1991 Transit Marketing Study-Consumer Research Results
conducted by Ilium and Associates, and the Metropolitan Area Residential Opinion Survey-
1993 will be used for a baseline measurement. Future evaluation results will be compared
to this baseline data.

Three important issues are critical when selecting how various communications programs
will be evaluated:
- The end result that is desired.

. The availability of resources (time, staff resources and money) to design and
conduct the evaluation and to analyze the findings.

. What the use of the findings will be.
In terms of roles, responsibilities and timelines, the plan has been built with an

understanding that the priority tactics will be implemented first, using the organizations
currently doing work in those areas as lead entities.

Each organization has outlined availability of a range of hours per month. The plan
estimates the number of hours it is likely to take to complete each of the sub tasks for each
priority tactic. The plan also quantifies these tasks in to timelines short-term, medium term,
and longer term.

It appears that the committed resources will be adequate to support some of these tactics.
Additional resources will need to be added to ensure adequate start-up and kick off of
certain tasks.

Questions on this plan should be directed to :
Suzanne Hanson, Regional Transit Board, 229-2720




Audiences/Messages Matrix™
What is being “said” to key publics today?

helps maintain MN
quality of life

Reduces stress
non“go-stayers”

traffic congestion
Reduces road wear and

foreign fuel

AUDIENCE
I. General Public
A. Current transit users

car/van pooling

# supporting light rail
today won’t work
resources exist

DO THIS/ACTION

How supported even by

tomorrow
Costs of construction,

repairs
Need plans now

Helps individual avoid

Benefits of transit use:
Decreases reliance on
Reduces pollution

Transit options exist
Using transit is easy;

Bus usage up

# of Minnesotans
How we commute
Saves money

w4
"
#
»e
»e

— Bus riders

»
»a
»

— Car and van poolers

B. Past transit Users
— Former bus riders

— Former car and van
poolers

. C. Commuters

D. Students/kids

— College & university
students

Trade school

Middle (Jr High)
school (under 16)

Upper elementary

E. Non-using supporters

IL Employers
A.“Go and stay” jobs
B. Geography
C. Large employers




Audiences/Messages Matrix™
What is being “said” to key publics today?

AUDIENCE

helps maintain MIN

quality of life

car/van pooling
# supporting light rail

How we commute
today won’t work
LOmMOIrow

Costs of construction,
traffic congestion

Reduces road wear and
non“go-stayers”

resources exist

DO THIS/ACTION

repairs
Need plans now

Helps individual avoid
How supported even by

Benefits of transit use:
Reduces pollution

Transit options exist
# of Minnesotans
Using transit is easy;

ITI. Special Interests
A. Business organizations

e
s

B. “Narrow niches” —
example: AARP

C. Agencies for disabled
D. Environmentalists
IV. Special Categories
A. Legislature
— Leadership
-~ Metro lawmakers

P e

— Transportation
committee

B. Other elected officials
— County boards

— Govemor

— Other units of
government (1.e.,
cities, municipalities

C. Media
— Metro

v print
v radio
v TV
— Community

v radio

v/ print
— Greater Minnesota




What’s Happening In Transit Communications Now?

Does your organization have any

annual events scheduled in the next

two years?

Does your organization publish a
Does your organization advertise?
Does your organization have an
official spokesperson?

newsletter?

activities/programs within the

Do you coordinate any educational
school system __nnw?

Number of employees that work on

information/education activities
Number of hours per month avail-
able to help with activities

Does your organization have an
annual communications plan?

ORGANIZATIONS

e
&

Yes, circ.
45,000
qly,
citizens,
local off.

=
&
g
-
=]

1. Met Council

t:
4]

Yes,
bi-wkly
(internal)
Transit
(external)

Yes, Yes,
participate | Wkly &
ifasked | 9

. Dakota County Yes

(county
fair)

. Ramsey County




Metropolitan Transit Education Committee

Anoka County Regional Railroad Authority
Tim Yantos, Deputy County Administrator

Dakota County Regional Railroad Authority
Allen Moe, Director of Planning
Lynn Moratzka, Dakota County Railroad Authority

Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority
Ken Stevens, Director of Light Rail Transit
Fred Johnson, Director of Public Affairs

Metropolitan Council

Stephen Wilson, Transportation Forecast Analyst Planner
Marge Hols, Director of Community Services

Leigh Homstad, Editor/Writer

Metropolitan Transit Commission
Bruce Howard, Marketing Coordinator

Minnesota Department of Transportation
Bob Vockrodt, Mo/DOT

Ione Maus, Public Affairs Director

Bob Winter, Multi-Modal Corridor Manager

R. Kent Barnard, Public Affairs Coordinator
Mukhtar A. Thakur, Assistant I-94 Corridor Manager

Minnesota Valley Transit Authority
Beverly Miller, Executive Director

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Kathy DeSpiegelaere, Director

Jill Goski, Community Participation Coordinator
Marit Smaby Nowlin, Public Affairs Director

Regional Transit Board
Stephanie Eiler, Senior Transit Planner/Engineer
Suzanne Hanson, Public Information Manager

Metropolitan Light Rail Transit Joint Powers Board
Mary Richardson




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested

Update on legislation.

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department

Do, i P

- -

Authonzed Siéna

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: Memorandum from K. DeSpiegelaere and attachments
Resolution on governance
S.F. 2510 (governance legislation, 1992)
H.F. 314 (bonding for LRT in Central Corridor)
Funding needs and revenue charts
S.F. 187 (sales tax on gas)
Resolution on sales tax on gas

Date / Time
Received By

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date

February 23, 1993
Board Date




.%ﬁg}ﬁﬂ@m Chairman

Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
District 4

Warmren W. Schaber, secretary
District &

.Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority

Ruby Hunt, Treasurer
316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102  612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 .

Hal Norgard
District 7

Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell
District 1

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Commissioners
Terry Schutten, County Manager

FROM: Kathryn DeSpiegelaere, Director of LRT Planning
SUBJECT: Legislative Action Request
DATE: February 17, 1993

The 1993 legislature 1is once again considering light rail
transit-related issues of funding and governance.

Resolutions have been prepared (1) to reaffirm your support
for the governance compromise agreed to last session and
embodied in S.F. 2510 from 1992 and (2) to support a 6.5%
sales tax on gas for transit as embodied in S.F. 187/H.F. 324
(Pappas, Garcia).

The documentation attached includes:
1. Resolution on governance.

2. H.F. 2510/S.F. 2510 from 1992, which embodies the
compromise on governance agreed to by involved parties
in 1992. The bill was vetoed by the Governor. The
same bill, with a slight modification noted on its
cover, 1is anticipated to be introduced in 1993 and is
still supported by Mn/DOT, Metropolitan Council and
Regional Transit Board. It now has the support of the
Governor.

H.F. 314 (Mariani) which broadens the definition of mass
transit so that highway funds may be used for transit
funding. It provides bonding for 1/2 ($235,000) of the
capital costs of LRT in the Central Corridor and
specifies that I-35W reconstruction may begin only after
construction of LRT has begun in the Central Corridor.

Printed on Recycled Paper

48 ool 5




Charts prepared by Sen. Pappas outlining transit funding
needs and revenue of sales tax on gas.

S.F. 187 (Pappas)/H.F. 324 (Garcia) which provides for a
sales tax of 6.5% on gasoline. The proceeds ($180
million annually) would be placed in a statewide
mobility trust fund for transit funding and into a
surface transportation fund for roadway purposes. 1t
includes a nonseverability clause, so that if it is
determined to be unconstitutional to funds transit in
this manner, funding will not be available for roads
through this means.

6. Resolution supporting S.F. 187, sales tax on gasoline.

Recommendation:

Consider the two resolutions.
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Whereas, On March 24, 1992, Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority unanimously passed a resolution on governance of
light rail transit, supporting the following key points
agreed to by the Metro LRT Joint Powers Board, the Minnesota
Department of Transportation, the Regional Transit Board and
the Metropolitan Council:

o The Metropolitan Council will determine the role of LRT
in the regional transportation system. LRT 1is one
component of the system and will be integrated with
other transportation modes.

The Minnesota Department of Transportation will complete
final design and construct all light rail transit in the
region.

For the initial phases of LRT work (alternatives
analysis, draft environmental impact statements and
preliminary design) the Minnesota Department of
Transportation and the Regional Railroad Authorities in
which the LRT 1line 1is 1located will be joint lead
agencies.

For the next phase of LRT work (final environmental
impact statement and preliminary engineering) the
Minnesota Department of Transportation and the Regional
Railroad Authorities in which the LRT line 1is located
will be joint lead agencies.

A corridor management committee which includes the
affected cities, Mn/DOT, RTB, Metro Council, MTC and
metro Regional Railroad Authorities will provide advice
throughout the development of an LRT corridor.

The Regional Railroad Authorities in which an LRT line
is located will have approval over ©preliminary
engineering, final design plans and major design changes
during construction.

The joint powers board comprised of metro Regional
Railroad Authorities will have approval of the systems
standards for LRT for the region and of the community
involvement program.

The Metropolitan Council will have final authority 1in
dispute resolution.

Now, Therefore, Be It

Resolved, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
affirms its endorsement of the key points of the agreement.
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Replace lines 19-22 of the version of SF 2510 as sent to the Governor (second

engrossment) with the following:

By-JFuly-—1-1992; (a) Upon completion of the alternatives analysis/draft environmental

. impact statement for the cen idor transit improvement project, the regional transit

board, the-regional-rail-autherities;—and the commissioner of transportation, and the affected
regional rail authorities may shal-jeintly prepare any a joint application for federal assistance
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Verslon as sent to Governor

A bill for an act

relating to .transportation; providing procedures for

design, approval, and construction of light rail

transit; establishing corridor management committee;
providing for resolution of disputes; changing -

membership and responsibilities of the light rail

transit joint powers board; amending Minnesota

Statutes 1990, sections 174.32, subdivision 2;

473.167, subdivision 1; 473.399, subdivision 1;

473.3993; 473.3994, subdivisions 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, and by .
adding subdivisions; 473.3996; 473.4051; Minnesota

Statutes 1991 Supplement, sections 473.3997; and
473.3998; proposing coding for new law in Minnesota
Statutes, chapter 174; repealing Minnesota Statutes
1990, sections 473.399, subdivisions 2 and 3;
473.3991; 473.3994, subdivision 6; and Laws 1991,
chapter 291, article 4, section 20.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF TEE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 174.32,
subdivision 2, is amended to read:.

Subd. 2. [TRANSiT ASSISTANCE FUND; DISTRIBUTION.] ta} The
transit assistance fund receives money distributed under section’
297B.09. Eighty percent of the receipts of the fund must be
placed into a metropolitan account for distribution to |
recipients located in the metropolitan area and 20 percent into
a separate account for distribution to recipients located
outside of the metropolitan area. Except as otherwise provided
in this subdivision, the regional transit board created by
section 473.373 is responsible for distributing assistance frq
the metropolitan account, and the commissioner is responsible

for distributing assistance from the other account. Money




p&acc64£n-the—m:t:cpoéétan-eccount-is-avaéiabie—fo ~gdiakss
tc—regécnai-rci&road—authcrétée3=estabié:h:d-unéer—chcptc:-iQEA
in—the-metrcpciétan*arear-by—the—ccmmésa&oner—eﬁ-t:an:pcrtatécn
as-provided-in-paragraph-tb}~

tb}-Fhe-commissioner-shati-request-appiications-from-ail
eiégib&e-regécnai—raéitoad-autha:étiesr——?he-ccmmi:aécn::-:h:&&
estab&éah;a-reasnnab%e-dead&ine-Eer-snbméttai-of—app&écatécns:
?he—camm&:séener—may—not-dést:ib&te-more—than-Ea—percept-of-thc
avaiiabie—fanés-tc-a—séng&e—recép&enﬁ:—qufare-déatrébcténg
meney—tc-any—:egicnaE-reﬁircad—antheréty;—the-ccmmésaéane:—shai&
submib-the-appiications-to-the-regionaz-trensit-board-£for
apprava&r--?he—cammésséoner~may-déate&bute—funéa-onéy-w%th—the
approvai-ef-the-bcerdrﬂ-EeEcre—apprcving-any-app%écatéon-fe:
funds-fer-constructiony-the-board-shaii-repert-to-the
&egéséature-en—the—nse-and—pianned—diatrébnt&an-of-censt:uct&an
funds~

Sec. 2. [174.35) [LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT.]

The commissioner of transportation may exercise the powers

granted in this chapter and chapter 473, as necessary, to plan,

design, acguire, construct, and equip light rail transit

facilities in the metropelitan area as defined in section

473.121, subdivision 2.

Sec. 3. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.167,

subdivision 1, is amended to read:

Subdivision 1. [CONTROLLED ACCESS HIGHEWAYS+s AND TRANSIT

PIXED—GUIbEWAYS: COUNCIL APPROVAL.) Before acquiring land for or

constructing a controlled access highway ot transit

fixed-quideway in the area, the state transportation department

or local government unit proposing the acquisition or
construction shall submit to the council a statement describing
the proposed project. The statement must be in the form and
detail required by the council. Immediately upon receipt of the
statement, the council shall transmit a copy to the regional
transit board, which shall review and evaluate the project in

relationship to the board's implementation plan and report its

recommendations and comments to the council. The council shall

2
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also review the statement to ascertain its consistency with its
pelicy plan and the development guide. No project may be .
undertaken unless the council determines that it is consistent
with the policy plan and implementation plan. This approval is
in addition to the requirements of any other statute, ordinance
or rule.

Sec. 4. Minnesota Statutes 199p, section 473.399,
subdivision 1, is amended to read:

Subdivision 1. [GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.] (a) The transit

board shall adopt a regional light rail transit planf as

provided-in-this-section part of the implementation plan

pursuant to section 473.161, to ensure that light rail transit

facilities in the metropolitan area will be acquired, developed;
owned, and capable of operation in an efficient, cost-effective,
and coordinated manner as an integrated and unified system on a
multicounty basis in coordination with busesland otﬂer
transportation modes and facilities. To the extent practicable,
the board shall incorporate into its plan appropriate element
of the plans of regional railroad authorities in order to avoid
duplication of effort.

(b) The regional plan required by this section must be
adopted by the board before any-regicnai-ratiroad~authority the

commissioner of transportation may begin construction of light

rail transit Facilities and beforé any-amtherity-is-eiigibie-for

ababe-financial-assistance the commissioner may expend funds

appropriated or obtained through bonding for constructing light

rail transit facilities. Following adoption of the regional

plan, each regional railroad authority er-eother—developer-of

%éght—:aii—transét-in—the-metropo&itan-area and the commissioner

of transportation shall act in conformity with the plan. Each

gutherity-or-preposer The commissioner shall prepare or amend

éts—comprehen:ive-pign-and-preiéménary-and the final design

plans as necessary to make the plans consistent with the

regional plan.

(c) Throughout the development and implementation of the

plan, the board shall contract for or otherwise obtain
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engineering services to assure that the plan adeguately
addresses the technical Aspects of light rail transit.

SEé. S. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3993, is
amended to read:

473.3993 [LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FACILITY PLANS; DEFINITIONS.]

Subdivision 1. [AP?LICATIONT] The definitions in this
section apply to sections 473.3994 and 473.3996.

Subd. 2. [PRELIMINARY DESIGN PLAN.] "Preliminary design.
plan" méans a light rail transit plan that identifies:

(1) preliminary plans for the physical design of
facilities, including location, length, and termini of routes:
general dimension, elevation, alignment, and character of routes
and crossings; whether the track is elevated, on the surface, or
below ground; approximate station locations;. and related park
and ride, parking, and other transportation facilities; and a

plan for handicapped access; and

(2) preliminary plans for intermodal coordination with bus

operations and routes; ridership; capital costs; operating costs

and revenues, and sources of funds for operating subsidies:

funding for final design, construction, and operation; and an

implementation method.

The preliminary design plan includes the preliminary or

draft environmental impact statement for the light rail transit

facilities proposed.

Subd. 2a. [(PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING PLAN.,) "Preliminary

engineering plan" means a light rail transit plan that includes

the items in the preliminary design plan for the facilities

proposed for construction, but with greater detail and

specificity to satisfy final environmental impact statement

requirements.

Subd. 3. [(FINAL DESIGN PLAN.) "Final design plan" means a

light rail transit plan that includes the items in the

preliminary design plan and the preliminary engineering plan for
the facilities proposed fer-censtructions but with greater

detail and specificity needed for construction. The final

design plan must include, at a minimum:
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(1) final plans for the physical design of facilities,
including the right-of-way definition; environmental impacts a.
mitigation measures; intermodal coordination with bus operations
and routes; and civil engineering plans for vehicles, track,
stations, parking, and access, including handicapped access; and

(2) final plans for civil engineering for electrification,
communication, and other similar facilities; operational rules,
procedures, and strategies; capital'costs; ridership; operating

costs and revenues, and sources of funds for operating

subsidies; financing for con;truction and operation; an
implementation method; and other similar matters.

The final design plan must be stated wifh sufficient
particularity and detail to allow the proposer to begin the
acquisition and construction of operable facilities. If a
turn-key implementation method is proposed, instead of civil
engineering plans the £inal design plan must-state detailed

design criteria and performance standards for the facilities.

Sec. 6. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994, .

subdivision 2, is amended to read:
Subd. 2. [PRELIHINRRY DESIGN PLANS; PUBLIC HEARING.]

Before preparing final design plans are prepared for a light

rail transit facility, the peiiticai-subdivision-prepesing-the

£meiiity commissioner of transportation and the regional

railroad authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line

or lines are located must hold a public hearing on the physical

design component of the preliminary design plans. The proposer

commissioner of transportation and the regional railroad

authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines

are located must provide appropriate public notice of the
hearing and publicity to ensure that affected parties have an
opportunity to present their views at the hearing. The

commissioner shall summarize the proceedings and testimony, and

maintain the record of a hearing held under this section,

inc.ludinq any written statements submitted. .

Sec. 7. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994,

subdivision 3, is amended to read:
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Subd. 3. [PRELIMINARY DESIGN PLANS; LOCAL APPROVAL.] At
least 30 days before the hearing under subdivision 2, the

preposer commissioner of transportation and the regional

railroad authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line

or lines are located shall submit the physical design component

of the preliminary design plans to the governing body of each

statutory and home rule charter city, county, and town in which
the route is proposed to be located. The city, county, or town
shall hold a public hearing, except that a county board need not

hold a hearing if the county board membership is identical to

the membership of the regional railroad authority submitting the

plan for review. Within 45 days after the hearing under
subdivision 2, the city, county, or town shall review and
approve or disapprove the plans for the route to be located in
the city, county, or town. A local unit of government that
disapproves the plans shall describe specifié amendﬁents to the
plans that, if adopted, would cause the local unit to withdraw
its disapproval.. Failure to approve or disapprove the plans in
writing within 45 days after the hearing is deemed to be
approval, unless an extension of time is agreed to by the city,

county, or town and, the prepeser commissioner of

transportation, and the regional railroad authority or

authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines are located.

Sec. 8. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994,

subdivision 4, is amended to read:

Subd. 4. [PRELIMINARY DESIGN PLANS; REGIEGNAL-FRANSZT-BBARD

METROPOLITAN COUNCIL REFERRAL.] If the governing body of one or

more cities, counties, or towns disapproves the preliminary
design plans within the period allowed under subdivision 3,

the proposer commissioner of transportation and the regional

railroad authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line

or lines are located may refer the plans, along with any

comments of local jurisdictions, to the regionai-trensit

beard metropolitan council. The beard council shall hold a

hearing on the plans, giving the propeser commissioner of

transportation and the regional railroad authority or
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authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines are loca:ted,

any disapproving local governmental units, and other persons a:.
opportunity to present their views on the plans. The beard
council may conduct independent study as it deems desirable and
may mediate and attempt to resolve disagreements about the

plans. Within 90 days after the referral, the beard council

shall review the plans submitted by the propeser commissioner of

transportation and the regional railroad authority or

authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines are located

and mey-recemmend-amended-pians the council shall decide what

amendments to the plans, if any, must be made to accommodate the

objections presented by the disapproving local governmental

units. The commissioner and the regional railroad authority

shall make the amendments to the plans before continuing the

planning and designing process.

Sec. 9. Minnesota Statutes 19950, sectign 473,3994,
subdivision 5, is amended to read:

Subd. IS. [FINAL DESIGN PLANS.] (a) Before beginning .
construction, the preopeser commissioner shall submit the
physical design component of final design plans to the governing
body of each statutory and home rule city, county, and town in
which the route is proposed to be located. Within 60 days after
the submission of the plans, the city, coﬁnty, or town shall
review and approve or disapprove the plans fc? the route located
‘in the city, county, or town. A local unit of government that
disapproves the plans shall describe specific amendments to the
plans that, if adopted, would cause the local unit to withdraw
its disapproval. Failure to approve or disapprove the plans in
writing within the time period is deemed to be approval, unless
an extension is agreed to by the city, county, or town and the
prepeser commissioner.

(b) If the governing body of one or more cities, counties,

or towns disapproves the plans within the period allowed under

paragraph (a), the propeser commissioner may refer the plans,.

along with any comments of local jurisdictions, to the regieona:z

transit-board metropolitan council. The beard council shall
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review the final design pians under the same procedure and with

the same effect as provided in subdivision 4 for preliminary

design plans. ; ' *Tf“”*“)
5 g R L) = e
Sec. 10. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994,

subdivision 7, is amended to read:
Subd. 7. [COUNCIL REVIEW.) Before proceeding with
construction of a light rail transit facility, a-regienai-reil

subheoriby-estabtished-under-chapter-398A the commissioner must

submit preliminary gnd final design plans to the metropolitan
council. The council must review the plans for consistency with
the council's development guide and ecemment-on approve the plans.
Sec. 11. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994, is
amended by adding a subdivision to read:
Subd. 10. [CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE.] A corridor

management committee shall be established to advise the

commissioner of transportation in the design and constructicn of

light rail transit in each corridor to be constructed. The

corridor management committee shall consist of the members of

the light rail transit joint powers board established pursuant

to section 473.3998 and one representative from each city in

which the corridor is located. Additionally, the commissicner

of transportation, the chair of the metropolitan council, the

chair of the regional transit board, and the chair of the

metropolitan transit commission shall each appoint a member toO

the committee. For the corridor between Minneapolis and St.

paul, the University of Minnesota shall appoint one member to

the committee. The member representing the regional transit

board shall chair the committee.

The corridor management committee shall advise the

commissioner of transportation and the regional railroad

authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines

are located on issues relating to the alternatives analysis,

environmental review, preliminary design, preliminary

engineering, final design, implementation method, and

construction of light rail transit.

Sec. 12. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994, is

| %
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amended by adding a subdivision to read:
Subd. 11. [REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY REVIEW.] The

commissioner must submit to each regional rail authority in

which the corridor is located, for review and approval, the

following:

(1) preliminary design and preliminary engineering plans;

(2) final design plans.

The commissioner must submit major contract changes during

construction to each regional rail authority in which the

corridor is located for review and comment.

Sec. 13. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994, is
amended by adding a subdivision to read:
Subd. 12. [ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS; ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW. ]

For licght rail transit lines to be constructed in the

metropolitan area, the regional railroad authority or

authorities in whose jurisdiction a line or lines are to be

constructed and the commissioner of transportation shall join.

prepare an alternatives analysis, the environmental review

documents reguired, and the preliminary engineering olan. The

council must approve the design for the alternatives analysis

and the completed alternatives analysis. The department of

transportation shall be the responsible governmental unit.

Sec. 14. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3994, is
amended by adding a subdivision to read:

Subd. 13. [(DISPUTE RESOLUTION.) In the event of a dispute

between any of the parties arising from the parties' respective

authority and responsibility under this section or section

473.3998, the dispute shall be submitted to the metropolitan

council for final resolution by any party to the dispute. The

metropolitan cpuncil shall establish by July 1, 1992, a process

to ensure a prompt and speedy resolution of the dispute. This

process shall allow the parties to provide evidence and

testimony in support of their positions.

Sec. 15. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.3996,

amended to read:
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473.3996 [LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT FACILITY DESIGN PLANS; REVIEW
BY BOARD. )

Subdi?ision 1. [PRELIMINARY DESIGN PLANS.] Before
submitting the physical design component of final design plans
of a light rail transit facility for local review under section

473.3994, subdivision 5, the prepeser commissioner of

" transportation and the regional railroad authority or

authorities in whose jurisdiction the line or lines are located
shall sﬁbmit breliminary design plans to the regional transit
board for review. The board shall réview the preliminary design
plans to determine the compatibility of the plaﬁs with other
light rail transit plans and facilities in the metropolitan
area, the adequacy of the plans for handicapped accessibility,
and the conformity of the plans with the regional light rail
transit plan prepared under section 473.399. . The_bcard may
comment on any aspect of the plans. The board has §0 days to
complete its review, unless an extension of time is agreed to by

the prepese= commissioner of transportation and the regional

railroad authority or authorities in whose jurisdiction the line

or lines are located. If the board determines that the plans do
not satisfy the standards stated in this subdivision, tﬁe board
shall recommend modifications in the plans that are necessary in
order to satisfy the board. After adopting or amending the
_regional plan required by section 473.399, the board mﬁgnggaln
review any préviously reviewed preliminary design plans and
recommend modifications that are necessary to satisfy the board.

Subd. 2. [(FINAL DESIGN PLANS.) Before acquiring or

constructing light rail transit facilities, other than land for

right of way, the proposer commissioner of transportation shall
submit final design plans to the regional transit board for
review. The board shall review the ‘final design plans under the
same schedule and according to the same standards as provided

for its review of preliminary design plans. The board shall

either approve the plans, or if it determines that the plans do

not satisfy the standards, disapprove the ‘plans, in whole or in

part, and recommend modifications in the plans that are

W o ' ML
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necessary to secure approval. A-propeser The commissioner may
not proceed with acquisition or construction of a light rail .
transit facility, other than iand for right of way, unless the
final design plans for the facility have been approved by the
.board. Following approval of final design plans by the board,

if a-regtonai-raiiroad-acthority the commissioner wishes to

.selept a bid or a response to a request for proposal that is
more than ten percent higher than the capital costs indicated in
the final design pléns for the facility, the awthority
‘commissioner may‘not proceed with construction until 2t the
commissioner has resubmitted the final design plans to the
transit board for further review and approval.or disapproval.
The board has ten working days to review and appfovg or
disapprove and recommend modification, unless an extension of
time is agreed to by the autherity commissioner.

Sec. 156. Minnesota Statutes 1991 Supplement, section
473.3997, is arended to read: i e

473.3997 (FEDERAL FUNDING; LIGET RAIL TRANSIT.) .

By-duiy-+7-39927 (a) The regional transit board, the
regionai-raii-authoritiesy-and the commissioner of

transportation, and the affected regional rail authorities shall

jeintiy prepare any a_ joint application for federal assistance
for light rail transit facilities in the metropolitan area. The
application must be reviewed and approved by the metropolitan

council before it is submitted by the board and the

commissioner. In reviewing the application the council must

consider the information submitted to it under section 473.3994,

subdivision 9. The boardy-the-rati-authoritiessy and the

commissioner must consult with the council in preparing the
application. ?hc-appéécatian-may—p:cv&de—éer—met:cpcéétan
regéonai-rai&road—nnthcritée:—tc—deségn-cr—ccnst:uct—iéght—raf&
teansit-facitities-under-contract-with-the-commissioners

(b) Until the application described in paragraph (a) is
submitted, no political subdivision in the metropolitan area’

on its own apply for federal assistance for light rail transit

planning or construction.

15
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Sec. 17. Minnesota Statutes 1991 Supplement, section
473.3998, ié amended to read:

473.3998 (LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT JOINT POWERS BOARD. ]

A light rail transit joint powers bocard shall be formed
under section 471.59 te-impiement-iight-reii-transtt-iinal
deaign-and-construction-cf-the-corridors-£funded-asctezy-with
federai-and-county-fundsr--Fhe-board-shati-censist-cf

a consisting of one voting member from the-metrepoiiten-transit

commissiony-the-department-cf-tranapertatieny-the-regionas
transit-board;-the-metropotitan-counciiy-and the regional rail
authorities of Hennepin, Ramsey, Anoka, Washington, Dakota,
Scott, and Carver countiesy-pius-an-add:itionai-veting-member
from-a-county-regionat-raii-autherity-with-a-corrides-in-which
£inat-design-has-begun.

The board shall review and approve light rail transit

system standards to be used by the commissicner in designing and

building a light rail transit facility and shall review and

approve the plan for community involvement and the marketing

program. The board shall advise the corrider manageament

committee estabiished pursuant to section 473.3994, subdivision

10, and the commissioner on the method of implementation. All

members of the board shall be members of the corridor management

committee established pursuant to section.473.3994, subdivision

10

Sec. 18. Minnesota Statutes 1990, section 473.4051, is
amended to read:

473.4051 (LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT OPERATION.)

The transit commission shall operate regiemai-seiiroad
autherity light rail transit facilities and services upon
completion of construction of the facilities and the

commencement of revenue service using the facilities. The

regionat-ratiread-authorsty commissioner of transportation and

the commission may not allow the commencement of revenue service

until after an appropriate period of acceptance testing to

ensure satisfactory performance. In assuming the operation of

the system, the transit commission must comply with section

12
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473.415. The commission shall coordinate operation of the Light
rail transit system with bus service to avoid duplication of
service on a route served by light rail transit and to ensure .
_the widest possible access to light rail transit lines in both

suburban and urban areas by means of a feeder bus system. 3£
the-regionai-ptan-prepared-by-the-trensit-board-under-secticn
4?37399vcaii3—Ecr-:an3truétéon-and-eperatéon—cé—%ight—ea&i
transit-£facilities-in-a-juriadiction-whose-governing-body-has
chesen-not-te-organize-and-preceed-under-chapter-398a;-thé-board
may-authorize-the-transit-commission-teo-impiement-the-ptan-in
that-arears

Sec. 19. [REPEALER.]

Minnesota Statutes 1990, sections 473.399,. subdivisions 2
and 3; 473.3991; and({iE;;;;4, subdivi;I;;“E:)are repealed.

Laws 1991. chapter 291, article 4, section 20, is repealed.

Sec. 20. [APPLICATION.]

This act applies in the -counties of Anoka, Carver, Dakota,

Hennepin, Ramsey, Scott, and Washington.
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Introduced by Mariani, Wagenius, Jacobs and Orfield HF. No.__314

February 11, 1993 )
Referred to the Commitiee on TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC TRANSIT. Spion 5.8 20 e

A bill for an act

relating to transportation; defining highways and

highway purposes; authorizing use of highway user tax

distribution funds for general transportation

purposes; prescribing metropolitan area highway

projects and planning; providing tax deductions and

credits for transit costs; authorizing bonds for light

rail construction; appropriating money; amending

Minnesota Statutes 1992, sections 160.02, subdivision

7; 174.01, subdivision 2; 290.01, subdivisions 19b,

19d, and by adding a subdivision; 473.146, subdivision

3; and 473.371, subdivision 2; proposing coding for

new law in Minnesota Statutes, chapters 161; 290; and

473,

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 160.02,
subdivision 7, is amended to read:

Subd. 7. [ROAD OR HIGHWAY.] "Road" or "highway” is a
corridor designed primarily for the efficient transportation of
people and goods and includes, unless otherwise specified, the
several kinds of highways as defined in this section, including
roads designated as minimum-maintenance roads, and also
cartways, together with all bridges or other structures thereon
which form a part of the same.

Sec. 2. [161.087] [EIGHWAY PURPOSES. ]

(a) Revenues in the highway user tax distribution fund may
be used for highway projects, including mass transit projects in
highway corridors, that are designed to:

(1) achieve the goals of the state transportation system in

section 174.01;
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(2) take advantage of federal matching funds available

under the federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency

Act of 1991; and

(3) contribute to attaining the congestion mitigation and

ambient air quality standards of the federal Clean Air Act.

Such uses are deemed to be for highway purposes.

(b) "Mass transit" means transportation that is available
to the general public for hire on a regular and continuing

basis, on published schedules, and includes public bus and

commuter rail service but does not include transportation such
as travel in passenger automobiles; ridesharing arrangements

defined in section 169.01, subdivision 63; taxi service; charter

or_school bus service; or nonpublic transportation. Mass

transit includes the property, equipment, vehicles, and

improvements of any nature owned, used, constructed, or
maintained to provide mass transit and supporting facilities

such as park-and-ride facilities.

Sec. 3. [161.1247] [METROPOLITAN AREA HIGHWAY PROJECTS. ]

Subdivision 1. [DEFINITIONS.] For the purpose of this

section, "mass transit" has the meaning given it in section
161.087. -

Subd. 2. [PROJECT PRIORITY.] Except as provided in

subdivision 5, in the metropolitan area defined in section

473.121, subdivision 2, highway projects that inc;udé mass

transit or exclusive lanes for mass transit must have priority

over other highway projects in the commissioner of

transportation's project selection and programming process. The
commissioner of transportation shall identify all opportunities

for obtaining federal funds that may be used for transit in the

metropolitan area, including surface transportation funds,
congestion mitigation funds, and air gquality improvement funds,

and make every reasonable effort to obtain and use those funds

for transit in the metropolitan area. The metropolitan council

and metropolitan agencies as defined in section 473.121, and

local units of government in the metropclitan area, shall

cooperate with and assist the commissioner in seeking federal
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funds under this subdivision.

Subd. 3. [LIGET RAIL TRANSIT IN THE CENTRAL CORRIDOR.] By

January 1, 1994, the commissioner of transportation shall submit

an application for federal financial assistance to construct
light rail transit between the cities of Minneapolis and St.

Paul as part of the reconstruction of marked interstate route

I-94.
Subd, 4. [I-35W RECONSTRUCTION.] (a) Interstate route

I-35W reconstruction may begin only after construction of light

rail transit between the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul has

begun.
(b) Adding traffic lanes between marked interstate routes

I-494 and I-3SE may begin only after construction of light rail

transit north of marked interstate route I-494 has begun.

(c) The commissioner shall not begin construction of or

initiate acquisition of any land for additional traffic lanes on
marked interstate route I-35W between Washington Avenue South in

the city of Minneapolis and marked interstate route I-3SE in

Dakota county until the legislature appropriates money to

provide the funds required to match federal funds for the

Eroj ect. o
Subd. 5. [I-494 RECONSTRUCTION.] The commissioner shall

not begin construction of or initiate acquisition of any land

for additional traffic lanes on marked interstate route I-494

until the legislature appropriates money to provide the funds
required to match federal funds for the project.

Subd. 6. [HIGHWAY 610 RECONSTRUCTION.] The commissioner of

transportation shall begin reconstruction of marked trunk
highways 10 and 610 at the same time as, or earlier than,

reconstruction begins on marked interstate route I-35W or on

marked interstate route I-494, whichever occurs first.

Subd. 7. [PARKING FACILITIES.] The commissioner may

acquire land by purchase, gift, or eminent domain for and may

construct, operate, repair, and maintain park-and-ride

facilities to serve persons traveling by mass transit in the

metropolitan area defined in section 473.121, subdivision 2.
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After July 1, 1993, the commissioner shall ensure that trunk

highway construction or reconstruction projects in the

metropolitan area include sufficient park-and-ride facilities to

maximize mass transit use on the completed project and shall

consult with metropolitan transit providers to determine the
necessary number, locations, and size of park-and-ride

facilities needed to maximize mass transit use.

Sec. 4. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 174.01,
subdivision 2, is amended to read:

Subd. 2. [TRANSPORTATION GOALS.] The goals of the state
transportation system are as follows:

(1) to provide safe transportation for users throughout the
state;

(2) to ensure transportation planning enhances balanced

reqgional development in the metropolitan area defined in section
473.121, subdivision 2;

(3) to provide multimodal and intermodal transportation
that enhances mobility and economic development and provides
access to all persons and businesses in Minnesota while ensuring
that there is no undue burden placed on any community;

+3% (4) to provide a reasonable travel time for commuters;

t4> (5) to provide for the economical, efficient, and safe
movement of goods to and from markets by rail, highway, and
waterway;

+5% (6) to encourage tourism by providing appropriate
transportation to Minnesota facilities designed to attract
tourists;

+6% (7) to provide transit services throughout the state to
meet the needs of transit users;

t?+ (8) to promote productivity through system management
and the utilization of technological advancements;

+8+ (9) to maximize the benefits received for each state
transportation investment;

+94 (10) to provide funding for transportation that, at a
minimum, preserves the transportation infrastructure;

+36+ (11) to ensure that the planning and implementation of
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all modes of transportation are consistent with the

environmental and energy goals of the state and to meet and

maintain 1990 levels of carbon dioxide emissions;

+3%¥ (12) to increase high occupancy vehicle use;

+32y (13) to provide an air transportation system
sufficient to encourage economic growth and allow all regions of
the state the ability to participate in the global economy;

+%3% (14) to increase transit use in the urban areas by
giving highest priority to the transportation modes with the
greatest people moving capacity; and

t34¥ (15) to promote and increase bicycling as an

energy-efficient, nonpolluting, and healthful transportation

alternative.

Sec. 5. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 290.01, is
amended by adding a subdivision to read:

Subd. 4b. [COMMUTER TRANSPORTATION BENEFITS.] "Commuter
transportation benefits" means the amount paid or incurred

during the taxable year by an employer as defined in section
290.92, subdivision 1, for providing employees alternatives to

commuting to and from work in single-occupancy motor vehicles.

Commuter transportation benefits include, but are not limited

to, transit passes, parking at park-and-ride lots, parking for

carpools, employer-sponsored rideshare and vanpool programs,

bicycles and bicycle safety equipment, equipment that permits an
employee to limit commuting by working at home, and the amount
paid or incurred due to the use of flextime, staggered work

hours, or other management techniques that reduce

single-occupancy vehicle commuting by employees.

Sec. 6. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 290.01,
subdivision 19b, is amended to read:

Subd. 19b. [SUBTRACTIONS FROM FEDERAL TAXABLE INCOME.] For
individuals, estates, and trusts, there shall be subtracted from
federal taxable income:

(1) interest income on obligations of any authority,
commission, or instrumentality of the United States to the

extent includable in taxable income for federal income tax
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purposes but exempt from state income tax under the laws of the
United States;

(2) if included in federal taxable income, the amount of
any overpayment of income tax to Minnesota or to any other
state, for any previous taxable year, whether the amount is
received as a refund or as a credit to another taxable year's
income tax liability;

(3) the amount paid to others not to exceed $650 for each
dependent in grades kindergarten to 6 and $1,000 for each
dependent in grades 7 to 12, for tuition, textbooks, and
transportation of each dependent in attending an elementary or
secondary school situated in Minnesota, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Iowa, or Wisconsin, wherein a resident of this state may
legally fulfill the state's compulsory attendance laws, which is

not operated for profit, and which adheres to the provisions of

the Ciéil Rights Act of 1964 and chapter 363. As used in this

clause, "textbooks" includes books and other instructional
‘materials and equipment used in elementary and secondary schools
in teaching only those subjects legally and commonly taught in
public elementary and secondary schools in this state.
"pextbooks” does not include instructional books and materials
used in the teaching of religious tenets, doctrines, or worship,
the purpose of which is to instill such tenets, doctrines, or
worship, nor does it include books or materials for, or
transportation to, extracurricular activities including sporting
events, musical or dramatic events, speech activities, driver's
education, or similar programs. In order to qualify for the
subtraction under this clause the taxpayer must elect to itemize
deductions under section 63(e) of the Internal Revenue Code;

(4) to the extent included in federal taxable income,
distributions from a qualified governmental pension plan, an
individual retirement account, simplified employee pension, or
qualified plan covering a self-employed person that represent a
return of contributions that were included in Minnesota gross
income in the taxable year for which the contributions were made

but were deducted or were not included in the computation of
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federal adjusted gross income. The distribution shall be
allocated first to return of contributions until the
contributions included in Minnesota gross income have been
exhausted. This subtraction applies only to contributions made
in a taxable year prior to 1985;

(5) income as provided under section 290.0802;

(6) the amount of unrecovered accelerated cost recovery
system deductions allowed under subdivision 19g;

(7) to the extent included in federal adjusted gross
income, income realized on disposition of property exempt from
tax under section 290.491; and

(8) to the extent not deducted in determining federal
taxable income, the amount paid for health insurance of
self-employed individuals as determined under section 162(1) of
the Internal Revenue Code, except that the 25 percent limit does
not apply. If the taxpayer deducted insurance payments under
section 213 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, the
subtraction under this clause must be reduced by the lesser of:

(i) the total itemized deductions allowed under section
63(d) of the Internal Revenue Code, less state, local, and
foreign income taxes deductible under section 164 of the
Internal Revenue Code and the standard deduction under section
63(c) of the Internal Revenue Code; or

(ii) the lesser of (A) the amount of insurance qualifying
as "medical care” under section 213(d) of the Internal Revenue
Code to the extent not deducted under section 162(1) of the
Internal Revenue Code or excluded from income or (B) the total
amount deductible for medical care under section 213(a); and

(9) the value of commuter transportation benefits received

by an employee to the extent included in federal taxable income,

in an amount not to exceed $60 per month.

Sec. 7. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 290.01,
subdivision 19d, is amended to read:

Subd. 19d. [CORPORATIONS; MODIFICATIONS DECREASING FEDERAL
TAXABLE INCOME.] For corporations, there shall be subtracted

from federal taxable income after the increases provided in
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subdivision 1l9c:

(1) the amount of foreign dividend gross-up added to gross
income for federal income tax purposes under section 78 of the
Internal Revenue Code;

(2) the amount of salary expense not allowed for federal

income tax purposes due to claiming the federal jobs credit

under section 51 of the Internal Revenue Code;

(3) any dividend (not including any distribution in
liquidation) paid within the taxable year by a national or state
bank to the United States, or to any instrumentality of the
United States exempt from federal income taxes, on the preferred '
stock of the bank owned by the United States or the
instrumentality:;

(4) amounts disallowed for intangible drilling costs due to
differences between this chapter and the Internal Revenue Code
in taxable years beginning before January 1, 1987, as follows:

(i) to the extent the disallowed costs are represented by
physical property, an amount equal to the allowance for
depreciation under Minnesota Statutes 1986, section 290.09,
subdivision 7, subject to the modifications contained in
subdivision 19e; and =

(ii) to the extent the disallowed costs are not represented
by physical property, an amount equal to the allowance for cost
depletion under Minnesota Statutes 1986, section 290.09,
subdivision 8;

(5) the deduction for capital losses pursuant to sections
1211 and 1212 of the Internal Revenue Code, except that:

(i) for capital losses incurred in taxable years beginning
after December 31, 1986, capital loss carrybacks shall not be
allowed;

(ii) for capital losses incurred in taxable years beginning
after December 31, 1986, a capital loss carryover to each of the
15 taxable years succeeding the loss year shall be allowed;

(iii) for capital losses incurred in taxable years
beginning before January 1, 1987, a capital loss carryback to

each of the three taxable years preceding the loss year, subject
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to the provisions of Minnesota Statutes 1986, section 290.16,

shall be allowed; and

(iv) for capital losses incurred in taxable years beginning

before January 1, 1987, a capital loss carryover to each of the
five taxable years succeeding the loss year to the extent such
loss was not used in a prior taxable year and subject to the
provisions of Minnesota Statutes 1986, section 290.16, shall be
allowed;

(6) an amount for interest and expenses relating to income
not taxable for federal income tax purposes, if (i) the income
is taxable under this chapter and (ii) the interest and expenses
were disallowed as deductions under the provisions of section
171(a)(2), 265 or 291 of the Internal Revenue Code in computing
federal taxable income;

(7) in the case of mines, oil and gas wells, other natural
deposits, and timber for which percentage depletion was
disallowed pursuant to subdivision 19¢, clause (11), a
reasonable allowance for depletion based on actual cost. 1In the
case of leases the deduction must be apportioned between the
lessor and lessee in accordance with rules prescribed by the
commissioner. In the case of property held in trust, the
allowable deduction must be apportioned between the income
beneficiaries and the trustee in accordance with the pertinent
provisions of the trust, or if there is no provision in the
instrument, on the basis of the trust's income allocable to
each;

(8) for certified pollution control facilities placed in
service in a taxable year beginning before December 31, 1986,
and for which amortization deductions were elected under section
169 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended through
December 31, 1985, an amount equal to the allowance for
depreciation under Minnesota Statutes 1986, section 290.09,
subdivision 7;

(9) the amount included in federal taxable income
attributable to the credits provided in Minnesota Statutes 1986,

section 273.1314, subdivision 9, or Minnesota Statutes, section
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469.171, subdivision 6;

(10) amounts included in federal taxable income that are
due to refunds of income, excise, or franchise taxes based on
net income or related minimum taxes paid by the corporation to
Minnesota, another state, a political subdivision of another
state, the District of Columbia, or a foreign country or
possession of the United States to the extent that the taxes
were added to federal taxable income under section 290.01,
subdivision 19¢, clause (1), in a prior taxable year;

(11) the following percentage of royalties, fees, or other
like income accrued or received from a foreign operating
corporation or a foreign corporation which is part of the same
unitary business as the receiving corporation:

Taxable Year

Beginning After .......... Percentage

December 31, 1988 ........ 50 percent

December 31, 1990 ........ 80 percent;

(12) income or gains from the business of mining as defined
in section 290.05, subdivision 1, clause (a), that are not
subject to Minnesota franchise tax;

(13) the amount of handicap access expendifures in the
taxable year which are not allowed to be deducted or capitalized
under section 44(d)(7) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; and

(14) the amount of qualified research expenses not allowed
for federal income tax purposes under section 280C(c) of the
Internal Revenue Code, but only to the extent that the amount
exceeds the amount of the credit allowed under section 290.068;
and

(1l5) the amount paid or incurred for commuter

transportation benefits provided to employees to the extent

included in federal taxable income.

Sec. 8. [290.061] [EMPLOYERS' COMMUTER TRANSPORTATION TAX

CREDIT.]

An employer may take as a credit against taxes due under

section 290.06, in a taxable year an amount equal to ten percent

of the amount paid or incurred for commuter transportation

10
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benefits, not to exceed $720 multiplied by the number of

benefited employees.
Sec. 9. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 473.146,

subdivision 3, is amended to read:
Subd. 3. [TRANSPORTATION CHAPTER OF THE DEVELOPMENT
GUIDE.] The transportation chapter must include: (1) policies

relating to all transportation forms and be designed to promote

the legislative determinations, policies, and goals set forth in
section 473.371; (2) land-use policies that encourage transit

use; (3) policies to ensure that all transportation planning in
the metropolitan area enhances balanced regional development;

and (4) policies that place a higher priority on highway
projects that include mass transit as defined in section 161.087

or_exclusive lanes for mass transit than on other highway

projects. 1In addition to the requirements of subdivision 1
regarding the contents of the policy plan, the nontransit
element of the transportation chapter must include the following:

(1) a statement of the needs and problems of the
metropolitan area with respect to the functions covered,
including the present and prospective demand for and constraints
on access to regional business concentrations and other major
activity centers and the constraints on and acceptable levels of
development and vehicular trip generation at such centers;

(2) the objectives of and the policies to be forwarded by
the policy plan;

(3) a general description of the physical facilities and
services to be developed;

(4) a statement as to the general location of physical
facilities and service areas;

(5) a general statement of timing and priorities in the
development of those physical facilities and service areas;

(6) a detailed statement, updated every two years, of
timing and priorities for improvements and expenditures needed
on the metropolitan highway system; and

(7) a general statement on the level of public expenditure

appropriate to the facilities.

1l




w o0 o e W N

T T e T = T = T R Y — S R — R |
O W @ N o W e W N~ O

02/10/93 [REVISOR ] XX/BD 93-1630

The council shall develop the nontransit element in
consultation with the transportation advisory board and shall
transmit the results to the state department of transportation.

Sec. 10. [473.1675] [TRANSIT.]

The council shall plan the metropolitan area transit and
highway systems. The council plan must be consistent with and
reflect the policies of the council's transportation policy
plan. The council shall seek suggestions and ideas for the plan
and coordinate the plan's development with the commissioner of

transportation, other metropolitan agencies, and local units of
government. The commissioner of transportation, metropolitan

agencies, and local units of government in the metropolitan area

shall cooperate with and assist the council in coordinating

transit and highway plans and projects.

Sec. 11, Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 473.371,
subdivision 2, is amended to read:

Subd. 2. [GOALS.] The goals of sections 473.371 to 473.449
are as follows:

(a) to provide, to the greatest feasible extent, a basic

level of mobility for all pecople in the metropolitan area;

(b) to arrange to the greatest feasible extent for the

provision of a comprehensive set of tranmsit and paratransit
services to meet the needs of all people in the metropolitan
area;

(c) to cooperate with private and public tranmsit providers
to assure the most efficient and coordinated use of existing and
planned transit resources; and

(d) to maintain public mebility in the event of emergencies
or energy shortages; and

(e) to ensure transit and transportation planning enhance

balanced regional development in the metropolitan area.
Sec. 12. [TELECOMMUTING STUDY.]

Subdivision 1. [DEFINITION.] For purposes of this section,

"telecommuting” means the practice of performing work at a

residence rather than_g_worksite, through video, telephone,

computer, or other electronic connection.

12
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Subd. 2. [STUDY DIRECTED.] The metropolitan council shall

conduct a studi of telecommuting as an alternative to vehicle
commuting between residence and worksite. The council may

contract with a person, firm, or organization knowledgeable in

telecommuting to perform the study.
Subd. 3. [STUDY CONTENTS.] The study must include:

(1) the present extent of telecommuting in the metropolitan

area;

(2) the potential of telecommuting to substitute for
vehicle commuting in the area, alleviate traffic congestion, and
reduce the need for highway expansion;

(3) present legal and public policy obstacles to

telecommuting; and

(4) legal and public policy alternatives that would expand
telecommuting or telecommuting options in the area.

Subd. 4. [REPORTS.] The council shall report on the

fundings of the study to the governor and legislature not later
than March 1, 1994.

Subd. 5. [APPROPRIATION.] The sum of $150,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated from the general

fund to the metropolitan council to conduct the study required

by this section. This appropriation is available until March 1,

1994. The council shall seek and apply for any federal funds

that may be available for the study. The appropriation in this

subdivision may be used to match any federal funds that may be
available for this purpose.
Sec. 13. [LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT CONSTRUCTION FUNDING. ]

Subdivision 1. [APPROPRIATION.] After approval of the

application for federal financial assistance for construction of

light rail transit facilities on the central corridor between

the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul, $235,000,000 is

appropriated from the ..... fund to the commissioner of

transportation for the state costs of construction.
Subd. 2. [BOND SALE.] To provide the money appropriated in

this section from the . fund, the commissioner of

finance, on request of the governor, shall sell and issue bonds

13
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of the state in an amount up to ($140,000,000 in the manner, upon
T
the terms, and with the effect prescribed by Minnesota Statutes,

sections 16A.631 to 16A.675, and by the Minnesota Constitution,

article XI, sections 4 to 7.

Sec. 14. [APPROPRIATION. ]
(a) $....... is appropriated to the regional transit board

from the .......... fund to implement the Vision for Transit.

{(b) $....... is appropriated from the .......... fund for

lead abatement purposes.

(c) $o...... is appropriated to the regional transit board

from the .......... fund for transfer to the metropolitan

transit commission to implement new regular route service, plan

and evaluate reqular route service, plan and develop highway

improvements for transit, plan capital facilities including
transit hubs and park-and-ride lots, advertise and provide

customer transit information, train drivers, increase
operations' supervision, maintain the increased number of buses,

contract for snow removal and maintenance of bus stops,

shelters, and hubs, and test-market services in lower density
areas.

Sec. 15. [APPLICATION.]

Sections 10 and 11 apply in the counties of Anoka, Carver,

Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, Scott, and Washington.

Sec. 16. [EFFECTIVE DATE.]

Section 13 is effective the day following final enactment.




Yearly Transit Needs

(in millions)

$

USED FOR:

RTB $27.0

TO BE (General Fund
& Gas Tax)

(18% of total budget)

TOTAL

$37.0 $64.0
(31% of total budget)

Rural $8.0
Transit

(40% of total budget)

$11.0 $19.0
(53% of total
budget)

Light Rail® 30

$20.1 $20.1

@ Surface $0®
Transportation

Fund (highways and
other transportation
needs)

~ Preservation)

NOTE:

@Assumes $470 million total,
_ 50% Federal participation (we
~are ehglble for up to 70%), 20
_ year bonds

$l'5'b'llhon is current biennal
__ htghway user fund revenue
- for state roadways

$93 $93.0

(Investment

$196.1

s

L

$196. 1 Total Needs

- 93.0 Surface Transportation

- 20.1 Light rail debt service

$83.0 Transit needs

35.0 Current General Fund

$48.0 New Transit Needs




Sales Tax on Gasoline

ADVANTAGES
Recommended by RTB, MTC & MTLG

Easy to implement

Clear link to transportation
High level of revenue generated

Potential to relieve the general fund

If the LGTF distribution is not made,
revenues are available for surface
transportation

DISADVANTAGES

Could be viewed as a tax on a tax

Could be challenged constitutionally

May be a regressive tax
If a distribution is made to the LGTF, funds

are not available for surface transportation
needs

Irritation factor for consumers if tax is not
built into pump price




Sales Tax on Gasoline

OPTION #1 _

Full 6 1/2 % Tax on Gasoline Sales

No Distribution to the Local Government
Trust Fund (LGTF).

Continue current $35 million Transit
Appropriation from the General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED (in millions)

6 1/2 % tax $180.0
General Fund + $35.0
$215.0  Available for Distribution
to Transportation

® Meets full transit, LRT and highway needs.

Generates excess of approximately $18.9 million.




Sales Tax on Gasoline

OPTION #2 -

Full 61/2% Tax on Gasoline Sales
No Distribution to LGTF

Discontinue current $35 million Transit
Appropriation from the General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED (in millions)

6 1/2 % tax $180.0

e Nearly meets full transit, LRT and highway
needs. Short an estimated $16.1 million.




Sales Tax on Gasoline

OPTION #3

Full 6 1/2 % Tax on Gasoline Sales
2% distributed to LGTF @

Continue current $35 million Appropriation to
Transit from the General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED  (in millions)

4 1/2 % tax $125.0
General Fund + $35.0

$160.0 Available for Distribution
to Transportation

Short $36.1 million for full transit, LRT and
highway funding needs.

Could direct that the 2% distribution to the LGTF be used towards
property tax relief of transit levies.




Sales Tax on Gasoline

Full 6 1/2 % Tax on Gasoline Sales
2% Distribution to LGTF @

Discontinue current $35 million Transit
Appropriation from the General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED ' (in millions)

4 1/2 % tax $125.0

® Does not meet full transit, LRT and highway
needs. Approximately $71.1 million short for
full transit, LRT and highway funding needs.

(D Could direct that the 2% distribution to the LGTF be used towards
property tax relief of transit levies.




Sales Tax on Vehicle Repairs

_ OPTION #5b |

¢ Tax on all vehicle repairs

¢ Continue $35 million Transit Appropriation
from the General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED (in millions)

6 1/2 % Repairs Tax $ 64.0
General Fund + $ 35.0
$99.0

ADVANTAGES
Can fund full $83 million transit needs

Consumers believe repair tax is already in place

Easy to implement

Four neighboring states have implemented

DISADVANTAGES

Perceived as most regressive

Service tax

Need additional revenue to fund LRT and surface transportation
needs.




Sales Tax on Vehicle Repairs
Plus Tax on Motor Oil ¢

OPTION #6 -

Tax on auto body work only
Tax of 10 cents per quart of oil

Continue Transit Appropriation from the
General Fund.

REVENUES GENERATED (in millions)

6 1/2 % tax on auto body repairs $ 16.0
10 cent tax on oil $ 10.0
General Fund $ 35.0

$ 61.0

ADVANTAGES

Short $22 million for transit needs, but could use this as a phase-in
option for the “94 -95 biennium only.

Limited funds may be acceptable since time is needed to implement
the Vision for Transit.

DISADVANTAGES

Does not fund LRT and Surface Transportation needs.

Does not provide an adequate funding mechanism after the "94 - 95
biennium.




, Raising Excise Tax
® on Purchase of

New and Used Vehichles

Raises MVET from 6.5% to 7.5%
Dedicates 1% to Transit Assistance Fund

Continues $35 million Transit Appropriation
from General Fund

REVENUES GENERATED (in millions)

1% Tax $ 49.0

General Fund + $ 35.0
$ 84.0

ADVANTAGES

Fully funds new transit needs
Transportation related tax
Relatively progressive

Recommended by Transportation Study Board and AMM

DISADVANTAGES

Volatile revenue source and history

Perceived to be a General Fund source, so less likely to be maintained
for transit

Does not fund LRT or surface transportation




Revenue Generated vs. Need

MILLIONS

$220.0 —

Excess

180.0

84.0

Option #1

Opllon #2 Option #3 Opllon #4 Option #5  Option #6 Option #7

OPTIONS
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Senators Pappas, Mondale, Flynn and Novak introduced--

S. F. No. 187 Referred to the Committee on Transportation and Public
: Transit

[

A bill for an act

relating to transportation; creating a Minnesota
mobility trust fund and a surface transportation fund;
imposing a tax on motor fuel sales at retail and
requiring all proceeds to be deposited in the
Minnesota mobility trust fund; amending Minnesota
Statutes 1992, sections 174.32, subdivision a3
297A.25, subdivision 7; and 297A.44, subdivisions 1
and 4; proposing coding for new law in Minnesota
Statutes, chapter 174.

COWVwD~-Nohu & W

=

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA:

-
LS I

Section 1. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 174.32,

—
w

subdivision 2, is amended to read:

Subd. 2. [TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUND; DISTRIBUTION.] (a) The

-
e

transit assistance fund receives money distributed under-section

2978789 from the Minnesota mobility trust fund as provided in

-
o

—
-1

section 2. Eighty percent of the receipts of the fund must be
placed into a metropolitan account for distribution to
recipients located in the metropolitan area and 20 percent intb
a separate account for distribution to :ecipients located
outside of the metropolitan area. Except as otherwise provided
in this subdivision, the regional transit board created by
section 473.373 is responsible for distributing assistance from
the metropolitan account, and the commissioner is responsible
for distributing assistance from the other account. Money
placed in the metropolitan account is available for distribution
to regional railroad authorities established under chapter 398A

in the metropolitan area, by the commissioner of transportation
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as provided in paragraph (b).

(b) The commissioner shall request applications from all
eligible regional railroad authorities. The commissioner shall
establish a reasonable deadline for submittal of applications.
The commissioner may not distribute more than 60 percent of the
available funds to a single recipient. Before distributing
money to any regional railroad authority, the commissioner shall
submit the applications to the regional transit board for
approval. The commissioner may distribute funds only with the
approval of the board. Before approving any application for
funds for construction, the board shall report to the
legislature on the use and planned distribution of construction
funds.

gec. 2. [174.64] [MINNESOTA MOBILITY TRUST FUND.]

Subdivision 1. (ESTABLISEMENT.] The Minnesota mobility

trust fund is created, consisting of all proceeds of the tax

imposed on sales of gasoline and special fuel at retail; money

received from the federal government or any other public or

private source; and any other money otherwise allotted,

appropriated, or leqgislated to the fund.

Subd. 2. [APPORTIONMENT.] Money in the fund must be

transferred to the transit assistance fund and to the surface

transportation fund for apportionment as follows: .. percent to

the transit assistance fund and .. percent to the surface

transportation fund. Money credited to the Minnesota mobility

trust fund must be transferred from the fund on July 15 and

January 15 of each fiscal year. The commissioner of finance

must make each transfer based upon the actual receipts of the

preceding six calendar months and include the interest earned

during that six-month period. The commissioner of finance may

establish a quarterly or other schedule providing for more

frequent payments to the transit assistance fund if the

commissioner determines it is necessary or desirable to provide

for the cash flow needs of the recipients of money from the

transit. assistance fund.

subd. 3. [INVESTMENT.] Upon the request of the
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commissioner, money in the Minnesota mobility trust fund shall

be invested by the state board of investment in those securities

authorized for that purpose in gsection 11A.21. All interest and

profits from the investments shall be credited to the Minnesota

mobility trust fund. The state treasurer shall be the custodian

of all securities purchased under this section.

Sec. 3. [174.65]) [SURFACE TRANSPORTATION FUND. ]

The surface transportation fund is created in the state

treasury consisting of money from the Minnesota mobility trust

fund as provided in section 2. Money in the surface

transportation fund may be expended by appropriation for any

transportation purpose.

Sec. 4. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 297A.25,
subdivision 7, is amended to read:

Subd. 7. [PETROLEUM PRODUCTS.] The gross receipts from the
sale of and storage, use, or consumption of the following
petroleum products are exempt:

(1) prodncts-upon-uh&eh-a-taz-has-been-imposed-and-paid
under-ehe-pravisiens-of-ebapeer-!967~and-no-refund-has-been-er
wiii-be-eiieued-becanae-ehe-buyee-used-ehe-fuei-fur-nonhéghuuy
user

+24 products which-are used in the improvement of
agricultural land by constructing, maintaining, and repairing
drainage ditches, tile drainage systems, grass waterways, water
impoundment, and other erosion control structures; or

+3% (2) products purchased by a transit system receiving
financial assistance under section 174.24 or 473.384.

Sec. 5. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 297A.44,
subdivision 1, is amended to read:

Subdivision 1. (a) Except as provided in paragraphs (b)r
tey7-and-tdyy to (e) and subdivision 4, all revenues, including
interest and penalties, derived from the excise and use taxes
imposed by sections 297A.01 to 297A.44 shall be deposited by the
commissioner in the state treasury and credited to the general

fund.

(b) All excise and use taxes derived from sales and use of

3
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property and services purchased for the construction and
operation of an agricultural resource project, from and after
the date on which a conditional commitment £for a loan guaranty
for the project is made pursuant to section 41A.04, subdivision
3, shall be deposited in the Minnesota agricultural and economic
account in the special revenue fund. The commissioner of
finance shall certify to the commissioner the date on which the
project received the conditional commitment. The amount
deposited in the loan guaranty account shall be reduced by any
refunds and by the costs incurred by the department of revenue
to administer and enforce the assessment and collection of the
taxes.

(¢) All revenues, including interest and penalties, derived
from the excise and use taxes imposed on sales and purchases
included in section 297A.01, subdivision 3, paragraphs (d) and
(1), clauses (1) and (2), must be deposited by the commissioner
in the state treasury, and credited as follows:

(1) first to the general obligation special tax bond debt
service account in each fiscal year the amount required by
section 16A.661, subdivision 3, paragraph (b); and

(2) after the requirements of clause (1) have been met, the
balance must be credited to the general fund.

(d) The revenues, including interest and penalties, derived
from the taxes imposed on solid waste collection services as
described in section 297A.45, except for the tax imposed under
section 297A. 021, shall be deposited by the commissioner in the
state treasury and credited to the general fund to be used for
funding solid waste reduction and :ecyclxng programs.

(e) All revenues, including interest and penalties, derived

from the tax imposed on gales of gasoline and special fuel at

retail must be deposited by the commissioner in the state

treasury and credited to the Minnesota mobility trust fund to be

used for the purposes of that fund as described in section 2.

Sec. 6. Minnesota Statutes 1992, section 297A.44,

subdivision 4, is amended to read:

Subd. 4. [LOCAL OPTION TAX.] (a) The commissioner shall
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deposit all revenues, including interest and penalties, derived
from the local option excise taxes imposed under sections

297A.021 and 297A.14, except revenues derived from sales of

gasoline and special fuel at retail, in the local government

trust fund.
(b) In addition, the commissioner shall deposit revenues
derived from imposing a rate of 1.5 percent on all taxable

sales, except sales of gasoline and special fuel at retail,

including interest and penalties, under this chapter in the
local government trust fund.
Sec. 7. [NONSEVERABILITY.]

The provisions of this act are not severable. Each section

is essentially and inseparably connected and dependent upon

every other section and that if one provision of this act is

found to be void the legislature would not have enacted the

remaining provisions without the void provision.




Resolution

Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority supports
increased funding for transit capital and operating needs,
including regular route bus service, services for persons with
disabilities, and light rail transit; and

WHEREAS, Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority supports
broad-based funding for transit purposes, with decreased reliance
on the property tax; Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
supports a 6.5% sales tax on gasoline as proposed in S.F. 187 to
fund transit services, including 1light rail transit in the
Central Corridor.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION %

| Board Action Requested

Amend agreement 91001 Phase II preliminary
engineering for Midway Corrider and
authorize Chairman to sign amendment.

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Origi.nnting Department

4
f| A ‘

Authorized Slmm ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Amendment to contract

Date / Time
Received By

W)dfds’:_,cc. CZ?,'

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified complete for:

Committee / Meeting Date i Date

Committee / Meeting Date Date

February 23, 1993 : 2/12/93
Board Date Date




Resolution
Board of

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, A previous resolution authorized a contract with
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority (RCRRA), Hennepin
County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA), and BRW, Inc., for
preliminary engineering on the Midway Corridor between the East
Bank Campus of the University of Minnesota and downtown Saint
Paul, total cost not to exceed $2,940,000, with the Hennepin
County Regional Railroad Authority share not to exceed 11.3
percent of contract costs, or $333,000; and

WHEREAS, Alignment changes in the Westgate area since the
initiation of the contract in September, 1991, have resulted in a
greater proportion of the route now being located in Ramsey
County; and

WHEREAS, Amendment No. 1 to Agreement 91001 provides for a
reallocation of costs between HCRRA and RCRRA that reflects the
changed routing and reduces the HCRRA maximum cost by $37,200 to

an amount not to exceed $295,8000; and

WHEREAS, Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority
approved the proposed contract amendment on February 9, 1993;
Now, Therefore, Be It

RESOLVED, That Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. 91001
between the Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority, Ramsey
County Regional Railroad Authority, and BRW, Inc., providing for
a reallocation of costs between HCRRA and RCRRA reducing the

* HCRRA maximum amount by $37,200 to $295,800, and providing an
extension of time from March 24, 1993 to December 31, 1993, be
approved, and that the Chair be authorized to sign the amendment
on behalf of the Authority.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Amendment No: 1
RCRRA/HCRRA Agreement No. 91001
BRW, Inc.

FIRST AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT 91001
PHASE II PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING STUDY
FOR THE MIDWAY CORRIDOR

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT made and entered into effective the day of
, 1993; by and between the Ramsey County Regional Railroad
Authority (RCRRA), Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority (HCRRA),
hereinafter collectively the "Authorities" and BRW, Inc., a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Wyoming, hereinafter
referred to as "BRW".

WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, the Authorities and BRW have entered into that certain
Agreement for professional engineering consulting services for the Phase II

Preliminary Engineering Study for the Midway Corridor; and

WHEREAS, the Authorities wish to restructure the allocation of costs to
reflect the changes in alignment, and

WHEREAS, the reallocation of costs will not increase the total dollar
amount of the Agreement, and

WHEREAS, the Authorities wish to extend the term of the Agreement from
March 24,1993 to December 31, 1993,

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby mutually agreed that:

s Section 2.1 of the Agreement shall be amended extending the term
of the Agreement to December 31, 1993.

Exhibit D to the Agreement, Cost Allocation, shall be deleted and
Exhibit A2 to this Amendment shall be substituted therefore.

Except as hereby amended, the Agreement shall remain in full force
and effect.




Amendment No: 1
RCRRA/HCRRA Agreement No. 91001
BRW, Inc.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Amendment to be
executed by their respective duly authorized officers as of the day and year

first above written.

HENNEPIN COUNTY
REGIONH/ RAZLROAD AUTHOR

B
%an ra Hilary, Chair )]

Dated:

"YU £
ecu{Tviggi?eifpf

Dated: 7 - 9-2 3

APPROVED AS TO FoRM-AND-EXECUTION:

By:
Assistant Hennepin County Attorney

Dated:

Ty ks

BR

W, .

Wo” wbdgt
Title VIX- Mw
Dated: Z{ll!?}

RAMSEY COUNTY
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

By:

John T. Finley, Chair
Dated:

APPROVED A TO FORM Z:injx CUTION
By:

Assistant Ramsey County Attorney
Dated: ‘%! [ ‘Z[ 73

Recommended for Approval:

By: :;é{, y
Director o t R@Y ransit

Planning, Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority

By: wnn Aobuille  sfilas
amsey £gunty Risk Manager




REVISED DIVISION OF COST

SPLIT OF CONSULTANT BUDGET BETWEEN RCRRA AND HCRRA
FOR PHASE |l PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING FOR MIDWAY CORRIDOR

AGREEMENT 91001
AMENDMENT NO. 1

EXHIBIT A2

WORK TASK

HCRRA SHARE

RCRRA SHARE

BUDGET

%

DOLLAR

%

DOLLAR

TASK 1.0

PROJECT ADMINISTRATION

$280,000

15%

$42,000

85%

$238,000

TASK 2.0

OPERATIONS PLAN

$80,000

15%

$12,000

85%

$68,000

TASK 3.0

SYSTEMS ENGINEERING DESIGN

$210,000

10%

$21,000

90%

$189,000

TASK 4.0

CIVIL ENGINEERING DESIGN

$1,240,000

8%

$99,200

92%

$1,140,800

TASK 5.0

FACILITY DESIGN

$510,000

10%

$51,000

90%

$459,000

TASK 6.0

VALUE ENGINEERING

$25,000

20%

$5,000

80%

$20,000

TASK 7.0

SYSTEM COST ESTIMATES

$30,000

15%

$4,500

85%

$25,500

TASK 8.0

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION PLANNING

$85,000

10%

$8,500

90%

$76,500

TASK 9.0

IMPLEMENTATION METHOD AND MANAGEMENT PLAN

$10,000

20%

$2,000

80%

$8,000

TASK 10.0

AGENCY COORDINATION

$55,000

10%

$5,500

90%

$49,500

TASK 11.0

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION/COMMUNICATION PROGRAM

$145,000

10%

$14,500

90%

$130,500

SUBTOTAL

$2,670,000

9.9%

$265,200

90.1%

$2,404,800

DESIGN TEAM CONTINGENCY

$270,000

11.3%

$30,600

88.7%

$239,400

TOTAL

$2,940,000

10.1%

$295,800

89.9%

$2,644,200




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

| Board Action Requested
REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
Originating Department Update on Metro LRT Joint Powers Board

z ’ E E activities.

Authorized Date DISCUSSION ONLY

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Chart outlining responsibilities
2) Memorandum from John T. Finley

Gking
YORIA)D

- /
/ 4

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Committee / Meeting Date Signature

Committee / Meeting Date flgmu:un
February 23, 1993 Vjvzﬂ londlorriag
Board Date Signature




LIGHT
ROLES AND

TRANSIT
PONSIBILITIES

Hajor Tasks

Existing Law

Joint Powers Agreement
January, 1992

Compromise Agreement/Vetoed
Legislation, May, 1992

Purchase right of way

Set priorities for corridor
implementation

Apply for federal funds

Prepare Alternatives Analysis/
Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (AA/DEIS), prelim-
inary design plans

Prepare preliminary
engineering plans and Final
Environmental Impact Statement

Prepare final design plans

Construct

Operate

Regional railroad
authorities (RRA’s)

Metropolitan Council
and Regional Transit
Board (RTB)

Joint - RTB, RRA’s,
Mn/DOT and by different
lavws, each can apply
separately

RRA’s

RRA’s

Metropolitan Transit
Commission (MTC)

RRA’s and Joint Powers
Board (JPB)

Metropolitan Council

Joint - RTB, RRA’s, Mn/DOT
and by different laws each
can apply separately

RRA’s and Minnesota Depart-
ment of Transportation
(Mn/DOT)

Metropolitan Council

Joint - RTB, Mn/DOT,
and affected RRA’s

Joint - Mn/DOT and affected
RRA’s

Joint - Mn/DOT and affected
RRA’s

Mn/DOT

Mn/DOT

MTC




LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT
ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

Oversight Responsibilities

Joint Powers Agreement
January, 1992

Compromise Agreement/Vetoed
Legislation, May, 1992

Participate on corridor
management committee

Approve community involve-

ment and marketing program

Approve system standards

Review preliminary design
plans

Approve preliminary design
plans

Approve preliminary engineering

plans
Review final design plans

Approve final design plans

Review method of implementa-
tion

Does not address

Does not address

Does not address

RTB, Metropolitan
Council

Cities, towns, counties

Does not address

Metropolitan Council

RTB, cities, towns,
and counties

Does not address

Affected RRA’s, one
additional RRA, MTC,
RTB, and Mn/DOT

Does not address

JPB

RTB, Metropolitan Council

Cities, towns, counties

Does not address

Metropolitan Council

RTB, cities, towns,
and counties

JPB

Mn/DOT, metro RRA’s,
Metropolitan Council,

RTB, afttected cities, MTC,
U of M

JPB

Cities, towns, counties,
RRA’s, Metropolitan
Council

Affected RRA’s

Does not address

RTB, Metropolitan Council,
cities, towns, and RRA’s

JPB




LIGHT TRANSIT
ROLES AND R¥SPONSIBILITIES

Oversight Responsibilities

Joint Povers Agreement
Existing Law January, 1992

Compromise Agreement/Vetoed
Legislation, May, 1992

. Review major contract changes
during construction

11. Resolve disputes

Does not address

JPB’s Dispute Resolution
Committee, RTB

Affected RRA’s

Metropolitan Council




LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT
ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

Federal Funding Oversight
Responsibilities

Existing Law

Joint Powers Agreement
January, 1992

Compromise Agreement/Vetoed
Legislation, May, 1992

Approve federal funding
application

Approve Alternatives Analysis
study design

Approve AA/DEIS

Metropolitan Council

Does not address

Does not address

Metropolitan Council

Does not address

Does not address

Metropolitan Council

Metropolitan Council

Metropolitan Council




T B e

Diane Ahrens, Vice Chairman
i e

Warren W. Schaber, secretary
District &

Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority Ruby Hunt, Treasurer
316 Courthouse, St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 612-298-4145 / FAX 292-6689 s

MEMORANDUM

TO:

Hal Norgard
District 7

Brenda C. Thomas
District 2

Dick Wedell
District 1

Light Rail Transit Joint Powers Board

FROHM: John T. Finley, Chair

SUBJECT: Assessment of Joint Powers Board

DATE: February 9, 1993

The light rail transit joint powers board was originally formed because it was
determined that a collaborative approach was more likely to be successful in the
Twin Cities than a single agency governance structure for developing light rail
transit (LRT). The reasons were as follows:

1.

A collaborative approach builds upon existing work products completed by the
railroad authorities which are members of the joint powers board. This

reduces duplication of efforts and reduces the overall cost of completing
work.

Example: Engineering studies

Each of the metropolitan regional railroad authorities has completed some
level of work on LRT. Comprehensive plans outline future transportation
networks and LRT corridors. Engineering and alignment studies have been
completed on several corridors.

Central Corridor engineering studies have been completed by Hennepin and
Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authorities. The alignment is identified
and many controversial issues have been resolved.

Example: Design criteria

Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority has completed design criteria
for light rail transit. The attached table of contents indicates the
breadth of the work completed. Additional extensive work has been completed
on vehicle specifications and the central maintenance facility.

Example: Right of way preservation

WVhen railroads abandon urban right of way, purchasing it to preserve it for
public purposes is wise.

The railroad authorities have purchased significant amounts of right of way
to preserve it for public purposes. Hennepin County Regional Railroad
Authority has purchased 39 miles of right of way and Ramsey County Regional
Railroad Authority has purchased 6.5 miles of right of way.

Printed on Recycled Paper
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2. It builds upon community relationships that the railroad authorities have
established.

Example: Community meetings

Regional railroad authorities have held hundreds of meetings with citizens
and groups along proposed alignments. Commissioners have pre-existing
relationships with community officials and citizens which are important in
building and maintaining trust about how public projects will proceed.

3. A collaborative approach provides a stronger base of support -- with
legislators, elected and appointed officials, and with citizens -- who
become invested in the project by involvement in the process.

4. It provides a clear forum for sharing information, ideas, and resources.
Example: Legislative collaboration

County legislative staff and officials work together to build support for
transit initiatives and funding.

b It provides a more regional perspective to development issues and
system-wide needs.

Example: Metropolitan Transit Education Plan

The joint powers board was a catalyst for the development of the
Metropolitan Transit Education Plan. The plan, prepared in a collaborative
effort by the Regional Transit Board, Metropolitan Transit Commission, Joint
Powers Board, Mn/DOT, and others, outlines a program to increase
understanding of the need for transit improvements, to generate support for
the improvements, and to increase the use of transit.

It maintains accountability because regiomal railroad authority
commissioners are elected officials, whereas agency officials are typically
appointed.

Disadvantages of joint powers board involvement include:

1. Decision making is less streamlined and more time consuming.

2. There is a cost associated with collaboration.

Conclusion:
Although the role of the-joint powers board has been reduced, the advantages of a

collaborative approach strongly outweigh the disadvantages.

JTF/blk
Attachment




RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

: Board Action Requested

REGIONAT, RATLROAD AUTHORITY ___
Originating Department Quarterly report of payments for RCRRA.

_WM Q/Zéi’ September through December, 1992.
Authorized Si Date

ACTION IS REQUESTED

Request Justification

See attached: 1) Proposed resolution
2) Memorandum from J. Van Houdt dated February 2, 1993

Date / Time
Received By

Previous Action taken on Request

Comments / Recommendation

Documentation certified compiete for:

Committee / Meeting Date

Committee / Meeting Date
February 23, 1993

Board Date




o Resolution

egional
afirosd Board of

i RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

No.

WHEREAS, Payments have been made from the Ramsey County
Regional Railroad Authority budget for the period October 1,
1992, through December 31, 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.

John T. Finley, Chairman By

Warren W. Schaber, Secretary




Office of TERRY SCHUTTEN
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING County Manager
Suite 660 JAMES H. VAN HOUDT
50 West Kellogg Blvd. Director ® Budgeting & Accounting
St. Paul, Minnesota 55102 MARLEN D. JOHNSON
266-8040 Accounting Manager

Fax: 266-8039 VERNON H. WEHLAGE
MEMORANDTUM Budget Manager

| RAMSEY COUNTY

TO: Terry Schutten, Executive Director

FROM:7Y&%ZJames Van Houdt, Director - Budgeting & Accounting
L

SUBJECT: Ramsey County Regional Railroad Authority
Quarterly Report of Payment: October-December, 1992

DATE: February 2, 1993

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 $ 62,913.01
59103 Phase I - Preliminary Engr & EIS - Midway 345.80
59105 Phase II PE-Midway Corridor 160,632.97
59106 Right-of-Way Acquisition 1,509,692.85
59110 Central Corridor AA/DEIS 14,050.31

Total $1,747,634.94

I am attaching a report of Detail Disbursements made from the Re-
gional Railroad Authority budget for the period October through
December, 1992 and a copy of the Budget Condition Report as of
December 31, 1992.

JVH:EG:dmh/gcl
Attachments

cc: K. DeSpiegelaere, Director,
R C Regional Railroad Authority Planning




R AHSETY COUNTY PAbc 1
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATE L/27/93

REGIUNAL RAILROAD WwIRLY REPORT
PERLIL OCT 1» 199& THRU wEC 31s 1992,
59101 - ADMINISTRATION RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH

CLAInN CLAIM WAR WAR WAR VENDOR
UEPT OBJELT iD HER DATE NBR AHT NAME

STATE AUDITOR :
59101 Oebize CA 74915 102792 00930574 94.00 MINNESOTA STATE AUDITURS

0z0l2z _ 94.00
COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
53101 020174 Ic 80187 120492 00947970 15437,62 TRNSF PHT 400 40601 300908 MUO022b
Ic 80188 120492 00947970 645,89 TRNSF.- PRT 400 40601 300908 H00232
ic 81021 121192 00952611 4,917.06 . TRNSF PHT 400 40601 300900 n00238
ic 34303 121892 009506233 416,70 TKNSF PHT 400 40601 300908 MOV246

020174 Ts417.27
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
591014 020178 ic 76175 110092 00935801 - 2s316.78 TRNSF PHAT 400-40301 300908 A00527
ic 78234 112092 00942307 1,977.19 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 A00559
ic 76235 112092 00942307 1,788.89 TRNSF PMT 400 40301 300906 AQ05060
ic 18236 112092 00942307 - - --1pT26.12 : TRNSF-PNAT- 40040301 - 3009048- ADODS01
1C 78237 112092 00942307 1,726.12 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 AU0QO0<
IC 78238 112092 00942307 1,255.36 TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 ALQ503
1C 78239 --112092 00942307 - SIS & {1 b - .- TRNSF-PHT—-400.-40301 - 300908 a005064
ic 78240 112092 00942307 25107.25 . TRNSF PHT 400 40301 300908 AQ0565 C
ic 78241 112092 00942307 25011.46 TRNSF PAal 400 40301 300906 AUObS00
~—1C ———-T8242 ~-112092 - - 00942307 ~-1s340.98 TRNSF-PHT-400:40301- - . 300908. A0Q2b67.
ic 60189 120492 00947970 45 557.60 TRNSF PAT 400 40301 300908 A00576
IC 60190 120492 00947970 25164,.,86 TRNSF PMT 400 40301 300906 A00575

020176
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
539101 020179 ic 16176 110692 00935801 - e 333 445 IC-TRNSF-PHT-400-40303 - 300904 A00520
ic 78243 112092 00942307 407455 IC TRNSF PHT 400 40303 300906 A00574
IC 84304 121892 00956233 666490 IC TRNSF PRT 400 40303 300908 AQ0517

245698.73

020479 1,407.90
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE

39191 0e0lie> CA 749106 102792 00930575 135.13 ConTECH- INC . s
Ic 78244A 112092 00942307 154.41 LC TRNSF PHT 574 57401 301385 L0319:<
IC 78245 112092 00942307 7.80 IC TRNSF PnT 574 57401 301385 L0319¢
ic 782406 112092 00942307 176.21 IC TRNSF-PMT 574 57401 -301385 (03192
IC 80191A 120492 00947970 173.95 IC TRNSF PAT 574 57401 301385 (03253
iC 81022 121192 00952811 7.80 IC TRNSF PHT 274 57401 301385 03335
i 41023 121192 00952811 114.72 IC TRNSF PRT 574 57401 301385 Cu3a33
iC 84779 122492 00959318 7.80 IC TKNSF PHT 574 57401 301382 C033v0
iC 04760 122492 00959316 126445 IC TRN3F PAT 274 27401 301385 LU3390

Vz0Lb5 904.27
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
29101 UeolLe3 IC 12708 10u9v92 00920903 1y 797,04 : PnT 400 47.i02 300434 Bulood
1C 712709 100992 00920963 646.93 : PRT 400 47102 300434 p0Oloebo
1C 12709A 100992 00920963 682.87 PAT 400 47101 300166 BOlBLS




KAMSEY CUUNTY PAGL 2
BUDGET ACCUOUNTING DATE 1/¢1/93

REGIJNAL RAILRDAU WTRLY REPURT
PERIJD OCT 1, 1992z THKL VEC 31, 1992.
59101 - ADMINISTRATION RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH

CLAIAM CLAIN WAR HAR WAR VENDOR
DEPT UBJECT 1D NBR DATE NBR ANT NAME
COUNTY PROJECT-MANAGEMENT SERVICES '

39101 020193 IC 18247 112092 00942307 1,643.53 TRNSF PAT 300908 AO00043
ic 78248 112092 00942307 1,984.64 TRNSF PAT 300900 A000L43
1 18249 112092 00942307 1,581.51 TRNSF Pl 300908 AGLO43
1C 78250 112092 00942307 682,22 TRNSF PHT 300900 AO000Q43
IC 78251 112092 00942307 15,395,.45 TRNSF PHT 300908 A0004s
Ic 80193 - 120492 00947970 1,283.20 TKNSF PAT- 300434 BOL9BZ
IC 80194 120492 00947970 461.92 TRN3F PNT 300434 oULl9b2
IC 80194A 120492 00947970 487,61 TRNSF PHT 300166 BOL9be
I 810254 121192 00952811 42.25 TRNSF -PhT— - - 300434 BOLYvb
iC 810206 121192 00952811 26,39 TRNSF PHT 300160 BUL98B

020193~ - - - z 12,715.56 - s st e ey
POSTAGE
59101 0zo2ovz Ic 72710 100992 00920963 6.0% IC TRNSF PHT 521 52104 350323 wW0l6zi
IC 72711 100992 00920963 120.31- IC -TRNSF-PHT 521 52104 350323 wOloeél
ic 78252 112092 00942307 5.00 IC TRNSF PHT 521 52104 350323 01656
IC 78253 112092 00942307 94 .46 IC TRNSF PHT 521 52104 350323 WO0ledeo
10— 78254 112092 00942307 o -—~Te06-— IC-TRNSF-PHT-521-52104 - — - 350323 w01690
IC 78255 112092 00942307 139.86 IC TRNSF PMT 521 52104 350323 KOL104%0
CA 80296D 120492 00947969 435.00 PUSTMASTER C/0 BUDGETING
o dC - — B4 TB1—— -122492 -00959318 - — e —-296B—— —IC-TRNSF-PMT-521-52104- - 350323 -wWU4710
ic B4782 122492 00959318 50.63 IC TRNSF PMT 521 52104 350323 wOl710

| 30 B e B e T A T SR e S e e o BOle0&- - - e s TR Bl e & L e
TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES

0z0207 iC 72712 100992 00920963 7.50 TeN>F PNT 578 57801 301601 YOULODZ21

- 1C 80195- 120492 00947970 - - 0.74 TRNSF PAT -578-57801- - - 301602 Y00056

IC 840806A 121892 00956233 6.28 TRNSF PHT 578 357801 301601 Y00052

1C 84916A 122492 00959318 2.50 TRNSF PHT 578 57801 3016041 YOO004e

020207 19.02
TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE

U2uios iC 72713 100992 00920963 545.85 TRNSF PnT 578 57804 301602 YuOu3e

i oUL95A 120492 00947970 123,43 TKNSF PMT 578 57801 301602 YOUO5®

ic 801958 120492 00947970 24,01 TRNSF PAT 578 57801 301601 YUO0O586

020208 693.29
MESSENGER SERVICE

020305 Ca 100992 009216006 244,20 RUADKUNNER TRANSPURTATION INC
Ca lu2792 00929426 13.50 RUADRUNNER TRANSFURTATION INC
Ca 112592 UU945274 9.75 RUADRUNHER TANSPURTATION INC
Ca 120892 009509006 8.20 RUADKUNNER TRANSPURTATION INC
Ca 121892 00956364 22415 KUADRUNNER TRANSPURTATIUN INC
CA 122292 00958538 36.55 RUADKUHNNEK TRANSPURTATIUN INC

VFAVETTE] 114.35




RAMNSEY COUNTY Fauc 2
BUDGET ACCOUNTING DATc L/2i/93

REGIJUNAL RAILROUAUL QTRLY REPURT
PERLIJD OCT 1, 1952 THRU WwEC 31s 1992,
59101 - ADMINISTRATION RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH

CLAIH CLALM WAR HAR WAR VENOOR
OEPT UbJECT 1D NBR DATE NBR AMT NAME
PRINTING & STATIONERY
59101 020501 Ic 16177 110692 00935801 73.46 TRNSF PAT 300404 HO2501
Ic 18256 112092 00942307 98.89 TRNSF PANT 300404 HUZeoobl
Ic 78257 112092 00942307 99,46 TRNSF PNT 300404 HO2710
IC 84305 121492 00956233 108.40 TRNSF PHT 300404 no27el

020201 380.21
EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY REPAIRS
020803 Ca 72733 100992 00921465 98.89 CuPY DUPLICATING-PRUDUCTS INC
Ca 74918 102792 00930576 lo7.16 MONROE SYS FOR BUSINESS INC
CA 768511 112092 00942428 99.58 COPY DUPLICATING-PRODUCTS INC
Ca 83704 121892 00956335 98.89 CUPY DUPLICATING-PRODUCTS INC

0z0803 404.52
BUILDINGS & OFFICE
020906 1C 100992 00920963 1,073.58 1C -TRNSF-PRT 576-570601 360513 yuudoe9
I 101692 00924201 1,073.58 IC TRNSF PhT 576 57601 360515 r0u08>
Ic 112092 00942307 1,073.58 IC TRNSF PAT 576 57001 360513 Yudiuu
ic 121892 — -- 00956233 - 1,073.58- - IC-TRNSF-PAT-576-57001 360513 Yuo0119
IC 121892 00956233 270400 IC TRNSF PMT 576 57601 370104 roolly

020900 - - - - - 4» 5b4.32 —- — -
PARKING SPACE
CA 712734 100992 00921044 110,00 ZEHRING & ANGLESOnN
-CA-—- ..7B512- 112092 - - 00942411 - -110.00 ZEHRING -& . ANGLESOn-
Ca 78513 112092 00942411 110.00 LZEHRLING & ANGLESON

020909 dists L L . R 330.00 I B T P ol ST e L R S e
BOOKS, PERIODICALS, SUBSCRIPTIONS
021101 CA 78514 112092

00943121 65.00 AMERICAN PUSLIC TRANSIT ASSHN

021101 65.00
MOVING EXPENSE
0éaliz Ca 77163 111392 00938833 1,055.48 ATET——- - -
Ca 78515 112092 0v943122 529445 FLANNERY CONSTRUCTALON

02117¢ 1s584.93 -
VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSE
021408 Ca 78516 112092 00943123 19.95 CUNCURDIA COLLEGE
CaA 18517 112092 00943123 27.27 CUNCURDIA COLLEGE
Ca 78832 112592 00945275 116,00 BROWN HALLL 4
CA 84085 122292 00958539 19.95 CONCURDIA COLLEGE

Uil4ub 183.17
CED MEETING EXPENSE ACCOUNT (DIRECTOR LRT PLANNING)
59101 021409 Ca 73297 101092 0u92s032 36.74 AUGIE'S
CA 79124 112592 00945276 36.90 PrRUM CATERING

. Gel4eu9 Ti.64 .




RANSEY COUNTY PAGE 1
BUDGET ACCUOUNTING DATE 4/cT/9>

REGIJINAL KALLKUAD WTKLY REPORT
PERIJUD OCT 1, 1992 THKU DEC 31, 1992,

SOOY - ADHINIETRATTON RAHSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTH

CLAInN CLALH WAR WAR WAR VENDDR
OEPT ObJECT b NBR DATE NBR AHT NANME
59101 GF%SEE%TPLHﬁ c 712140 100692 00918775 123.24 ST PaulL C1TY OF
CA 12735 100992 00921573 23.96 GENERAL OFFICE Pkulb COD
CA 18562 120292 009468l 105.14 ST PAUL CITY OFf
CA 78852 12189¢ 00956238 275.65 5T PAUL LITY OF

03o0lo01l - - - 527.99

EQUIPMENT
R91 59101 040300 112092 00942307 45169.61 IC TRNSF PMT 574 57401 301385 C03492 0L

RS9 - 120492 00947970 -—1r 644419 IC TRNSF PHT- 574 57401 301382 L03453 01

040300 5,813.80

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIUNAL RAILROAD AUTH 62»913.01




REoIJUmAL RAILRUAL WTRLY REPORT
PERIJDL OCT 1» 19vec THRU DEC 31, 1992,
59103 - CENTRAL CORRIDOR

CLAILM CLALN
DEPT OByecT 10 NBR
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
59103 020176 Ic 80190A

Vilblio
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
0201635 IC 782448
IC 1824064
IC 81023A

020165
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
59103 020193 IC 80196
IC 8l026A

020193

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIH ENGR ¥ EIS

RANMNSEY COUNTY

BUDGET ACCUUNTLNG

RCRRA PHASE 1 PRELIM ENGR * EIS

WAR
DATE

120492

112092
112092
121192

120492

121192

HAR
NBR

00947970

00942307
00942307
00952811

00947970
00952811

345.80

WAR
AMT

113.94
113.94
5.36
7.20
4.69
17.25

111.64
102.97

2l4.61

VENDOK
NAHE

TRN3F PnT

DATE

300908

301385
301385
301385

300434
300166

PAGE J
Licll9a

AQU2TD

Lo31y2
Cu3l9e
[MVEEEE]

Bul9483
BOlvu8




RANSEY COUNTY PAGE o
BUDGET ACCUUNTING DATE L/ciiv3

REGIONAL RALLROAD QTRLY REPDRT .
PERIUD OCT 1, 1992 THRu veC 31, 1992,

59105 - CENTRAL CORRIDOR

CLAIM CLAIM WAR WAR WAR VENDOR
DEPT OBJECT ) N8R DATE NBR AMT NAME
— — e CONSULTING SERUICES_._. P —— - - - - - - - e -
59105 020102 CA PA270 120892 00951349 69»121.38 BRW INC

CA PA270 121192 00953627 73,702.93 BR INC

PHASE 11 PE-MIDWAY CORRIDDR

020102 142,824.31

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
- —--59105 —— 020174 -———-1IC- ~81021A- 121192 ——00952811 - - - 41467 - IC TRNSF PHNT ; ---300908 - 100238

020174 41.67
——————EXEGUTIVE- DIREGTOR-SERVIGES -~ ——-— e e

_ 59105 020176 Ic 761754 110692
i Ic 801894 120492 00947970 227.88 TRNSF PR 300908 A00576
B I0————801908——120492——-0094T970 -~ 15823,04- - IC TRNSF PHT- - 300906 AGU575

00935801 15 785,06 TRNSF PAT 300908 A0OS557

020176 3,635.98
- —— -~ -DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE ——- e - : - : -
59105 020185 IC 78244C 112092 00942307 93455 . TRNSF C03192
ic 782408 112092 00942307 132.26 TRNSF Cosiv2
e JC— 80191 B - -120492 - ~00947970 ~ o - - 109465 TRNSF P Cu3zo3s
1c 810238 121192 00952611 153.66 TRNSF €03333
Ic 64780A 122492 00959318 57.70 TRNSF (VEELT

0z01le5 546.82
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 1c ~72715—— - 100992 00920963 . - 75.90 TKNSF 350303 KOJ914
IC 72716 100992 00920963 15411,.,96 iC TRHOF 300434 ©0lBB4
1ic 72717 100992 00920963 508430 TRNSF 300434 o0ldo4
1c 12717A 100992 00920963 - 536,54 TRNSF 300166 60lBu4
1C 18259 112092 00942307 2s418.78 TENSF 300908 AOUOD44
ic 78260 112092 00942307 1,302.42 . TRNSF 300900 A00044
1c ‘78261 112092 00942307 1,085.35 TRNSF 300908 AOQu44
iC 78262 112092 00942307 2,139.09 TRNSF ¢ 300906 A00044
1C 78263 112092 00942307 1,612.52 . TRNSF 300906 AOUOQ44
1C 80198 120492 00947970 1,219.04 TRNSF 300434 801964
Ic 80199 120492 00947970 438.85 . TRNSF 300434 BOlYG4
IC 301994 120492 00947970 403.24 TRN3F 300166 BOLY064
IC 51024 121192 00952611 157.25 TRNSF 300434 B0196%
ic 81025 121192 00952811 14.35 TKNSF 300434 bOLL9GO

020193 13,384.19

PHASE II PE-hmIDwAY CORRIUDR 160,632.97




RAMSEY
BUDGET ACCUUNTING

REGIONAL RALLROAL QTRLY REPORT
PERIOD OCT 1, 1992 THRU DEC 31» 1992,

59106 - BURLINGTON RAILROAD CORRIDOR

CLAIN CLAIN WAR
o' RFC DEPT OBJECT ID NBR DATE

e COUNTY-ATTORNEY-SERVICES -~ o= o ™
3 59106 020174 IC B801BBA 120492 00947970
IC

810218 121192 00952811
--1C 84303A .. 121892 .- -00956233

RIGHT=DF=WAY ACQUISITION

WAR
NBR

020174
EXECUTIVE-DIRECTOR-SERVICES — A i,
020176 Ic 80187A 120492
80190C 120492

100947970
00947970

59106

020176 ,
DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-MTCE
—020185-—~—10-———-18246C 112092
IC 81023C 121192

00942307
009526811

59106

020185 2 .
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
020193 IC 80196A

TN, | ORI [ ) | - I S
ic 80O197A

120492 00947970
~ 120492 —— 00947970
120492 0094797V

59106

--0201%3 - - i s e A

121192 009530628
122392 00959495 Yo
122492 00959496

8L783

LAND
591006 040101
I SN : : 84745
84951

040101

. RIGHT=DF=WAY-ACWULSITIOH .. -1s5095692.85

COUNTY

WAR
ANT

1,125.09

45458.69
2416486

8,000.64

1,229.27

22T.88

15457415

TR 5, T

9.38

-11.78 -

80.684

~69430 -~

73.14
-223.28

150, 000.00
15345,050.00
45950.,00

1,500, 000.00

VENUOR
HAME
300908 no0e32
300908 MO0238
300908 -H00246

TRNSF PAT 400 40601
TRNSF PHT 400 40001
TRNSF PAT 400 40601

TRNSF PHT 400 40601
TRNSF PHT 400 40301

300908 A00575

TRNSF- PHT-574-57401
TRN3F PHT 574 57401

301385 C03192
301365 Cvidasia3

TRNSF PHT 400 47102
.~ TRNSF-PHNT 400--47102.-
TRH3F PHMT 400 47i01

300434 b0O198B3
300434 804983
300166 BOl9B3

BUKRLINGTON NORTHERN
BURLINGTON -NORTHERN — - - - - .
RANSEY CuunlY RECURDS AND

300908 HO00228 02



REGIONAL RALILROAD QTRLY REPURT
PERIOD OCT 1» 199c THRU DEC 31, 1992,

59110 - CENTRAL CORRIDOR

CLALH CLAIN

DEPT DBJECT 1D NBR

'_"'EXECUT{gE'DIRECTﬂ?lSERVICES_'”"'""'

761758
IC 5601898
1C 801900

59110 020

020176

e DATA~PROCESSING -SERVICES - MT CE—— s = —

59110 020185 ic 78244D
1C 782460
SEENEFEIRT | e
IC 810230
IC 847808
020165
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
020193 -1C- -72718-
IC 72719
ic T7T2719A

----- 59110-

—1C—T8 264 ——

1C 78265
IC 78266
—IC - -80192
IC 80200
IC 80201
1C ---80201A

020193

CENTRAL CURRLLOR AA/ULELD

_80191C———120492——

—120492

RAHSEY COUNTY
BUDGET ACCUUNTING

CENTKAL CORRIDOR AA/DELS

WAR WAR
DATE NBR
00935801
00947970

110692
120492

-120492- — 00947970

00942307
00942307
_00947970-
00952811
00959318

112092
112092

121192
122492

100992——00920963
100992 00920963
100992 00920963
112092—-——-00942307
112092 00942307
112092 00942307
~00947970 -
00947970
00947970
00947970

120492
120492
120492 —

14,050,31

WAR
ANT

15671.12

1,699,00
1,291.32

45861444

116.85
53.48

104.79

8l.22
153.16

511.50

1,283.60
462.09
487.76
682.22

15116.36

Th4.24
1,891.61
1,154.88
415,76
438,85

By b77.37

VENDOR

NAME

TRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF

TRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF

TRNSF

TRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF
THRNSF
TRNSF
TRNSF

L TRNSF

TRNSF
TRNSF

PMT
PHT
PaT

PHT
PHUT
PHT
PHT
PHT

DATE

300904
30090¢
300900

301385
301385
——-301385
301385
301385

300434
300434
300166
300906
300904
300908
300908
300434
300434
300166

PAGE I
al2ir9s

AQD557
AUDST6
AOUS175

Co3l92
Co4l192
C03253
Cui3ia
C033vs

BOlv83
BOL6L3
oUlosld O
AQUO4>
AQOU4S
AJUO45
ACQDO45
601985
BUL9BS
BOL985




REGIONAL RAILKkUAD WJIRLY REPURT
PERIJU OCT 1» 1992 THRU DEC 31, 1992.

CLALA CLALH
DBJECT 10 NBR

DEPT

REGIONAL RAILROAD AUTHORITY

RAASEY COUNTY
BUDGET ACCUUNTING

CENTRAL CURRIDOR AA/DEILS

WAR WAR WAR VENDOR
DATE NBR ART NAME

FUND- 591 TOTAL . 1,7475634.94

DAIE

rFAoc 7
1121794




dA113 ﬂu[g CUNDITION REPORT RAHSEQJUHTY ’510*1

RFBA113 0L 03 93 ACCOUNTING DEPT
12 31 92 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

-

RFC
" FUND NJ. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIJNAL RAILEUDAD AUTHORITY

APPROPRIATIUN ADJ« CURRENT ANUULT UHPAID BALANCE BALANCE TRANSFER TRANSFER PCT EXPD
NO . APPROPRIATION CXPEHDED LHCUNBRALCES UHEXPEHDED UNENCUMBERED IN (TO) OuT (FROM) YTD

39101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAL AUTHURITY

CONSULTING SERVICES

020122 145,305.67 0.0C0 145,305 ,07 145,305,067 8,194,333
STATE AUDLITOR

020122 3,000.00 1,809.00 1,191,00 1,191.00

LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVL
020154 25,000.00 5;000400 202000,00 20,000,00

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
020174 35,000.00 17,063,489 17,936,111 17,936.11

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES : % ; 2 : e
020176 b6, 720462 40,587.72 20,000,00 26,132,90 6,132.90 1,279.38

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES s
020179 20,000.,00 4,859.39 10,000,00 11,140.61 1,140.61 0.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-WUTCE _ PR &
020185 7,200.00 2s031.71 45000400 55168.29 1,168.29 0.00
COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES P i _— y ey
020193 112,700,00 605036426 405,000,00 525663.74 12,663.74 11,500.00
PUBLIC INFORMATION SERVICES _ _ .
020134 30,000.00 0.00 20,000,00 30,000.,00 10,000.,00
POSTAGE —
020222 5,800.00 1;876.27 2,000,00 3,923,73 1,923.73
TELEPHONE LONG DISTANCE CHARGES 5 e o
020207 380.00 212.11 170.39 167.89 2.50CR 0+00
TELEPHONE-LOCAL SERVICE
020208 2,073.00 1, 446449 300,00 626,51 326451 900.00
TELEPHINE-EQUIPMENT RENTAL
020209 189.683 39,33 0,00 100,00 100.00 189.83
TRANSPIRTATION ALLOWANCE
020301 700.00 Q.00 700,00 700,00 0.00 0«00




8A113 ByDSET CUNDLTION REPURT
RFBALL3 Jl Og 93

RFC

RANLLY COUNTY

ACCLURTING DEPT
12 31 92

FUND NJ. 591 waMSEY CJUNTY REGIINAL RAILROUAD AUTHURITY

APPRIPRIATION ApJe CURRENT
NO« APPROPRIATION

59101 RAMSEY CUUNTY xeGIONAL RAILKUAL AUTHORITY

MESSENGER SERVICE

020305 900,00

AMOUNT

EXPLIDED

093.70

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401

55416459

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 17,140.00

0.00

4,603 .22

LIABILITY & PROPERTY DAMAGE

020611 700.00

585.U8

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY REPAIES

020803 643.41

563.41

EQUIPMENT & MACHINERY=-RENTAL

020903 500,00

BUILDINGS & OFFICE SPACE

020906 6r 346446

PARKING SPACE

020909 2:583.00

250400

073464406

157700

800KS», PERIODICALS, SUBSCRIPTIOUNS

021101

260.00

TUITION

021134 750.00

MOVING EXPENSE

021172 3,8687.77

INTEREST
0211932

139.65

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION

02l226 1,300.00

MEMBERSHIP & DUES

021401 500.00

260.00

0400

3,487.77

1395

0.00

UHPATID
EHcUNBRANCES

BALANCE
UNEXPENDED

* CUNTINUED *
200,00 206,30
5,000,00 55416459
105000.00 125 476,78
0.00 114.92
80,00
250.00
0.00
1,006400
0.00
750,00
400,00
0.00
1,300.00

1,000.,00

200,00 500,09

BALANCE

UHENCUHBERED

b. 30

416.59

254T76.,78

114.92

506,00

0,00

750.00

400,00

0.00

300,00

300.00

PAGEjy 42

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

TRAHSFEPR

n (To)

300.00

0.00

0.00

700.00

643441

500.00

65346446

" 87.00
10400

0400

3,887.77

139.65

TRANSFER PCT EXPD
Out (FROM) YTD

0.00

35143.41

3,660.00 27.21

T B

87.57

50,00

0,00 100,00

0.00 61.05

0.00 100.00

0,00 89,71 e

0,00 100.00

1,700.00

0.00




BALLl3 auo.canonmn REPORT

RFBAL113 01 08 93
RFC
FUND NO. 591

APPROPRIATION ADJs CURKENT
NO. APPROPRIATION

ANUUNT
LXPLIDED

59101

CUNFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPLHSES
6,000.00 22583.80

021403

OTHER TRAVEL

021407 20,000.00

22526492

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE HEETIHG EXPENSE

021408 2,065.00 £51.92

CED MEETING EXPENSES ACCOUNT
021409 5,500.00 2;18T7.806
TRANSIT JOINT POWERS

022213 33,660.00

33,660.00

02 562+361.00 198,789.52
OFFICE SUPPLIES

030101 2,435.00 25310.07

EQUIPMENT

040300 1,200.00 324.30
CONTINGENT APPROPRIATIONS

061001 347,700.00 0.00

CURR ORG=TOT 913,696.00 201,423.489

RANS E‘!")HTY

ACCCUNTING DEPT

12 31 92

RAASEY COUNTY REGIONAL LAILEUAL AUTHORITY

UHPALL

ELCUHLRALCLE

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAL AUTHORITY

3,0004C0
10,000,00
500,00

1,000.00

0.00
313,333,17
50400
800400

0400

314,183.17

BALANCE
UHEXPENDED

¥ COHTIHUED *

35416414

17,473.08

1,813,08

3;312.14

0.00

363,571.48

124,93

875.70

347,700,00

T12,272.11

BALANCE

UHEHCUMBERED

416.14

7,473.08

1,313.08

25312.14

0.00

50,238,31

T4.93

75.70

347,700,00

398,088.94

TRANSFER
IN (TD)

0.00

3,660.00

17,364,.,12

435,00

1,200.00

0400

18,999,12

F‘IIL043

PCT OF YEAP ELAPSED =100.00

TRAMSFER
DUT (FROM)
0.00

0.00

935,00

0,00

0.00
30,499.12
0.00

0.00

PCT EXpp

YTD

43,06
12.63
12.20
39,78
100.00
35,35

94,87

525300.00

B25799+12




3A113 BUDGET CONULITLON RgPORT RANSLCY COUNTY PAGELlo44
RFBALL3 01 0d 93 ACCLUNTING DEPT

2 31 92 YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

RFC
FUND NO. 591 RAMSEY CUUNTY REGIONAL ILAILRUAD AUTHORITY

APPRUPRIATION ApJs CURRENT ARUURT ulpAlLD BALANHCE BALANCE TRAHSFER TRAISFER PCT EXPD

ND .« APPROPRIATION LXPCHDEDL EHNCUNBRANICES UNEXPENDED UHENCUMBERED IN (TO) Out (FROM) YTD

R91 59101 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILROAL AUTHORITY

000000 80r514413 562955.78 0,00 23,558,335 235558435 0,00 0.00 70.74

JRG=-TOT 9945210413 258,379,067 314,183.,17 7355830446 421,647.29 18,999.12 82,799.12 25.99




34113 BUD. CONDITION REPORT

RFBALL3

RFC
FUND NO. 591

APPRIPRIATION ADJ+ CURRENT

NEI.

59103

020102

020174

020176

020179

020185

020193

020194

020202

020305

020401

020501

021132

021226

021497

01 08 93

RANS E.U“TY

ACCUUNTING DEPT

12 31 92

RAMSEY CJUNTY REGIONAL KAILROAL AUTIHORITY

AHOUNLT

APPROUPRIATION EXPENDED

UHPAID
ENCUNDBRAIICES

RCRRA - PHASE 1 PRELIMINARY EHGIHELRING

CONSULTING SERVICES
113,696.87 30,395,23

COUNTY ATTORMNEY SERVICES
4,278.06 0.00
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES
1»748.27 402.21
BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
1,202.17 0.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES=HTCE
173.906 83.48

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SCERVICES
19,948 .46 2,047.99

PUBLIC INFORMATION SERVICES
1,051.68

POSTAGE L
10.98

MESSENGER SERVICE
49.05

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
179.90 0.00
PRINTING & STATIONERY )
32.67 20+ 50

INTEREST
0.00 0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION
100.00

OTHER TRAVEL
0.36

52,298,98

0,00

BALANCE

UHEXPENDED
83,501,64
4,278,006
1,286.06
1,202.17
90,48
17,900.47
1,051.68
10,98
49,05
179,90
12.11
0.00
100,00

0.36

BALANCE

UNENCUHBERED

31,202,066

4,278,006

1,286.006

1,202.17

90.48

17,900447

1,051.68

10.98

49,05

179.90

12.11

PCT OF YEAR

TRANSFER

IN (TO)

 0.00
0400
1,678.07
0.00
100.00
0.00
0.00

" 0.00

0,00

0400

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

TRAHNSFER

J'I.EOQ5

ELAPSED =100.00

Out (FROMW)

0.00
1,378.07
" 0.00

0.00

400400

T 0.00

PCT EXPD

YTD




3all3 BUDSET CUNDITIUN REPORT RAFSLY CODUNTY
RFBA113 0L 0d 93 ALCCLURTING DEPT

12 31 92

RFC
FUND NO. 591 ®kAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RAILILUAD AUTHURITY

APPRIPKIATION aApJde CURRENT ARUURT UHPAID BALANCE
ND . APPROPRIATION EXPEHDLD ELCUMBRALLES JHEXPEMNDED

59103 RCRRA - PHASE 1 PRELIMINARY EHGIHEERIING * COMTIHUED =*
VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETIIG EXPENSE
021408 0.27 0.00 0,00 0.27

TITL 02 142,672.70 335009447 52,298.98 109,663.23

ORG-10T 142,672.70 33,009,447 52,298,986 109,663,.23

BALANCE
UHENCUMBERED

0.27

57,364.25

57236%.25

PAGE1046

PCT OF YEAP ELAPSED =100.00

TRANSFEFR
In (To)

0.00

1,778.,07

1}778.0?

TRAMSFER PCT EXPD
Our (FRUOH) YTD

0.00

1,778.07 23.14

1,778.07 23.14




RANSE
ACCLUNTING
12 31 92

Ball3 BUDGE.JND[II.DN REPORT

RFBA113 ol 08 93

RFC

FUND NO. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIINAL KAILEDAD AUTHURITY

UNPALL
EHCUMBRAICES

ANUURT
EXPEHDELD

APPROPRIATION ADJ« CURRENT
NO. APPROPRIATION
59105 PHASE II PE-MIDWAY CORRIDOR

CONSULTING SERVICES

020102 259335425.23 1,201,705.06  1,396,720,17

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

020174 46, 723490 83.34
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR=SERVICES. .

020176 31,081.23 23,872.34

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

020179 10,000.00 0:00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-HTCE __

020185 3,159.83 2+378.79

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 308, 169.85 75,773.89

POSTAGE
020202

3,412.81 1 0.00
PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 35976460 000

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 9,889.28 57.22

INTEREST
021192

0.00 0.00

COMMITTEE CZOMPENSATION

021226 1,000.00 0.00

OTHER TRAVEL

021407 11,262.79 356459

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETIIG EXPENSE

021408 G15.60 0.00

02 3,363,017.32 12304,227.23 1,39¢,720.17

ORG=-TOT 3,363,017.32 15304,2274£3 1,398,720.,17

Y ’I'NTY
DE

BALANCE
UHEXPENDED

1,731,720.17
465640.56
7:208.,89
10,000.00
781,04
232,395.96
3,412.81
359764060
92,832,006
0.00
1,000.00
10,906.20
915,80

2,058,790.09

2,058,790.09

BALAHCE
UHENCUMBERED

333,000,00

46,6404.506

75208.89

10,000.00
781,04
232,395.96
3,412.81
3,976.60
9,832.06
0.00
1,000.00
10,906.20
915,80

660,069.92

660s069,92

PA"I'«?

PCT OF YEAP. ELAPSED =100.00

TRANSFER
IN (TD)

TRAHSFER PCT EXPD
OuT (FROM) YTD

0,00 40,97

0.00
0.00

0.00 38.78

0.00 38,78




8A113 ByYOGET CUNDITIUN REPURT
RFBALL3 0l 08 93

RFC
FUND NO. 591

APPROPRIATION ADJs CURRENT
NO. APPROPRIATION
59106 RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISI

REAL ESTATE APPRAISER

020109 9,000.00

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVI

020174 33,466.25

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR=SE

020176 1,529.25

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

1,963.92

020179

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES-HMTCE

020185 399,61

SURVEYING SERVICE

020192 13,639.91

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

020193 7,499.03

POSTAGE
020202

296.05

ALDYLT
LXPCHDED

TIOH

S SERVICE
9,000400

CES
28,555.455

RVICLS __

1,529.25

0.00

22.02

9,361.73

557415

0.00

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES

020401 500.00

PRINTING & STATIONERY

020501 500.00

INTEREST
021132

02 68,794.02

LAND

040101 1,500,000.00

ORG=-TOT 1,568,794.02

49J020030

1,500,000.,00

1,549,020, 30

FAMSLY COUNTY
ACCUUNTING DEPT

12 31 92

RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RALLROAD AUTHORITY

UHPATL
EHCUMEEANCES

BALANCE

UHEXPENDED

0,00
45910,79
0.00
1,963.92
376499
4;278,18
65941,88
296,05
500,00
500,00
0,00
19,767.72

0,00

19)?07-?2

BALANCE

UNEHCUMBERED
0400
4,910,70
0.00
1,963.92
376499
4,278.18
65941.88
296.05
500.00
500,00
0.00
19,767.72

0,00

19,767.72

PAGE1048

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

TRAHSFER
IN (TO)

TRAMSFER
OUT (FROM)

PCT EXPD
YTD

0.00 100.00
0.00 85,33

0.00 100,00

85000.00

' 0.00

85171.69 171.69 71.27

1,500,000,00 0,00 100,00

135003171069 171.69 98.74




dAll3 duD\,LUNULTIJN REPORT

RFBAL13

RF
FuU

APPRUPRIATION ADJe CURRENT

ND o

55108

020102

020174

020176

020179

020185

020173

020232

020305

020401

020501

021132

021226

021408

02

0L 08 93

AlLDURT
APPKOPRIATION EXPLNDED
SOUTH CORRIDOR STUDY

CONSULTING SERVICES

3,783.01 22300401

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES
0.55 0.0C0

EXECUTIVE OIRECTOR-SERVICES
bo«453 0.C0
dUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES
197.97 0.00

DATA PRUCESSING SERVICES-MTCL
301.07 186.49

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SCRVICES
1,055.00 79376

POSTAGE
5443 0.00

MESSENGER SERVICE
25.00

PUBLISHING MINUTES & NOTICES
16.25

PRINTING & STATIONERY
8l.88

INTEREST
0.00

COMMITTEE COMPENSATION
100,00

VOLUNTEER/COMMITTEE MEETING EXPENSC
100.00 0.00

2,732.b1 32352454

5,732.6] 3,352.54

KAHS ET.UNT Y

ACCLCUNTING DEPT

12 31 92

C
NO NO« 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIONAL RKAILRUAD AUTHORITY

UHPAID
CHCUNERALLES

BALANCE

UHEXPENDELD

1"116 40

0.55

66.45

197.97

114.58

263.24

5.43

8457

81.88

0.00

100,00

100.00

2,380.07

2:380.07

BALANCE

UHENCUMBERED

1,416.40

0.55

66445

197.97

114.58

263424

5:.43

0.00

100,00

100,00

2,380.07

2:,380,07

"

P‘II!&O#Q

PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

TRAMSFER PCT EXPD
DuTt (FROM) YTD

TRANSFER
8 (TD)

1,310.00

0.00
300.00
15 000400
0.00
0.00

10400

0.00

1,310.00 1,310.00

1,310.00 1,310.00




8A113 BUDGET CONDITION REPURT RAMSLY COUNTY PAGE1050

RFBALL3 Jl 04 93 ACCUOUNTING DEPT
12 31 92 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100.00

RFC
FUND NJ. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY REGIJNAL EAILEDAD AUTHORITY

APPROPRIATION ADJs CURRENT AMOunT UHIPAID BALANCE BALANCE TRANSFER TRANSFER PCT EXPD
Nl APPROPRLATION EXPLHDED ENCUMERALCES UHEXPENDED UHENCUMBERED IN (TO) DuT (FROM) YTD

59109 RCRRA = NORTHEAST CORRIDUR MAILTLHANCE

PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE
020618 4»,000.00 0,00 4,000,00 4,000.00

GROUNDS-REPAIRS
020804 365 000.00 ) 36,000.00 365000,00

INTEREST
021132 0.00 0.00 0.00

SIGNS & SIGN REPAIRS
030507 30,000.,00 30,000.00 30,000.,00

GRG'TDT ?01000.00 ] ?0:000000 T0,000IOO




A

F.AHSL”JUHTY .105 1
ACCUUNTING DeeT

12 31 92 PCT OF YEAR ELAPSED =100,00

aalls au. CUNOLTIUN REPORT

RFBA113 01 Jdo 93

RFC

FUND NO. 591 RAMSEY COUNTY RESIONAL RAILRUAD AUTHURITY

TRANSFEPR
IN (TD)

TRANSFER PCT EXPD
OuT (FROH) YTD

BALAMCE
UHENCUHBERED

UALAMCE
UIIEXPENDELD

APPROPRIATIODN A0J s CURRENT
NO . APPROPRIATION

UHPAID
ERCUMERALICES

ANUUNT
EAPLUDED
59110 CENTRAL CORRIDOR AA/DEILS

CONSULTING SERVICES

020102

20,000.00

0.00

COUNTY ATTORNEY SERVICES

020174

1,401 .44

0.00

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR-SERVICES

020176

10,000.00

8,018.04

BUDGETING AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES

020179

3,000.00

0.00

DATA PROCESSING SERVICES—-HTCE

020185

COUNTY PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES

0201393

1,000.00

15,098.56

POSTAGE

020222

PUBLISHING

020401

PRINTING &

020501

COMMITTEE

021226

500.00

300.00

500.00

1,000.,00

STATIONERY

5114350
15,098.56

0.66

MINUTES & NOTICLS

COMPENSATION

CONFERENCE & SEMINAR EXPEHSES

021403

1,000.00

OTHER TRAVEL

021407

02
ORG-T1O7
ACT=-TOT
FC

CURR TOT

R9L1 TOT

TOTAL

2’ 000.00

55»600.00
55,800400
6220022264738
6»200,226.78
5»119,712.05
80s514.13

6y 200,226.78

859,09

0.00

24,487,779
24,48T7.79
3)172,483.00
3,172,403.00
35115,527.22
56,955479

3,174,483.00

0,00
0.00
1,765,202.32
157652 202432
1,765 202432
0,00

1,765, 202432

20,000.00

1,401.44

1,981.36

3,000.00

438.50

0.00

500,00

300.00

500.00

1,000,00

140,91

2,000.00

31,312.21
1,312.21
3,027:743.78
3,027,743,78
3,004,185.43
23,558.35

3,0272743.70

20,000.00
1,401.44
1,981.36
3,000.00

488,50
0.00
500.00

300400

500,00

1,000.00
140,91
2,000.00

31,312.21
31,312.21
1,2625541446
1,2625541.46
1,238,983.11

23,5508435

1,2622s5414406

205000.00
55000.00
105,000.00
35000400
1,000.00
155098456
500400

""300.00

500.00

1,000.00

1,000400
25,0004 00

59,398.56
59,398.56
15589,657 444
15589,657.44
155895657 44
0400

125895657, %4

0.00
3,598.56

0.00

35598456
3,598.56
89,657+44
89,65T+4%
BO, 657,44

0,00

89,657.44

51«15






