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,.i-'~N•lso~ Minnesota Department of Transportation 
?[r ti .• , ~ 

~;w-~ MEMO 
State Aid for Local Transportation 
Mail Stop 500, 4th Floor 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899 

September 5, 2002 

To: Municipal Engineers 

From: R. Marshall Johnston 
Manager, MSAS Needs Unit 

Subject: 2002 Municipal State Aid Needs Report 

Office Tel.: 651 296-3011 
Fax: 651 282-2727 

Enclosed is a copy of the '2002 Municipal State Aid Needs Report' which 
will be reviewed by the Municipal Screening Board on October 29th and 
30th to make a final determination of the annual money needs. 

The Municipal State Aid Needs Unit in conjunction with the Office of 
Finance has compiled this report. If you have any questions or 
suggestions concerning this book, contact me at (651) 296-6677. 

This report is distributed to all Municipal Fngineers, and when the 
municipality engages a consulting engineer, a copy is also sent to the 
municipal clerk. 

A limited amount of additional copies of this report are available upon 
request. 

Introduction letter.doc 

An equal opportunity employer 



If you have a scenic picture or photo~ new or 
historical that represents your city, which couid 
be used for a future book cover, please sent it to: 

Mark Channer 
MSAS Needs Unit 
395 John Ireland Blvd. MS 500 
St. Paul, MN 55155 
Phone: (651) 282-2657 
Fax: (651) 282-2727 
Mark.Channer@dot.state.mn.us 

We would appreciate your ideas. 



PREFACE 

The "2002 Municipal State Aid Needs Report" is presented to the Municipal 

Screening Board for use in making their annual construction (money) needs 

recommendation to the Commissioner of Transportation. 

This submittal is required by Mn. Statute 162.13 Sub .3 and is to be made to 

the commissioner on or before November 1 of each year for his 

determination. 

The construction (money) needs data contained in this publication has been 

compiled from reports submitted by each municipality. The construction 

needs are calculated by applying the unit prices, as determined by the 

Municipal Screening Board at their spring meeting in June 2002, to the 

quantities in the appropriate design group. 

The estimated Population data is combined with the Commissioner's final 

construction (money) needs and the result will be used to determine the 2003 

allocation which will be reported in the "2003 Municipal State Aid 

Apportionment Data" to be published in January 2003. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

• 
Crookston 

• Thief Rive 

Moorhead 
• Detroit Lakes . . 

Fergus Falls 

• 
Alexandria 

• 

Bemidji 

• 

HIGHWAY DISTRICTS AND 
URBAN MUNICIPALITIES 

(Population over 5000) 
132 Cities 

Brainerd 
•• 
Baxter 

• 
Grand Rapids 

G) 
Chisholm 
• •Virginia 

• 
Hibbing 

~NESo 

Sa u V Q 
Morris 

• 

Worthingt n 
• 

• Willmar 

St. Josep 
Waite 

Fairm,,nt 

• aseca • 
Owat na 

Albert Lea 

• 

~ 
Q-

0FTR~ 

METRO 
MUNICIPALITIES 

42 Metro West Cities 
Andover 
Anoka 
Blaine 
Bloomington 
Brooklyn Center 
Brooklyn Park 
Champlin 
Chanhassen 

~~~~;p~:~;;~,···7 
Corcoran . 
Crystal 
Dayton ··="''"''"~ 
East Bethel 
Ed!3.!l'Prairie 
Edma 

, Fridley 
Golden Valley 
Ham Lake 
Hopkins 
Lino Lakes 
Maple Grove 
Minneapolis 
Minnetonka 
Mound 
New Hope 
Oak Grove 
Orono 
Plymouth 
Prior lake 
Ramsey 
Richfield 
Robbinsdale 
St.Anthony 
St. Francis 
St. Louis Park 
Savage 
Shakopee 
Shorewood 
Spring Lake Park 
Waconia 

33 Metro East Cities 
Apple Valley 
Arden Hills 
Burnsville 
Cottage Grove 
Eagan 
Falcon Heights 
Farmington 
Forest Lake 
Hastings 
Hugo 
Inver Grove Heights 
Lake Elmo 
Lakeville 
Littlecanada 
Mahtomedi 
Maplewood 
Mendota Heights 
Mounds View 
New Brighton 
North Branch 
North St. Paul 
Oakdale 
Rosemount 
Roseville 
St. Paul 
St. Paul Park 
Shoreview 
South St. Paul 
Stillwater 

___________ .., _________________________ ..., ___ _.Vadnais Heights 

JOHN1 MARIGRAPHICSIMNSOTA.CDR West St. Paul 
White Bear Lake 

OCTOBER, 2002 
Woodbury 
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2002 MUNICIPAL SCREENING BOARD 

OFFICERS 

Chair Tom Drake Red Wing (651) 385-3623 
Vice Chair lee Gustafson Minnetonka (952) 939-8200 
Secretary Mike Metso Duluth (218) 723-3278 

MEMBERS 

District Served Representative 

1 1 John Suihkonen Hibbing (218) 262-3486 

2 3 Gary Sanders East Grand Forks (218) 773-1185 

3 3 Bret Weiss Monticello (763) 541-4800 

4 2 Dan Edwards Fergus Falls (218) 739-2251 

Metro-West 2 . Shelly Pederson Bloomington (952) 948-3866 

6 2 Tim Murray Faribault ( 507) 334-2222 

7 1 Tim Loose St. Peter (507) 625-4171 

8 3 Melvin Odens Willmar (320) 235-4202 

Metro-East 1 Chuck Ahl Maplewood (651) 770-4552 

(Three Cities Mike Metso Duluth (218) 723-3278 

of the David Sonnenberg Minneapolis (612) 673-2443 

First Class) Paul Kurtz Saint Paul (651) 266-6203 

District Alternates 

1 VACANT 

2 Dave Kildahl Crookston, TR Falls (218) 281-6522 

3 Terry Maurer Elk River (651) 644-4389 

4 Jeff Kuhn Morris (320) 762-8149 

Metro-West · Craig Gray Anoka (763) 576-2781 

6 Randy Peterson Northfield (507) 645-8832 

7 Fred Salisbury Waseca (507) 835-9700 

8 Dave Berryman Montevideo (320) 269-7695 

Metro-East Deb Bloom Roseville (651) 490-2200 
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I 
.,, 

2002 SUBCOMMITTEES 
The Screening Board Chair appoints one city Engineer, who has served on the 
Screening Board, to serve a three year term on the Needs Study Subcommittee. 

The past Chair of the Screening Board is appointed to serve a three year term on the 
Unencumbered Construction Fund Subcommittee. 

-· 

,m~ I>•··••· UNENCUMBER.EDG.ONSTRUCTION .. 
'·•· .. N~1=.as.STUDY~lJBtdMN,;T,.~1::.: :: ,•, I>.•··•· •.. •. . FUNDS ;SUBCOMMITTEE .··· ··••·· · 

David Salo, Chair John Rodeberg, Chair 
Hermantown ·.· Hutchinson 
(218) 727-8796 

.. 
(320) 234-4208 

·· .. 

Expires in 2002 Expires in 2002 
•,. 

Tim Schoonhoven Ken Ashfeld 
Alexandria Maple Grove 
(320) 762-8149 (612) 494-6000 
Expires in 2003 Expires in 2003 

Steve Koehler David Jessup 
New Ulm Woodbury 
(507) 359-8245 (651) 714-3593 
Expires in 2004 Expires in 2004 

.·· 

: ' 
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MUNICIPAL SCREENING BOARD REPRESENTATIVE§ 
DISTRICTS 

YEAR DIS'tRICT > , . DISTRICT DISTRICT. 01sw1cr. , . MEJ"RQ., , DISTRICT 1,DISTRICT Of.STRICT METRO. ·., .-_, ,· ... , 
. 1 2 ·. 3 . 4' ' .· ·.· WESTi.•' 6 ' 7 8 EAST·. 

1977. PFUTZENREUTER WIDSETH. KRIHA RONNING ODLAND ANDERSON MENK ADEN DAVIDSON 
Virginia Fergus Falls 

.1978, PFUTZENREUTER WIDSETH KRIHA RONNING BUTCHER ANDERSON PUTNAM ADEN HONCHELL 
Maple Grove New Ulm Roseville 

1979. PFUTZENREUTER VENCEL ENGSTRON RONNING BUTCHER ANDERSON PUTNAM CARLSON HONCHELL 
,, Bemidji Little Falls 

1980 MADSEN VENCEL ENGSTRON REIMER BUTCHER LEUTH PUTNAM CARLSON SIMON 
., Owatonna S. St. Paul 

1981 PFUTZENREUTER WIDSETH ENGSTRON REIMER ASMUS LEUTH ORTLOFF CARLSON KLEINSCHMIDT 
h 

Waseca Inver Gr. Hgts. .. , .. 

1982 PFUTZENREUTER FREEBERG DOLENTZ BAKKEN ASMUS LEUTH ORTLOFF ADEN KLEINSCHMIDT 
Virginia Bemidji St. Cloud Detroit Lakes 

1983 PRUSAK FREEBERG DOLENTZ BAKKEN ASMUS PLUMB ORTLOFF ADEN KLEINSCHMIDT 
Cloquet Rochester 

,1984 PRUSAK FREEBERG DOLENTZ BAKKEN RUDRUD PLUMB MENK ADEN GATLIN 
Bloomington White Bear Lk. 

1985 PRUSAK SANDERS SCHWENINGER BAKKEN RUDRUD PLUMB MENK RODEBERG GATLIN 
Brainerd Montevideo 

1986 BUSBY SANDERS SCHWENINGER EDWARDS 
'' 

.. RUDRUD MURPHY MENK RODEBERG GATLIN 
Hibbing Fergus Falls Austin 

1987 BUSBY SANDERS SCHWENINGER EDWARDS OTTENSMANN MURPHY HAFFIELD RODEBERG ,SIGGERUD 
I , 

Coon Rapids Worthington Burnsville 
1988 · BUSBY WALKER MAURER EDWARDS OTTENSMANN MURPHY HAFFIELD BETTENDORF SIGGERUD 

Th River Falls Elk River Litchfield 
1989 DRAGISICH WALKER MAURER MOEN OTTENSMANN DRAKE HAFFIELD BETTENDORF SIGGERUD 

Virginia Alexandria Red Wing 
1990 DRAGISICH WALKER MAURER MOEN EASTLING DRAKE MCCLURG BETTENDORF HAIDER 

Richfield New Ulm Maplewood 
1991 PRUSAK KILDAHL WILLIAMSON MOEN EASTLING DRAKE MCCLURG SWANSON HAIDER 

Cloquet Crookston Sauk Rapids Willmar 
1992:' PRUSAK KILDAHL WILLIAMSON REIMER EASTLING PUTNAM MCCLURG SWANSON HAIDER 

Moorhead OWATONNA 
1993 PRUSAK KILDAHL WILLIAMSON REIMER ANDERSON PUTNAM SAFFERT SWANSON BACHMEIER 

Prior Lake Mankato Oakdale 
•. 1994 PRUSAK BOELL KREKLAU REIMER ANDERSON PUTNAM SAFFERT VICTOR BACHMEIER 

'' Bemidji Buffalo Marshall 
199!j.; HALTER SANDERS KREKLAU NANSEN ANDERSON MALIN SAFFERT RODEBERG BACHMEIER 

Grand Rapids E. Gr. Forks Det. Lakes Winona Hutchinson 
199(1 HALTER SANDERS KREKLAU NANSEN BITTLE MALIN READ RODEBERG JESSUP 
_,.. · .. , Champlln Fairmont Woodbury 
19.97 HALTER KILDAHL WOTZKA NANSEN BITTLE MALIN READ SARFF JESSUP 

Crookston Sartell,Waite Park Lltchfield 
1.998 SALO KILDAHL WOTZKA SCHOONHOVEN BITTLE OLSON READ SARFF JESSUP 

Hermantown Alexandria Albert Lea 
1999 SALO KILDAHL WOTZKA SCHOONHOVEN GUSTAFSON OLSON KOEHLER SARFF BURCH 

.·' Minnetonka New Ulm White Bear Lake 
20,00 SALO METSO KOSHAK SCHOONHOVEN GUSTAFSON OLSON KOEHLER ODENS BURCH 
. I-:: i Bemidji Otsego Willmar 

;2oof SALO SANDERS KOSHAK EDWARDS PEDER'.SON MURRAY KOEHLER ODENS BURCH 
Hermantown E. Gr. Forks Otsego Fergus Falls Bloomington Faribault New Ulm Willmar 

.,2002 SUIHKONEN SANDERS WEISS EDWARDS PEDERSON MURRAY LOOSE ODENS AHL 
Hibbing Monticello St. Peter Maplewood 
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LARSON 
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BEEMAN 

WINSON 

WINSON 

BRINK 

METSO 
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Faribault 
ASMUS 

Minnetonka 
PRIEBE 

Hutchinson 
ADEN 

Marshall 
BAKER 

Mankato 
HONCHELL 

Roseville 
SIMON 

S. St. Paul 
REIMER 

Moorhead 
SPURRIER 
Shakopee 

ANDERSON 
Prior Lake 
SAFFERT 
Mankato 
MOORE 

Plymouth 
RUDRUD 

Bloomington 
BULLERT 
Northfield 
GRUBE 

St. Louis Park 
EDWARDS 

Fergus Falls 
GRAY 

Eden Prairie 
LARSON 
Duluth 

SONNENBERG 
Minnetonka 

SONNENBERG 
BACHMEIER 
BACHMEIER 

Oakdale 
RODEBERG 
Hutchinson 
RODEBERG 
ASHFELD 
ASHFELD 

Maple Grove 
JESSUP 

Woodbury 
DRAKE 

Red Wing 

y1c~ .. ·· 
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Marshall 
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Willmar 
BACHMEIER 

Oakdale 
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Hutchinson 
ASHFELD 

Maple Grove 
VACANT 

JESSUP 
Woodbury 

DRAKE 
Red Wing 

GUSTAFSON 
Minnetonka 

THENE 
Wt. Br. Lk. 

PRIEBE 
Hutchinson 

BAKER 
Mankato 

HONCHELL 
Roseville 

SIMON 
S. St. Paul 
REIMER 

Moorhead 
SPURRIER 
Shakopee 

ANDERSON 
Prior Lake 
SAFFERT 
Mankato 
MOORE 

Plymouth 
RUDRUD 

Bloomington 
BULLERT 
Northfield 

GRUBE 
St. Louis Park 

EDWARDS 
Fergus Falls 

GRAY 
Eden Prairie 

LARSON 
Duluth 

SONNENBERG 
Minnetonka 
SWANSON 

Willmar 
BACHMEIER 

Oakdale 
RODEBERG 
Hutchinson 
ASHFELD 

Maple Grove 
HALTER 

Grand Rapids 
David Jessup 

Woodbury 
DRAKE 

Red Wing 
GUSTAFSON 
Minnetonka 

METSO 
Duluth 
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2002 MUNICIPAL SCREENING BOARD 
Spring Meeting Minutes 

June 5 & 6, 2002 

I. Opening by Municipal Screening Board Chair Tom Drake 

6 

The 2002 Spring Municipal Screening Board Meeting was called to order at 1 :05 p.m. on 
June 5, 2002. 

A. Chair Drake introduced: 

Himself - Tom Drake, Red Wing - Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
Lee Gustafson, Minnetonka-Vice Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
Julie Skallman, Mn/DOT- Director, State Aid for Local Transportation Group 
Marshall Johnston, Mn/DOT- Manager, Municipal State Aid Needs Unit 
John Rodeberg, Hutchinson - Chair, Unencumbered Construction Funds 

Subcommittee and Past Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
David Salo, Hermantown - Chair, Needs Study Subcommittee 
Ken Ashfeld, Maple Grove - Past Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
David Jessup, Woodbury-Past Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
Mike Metso, Duluth - Secretary, Municipal Screening Board 

The Secretary conducted the roll call of members. All were present as follows: 

District 1 John Suihkonen Hibbing 
District 2 Gary Sanders East Grand Forks 
District 3 Brett Weiss Monticello 
District 4 Dan Edwards Fergus Falls 
Metro-West Shelly Pederson Bloomington 
District 6 Tim Murray Faribault 
District 7 Tim Loose St. Peter 
District 8 Mel Odens Willmar 
Metro-East Chuck Ahl Maplewood 
Duluth Mike Metso 
Minneapolis David Sonnenberg 
Saint Paul Ed Warn 

The Chair recognized the following Screening Board Alternates: 

District 2 
District 8 

Dave Kildahl 
Dave Berryman 

Crookston, Thief River Falls 
Montevideo 



B. The Chair recognized the following Department of Transportation personnel: 

Rick Kjonaas 
Mark Gieseke 
Diane Gould 
Walter Leu 
Lou Tasa 
Kelvin Howieson 
Merle Earley 
Andy Schmidt 
Doug Haeder 
Tom Behm 
Bob Brown 
Mark Channer 
Dan Erickson 
Patti Loken 

Assistant State Aid Engineer 
Program Delivery Engineer 
Manager, County State Aid Needs 
District 1 State Aid Engineer 
District 2 State Aid Engineer 
District 3 State Aid Engineer 
District 4 State Aid Engineer 
District 6 Assistant State Aid Engineer 
District 7 State Aid Engineer 
District 8 State Aid Engineer 
Metro State Aid Engineer 
Asst. Manager, MSAS Needs Unit 
Metro State Aid Division 
Metro State Aid Division· 

B. The Chair also recognized the following others in attendance: 

Paul Kurtz 
Jim Vanderhoof 
Dave Kreager 
Paul Ogren 
Beth Stiffler 
LarryVeek 
Don Elwood 
Dave Hutton 

Saint Paul 
Saint Paul 
Duluth 
Minneapolis 
Minneapolis 
Minneapolis 
Minneapolis 
CE.Afv1 Legislative Committee Chair 

IL 2002 Municipal Screening Board Data Booklet 

The Chair suggested that the entire report be reviewed and discussed Wednesday and any 
action required be taken on Thursday morning. This would give all members a chance to 
informally discuss the various items Wednesday evening. The Chair also noted that the 
Thursday morning meeting was scheduled to adjourn by 10:00 A.M. for a joint meeting 
with the County Engineers Executive Committee. 

A The Fall 2002 Screening Board Minutes were presented for approval (Pages 4-13). 
Motion by Dave Sonnenberg / seconded by Mel Odens to approve minutes as 
presented. Motion carried without opposition. 

B. Marshall Johnson requested discussion on a proposed revision of Screening Board 
resolutions to allow the Secretary to be a voting member if also a representative on 
the Screening Board. He noted that the current Screening Board resolutions allow for 
the Chair and Vice Chair to be voting members if also representatives on the 

7 
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Screening Board but do not allow this same status for the Secretary. As the current 
Screening Board Secretary is also the representative for the City of Duluth, this issue 
required discussion and possible action. 

Motion by Brett Weiss / seconded by Chuck Ahl to approve the following changes to 
the Screening Board resolutions: 

Screening Board Chairnian and. Vice Chairmaft and Secretary June 1987. June 2002 

That the Chairfnan and, Vice Chairmaft and Secretary, nominated annually at the 
annual meeting of the City Engineers Association of Minnesota, and subsequently 
appointed by the Commissioner of the Minnesota Department of Transportation not 
have a vote in matters before the Screening Board unless they are also the duly 
appointed Screening Board Representative of a construction District or City of the 
First Class. 

&weening Boaffl: Seef!'-etary Get. 19M 

That anm,tally, t,¼e Cen,mrissionef!'- ofthe },f.innesota Depamwnt of TFanspof"-tation 
{Af.n/DOT) H<1ay he f"-BfJ:1i<J5ted to sppoint a seef!'-eta'I"}', 1,pon f!'-eeomnwndation ofthe City 
Engineef"-s Association e.f}.{inn<J5ota, e1s e1 non ·,·oting H'!emeef"- o_f the },f.etnieipe1l 
Sef!'-eening Boai=d fef"- thep1,1,pese eff!'-eeof!'-ding all Seroening Boai=d e1eti0ns. 

Motion carried without opposition. 

Marshall Johnston began his review of the 2002 Municipal Screening Board Data 
Booklet by noting that there is currently 130 Municipal State Aid cities. He further noted 
that the cities of St. Joseph and Dayton continue to proceed with their population dispute 
resolution with the U.S. Census Bureau, and that legislation allowing cities with 
populations between 4,900 and 5,000 to remain on the MSA system passed in the 2002 
session. This legislation specifically affects the City of Chisholm, which dropped under a 
population of 5,000. 

C. 2002 Screening Board and Subcommittee Members (Pages 2-3). 

Marshall Johnson reviewed the 2002 Screening Board and Subcommittee Members, 
noting that the Allocation Study Subcommittee was disbanded by the Municipal 
Screening Board at its Spring 2001 meeting. 

D. Review of Unit Prices and Graphs (Pages 16-65). 

Marshall Johnson reviewed the Unit Prices and Graphs, noting that David Salo, Chair 
of the Needs Study Subcommittee was be available for any explanation of their 
recommendations. 



Marshall Johnson reviewed the 2002 Unit Price Recommendations (Page 16), noting 
specifically that the Needs Study Subcommittee (NSS) had reviewed traffic signal 
costs, and would be looking for discussion on the effects on changing the range of 
needs as included in the Recommendations. 

Marshall Johnson reviewed the History of Annual Maintenance Needs Costs (Page 
18). 

Marshall Johnson reviewed the Unit Price Study (Page 21 ), noting that the Study 
quantities and unit prices were compiled from on-system MSAS projects let and 
received by the State Aid Division in 2001. He also noted that there were 112 on­
system projects and 49 off system projects let in 2001. 

Marshall Johnson reviewed the 25-Year Construction Needs (Page 22), noting that 
Gravel Base #2211 (Class 5 aggregate) represented the highest percentage (11.39%), 
and that Storm Sewer Adjustment & Construction represented the second highest 
percentage (10.95%). He also noted that Street Lighting was down from last year due 
to 2001 Screening Board action to recognize needs on deficient segments only. 

Marshall Johnson reviewed NSS recommendations for each construction item, 
specifically noting the following: 
• A review of bid tabs confirmed that the unit price for the one Chaska project 

included in the study was indeed $0.10. 
• Bituminous quantities are based on Type 2350 bituminous and bituminous unit 

prices are based on all bituminous types, with one unit price ($30.00 / ton) for all 
bituminous types. (A prior request to use separate "wear" and "non-wear" unit 
prices was delayed due to the MSA system change.) 

• Average unit prices are provided by District for comparison purposes. 

E. Discussion of Unit Price Study recommendations from other sources (Pages 66-75). 

Marshall Johnson reviewed Unit Price Study recommendations from other sources. 
• Marshall Johnson noted that storm sewer costs I needs were provided by Mike 

Leuer (Page 67). 
• Marshall Johnson again noted that traffic signal needs were discussed by the NSS 

(see Page 16). The impact of the unit prices as provided would increase needs for 
those roadway segments with ADT's from Oto 4,999 and from 5,000 to 9,999. 
He also referred to Pages 84-85 for additional information regarding the impact of 
the unit prices as provided. David Salo reviewed the NSS proposal - noting the 
following: 
■ Data available was minimal. 
■ The NSS minutes reflected the need to study the effect of changes. 
■ Changes as provided would increase the traffic signal needs percentage ( of 

total needs) from 6.77% to 9.85%. 

9 
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He went on to note that the NSS did not have a strong recommendation regarding 
changes to traffic signal needs, and that the NSS would accept an assignment for 
further study if necessary. Chuck Ahl noted the concerns of Metro District 
representatives regarding the need to review the relationship to deficient 
segments, and that a penalty could result if signals were not added at the time a 
roadway segment is upgraded. Ed Warn noted that the current unit price of 
$120,000 per mile may represent only 10% of the total signal costs for busier 
streets that may include 8-10 intersections per mile. Mel Odens stated that 
Districts 6 & 8 support further study - even though rural segments may gain 
greater benefit under the changes as provided. 

• Marshall Johnson reviewed railroad crossing needs, noting that costs for concrete 
crossings had increased. 

• Marshall Johnson reviewed special drainage costs for rural segments. 
• Marshall Johnson reviewed bridge costs, noting that costs included MSAS, CSAH 

and Mn/DOT bridges. He also noted that the MSAS unit price study includes one 
cost for all bridge lengths, while the CSAH unit price study includes three lengths 
so that individual costs for each length are available in the unit price study. 

-

F. Minutes and Recommendations of the Needs Study Subcommittee (Pages 14-15). 

(Marshall Johnson deferred review of the minutes andrecommendations of the Needs 
Study Subcommittee to later in the meeting.) 

G. General Fund Advances and Guidelines (Pages 86-88). 

Marshall Johnson reviewed General Fund advances and guidelines, noting that 
$70,000,000 is currently available for advances and that the construction balance has 
increased significantly. 

H. Relationship of Construction Balance to Allotment (Pages 89 - 90). 

John Rodeberg reviewed the Unencumbered Construction Funds Subcommittee 
(UCFS) meeting, noting the following: 
• The UCFS has concerns regarding the increasing fund balance versus concerns 

that transportation needs continue to grow while overall funding does not. 
• Penalties for high unencumbered fund balances were eliminated in the early 

1990's. 
• Current information shows (1) three cities' fund balances habitually exceed their 

annual construction allotment by over five times; (2) 12 cities currently have fund 
balances greater that three times their annual construction allotments -
representing $17.5 million or 21 % of the fund; and (3) 16 cities currently have 
fund balances between two and three times their annual construction allotments. 

John Rodeberg noted that the UCFS had drafted the following plan of action: 



• Letters would be sent to the 12 cities with over 3 times their annual allotment in 
their account regarding the status of their unencumbered fund balance and 
requesting a five-year plan sh9wing how the balance would be spent. 

• Letter would be sent to all 130 cities (to both the City Engineer and the City 
Manager) reinforcing the need to responsibly spend their MSA construction 
allotments in a timely manner. 

• The status and level of unencumbered construction funds would be further 
discussed at the Fall Screening Board meeting. 

John Rodeberg went on to note that the UCFS felt it was necessary to "get tougher" 
on those cities who habitually do not spend their construction funds. Chuck Ahl 
questioned whether action would be taken in 2003 or later, and recommended that 
some action be taken now to begin the process. Chair Drake noted the need for the 
Screening Board to develop an implementation plan before proceeding. John 
Suihkonen recommended a letter be sent to District State Aid Engineers regarding 
information on target cities' five-year plans and/or other input. Dave Sonnenberg 
questioned whether past penalties were significant enough to make cities take action, 
and agreed with use of incentives or rewards for cities who do responsibly spend their 
fund balances. Ed Warn noted that the number of projects appeared to be down over 
the last 2-3 years as compared to historical information, and questioned whether this 
may have an impact on fund balances. Brett Weiss inquired as to the lower limit for 
the construction fund balance and the amount of funds available for advance. It was 
noted that the lower limit historically has been $20,000,000. 

I. 2002 Apportionment Rankings (Pages 91 -94). 

J. Local Road Research Board Projects (Pages 95 - 96). 

K. Status of Municipal Traffic counting (Pages 97 - 99). 

L. County Highway Tumback Policy (Pages 100-101). 

M. Current Resolutions of the Municipal Screening Board (Pages 102 -112). 

Marshall Johnson noted that the Current Resolutions have been changed following 
action taken earlier in the meeting. Ed W am suggested adding the year of revision to 
specific language changes within the resolutions (by paragraph or section). However, 
concerns were raised regarding whether this would make the resolutions too "messy". 

F. Minutes and Recommendations of the Needs Study Subcommittee (Pages 14-15). 

Marshall Johnston reviewed the minutes of the NSS, noting the following regarding 
specific topics and recommendations included in the minutes: 
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Traffic Signals - This topic was previously discussed during the review of Unit Price 
Study recommendations. (Marshall Johnson also referred Screening Board members 
to a separate handout provided on this issue.) 

Bridge Costs- While $68.00 per square foot appeared to be low, other funding is 
usually involved (federal funds, state bridge bond funds, etc.), and roadway segments 
that span bridges earn needs. 

Drainage Issues-The NSS was previously asked to review the possibility of needs 
on retention / detention ponds, and upon review recommends no needs adjustments 
for stormwater ponds. (Marshall Johnson also referred Screening Board members to 
a separate handout provided on this issue.) 

MSAS Bridges over Trunk Highways & Interstates - The NSS recommends no needs 
adjustments for these bridges as they are owned and maintained by Mn/DOT. 
(Marshall Johnson also referred Screening Board members to a separate handout 
provided on this issue.) 

Pedestrian Bridges-The NSS recommends a positive after-the-fact needs adjustment 
for period of 15 years for pedestrian bridges constructed parallel to State Aid routes. 
Marshall Johnson noted that-per Dave Conkel, State Aid Bridge Engineer, -the 

, average cost for pedestrian bridges is $110.00 per square foot. Brett Weiss 
questioned whether this adjustment would apply to off-system bridges, and David 
Salo noted the initial focus of the NSS was on pedestrian bridges parallel to State Aid 
routes. Dave Sonnenberg asked for clarification regarding "parallel to" vs. "crossing" 
MSA routes - noting that he did-not see differences between bridges and skywalks, 
and David Salo stated that the NSS is open to further discussion and review. Chuck 
Ahl questioned the application on State Aid routes crossing Trunk Highways, and 
David Salo noted that the current NSS consists of a "primarily rural-minded 
membership". Dave Sonnenberg noted that what was being discussed would simply 
"split the pie differently", and that there was a "need to keep it simple and fair". 
Marshall Johnson noted that after-the-fact needs would take a number of years to 
show the overall impact. 

III. Other Topics 
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A. Update on the population of Saint Joseph and Dayton. 

Marshall Johnson noted that this was previously discussed at the beginning of the 
meeting. 

B. Revisions to the Screening Board Resolutions. 



Marshall Johnson referred the Screening Board to a separate handout the proposed a 
number of updates and/or clarifications to wording that would not change the 
meanings or impacts of existing resolutions. 

C. Design Chart Revisions. 

-

Marshall Johnson referred the Screening Board to a separate handout that included 
proposed Design Chart revisions for needs purposes only, and noted that the proposed 
revisions would result in one urban and one rural design chart for both MSAS and 
CSAH systems. He also noted that the rural gravel roads make up 213 miles ( or less 
than 7%) of the MSA system, and therefore he was recommending that the CSAH 
gravel surface unit costs be used for MSA system segments. 

IV. Call for any other subjects the representatives or audience would like presented. 

No additional subjects were presented. 

V. Upon a request from Chair Drake, a motion was made and seconded to adjourn until 8:30 
A.M. Thursday morning when formal action would be taken on the items before the 
board. The motion carried without opposition. 

THURSDAY MORNING SESSION: 

The Municipal Screening Board reconvened at 8:35 a.m. on June 6, 2002. 

Chair Drake reminded everyone that a joint meeting with the County Engineers Executive 
Committee was scheduied for 10:00 a.m. Issues to be discussed wouid include legisiative 
outcomes and the CEAM Transportation Primer. Chair Drake also noted that the CEAM 
Summer Meeting would be held in Rochester on June 20, 2002 in conjunction with the LMC 
annual meeting. 

I. Formal Actions by the 2002 Municipal Screening Board. 

1. Municipal Screening Board Resolution Revision 

(See previous action taken on June 5, 2002.) 

2. Unit Price Recommendations of the Needs Study Subcommittee (Pages 16, 17, 23-75). 

Motion by Dave Sonnenberg I seconded by Tim Loose to accept the Needs Study 
Subcommittee's Unit Price recommendations as presented, with the exception of 
changes to unit prices for traffic signals - which will be referred to the NSS for 
additional review. 

13 



14 

Motion carried without opposition 

3. Drainage Structure Issues (Pages 79-80 and Handout). 

No motion was offered from the floor. 

4. Bridge Issues (Pages 81-83 and Handouts). 

a. MSAS Bridges over Trunk Highways and Interstates. 

No motion was offered from the floor. 

Brett Weiss questioned the status of those bridges be found to on non-MSA 
segments over trunk highways but yet generating needs. Marshall Johnson noted 
that the cities involved have been notified and the bridges will be removed from 
their MSA system reporting. 

b. Pedestrian Bridges. 

No motion was offered from the floor. 

David Salo reviewed the intent of the Needs Study Subcommittee to bring the. 
issue before the Municipal Screening Board for review and discussion. Dave 
Sonnenberg suggested pedestrian bridges should be left as is, as to do otherwise 
would just redistribute the same amount of needs. Ken Ashfeld noted the 
discrepancy between integral pedestrian/vehicle bridges and stand-alone 
pedestrian bridges. Dave Sonnenberg clarified that pedestrian bridges on MSA 
routes could be funded with MSA funds, but could not earn needs. Shelly 
Pederson noted Metro Division representatives discussed whether additional NSS 
study would be beneficial. 

5. Traffic Signal Study (Pages 84- 85 and Handout). 

Motion by Chuck Ahl/ seconded by Ed W am to make no changes to traffic signal 
needs, and to refer this issue back to the Needs Study Subcommittee for further study 
- specifically focusing on (1) the impact of possible redistribution of traffic signal 
needs, (2) the effects of possible redistribution on the existing MSA system and a 
related needs breakdown by ADT categories, and (3) total traffic signal expenditures 
versus total MSA expenditures on an annual basis. 

Dave Sonnenberg requested that a further study also include the proportionality of 
expenditures per mile versus needs per mile for each of the three ADT categories. 
Chuck Ahl noted his desire to have the NSS Chair use his discretion regarding the 
type of data needed for proper evaluation. Dave Sonnenberg requested possible 
consideration at the Fall Screening Board meeting, but Chair Drake noted needs-



related issues are addressed at the Spring Screening Board meeting. David Salo 
suggested the probable need for two NSS meetings to discuss this issue - one in the 
fall and one prior to the 2003 Spring Screening Board meeting. Ed Ward noted that 
study of traffic signal expenditures would be a "reality check", and should be applied 
to all needs categories over time. 

Motion carried without opposition. 

6. Unencumbered Construction Funds Subcommittee Recommendations. 

John Rodeberg presented the following preliminary recommendations: 
• $1,000,000 floor for possible punitive action. 
• Establishment of penalties for non-use of funds - including possible reallocation. 
• Redistribution of unused funds to cities with less than their annual construction 

allotment. 
John Rodeberg also reviewed additional recommendations made in Wednesday's 
session, and proposed that the recommendations would be implemented as of January 
1, 2003. He went on to state that the UCFS would send out letters a~ proposed, and 
would bring back firm recommendations to the Screening Board at the Fall meeting. 

Tim Murray noted that there is already a small penalty- as a city's annual 
construction needs are reduced by the amount of unencumbered funds. He also 
suggested that guidelines needed to be developed as to how penalties would be 
applied. Ed Warn stated that he would like to exhaust all other options before 
penalties are applied, and also suggested some type of process to allow for "pre­
encumbering" funds for future projects. Dave Sonnenberg questioned not moving 
forward at this time - noting that a lack of action would delay implementation of 
penalties witil January 2004. Brett Weiss questioned the reallocation of unused funds 
to only those cities with less than one-year's construction allocation- noting it would 
be somewhat unfair and inequitable, and suggested that it would be better to 
reallocate unused funds to all cities. John Suihkonen asked whether it would be 
appropriate to have the three targeted cities appear before the Fall Screening Board to 
explain their situation. 

Motion by Ed W am / seconded by Mel Odens to have the Unencumbered 
Construction Funds Subcommittee send out letters to cities as proposed, and to bring 
back firm recommendations to the Fall Screening Board meeting. · 

Mel Odens questioned the dollar amount involved, and John Rodeberg noted that the 
unencumbered funds for the twelve cities with more than three times their annual 
allotment is $17,000,000 or 21 % of the total. Chuck Ahl questioned whether State 
Aid staff could provide alternative distribution scenarios. Dave Sonnenberg stated 
that he believes the Screening Board must take action now as past actions have not 
been successful, and expressed concerns that the State may look at the unencumbered 

15 



fund balance as a "pot of available money". Brett Weiss suggested approving the 
motion on the floor, as the current year was lost anyway. Chair Drake will look into 
inviting t~e three target cities (Brainerd, Falcon Heights and Shorewood) to the Fall 
Screening Board meeting. 

Motion carried with Chuck Ahl and Dave Sonnenberg in opposition. 

7. Use ofCSAH Gravel Surface Unit Cost and Design Chart Revisions. 

Brett Weiss noted that State Aid should gather additional data to base design charts 
on R-values versus soil factors. 

Motion by Dave Sonnenberg / seconded by John Suihkonen to support the proposed 
design chart changes and to use the CSAH Gravel Surface unit cost in the MSAS 
needs study. 

Motion carried without opposition. 

II. Comments by Julie Skallman. 

Julie Skallman had nothing to report. 

III. The Chair thanked David Salo, Chair of the Needs Study Subcommittee, and John 
Rodeberg, Chair of the Unencumbered Construction Fund Subcommittee 

IV. The Chair thanked the past Chairs for their time and appearance at the meeting - John 
Rodeberg, Ken Ashfeld and David Jessup. 

The Chair also recognized and thanked Ed Warn for his service to the Municipal 
Screening Board. 

V. Marshall Johnson noted that the Fall Screening Board meeting would be held on October 
29 & 30 at Arrowwood Resort in Alexandria. 

VI. Motion by Chuck Ahl/ seconded by John Suihkonen to adjourn. Motion carried without 
opposition 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~ 
Michael J. Metso, P.E. 
MSA Screening Board Secretary 
City Engineer - Duluth 
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FALL 2002 UCFS AGENDA ITEMS 
September 6, 2002 Meeting 

1) Arden Hills private road on MSAS system. 

2) Incorrect Bridge Needs 

3) Advance Funding- As of August 5, 2002 there was $66.2 million available to 
advance. 

4) High Balances 
a. History of Excess Balance Adjustments 
b. Response to High Balances Letter 
c. Ten year history of cities with high balances 
d. Minutes from last meeting where large balances were discussed 
e. Discussion on a negative Needs adjustment. 
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Recommendations of the Unencumbered Construction Funds 
Subcommittee 

to the Municipal Screening Board 

Arden Hills private road on MSAS system. 
Supports State Aid' s request to implement a more severe adjustment if 
Arden Hills does not remove this private road and the stub end it would 
create from the Needs. This includes a letter from Rick Kjonaas to Bob 
Brown requesting he contact the city and ask them to revoke the private 
road and the stub end it would create from their MSAS system. 

Incorrect Bridge Needs 
Adjust each of the 4 cities the Needs they have generated on these TH or 
pedestrian bridges for the last 5 years. This one time negative adjustment 
would be implemented in·the January 2003 allocation and would be: 
Alexandria $30,130 
Chaska $134,860 
Minneapolis $32,300,220 
St. Paul $5,473,341 

Advance Funding- As of August 5, 2002 there was $66.2 million available to advance. 
Information only. 

High Balances 
a. History of Excess Balance Adjustments 
b. Response to High Balances Letter 
c. Ten year history of cities with high balances 
d. Minutes from last meeting where large balances were discussed 
e. Discussion on a negative Needs adjustment. 

Recommends the following adjustment: 

The December 31 construction balance will be compared to the January 
Construction Allotment of the same year. 
If the December 31 constructipn balance is over 3 times the January 
Construction Allotment or $750,000, whichever is greater, the adjustment 
will be the December 31 balance in the first year. In each consecutive year 
the balance is greater than 3 times or $750,000 the adjustment shall be 
increased annually to 2, 3, 4, 5, etc., times the amount until such a time the 
Construction Needs are reduced to zero. When the December 31 
construction fund balance drops below 3 times the January allocation and 
subsequently again increases to over 3 times, the multiplier will start over 
with 1. 
This adjustment would be in addition to the current unencumbered 
construction fund deduction. 

N:\MSAS\Word Documents\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\Fall 2002 UCFS Recommendations.doc 



~,~i.ieso~ Minnesota Department of Transportation 
1[1~ 
~Of~~ Memo 

State Aid for Local Transportation 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
Mail Stop 500 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899 . 

Date: September 23, 2002 

To: Bob Brown 
Metro State Aid Engineer 

From: Rick Kjonaas 
Assistant State Aid Engineer 

Subject: Private roads on the MSAS system 

Office Tel.: 651 296-3011 
Fax: 651 282-2727 

The fact that Arden Hills has had a private road on the Municipal State Aid Street 
system for the last 6 years was brought to my attention at a recent meeting with 
State Aid staff. State Statute (162.09 subd. 1) does not allow private roads on 
the MSAS system and I am asking for your help to explain to this to the city. The 
situation must be remedied. 

State aid personnel have been adjusting the amount of the city's state aid 
allotment attributed to this-segment of street and the stub end that simply 
revoking the private road would create. Stub ends also do not meet the criteria 
to be on the MSAS system. 

State Aid has contacted the city about this problem several times without result. 
consider having a private road on the state aid system to be a serious reporting 
violation, and therefore we must insist that it is corrected. To not do so could 
result in our having to withhold the city's state aid funds, among other possible 
remedies. 

Therefore, Bob, I am asking you to contact the city one more time to let them 
know the concerns and the problems that this situation creates for state aid. 
Taking the time each year to make a special adjustments to the city's allotment 
no longer seems to be the proper state aid response to this violation. I am 
hopeful that the city will promptly undertake a process to remove any non-eligible 
streets from their system designatiqn. 
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TRUNK HIGHWAY, INTERSTATE AND PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE NEEDS 
For the Unencumbered Construction Funds Subcommittee 

Fall 2002 

There were 4 cities that generated Needs incorrectly in 2001 when the 2000 construction 
accomplishments were updated. These cities generated Needs on bridges over Interstates 
and Trunk Highways, or pedestrian facilities. 

These types of bridges had never been eligible to generate Needs, and at its Fall 2001 
meeting, the Municipal Screening Board reaffirmed that position. The Needs have been 
taken away from these structures in the 2002 update of the 2001 construction 
accomplishments. 

The Municipal State Aid Needs Unit reviewed the Needs for the last 5 years and found 
that these cities had generated $37,938,551 in Needs over that period. 

The purpose of this report is to furnish information to the UCFS so they can make an 
informed recommendation-to the Municipal Screening Board. The UCFS should discuss 
and decide if the cities that received Needs for these bridges should or should not receive 
a negative Needs adjustment. If you decide on an adjustment, you must make a 
recommendation as to what the adjustment should be. 

N://msas/word documents/subcommittee issues/UCFS/Trunk Highway Bridge Needs 2002.doc 



n:lmsas\exce~2002\October Book\Possible TH Bridge Adjustment.xis 

FIVE YEAR NON QUALIFYING BRIDGE NEEDS 

. . ' : '', :· "·· ,, ' ' ,, ' ,: .. :,.•, NEEDS YEAR .... 5 year Total 

City .···MSAS Route·Ndrribe~ T\'rieofBridge ',,,·· 2001 ,· ,J' ',' ' ,', 2000 ,:.-. '··.-' 1999 ,,·' ,, ,, ', 1998 1997 Needs 
Alexandria 102-1 03-020 Ped under hiohwav $30,130 $0 $0 $0 $0 $30,130 
Total Alexandria $30,130 
Chaska 196-11 0-002 Ped under hiohwav 34,060 25,200 25,200 25,200 25,200 134,860 
Total Chaska $134,860 
Minneapolis 141-167-090 over Interstate 844,016 775,750 744,720 744,720 682,660 3,791,866 
Minneapolis 141-213-015 over Trunk Hiohwav 691,424 635,500 610,080 610,080 559,240 3,106,324 
Minneapolis 141-239-100 over Interstate 1,134,240 1,042,500 0 917,400 917,400 4,011,540 
Minneapolis 141-253-060 over Interstate 8,122,464 7,166,880 0 0 0 15,289,344 
Minneapolis 141-260-050 over Interstate 703,664 646,750 0 0 0 1,350,414 
Minneapolis 141-264-040 over Interstate 818,720 752,500 722,400 722,400 662,200 3,678,220 
Minneapolis 141-271-011 over Interstate 274,176 262,080 0 0 0 536,256 
Minneapolis 141-271-011 over Interstate 274,176 262,080 0 0 0 536,256 
Total Minneapolis $12,862,880 $11,544,040 $2,077,200 $2,994,600 $2,821,500 $32,300,220 
St. Paul 164-109-040 over Interstate 678,680 531,875 510,600 510,600 468,050 2,699,805 
St. Paul 164-194-005 over Trunk Highway 376,448 346,000 332,160 332,160 0 1,386,768 
St. Paul 164-194-005 over Trunk Hiohwav 376,448 346,000 332,160 332,160 0 1,386,768 
Total St. Paul $1,431,576 $1,223,875 $1,174,920 $1,174,920 $468,050 $5,473,341 

N .... 
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LETTERS TO CITIES WITH HIGH CONSTRUCTION FUND BALANCES 

The spring 2002 Municipal Screening Board meeting minutes say, in part: 

John Rodeberg noted that the UCFS had drafted the following plan of 
action: 

• Letters would be sent to the 12 cities with over 3 times their annual 
allotment in their account regarding the status of their 
unencumbered fund balance and requesting a five-year plan 
showing how the balance would be spent. 

• Letter would be sent to all 130 cities (to both the City Engineer and 
the City Manager) reinforcing the need to responsibly spend their 
MSA construction allotments in a timely manner. 

• The status and level of unencumbered construction funds would be 
further discussed at the Fall Screening Board meeting. 

Attached are examples of the letters sent to the cities. 



Minnesota Department of Transportation 

State Aid for Local Transportation 
Mail Stop 500, 4th Floor 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899 

July 16, 2002 

John Rodeberg, Chair 
Hutchinson City Engineer 
111 Hassan St. SE 
Hutchinson, MN 55350 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Ken Ashfeld 
Maple Grove City Engineer 
12800 Arbor Lakes Pkwy. 
Maple Grove, MN 55311 

Office Tel.: 651 296-3011 
Fax: 651. 282-2727 

David Jessup 
Woodbury Public Works Director 
8301 Valley Creek Rd. 
Woodbury, MN 55125 

As representatives for Municipal State Aid (MSA) Transportation funding, we are extremely 
concerned that the MSA Construction Fund balance has risen significantly in the last 3 years. 
This fund contains money available to cities for construction on Municipal State Aid streets. 
The account balance has gone from a low of $44,845,521 at the end of 1998 to $84,583,631 
on December 31, 2001 (an 89% increase in 3 years). This could unfortunately be interpreted 
as a decreasing need for the funding, when in fact we are losing ground on our transportation 
systems in many areas of the state. In this atmosphere of tight money and budget deficits, we 
need to make sure that we are using the funds that are available to us, especially when asking 
the Legislature for more funding. 

There are several ways you can help to reduce the MSA Construction Fund balance and 
improve your city's ability to receive needed future additional funding. The two best ways 
would be to accelerate your proposed construction program or add additional MSA projects. 
Cities also have the ability to advance funding through a mechanism known as a "General 
Fund Advance" which allows you to receive an interest free loan from your future 
construction allotments. This is a terrific tool for obtaining additional up-front funding. 

Due to the concern about the few cities that have large balances on a regular basis and 
therefore appear to be receiving more funding then they need, the MSA Board is considering 
the imposition of a negative adjustment for cities with high construction _balances. This 
proposal would lower the allotments for cities with a large fund balance and increase the 
allotments of the other State Aid cities. We urge you to stay in communication with your 
Board representative with your concerns and opinions regarding this proposal. If there is 
action at the Fall Screening Board meeting, adjustments may be made to the January 2003 
allotments. 

At the Screening Board's direction, this letter is being sent by the Unencumbered 
Construction Funds Subcommittee (UCFS) to the city engineers and city clerk/administrators 
of all 130 Municipal State Aid cities. Please feel free to contact me at (320) 234-4208 or 
Marshall Johnston, Manager of the MSA Needs Unit, at (651) 296-6677 with any questions or 
comments. 

An equal opportunity employer 
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We appreciate your understanding of the importance of keeping the fund balance at a 
reasonable level and your efforts to address this situation. 

Sincerely, 

John Rodeberg, PE 
Hutchinson Director of Engineering/Public Works 
UCFS Chair 

cc: Julie Skallman 
Rick Kjonaas 
District State Aid Engineer 
Marshall Johnston 



Minnesota Department of Transportation 

State Aid for Local Transportation 
Mail Stop 500, 4th Floor 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899 

July 16, 2002 

John Rodeberg, Chair Ken Ashfeld 
Hutchinson City Engineer Maple Grove City Engineer 
-111 Hassan St. SE 12800 Arbor Lakes Pkwy. 
Hutchinson, MN 55350 Maple Grove, MN 55311 

Re: MSAS Unencumbered Construction Fund Balance 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

Office Tel.: 651 296-3011 
Fax: 651 282-2727 

David Jessup 
Woodbury Public Works Director 
8301 Valley Creek Rd. 
Woodbury,MN 55125 

At its June 2002 meeting, the Municipal State Aid (MSA) Screening Board directed the 
Unencumbered Construction Funds Subcommittee (UCFS) to obtain an explanation from each 
city that had a 2001 year-end construction fund balance of more than 3 times its annual 
allotment. Twelve cities, including yours, accounted for 21 % of the $84,583,631 that was in 
the account. This large balance could unfortunately be interpreted as a lack of need for the 
funding, when in fact many cities are losing ground in their transportation system funding. 

There are many cities with significant needs in their construction programs that could utilize 
additional funding. There were 29 cities with a zero fund balance. Of these 29 cities, 15 have 
borrowed ahead. In this atmosphere of tight money and budget deficits, we need to make sure 
that we are using the funds that are available to us, especially when asking the Legislature for 
more transportation funding. 

It is the Board's responsibility to -allocate the funds in a manner that supports the needs of 
Minnesota's municipal transportation community, and therefore consideration is being given 
to adjusting the way that funding is being allocated. Based upon the UCFS's recommendation, 
the MSA Screening Board is considering imposing a negative Needs adjustment on cities with 
over three times their annual construction allotment in their accounts. They are also 
considering a significant negative adjustment for cities with over five times their 
allotment in their accounts. This adjustment could be initiated in the 2003 allocation. This 
proposal would lower the allotments for cities with a large fund balance (including your city) 
and increase the allotments of the other State Aid cities. 

Our records show that as of December 31, 2001 the city of __________ had a 
construction fund balance of _________ which 1s times your 
construction allotment. 

By August 9, 2002, we are requesting that you please submit an explanation of the city's plan 
to reduce its construction balance, including a detailed Capital Improvement Plan, to: 

An equal opportunity employer 
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R. Marshall Johnston 
· Manager, Municipal State Aid Needs Unit 

MS 500 
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395 John Ireland Blvd. 
St. Paul, MN 55155 

The UCFS will meet in August to review the information received and make additional 
recommendations to the Municipal Screening Board at its October, 2002 meeting. We 
appreciate your understanding of the importance of keeping the fund balance at a reasonable 
level and your efforts to address this situation. 

Pl.ease feel free to contact me at (320) 234-4208 or Marshall Johnston, Manager of the MSA 
Needs Unit, at (651) 296-6677 with any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

John Rodeberg, PE 
Director of Engineering/Public Works 
Chair, UCFS 

cc: Julie Skallman 
Rick Kjonaas 
District State Aid Engineer 
Marshall Johnston 



COMPILATION OF RESPONSES TO HIGH BALANCES LETTER 
September 6, 2002 UCFS Meeting 

Received responses from 8 of 12 cities 

BRAINERD 
Submitted 5 year plan. This plan puts them at an estimated: 
3.43 X their construction allotment in December 2002 
3.57 X their construction allotment in December 2003 
2.38 X their construction allotment in December 2004 
1.00 X their construction allotment in December 2005 
0.73 X their construction allotment in December 2006 

Has been above 3X their construction allotment 10 of last 10 years. 

CHAMPLIN 
Saving allocation for participation in a large TH project in 2004. Has plans to use 
complete balance and a General Fund Advance in 2004. 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 1 of last 10 years. 

GOLDEN VALLEY 
Report of State Aid Contract and routing_ sheet for 1_28-3 89-09 let on 3/22/02 for 
$1,396,254.25. 
Report of State Aid Contract and routing sheet for 128-392-001 let on 5/6/02 for 
$814,631.28. 
They are projecting a December 2002 balance of 0.46 X their construction allotment 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 3 of last 10 years. 
No plan for spending future allocations 

LINO LAKES 
No response 
Has been above 3X their construction aiiotment i of iast i 0 years. 

LITCHFIELD 
No response 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 4 of last 10 years. 

MARSHALL 
No response 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 3 of last 10 years. 

PRIOR LAKE 
Submitted 5 year plan. This plan puts them at an estimated: 
2.12 X their construction allotment in December 2002 
0.17 X their construction allotment in December 2003 
0.54 X their construction allotment in December 2004 
0.56 X their construction allotment in December 2005 
1.56 X their construction allotment in December 2006 
0.55 X their construction allotment in December 2007 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 3 of last 10 years. 
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ST.PAUL PARK 
Will spend $2.7 million on the Wacouta Bridge project in the next few years. Sent letter 
to State Senator and State Aid explaining funding of the project. 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 4 of last 10 years. 

SHOREWOOD 
No response 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 9 of last 10 years. 

SOUTH ST. PAUL 
South St. Paul's system has been certified complete. They are allowed to spend about 
$1.55 million on their local roads this year. Project number 168-050-01 is on a local 
bridge and was let on July 15 for about $1.5 million in State Aid funds. This project puts 
them at an estimated: 
1.24 X their construction allotment in December 2002. 
No plan for spending future allocations 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 9 of last 10 years. 

WILLMAR 
Submitted a construction program. This program puts them at an estimated: 
3.49 X their construction allotment in December 2002 
2.06 X their construction allotment in December 2003 
0.66 X their construction allotment in December 2004 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 1 of last 10 years. 

WORTHINGTON 
Submitted a MSAS construction program. This program puts them at an estimated: 
2.90 X their construction allotment in December 2003 
2.40 X their construction allotment in December 2004 
2.83 X their construction allotment in December 2005 
1.61 X their construction allotment in December 2006 
0.51 X their construction allotment in December 2007 
Has been above 3X their construction allotment 6 of last 10 years. 

N://msas/word documents/subcommittee issues/UCFS/Responses to High Balances 2002 letter.doc 
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EXAMPLE OF PROPOSED EXCESS BALANCE ADJUSTMENT 
if the adjustm1mt had been in effect for the January 2002 allocation 

January 2001 3X January 2001 
· Annua.r.• 

December 31, 2001 Adjustment to 
Anntiall · · ··Account 2001· 

. c<>n~truction .· ·• · ·.B~larl¢~•· Needs 
' ' ,_ " ''. 

Allotment 
Brainerd · · 297,754 893,262 1,982,813 1,982,813 
Champlin .. 40fi,259 1,215,777 1,380,424 1,380,424 
Golden Valley 537,168 1,611,504 1,966,230 1,966,230 
Lino Lakes 42G,600 1,279,800 1,535,938 1,535,938 
Litchfield 18H,353 568,059 605,405 0 
Marshall 390,057 1,170,171 1,441,629 1,441,629 
Prior Lake• 350,938 1,052,814 1,346,276 1,346,276 
St;Paul.Park 13'1,875 395,625 732,861 0 
Shorew<iod 17'1,308 513,924 1,806,429 1,806,429 
so.St.Paul 42fi,044 1,275,132 1,846,666 1,846,666 
Willmar 4n,091 1,416,291 1,713,858 1,713,858 
Worthington ·. 3611 ,401 1,084,203 1,392,848 1,392,848 

17,751,377 16,413,111 

The adjustment to the 2001 NHeds would have been made to the January 2002 allocation. 

Example: Brainerd's Adjusted Construction Needs in January 2002 were $7,538,520. 
With this new adjustment, their Adjusted Construction Needs would have been 
$7,538,520 - $1,982,813= $5,555,707 
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PROPOSED WORDING FOR EXCESS BALANCE ADJUSTMENT 
RESOLUTION 

Excess Unencumbered Construction Fund Balance Adjustment - Oct. 2002 

The December 31 construction fund balance will be compared to the annual construction 
allotment from January of the same year. 
If the December 31 construction fund balance exceeds 3 times the January construction 
allotment or $1,000,000, whichever is greater, the first year adjustment to the Needs will 
be 1 times the December 31 construction fund balance. In each consecutive year the 
December 31 construction fund balance exceeds 3 times the January construction 
allotment or $1,000,000, whichever is greater, the adjustment to the Needs will be 
increased to 2, 3, 4, etc. times the December 31 construction fund balance until such time 
the Construction Needs are reduced to zero. 
If the December 31 construction fund balance drops below 3 times the January 
construction allotment and subsequently increases to over 3 times, the multipliers shall 
start over with one. 
This adjustment will be in addition to the unencumbered construction fund balance 
adjustment. 

N:\MSAS\Word Documents\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\Proposed Excess Balance adjustment Resolution.doc 



September 16, 2002 

To the Members of the 2002 Municipal Screening Board: 

RE: Minutes of the Needs Study Subcommittee 

The Needs Study Subcommittee (NSS) met at the Mn/DOT Central Office in St. Paul on 
Thursday, September 11, 2002. Members of the subcommittee present were David Salo 
(Chair) and Steve Koehler. Others present were Marshall Johnston, Mark Channer, and Rick 
Kjonaas from the Division of State Aid. The meeting was called to order by Chairman Salo at 
10:00 A.M. 

The first order of business for the NSS was to review the paragraph relating to Widening Needs 
as found in the current Screening Board Resolution for Construction Accomplishments -
October, 1988 (Revised June, 1993). If the paragraph is literally interpreted, it would appear 
that eligibie widening needs can only be received on MSAS segments that were constructed 
with local funds. Mark Channer indicated that not all District State Aid Engineers have been 
interpreting this paragraph in the same manner. As a result of this inconsistent interpretation, 
the State Aid staff suggested that the NSS review the definition of Widening Needs. After 
considerable discussion and review of several examples of roadway segments that may be 
eligible for Widening Needs, Chairman Salo offered a motion, seconded by Koehler to 
recommend no change to the wording or definition of Widening Needs at this time. 

The next order of business was to review the effects of the Design Chart revisions on the 
Needs. Marshall Johnston distributed a spreadsheet that estimated the effect of the 2002 
MSAS Needs Study update and noted that the effect of the Design Chart revisions on the 2002 
Unadjusted Construction Needs is estimated to be a $146 million increase in Needs. Of the 
$146 million increase in Construction Needs, approximately $129 million was in Gravel Needs 
only. The consensus of the group was that the Design Chart revisions did substantially effect 
the 2002 Unadjusted Construction Needs. 

The final order of business was to discuss and review ways to generate Traffic Signal Needs. 
This item was referred back to the Needs Study Subcommittee for more study from the Spring 
2002 Screening Board meeting. Marshall Johnston presented several spreadsheets and 
tabulated reports intended to focus on the items identified by the Screening Board. As a matter 
of comparison, in 2000 and 2001, 2.98% of MSAS dollars were spent on traffic signals, while 
the amount of Needs generated by traffic signals were 6.13% and 6. 77% respectively. After 
review and discussion of the data, the Needs Study Subcommittee recommended that there be 
no change in determining Traffic Signal Needs and that no further study of information is 
necessary at this time. 

The meeting was adjourned at 12:35 P.M. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Steve Koehler 
Secretary of Needs Study Subcommittee 
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DEFINITION OF WIDENING NEEDS 

The Screening Board Resolutions state: 

That I if the construction of the a Municipal ·state Aid Street is accomplished with local 
funds, only the Ceonstruction Nneeds necessary to bring the roadway up to State Aid 
Standards will be permitted in subsequent Nneeds for 20 years from the date of the letting 
or encumbrance of force account funds. For the purposes of the Needs Study, these 
shall be called Widening Needs. At the end of the 20 year period, reinstatement for 
complete Ceonstruction Nneeds shall be initiated by the Municipality. 

Questions: 
1) Should Needs only be received for the roadway cross section? 
2) Should Needs be allowed immediately after construction with local funds, or should 

there be a short waiting period- maybe up to as long as 5 years? 
3) Should there be a minimum or maximum increase or decrease in width? 



TRAFFIC SIGNAL ISSUES 
For the Needs Study Subcommittee 

Fall,2002 

From the Spring 2002 Screening Board meeting minutes: 

Motion by Chuck Ahl / Seconded by Ed W am to make no changes to traffic signal needs, 
and to refer this issue back to the Needs Study Subcommittee for further study­
specifically focusing on (1) the impact of possible redistribution of traffic signal needs, 
(2) the effects of possible redistribution on the existing MSA system and a related needs 
breakdown by ADT categories, and (3) total traffic signal expenditures versus total MSA 
expenditures on an annual basis. 

Dave Sonnenberg requested that a further study also include the proportionality of 
expenditures per mile versus needs per mile for each of the three ADT categories. Chuck 
Ahl noted his desire to have the NSS Chair use his discretion regarding the type of date 
needed for proper evaluation. Dave Sonnenberg requested possible consideration at the 
Fall Screening Board meeting, but Chair Drake noted needs related issues are addressed 
at the Spring Screening Board meeting. David Salo suggested the probable -need for two 
NSS meetings to discuss this issue - one in the fall and one prior to the 2003 Spring 
Screening Board meeting. 
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TRAFFIC SIGNAL NEEDS 

The current Traffic Signal costs are based upon 2 signals per mile for which the city 
would be responsible for ½ the cost or 1 signal per mile( see April, 1991 NSS meeting 
minutes). 

Current Traffic Signal Costs: 

Projected Percentage 
Traffic Volume Multiplier 

0-4,999 0.25 
5,000- 9,999 0.50 

10,000 and over 1.00 

The above Needs are generated on all segments. 

Comparisons: 

Signal 
Cost 

$120,000 
$120,000 
$120,000 

Total MSAS dollars spent in 2000 and 2001 was $232,500,352. 

Needs 
Per Mile 
$60,000 
$90,000 

$120,000 

Total MSAS dollars spent on Traffic Signal projects in 2000 and 2001 was $6,934,041 
2.98% of total dollars spent was spent on Traffic Signals. 

Total MSAS Construction Allocation in 2001 and 2002 (based on 2000 and 2001 
construction) was $175,358,434. 
Total MSAS dollars spent on Traffic Signal projects in 2000 and 2001 was $6,934,041 
3.95% of the MSAS Construction Allocation was spent on Traffic Signal Projects. 

In 2000 and 2001 2.98% of MSAS dollars spent was spent on traffic signals 
In 2000 and 2001 3.95% of MSAS dollars received was spent on traffic signals. 

In 2000, 6.13% of the Needs were generated by traffic signals. 
In 2001, 6.77% of the Needs were generated by traffic signals. 
In 2002, approximately 6.37% of the Needs will be generated by traffic signals. 

N:\MSAS\Word Documents\Subcommittee issues\NSS\Traffic Signal Comparisons.doc 



TRAFFIC SIGNAL PER MILE BY TRAFFIC GROUP 

Alexandria 8. 76 2.19 3.95 1.98 3.02 7.19 
Andover 32.78 8.20 3.44 1.72 0.50 10.42 
Anoka 9.74 2.44 1.39 0.70 1.51 4.64 
Apple Valley 11.31 2.83 11.03 5.52 12.70 21.04 
Arden Hills 4.22 1.06 3.19 1.60 0.00 2.65 
Austin 17.22 4.31 6.33 3.17 4.15 11.62 
Baxter 7.49 1.87 4.43 2.22 1.00 5.09 
Bemidji 9.29 2.32 4.30 2.15 2.65 7.12 
Big Lake 6.37 1.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.59 
Blaine 23.02 5.76 14.61 7.31 5.18 18.24 
Bloomington 18.90 4.73 22.60 11.30 33.56 49.59 
Brainerd 10.61 2.65 2.40 1.20 3.54 7.39 
Brooklyn Center 7.66 1.92 4.12 2.06 9.78 13.76 
Brooklyn Park 15.41 3.85 11.72 5.86 20.95 30.66 
Buffalo 10.91 2.73 3.48 1.74 0.36 4.83 
Burnsville 13.87 3.47 13.75 6.88 16.43 26.77 
Cambridge 6.90 1.73 1.81 0.91 2.36 4.99 
Champlin 9.74 2.44 4.51 2.26 2.76 7.45 
Chanhassen 9.81 2.45 8.61 4.31 3.85 10.61 
Chaska 10.82 2.71 2.53 1.27 1.78 5.75 
Chisholm 7.93 1.98 0.06 0.03 0.00 2.01 
Cloquet 16.79 4.20. 2.51 1.26 0.84 6.29 
Columbia Heights 9.04 2.26 2.10 1.05 1.39 4.70 
Coon Rapids 19.54 4.89 9.49 4.75 A I'\ l'\A 22.67 I.J.U't 

Corcoran 14.80 3.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.70 
Cottage Grove 14.27 3.57 9.26 4.63 8.40 16.60 
Crookston 9.10 2.28 2.57 1.29 0.20 3.76 
Crystal 15.38 3.85 1.06 0.53 1.44 5.82 
Dayton 9.28 2.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.32 
Detroit Lakes 10.09 2.52 1.47 0.74 0.85 4.11 
Duluth 59.20 14.80 28.25 14.13 24.73 53.66 
Eagan 14.94 3.74 15.01 7.51 13.99 25.23 
East Bethel 27.33 6.83 0.71 0.36 0.00 7.19 
East Grand Forks 9.35 2.34 3.74 1.87 2.10 6.31 
Eden Prairie 10.82 2.71 10.39 5.20 21.45 29.35 
Edina 12.35 3.09 15.15 7.58 14.76 25.42 
Elk River 19.27 4.82 6.53 3.27 5.14 13.22 
Fairmont 8.54 2.14 8.26 4.13 2.69 8.96 
Falcon Heights 2.16 0.54 0.25 0.13 0.13 0.80 
Faribault 12.44 3.11 6.13 3.07 3.88 10.06 
Farmington 10.47 2.62 3.38 1.69 0.00 4.31 
Fergus Falls 10.23 2.56 10.50 5.25 3.59 11.40 
Forest Lake 17.59 4.40 2.75 1.38 0.25 6.02 
Fridley 14.92 3.73 8.04 4.02 1.85 9.60 
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Glencoe 5.95 1.49 0.85 0.43 0.18 2.09 
Golden Valley 13.89 3.47 5.84 2.92 3.84 10.23 
Grand Rapids 7.89 1.97 1.87 0.94 1.64 4.55 
Ham Lake 28.19 7.05 0.55 0.28 0.00 7.32 
Hastings 11.99 3.00 5.86 2.93 2.95 8.88 
Hermantown 8.21 2.05 5.94 2.97 0.00 5.02 
Hibbing 44.38 11.10 4.49 2.25 2.44 15.78 
Hopkins 2.58 0.65 4.68 2.34 2.06 5.05 
Hugo 16.79 4.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.20 
Hutchinson 11.42 2.86 4.26 2.13 0.97 5.96 
International Falls 6.98 1.75 1.15 0.58 0.00 2.32 
Inver Grove Heights 11.46 2.87 5.07 2.54 7.33 12.73 
Lake Elmo 12.62 3.16 0.75 0.38 0.00 3.53 
Lakeville 26.48 6.62 19.82 9.91 5.56 22.09 
Lino Lakes 20.33 5.08 0.22 0.11 0.00 5.19 
Litchfield 8.58 2.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.15 
Little Canada 6.98 1.75 2.26 1.13 1.25 4.13 
Little Falls 12.29 3.07 1.88 0.94 1.81 5.82 
Mahtomedi 6.86 1.72 1.42 0.71 0.34 2.77 
Mankato 8.89 2.22 5.-27 2.64 16.41 21.27 
Maple Grove 16.69 4.17 11.86 5.93 20.07 30.17 
Maplewood 1.9.44 4.86 7.02 3.51 5.92 14.29 
Marshall 9.34 2.34 6.44 3.22 0.00 5.56 
Mendota Heights 10.11 2.53 3.77 1.89 0.28 4.69 
Minneapolis 60.01 15.00 65.95 32.98 80.96 128.94 
Minnetonka 28.60 7.15 12.06 6.03 9.23 22.41 
Montevideo 7.12 1.78 1.46 0.73 0.00 2.51 
Monticello 7.35 1.84 1.54 0.77 0.15 2.76 
Moorhead 12.50 3.13 10.37 5.19 6.91 15.22 
Morris 8.11 2.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.03 
Mound 6.67 1.67 1.38 0.69 0.00 2.36 
Mounds View 9.46 2.37 1.69 0.85 0.11 3.32 
New Brighton 10.64 2.66 3.40 1.70 0.91 5.27 
New Hope 5.75 1.44 3.34 1.67 3.61 6.72 
New Ulm 8.97 2.24 6.36 3.18 0.00 5.42 
North Branch 21.89 5.47 0.04 0.02 0.00 5.49 
North Mankato 6.79 1.70 2.41 1.21 4.18 7.08 
North Saint Paul 6.89 1.72 3.56 1.78 0.50 4.00 
Northfield 8.82 2.21 2.67 1.34 0.57 4.11 
Oak Grove 19.50 4.88 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.88 
Oakdale 7.91 1.98 5.97 2.99 4.51 9.47 
Orono 10.51 2.63 2.07 1.04 0.00 3.66 
Otsego 18.03 4.51 0.73 0.37 0.00 4.87 
Owatonna 12.70 3.18 3.93 1.97 0.93 6.07 
Pl mouth 16.22 4.06 20.72 10.36 17.78 32.20 
Prior Lake 15.17 3.79 0.78 0.39 0.00 4.18 
Ramse 24.40 6.10 4.93 2.47 0.50 9.07 
Red Wing 11.45 2.86 9.76 4.88 2.81 10.55 
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Redwood Falls 7.87 1.97 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.97 
Richfield 13.40 3.35 5.30 2.65 6.38 12.38 
Robbinsdale 5.03 1.26 2.83 1.42 2.24 4.91 
Rochester 22.10 5.53 16.75 8.38 26.48 40.38 
Rosemount 18.31 4.58 5.13 2.57 1.23 8.37 
Roseville 24.04 6.01 2.92 1.46 1.74 9.21 
Saint Anthony 3.61 0.90 0.36 0.18 1.66 2.74 
Saint Cloud 13.23 3.31 20.11 10.06 24.81 38.17 
Saint Joseph 3.37 0.84 0.10 0.05 0.00 0.89 
Saint Louis Park 14.97 3.74 9.83 4.92 11.23 19.89 
Saint Michael 17.67 4.42 0.44 0.22 0.00 4.64 
Saint Paul 61.39 15.35 49.36 24.68 54.41 94.44 
Saint Paul Park 4.42 1.11 0.78 0.39 0.00 1.50 
Saint Peter 1.1.64 2.91 1.72 0.86 0.52 4.29 
Sartell 9.52 2.38 2.13 1.07 1.68 5.13 
Sauk Rapids 7.51 1.88 2.90 1.45 1.02 4.35 
Savage 14.13 3.53 6.76 3.38 4.03 10.94 
Shakopee 12.68 3.17 6.68 3.34 4.25 10.76 
Shoreview 14.78 3.70 3.79 1.90 0.00 5.59 
Shorewood 6.08 1.52 2.16 1.08 0.00 2.60 
South Saint Paul 11.52 2.88 2.90 1.45 2.40 6.73 
Spring Lake Park 2.67 0.67 1.88 0.94 1.27 2.88 
Stewartville 3.99 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 
Stillwater 9.81 2.45 2.74 1.37 3.13 6.95 
Thief River Falls 10.15 2.54 3.86 1.93 1.55 6.02 
Vadnais Heights 6.24 1.56 2.08 1.04 0.00 2.60 
Virginia 8.89 2.22 4.37 2.19 2.67 7.08 
Waconia 4.61 1.15 0.92 0.46 0.00 1.61 
Waite Park 1.54 0.39 2.52 1.26 2.42 4.07 
Waseca 5.07 1.27 1.35 0.68 0.00 1.94 
West Saint Paul 7.93 1.98 4.01 2.01 1.37 5.36 
White Bear Lake 13.60 3.40 5.00 2.50 1.75 7.65 
Willmar 14.85 3.71 4.59 2.30 4.47 10.48 
Winona 8.97 2.24 3.06 1.53 9.72 13.49 
Woodbury 15.26 3.82 12.40 6.20 17.67 27.69 
Worthington 8.10 2.03 2.72 1.36 0.57 3.96 
Total 1705.49 426.37 742.30 371.15 645.19 1442.71 
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Theoretical 2003 Population.doc 

THEORETICAL 2003 M.S.A.S. POPULATION APPORTIONMENT 

The 2000 Federal Census or the State Demographer's and M~tropolitan Council's 2001 
population estimate, whichever is greater, will be used to allocate 50% of the funds for the 
2003 apportionment. 

The following revision to the 1st Special Session 2001, Chapter 8, Article 2, Section 6 
session law was passed during the 2002 legislative session: 

Sec. 6. [STATE AID FOR CITIES.] 

A city that has previously been classified as having a population of 5,000 or 
more for the purposes of Minnesota Statutes, chapter 162, and that has a 
population greater than 4,900 but less than 5,000 according to the 2000 
federal census, is deemed to have a population of 5,000 for purposes of 
Minnesota Statutes, chapter 162, until June 30, 2004. 

Chisholm, whose population fell to 4,960 in the 2000 federal census is the only city 
affected by this law change. Chisholm will be included in the State Aid allocation with a 
population of 5,000. 

Fifty percent of the total sum is distributed on a prorated share that each city population 
bears to the total population. Each city will earn approximately $17.45 per capita in 
apportionment from the 2003 population apportionment distribution. This projection will 
be somewhat revised when the actual revenue for the 2003 apportionment becomes 
available. 

Any adjustments made to the 2001 population estimates will be presented in the January 
2003 booklet. These adjustments could include population adjustments due to 
annexations and detachments and any revisions to the 2001 estimates. 

The cities of Dayton and St. Joseph have disputed their 2000 federal census populations 
of 4,699 and 4,681. They have submitted all paperwork, including the Census Question 
Resolution, to the United States Census Bureau. 

In accordance with the Screening Board motion and the determination of the Attorney 
Generals office, as explained in the following two letters, the allocations for Dayton and 
St. Joseph will be computed, but not released unless the adjusted 2000 federal census 
figures show their population to be above 4,900 by December 31, 2002. 

La Crescent, located in Houston and Winona counties in District 6, will be added to the 
2003 allocation with an estimated population of 5,011. St. Francis, located in Anoka 
county in Metro Division, with a population of 5,330 will also be added in 2003. Including 
Dayton, St. Joseph, and Chisholm this brings the number of cities sharing in the MSAS 
allocation to 132. 
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League of Minnesota Cities Building 
145 University Avenue West, St. Paul, Minnesota 55103-2044 

651-281-1200 • 800-925-1122 • fax: 651-281-1299 

Mr. Carl Schmidt 
City Administrator I Clerk 
City of St. Joseph 
21 l't Avenue NW 
PO f3ox 668 
St. Joseph, MN 56374-0668 

Subject: Municipal State Aid System 
2002 Allotment 
Census Information 

Dear Mr. Schmidt: 

I wish to thank you for the letter received from Joe Bettendorf, SEit, 911 y'61,u''_behalf and presented at the October 24 J\hmicipal 
State Aid Screening Board meeting. I believe your letter helped darify foi;;,the Board St. Joseph's understanding and position 
regarding the census data used for the Municipal State Aid allotmeQ,t. /. 

On October 25, the Board adopted the following motion providing administrative guidance on how the Minnesota Department 
of Transportation State Aid should administratively address the issue. 

"If the official Federal census or the State Demographers or Met Council population estimates do not show the 
population of Dayton or St. Joseph to be above 4,900 before December 31, 2001, 2002 MSAS allotments for Dayton 
and St. Joseph should be allocated, but not distributed, based upon a population of 5,000. This allo.tment should m1t 
be released after December 31, 2001 unless amended census information provided by the U.S. Census 13ureau shows 
the 2000 populations of Dayton or St. Joseph meets the minimum population threshold of 4,900 people as set forth 
by state statute. Unless previously distributed, these allotments should remain in place untii the spring 2002 
Municipal State Aid Screening Board meeting at which time they shall expire unless further action is taken by the 
13oard. In the event the Dayton or St. Joseph populations do not meet the 4,900 minimum established hy state 
statute, the undistributed allocation shall be reallocated as part of the 2003 allotment to all cities qualifying for 
MSAS funding." 

The Board believes this motion provides the flexibility and time for the Cities of St. Joseph and Dayton to work with 
the Census Bureau in further refining, as appropriate, the 2000 census data. If you have questions regarding the 
motion adopted by the Board, please feel free to contact me at 651-714-3593. If you have questions regarding the 
administration of this motion, please contact Julie Skallman, State Aid Engineer, Minnesota Department of 
Transportation -Telephone Number 651-296-9872. 

Sincer!_]~, 

C/_/J~/1.J/ ~y 
David R. JessuP · 
Chair, Municipal State Aid Screening Board 
Public Works Director, City of Woodbury 

c: Julie Skallman, State Aid Engineer, Mn/DOT 
Marshal Johnston, Mn/DOT 
Tom Drake, Red Wing, Vice Chair/Screening Board 
Lee Gustafson, Secretary/Screening Board 
Joe Bettendorf, Short Elliott Hendrickson 
Duke Addicks, League of Minnesota Cities 

'i,FPI\PUl3LICWORKSS\CEAM'.CEAM 2001\CoJTcspondcncc\l.t Schmnidt St. Joseph MSA - Census.doc 
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Minnesota Department of Transportation 

State Aid for Local Transportation 
Mail Stop 500, 4th Floor 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899 

November 15, 2001 

Ms Shirley Slater 
City Administrator 
City of Dayton 
12260 S. Diamond Lake Road 
Dayton, MN 55327-9655 

Dear Ms Slater: 

Office Tel.: 651 296-3011 
Fax: 651 282-2727 

At its October 25 and 26, 2001 meeting, the Municipal Screening Board requested that I 
contact the Attorney Generals office concerning the 2000 census figures for the cities of 
Dayton and St. Joseph. 

At a November 13 meeting, the Attorney Generals office determined that the administrative 
guidance given me by the Screening Board was within the confines of State Statute 162.09 
subd. 4. This administrative guidance was explained to you in a letter from David Jessup 
dated November 5, 2001. 

Therefore, unless the most recent figures show the population of Dayton and St. Joseph to 
be above 5000 on or before December 31, 2001, the population portion of their allocation 
will be based upon a population of 5000. The allocation will then be held, but not 
distributed, until the population of these cities is determined to be above 5000 or until the 
Municipal Screening Board recommends that it be redistributed. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Skallman 
State Aid Engineer 

cc: David Jessup, Woodbury, Chair, Municipal Screening Board 
Joan Peters, State Aid Finance 
Mark Hanson, City Engineer 
Marshall Johnston, State Aid 
Bob Brown, District State Aid Engineer 

40 An equal opportunity employer 



2003 PC)PULATION SUMMARY 
2001 Population is based on 1999 population estimates. The 2002 and 2003 populations are based on 2000 Federal Census 

or State Demographer and Met Council estimates, whichever is greater. 
N:IMSAS\EXCEL\2001\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK \TENTATIVE POPULATION SUMMARY FALL 2002.XLS 
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. ' .. bet~~eri Popµlation Population between 

: ',"·.' ;:,,,,. 
2001::,'', ., ·. ·01·. estim~te Usecf· to be used Populations 

·· PopulaUQri ,i•; 
'I' ,, .. ·. .,_ tor 2003 · • 2000 •:•· >:}.<~.ndc. ·.·.'·•· .. ·. for2002 : usedin2002 

Municipality .•·•''· ,,·', ·, ., cen~u$., ·.,,,,,, ' . . . Esti11{~tei. ·.•, •·· < .~Ooo C1:tnsus · ;AUociatiOn Allo~atidn & 2003 .Allocation ... 
Albert Lea 18,366 18,364 (2) 18,366 18,366 0 
Alexandria 9,115 9,247 132 9,115 9,247 132 
Andover 26,588 27,446 858 26,588 27,446 858 
Anoka 18,076 18,088 12 18,076 18,088 12 
Apple Valley 45,527 46,600 1,073 45,527 46,600 1,073 
Arden Hills 9,652 9,660 8 9,652 9,660 8 
Austin 23,314 23,376 62 23,314 23,376 62 
Baxter 5,555 5,815 260 5,555 5,815 260 
Bemidji 11,931 12,073 142 11,931 12,073 142 
Big Lake 6,063 6,895 832 6,063 6,895 832 
Blaine 44,942 46,000 1,058 44,942 46,000 1,058 
Bloomington 85,172 85,285 113 85,172 85,285 113 
Brainerd 13,295 13,421 126 13,295 -13,421 126 
Brooklyn Center 29,172 29,180 8 29,172 29,180 8 
Brooklyn Park 67,388 68,070 682 67,388 68,070 682 
Buffalo 10,104 10,844 740 10,104 10,844 740 
Burnsville 60,220 60,434 214 60,220 60,434 214 
Cambridge 5,520 5,715 195 5,520 5,715 195 
Champlin 22,193 22,482 289 22,193 22,482 289 
Chanhassen 20,321 21,100 779 20,321 21,100 779 
Chaska 17,449 18,380 931 17,449 18,380 931 
Chisholm 4,960 4,929 (31) 5,000 5,000 0 
Cloquet 11,201 11,370 169 11,201 11,370 169 
Columbia Heights 18,520 18,529 9 18,520 18,529 9 
Coon Rapids 61,607 61,800 193 61,607 61,800 193 
Corcoran 5,630 5,665 35 5,630 5,665 35 
Cottage Grove 30,582 30,753 171 30,582 30,753 171 
Crookston 8,192 8,166 (26) 8,192 8,192 0 
Crystal 22,698 22,748 50 22,698 22,748 50 
Dayton 4,699 4,705 6 5,000 5,000 0 
Detroit Lakes 7,425 7,483 58 7,425 7,483 58 
Duluth 86,319 86,125 (194) 86,319 86,319 0 
Eagan 63,557 64,300 743 63,557 64,300 743 



.i:,. I-
N MJh'it~~-~llty .-.·•. 

· ...... ];'., 

East Bethel 10,941 11,079 138 10,941 11,079 138 
East Grand Forks 7,501 7,535 34 7,501 7,535 34 
Eden Prairie 54,901 55,660 759 54,901 55,660 759 
Edina 47,425 47,465 40 47,425 47,465 40 
Elk River 16,447 17,380 933 16,447 17,380 933 
Fairmont 10,889 10,947 58 10,889 10,947 58 
Falcon Heights 5,572 5,580 8 5,572 5,580 8 
Faribault 20,835 21,166 331 20,835 21,166 331 
Farmington 12,382 13,279 897 12,382 13,279 897 
Fergus Falls 13,620 13,645 25 13,620 13,645 25 
Forest Lake 14,440 14,719 279 14,440 14,719 279 
Fridley 27,449 27,469 20 27,449 27,469 20 
Glencoe 5,453 5,518 65 5,453 5,518 65 
Golden Valley 20,281 20,391 110 20,281 20,391 110 
Grand Rapids 7,892 7,824 (68) 7,892 7,892 0 
Ham Lake 12,710 13,110 400 12,710 13,110 400 
Hastings 18,204 18,503 299 18,204 18,503 299 
Hermantown 8,047 8,099 52 8,047 8,099 52 
Hibbing 17,071 17,020 (51) 17,071 17,071 0 
Hopkins 17,145 17,250 105 17,145 17,250 105 
Hugo 6,363 7,195 832 6,363 7,195 . 832 
Hutchinson 13,081 13,185 104 13,081 13,185 104 
International Falls 6,707 6,606 ( 101) 6,707 6,707 0 
Inver Grove Heights 29,751 30,150 399 29,751 30,150 399 
LaCrescent 0 5,011 5,011 0 5,011 5,011 
Lake City 5,054 5,104 50 5,054 5,104 50 
Lake Elmo 6,863 7,036 173 6,863 7,036 173 
Lakeville 43,128 44,751 1,623 43,128 44,751 1,623 
Lino Lakes 16,791 17,380 . '589 16,791 17,380 589 
Litchfield 6,562 6,577 15 6,562 6,577 15 
Little Canada 9,771 9,813 42 9,771 9,813 42 
Little Falls 7,723 7,826 103 7,723 7,826 103 
Mahtomedi 7,563 7,977 414 7,563 7,977 414 
Mankato 32,427 32,698 271 32,427 32,698 271 
Maple Grove 50,365 52,350 1,985 50,365 52,350 1,985 
Maplewood 34,947 35,080 133 34,947 35,080 133 
Marshall 12,737 12,828 91 12,737 12,828 91 
Mendota Heights 11,434 11,470 36 11,434 11,470 .36 
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!Vlunicfpality: 
Minneapolis 382,618 382,446 (172) 382,618 382,618 0 
Minnetonka 51,301 51,420 119 51,301 51,420 119 
Montevideo 5,346 5,482 136 5,346 5,482 136 
Monticello 7,868 8,397 529 7,868 8,397 529 
Moorhead 32, 179 32,376 197 32, 179 32,376 197 
Morris 5,068 5,081 13 5,068 5,081 13 
Mound 9,435 9,454 19 9,435 9,454 19 
Mounds View 12,738 12,750 12 12,738 12,750 12 
New Brighton 22,206 22,215' 9 22,206 22,215 9 
New Hope 20,873 20,910 37 20,873 20,910 37 
New Ulm 13,594 13,547 (47) 13,594 13,594 0 
North Branch 8,023 8,574 551 8,023 8,574 551 
North Mankato 11,800 12,054 254 11,800 12,054 254 
North St. Paul 11,929 11,923 (6) 11,929 11,929 0 
Northfield 17,147 17,509 362 17,147 17,509 362 
Oak Grove 6,903 6,952 49 6,903 6,952 49 
Oakdale 26,653 26,906 253 26,653 26,906 253 
Orono 7,538 7,592 54 7,538 7,592 54 
Otsego 6,389 6,970 581 6,389 6,970 581 
Owatonna 22,436 22,780 344 22,436 22,780 344 
Plymouth 65,894 66,675 781 65,894 66,675 781 
Prior Lake 15,917 16,457 540 15,917 16,457 540 
Ramsey 18,510 18,668 158 18,510 18,668 158 
Red Wing 16,116 16,211 95 16,116 16,211 95 
Redwood Falls 5,459 5,461 2 5,459 5,461 2 
Richfield 34,439 34,876 437 34,439 34,876 437 
Robbinsdale 14,123 14,070 (53) 14,123 14,123 0 
Rochester 86,806 89,325 2,519 86,806 89,325 2,519 
Rosemount 14,619 15,270 651 14,619 15,270 651 
Roseville 33,690 33,949 259 33,690 33,949 259 
Saint Anthony 8,102 8,012 (90) 8,102 8,102 0 
Saint Cloud 59,709 60,269 560 59,709 60,269 560 
Saint Francis 0 5,330 5,330 0 5,330 5,330 
Saint Joseph 4,681 4,912 231 5,000 5,000 0 
Saint Louis Park 44,126 44,576 450 44,126 44,576 450 
Saint Michael 9,099 10,264 1,165 9,099 10,264 1,165 
Saint Paul 287,151 287,260 109 287,151 287,260 109 
Saint Paul Park 5,070 5,081 11 5,070 5,081 11 



;, ::: ·''.\c' •··· :· \ ) .• !,,·. 
·. • .. 

~ •• 
~ 

M1.1h'3;'.\. .1i 1n,,1JJaULY : , •::' .•· .:.':'i 

Saint Peter 9,747 9,759 12 9,747 9,759 12 
Sartell 9,666 10,333 667 9,666 10,333 667 
Sauk Rapids 10,221 10,826 605 10,221 10,826 605 
Savage 21,115 22,622 1,507 21,115 22,622 1,507 
Shakopee 20,570 22,192 1,622 20,570 22,192 1,622 
Shoreview 25,924 26,374 450 25,924 26,374 450 
Shorewood 7,400 7,540 140 7,400 7,540 140 
South St. Paul 20,167 20,174 7 20,167 20,174 7 
Spring Lake Park 6,772 6,777 5 6,772 6,777 5 
Stewartville 5,431 5,500 69 5,431 5,500 69 
Stillwater 15,143 15,589 446 15,143 15,589 446 
Thief River Falls 8,410 8,412 2 8,410 8,412 2 
Vadnais Heights 13,069 13,151 82 13,069 13,151 82 
Virginia 9,157 9,131 (26) 9,157 9,157 0 
Waconia 6,821 7,300 479 6,821 7,300 479 
Waite Park 6,568 6,644 76 6,568 6,644 76 
Waseca 9,617 9,711 94 9,617 9,711 94 
West St. Paul 19,405 19,624 219 19,405 19,624 219 
White Bear Lake 24,325 24,606 281 24,325 24,606 281 
Willmar 18,351 18,413 62 18,351 18,413 62 
Winona 27,069 27,100 31 27,069 27,100 31 
Woodbury 46,463 48,150 1,687 46,463 48,150 1,687 
Worthington 11,287 11,272 (15) 11,287 11,287 0 
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2003 TENTATIVE POPULATION APPORTIONMENT 

N:\MSAS\EXCEL \OCTOBER 2002 BOOKITENTATIVE POPULATION APPORTIONMENT FOR 2003.XLS 

: 

Population PopulatiQn 2002.t\ppt. 2003Appt. Difference 
Used for to be use_d ,Using the Using 2000 Between .% 

. 2002 for2003 - 2000 Census or 2002 &03 lncre'3se - . 
Municjpality - . , Allocation Allocation _ Cijnsus Ot Estimate ' · Apport . <(Decrtlasef 
Albert Lea 18,366 18,366 $325,510 $320,485 ($5,025) -1.5437 
Alexandria 9,115 9,247 161,550 161,360 (190) -0.1176 
Andover 26,588 27,446 471,232 478,931 7,699 1.6338 
Anoka 18,076 18,088 320,370 315,634 (4,736) -1.4783 
Apple Valley 45,527 46,600 806,898 813,167 6,269 0.7769 
Arden Hills 9,652 9,660 171,067 168,566 (2,501) -1.4620 
Austin 23,314 23,376 413,206 407,910 (5,296) -1.2817 
Baxter 5,555 5,815 98,454 101,471 3,017 3.0644 
Bemidji 11,931 12,073 211,459 210,673 (786) -0.3717 
Big Lake 6,063 6,895 107,458 120,317 12,859 11.9665 
Blaine 44,942 46,000 796,529 802,697 6,168 0.7744 
Bloomington 85,172 85,285 1,509,546 1,488,218 (21,328) -1.4129 
Brainerd 13,295 13,421 235,634 234,196 - (1,438) -0.6103 
Brooklyn Center 29,172 29,180 517,030 509,189 (7,841) -1.5165 
Brooklyn Park 67,388 68,070 - 1,194,351 1,187,817 (6,534) -0.5471 
Buffalo 10,104 10,844 179,078 189,227 10,149 5.6674 
Burnsville 60,220 60,434 1,067,309 1,054,569 (12,740) -1.1937 
Cambridge 5,520 5,715 97,834 99,726 1,892 1.9339 
Champlin 22,193 22,482 393,338 392,309 (1,029) -0.2616 
Chanhassen 20,321 21,100 360,159 368,194 8,035 2.2310 
Chaska 17,449 18,380 309,257 320,730 11,473 3.7099 
Chisholm 5,000 5,000 88,617 87,250 (1,367) -1.5426 
Cloquet 11,201 11,370 198,521 198,406 (115) -0.0579 
Columbia Heights 18,520 18,529 328,239 323,330 (4,909) -1.4956 
Coon Rapids 61,607 61,800 1,091,891 1,078,406 (13,485) -1.2350 
Corcoran 5,630 5,665 99,783 98,854 (929) -0.9310 
Cottage Grove 30,582 30,753 542,020 536,638 (5,382) -0.9930 
Crookston 8,192 8,192 145,191 142,950 (2,241) -1.5435 
Crystal 22,698 22,748 402,288 396,951 (5,337) -1.3267 
Dayton 5,000 5,000 88,617 87,250 (1,367) -1.5426 
Detroit Lakes 7,425 7,483 131,597 130,578 (1,019) -0.7743 
Duluth 86,319 86,319 1,529,874 1,506,261 (23,613) -1.5435 
Eagan 63,557 64,300 1,126,452 1,122,031 (4,421) -0.3925 
East Bethel 10,941 11,079 193,913 193,328 (585) -0.3017 
East Grand Forks 7,501 7,535 132,944 131,485 (1,459) -1.0975 
Eden Prairie 54,901 55,660 973,038 971,263 (1,775) -0.1824 
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•·. Population Population 2002 Appt .. 2003Appt. Difference 
,.• '• :c-~-~l,\\~=c- . Used for·. tobe used Using the.·. Using.2000 Between % 

' ,, ~ - -=- -

2002 -Cerisusor - - ·tor 2003 2000 2002 & 03 Increase -

n,11.1ri1 c:jpanty/ ··.;• . Allocation. Allocation Census 01 Estimate Apport. (DecreasE 
Edina 47,425 47,465 840,537 $828,261 ($12,276) -1.460) 
Elk River 16,447 17,380 291,498 303,280 11,782 4.041! 
Fairmont 10,889 10,947 192,991 191,024 (1,967) -1.019: 
Falcon Heights 5,572 5,580 98,755 97,371 - (1,384) -1.401• 
Faribault 20,835 21,166 369,269 369,345 76 0.02m 
Farmington 12,382 13,279 219,452 231,718 12,266 5.589• 
Fergus Falls 13,620 13,645 241,394 238,104 (3,290) -1.362! 
Forest Lake 14,440 14,719 255,927 256,846 919 0.359· 
Fridley 27,449 27,469 486,492 479,332 (7,160) -1.4711 
Glencoe 5,453 5,518 96,646 96,289 (357) -0.369• 
Golden Valley 20,281 20,391 359,450 355,822 (3,628) -1.009: 
Grand Rapids 7,892 7,892 139,874 137,715 (2,159) -1.543! 
Ham Lake 12,710 13,110 225,266 228,769 3,503 1.555' 
Hastings 18,204 18,503 322,639 322,876 237 0.073! 
Hermantown 8,047 8,099 142,621 141,327 (1,294) -0.907~ 
Hibbing 17,071 17,071 302,558 297,888 (4,670) -1.543! 
Hopkins 17,145 17,250 303,869 301,011 (2,858) -0.940! 
Hugo 6,363 7,195 112,775 125,552 12,777 11.329c 
Hutchinson 13,081 13,185 231,841 230,077 (1,764) -0.76m 
International Falls 6,707 6,707 118,871 117,037 (1,834) -1.542f 
Inver Grove Heights 29,751 30,150 527,292 526,115 (1,177) -0.223~ 
La Crescent 0 5,011 0 87,442 87,442 100.000( 
Lake City 5,054 5,104 89,575 89,064 (511) -0.570! 
Lake Elmo 6,863 7,036 121,636 122,778 1,142 . 0.938~ 
Lakeville 43,128 44,751 764,379 780,902 16,523 2.161c 
Lino Lakes 16,791 17,380 297,595 303,280 5,685 1.910~ 
Litchfield 6,562 6,577 116,302 114,768 (1,534) -1.319( 
Little Canada 9,771 9,813 173,176 171,236 (1,940) -1.120~ 
Little Falls 7,723 7,826 136,879 136,563 (316) -o.23m 
Mahtomedi 7,563 7,977 134,043 139,198 5,155 3.845f 
Mankato 32,427 32,698 574,720 570,578 (4,142) -0.720i 
Maple Grove 50,365 52,350 892,644 913,504 20,860 2.336~ 
Maplewood 34,947 35,080 619,383 612,144 (7,239) -1.168, 
Marshall 12,737 12,828 225,744 223,848 (1,896) -0.839~ 
Mendota Heights 11,434 11,470 202,650 200,151 (2,499) -1.233~ 
Minneapolis 382,618 382,618 6,781,329 6,676,658 (104,671) -1.543!: 
Minnetonka 51,301 51,420 909,233 897,276 (11,957) -1.3151 
Montevideo 5,346 5,482 94,750 95,661 911 0.96H 
Monticello 7,868 8,397 139,448 146,527 7,079 5.076L 

Moorhead 32,179 32,376 570,324 564,959 . - (5,365) -0.940i 
Morris 5,068 5,081 89,823 88,663 (1,160) -1.291L 
Mound 9,435 9,454 167,221 164,972 (2,249) -1.344~ 
Mounds View 12,738 12,750 225,762 222,487 (3,275) -1.450(: 
New Brighton 22,206 22,215 393,568 387,650 (5,918) -1.503, 
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Population Population 2002Appt. 2003Appt. 'Difference 
Used for tobeused Using the. Using2000 -· Between % 

2002·· •for2003 2000 Census or 2002& 03 Increase> 
Municipality Allocation . . Allocation Census · OtEstimate Apport.·.••. ?/(Decrease) 

New Hope 20,873 20,910 369,943 $364,878 ($5,065) -1.3691 
New Ulm 13,594 13,594 240,933 237,214 (3,719) -1.5436 
North Branch 8,023 8,574 142,196 149,616 7,420 5.2181 
North Mankato 11,800 12,054 209,137 210,341 1,204 0.5757 
North St. Paul 11,929 11,929 211,424 208,160 (3,264) -1.5438 
Northfield 17,147 17,509 303,905 305,531 1,626 0.5350 
Oak Grove 6,903 6,952 122,345 121,312 (1,033) -0.8443 
Oakdale 26,653 26,906 472,384 469,508 (2,876) -0.6088 
Orono 7,538 7,592 133,600 132,480 (1,120) -0.8383 
Otsego 6,389 6,970 113,235 121,626 8,391 7.4103 
Owatonna 22,436 22,780 397,644 397,509 (135) -0.0339 
Plymouth 65,894 66,675 1,167,872 1,163,474 (4,398) -0.3766 
Prior Lake 15,917 16,457 282,105 287,174 5,069 1.7968 
Ramsey 18,510 18,668 328,062 325,755 (2,307) -0.7032 
Red Wing 16,116 16,211 285,632 282,881 (2,751) -0.9631 
Redwood Falls 5,459 5,461 96,753 95,294 (1,459) -1.5080 
Richfield 34,439 34,876 610,379 608,584 (1,795) -0.2941 
Robbinsdale 14,123 14,123 250,309 246,445 (3,864) -1.5437 
Rochester 86,806 89,325 1,538,506 1,558,715 20,209 1.3135 
Rosemount 14,619 15,270 259r1Q0 266,460 7,360 2.8406 
Roseville 33,690 33,949 597,105 592,408 (4,697) -0.7866 
St. Anthony 8,102 8,102 143,596 141,379 (2,217) -1.5439 
St. Cloud 59,709 60,269 1,058,252 1,051,690 (6,562) -0.6201 
St. Francis 0 5,330 0 93,008 93,008 100.0000 
St. Joseph 5,000 5,000 88,617 87,250 (1,367) -1.5426 
St. Louis Park 44,126 44,576 782,067 777,848 (4,219) -0.5395 
St. Michael 9,099 10,264 161,266 179,106 17,840 11.0625 
St. Paul 287,151 287,260 5,089,320 5,012,668 (76,652) -1.5061 
St. Paul Park 5,070 5,081 89,858 88,663 (1,195) -1.3299 
St. Peter 9,747 9,759 172,751 170,294 (2,457) -1.4223 
Sartell 9,666 10,333 171,315 180,310 8,995 5.2506 
Sauk Rapids 10,221 10,826 181,152 188,913 7,761 4.2842 
Savage 21,115 22,622 374,232 394,752 20,520 5.4832 
Shakopee 20,570 22,192 364,572 387,249 22,677 6.2202 
Shoreview 25,924 26,374 459,464 460,225 761 0.1656 
Shorewood 7,400 7,540 131,154 131,572 418 0.3187 
South St. Paul 20,167 20,174 357,430 352,035 (5,395) -1.5094 
Spring Lake Park 6,772 6,777 120,024 118,258 (1,766) -1.4714 
Stewartville 5,431 5,500 96,256 . 95,975 (281) -0.2919 
Stillwater 15,143 15,589 268,387 272,027 3,640 1.3563 
Thief River Falls 8,410 8,412 149,055 146,789 (2,266) -1.5202 
Vadnais Heights 13,069 13,151 231,628 229,484 (2,144) -0.9256 
Virginia 9,157 9,157 162,294 159,789 (2,505) -1.5435 
Waconia 6,821 7,300 120,892 127,385 6,493 5.3709 
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Populatior1 Popul~ti.on 2002A:ppt. 2003iAppt . ·.. Difference .. 

Used for, tctbeused·· Using.the Using ·2000.< ~:if!?J13 % 
tor2003• 

. . 
2002 - .. -2000 Census-or"~ Increase 

Municipality Allocation. Allocation·· Census·.' 01 Estimate •~ppotk·•·• .. :fDecrease 
Waite Park 6,568 6,644 116,408 $115,937 ($471) -0.404E 
Waseca 9,617 9,711 170,447 169,456 (991) -0.581~ 
West St. Paul 19,405 19,624 343,924 342,437 (1,487) -0.432~ 
White Bear Lake 24,325 24,606 431,124 429,373 (1,751) -0.4061 
Willmar 18,351 18,413 325,244 321,306 (3,938) -1.210~ 
Winona 27,069 27,100 479,757 472,893 (6,864) -1.4307 
Woodbury 46,463 48,150 823,487 840,214 16,727 2.031L 
Worthington 11,287 11,287 200,044 196,956 (3,088) -1.5437 
TOTAL 3,284,7~8: /. 3;3~6~23,3 ·. 

.. 
$58;217,041 < ··• $58i217,041,. 

.,_ . . ... · ... '. ;$0\ 0~0000 . . . •.• 

Population apportionment equals total population apportionment divided by the total population 
times the city's population. 

2002 

2003 

$58,217,041 
3,284,738 

$58,217,041 
3,336,233 

Equals 17. 7235 Per person 

Equals 17.4499 Per person 

The population difference between 2002 and 2003 for allocation purposes is 51,495 
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Effects of the 2002 Needs Study Update 

The following tabulation reflects the total difference between the 2001 
and the 2002 25-year construction {money) needs study. This update 
was accomplished in five phases to measure the effect each type of 
revision has to the total needs. 

1. Accomplishments and system revisions -- Reflects need 
changes due to construction, the addition of 20 year 
reinstatement and the addition of needs for new street 
designations or a reduction for revocations. This is called the 
Normal Needs Update. 

2. 2002 Traffic Count Update -- is the result of the 2001 traffic 
counts updated in 2002. Traffic Data Management Services 
completed traffic maps of 82 municipalities whose traffic was 
counted in 2001. 

3. 2002 Roadway Unit Cost Revisions -- measures the effect on the 
needs between last year's unit prices to the unit . prices 
approved by the Screening Board at the 2002 Spring Meeting. 

4. 2002 Structure and Railroad Cost Revisions -- measures the 
effect on the needs between last year's unit prices to the unit 
prices approved by the Screening Board at the 2002 Spring 
Meeting. 

5. 2002 Design Table Revisions -- measures the effect on the 
revisions to the Design Charts approved by the Screening Board 
at the 2002 Spring Meeting. 

The resulting 2002 25-year Construction Needs as adjusted in the 
"Tentative 2003 Adjusted Construction Needs Apportionment" 
spreadsheet in this booklet will be used in computing the 2003 
Construction {money) needs apportionment. 
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EFFECTS OF THE 2002 M.S.A.S NEEDS STUDY UPDATE 
EFFECTS OF THE REVISIONS TO THE 2001 UPDATE 

(Does Not Include The New Cities of La Crescent and St. Francis) 

• 2001 Ul')ildJUsted ,' .· • > , : Effe,i;fQf( Effei:fof ' ' ' ;, Effech1f ' , ! Effect'of .• ; , , ,, . ': ,,\, , 2002 Unadjusted.•· ,' Percent of 
' ., ... ::, '. ... , '' Conslructlori, .,. ': ✓et'f~cf9(:.,\v,~~~1iM, · .......... i.,·•,•.•.ulrad.tta)t,Ce·•·•······1,:,., · ..• p \!; .·; I ~o,~d ... Yi,~.Yyn{X,: ' J .• ;~(l'@ute ~Ad }rlit~tnf 'Design Chart, '.percent ' CQns!ru~tl~!l '' ·.•• ., Net ' change 200~ to 

Municipality,. \ ',Ne~s'' Nonnal:l:lb'date' ciifiaiiae ; IDI . ,;,:ct~i~nJ ::'PrlceUodate ' IRallfoad:Uodate'i:.Charii:ie. : 'uiid~ie<f 'c11anae. ' Ne.eds I I ii ctI~ria~ ,'2002 ·, .. , 
AlbSit:L:.ea,..;:H\:'." ~'"'~•::.1,, ,.; 1:--.:10:r/f_~:.:tt,S 498'8~19- ;:.710..;:;'.:l:t~'S291:72et~'.f#~-!:1;e1" 1a?~i~t~\'itttl::t\\}!t~i::t8'.;'.iW:'uf.:.\1\:?J.~:: r·~t~:t;~:/$21tJ1:939;J;?J:'f;J!iJ1!1:te1% 11J·Vt!.if.:.~t~:;:f.1·:;t:'{$93"12o?));.r,;f:"15,~:0J10¾ t,~~1t~ti-\i--'$968.360>:·.~:;::,_J:.8;25% t: tjfJ-i' .. ;1:!::f$17;131~984 ,· .:::: -:-: :·$:1~833;145' .·:>:•;:',; .J. ,_· ,.10;54% 
Alexandria 8,068,370 1,945,881 24.12% 1,267 0.02% 213,005 2.64% 716,018 8.87% 10,944,541 2,876,171 35.65% 
Aiidover'i,':", •1.,,,, •' "·" 1, ,':.::.-•i,~21',111a,2e1,rn,,;;s,wi,,,,$lll!lfl81'V1tlll't-3J-t3% ,.,,,,,.,,,,oso1,,,1c,<,,-:,~i"i0:03% ·,ii,,,i,01,,;1,,,1.;:3e4:io·N:'1:fi1•,:Mi7S¾ . .,,;-,,:H::,i11,2e2 e~2:.:.,,.,,i,,t&:-go¾ ;-,(,:)\;1':::e:.,,'i•22•eo3,055,;,;::•: :· ri,1··•:;-,; 1,084194'-':.: '''A!49% 
Anoka 9,520,732 306,972 3.22% 161,0521 .0.64% 194,894 2.05% 941,696 9.89% 10,903,242 1,382,510 14.52% 
=iilellanev.i,,;,. · ,.,. ,.,:·;,,;;,;tf;i2ll'661'852. · ,, ""' 231f585, ,,...M,,~•illo¾ 11\',rf;i,2ss:2sr,t11,;;k11:,5f:;,o:a1% ;;;.v:,i":/1c.ee104;~l/i!1:itl'21l!s% ,r,",,r1,v':7541ss<,v;:'! !\1:2,54% '"-'(t.,,H;,, i: :31 '·104··12s· 1,:c::1 · , ... 1;142:213::01 '',• \' : ''.,4,88% 
Arden HIiis 5,321,534 33,207 0.62'/4 157.103 2.95'/4 117,193 2.20% 8,640 0.16% 322,821 6.07% 5,960,498 638,964 12.01% 
Austin 1: ,, -.,::·t:i ,·.:;;J ,'.. ;;:,'.!1<i~~·::~:2tli44YQ91r 1L•b ,'A-Ar•>'.,,,, f9!M&rv~1;:i;::40~44§ ·~1f;&,Fff:~::f~_391·955'~~~t~~t42¼ 1~~iiii~)~:1~Jtf'.;:af680: :t,'::-&)t°J!:•.Ot12,g :r.:•'/l~1,-,;1r ::.1. 66f076~ft~{\li~rtt;03,% :':{:.~ti«:~~109'..t\ ·2&;soa~955:: J': :~'.H',f,'i' !s11i964;884;: '.·, \·, 7{13% 
Baxter 7,112,548 266,415 3.75% 142,575 2.00Y, 628,142 8.83% 8,149,680 1,037,132 14.58% 
Berh1dn··:,,~,t'~• ~ ',·'.;;•~'.\(;~,.~~ 1.,, ~1\<k3)tJC:f·.\?e'\'.9I8.08!AA,), :· ,-e""•e-~~.,,.., ool"6Q'?)l!~~it';e'MI% ?.1ltli'.'%'.~J':f,~{t1'43'33-6l.~'1t·\1~t:t;4'ti% 1:D\'~litlt~Wifs~.'21·, 120'.D\i:!;~1;0~2.%'. \i,dtJ'.~~T':f:13&!440 !1?!:.f~'.(l;\J.7{51% N!~~f\iA:i,'.·(;;1()':104',891!:1il;!?11,;~i'it:t?;t'296:209h~::,;>/;:i,·~', ,, ·-.;:('.'.3~02% 
Big Lake 2,615,513 3,218,772 123.06% 132,513 5.07% 5,040 0.19% 910,562 34.81% 6,882,400 4,266,887 163.14Y, 
s1a1na,:;t.:f··;':j< (1i:r>:;\·r&·;~uj '.,,~ .. ~o:z,t901 t l:Lk'~,¾flP..:J.!¢' ,411ro1.,1:~,1,':.<R'0~1Z9S" !fyjJ.,i;rnu,1185;8.261,t/4~f;jj4~f;~f"'1,7.6% /)1'~t4i¾,'~~'q;43,7t1e2,1;~tfif:?i'.11tl.8.. I ';',Y'f1i;'g\;;_:;Jd,I ,f;(ii,:t'f "~~?~;97.1, 360,;i}.i~(t;i;Z\3,86% l;ffM,af.1~:(!i''.•~/?;25'1~651560·:<r,::.:1,{;i'::i/': ,/::,J'17,43:6s9:,)\'' .. ,,:;·:t,: li''3~{)3~/4 

=~~~:~~~J~;?":c;r ,ro,.v,,,~:,'r,,;:::E~!! 3:::~2 5.03Y, 948985 •1.30Y, \;t'i!J,!;,,\'I;;;?i::E*"'~~,;,,;;::!: 51,
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% ~Y,J.:s~J'1~i:;H;~~,,"\ii~:::!~ i'tMt,,,J;;:,;~~;'.;H:!'a;,·, \c;:;,,f:~:!~::,'l'!K,,i'!i.!::'.l,;:4!'.i;~ 
Bro'okliln:Paik'''''i-':?.'.il!"'' ·1:,e21/!61li '"''"'""'"'''W~!328•'"'"'"' .. ~'/ti ' 1'}1,'fai1!,:($/~lillti4$"'"""''"~',67¾ ~'l:2;01ilii:i33J~•ill~lt/,}8i:23!l. li#.lri'!l\'ili!;it\:!2f:214·0li7JIN/!i:;:,:(!1/;l/~•·as1162's':·,<'¾£:"'';,,, i7;30% 
Buffalo 11,411,912 1 052,630 9.22% 260,530 2.28% 51,120 0.45% 1,002,939 8.79% 13,779,131 2,367,219 20.74Y, 
ButMvllfQ\1:,,;,5;.~~·.-j,'.;,;/,t~.;.~ ~;·,~?:.:,;:NkAJad'.88ti\13lf, ~\1½~,&;J¥,1<0eo!OOi·;,tg,;4:Wl~r.~%Ji~41'~\tI1t11391352.Ji~~t,;fW}.l?Jf:;ol45% !i~'.·ttif{~?i~J711•219)Y.#f;ii{~i:i2~301' ~ltt~l~rni~tbl~~.Jit,1''52:b)t'J)f~~::JJ;b4%: v~:i:,'.;~;/Wi:,.:,~969·:978,:k:.~(~?4';,;;•&i05 '68'f-208:1;;_;,:;,·: l.~1;.;·,'·;?!/~3792,Q7,1':ir'.~l'hZ!};:-:.· .. -i/12~8% 

~~:~i~~i':: :;," ;''cc•"·· 'l:l'o;i,,'i,i:!'1'l!';;!:r!~~1 ~ 3;~1,,i•rt!1ii,~¥~"~;~~ ,g,,\,siil~',~,~~l::~! .,,;,,rM~,~;~~~ ,,:1:e~lft/~;~!!;~~:,,?,~ ,~:~~:~ :; ''. ·,::;,: .~~~!::~~'":1/.'"'',,,,,:,::::::: ,,,,, ,.,,\,:,~:;~~~ 
Chanhassen 13,452,202 31,127 0.23% 225,890 1.68% 269,764 2.01% 641,117 4.77% 14,620,100 1,167,898 8.68% 
Ch8S"~ ··1 :-' ·>-f?~.:~"~,}'<~~lifl519:3511~ 'ti(/ri:¾f1:lq0Yt40~873\t'ftJ::L~~}i\~;43Y• 10041~;,./,;C~;~te1~·::o.04% -.. ooi322;-~'.:)~\113{2f10.¾ ,c~#itifi1lit1~1~1;--~}2ff160:J;t ·:::::':.0.lt¾ 1)~'1!1};ti·i1~11·092 085%t~~"ib~t11~47¾ ,:df-·:,;:J\f(~j;t,jO: ,?95 049i'L":.f '.!.f :!"';1_,\1"2751698 ::.i:::, ,.;,·,: : ·:·13,40% 
Chisholm 5,533,380 12,8871 .0.05Y, 116,231 2.10% 682,654 12.34Y, 6,329,378 795,998 14.39% 
Cfoil\let,~{.'(.,' ,_:?A·: /3;,:; '.l,-'.\ .'(,:· ::i:; 'N14f061.~79.5~ n:t{f,\I(.;};F''i(332'160).,;'J-'~'.faE~!3ffl 1 ):;'.fi ;Y]v,::·1:a1 '~)\J:t'{ljg;,,.;~il);O:o·s% ·t t •.::,,:1)/t:;l~78'8'.070-:·~,f~t,M(98fo , :;;:,:1:¢,{:~f;-\Y,{:)!',l23'040ii ,;;,f1,_'., 0.16% ·t}:,4·;:1{1>'1~67.6o04ij'1'.~.{t;!I( ;~_:ti1~91% .,t:t:;,··/~::•;<_~·-;15;705·9as'., ,;~[ ~\;"J,/':;-;:' 1~638i19.1i,,I, i'J::-! k'i' '-',1:~~64% 
Columbia Heights 10,816,800 363,236 3.36% 167,168) .0.62% 260,161 2.41% 797,544 7.37% 12,170,573 1,353,773 12.52% 
C<ion·RanldSi,! !, ·:'.ii·);!ii,'*' 'I;'. ·.;U.'£)',).l'.:,2111&78•989\ :.;C?:,"/iu,;,'¥i'i$4310il4:Jl'/v.\l¥\\2,04% !fiid"91H37$'55711/:~i(l',;,;t'.\f"1;41¾ ,,cr::,·,,;?i,1::f;;120·,023'.f.,·';:,f;';,1i,fi57.%' ' '.· n , ,:/f1i'!1:9H,29.1''i,;•::',P.r,1ii¾ [:.·~.,.:.· •!M :',29;177.790 .; •,: \,i':: '" ': 2,498;80.F ", ': ,.,,,; c9;31.% 
Corcoran 7,068,837 1439,457) -6.22Y, 93,928 1.33Y, 124,801 1.77Y, 88,178 1.25% 6,936,287 1132,550) ·1.88% 
ciitt6iM Gro~\;e , ,, :,:, \:fi,, .,,,'i".'.c,2~1,1,1a·,~sa: ,. ,,0·::,!''.>:21aoeffsefi/i;!i;'ci'10l59% ,,;,c',~1ir:1er:-foo t1~i,fh:M;e&% ,:.'n1;:,,;,i,:1::isn,e11SJt:,"~'~:;2i:1S¾ , ,:-,,, ,.·,, ,, , ,:i. ,r,,, "" ·/',i"i.',i:li482;1,n,; .,;:,1 ·G,72% i,,;-,)¾,,c:;r :. 28 247 e1a,"1 · ; :, ,, . 4 487,6&2 • ,:.: :.," ·. ', 20:s1,;,; 
Crookston 17 077 465 115,991 0.68% 404,620 2.37% 201,960 1.18Y, 715,001 4.19% 18,515,037 1,437,572 8.42% 
crvstaK• ,.:J,;,0.,1e,,:,... • • '·•i":~,,,f,1?121sa0Ari/i.\(:S2,24•• 4;eo21·,:i•,1:Jf.lf1:,f,0104% :.:,•,:,~1:v.,:.•2s1,919:'.J,,,1,+!;,2,os% 1:n1i:f111~:1•404435:::.•,;1;:,1.1:4:1w ,,.,. ,,, ,,;;,;:i.1:J;e61! 173 • · f '37&'508 .·· · 11;20% 
Dayton 7,108,686 0 O.OOY, 11,343,276) •18,90% 112,518 1.58Y, 5,280 0.07% 553,896 7.79% 6,437,104 1671,5821 •9.45% 
DetrolU:ake's :·/ ,,·:,,,;;,:: H·.i.,.1,1: /,l•fitl 213'209' ,,,,,,,,,,,,,as,f1251f'J,\c..10,:W" v,, . ,,,.,;,,,,,,.,,,, ,, 141 652•)1':•:::>'\'.1;12% n:::; ;¢':'\';i,i\%:,/,4010l!oi\j/,,(i,.0;49o/,I '•829''8761'i.'•';;,;:i10;10% ,,,..,,,; '·" ''1,8;370,692: Y•,.,: '';,:,;i,157;493 ,' , , "' ·' i,1:92% 
Duluth 96,688,593 2,757,295 2.85°/4 46,367 0.05% 2,103,552 2.18% 33,600 0.03% 5,494,720 5,68% 107,124,127 10,435,534 10.79% 
eiiJiin"'I\':'" .:,':\;·;\~: ,; ,. "·; ,,,.,,e,,'M'fle'~i;):i30! U'l!;::1$'.i,!'642'$11811'Jiitft\t3:2t,li ~:,,;;1,,1,261158'3;<fi/l' ):,:;:,i/1:37·% 1,,, 'iJi i/:386;762•'4'i1o\Ji1:97% ,,:,-:.':1t'ii~:::;'•:i/12i4so~•(,'.'.<S,o;os~ ,:,.),;!', ,,1;cl!~.f818,;:;,,,1,1.,;,.4;.14,_; ;:,>21·829 539,.; ·, ,,.,'2'183'309;'.,;,x1•·•· • .11;11% 
East Bethel 12,417,245 1398,4601 •3.21% 114,2741 .0.11'/4 222,739 1.79% 1,337,253 10.77% 13,564,503 1,147,258 9,24% 
eastGiand Forksi't· / ... "ec.:,;r~<:ii<'i/6951 ~911 i;/t,t.:,,,,f/312®'67.SW.l':il~f~ll',17~ <11$il;;i.,,"q;;\U;;o:28%' :;:;,,,Jfi'.lfti\'.16"rS11/~:/·,l'l:.\/;2,41% •r: .>.i .. 1:•itl1,321,338'-:'w':11s.0W, ,,,: ''S:.1~·669,090 't~ 717699//·, ,,,'67.87% 
Eden Prairie 34,392,527 283,800 0.83% 453.920 1.32% 676,966 1.97% 1,922,876 5.59% 37,730,089 $3,337,562 9.70% 
EdlM',YiJ,)'i'1:i~;~.:.~;,J.: i,1'G~;;.);~w;,;'30,f2H1'0; hl':,,wt1i343i1(0lct1.~la,)"'; 9' .? ":,'!:C'.'.:,:::•,.f.'602'1,15,i;,i'.({'{,'.2,00¼ :,\,,,,~e~Ti;!ll;,ll~ 320t,~!.i¾\ilfl;01% -~}i~H\1673,633 :,•:,/,:.;,1Ui6% '/'. · '•\:i/;'i:31,0B0'698,, ·:\: ,: · ', ' '.'936;928''. :, ,,',; ,. lM:t¾ 
Elk River 18,260,465 2,081,682 11.40'/4 45,778 0.25% 386,033 2.11% 28,560 0.16% 1,597,688 8,75% 22,400,206 4,139,741 22.67% 
Fa1mioii1,:,, .•~~{':··.;,•:. :,., n::,;1r:~,:?1¼2l'll2S'2$2': .'~;c':<cT:,,1,~1s,1H?3r,:1,1,M/M2:65% ,,x,,;-;•:",11gH54~,;1,,~1i:;!;,¾bf1J7il¾ :, Jl\t:1,,;, :.-:~e1i1aa:1'1!i1\,,'.!;:212a% t;,,,\~~:,g,.;c;,1·,,153,04011,;,,;,,,,o,25% . :,,1, ,:,,;""1 '309)160/, : • .. '.ts.'i1,¾ ,c : .. , ,: .,,.,,,,.,~s oso;&28 . · · ,. :1 · a25;e74,··: :,:·, · ';, <7,59'/4 
Falcon Heights 1,549,135 (1) 0.00% 30,645 1.98% 32,435 2.09% 148,778 9.60% 1,760,992 211,857 13.68% 
Fifrlbaulf"':,,:/::';,; 1,;;,,,, ,1'1 : 1.:,';'(i,~~;~,::,,:23 0511:1189,,' ·:, f\ii:1\{.r1405 4581.<,'"~),1~1i76% ,w,,,,_.w57:,oe21~\\.{~il;,i/!:l;0,25% ;z,m:Ji,'/,\'4541108.\\i'/.:i!,:1'.li~,97% /i';•~,;,!i!,~Mi:~;:ii,:5 280',(y'il ,,;',0;02% ''·<'t.'J, 1'1026''118; :''.':;'\,i.AS¾ ,:1,"kl'ic\,,;,,,,':.24073·155,:,.,, 'i/:.•:,· •· · \j;022 966 ;• ,:i:. ·' 1 

\\ 4:"'4% 
Farmlnaton 14,221,614 776,799 5.46% 1323,8241 •2.28% 320,112 2.25Y, 15,840 0.11% 559,535 3.93% 15,570,076 1,348,462 9.48% 
FitaiisFalliil:r'~('.;, ::<t:: :t'.,!;'·'(:i,S,;:>1il'~all'203 ':,,;'Yi'1{/.l'a:/,681'844i,~''tl,,!;'4'i1.J¾ ,{'('l'\,1e;/3{1)'141'1K:,'W:\1,88Y, ':''1ii:i1!,}i:'ci!\;'i88 ~80 :. 1): 'i.·0.41¾ '" ;'}:·1:r1;3115;084· ;;,,,:;,·',,8128% :,,,;:"J!'.1,P18;905;4ll2' '''\Ii'. .'2,425;239'., ,., ' ,' 14,72¾ 
Forest Lake 16,541,536 1482,655) •2.92Y, 427,050 2.58% 2,127,214 12.86% 18,613,145 2,071,609 12.52% 
lfrlille\l, •,;\•~'\1i:)l;;i,\;;~'.,;;;(:\ o:Ue\502'\ \;,'1,:ap,r,J;lf.114'161J.lt,ltt~il'.il!l!9% 11;f,;ht'\\'220'.il43'.?1,'.;?llf1iti.Z13% ':::✓ /.l:!' ,·'.t,:1seitl4\l:iK\',;;,!i1/f:B3¾ '>/,\ i,&~4-091 :;, :'.>\,i':8:64¾ ,;\;/;l.:•:;:;,ll'.::c1,12·094,545:,,;:1··" i. .'i•i 1'748 044 <' •· 16:90¾ 
Glencoe 5,353,230 11) 0.00% 122,142 2.28% 4,800 0.09% 807,084 15.08% 6,287,255 934,025 17.45% 
GOlcleh' <V8Jl8V£ti?\;" }~~*h'' dB2!9897 i:c,v,s1~~Mttitii2D't3 .. :arnhi7i.J,¥~=••t12% :;t~i;l,;JJ:t~':S2,685.ltYti.~;:,i;e~}?,;,Q;3~~ ·~;,:-:m⇒ ·,.(.f/3371853 '.'~:'.;{Jt);;::,1:ea% \')'~~nt;~J1.::!::.1~tfd:61000 <f'. ;:iHt: ·o:04% lfti-:l·:i,,~ 1S1 ;li3S'547:,•:; ~tJ;'~~o~1a~ '/0':);'~~•,r:.,"-;, 1-: -~:18 1315·'1681: ,'.; 't!Z:252 119& · JC , '·'. ~, ,'13120%' 
Grand Raolds 9,442,902 549,579 5.82% 129,4721 .0.31% 201,644 2.14% 26,400 0.28% 1,075,253 11.39°/4 11,266,306 1,823,404 19.3W, 
)lilm,Ca ~•)iij1,ii¾tl/,,'1~!32~;874;; ,,,,t~~•~6'32Q:87,,4/f(,j~~.(G5:l!U'l'i ''""""'~t"1'8n1;1l\l\\\j,/lfM,1I25% i1i,li,~Jfi gt121ii1Bli8iii'<c!Wl~/2160% ••,;,w,,,.,,.,;039;363;''\'l\',:iillMli~ l.'!ri\l\>):/~•)H&:1231683',:·•· '•'71796i709.c'!;,l,·1, ;,• .,,, /,168;83% 
Hastings 6,366,115 4,713,917 74.05% 219,897 3.45% 235,465 3.70% 389,571 6.12% 11,924,965 5,558,850 87.32% 
Herman1own,if'f;~,l\'1•~ l'lttl!i'1'!16~;~:110119:~11 ,,,,1~Jli',ll:11sffit12lltef:"~~nu" ,r:i!20)1s1,t.,''"i'/2'Jl,t11it% ,,,,~,,,.:r,,.,1 1oss·21a:,11:r,.,,:1,s:v2% '*.Ji•ia::,;:1;'i''.'fttli!l8'270,.ri:,,1',,1},:.1,: 1, •.i!sa1ea3,:,01:t,t1, :·,,, ,,:1\4,50% 

~~iirn~\y\:,W,;;,%zjl,;:':~ •'<StJ,\91l:i!H;;:::~• 1"""~~,&f.,;!:!'.~~:l'~'~,;,~~ •;Y:;,,\,•f;,;;~;m:'ic'i,i'~t!~~ iQ.tiHO 0,0
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1:1; ':iL;;}~~:::~~i,,:i,,,~i~~~· 11,~~" 'i~:? ,!:!:~t::i1c•,,..1,,::,;;··;i;fr:~•0 ,· •' ;• ,,f :::~ 
Hulchlh1fon!i"'lt'~f,/,k.;;!'¥i:'Vi ,i,~i,t>/,jjj!$t2.92if93lll 3'lill~"•••m"'~:&7'!, NiJ:C%'c'i>J/.!\2S1189g:rii/,,,,1;11;,~,95'¼ t'.,'\ll,;.\ii'uifi\;-i83·520,: i/',·,1ro;lis% 1:s,·'1•.:·'!.'f':::917,2eo··lf;, ''.t;:,:1110¾ 1,;1,1:;,ii ,i',14;103;754,;., ·1r::,.' .. , $M78i818 ·" ,.ii,:,· :,::s.12% 
International Falls 5,944,133 1386,5271 -6.50Y, 128,032 2.15Y, 939,194 15,80% 6,624,832 680,699 11.45% 
ln'viir,:Srovili~•nnti .",,/ lt111;,s2lt 27&'ii1.ll'\!'1.!J3;70'¼ •:C~[,'\,;,fll•4'~0;,;;!i,l:f:!1l(111 01s3% 1,:,;f,,,;::,..~'414,010';,,:c,, ~\.t33% ."' ,,., , '" ', '.'.-,,, 1'825•3lo'. il<c .9:1:S¾ ,,:"1c1,si./ J!i::C 20,588,305:'. :· 2;792 979:,, .··. •. ·:15,70% 
La Crescent O o O 
tal<~:(:jtu\i\!C:'1,:·• !J;,;,11:1 .,\\;.;,i:!~'.('i"'12'SZ0'~'72' 1·· ·,,, ,.,,:.:A,, '" ,,. ' .! ,, "',, '' T' '. ·11•:i•:;;;' .:-:; ,, .:c·;' ,, . \ 'c:,fao, ,, ',, ", ,,,· .. 0, '(' .. ,: ,,, 2''408 185•'.' ,, ,, ', ,; 11111,9871 •. ·.:., ·,,, ' '''6.30% 
Lake Elmo 4,696,982 1776,4221 •16,53% (44,4621 .0.95% 72,975 1.55'/4 620,922 13.22% 4,569,995 (126,987) •2.70% 

Lino Lakes 15,463,110 537,764 3.48Y, 5,299 0,03Y, 355,303 2.30% 1,833,893 11.86% 18,195,369 2,732,259 17.67% 
l!ltchfle(d:,i•1·, '!';'';',.,,:,,,;':,,, · '!i•C:'.!•.:;,:,"W,6;ll~Bi:!7lli i:1;: ';:,::?1:','1/,f'.\Hfi·l:i,,if'[''''0;Qi)¾ ,\/,)'.t':'.ir'.'!;ii,fliii'.956''(.i :+,.i!,32% ·Y, '" ',[,;' ,,,:,:;,,,, ,, ,•,. • '"'" · ,:9431547,.;,· ·o'13,60Y, i.' -,.>\8 040,782 ,·">, '·,no,i'503 ·• ' ' " ' 15.92% 
Little Canada 10,314,049 234 0.00% 95,152 0.92% 211,464 2.05% 12,960 0.13Y, 752,665 7.30Y, 11,386,524 1,072.475 1n .:10•1,. 



U1 

Net 
Chan!ie 

Mahtomedi 4,356,200 31,260 0,72¾ 471 0.01•1, 83,626 1.92¾ 512,553 11.77¾ 4,984,112 627,912 

Percent of_ 
change 2001 to 

2002 
14.41 11

/, 

Miirii<ato:', : ·,:_.-,. ·, .v · ,,,.,:••, ':w·iga·.397' >··"'' ,-1,,1:,3'1'.'0U'·A":,,.,,o;~sy. ;;n,:~,, 239.864:'',i>- ,.,;.;J:;;o.ua¾ ::,,1;,;,•,,,.53e,2so::t,::tr-,+2.21% r· "r·- ,_:'i,i.·'••ll•i ,ao;5&0· . ,1,.:c",0;04% ;v,\,;\1·2ll:7'li77" :·,,,<,5;o4% . , •"'- -·2&41i"13o--: ,, · -' 2,054 733 · ·,,, · 8.43¾ 
Maple Grove 41,905,880 436,524 1.04o/, 447,708 1.07¾ 1,095,469 2.61¾ 19,680 0.05'/, 1,415,274 3,38¾ 45,320,533 3,414,653 8.15% 

· 15.13¾ 
Marshall 9,839,619 4,241635 43.11¾ 29,850 0.30¾ 326,110 3.31¾ 5,760 0.06¾ 584,444 5.94¾ 15,027,418 5,187,799 52.72'/4 

14:64% 
Mlnneaoolls 291,336,413 (15,127,779) -5.19¾ 4,589,860 1.58'/, 590,520 0.20¾ 7,987,707 2.74'/, 289,376,721 (1,959,6921 -0.67% 

·-12.66¾ 
Montevideo 5,402,649 (1,139,309) -21.09'/, 89,893 1.66¾ 529,828 9.81¾ 4,883,061 (519,588) -9.62¾ 
Montlcetlo -: · - , ·. s aos-2~9, .:,;1,021240•/Cf,, 1ij'.b4¾ 1 ·:-:- :-, .•. ·.,, : ,. , ,, ,.. " ,-,. -, , :130 (!49•, •-,,;:-:2.41¾ , -, . .,_, .. _ .. , ,::. ·-·.· ., <:'-', -: ·.,, :.eo11e4 11.27% -,._,\ :--. 11ao·312· ·.' ,: 1;1ss;o13 - ' 32,72¾ 
Moorhead 27,759,107 2,060,565 7,42¾ 608,627 2.19¾ 37 440 0.13¾ 824,557 2.97¾ 31,290,296 3,531,189 12.72¾ 
Moma'.•::\,;;:-,: ·::o: :_" ·-.:·:,-~:,,-.t,;s,:e;nos 1143'. ,.,,c,:\:·.,;;HZi:1,!152f-l'!~l:'.l.8;9~¾ ,•0i->"'ji'$2 699/'.i; ;:;:,,, :,:1;~8¾ .-:,·;,, :,:~11·1•915·:)7'!;1-cf.2,18% I,,: • h' , ·-.-~ '"" .';".'S'{"•'f$03::Z87".",'':'F11(97% /".'"" ;·:;: ·-,;-:4·:s1-1,ilt.z' ·,:,•) . ,,.,,$385;829 ', ·- , 8.70% 
Mound 5,917,551 1549,375 26.18¾ 136,5991 -0.62¾ 167,604 2.83¾ 933,246 15.77¾ 8,531,177 2,613,626 44.17'/, 
MciuiiHs'.lllew.'':c · · i:'. ,: ·r;_;-/;w:··.1::-t~9'i:14' ,,_,,,,,..,-,,•;m:,,ui&,929,1,:,~:)'tJ;'t'&¾ ·~~f!l!'JFIM··s1er,,;,,.,.,,:,1·,;1;'10% ;,:,.,,·, ",·i,t$i;~s2,-;- Ji'-;•,"2:11% :1 'e ,, ,. _,, ·,n,-1:,\i1.,1•- ,_ :~:~•,,_":•,19t'452i- ,-:- -·10:40% ,,·,"::·:,,, -::; 8'936"3.18:'1 : ·: , •• f21,1,415;s,:· - -.18:59¾ 
New Brighton 8,495,987 (197,426) •2.32¾ 112,285 1.32¾ 161,763 1.90¾ 911,071 10.72¾ 9,483,680 987,693 11.63¾ 
New:Ho'"''"•,,. ;,:;-",'·',,,.' • •'f:~\i\4\t;i,;i,13:928'9U51 ·111 39.1'6811!;:, ,c::;,,:;::.2,a1% ,,,., ... ,;;,. ·.,'289'576".\i;;,:::;,~.84% 1'840 J;(;,; 'i0:16% ,.::r.:: f,C,1;:;~68'122 ,;f,;'."2'.1,19% 1:: '.l':;():'.''-14184114 :- .: ',., ,,:·;: ,,255149'. .. · :- ,. -1.83% 
New Ulm 15,728,092 1262,7211 •1.67¾ 179,089 1.14¾ 279,788 1.78¾ 78,240 0.50¾ 867,096 5.51¾ 16,869,584 1,141,492 7.26¾ 
Nlinli'litafl•li-,,,,~-, ,-.,'' i ;j/1'.,f/t\1\1i2:2salg2>1t O 21u"'''"'u:=" "-'""''"'381'855i·l'.;\i''"'~~;l'(3;1i;% :-.~",:t:!,,1.·iw2suas11,,~•0:i~~j;80% ,,,,., ,,, OY,84d ,,;;,:;;i,0!13% ti),,)';',j:·/' 1&0;541·,1t+tin:,m41% ,:,;_, ,,.,:·J•,,_ .. _. 1142,138_': ·:c- c•· ... :: 851.$09 ' · ::' · 8.98% 
North Mankato 10,698,387 111 0.00¾ 261,325 2.44¾ 592,820 5.54¾ 11,552,531 854,144 7.98'/, 
Norttisa1nt l"aul': ,_- o:c.1-:-·· lfa11..1:~2s_, •;-, --·o:re!l-1,1\11~1.15•• ll~on,"""'"-'i.0.24¾ ,J;11-~•-•oi,:':;1a1:307-'1'i0l"''il!:~-;t;o :,£1'-~,,~"'r.·:ssn94'-,':,,x,_;-•11U3'11 ,,,,;,,~:,,,1,~1,1'l"i':-1,e:se·5ea •1·:1' :- ,,,:,11-18"3''465 ". :·- .,, _. 15;34% 
Northfleld 9,923,158 33 0.00'/, (58,896) -0,57¾ 189,913 1.91¾ 83,760 0.84¾ 7,493 0.08¾ 10,147.461 224,303 2.26¾ 
Oalc-Gro,ie'•:;>.c:-:,,,:,1:·." :,,.,,s:·;, :1-Ji,il'IIG~,~~-· .. .,,,, ... ,,, 1i441f'5451:!!,i)lv.:te:73% 'fl!Uicidi2'541J1+:f,!,_,-~'.l1".0l03% ,, . .,,,,,~~:.•:c~,1~.t·fflt?I;l'i',:1,c:1;55,i: ,x,,,,,,128'6291".:--> .:,,1,48% ,,, _,,,,,, ,, ::{7;224 1551!'.; L•:·-,.---:11,-1,109051-' i -.. _ •18.63¾ 
Oakdale 6,803,050 1774,843) -8.80'/, 98,137 1.11'/, 154,726 1.76¾ 1,082,989 12.30¾ 9,364,059 561,009 6.37¾ 
O'rono.':li'l'.'• :"; , ,c-, 1-,,·: ,~,,:1.'HflUl)illl11' -·., ''I 4% l,1:· ;J,:1144 349\5,, -,;,.;:l':,!,t:.21% ,,cc·:." cil' ''; 25t,168'tc!':,Wt2l11'1i '-.~.;,\1s'\ll;,l'.:i1,-.,;,,,:::s 640:::,. ':''i'0,07% {' 1~240'3211:1"':1'"1;'.10:41% "' :, .. -+: :• '.13 271":328 :10:" -:\ - '1:360;517- , \ · .. ·-11.42% 
Otseao 9.467,476 270,576 2.86¾ 3 629 0.04¾ 217,333 2.30¾ 1,270,736 13.42¾ 11,229,750 1,762,274 18.61¾ 
OWatonna' -, •_,.,-, -:iiw, ,, 11,. :,, .. :::,,:.:.'15·542''18'1: ,.- , .. ea'7b6i'~"!\~':'l1t09% ,. ... ,--,7 Sll;Of3·;,"f'.::,1H:86% 1,'l'fi~t&:,,,,,_:--511,~eo,<, "·-'0.'37% I' ,_:,,:·::":i1'1ll6'43e·:· _.,, '"'-1:47'/411·• '" 1.: _, -:18'aso·o5a,., '1 301•901 · 8;42•1, 
Plvmouth 43,221,544 310,099 0.72'/, (505,531) •1.17¾ 1,012,932 2.34¾ 21.snn 0.05¾ 2,091,563 4.84¾ 46,152,207 2,930,663 6.78¾ 
Pi1ot:l:l!ke'· ,,,, ------,--- •' ,_, i<nlH9'3~2c ,;,,•;:, .,;14,,,c,~84 0 .. wnm•i75% n:r,;;"-'·'145·30~1~::'-"i''i•l'""0:45% •'/".J',':C',' ',242"827'...i,,c-,,,,-,2:40% IW-'"'""'"' ,, . '''-''*''" 1"458'679" '-\1"''14,41~ ,;,-,,; ,; ''.• · ''~2 559·579., -2-4<10 238 ", ' ·, :24.11¾ 
Ramsev 17,351,965 241,654 1.39¾ 99,607 0.57'1. 312,071 1.80¾ 1,060,474 6.11¾ 19,065,771 1,713,806 9.88¾ 
Riii!,W(ii1F le)"' , -;; :,;,,, ,, . ' ·a;; "l8 8~·8U•· ., :. ,; "!Ci;"~ 'fS9''$731Pi:.s,?:\;~IM4% c'.}ll,'~·-;",_\t41,;,489,c:'.C:0,\·?!.·e:,', 0:00% ,, ':, ;,"_ 1'./o1·,tS8'4:i2lz;,r.\'.f1 2;42% t_,~--t_f:,:(:4i;,;.-·1:<,f2·480i',. •Oi073/. ••;,, ' /i:"'. ',969i249 :, .. ; ::r'·,s.13% .( '. ,--, " ,: 21;4911124 . -,, i" " ,' 2,698;313 · , :o,: ,, , :·, 13175% 
Redwood Falls 6,325,578 1 0.00¾ 148,898 2.35¾ 984,759 15.57'1. 7,459,234 1,133,658 17.92% 
IUchfteltf:": . .-;·-, · ;,· : ·:.-. '.i ,•;,,;:.r1•:;:;11f520":81l!l'.' ;-,,tc.,::,t,f'-'1U~s, )i:;:cf,5;18~ .\l,,1\·;;·:'.~197·448':.f~n:c<,-.. ,·,,,::1,01% .,._,:,·11)'. 1:;},361'4~4'':'1,,~,•-:1,~s"' ,,.,. '"''"'"-f' 20;8BO ·i'' 1 0/11% ·, '- .'>: U3it19..- "ii;:u% . ,,_ -:- , · 22\465739"••' .. 2 9,il4'874·: , · ·, ,., , '• 15,09¾ 
Robbinsdale 6 614,553 704,093 10.64¾ 92,514 1.40¾ 159,017 2.40¾ 8,160 0.12¾ 153,611 2,32¾ 7,731,948 1,117,395 16.89¾ 
R1Sth'lliiloh~'-"?:1 :,,: ;-,.._-: -t.~::;;•1t:•.J41111i0'l80' .1•,i·•"-: ,2;util54i1X,1~1:'i•,:1t114% 1-i\'Wf'l,%i1!21o45:i':t,.1:t,,-·to;od% ,.v;.,,,,:· ,_,;:,.ij91i''t.~.\':'>:''lt1~2:11% ,,,,111t:iJ'1;:1.:ii&a,aso-, ,,--; ;,,;.o,15% ..-,, ,,,,2•399:&21.~·,.:· '•:'::5.09% 'I,;V-::;, .53 ,1.13·uos-. "-'. 1. e 313'848'· -:_- .. ,,-: ._ ·-13.40¾ 
Rosemount 16,330,140 (553,198) •3.39¾ (288,312) •1.77¾ 279103 1.71¾ 15,360 0.09¾ 1,779,083 10.89% 17,562,176 1,232,036 7.54¾ 
Ros1tvuraii"'':;,,;.:,::1'.'.t'P'li' .:1,,A:t,;i~,111,d21,e2s1 ,;;1i1,.1,g1_~:"S::1121:,~i1:1?111~:e~ '.2t11,,,,,*ift:','"\ll;44% --ti~i:::,·d,<l 734s ea6•::,1.i,:,;;;ii,os% ,· w, ,, · -, 1, ·11;ao3;aos "":;, 1olii8¾ ,·.,·, ,- ,,_._ -19,943914 ,, 11 -, . -2;921,9ae, - ,, .- 11;11% 
Saint Anthonv 4,998,682 (3) 0.00¾ (8,036) -0.16¾ 99,336 1.99¾ 464,630 9.30¾ 5,554,609 555,927 11.12¾ 
Sdli\fCloilil'l'-~•1;,,:,.,·-'~'-'' '.:i~r,::,,:4'179,i!Ue, , ,•y,;on849i'l7lll''1it&ii•f94f11'"1-V,-r,-152:1;2831 (,,41;1;,(Z.': •l:19% -:;;;;:-~,; ,: :848 948 ';,,f<,.,tJM4% ,3:,.;,,,,~~<i:ii;',;'(',86·720,' :,.~_,'.-lc'0:15% ,..-.,.-,,_ ''.i'2 387·827• ,,_., ·;·5;45% : 1-;:,·;·y·• ··.45'72!1'053 ' ·, :1'830 857·. - - _:, : · '::4;41% 
Saint Francis O O o O 
Silntll6teiilil>:;,·>. , -,, ,n:e21BU: !oi:ic,W,½flil:1»,11i24'li!l;,*'ll'i::l/i,b!ll3% '"'" :;,it 1c·::, 'lft,82·sil0,;:,,,;o,,,'.,',2T37¾ ·::.; 'J:·-, -:-:,.412 759:>,c·,:,1-'015,71% ;- :\,,,·;, :·, '":c,::i 114·202·,: ·::: "488'356·.•- -· · .. 18,51% 
Saint Louis Park 25,922,932 755 910 2.92¾ (331,632) -1.28¾ 518,881 2.00¾ 22.560 0.09¾ 1,327,734 5.12¾ 28,216,385 2,293,453 8.85¾ 
Salnl'Mll:ilaef:'.''·''<:c, _:., ·:, ,11,1b b17'421, ·J,,';;1'/'~,:91!12li!1:''i'1·,j{1;9ii:1% :.,,'.S1'/J,~1!,.26'669'';, •,_:,; "' '(I,'',,, :227 648 '., i'-: \<,,,;,_2;28¾ ,,,,. ,,,,, 'P ,.' ,:, :;,;,;•, >.i 501 985 ", ,.: · •167% ,,,- , ,I''"' "J11,841 904'': ' .... .- •", ·1'764;483 ,• , ;: , , 17.51% 
Saint Paul 204,246,461 1,065,765 0.52¾ 3,476,041 1.70¾ 309,120 0.15¾ 5,556,847 2.72¾ 214,654,234 10,407,773 5,10¾ 
$aliilPiilllPark 0' .. :; - : '1.' '133'oeo·, , , ,,_.-, '.'Cil851hbl'.'-,',.,;,•$l48% :f F.,'S,!r:3tffl7i';:Y ,, ".:::· 0.76% ,.iF :':' ,, !:<'120,5361)/,'.:,C;:,;:2;35¾ ,., . ;, ';,'.,,;:-,,,,_.,::- :(,..\.,:,'!"" ,c;-,,; . ,, .... -, 497'!179' --·, :-/::.'9;6ll% -; ·-::-'5'52~ 852' .,-:·: :. i:,,' c,'.390 782. , :; -· 7,61% 
Saint Peter 11,949,233 322,553 2.70¾ 0 0.00¾ 301,569 2.52¾ 584,456 4.89¾ 13,157,811 1,208,578 10.11¾ 
Slirlefl'Y.' :-·. · "/:.· .. ,,_, · ,,,;:,,7.92e:211:' 1'(\.•:i :>;Wtl!5•2Ui~li,~:til:li1¾1·1-+' ,,-::-1aa·~2r!o-,'.l:"'!·\i' ,:1;09¾ : ,: ;tj.:,,1:, 111,053'.,'."\';:'!::C2:16% :- •,:.·,•,,;p·; •:: ;:,;,J;-: ;1' .,:,.-;-;", '.-: ·_, -.. i998 022: " ;·,12.69% :-,:,.- .... , -, ,:-9-7j4532·, · · · 1'868'251,"'' ' 23.57¾ 
Sauk Raolds 7,316,045 26,117 0.36¾ 1,549 146,960 2.01¾ 1· 0.16'/, 511,087 6.99¾ 8,013,278 697,233 9.53'/, 
Savaae ,,, ·,. _;,, : ·,,,,_,,.,.- --' ;'l;(,<s;J::; ·'•1?,~42'55$t ':)-,c_,,,•,,11/413'll481x'~:,!'-\i;G,$S¾ l~,VJ•;;;:if105'250,-. , ,. , ;• ':',;•/;' 'ii1';12S'219•:!,.:},-;,,,,.1;89% 1".'--•::r-,,,""'--''? •: ;,;,,;_,' ,. "."l-'i';Jff ,, _.,,·,, ,,-,,,531·825 ',,,-, .. ,: 3.08'- ,;-,; :· · - '16:520,803' i::i" ' 0 (721,9521' -· .. , -c :, -:_, 10 ·•Md¾ 
Shakopee 16,492,695 45,878 0.28¾ 1151,1091 -0.92¾ 328,231. 1.99¾ 3' g20 0.19¾ 860,039 5.21¾ 17,607,654 1,114,959 6.76¾ 
shorlMew:, t.:,: ,,. ,:,·, .,. ,:,',fll ,1,1::,\li:?'li10:s1a:. ·,:,!'"-'"''~,1soa:a.te1',1J:l,,~~-:.e~ .. 1"'"""'H23:i'38S11",.,,,,, : .. ·;2,115% 1-, ,., "i•i\!';,·13oiee1·"'1•f,:":1,65¾ '"'"'·'"' ,z; ---- . ;_-· 1,, ... ,~- 933.2:18 ,:;_,,11A10% '·•-"-'·"''--'· .• ·3 232 937,., ,, _•:.;,. '·-- . -- 322 3511>. ': ·-: ·4,00% 
Shorewood 6,783,689 108,929 1.58¾ 0 153 788 2.27'/, 724,495 10.68¾ 7,768,901 985,212 14.52¾ 
Soiilli~lii[Pliut ''''H•i': i.o!,,t,i•,,. $1011118''.2$:ll 311!\il!:)i;/,,,~,,1!2% t;,1,,~i\j\J;~r.~1":ll!i:t\&,,,:,f1C,,o,00% ,, ,i""1':I260 593•'f,jt,1!<,1:!:3l% i' ,:,:d4;nij2:i1l:\!1'.!f;69% 1: ,,,._, '!12,266'544> _,;; (. ,S1 282:291 :1,1.88¾ 
Soring Lake Park 2,384,334 1 762 0.07¾ 73,387 41,707 1.75¾ 142,916 5.99¾ 2,644,108 259,774 10.90¾ 
IStilWarwllle',~:b:,,,::};,_b,:J:' 1••212e2:; ,n,o 1,,_, ,;iyl)l1£i!88)t(IS>i/l,!t!Jll-218:!¾ ,:~,:;::, 495'"43\'. ;' 'i-'.;1•14149'!11 ;~;,,y;':l;,:4,.P· 14;075;868. ,•:1,~~:Sll3'5981:' .-:,,18.11% 
Stillwater 9 001 500 75,251 0.84¾ 105,118 1.17¾ 199,542 2.22¾ 957,069 10.63¾ 10,338,460 1,336,980 14.85¾ 
Thief,Alvjffalls;,,:.:;:,q :;,.-1 134•786•=,,u+,.;; ,,,,;r, .\!,345,'78.J:t(li,:,qi:Ji:10% t;''''.i:(~;/:,,;i"iJ/\''41'280 0:25% '{11"-,.,,1'142.215;'''',;f;,-,&,92% ;::vt"i'.,ic.c:'1:t,495399_, .1-394·523, ,·-•:,:; , · :>MS¾ 
Vadnais Helahts 4 4,710 0.10¾ ,on°•"' -0.42¾ 103,827 2.16¾ 559,260 11.61¾ 5,464,397 647,552 13.44¾ 
Vllafnlii~~,11,;!), ,1cvr;-., Si'lll:,iiir,1$,~¾ ,,/:,,~'l'.,,'';:,U2:$32;,;i~j1/\'{1,2;32% ,;,!,,~yJl\~1ef;\l,/,1'98 960 ·:•'l);l,ho:ae'¼ 11'),;i;; ;,.1,,,aoo;Oll!)(IY'.$!hl7i34% :',:", .,✓,f.•/,13 508 015/, ::' · , : ,: 2160412491 ,, , 2a:a9r, 
Waconia 3,840,140 11) 0.00¾ 91,969 2.39¾ 348,457 9.07¾ 4,280,565 440.425 11.47'/, 
Wli1ta1P.11,K,·/.'-';, ·,·,t'Sc'' 09 11,~4••~f1,:Ji121&1,% , .. ...,,,.,,,,,,.&!lll2r:·1:,li1'.i\"''"-0:95% ,::;H'.1;:.;:,:.eoe1e1"':1,:11t:M,2'1% <;,,,;,;:~~;fef,;:,;:11-s2ov:·c: ,. - ·co;23% .,._ ,,--;, ,,,-_'155 40a ,,,;~:.,_-.~-!,3;17% ,.,, ,_ .... ,_,~:-:.'4'<173'8tlO.·_., -.- .,.,_,,.,.,1436i823r,,,,r: -,,, .. ,,:.a;88% 
Waseca 5,488,015 1104,286) •1.90¾ 98,412 1.79¾ 20,040 0.37¾ 533,138 9.71¾ 6,035,319 547,304 9.97¾ 
Wesi'-Salrit-1>8'ullt·iJ::'111,"s , ... , 1Sil-) JC' ,Oi)~ljl!!Uib-'' 2•8$~:\f/t'"Milf,lcl0,89% rlt,'.l'i,;It'•lj,t6$'948:~'°1li~,:2;,t1'J .. ,. ·.-:,,J,;ih'.i' lO:i'.!11$') .. ,:!~1"fo.iil¾ ,;c,:,-.,,+t,,,_,: -,'.8'580 676',,.f, ,, 1·, .• •.:s: 922122· z, .. .:o.· :_ 12,04% 
While Bear Lake 11,824,852 (663,091) •5,61¾ 106,756 0,90¾ 227,071 1.92¾ 7,680 0.06¾ 1112,209 9.41¾ 12,615,477 790,625 6.69¾ 
WlOnr, )~''i!''!~il,5\:li1'""7 "33t II GW•'!i!ii:li~,1lf~% .;,, ;:d!~•,',i'327•749'h~!i?!!ll~2l25¼ '""''~"•1=•ll"iN1d'200,\1,rJ:;•~it0;54¼ ,;1,i:t11:,,;H40'0·09,1,j;;),!:i3:~2~ ·,•,~'•li {/; )il\"17,9411082 rt,::•:~,·;, . '33$59211"·•, , ·;,:;,'23.25¾ 
Winona 15,878 549 207,971 1.31'/, 3,399 0.02¾ 300,931 1.90¾ 18.720 0.12¾ 943,389 5.94¾ 17,352,959 1,474.410 9.29¾ 
Woollumv ''./Jf')?--,)iJ,l!ail'IISOln• :, •"ri¥Pt~i1,~110M""'"w,r,~:~,.- ~4~iJ,~i~274,IIS3:M~/•;,1~;ii·!'.;O·.ee¾ ,,u,mw,o, ,.·u24:278l}',~(,l!l*l!!ii~i%, ,,, , :{,/\ll);c;,\,;f229l167'A''.'il:f•\/l'.3;10% '72U1~9 ';,'· 0': 3'052132'. ,, 'o'i > (;1,~"7.69% 
Worthington 10,009,970 (2) 0.00¾ 1,872 0.02¾ 157,188 1.57¾ 908,371 9.07¾ 11,077,399 1,067,429 10.66¾ 
STATE TOTAL . ·;,..:,'f...1:£1~.,,•..,i,if4DI, '', :.~oi.:t.an;tto:>·. ··: J 1......,70 .(J1rIa,q..QUUJ 1:;, ,, -o~u:,;ro I:'.;; 'i314nf::JU1Jt1U.i:,' ·:•-,-.1,1,1:n:11"/o .. ,,$2,..-u, _ _. ·'• 0~11% . >$146.1127;275 ·;6.01% -i ·~";.oa;.1,nt:1:.i;a.JI.. '.llL.JI ,, ... Q,VVQ 9.50% 
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MILEAGE, NEEDS AND APPORTIONMENT 

The amount to be allocated in 2003 is unknown at this time so 
an estimated amount of$ 116,434,082 is used _in this report. 
This is the amount that was allocated for the 2002 
apportionment. The actual amount will be announced in 
January 2003 when the Commissioner of Transportation 
makes a determination of the 2003 apportionment. 

The estimated Maintenance and Construction amounts are 
not computed in this booklet because of a city's option of 
receiving a minimum of $1,500 per mile or a percentage up to 
a maximum of 35% of their total allocation for Maintenance. If 
a city desires to receive more than the minimum or make a 
change to their request to cover future maintenance, the city 
has to inform the Municipal State Aid Needs Unit prior to 
December 16 of their intention. Annually, a memo is sent 
prior to this date to each city engineer informing him or her of 
this option. 

The continuous increase in M.S.A.S. mileage is due to the 
increase in the total improved local street mileage of which 
20% is allowed for M.S.A. street designation, Trunk and 
County Turnbacks, and the growing number of cities over 
5,000 population. 
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M.S.A.S. Mileage. Needs and Apportionment 1958 to 2003 
MILEAGE NEEDS AND APPORT 1958 TO 2003 

Actual Adjusted Total 
NurnberQf 25 Year 25.Year Apport-

.· of· Construe~ Total Construe .. ment 
Appt. ~uriici.; · Needs tion Apport- tion Per Needs 
Year·· panties .. Mileage · Needs ment Needs Mileage 
1958 58 920.40 $190,373,337 $7,286,074 $190,373,337 $7,916.20 
1959 59 938.36 195,749,800 8,108,428 195,749,800 8,641.06 
1960 59 968.82 214,494,178 8,370,596 197,971,488 8,639.99 
1961 77 1131.78 233,276,540 9,185,862 233,833,072 8,116.30 
1962 77 1140.83 223,014,549 9,037,698 225,687,087 7,922.04 
1963 77 1161.06 221,458,428 9,451,125 222,770,204 8,140.08 
1964 77 1177.11 218,487,546 10,967,128 221,441,346 9,317.00 
1965 77 1208.81 218,760,538 11,370,240 221,140,776 9,406.14 
1966 80 1271.87 221,992,032 11,662,274 218,982,273 9,169.39 
1967 80 1309.93 213,883,059 12,442,900 213,808,290 9,498.90 
1968 84. 1372.36 215,390,936 14,287,775 215,206,878 10,411.10 
1969 86 1412.57 209,136,115 15,121,277 210,803,850 10,704.80 
1970 86 1427.59 205,103,671 16,490,064 206,350,399 11,550.98 
1971 90 1467.30 204,854,564 18,090,833 204,327,997 12,329.33 
1972 92 1521.41 217,915,457 18,338,440 217,235,062 12,053.58 
1973 94 1580.45 311,183,279 18,648,610 309,052,410 11,799.56 
1974 95 1608.06 324,787,253 21,728,373 321,833,693 13,512.17 
1975 99 1629.30 422,560,903 22,841,302 418,577,904 14,019.09 
1976 101 1718.92 449,383,835 22,793,386 444,038,715 13,260.29 
1977 101 1748.55 488,779,846 27,595,966 483,467,326 15,782.20 
1978 104 1807.94 494,433,948 27,865,892 490,165,460 15,413.06 
1979 106 1853.71 529,996,431 30,846,555 523,460,762 16,640.44 
1980 106 1889.03 623,880,689 34,012,618 609,591,579 18,005.34 
1981 109 1933.64 695,487,179 35,567,962 695,478,283 18,394.30 
1982 105* 1976.17 705,647,888 41,819,275 692,987,088 21,161.78 
1983 106* 2022.37 651,402,395 46,306,272 631,554,858 22,897.03 
1984 106* 2047.23 635,420,700 48,580,190 613,448,456 23,729.72 
1985 107* 2110.52 618,275,930 56,711,674 589,857,835 26,870 95 
1986 107 2139.42 552,944,830 59,097,819 543,890,225 27,623.29 
1987 107 2148.07 551,850,149 53,101,745. 541 ,972,837 24,720.68 
1988 108 2171.89 545,457,364 58,381,022 529,946,820 26,880.28 
1989 109 2205.05 586,716,169 76,501,442 588,403,918 34,693.74 
1990 112 2265.64 969,735,729 81,517,107 969,162,426 35,979.73 
1991 113 2330.30 1,289,813,259 79,773,732 1,240,127,592 34,233.25 
1992 116** 2376.79 1,374,092,030 81,109,752 1,330,349,165 34,125.75 
1993 116 2410.53 1,458,214,849 82,954,222 1,385,096,428 34,413.27 
1994 117 2471.04 1,547,661,937 80,787,856 1,502,960,398 32,693.87 
1995 118 2526.39 1,582,491,280 81,718,700 1,541,396,875 32,346.04 
1996 119 2614.71 1,652,360,408 90,740,650 1,638,227,013 34,703.91 
1997 122 2740.46 1,722,973,258 90,608,066 1,738,998,615 33,063.09 
1998 125 2815.99 1,705,411,076 93,828,258 1,746,270,860 33,319.81 
1999 126 2859.05 1,927,808,456 97,457,150 1,981,933,166 34,087.25 
2000 127 2910.87 2,042,921,321 103,202,769 2,084,650,298 35,454.27 
2001 129 2972.16 2,212,783,436 108,558,171 2,228,893,216 36,525.01 
2002 130 3020.39 2,432,537,238 116,434,082 2,441,083,093 38,549.35 
2003 132 3068.60 2,663,883,334 116,434,082 2,651,184,106 37,943.71 

* Excluded Ely, Luverne, Pipestone, St. Paul Park which dropped below 5,000 population but 
received a reduced allocation per legislative action. 

** Excluded Redwood Falls and Eveleth. Added Redwood Falls back in 1997 apportionment 
and St. Paul Park in 1998. 

26-Scp-02 · 

Apport-
ment Per 
$1000 of 
Adjusted 

Needs 
$19.1363 

20.7112 
21.1409 
19.6419 
20.0226 
21.2127 
24.7631 
25.7081 
26.6284 
29.0983 
33.1954 
35.8658 
39.9565 
44.2691 
42.2087 
30.1706 
33.7571 
27.2844 
25.6660 
28.5396 
28.3785 
29.4188 
27.8609 
25.5442 
30.2978 
36.5498 
39.7013 
48.1983 
54.3012 
48.9738 
55.0588 
64.9777 
41.9909 
32.1058 
30.4150 
29.8910 
26.8269 
26.4612 
27.6275 
25.9148 
26.7316 
24.4674 
24.6423 
24.2606 
23.7741 
21.8901 
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MSAS NEEDS MILEAGE COMPARISON 
Ul 
~ N·\MSASIJ:XCEL\2002\0CTOBER 8001<\NEEOS MILEAGE 2002 FINAL XLS 

.. 2po1 MSAS ,2002.MSAS it)iFFEREN~E· I .. '., 
. . ,': 2001;M,~~$, 2002MSAS 

DIFFERENCE 
2001 MSAS 2002 MSAS 

. , ..• ,.N~ED~/ 
Ii ·.· · '···NEEDS . DIFFERENCE 

NEEDS .·· 
/l~tMILEAGE 

,, 
CITY,': .. 

· .. • NEEDSo:, INMILEAG~ NEEDS NEEDS 
IN MILEAGE CITY ....... .· MILEAGE .. MILEAGE ... ;:, ' ' . "' ; • MILEAGE•· \MiLEAGE , CITY MILEAGE MILEAGE 

Albert Lea 18.74 18.74 0.00 ', Fridley 24.81 24.81 0.00 :• Orono 12.58 12.58 0.00 
Alexandria 14.39 15.73 1.34 ' Glencoe 6.98 6.98 0.00 ·.·.·. Otsego 15.01 15.93 0.92 
Andover 36.72 36.72 0.00 Golden Valley 23.54 23.57 0.03 Owatonna 17.56 17.56 0.00 
Anoka 12.64 12.64 0.00 , Grand Rapids 11.40 11.40 0.00 Plymouth 54.12 54.72 0.60 
Aoole Valley 34.93 35.04 0.11 :·:' Ham Lake 26.06 26.51 0.45 Prior Lake 16.15 15.78 (0.37) 
Arden Hills 7.41 7.41 0.00 I Hastings 16.10 19.27 3.17 , Ramsey 29.18 29.56 0.38 
Austin 27.70 27.70 0.00 IC He~mantown 14.07 14.15 0.08 Red Wing 22.77 23.82 1.05 
Baxter 12.70 12.77 0.07 Hibbing 51.31 51.31 0.00 . Redwood Falls 7.87 7.87 0.00 
Bemidji 16.04 16.24 0.20 ,:.,::. Hopkins 9.32 9.32 0.00 . Richfield 25.08 25.08 0.00 
Big Lake 5.96 6.37 0.41 I Huao 16.79 16.79 0.00 Robbinsdale 10.10 10.10 0.00 
Blaine 35.60 40.30 4.70 · · Hutchinson 16.49 16.65 0.16 • 

1 Rochester 64.18 65.33 1.15 
Bloomington 75.06 75.06 0.00 ,' International Falls 8.06 8.06 0.00 '·. Rosemount 24.67 24.67 0.00 
Brainerd 14.30 16.12 1.82 ,.:'..' Inver Grove Heights 24.87 23.86 (1.01) Roseville 28.70 28.70 0.00 
Brooklyn Center 21.56 21.56 0.00 La Crescent 0.00 0.00 0.00 ' Saint Anthony 5.63 5.63 0.00 
Brooklyn Park 48.08 48.08 0.00 Lake City 6.50 6.50 0.00 I, Saint Cloud 58.10 58.15 0.05 
Buffalo 12.10 13.87 1.77 ., , Lake Elmo 11.52 11.42 (0.10) It Saint Francis 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Burnsville 44.05 44.05 0.00 1., Lakeville 48.64 50.60 1.96 IP Saint Joseph 3.47 3.47 0.00 
Cambridge 10.74 11.07 0.33 .' Lino Lakes 20.03 20.55 0.52 ... Saint Louis Park 28.68 31.19 2.51 
Champlin 17.01 17.01 0.00 ,. Litchfield 8.58 8.58 0.00 1; Saint Michael 16.88 17.60 0.72 
Chanhassen 22.27 22.27 0.00 ,,., Little Canada 10.49 10.49 0.00 Saint Paul 164.98 165.16 0.18 
Chaska 15.13 15.13 0.00 ' Little Falls 15.98 15.98 0.00 Saint Paul Park 5.30 4.96 (0.34) 
Chisholm 7.99 7.99 0.00 ., Mahtomedi 8.62 8.62 0.00 Saint Peter 13.56 13.88 0.32 
Cloquet 20.14 20.14 0.00 / Mankato 30.57 30.57 0.00 Sartell 10.18 13.33 3.15 
Columbia Heights 12.53 12.53 0.00 ) Maple Grove 47.35 48.62 1.27 , , Sauk Rapids 11.43 11.43 0.00 
Coon Rapids 41.74 41.82 0.08 Maplewood 30.40 31.71 1.31 Savage 24.41 24.92 0.51 
Corcoran 14.80 14.80 0.00 Marshall 14.88 15.48 0.60 ·., Shakopee 23.29 23.61 0.32 
Cottage Grove 30.24 31.43 1.19 ' Mendota Heiahts 14.16 14.16 0.00 Shoreview 18.49 18.57 0.08 
Crookston 11.53 11.64 0.11 ' Minneapolis 204.05 203.35 (0.70) Shorewood 8.24 8.24 0.00 
Crystal 17.88 17.88 0.00 1,:7\ Minnetonka 49.89 49.89 0.00 .:: South St. Paul 16.82 16.82 0.00 
Dayton 9.28 9.28 0.00 · Montevideo 8.58 8.25 !0.33) ... · Sorin a Lake Park 5.82 5.82 0.00 
Detroit Lakes 12.41 12.41 0.00 • Monticello 7.80 9.04 1.24 Stewartville 3.99 3.99 0.00 
Duluth 111.38 112.18 0.80 , Moorhead 29.71 29.74 0.03 1, Stillwater 14.07 15.45 1.38 
Eagan 36.91 43.94 7.03 : Morris 8.07 8.11 0.04 . Thief River Falls 15.40 14.92 (0.48) 
East Bethel 27.05 26.90 (0.15) , Mound 8.05 8.05 0.00 

1:·· 
Vadnais Heights 8.32 8.32 0.00 

East Grand Forks 12.48 15.19 2.71 ,, Mounds View 11.26 11.26 0.00 u Virginia 15.93 15.93 0.00 
Eden Prairie 42.66 42.66 0.00 H New Brighton 14.95 14.92 (0.03) ·•:.· Waconia 5.53 5.53 0.00 
Edina 40.27 40.27 0.00 ·,,: New Hope 12.70 12.70 0.00 :t Waite Park 6.48 6.48 0.00 
Elk River 27.78 30.42 2.64 , New Ulm 15.33 15.33 0.00 Waseca 6.42 6.42 0.00 
Fairmont 19.49 19.49 0.00 ::: North Branch 21.93 21.93 0.00 ' West St. Paul 13.31 13.31 0.00 
Falcon Heiahts 2.54 2.54 0.00 • •. North Mankato 13.38 13.38 0.00 

1,. 
White Bear Lake 20.35 20.35 0.00 

Faribault 22.45 22.45 0.00 : North St. Paul 10.68 10.95 0.27 I.·•: Willmar 23.91 23.91 0.00 
Farmington 13.05 13.85 0.80 I> Northfield 12.06 12.06 0.00 Winona 21.75 21.75 0.00 
Fergus Falls 24.32 24.32 0.00 ··· Oak Grove 19.50 19.50 0.00 Woodbury 43.80 44.96 1.16 

,· Forest Lake 20.59 20.59 0.00 ' Oakdale 18.39 18.39 0.00 Worthington 11.39 11.39 0.00 
., .. ," ':'C: :,,;,, :• '•, '·,/••<(',? .. ,,,:: .;, '.,., ;',,,;,,;::,:·;',i', :':<' .:<1•:i.:;•.,.,.,/•'. ••/.,.;:,,r;'.vr::····:e· ·::-J• ·•· .,•,.:.!;,'t•:·,,,.,· · . ", '·< 11, ·:,: :':--•· <,.·•' ' .. ·.TOTAL ··" 3,020;39 · ,3;0~8.60 .48.21 
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2002 Itemized Tabulation of Needs 

The 2002 money needs reflects an increase due to the updating of the 

needs, new designations and an increase in unit prices. See the 

Screening Board Resolutions in the back of this book for the unit 

prices used in the 2002 needs computation. 

The 2002 itemized tabulation of needs on the following page shows all 

the construction items except the "after the fact needs" used in the 

Municipal State Aid Needs Study. The tabulation is provided to give 

each municipality the opportunity to compare its needs of the 

individual construction items to that .of other cities. The cost per mile 

shown on this report does not include bridges and 20% of the 

engineering cost applied to the bridges because large bridges in some 

cities distort the average. The average is a more comparable cost for 

roadway construction cost per mile without bridges. 

The overall average cost per mile is $869,101. Oak Grove has the 

lowest cost per mile with $370,490 while Crookston has the highest 

cost with $1,590,639 per mile. 

The nine cities that exceed $1,100,000 per mile are listed alphabetically 

as follows: Crookston, Fairmont, Farmington, Minneapolis, New Hope, 

New Ulm, Saint Paul, Saint Paul Park and Thief River Falls. 
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2002 Item By Item Tabulation Of Needs 

PHASE: DESIGN UPDATE 

214 

226 

453,696 

0 

10.84% 8.43% 2.31% 20.74% Percent of Total Needs 

09106/2002 1 :47:36 PM MSAS. Item By Item Tabulation Of Needs. Does not include the cities of Lake Ci1y, La Crescent and St. Francis. 

8.97% 0.11% 5.25% 7.30% 6.37% 5.20% 

0 7.99 

303,625 12.53 

15,570,076 13.85 1,124,193 FARMJNGTON 
i~t.t?ffi.ti1"l$i;j~Qitfti1~{{1ii~~-~ili:ftli;tl'At5f!;$\~::;ft,~I:~i~¼~i~tit~cif/$~1p;.IPf:/l~is'/Y1f,J%nttt,;~i:ff{V{Yi}~~1w:f1~~;~-~~'AA:I}~'i;iii%i0! :,;;;,.,,,,10: ,%,,/ ,;,,,-,:,.b');,'.f',>'~ ~,&\ .. 'it,,"li.t'Ji!.ffif'ifiL,,aa,rH,,,.,, .. wr:v, ,,:,,,.;<1s~~~'%,J¥.,,),tai>o,'J,,~l\0'.1,;;;J11~.,,,11;,; 3\sX~,,~{i:t;;f,)\t . .,,,,ii'lf:i *~~-~WhJ,},.._f.,,h')</,,,·, 

. 18,613,14.5 20.59 903,990 FOREST UKE 
,,,..,.,_,,oor,i,.ti!>J'~l!'-'l':11·'-llillen'.Wlli!»· ,.,. .... ..,.,,,.,,., , .. · ·-,!111<~•1•1.••,., ••• ,. ~•"'•mll'-11'!."""~--"iil:lliii'll!IIL!l'•""~"'' .,.. · ., ~:n1••,w:; 

__ .,(~t,ft\~l••P· .tlJ1~lliiGu1•1~tiii!':rf ,, .-,~?:3:}/f{6YiiffJ;:).'.:Ji.,..~f(~~:1,/'.:.t~J~.m~~~:~tl}I~;t11.,.......,.~tti!~-· lillll .-1.~1 
0 0 }60,750 •C~,, jl,),"A"·i•'l, <"'•••··46,6◄5 . 6,287,255 6.98 900,7 --"m~,1.11.J',",.,:i.-, .. ~ 'i 

'.<0,000 0 

LINO LAKES 

.,.,......, .Lv.--.-::,, .1 1vu__. • ..,.65 f.ltTLE CANADA 

;:i~~l\iil~;!illllllJltll@il-ifli~i1i,Jl1it~tmlllll , f5if~?J/£~1tt 
8.62 

~}~~li~$~F~t·f~t~¾ral~11t~r:}L~!!S\~~1~flt~~, :··_.,,.- -. , -. - .t ~!!llilll ,.,_ . -\~fl)2-:. -, tillialllllt&-~i!ttf_i,·· . 
29,019,632 3,272;37S 35,808.;.161 1,346,786 214,654,234 165.16 1,299,674 BT PAUL ... ,,Ji£\:~-ill..-.-.-·" " < ",,., .... .,., .. _ltl)l<J:1!11Ql.Z:' ; ____ _.,,,,,,u.,,.a.; ,z,tt1-

:tt:':'rWH:~~-•w•10!.s•,1t f • "" -~ ;:~t:;\'.·,·.t.it~-.r:tJillOidt'lil)l'il: "l;~,-__,-,m~c.;,~f'.Jr.~... rW1ll!ii"!II! 
0 0 

39,686 

107,060 

0.70% 4.53% 1.83% 16.61% 0.83% 100.00% 



COMPARISON OF NEEDS BETWEEN 2001 AND 2002 

N:\MSAS1E,'XCEL\OCTOBER BOOK 10<J2\COMPARISON OF NEEDS 20fll AND 2002.XLS 

Compl!te .. Storm· ·. Total 
Needs stor.m · .· :3ewer · Surface Shoulder Curb & Gutter 
Year Grading .$ewer. Needs Needs Constru.ction 

2001 $266,897,104 $217,052,080 $S8,275,528 $422,536,031 $215,702,040 $1,835,360 $136,194,186 
2002 $288,380,322 $224,377,256 $131,421,952 $552,005,993 $238,710,698 $2,870,935 $139,611,634 

Difference $21,483,218 $7,325,176 :~3,146,424 $129,469,962 $23,008,658 $1,035,575 $3,417,448 
% 8.05% 3.37% 5.40% 30.64% 10.67% 56.42% 2.51% 

. Traffic Street Total Ra'ilroad 
Needs Sidewalk· ...• Signal . I.Jghting .. Retaining .Bridge Crnssing 
Year Construction Construction Construction Walls Needs Needs Engineering 

2001 $186,325,876 $164,541,600 $1 :~8,201, 180 $16,139,977 $135,987,544 $47,333,100 $401,404,319 
2002 $194,188,193 $169,584,000 $1 :~8,307,260 $18,627,530 $120,618,730 $48,610,750 $441,953,598 

Difference $7,862,317 $5,042,400 $106,080 $2,487,553 ($15,368,814) $1,277,650 $40,549,279 
% 4.22% 3.06% 0.08% 15.41% -11.30% 2.70% 10.10% 

·. Total. .. >After the fact After the fact . Overall··. Needs 
Needs M~intenance 

:,"c:i 

Right of w Bridge< App~rtio11rii~nt To • Total 
Year . Ne~df •. Mileage· • Needs. . Ni!eds Apport .. Ratio 

2001 $21,541,141 $2,432,537,238 3020.39 $71,209,052 $13,444,611 $2,517,190,901 21.6190 
2002 $22,006,298 $2,661,275,149 3062.10 $76,927,844 $13,444,611 $2,751,647,604 23.6327 

Difference $465,157 $228,737,911 41.71 $5,718,792 $0 $234,456,703 2.0136 
U1 

% 2.16% 9.40% 1.38% 8.03% 0.00% 9.31% -..J 
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TENTATIVE 2003 CONSTRUCTION 
NEEDS APPORTIONMENT 

This tabulation shows each municipality's tentative construction 
(money) needs apportionment based on a projected apportionment 
amount. The actual amount of the road user fund for distribution to 
the Municipal State Aid Account will not be available until January 
2003. 

50% of the total apportionment is determined on a prorated share 
that each city's adjusted construction needs bears to the total of all 
the adjusted construction needs. This tabulation shows each 
municipality's construction needs apportionment based on the 
amount of funds available to allocate. 

The 25-year construction needs or money needs shown on this 
report are those computed from the "2002 Needs Study Update". 
The adjusted 25 year construction needs are the result of subtracting 
for the Unencumbered Construction Fund and adding or subtracting 
for Bond Accounts, adding Non-existing Bridge Adjustments and 
Right-of-Way "After the fact needs", and adding or subtracting 
Individual Adjustments. These adjustments to the actual needs are 
made as directed by the Screening Board. 

The September 1, 2002 unencumbered construction fund balance 
was used as the adjustment in this report for estimating purposes. 
The unencumbered balance as of December 31, 2002 will be used for 
the 2003 January apportionment. 

This summary provides specific data and shows the impact of the 
adjustment to each municipality for the Screening Board's use in 
establishing the 2003 Tentative Construction Needs Apportionment 
Determination. 

The adjustments are listed individually following the tentative 
summary of adjustments to the 25 year actual 2002 Construction 
Needs. 
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Munlclpanty 
Albert Lea 
Alexandria 
Andover 
Anoka 
Apple Valley 
Arden Hills 
Austin 
Baxter 
Bemidji 
Big Lake 
Blaine 
Bloomington 
Brainerd 
Brooklvn Center 
Brooklyn Park 
Buffalo 
Burnsville 
Cambridge 
Champlin 
Chanhassen 
Chaska 
Chisholm 
Cloquet 
Columbia Heights 
Coon Rapids 
Corcoran 
Cottage Grove 
Crookston 
Crystal 
Dayton 
Detroit Lakes 
Duluth 
Eagan 
East Bethel 
East Grand Forks 
Eden Prairie 
Edina 
Elk River 
Fairmont 
Falcon Heights 
Faribault 
Farmington 
Fergus Falls 
Forest Lake 
Fridley 
Glencoe 

l IIGolden Valley 
'Grand Rapids 
Ham Lake 
Hastings 
Hermantown 
Hibbing 

· 2002 Actual 
2s-Year 

Construcilon 

.· 

'Needs· ,· 

$17,131,964 
10,944,541 
22,903,055 
10,903,242 
31,104,125 
5,960,498 

29,508,955 
8,149,680 

10,104,891 
6,882,400 

25,265,560 
79,419,690 
12,695,894 
16,014,752 
27,214,087 
13,779,131 
34,681,208 

7,243,909 
8,274,001 

14,620,100 
10,795,049 

6,329,378 
15,705,986 
12,170,573 
29,177,790 

6,936,287 
26,247,618 
18,515,037 
13,668,173 

6,437,104 
8,370,692 

107,124,127 
21,829,539 
13,564,503 
11,669,090 
37,730,089 
31,060,698 
22,400,206 
23,050,926 

1,760,992 
24,073,155 
15,570,076 
18,905,442 
18,613,145 
12,094,546 

6,287,255 
19,315,168 
11,266,306 
19,123,583 
11,924,965 
11,568,270 
33,395,061 

lJnericu;b~r~d 

c"~~•~ctlo~ , • . 
Fund Balance 
A.dj11sbn~n.F' 

($971,817) 
(393,749) 
(857,415) 
(517,976) 

(1,246,934) 
(805,510) 

(1,002,277) 
(543,071) 
(803,249) 
(264,349) 

0 
(5,041,365) 
(1,887,700) 

(97,640) 
0 

(608,573) 
(499,368) 
(208,231) 

(1,788,970) 
(2,033,691) 

(410,614) 
(450,527) 
(716,800) 

0 
(565,065) 

(97,247) 
(2,016,055) 
(1,082,462) 

(763,688) 
(273,004) 
(643,873) 

(2,162,596) 
0 

(1,185,659) 
(125,815) 

(2,929,610) 
(3,590,968) 

(751,708) 
(149,443) 
(176,208) 

(1,084,453) 
(477,095) 
(964,541) 

0 
(882,618) 
(156,297) 
(248,651) 
(488,327) 
(440,168) 
(576,088) 
(579,197) 

0 

TENTATIVE 200:3 ADJUSTED CONSTRUCTION NEEDS APPORTIONMENT 
Needs Value: $1,000 in construction needs= approximately $21.89 in apportionment 

The Needs for Lake City are based upon the lowest Needs cost per mile of any other city 

(+.or-} (+) 

. : .No·n•·.' 
Bond .· •·. I: , Exl~tlng ' 

.: Account . :• ·• .. Bridge:, . 
AilJustmerit Adjustment 

$2,755,000 
910,000 

$1,263,411 

1,556,000 

436,142 

408,69!) 

170,000 

1,050,43'1 

51,60:1 

597,000 

(37,303) 336,52!) 
1,107,12:1 

(27,988) 

884,000 

75,000 

, . , (+or~). , 

,~', ·. ._ •rbtaL:: ,, 1 

i,·'·: , ... 2002 ·-.. :,·i</, 

Acqulsitl<>n .. 
, , AiiJiistmerit•· ,.· 

$6,827 

152,490 
192,181 
103,229 

301,895 

276,323 

491,019 
11,366,632 

567,219 
2,539,911 

725,843 

999,669 

133,275 
65,000 

9,901 

136,330 
1,060,488 

25,058 
458,865 
959,364 

2,235,725 
5,281 

417,655 
416,729 

25,200 
121,700 

415,100 
300,052 
73,163 

273,000 
83,865 

128,373 
72,816 
95,081 

61,248 

230,161 

211,100 
198,025 

./. , ' ':, • • Affect,,.,, · • AdJ~st~dC< 
Individual ,•· . >Of L . ' . Construction 

AdJuiiinienis Adjustments ' ,',· i Needs . ' 
($964,990 $16,166,974 
(393,749) 10,550,792 
(704,925) 22,198,130 

2,429,205 13,332,447 
(233,705) 30,870,420 

($533,702) (1,339,212) 4,621,286 
(700,382) 28,808,573 
(543,071) 7,606,609 
(526,926) 9,577,965 
(264,349) 6,618,051 
491,019 25,756,579 

7,588,678 87,008,368 
(1,320,481) 11,375,413 
3,998,271 20,013,023 

725,843 27,939,930 
(608,573) 13,170,558 
500,301 35,181,509 
227,911 7,471,820 

(1,655,695) 6,618,306 
(1,968,691) 12,651,409 

7,986 10,803,035 
(450,527) 5,878,851 
(546,800) 15,159,186 
136,330 12,306,903 

1,545,854 30,723,644 
(72,189) 6,864,098 

(1,505,587) 24,742,031 
(123,098) 18,391,939 

1,472,037 15,140,210 
(267,723) 6,169,381 
(643,873) 7,726,819 

(1,744,941) 105,379,186 
1,013,729 22,843,268 

(1,160,459) 12,404,044 
(4,115) 11,664,975 

(2,630,384) 35,099,705 
(2,068,745) 28,991,953 

(451,656) 21,948,550 
(76,280) 22,974,646 

(204,196) 1,556,796 
(811,453) 23,261,702 
(393,230) 15,176,846 
(836,168) 18,069,274 

72,816 18,685,961 
(787,537) 11,307,009 
727,703 7,014,958 

(187,403) 19,127,765 
(488,327) 10,777,979 
(135,007) 18,988,576 
(576,088) 11,348,877 
(368,097) 11,200,173 
198,025 33,593,086 

Construction. 
Needs 

,Apportion- · .. 
MeritM111us•··.·, 

,s J'iirn~ack 
Maintenance 

$353,941 
230,987 
485,980 
291,885 
675,841 
101,173 
630,701 
166,530 
209,689 
144,888 
563,885 

1,904,860 
249,040 
438,142 
611,684 
288,341 
770,223 
163,579 
144,893 
276,975 
236,509 
128,705 
331,878 
269,433 
672,628 
150,275 
541,673 
402,652 
331,462 
135,065 
169,162 

2,307,049 
500,104 
271,560 
255,379 
768,432 
634,716 
480,516 
502,980 

34,083 
509,265 
332,264 
395,588 
409,089 
247,542 
153,577 
418,761 
235,961 
415,714 
248,459 
245,204 
735,448 

(+)' 
.TH 

Turnback .: 

Tentative 
... 2002. : 

. Coristructl~ri · 
<Maino<: , , Needs' . 

,·. terianc~' Appoi'Uon~. : . . 
Auo~aHce. .. 111ent ./ •·· ·• 

$353,941 
230,987 
485,980 
291,885 
675,841 
101,173 
630,701 
166,530 
209,689 
144,888 
563,885 

1,904,860 
249,040 
438,142 

$21,168 632,852 
288,341 
770,223 

13,392 176,971 
144,893 

4,320 281,295 
236,509 
128,705 
331,878 
269,433 
672,628 
150,275 
541,673 
402,652 
331,462 
135,065 
169,162 

83,088 2,390,137 
500,104 
271,560 
255,379 
768,432 
634,716 
480,516 
502,980 

34,083 
509,265 
332,264 

28,152 423,740 
409,089 
247,542 
153,577 
418,761 
235,961 
415,714 
248,459 
245,204 
735,448 

% 
,Of 

Total 
Dlit, 

0.6080 
0.3968 
0.8348 
0.5014 
1.1609 
0.1738 
1,0834 
0.2861 
0.3602 
0.2489 
0.9686 
3.2720 
0.4278 
0.7526 
1.0871 
0.4953 
1.3230 
0.3040 
0.2489 
0.4832 
0.4063 
0.2211 
0.5701 
0.4628 
1.1554 
0.2581 
0.9304 
0.6916 
0.5694 
0.2320 
0.2906 
4.1056 
0.8590 
0.4665 
0.4387 
1.3199 
1.0903 
0.8254 
0.8640 
0.0585 
0.8748 
0.5707 
0.7279 
0.7027 
0.4252 
0.2638 
0.7193 
0.4053 
0.7141 
0.4268 
0.4212 
1.2633 



(+ or-) 

' I •• 2(>02 Act~al Urie/.cumb~rec:I .· No.n-

C ) • . •. :: 

C Munlclp;ility 

250Year · 1, Co~stfilct.l~if . Bond Existing . 
. Consiructfori . '·.· fun~ Bal~.nc:F : ic;eount •. < 1 '. Bridge . 

. '· . Ne~dli ,,; ; . AdJustrmi.nt:C> ')l:~jii~tmen( AdjUstirient 

Hopkins 9,396,837 ($508,276) 
Hugo 9,921,284 (448,712) 
Hutchinson 14,103,754 (505,842) $829,686 
International Falls 6,624,832 (105,029) 
Inver Grove Heights 20,588,305 (752,714) 
La Crescent 0 0 
Lake Citv 2,408,185 1140,929) 
Lake Elmo 4,569,995 0 
Lakeville 42,832,180 (1,796,886) $4,290,000 959,382 
Lino Lakes 18,195,369 (2,009,541) 

· Litchfield 8,040,782 (714,249) 
Little Canada 11,386,524 (569,390) 
Little Falls 15,201,221 (1,329,809) 
Mahtomedi 4,984,112 (11,921) 
Mankato 26,417,130 0 
Maple Grove 45,320,533 (41,549) 1,255,000 1,224,446 
Maplewood 32,183,525 0 
Marshall 15,027,418 (1,598,663) 
Mendota Heights 8,087,676 (796,718) 
Minneapolis 289,376,721 (12,259,329) 1,918,503 
Minnetonka 38,333,609 (802,113) 
Montevideo 4,883,061 (21 o, 730) 
Monticello 7,160,312 (689,108) 
Moorhead 31,290,296 (2,869,868) 1,149,085 
Morris 4,571,472 (50,199) 
Mound 8,531,177 (924,892) 
Mounds View 8,936,319 (1,128,459) 
New Brighton 9,483,680 (497,709) 
New Hope 14,184,114 0 
New Ulm 16,869,584 (1,086,778) 
North Branch 13,142,738 (484,207) 320,000 
North Mankato 11,552,531 (178,048) 1,520,000 
North St. Paul 7,636,590 1361,058) 
Northfield 10,147,461 (1,214,753) 
Oak Grove 7,224,551 (823,454) 
Oakdale 9,364,059 (148,659) 244,683 
Orono 13,271,328 1778,691 I 
Otsego 11,229,750 (444,273) 
Owatonna 16,850,088 (351,073) 
Plymouth 46,152,207 (2,736,452) 1,124,050 
Prior Lake 12,559,578 (1,719,306) 
Rainsev 19,065,771 (1,396,641) 357,631 
Red Wing 21,491,124 (762,256) 
Redwood Falls 7,459,234 (297,656) (190,000) 
Richfield 22,465,739 (852,163\ 
Robbinsdale 7,731,948 (1,179,332) 
Rochester 53,443,606 (3,011,604) 
Rosemount 17,562,176 (974,570) (460,000) 
Roseville 19,943,914 0 
Saint Anthonv 5,554,609 0 
Saint Cloud 45,725,053 (2,487,530) (75,000) 
Saint Francis 0 0 
Saint Joseph 3,114,202 (284,071) 
Saint Louis Park 28,216,385 (1,112,593) 
Saint Michael 11,841,904 (108,401) 
Saint Paul 214,654,234 (5,794,037) 
Saint Paul Park 5,523,852 (878,713) 
Saint Peter 13.157.811 /714.164) 

(+) (+ or-) 

Total 2002 

.. • Affec.t, •· .••··• . . Adjusted < 
A~~~ii;lt.ion•:, l11diy1duai >, ()!:".t •: ' • ... C6nstruciiOn . 
Adjustment • . AdJusiment~ . Adjustments> ·: ., • Need~''.i.: .. 

$1,000 ($507,276) $8,889,561 
125,690 (323,022) 9,598,262 
341,250 665,094 14,768,848 

(105,029) 6,519,803 
530,332 (222,382) 20,365,923 

0 0 
(140,929) 2,267,256 

87,245 87,245 4,657,240 
2,933,851 6,386,347 49,218,527 

116,502 /1,893,039) 16,302,330 
(714,249) 7,326,533 
(569,390) 10,817,134 

412,999 (916,810) 14,284,411 
(11,921) 4,972,191 

209,796 209,796 26,626,926 
3,023,409 5,461,306 50,781,839 

0 32,183,525 
14,443 (1,584,220) 13,443,198 

8,970 (787,748) 7,299,928 
7,974,804 (2,366,022) 287,010,699 
2,094,013 1,291,900 39,625,509 

17,121 (193,609) 4,689,452 
149,510 /539,598) 6,620,714 
484,589 (1,236,194) 30,054,102 

12,879 (37,320) 4,534,152 
1,309,579 384,687 8,915,864 

(1,128,459) 7,807,860 
(497,709\ 8,985,971 

183,000 183,000 14,367,114 
(1,086,778) 15,782,806 

(164,207) 12,978,531 
1,341,952 12,894,483 

91,135 (269,923) 7,366,667 
11,214,753) 8,932,708 

46,880 (776,574) 6,447,977 
664,083 760,107 10,124,166 

41,351 (737,340) 12,533,988 
162,734 (281,539) 10,948,211 

(351,073) 16,499,015 
202,411 (1,409,991) 44,742,216 
281,658 (1,437,648) 11,121,930 

98,548 /940,462) 18,125,309 
40,329 /721,927) 20,769,197 

(487,656) 6,971,578 
2,799,067 1,946,904 24,412,643 

($763,925) (1,943,257) 5,788,691 
2,956,452 (55,152) 53,388,454 

11,434,570) 16,127,606 
368,730 368,730 20,312,644 

0 5,554,609 
2,233,553 (328,977) 45,396,076 

0 0 
(284,071) 2,830,131 

521,530 (591,063) 27,625,322 
86,132 (22,269) 11,819,635 

11,566,087 5,772,050 220,426,284 
(878,713) 4,645,139 

26,182 (687,982) 12.469.829 

Construction 
Needs 

Apportion­
Ment Minus 
.• Turnback. 
Maintena.ne~ ... 

$194,618 
210,133 
323,332 
142,737 
445,868 

49,637 
101,960 

1,077,533 
356,904 
160,399 
236,818 
312,726 
108,855 
582,939 

1,111,758 
704,589 
294,310 
159,816 

6,283,478 
867,515 
102,665 
144,946 
657,970 

99,265 
195,194 
170,936 
196,728 
314,537 
345,530 
284,137 
282,297 
161,277 
195,562 
141,164 
221,647 
274,405 
239,687 
361,210 
979,534 
243,491 
396,814 
454,697 
152,628 
534,462 
126,731 

1,168,825 
353,079 
444,701 
121,606 
993,849 

61,960 
604,797 
258,765 

4,825,756 
101,695 
273 onn 

(+) 

TH 
Turnback 

Main-
tena,nce 

. Allowanc.e 

$2,016 

4,968 

Tentative 
2002 

Construction 
Needs 

Apportion~ 
'. merit ... 

$194,618 
210,133 
323,332 
142,737 
445,868 

49,637 
101,960 

1,077,533 
358,920 
160,399 
236,818 
312,726 
108,855 
582,939 

1,111,758 
704,589 
294,310 
159,816 

6,283,478 
867,515 
102,665 
144,946 
657,970 

99,265 
195,194 
170,936 
196,728 
314,537 
345,530 
284,137 
282,297 
161,277 
195,562 
141,164 
221,647 
274,405 
239,687 
361,210 
979,534 
243,491 
396,814 
454,697 
152,628 
534,462 
126,731 

1,168,825 
353,079 
444,701 
121,606 
998,817 

61,960 
604,797 
258,765 

4,825,756 
101,695 
?7":t nnn 

% 
Of 

Total· 
Disti 

0.3343 
0.3609 
0.5554 
0.2452 
0.7659 

0.0853 
0.1751 
1.8509 
0.6165 
0.2755 
0.4068 
0.5372 
0.1870 
1.0013 
1.9097 
1.2103 
0.5055 
0.2745 

10.7932 
1.4901 
0.1763 
0.2490 
1.1302 
0.1705 
0.3353 
0.2936 
0.3379 
0.5403 
0.5935 
0.4881 
0.4849 
0.2770 
0.3359 
0.2425 
0.3807 
0.4713 
0.4117 
0.6205 
1.6826 
0.4182 
0.6816 
0.7810 
·0.2622 
0.9181 
0.2177 
2.0077 
0.6065 
0.7639 
0.2089 
1.7157 

0.1064 
1.0389 
0.4445 
8.2892 
0.1747 



200:lA~t~~, 
25-'.Year ' 

Conitr11ct1W , 
Municipality Needs · , · 

Sartell 9,794,532 
Sauk Rapids 8,013,278 
Savage 16,520,603 
Shakopee 17,607,654 
Shoreview 8,232,937 
Shorewood 7,768,901 
South St. Paul 12,260,544 
Spring Lake Park 2,644,108 
Stewartville 4,075,858 
Stillwater 10,338,480 
Thief River Falls 17,895,399 
Vadnais Heights 5,464,397 
Virginia 13,506,015 
Waconia 4,280,565 
Waite Park 4,473,860 
Waseca 6,035,319 
West St. Paul 8,580,876 
White Bear Lake 12,615,477 
WIiimar 17,948,062 
Winona 17,352,959 
Woodbury 42,721,149 
Worthington 11,077,399 
STATE TOTAL $2;61:13;683;334 

(-) .(:t- or,) (+) (+) 
'< 

' . lt~r-) 

. · .. Unencurribe:r~J; 

. 1.,,. :" ' . ·' 

i \ . Non~ ... 
·.·.• 

· •··. Constructloil •· · ~ci~cl. ·· •~i1~t1ng ' R/W 
,· . Fund Bal~rtce. .. Account · . Bridge .· Acquisition Individual 

Adjusfulen( ' Adjustment .Adjustment Adjustmeni Ai:IJlisiments 
$0 $1,650,000 121,584 

(920,878) 37,569 
(817,463) 1,168,665 .. 
(510,237) .. 

(3,849) $25,232 
(1,926,362) .. 

(416,856) .. 
(160,721) 188,005 

(19,544) .. 
(939,108) 19,061 

(64,449) 92,358 
0 .. 

(700,553) .. 
(538,499) .. 
(330,2241 30,278 
(341,228) .. 
(798,010) .. 
(192,374) 102,250 

(2,139,997) 297,616 
(2,358,979) .. 

0 425,000 $1,664,03:! 7,860,254 
(1,357,144) .. 

($119;040,255) '$17,466,199 · $13;444,61'1 · $76,927,844 .($1,297,627) · 

Construction Needs Apportionment= $58,041,1137 / $2,651,184,106=0.021893 

x City's Adjusted Construction Needs + TH Turnback Maintenance Adjustment 

,,'•,,· ·, Construct.Ion (+) .Tentative 
··1·· 

' . Needs TH .• 2002 
.. Tot~i\ ,• 2002 Apportion• Turnback Construction % 
. Affe~t. ·. 

• Adjusted Ment Mlnlis Main- Needs Of 
Of Con~tructlon .. . Turriback tenance Apportion- Total 

Adjustments Needs Maintenance , Allowance ment Dist. 

1,771,584 11,566,116 253,215 253,215 0.4349 
(883,309) 7,129,969 156,095 156,095 0.2681 
351,202 16,871,805 369,372 369,372 0.6345 

($510,237) $17,097,417 $374,311 $374,311 0.6430 
21,383 8,254,320 180,710 180,710 0.3104 

(1,926,362) 5,842,539 '127,910 127,910 0.2197 
(416,856) 11,843,688 259,292 259,292 0.4454 

27,284 2,671,392 58,484 58,484 0.1005 
(19,544) 4,056,314 88,804 88,804 0.1525 

(920,047) 9,418,433 206,196 206,196 0.3542 
27,909 17,923,308 392,392 392,392 0.6740 

0 5,464,397 119,631 119,631 0.2055 
(700,553) 12,805,462 280,348 $18,000 298,348 0.5125 
(5311,499) 3,742,066 81,924 81,924 0.1407 
(299,946) 4,173,914 91,379 91,379 0.1570 
(341,228) 5,694,091 124,660 124,660 0.2141 
(798,010) 7,782,866 170,389 170,389 0.2927 

(90,124) 12,525,353 274,215 274,215 0.4710 
(1,842,381) 16,105,681 352,599 352,599 0.6057 
(2,358,979) 14,993,980 328,261 328,261 0,5639 
9,949,286 52,670,435 1,153,105 1,153,105 1.9807 

(1,357,144) 9,720,255 212,803 212,803 0.3655 
($12,499,228) $2,651,18.4,108 $58,041,937 $175;104 $58,217,041 100.0000 
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UNENCUMBERED CONSTRUCTION FUND BALANCE ADJUSTMENT 

The unencumbered amount available as of December 31, 2001 will be used as a deduction from each city's total 
needs adjustment for the 2002 apportionment. The September 1, 2001 balance was used in this booklet 
for estimation purposes. 

The total fund balance decreased by $32,934,492 between September 1, 2001 and December 31,2001. 
The total fund balance increased $1,522,131 between September 1, 2001 and 2002 from $117,518,123 to 
$119,040,254. The September 1, 2002 unencumbered amount available includes the 2002 total construction 
apportionment amount of $90,646,885 Just like State Aid advances, the remaining bond principal of $17,841,138 
will be deducted from future allocations and can be. considered as spent. 
State Aid advances included have been released as of September 4, 2002. 

27-Sep-02 

Unencumbered Unencumbered Difference State Aid · · · Percentage . · -Ratio bet 
··salarice Balance.·· Between Advance - of Total· Balance&· 

Available A~ailable · 09~0-1-2002 To be Paid Amount . . City's 2002 

' and . From Future in 2002 · Constru.c:tion 
Municipalities 12-31-2001 9-01~2002 ••· 12~31-2001 Allocations •Account • > Allotment · 
Albert Lea $1,304,846 $971,817 ($333,029) 0.8164 1.9540 
Alexandria 0 393,749 393,749 $350,000 0.3308 1.4857 
Andover 277,908 857,415 579,507 0.7203 1.4796 
Anoka 469,749 517,976 48,227 0.4351 1.2787 
Apple Valley 1,604,242 1,246,934 (357,308) 1.0475 0.8927 

Arden Hills 601,063 805,510 204,447 0.6767 3.9399 
Austin 1,303,576 1,002,277 (301,299) 0.8420 1.0518 
Baxter 300,164 543,071 242,907 0.4562 2.2357 
Bemidji 0 803,249 803,249 650,000 0.6748 2.3806 
Big Lake 105,636 264,349 158,713 0.0000 1.6656 
Blaine 1,565,429 0 (1,565,429) 433,710 0.0000 0.0000 

Bloomington 3,487,787 5,041,365 1,553,578 4.2350 2.2301 

Brainerd 1,982,813 1,887,700 (95,113) 1.5858 6.0670 
Brooklyn Center 455,392 97,640 (357,752) 0.0820 0.1207 

Brooklyn Park 53,303 0 (53,303) 0.0000 0.0000 

Buffalo 175,929 608,573 432,644 0.5112 1.4066 

Burnsville 78,532 499,368 420,836 1,000,000 0.4195 0.3650 
Cambridge 0 208,231 208,231 0.1749 1.0000 
Champlin 1,380,424 1,788,970 408,546 1.5028 4.3789 

Chanhassen 1,415,049 2,033,691 618,642 1.7084 3.2873 

Chaska 0 410,614 410,614 0.3449 1.0000 
Chisholm 62,498 450,527 388,029 0.3785 2.7469 

Cloquet 372,180 716,800 344,620 0.6021 2.0800 
Columbia Heights 1,052,535 0 (1,052,535) 0.0000 0.0000 
Coon Rapids 0 565,065 565,065 1,500,000 0.4747 0.3293 

Corcoran 0 97,247 97,247 0.0817 0.5573 

Cottage Grove 1,006,273 2,016,055 1,009,782 1.6936 1.9965 

Crookston 888,547 1,082,462 193,915 0.9093 2.1742 

Crystal 206,624 763,688 557,064 0.6415 1.3709 

Dayton 81,238 273,004 191,766 0.2293 1.4236 

Detroit Lakes 344,642 643,873 299,231 0.5409 2.1459 

Duluth 895,456 2,162,596 1,267,140 1.8167 0.8093 

Eagan 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

East Bethel 852,432 1,185,659 333,227 0.9960 3.3675 
East Grand Forks 236,432 125,815 (110,617) 0.1057 0.5677 

Eden Prairie 1,218,855 2,929,610 1,710,755 2.4610 1.7125 

Edina 2,746,405 3,590,968 844,563 3.0166 3.2822 
Elk River 55,290 751,708 696,418 0.6315 1.0794 
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Unencumbered Unencumbered Difference State Aid Percentage Ratio bet 
- Balance Bala.nee Between Advance of Total Balance&··• 

Available Available .09-01-2002 Tobe Paid Amount City's 2002 . 

·' :· and From Future in 2002 Construction 
llliunicipaUties 12-31-2001 .· 9-01-2002. 12,31-2001 Allocations Account Allotmenf= 

Fairmont $337,166 $149,443 ($187,723) 0.1255 0.2237 

Falcon Heights 89,900 176,208 86,308 0.1480 2.0416 

Faribault 403,701 1,084,453 680,752 0.9110 1.5930 

Farmington 58,474 477,095 418,621 0.4008 1.1397 

Fergus Falls 534,418 964,541 430,123 0.8103 2.0625 

Forest Lake 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Fridley 715,669 882,618 166,949 0.7414 1.7568 

Glencoe 42,124 156,297 114,173 0.1313 1.3689 

Golden Valley 1,966,230 248,651 (1,717,579) 0.2089 0.4582 

Grand Rapids 496,076 488,327 (7,749) 0.4102 1.8467 

Ham Lake 52,603 440,168 387,565 0.3698 0.9516 

Hastings 224,602 576,088 351,486 0.4839 1.6390 

Hermantown 483,402 579,197 95,795 0.4866 1.6097 

Hibbing 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Hopkins 100,124 508,276 408,152 0.4270 1.2453 

Hugo 239,174 448,712 209,538 0.3769 1.7492 

Hutchinson 1,001,680 505,842 (495,838) 0.4249 0.9729 

International Falls 0 105,029 105,029 0.0882 0.4233 

Inver Grove Heights 1,231,347 752,714 (478,633) 0.6323 1.0588 

La Crescent 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Lake City 0 140,929 140,929 0.1184 1.0000 

Lake Elmo 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Lakeville 463,244 1,796,886 1,333,642 1.5095 1.1911 

Lino Lakes 1,535,938 2,009,541 . 473,603 1.6881 4.2431 

Litchfield 605,642 714,249 108,607 0.6000 3.5694 

Little Canada 260,515 569,390 308,875 0.4783 1.8434 

Little Falls 933,257 1,329,809 396,552 1.1171 3.3534 

Mahtomedi 0 11,921 11,921 0.0100 0.0530 

Mankato 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Maple Grove 0 41,549 41,549 718,671 0.0349 0.0274 

Maplewood 70,923 0 (70,923) 897,600 0.0000 0.0000 

Marshall 1,441,629 1,598,663 157,034 1.3430 3.9457 

Mendota Heights 528,200 796,718 268,518 0.6693 2.9671 

Minneapolis 10,094,352 12,259,329 2,164,977 10.2985 1.3764 

Minnetonka 0 802,113 802,113 1,115,000 0.6738 0.4735 

Montevideo 0 210,730 210,730 0.1770 1.0000 

Monticello 494,473 689,108 194,635 0.5789 3.5405 

Moorhead 2,051,287 2,869,868 818,581 2.4108 3.0969 

Morris 0 50,199 50,199 0.0422 0.3525 

Mound 682,494 924,892 242,398 0.7770 3.8156 

Mounds View 837,399 1,128,459 291,060 0.9480 3.8771 

New Brighton 51,971 497,709 445,738 0.4181 1.1166 

New Hope 940,390 0 (940,390) 0.0000 0.0000 

New Ulm 576,580 1,086,778 510,198 0.9129 1.8720 

North Branch 338,547 484,207 145,660 0.4068 1.5649 

North Mankato 0 178,048 178,048 0.1496 0.4503 

North St. Paul 96,093 361,058 264,965 0.3033 1.3199 

Northfield 824,592 1,214,753 390,161 1.0205 3.1135 

Oak Grove 598,303 823,454 225,151 0.6917 2.8257 

Oakdale 0 148,659 148,659 400,000 0.1249 0.2865 

Orono 473,826 778,691 304,865 0.6541 2.5542 

Otsego 191,041 444,273 253,232 0.3732 1.7544 

Owatonna 443,482 351,073 (92,409) 500,000 0.2949 0.4807 
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Unencumbered Unencumbered Difference State Aid Percentage Ratio bet 
Balance Balance ·Between Advance of Total ··Balance& 

-Available Availab.le 09-01 ;.?002 To be Paid Amount . City's 2002 
. . 

and _From Future in 2002 Construction 
Municipalities 12-31-2001 9-01-2002 - 12-31-2001 · Allocations Accoun( Allotment 

Plymouth $2,027,128 $2,736,452 $709,324 2.2988 1.2988 

Prior Lake 1,346,276 1,719,306 373,030 1.4443 4.6090 
Ramsey 1,713,333 1,396,641 (316,692) 1.1733 2.2501 

Red Wing 288,476 762,256 473,780 0.6403 1.6089 

Redwood Falls 153,972 297,656 143,684 0.2500 1.6608 

Richfield 0 852,163 852,163 0.7159 0.9958 

Robbinsdale 822,774 1,179,332 356,558 0.9907 3.3075 
Rochester 604,193 3,011,604 2,407,411 2.5299 1.2294 

Rosemount 462,558 974,570 512,012 0.8187 1.6602 

Rosevjlle 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

St. Anthony 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

St. Cloud 2,471,854 2,487,530 15,676 2.0897 1.2326 

St. Francis 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

St. Joseph 140,781 284,071 143,290 0.0000 1.9825 

St. Louis Park 198,668 1,112,593 913,925 0.9346 1.2174 

St. Michael 64,174 108,401 44,227 0.0911 0.3601 

St. Paul 0 5,794,037 5,794,037 4.8673 0.8255 

St. Paul Park 732,861 878,713 145,852 0.0000 6.0247 

St. Peter 437,804 714,164 276,360 0.5999 1.6705 

Sartell 0 0 0 0.0000 0.0000 

Sauk Rapids 596,220 920,878 324,658 0.7736 2.8365 

Savage 1,109,223 817,463 (291,760) 0.6867 1.2441 

Shakopee 812,723 510,237 (302,486) 0.4286 0.9227 

Shoreview -o 3,849 3,849 0.0032 0.0062 

Shorewood 1,806,429 1,926,362 119,933 1.6182 10.2952 
South St. Paul 1,846,666 416,856 (1,429,810) 0.3502 0.9674 

Spring Lake Park 176,794 160,721 (16,073) 0.1350 1.2109 

Stewartville 0 19,544 19,544 0.0164 0.1454 

Stillwater 570,519 939,108 368,589 0.7889 2.6682 

Thief River Falls 379,933 64,449 (315,484) 0.0541 .0.1608 

Vadnais Heights 329,413 0 (329,413) 0.0000 0.0000 

Virginia 391,427 700,553 309,126 0.5885 2.2662 

Waconia 342,616 538,499 195,883 0.4524 2.7491 

Waite Park 299,206 330,224 31,018 0.2774 1.5216 

Waseca 117,636 341,228 223,592 0.2866 1.5261 

West St. Paul 392,730 798,010 405,280 0.6704 1.8925 

White Bear Lake 0 192,374 192,374 500,000 0.1616 0.3589 

Willmar 1,713,858 2,139,997 426,139 1.7977 4.4739 
Winona 1,748,421 2,358,979 610,558 1.9817 3.8560 
Woodbury 0 0 0 1,521,805 0.0000 0.0000 

Worthington 1,392,848 1,357,144 (35,704) 1.1401 3.4994 
TOTAL $84;583;631 $119,040,255 ·-' .$34,456,624 $9;586,786 100.0000. 1.3132 
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UNAMORTIZED BOND ACCOUNT BALANCE 
(Amount as of December 31, 2001) 

(For Reference, see Bond Adjustment Resolution) 

The average principal and interest on all Bond sales cannot exceed 50 percent of the last construction apportionment preceding the Bond sale. 
COLUMN B: Total Disbursements and Obligations: The amount of bond applied toward State Aid projects. A Report Of State Contract must 

be submitted by December 31 of the previous year to get credit for the expenditure. 
COLUMN C: Unencumbered Bond Balance Available: The amount of the bond not applied toward a State Aid project. 
COLUMN D: Unamortized Bond Balance: The remaining bond principal to be paid on the issue. This payment is made from the city's 

construction account. Interest payments are made from the maintenance account and are not reflected in this chart. 

The bond account adjustment is computed by using two steps. 
Step 1: (A minus B) Amount of issue minus disbursements = unencumbered balance. 
Step 2: (D minus C minus E) Unamortized bond balance minus unencumbered balance= bond account adjustment. 

2(,-Sq>-02 

Apple Valley 9-09-91 $1,730,000 $1,730,000 $0 $910,000 $910,000 
Cambridge 8-01-94 650,000 641,142 8,858 * 445,000 436,142 
Cloquet 12-01-93 835,000 835,000 0 170,000 170,000 
Eden Prairie 11-10-91 370,000 370,000 0 0 0 
Eden Prairie 7-01-92 1,940,000 1,902,697 37,303 0 (37,303) 
Falcon Heights 4-21-80 170,000 142,012 27,988 0 (27,988) 
Ham Lake 9-01-94 530,000 530,000 0 75,000 75,000 
Maple Grove 11-01-94 3,620,000 3,620,000 O 1,255,000 1,255,000 
Oakdale 11-10-92 453,181 453,181 0 52,635 52,635 
Oakdale 11-23-93 887,640 887,640 0 192,048 192,048 
Redwood Falls 12-01-82 215,000 25,000 190,000 0 (190,000) 
Rosemount 7-05-94 700,000 O 700,000 240,000 (460,000) 
Roseville 12-01-85 2,225,000 2,225,000 O O O 
Saint Cloud 11-01-92 1,940,000 1,755,000 185,000 110,000 (75,000) 
Woodbury 10-01-94 2,465,000 2,465,000 0 425,000 425,000 

• Overhead costs 
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Bond Acu.mnt AJjwtmcnl (New MelhoJ) :!00 l.:ds 

UNAMORTIZED BOND ACCOUNT BALANCE 
(Amount as of December 31, 2001) 

(For Reference, see Bond Adjustment Resolution) 

At the Spring, 1995 meeting of the Municipal Screening Board, the following resolution was passed: 

Effective January 1, 1996 
The money needs shall be annually reduced by 10% of the total bond issue amount. The computation of needs shall be started in the year that 
bond principal payments are made to the city. 

' Total Arriouiiit . AinountNot Remaining Year of 
'' 

> Appli~cfTowarcf . Applied Toward Amount.of Off System First Bond 

Muni~ipality 
Date of, AM~uritof , StateAid , State.Aid Principal Disburse- Principal 
Issue·· ·.·• issue Projects Projects To Be Paid ment Payment 

Anoka 6-28-01 $2,755,000 $0 $2,755,000 $2,595,000 2001 
Brooklyn Center 12-01-98 1,945,000 1,945,000 0 1,320,000 1999 
Eagan 12-01-96 995,000 205,078 789,922 0 1997 
Glencoe 08-01-98 1,105,000 0 $1,105,000 990,000 1999 
Lakeville 08-21-00 4,290,000 0 $4,290,000 4,185,000 2001 
Lakeville 12-01-01 1,080,000 0 $1,080,000 1,080,000 
North Branch 10-23-00 320,000 161,7!30 $158,210 255,000 2001 
North Mankato 08-01-98 1,900,000 1,900,000 0 1,625,000 1999 
St. Anthony 07-01-00 , 950,000 0 950,000 950,000 
Sartell 07-24-00 1,650,000 1,650,000 0 1,565,000 2001 
Savage 06-17-96 717,775 8,0!j1 709,724 557,775 1997 
Savage 10-01-97 820,000 820,000 0 735,000 2001 
Savage 04-02-00 800,000 0 800,000 800,000 

TOTAL• $16,572,775• $6,689;919 $9,882;856 ,', $16;657;775 $0 

Percentage 
of issue Bond 
Applied Account 

to Adjustment Adjustment 
100% $2,755,000 
80% 1,556,000 
60% 597,000 
80% 884,000 

100% 4,290,000 
0 

100% 320,000 
80% 1,520,000 
0% Q 

100% 1,650,000 
60% 430,665 
90% 738,000 

0% 0 

$14;740,665 
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NON-EXISTING BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION 

To compensate for not allowing needs for non-existing structures in the 25-year needs 
study, the Municipal Screening Board passed in the following resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: 
"The money needs for all "non-existing" bridges and grade separations be removed 
from the Needs Study until such time that a construction project is awarded. At 
that time a money needs adjustment shall be made by annually adding the total 
amount of the structure cost, project developm~nt and construction engineering 
that is eligible for State Aid reimbursement for a 15-year period." 
This directive to exclude all Federal or State grants. 

1990 2004 

1997 2011 

1999 2013 

1997 2011 

1997 2011 

1997 2011 

1998 2012 

1996 2010 

97986 2000 2014 
27A49 2002 2016 
27A40 2002 2016 

MSAS 

. &:bonstq¢ttd 
·•· Erigineeririg, 

$192,724 

62,344 

160,235 

7,872 

51,335 

168,883 

212,207 

146,346 

17,926 
Local Funds 112,919 
MSAS 55,935 

346,355 

890,196 

43,731 

285,194 

938,240 

617,479 

813,036 

99,588 
627,329 
310,749 

1996 2010 292,653 1,625,850 

1998 2012 175,284 973,801 

1999 2013 171,465 952,585 

1998 2012 54,554 303,077 

253,835 1,410,197 
$2•,136,518 $11 ;308,()94 

26-Sep-02 

Total·· . 

· Needs 
·. Adjustment 

$1,263,411 

408,699 

1,050,431 

51,603 

336,529 

1,107,123 

829,686 

959,382 

1,224,446 

1,918,503 

1,149,085 

1,124,050 

357,631 

1,664,032 
.· $13,444,611 



PROJECT LISTING OF RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION 
EXCEL\2002\0CTOBER 2002 Book\Right of Way Projects 2002.xls 

PROJECT TOTAL 
MUNICIPALITY PROJECT AMOUNT ADJUSTMENT 

Apple Valley 186-111-002 $103,229 $103,229 

Bemidji 1 05-129-001 56,122 56,122 

Blaine 106-107-003 4,505 4,505 

Bloomington 107-131-023 47,069 
107-132-016 17,816 
107-132-019 (142,000) 
107-385-010 615,096 
107-399-014 (1,421,121) 
107-399-027 2,898,631 
107-415-008 44,199 
107-419-012 (1,237,600) 
107-433-005 (1,266,628) (444,538) 

Brooklyn Park 110-124-003 928 
11 0-124-004 1,641 2,569 

Eagan 203-106-002 190,644 190,644 

Edina 120-136-013 109,707 109,707 

Faribault 125-137-001 273,000 273,000 

Forest Lake 214-102-002 8,033 8,033 

Ham Lake 197-105-003 25,728 25,728 

I J-----4-a .. ,._ ,.,,.\I''\ -1n-t nnc "> Aai:: '> ACC nt::I llldllLUWII £.VL- IU 1-vu.J .c:..,..,.uv ''"""'"'""' 

Mankato 137-108-014 (12,427) (12,427) 

Maple Grove MSAS 106 Local Funds 242,962 242,962 

Minnetonka 142-153-004 172,463 172,463 

Morris 190-116-001 10,500 10,500 

Plymouth 155-158-004 12,910 
155-158-005 8,600 21,510 

Saint Paul 164-267-002 2,039,369 2,039,369 

Woodbury 192-030-002 5,626,200 5,626,200 

$8,432,041 . 
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MSASIEXCEL\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\R;ght of Way Adjustment 2002.xls 

MUNICIPALITY 
Albert Lea 
Alexandria 
Andover 
Anoka 
Apple Valley -
Arden Hills 
Austin 
Baxter 
Bemidji 
Big Lake 
Blaine 
Bloomington 
Brainerd 
Brooklyn Center 
Brooklyn Park 
Buffalo 
Burnsville 
Cambridge 
Champlin 
Chanhassen 
Chaska 
Chisholm 
Cloquet 
Columbia Heights 

_ Coon Rapids 
Corcoran 
Cottage Grove 
Crookston 
Crystal 
Dayton 
Detroit Lakes 
Duluth 
Eagan 
East Bethel 
East Grand Forks 
Eden Prairie 
Edina 
Elk River 
Fairmont 
Falcon Heights 
Faribault 
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NEEDS ADJUSTMENT FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION 
(For reference, see Right-of-Way Resolution) 

.·- TOTAL. 

-• 
19~6 . :;RIGHT~OF~WAY 

1986-2000 ••-·- .·--. ;_?.OOt:' 
RIGHT;.OF-WAY ... RIGA'J'.;ciF,Mf AY -
EXPE!'-J[)ITURES _ 

_-,, . -, - -~- - . ._·~: ' 

; EXP,ENDITUij_ES 

-EXPIRED ·· .. =··_ .... }ADJIJSTME:NT _ 
RIGHT;.()f-VVAY \.; •• )FOR2003 __ .·•• . 
EXPENDITURES·.· ".i~ At=>,PORTIQNIV!ENT 

$6,827 -- -- $6,827 
-- -- -- --

152,490 -- -- 152,490 
192,181 -- -- 192,181 

-- 103,229 -- 103,229 

-- -- -- --
301,895 -- -- 301,895 

-- -- -- --
220,201 56,122 -- 276,323 

-- -- -- --
486,514 4,505 -- 491,019 

11,811,170 (444,538)- -- 11,366,632 
567,219 -- -- 567,219 

2,539,911 -- -- 2,539,911 
723,274 2,569 -- 725,843 

-- -- -- --
1,029,669 - (30,000) 999,669 

-- -- -- --
133,275 -- -- 133,275 

65,000 -- -- 65,000 
92,467 -- (82,566) 9,901 

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

136,330 - -- 136,330 
1,060,488 --- -- 1,060,488 

25,058 - -- 25,058 
458,865 -- -- 458,865 
959,364 -- -- 959,364 

2,235,725 -- -- 2,235,725 
5,281 -- - 5,281 

-- -- -- --
417,655 -- -- 417,655 
226,085 190,644 -- 416,729 

25,200 -- ~- 25,200 
121,700 - -- -- 121,700 

-- - - --
305,393 109,707 -- 415,100 
300,052 -- -- 300,052 

73,163 -- -- 73,163 

-- -- -- --
-- 273,000 -- 273,000 



' TOTAL 
1986 RIGHT-OF-WAY 

·,, 
1986.;.2000 '. -'. . , 2()01 <'\. EXPIRED ·- ADJUSTMENT 

'. -· RIGHT-OF.;.WAY + RIGHT;.Of;.WAY , ... RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR2003 . ' 

APPORTIONMENT: MUNICIPALITY EXPENDITURES . EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES 

Farmington $83,865 -- -- $83,865 
Fergus Falls 128,373 -- -- 128,373 
Forest Lake 64,783 8,033 -- 72,816 
Fridley 95,081 -- -- 95,081 
Glencoe -- -- -- --
Golden Valley 220,173 -- (158,925) 61,248 
Grand Rapids -- -- -- --
Ham Lake 204,433 25,728 -- 230,161 
Hastings H -- -- --
Hermantown 232,385 2,465 (23,750) 211,100 
Hibbing 198,025 -- -- 198,025 
Hopkins 1,000 -- -- 1,000 
Hugo 125,690 -- - 125,690 
Hutchinson 341,250 -- -- 341,250 
International Falls - -- -- --
Inver Grove Heights 1,127,132 -- (596,800) 530,332 
La Crescent -- -- -- --
Lake City -- -- -- --
Lake Elmo 87,245 -- -- 87,245 
Lakeville 2,933,851 -- -- 2,933,851 
Lino Lakes 116,502 -- -- 116,502 
Litchfield -- -- -- --
Little Canada -- -- -- --
Little Falls 412,999 -- -- 412,999 
Mahtomedi - -- -- --
Mankato 315,463 (12,427) (93,240) 209,796 
1\,1::mlP C::rm,P ? 7R04.17 ?4? QR? - ~ nn A.09 ···-t""·- -·-·-- -,- --, ... - ·-,--- -,---, ---
Maplewood -- -- -- --
Marshall 14,443 -- -- 14,443 
Mendota Heights 8,970 -- -- 8,970 
Minneapolis 7,974,804 -- -- 7,974,804 
Minnetonka 1,921,550 172,463 -- 2,094,013 
Montevideo 17,121 -- -- 17,121 
Monticello 149,510 - -- 149,510 
Moorhead 484,589 -- -- 484,589 
Morris 2,379 10,500 -- 12,879 
Mound 1,325,734 -- (16,155) 1,309,579 
Mounds View -- -- -- --
New Brighton -- -- -- --
New Hope 183,000 -- -- 183,000 
New Ulm -- -- -- --
North Branch -- -- -- --
North Mankato -- -- -- --
North St. Paul 91,135 -- -- 91,135 
Northfield -- -- -- --
Oak Grove 46,880 -- -- 46,880 
Oakdale 664,083 -- -- 664,083 
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TOTAL -----
-- - --- -- _t9ss R.1GHr-0FrwAv -

1986 2000 .-_ - 2061 ;: - EXPIRED - :::: ''ADJUSTMENT'::_: 
----~--- RIGHT~~F .. WAYi ... _, R_l(i_-_._H_._-r,_-.--_._-_·o_··_,_i= ____ ~_k_'_x_'A_Y_-._-_- - - - -- '_, - - -- - - " ---- - ,_ ----

idtvllJNfCIPALIJY _-- EXPENDltURSS, 'EXPENDIJQRES( .\Uki~t~;i%iI. ____ ,APW&t@e~~ir"· 

- ., 

Orono $41,351 $41,351 
Otsego 162,734 162,734 
Owatonna 
Plymouth 200,901 21,510 ($20,000) 202,411 
Prior Lake 281,658 281,658 
Ramsey 98,548 98,548 
Red Wing 40,329 40,329 
Redwood Falls 
Richfield 2,799,067 2,799,067 
Robbinsdale 
Rochester 3,250,642 (294,190) 2,956,452 
Rosemount 
Roseville 1,751,735 (1,383,005) 368,730 
Saint Anthony 
Saint Cloud 2,233,553 2,233,553 
Saint Francis 
Saint Joseph 
Saint Louis Park 521,530 521,530 
Saint Michael 86,132 86,132 
Saint Paul 9,577,432 2,039,369 (50,714) 11,566,087 
Saint Paul Park 
Saint Peter 26,182 26,182 
Sartell 121,584 121,584 
Sauk Rapids 37,569 37,569 
Savage 
Shakopee 
Shoreview 25,232 25,232 
Shorewood 
South St. Paul 
Spring Lake Park 188,005 188,005 
Stewartville 
Stillwater 19,061 19,061 
Thief River Falls 92,358 92,358 
Vadnais Heights 
Virginia 
Waconia 
Waite Park 30,278 30,278 
Waseca 
West St. Paul 
White Bear Lake 102,250 102,250 
Willmar 297,616 297,616 
Winona 
Woodbury 2,203,239 5,626,200 30,815 7,860,254 
Worthington 

--- _ $71,214,333 
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Arden Hills Construction Needs Adjustment 

The following is taken from page 58 of the January 2001 booklet: 

Mn/DOT Cartographies Unit notified State Aid this spring that Arden 
Hills had a private road on their MSAS system. Metro District State 
Aid notified the Arden Hills city engineer and he agreed that 
Fernwood St. was a private road and it had been on the MSAS system 
since 1997. He agreed to revoke the mileage and he also agreed to a 
one-time Needs adjustment from 1997 to the present. The Needs 
adjustment is: 

1997 $314,904 January 1998 allocation 
1998 $356,660 January 1999 allocation 
1999 $377,310 January 2000 allocation 
2000 $396,569 January 2001 allocation 

TOTAL $1,445,443 Needs adjustment 

If the request to revoke the roadway is not received by the District 
State Aid Engineer by March 1, 2001, the needs will be adjusted again 
next year. 

The request to revoke control section 110, Femwood St., was not received by the District 
State Aid Engineer before March 1, 2001. Therefore, the needs will be adjusted again in 
2002. 

The needs adjustment for January 2002 was $449,912. 

The request to revoke control section 110, Femwood St., was not received by the District 
State Aid Engineer before March 1, 2002. Therefore, the needs will be adjusted again in 
2003. 

Unless other action is taken by the Screening Board, the Needs adjustment for 
January 2003 will be $533,702. 
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Combination Routes 

October], 1999 
Revised October, 2001 

December, 26 2001 

The following paragraphs are taken from the minutes of the June, 1998 Screening Board 
meeting: 

And 

The recommendation of the Needs Study Subcommittee is to not give 
needs for combination routes after January 1, 2000. There are only a few 
combination routes on the system. Virginia and New Ulm are eliminating 
theirs. Robbinsdale has been eliminating the ones they have. Edina may be 
the only one left with combination routes. David Jessup indicated that the 
metro area is in support of eliminating needs as recommended. 

David Jessup made a motion to approve the recommendation of the Needs 
Study Subcommittee which is to allow needs this year and next year and 
to disallow needs on combination routes after that. Teny Wotzka 
seconded the motion. The motion carried. 

Edina revoked its combination routes before May 1, 2002 so it will not receive an 
adjustment this year. 

Robbinsdale revoked segment 158-516-010 in 2000 but concurrence was never received 
from Hennepin County. MSAS combination routes cannot be revoked without county 
concurrence. Therefore, 158-516-010 was reinstated on Robbinsdale's MSAS system as 
158-416-010. (The new data collector does not allow route numbers greater than 499.) 

Per Screening Board resolution, the needs for the following segments have been removed 
from this year's Needs Study. 

CITY SEGMENT LENGTH 2002NEEDS 
ADJUSTMENT 

Robbinsdale 158-416-010 0.74 miles $763,925 
Total 0.74 miles $763,925 

Robbinsdale's 2003 needs adjustment is $763,925. 

N:\MSAS\Word Documents\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\Combination Routes.doc 
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TRUNK HIGHWAY TURNBACK MAINTENANCE ALLOWANCE 
The following tabulation shows the Trunk Highway Turnback Maintenance allowance for the 2003 
Apportionment. All turnbai::ks eligible for maintenance payments are included in this tabulation 
as of December 31, 2001. The total turnback maintenance apportionment has been computed in 
accordance with the 1967 Screening Board Resolution. (See Trunk Highway Turnback resolution.) 
Maintenance allowance was computed for streets that had turnback projects let in 2001. 

Maintenance Total 
Msas An<>wance. Tlirnback 
Route of Eligible Miles Maintenance 

•Releasf 
'' ' , . ' ~ ' . 

No. : 0-: , ; . umber( Maiht. _/ . X$1,200 · Allocation 
Brookl)ln Park 
139 (TH 252) 7-15-94 No 2.94 0.00 2.94 12-94 $21,168 $21,168 

Cambridge. 
113 (TH 65) 11-1-94 218-113-02 Yes 2.15 0.29 1.86 12-94 13,392 13,392 

Chanhassen 
113 & 119 (TH 101 ) 10-31-97 No 0.60 0.00 0.60 7-98 4,320 4,320 

Chisholm 
248 (TH 169) 12-30-94 111-248-01 Yes 0.72 0.72 0.00 12-94 0 0 

Duluth 
126 (TH 23) 12-15-95 118-126-08 Yes 14.61 2.36 2-1-96 
152 (TH 23) 12-15-95 118-152-13 Yes 0.21 2-1-96 
147 (TH 23) 12-15-95 118-147-015 Yes 1.12 2-1-96 

118-147-016 Yes 0.46 
194 (TH 23) 12-15-95 118-194-001 Yes 0.71 9.75 2-1-96 70,200 
(TH 61) 12-15-95 No .11.9 QJm - .11.9 2-1-96 ~ 

16.40 4.86 11.54 83,088 83,088 
Fergus Falls 
104 (TH 59) 11-1-94 No 1.76 0.00 1.76 12,672 
109 (TH 210) 11-1-94 126-109-11 Yes 1.96 1.21 0.75 5,400 
132 (TH 59) 11-1-94 No L1Q QJm 1,,1Q 11-94 ~ 

5.12 1.21 3.91 28,152 28,152 
Lino Lakes 
103 (TH 49) 11-1-96 No 0.28 0.00 0.28 01-97 2,016 2,016 
St. Cloud 
115,131,145 (TH15) 10-90 162-145-01 Yes 1.80 1.11 0.69 12-90 4,968 4,968 

-..J Virginia 
-..J 225 (TH 135) 6-1-96 No 2.50 0.00 08-96 18,000 18,000 

TOTAL ,, 61.73 12.91 $175,104 
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October 30, 2002 

Commissioner of Transportation 
Mail Stop 100 
395 John Ireland Blvd. 
St. Paul, MN 55155 

Dear Commissioner: 

We, the undersigned, as members of the 2002 Municipal Screening Board, having 
reviewed all information available in relation to the 25 year money needs of the 
Municipal State Aid Street System do hereby submit our findings as required by 
Minnesota Statutes. 

We recommend that these findings be modified as required by Screening Board 
Resolutions, and that any new municipalities that become eligible for State Aid by 
special census, incorporation, annexation or population estimates have their mileage 
and resulting money needs established and included in our findings. 

This Board, therefore, recommends that the money needs, as listed on the attached, be 
modified as required and used as the basis for apportioning to the urban 
municipalities the 2003 Apportionment Sum as provided by Minnesota Statutes, 
Chapter 162.13, Subdivision 1. 

Tom Drake 
Red Wing 

Chair 

John Suihkonen 

Lee Gustafson 
Minnetonka 
Vice Chair 

Gary Sanders 

Mike Metso 
Duluth 

Secretary 

Brett Weiss 
Hibbing East Grand Forks Monticello 
District 1 

Dan Edwards 
Fergus Falls 

District 4 

Tim Loose 
St. Peter 
District 7 

Mike Metso 
Duluth 

Attachment: Money Needs Listing 

An equal opportunity employer 

District 2 

Shelly Pederson 
Bloomington 
Metro West 

Melvin Odens 
Willmar 
District 8 

Paul Ogren 
Minneapolis 

District 3 

Tim Murray 
Faribault 
District 6 

Chuck Ahl 
Maplewood 
Metro East 

Paul Kurtz 
Saint Paul 

N:IMSAS\Word Documents\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\Money Needs Approval letter 2002.doc 



2002 ADJUSTED CONSTRUCTION NEEDS RECOMMENDATIONS 
Based on the 2001 Needs Study 

N:IMSASIEXCEL\2002\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\2002 Adjusted Construction Needs Recommendations.xis 26-Sep--02 

Adjusted Adjusted. 
···. Construction • Construction 

Municipality <Needs Municipality · Needs · 

Albert Lea $16,166,974 Forest Lake 18,685,961 
Alexandria 10,550,792 Fridley 11,307,009 
Andover 22,198,130 ··. Glencoe 7,014,958 
Anoka 13,332,447 Golden Valley 19,127,765 
Apple Valley 30,870,420 Grand Rapids 10,777,979 
Arden Hills 4,621,286 Ham Lake 18,988,576 
Austin 28,808,573 . Hastings 11,348,877 
Baxter 7,606,609 Hermantown 11,200,173 
Bemidji 9,577,965 Hibbing 33,593,086 
Big Lake 6,618,051 Hopkins 8,889,561 
Blaine 25,756,579 Hugo 9,598,262 
Bloomington 87,008,368 Hutchinson 14,768,848 
Brainerd 11,375,413 · International Falls 6,519,803 
Brooklyn Center 20,013,023 Inver Grove Heights 20,365,923 
Brooklyn Park 27,939,930 La Crescent 0 
Buffalo 13,170,558 Lake City 2,267,256 
Burnsville 35,181,509 Lake Elmo 4,657,240 
Cambridge 7,471,820 Lakeville 49,218,527 
Champlin 6,618,306 ·· Lino Lakes 16,302,330 
Chanhassen 12,651,409 Litchfield 7,326,533 
Chaska 10,803,035 Little Canada 10,817,134 
Chisholm 5,878,851 Little Falls 14,284,411 
Cloquet 15,159,186 Mahtomedi 4,972,191 
Coiumbia Heights 12,306,903 ~ Mankato 26,626,926 
Coon Rapids 30,723,644 Maple Grove 50,781,839 
Corcoran 6,864,098 Maplewood 32,183,525 
Cottage Grove 24,742,031 Marshall 13,443,198 
Crookston 18,391,939 Mendota Heights 7,299,928 
Crystal 15,140,210 Minneapolis 287,010,699 
Dayton 6,169,381 Minnetonka 39,625,509 
Detroit Lakes 7,726,819 4,689,452 
Duluth 105,379,186 6,620,714 
Eagan 22,843,268 30,054,102 
East Bethel 12,404,044 4,534,152 
East Grand Forks 11,664,975 8,915,864 
Eden Prairie 35,099,705 Mounds View 7,807,860 
Edina 28,991,953 New Brighton 8,985,971 
Elk River 21,948,550 New Hope 14,367,114 
Fairmont 22,974,646 New Ulm 15,782,806 
Falcon Heights 1,556,796 North Branch 12,978,531 
Faribault 23,261,702 · North Mankato 12,894,483 
Farmington 15,176,846 North St. Paul 7,366,667 
Fergus Falls $18,069,274 Northfield 8,932,708 
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.Adjusted Adjusted.· .. • 
Cojlstru~tioh .. Constructio.ri, 

Municipality Ne~ds ·· Municipality Needs ! 

Oak Grove 6,447,977 St. Peter 12,469,829 
Oakdale 10,124,166 Sartell 11,566,116 
Orono 12,533,988 Sauk Rapids 7,129,969 
Otsego 10,948,211 Savage 16,871,805 
Owatonna 16,499,015 · Shakopee 17,097,417 
Plymouth 44,742,216 Shoreview 8,254,320 
Prior Lake 11,121,930 Shorewood 5,842,539 
Ramsey 18,125,309 South St. Paul 11,843,688 
Red Wing 20,769,197 Spring Lake Park 2,671,392 
Redwood Falls 6,971,578 Stewartville 4,056,314 
Richfield 24,412,643 Stillwater 9,418,433 
Robbinsdale 5,788,691 Thief River Falls 17,923,308 
Rochester 53,388,454 Vadnais Heights 5,464,397 
Rosemount 16,127,606 ·. Virginia 12,805,462 
Roseville 20,312,644 Waconia 3,742,066 
St. Anthony 5,554,609 Waite Park 4,173,914 
St. Cloud 45,396,076 Waseca 5,694,091 
Saint Francis 0 West St. Paul 7,782,866 
St. Joseph 2,830,131 White Bear Lake 12,525,353 
St. Louis Park 27,625,322 Willmar 16,105,681 
St. Michael 11,819,635 Winona 14,993,980 
St. Paul 220,426,284 Woodbury 52,670,435 
St. Paul Park 4,645,139 Worthington 9,720,255 

·• STATE TOTAL $2,651 ;184,1Q6 

80 



lllcore1ic.l ::ooJ APPT.xl-. 

THEORETICAL 2003 M.S.A.S. TOTAL APPORTIONMENT 

The following tabulation shows each municipality's tentative construction (money) needs and population 

apportionment amounts for 2003. The tentative apportionment shown in this summary is for 

informational purposes only. The actual revenue will be announced in January 2002, when the 

Commissioner of Transportation determines the annual allotments. 

·· Tentative 2003 · . 
~ ·-- . . 

Apportionn1ent Tentative 
. -. ---- ._ -. ·- . 

Construction · • Theoretical using the·· 
. 2000aCensus . Needs 

.. 
·.· · 2003 Total Distributiort 

·· · or•the:2001 Apportionment_ · Apportionment . • Percent~ge 
." ''. ' ·, ·, 

Municipality . Estimate· ·;.,· 
·• 

Albert Lea $320,485 $353,941 $674,426 0.5792 
Alexandria 161,360 230,987 392,347 0.3370 
Andover 478,931 485,980 964,911 0.8287 
Anoka 315,634 291,885 607,519 0.5218 
Apple Valley 813,167 675,841 1,489,008 1.2788 
Arden Hills 168,566 101,173 269,739 0.2317 
Austin 407,910 630,701 1,038,611 0.8920 
Baxter 101,471 166,530 268,001 0.2302 
Bemidji 210,673 209,689 420,362 0.3610 
Big Lake 120,317 144,888 265,205 0.2278 
Blaine 802,697 563,885 1,366,582 1.1737 
Bloomington 1,488,218 1,904,860 3,393,078 2.9142 
Brainerd 234,196 249,040 483,236 0.4150 
Brooklyn Center 509,189 438,142 947,331 0.8136 
Brooklyn Park 1,187,817 632,852 1,820,669 1.5637 
Buffalo 189,227 288,341 477,568 0.4102 
Burnsville 1,054,569 770,223 1,824,792 1.5672 
Cambridge 99,726 176,971 276,697. 0.2376 
Champlin 392,309 144,893 537,202 0.4614 
r.h:::inh:::ic:c:,:,n 368,194 ?A1 ?Qr; ,:.,dQ .dAQ 0.5578 -- ·,--- - ·-, ·--
Chaska 320,730 236,509 557,239 0.4786 
Chisholm 87,250 128,705 215,955 0.1855 
Cloquet 198,406 331,878 530,284 0.4554 
Columbia Heights 323,330 269,433 592,763 0.5091 
Coon Rapids 1,078,406 672,628 1,751,034 1.5039 
Corcoran 98,854 150,275 249,129 0.2140 
Cottage Grove 536,638 541,673 1,078,311 0.9261 
Crookston 142,950 402,652 545,602 0.4686 
Crystal 396,951 331,462 728,413 0.6256 
Dayton 87,250 135,065 222,315 0.1909 
Detroit Lakes 130,578 169,162 299,740 0.2574 
Duluth 1,506,261 2,390,137 3,896,398 3.3464 
Eagan 1,122,031 500,104 1,622,135 1.3932 
East Bethel 193,328 271,560 464,888 0.3993 
East Grand Forks 131,485 255,379 386,864 . 0.3323 
Eden Prairie 971,263 768,432 1,739,695 1.4941 
Edina 828,261 634,716 1,462,977 1.2565 
Elk River 303,280 480,516 783,796 0.6732 
Fairmont 191,024 502,980 694,004 0.5960 
Falcon Heights 97,371 34,083 131,454 0.1129 
Faribault 369,345 509,265 878,610 0.7546 
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Tentative 2003 ; .. .. -

tentative< 
;_ 

Apportionment 
- ., 

using the Co~structio11 _ Theoretical -

2000·Census Needs ·.: 2003 Total Distribution 
or the 2001 · Appor1:ionm~ttl-F \', >Appor1:ionment PC:lrcent~ge 

Municipality Estimate -..-.·-. _.• _-=,\~- -.· -.;_.,>. 

Farmington $231,718 $332,264 $563,982 0.4844 
Fergus Falls 238,104 423,740 661,844 0.5684 
Forest Lake 256,846 409,089 665,935 0.5719 
Fridley 479,332 247,542 726,874 0.6243 
Glencoe 96,289 153,577 249,866 0.2146 
Golden Valley 355,822 418,761 774,583 0.6653 
Grand Rapids 137,715 235,961 373,676 0.3209 
Ham Lake 228,769 415,714 644,483 0.5535 
Hastings 322,876 248,459 571,335 0.4907 
Hermantown 141,327 245,204 386,531 0.3320 
Hibbing 297,888 735,448 1,033,336 0.8875 
Hopkins 301,011 194,618 495,629 0.4257 
Hugo 125,552 _ 210,133 335,685 0.2883 
Hutchinson 230,077 323,332 553,409 0.4753 
International Falls 117,037 142,737 259,774 0.2231 
Inver Grove Heights 526,115 445,868 971,983 0.8348 
La Crescent 87,442 0 87,442 0.0751 
Lake City 89,064 49,637 138,701 0.1191 
Lake Elmo 122,778 101,960 224,738 0.1930 
Lakeville 780,902 1,077,533 1,858,435 1.5961 
Lino Lakes 303,280 358,920 662,200 0.5687 
Litchfield 114,768 160,399 275,167 0.2363 
Little Canada 171,236 236,818 408,054 0.3505 
Little Falls 136,563 312,726 449,289 0.3859 
Mahtomedi 139,198 108,855 248,053 0.2130 
Mankato 570,578 582,939 1,153,517 0.9907 
Maple Grove 913,504 1,111,758 2,025,262 1.7394 
Maplewood 612,144 704,589 1,316,733 1.1309 
Marshall 223,848 294,310 518,158 0.4450 
Mendota Heights 200,151 159,816 359,967 0.3092 
Minneapolis 6,676,658 6,283,478 12,960,136 11.1309 
Minnetonka 897,276 867,515 1,764,791 1.5157 
Montevideo 95,661 102,665 198,326 0.1703 
Monticello 146,527 144,946 291,473 0.2503 
Moorhead 564,959 657,970 1,222,929 1.0503 
Morris 88,663 99,265 187,928 0.1614 
Mound 164,972 195,194 360,166 0.3093 
Mounds View 222,487 170,936 393,423 0.3379 
New Brighton 387,650 196,728 584,378 0.5019 
New Hope 364,878 314,537 679,415 0.5835 
New Ulm 237,214 345,530 582,744 0.5005 
North Branch 149,616 284,137 433,753 0.3725 
North Mankato 210,341 282,297 492,638 0.4231 
North St. Paul 208,160 161,277 369,437 0.3173 
Northfield 305,531 195,562 501,093 0.4304 
Oak Grove 121,312 141,164 262,476 0.2254 
Oakdale 469,508 221,647 691,155 0.5936 
Orono 132,480 274,405 406,885 0.3495 
Otsego 121,626 239,687 361,313 0.3103 
Owatonna 397,509 361,210 758,719 0.6516 
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Tentative 2003 
Apportionment Tentative 

using the Construction· Theoretical 
2000 Census • .Needs ~003Total Distribution 
or the 2001 Apportionment·• . Apportionment Percentage 

Municipality Estimate ·. .. · .. ·· . 

Plymouth $1,163,474 $979,534 $2,143,008 1.8405 
Prior Lake 287,174 243,491 530,665 0.4558 
Ramsey 325,755 396,814 722,569 0.6206 
Red Wing 282,881 454,697 737,578 0.6335 
Redwood Falls 95,294 .152,628 247,922 0.2129 
Richfield 608,584 534,462 1,143,046 0.9817 
Robbinsdale 246,445 126,731 373,176 0.3205 
Rochester 1,558,715 1,168,825 2,727,540 2.3426 
Rosemount 266,460 353,079 619,539 0.5321 
Roseville 592,408 444,701 1,037,109 0.8907 
St. Anthony 141,379 121,606 262,985 0.2259 
St. Cloud 1,051,690 998,817 2,050,507 1.7611 
St. Francis 93,008 0 93,008 0.0799 
St. Joseph 87,250 61,960 149,210 0.1281 
St. Louis Park 777,848 604,797 1,382,645 1.1875 
St. Michael 179,106 258,765 437,871 0.3761 
St. Paul 5,012,668 4,825,756 9,838,424 8.4498 
St. Paul Park 88,663 101,695 190,358 0.1635 
St. Peter 170,294 273,000 443,294 0.3807 
Sartell 180,310 253,215 433,525 0.3723 
Sauk Rapids 188,913 156,095 345,008 0.2963 
Savage 394,752 369,372 764,124 0.6563 
Shakopee 387,249 374,311 761,560 0.6541 
Shoreview 460,225 180,710 640,935 0.5505 
Shorewood 131,572 127,910 259,482 0.2229 
South St. Paul 352,035 259,292 611,327 0.5250 
Spring Lake Park 118,258 58,484 176,742 0.1518 
Stewartville 95,975 88,804 184,779 0.1587 
r--..1.:11.a,_J.. __ 2i2,02i 206,196 4i8,223 0.4107 .:>UIIWc:llt:I 

Thief River Falls 146,789 392,392 539,181 0.4631 
Vadnais Heights 229,484 119,631 349,115 0.2998 
Virginia 159,789 298,348 458,137 0.3935 
Waconia 127,385 81,924 209,309 0.1798 
Waite Park 115,937 91,379 207,316 0.1781 
Waseca 169,456 124,660 294,116 0.2526 
West St. Paul 342,437 170,389 512,826 0.4404 
White Bear Lake 429,373 . 274,215 703,588 0.6043 
Willmar 321,306 352,599 673,905 0.5788 
Winona 472,893 328,261 801,154 0.6881 
Woodbury 840,214 1,153,105 1,993,319 1.7120 
Worthington 196,956 212,803 409,759 0.3519 
TOTAl $58,217,041 .· $58,217 ;041 . · .. . $116,434;082 · · 100.0000 
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COMPARISON OF THE 2002 TO ESTIMATED 2003 APPORTIONMENT 

N:\MSAS\Excel\Fllll Book 2002\Corrp.,ris.cn ro the 2002 to Esllmat&d 2003 ApJ,c:,rticommt 

•' .• .·. . .," .. . ·•.•·.' · ... · ·Estimated ·.. · Increase % 
.. 

M1.micipality · 
· .••. 2002T'otal •·•·· •. ~ i · .•.·\ipi0tJilNl8!nt· 

(Decrease) Increase . . 
·.<AppQrti<>nrn~ntr ·Amount Decrease '.' 

Albert Lea $663,121 $674,426 $11,305 1.7048 
Alexandria 353,368 392,347 38,979 11.0307 
Andover 989,338 964,911 (24,427) -2.4690 
Anoka 540,118 607,519 67,401 12.4789 
Apple Valley 1,499,143 1,489,008 (10,135) -0.6761 
Arden Hills 272,596 269,739 (2,857) -1.0481 
Austin 1,044,228 1,038,611 (5,617) -0.5379 
Baxter 260,412 268,001 7,589 2.9142 
Bemidji 449,887 420,362 (29,525) -6.5628 
Big Lake 167,128 265,205 98,077 58.6838 
Blaine 1,353,865 1,366,582 12,717 0.9393 
Bloomington 3,477,818 3,393,078 (84,740) -2.4366 
Brainerd 414,856 483,236 68,380 16.4828 
Brooklyn Center 960,689 947,331 (13,358) -1.3905 
Brooklyn Park 1,834,417 1,820,669 (13,748) -0.7494 
Buffalo 446,204 477,568 31,364 7.0291 
Burnsville 1,824,283 1,824,792 509' 0.0279 
Cambridge 275,456 276,697 1,241 0.4505 
Champlin 544,728 537,202 (7,526) -1.3816 
Chanhassen 652,197 649,489 (2;708) -0.4152 
Chaska 547,486 557,239 9,753 1.7814 
Chisholm 220,626 215,955 . (4,671) -2.1172 
Cloquet 530,185 530,284 99 0.0187 
Columbia Heights 563,617 592,763 29,146 5.1712 
Coon Rapids . . 1,776,346 1,751,034 (25,312) -1.4249 
Corcoran 268,434 249,129 (19,305) -7.1917 
Cottage Grove 1,048,032 1,078,311 30,279 2.8891 
Crookston 552,876 545,602 (7,274) -1.3157 
Crystal 742,752 728,413 (14,339) -1.9305 
Dayton 255,688 222,315 (33,373) -13.0522 
Detroit Lakes 318,665 299,740 (18,925) -5.9388 
Duluth 3,903,601 3;896,398 (7,203) -0.1845 
Eagan 1,615,457 1,622,135 6,678 0.4134 
East Bethel 469,455 464,888 (4,567) -0.9728 
East Grand Forks 295,480 386,864 91,384 30.9273 
Eden Prairie 1,771,085 1,739,695 (31,390) -1.7724 
Edina 1,458,757 1,462,977 4,220 0.2893 
Elk River 731,443 783,796 52,353 7.1575 
Fairmont 696,081 694,004 (2,077) -0.2984 
Falcon Heights 132,782 131,454 (1,328) -1.0001 
Faribault 907,669 878,610 (29,059) -3.2015 
Farmington 558,162 563,982 5,820 1.0427 
Fergus Falls .651,695 661,844 10,149 1.5573 
Forest Lake 650,728 665,935 15,207 2.3369 
Fridley 717,717 726,874 9,157 1.2759 
Glencoe 246,556 249,866 3,310 1.3425 
Golden Valley 723,596 774,583 50,987 7.0463 
Grand Rapids 352,577 373,676 21,099 5.9842 
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Estimated Increase % 
2002 Total 2003 Total·• · (Decrease) Increase 

.' .. · 

Municipality Apportionment·· .... ·. Apportionment. · Amount Decrease .. · 

Ham Lake $501,490 $644,483 $142,993 28.5136 
Hastings 468,648 571,335 102,687 21.9113 
Hermantown 399,823 386,531 (13,292) -3.3245 
Hibbing 1,045,704 1,033,336 (12,368) -1.1827 
Hopkins 544,203 495,629 (48,574) -8.9257 
Hugo 342,038 335,685 (6,353) -1.8574 
Hutchinson 543,144 553,409 10,265 1.8899 
International Falls 260,188 259,774 (414) -0.1591 
Inver Grove Heights 947,883 971,983 24,100 2.5425 
La Crescent 0 87,442 87,442 100.0000 
Lake City 150,679 138,701 (11,978) -7.9493 
Lake Elmo 235,377 224,738 (10,639) -4.5200 
Lakeville 1,797,896 1,858,435 60,539 3.3672 
Lino Lakes 633,487 662,200 28,713 4.5325 
Litchfield 266,807 275,167 8,360 3.1334 
Little Canada 411,833 408,054 (3,779) -0.9176 
Little Falls 418,002 449,289 31,287 7.4849 
Mahtomedi 237,608 248,053 10,445 4.3959 
Mankato 1,161,414 1,153,517 (7,897) -0.6799 
Maple Grove 2,023,122 2,025,262 2,140 0.1058 
Maplewood 1,282,289 1,316,733 34,444 2.6861 
Marshall 425,742 518,158 92,416 21.7070 
Mendota Heights 358,024 359,967 1,943 0.5427 
Minneapolis 13,702,815 12,960,136 (742,679) -5.4199 
Minnetonka 1,763,877 1,764,791 914 0.0518 
Montevideo 223,600 198,326 (25,274) -11.3032 
Monticello 259,514 291,473 31,959 12.3149 
Moorhead 1,220,344 1,222,929 2,585 0.2118 
Morris 189,865 187,928 (1,937) -1.0202 
Mound 323,198 360,166 36,968 11.4382 
Mounds View 388,080 393,423 5,343 1.3768 
New Brighton 594,317 584,378 (9,939) -1.6723 
N<>\A/ Mnn<> ~R~ OR~ ~70 ,11z:; ,~ ~71\ _() z:;~7 A 
■--··. ■- .... -

..,...,_,...,...,..., ...,,,..,,,_,..,..., \'-'t-1 I/ -v.vv,-,-

New Ulm 601,147 582,744 (18,403) -3.0613 
North Branch 426,211 433,753 7,542 1.7695 
North Mankato 504,135 492,638 (11,497) -2.2805 
North St. Paul 364,723 369,437 4,714 1.2925 
Northfield 520,215 501,093 (19,122) -3.6758 
Oak Grove 315,251 262,476 (52,775) -16.7406 
Oakdale 706,726 691,155 (15,571) -2.2033 
Orono 406,487 406,885 398 0.0979 
Otsego 337,643 361,313 23,670 7.0104 
Owatonna 756,602 758,719 2,117 0.2798 
Plymouth 2,178,732 2,143,008 (35,724) -1.6397 
Prior Lake 497,373 530,665 33,292 6.6936 
Ramsey 710,702 722,569 11,867 1.6698 
Red Wing 728,892 737,578 8,686 1.1917 
Redwood Falls 238,960 247,922 8,962 3.7504 
Richfield 1,141,016 1,143,046 2,030 0.1779 
Robbinsdale 371,648 373,176 1,528 0.4111 
Rochester 2,721,891 2,727,540 5,649 0.2075 
Rosemount 627,185 619,539 (7,646) -1.2191 
Roseville 1,049,614 1,037,109 (12,505) -1.1914 
St. Anthony 262,435 262,985 550 0.2096 
St. Cloud 2,099,198 2,050,507 (48,691) -2.3195 
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Estimated .. In-crease % 
2002 Total 2003Total·.• ·•• (D~creali~). ·. Increase 

Municipality Apportionment Apportionment " • .·. · .... •· s'.h.mqt:Jnt:: · ... Decrease .·.·· 

St. Francis $0 $93,008 $93,008 100.0000 
St. Joseph 147,745 149,210 1,465 0.9916 
St. Louis Park 1,406,038 1,382,645 (23,393) -1.6638 
St. Michael 401,370 437,871 36,501 9.0941 
St. Paul 10,172,794 9,838,424 (334,370) -3.2869 
St. Paul Park 194,470 190,358 (4,112) 0.0000 
St. Peter 447,048 443,294 (3,754) -0.8397 
Sartell 362,646 433,525 70,879 19.5450 
Sauk Rapids 341,803 345,008 3,205 0.9377 
Savage 789,228 764,124 (25,104) -3.1808 
Shakopee 737,349 761,560 24,211 3.2835 
Shoreview 648,131 640,935 (7,196) -1.1103 
Shorewood 249,484 259,482 9,998 4.0075 
South St. Paul 574,525 611,327 36,802 6.4056 
Spring Lake Park 176,976 176,742 (234) -0.1322 
Stewartville 179,281 184,779 5,498 0.0000 
Stillwater 469,279 478,223 8,944 1.9059 
Thief River Falls 534,512 539,181 4,669 0.8735 
Vadnais Heights 338,313 349,115 10,802 3.1929 
Virginia 430,168 458,137 27,969 6.5019 
Waconia 204,043 209,309 5,266 2.5808 
Waite Park 226,738 207,316 (19,422) -8.5658 
Waseca 298,123 294,116 (4,007) -1.3441 
West St. Paul 516,667 512,826 (3,841) -0.7434 
White Bear Lake 714,680 703,588 (11,092) -1.5520 
Willmar 637,776 673,905 36,129 5.6648 
Winona 815,688 801,154 (14,534) -1.7818 
Woodbury 1,912,016 1,993,319 81,303 4.2522 
Worthington 404,908 409,759 4,851 1.1980 

T:~1AL'(J .· ·. . $116,434;082 : . $116;434~082, ,, ;> C <5 .. $0 ····., 0.0000· ... 
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TENTATIVE 2003 APPORTIONMENT RANKINGS 

Rankings are from highest apportionment per Needs mile to lowest. Bridges in some cities increases the costs. 
Big Lake's and St. Joseph's mileage is not certified 

2003 ' . ,2003 2003 
2002 Telitatlv<:j . 2002 Tentatii/e ,, 2002 Tenta.tive 

>Tota1 . . Pop~l~don · Totai •·· ' ,Moiley Needs 
', 

Total Total 
Nebds Apportionment Needs , .}i:pporti011rnent ·. Needs Apportionment 

1V1uni.ci1>ality :; . Mileage ,' Per Need:Mne .Mjleage ,' .. , Per Ne~t:1 Mile MunicipalJty· Mileage Per Need Mlle 

Falcon Heights 2.54 $38,335 Crookston 11.64 . $34,592 Minneapolis 203.35 $63,733 
Minneapolis 203.35 32,833 Minneapolis 203.35 30,900 Saint Paul 165.16 59,569 
Hopkins 9.32 32,297 Saint Paul 165.16 29,219 New Hope 12.70 53,497 
Saint Paul 165.16 30,350 Thief River Falls 14.92 26,300 Hopkins 9.32 53,179 
New Hope 12.70 28,731 Fairmont 19.49 25,807 Falcon Heights 2.54 51,754 
Vadnais Heights 8.32 27,582 Woodbury 44.96 25,647 Anoka 12.64 48,063 
Waseca 6.42 26,395 Bloomington 75.06 25,378 Columbia Heights 12.53 47,308 
New Brighton 14.92 25,982 New Hope 12.70 24,767 Crookston 11.64 46,873 
Columbia Heights 12.53 25,804 Mound 8.05 24,248 Saint Anthony 5.63 46,711 
Coon Rapids 41.82 25,787 Farmington 13.85 23,990 Stewartville 3.99 46,311 
West St. Paul 13.31 25,728 Anoka 12.64 23,092 Waseca 6.42 45,812 
Eagan 43.94 25,536 Maple Grove 48.62 22,866 Richfield 25.08 45,576 
Oakdale 18.39 25,531 Austin 27.70 22,769 Bloomington 75.06 45,205 
Northfield 12.06 25,334 Big Lake 6.37 22,745 Mound 8.05 44,741 
Saint Joseph 3.47 25,144 Faribault 22.45 22,684 Woodbury 44.96 44,335 
Saint Anthony 5.63 25,112 Little Canada 10.49 22,576 Saint Louis Park 31.19 44,330 
Anoka 12.64 24,971 New Ulm 15.33 22,539 Brooklyn Center 21.56 43,939 
Saint Louis Park 31.19 24,939 Stewartville 3.99 22,257 Owatonna 17.56 43,207 
Shoreview 18.57 24,783 Maplewood 31.71 22,220 Saint Joseph 3.47 43,000 
Brooklyn Park 48.08 24,705 Moorhead 29.74 22,124 Apple Valley 35.04 42,495 
Robbinsdale 10.10 24,400 Glencoe 6.98 22,002 Vadnais Heights 8.32 41,961 
Richfield 25.08 24,266 Orono 12.58 21,813 Coon Rapids 41.82 41,871 
Stewartville 3.99 24,054 Saint Anthony 5.63 21,600 Rochester 65.33 41,750 
Burnsville 44.05 23,940 Columbia Heights 12.53 21,503 Maple Grove 48.62 41,655 
Rochester 65.33 23,859 Richfield 25.08 21,310 Big Lake 6.37 41,633 
Brooklyn Center 21.56 23,617 Duluth 112.18 21,306 Northfield 12.06 41,550 
Apple Valley 35.04 23,207 Lakeville 50.60 21,295 Maplewood 31.71 41,524 
Champlin 17.01 23,063 North Mankato 13.38 21,098 Burnsville 44.05 41,425 

00 Waconia 5.53 23,035 Hopkins 9.32 20,882 Moorhead 29.74 41,121 
-..J 

Eden Prairie 42.66 22,768 Buffalo 13.87 20,789 Eden Prairie 42.66 40,780 
Arden Hills 7.41 22,748 Grand Rapids 11.40 20,698 Crystal 17.88 40,739 



2003 2003 2003 .... , 

2002 Te'ritative 
-'i' 

2002 Tentative 2002 Tentative 
00 .. Trit~I P6~hi~tion 00 

IVh.1~ic:ipality 
Needs Apppi;tionnient.· 

Mileage . Pei-'N~ed !\llile· 

. 
Total Money Needs 

Muhi~ipality 
Needs App()rtionment 

Mileage •. Per Need !VIiie 

Total Total 
Needs Apportionment 

Municipality Mileage Per Need Mile 
Owatonna 17.56 $22,637 Owatonna 17.56 $20,570 Inver Grove Heights 23.86 $40,737 
Crystal 17.88 22,201 Saint Paul Park 4.96 20,503 Farmington 13.85 40,721 
Inver Grove Heights 23.86 22,050 Brooklyn Center 21.56 20,322 New Brighton 14.92 39,167 
Winona 21.75 21,742 Forest Lake 20.59 19,868 Plymouth 54.72 39,163 
Plymouth 54.72 21,262 Saint Peter 13.88 19,669 Faribault 22.45 39,136 
Chaska 15.13 21,198 Little Falls 15.98 19,570 Little Canada 10.49 38,899 
White Bear Lake 20.35 21,099 Hutchinson 16.65 19,419 West St. Paul 13.31 38,529 
South St. Paul 16.82 20,930 Waseca 6.42 19,417 Saint Paul Park 4.96 38,379 
Roseville 28.70 20,641 Redwood Falls 7.87 19,394 New Ulm 15.33 38,013 
Edina 40.27 20,568 Saint Louis Park 31.19 19,391 Brooklyn Park 48.08 37,867 
Mound 8.05 20,493 Apple Valley 35.04 19,288 Waconia 5.53 37,850 
Spring Lake Park 5.82 20,319 Red Wing 23.82 19,089 Mankato 30.57 37,734 
Blaine 40.30 19,918 Mankato 30.57 19,069 Oakdale 18.39 37,583 
Bloomington 75.06 19,827 Marshall 15.48 19,012 Austin 27.70 37,495 
Mounds View 11.26 19,759 Sartell 13.33 18,996 Robbinsdale 10.10 36,948 
Fridley 24.81 19,320 Albert Lea 18.74 18,887 Eagan 43.94 36,917 
Maplewood 31.71 19,304 Virginia 15.93 18,729 Winona 21.75 36,835 
North St. Paul 10.95 19,010 Litchfield 8.58 18,695 Chaska 15.13 36,830 
Moorhead 29.74 18,997 Inver Grove Heights 23.86 18,687 North Mankato 13.38 36,819 
Big Lake 6.37 18,888 Worthington 11.39 18,683 Lakeville 50.60 36,728 
Maple Grove 48.62 18,789 Crystal 17.88 18,538 Arden Hills 7.41 36,402 
Woodbury 44.96 18,688 Eden Prairie 42.66 18,013 South St. Paul 16.82 36,345 
Mankato 30.57 18,665 Plymouth 54.72 17,901 Edina 40.27 36,329 
Prior Lake 15.78 18,199 Rochester 65.33 17,891 Thief River Falls 14.92 36,138 
Saint Cloud 58.15 18,086 Saint Joseph 3.47 17,856 Roseville 28.70 36,136 
Minnetonka 49.89 17,985 Golden Valley 23.57 17,767 Albert Lea 18.74 35,989 
Waite Park 6.48 17,892 International Falls 8.06 17,709 Worthington 11.39 35,975 
Saint Paul Park 4.96 17,876 Burnsville 44.05 17,485 Glencoe 6.98 35,797 
Stillwater 15.45 17,607 Lino Lakes 20.55 17,466 Fairmont 19.49 35,608 
Worthington 11.39 17,292 Fergus Falls 24.32 17,424 Minnetonka 49.89 35,374 
Albert Lea 18.74 17,102 Minnetonka 49.89 17,389 Saint Cloud 58.15 35,262 
Cottage Grove 31.43 17,074 Hermantown 14.15 17,329 Mounds View 11.26 34,940 
Hastings 19.27 16,755 Cottage Grove 31.43 17,234 Duluth 112.18 34,733 
Farmington 13.85 16,731 Saint Cloud 58.15 17,177 White Bear Lake 20.35 34,574 
Chanhassen 22.27 16,533 East Grand Forks 15.19 16,812 Shoreview 18.57 34,515 
Sauk Rapids 11.43 16,528 Cloquet 20.14 16,479 Buffalo 13.87 34,432 
Faribault 22.45 16,452 Northfield 12.06 16,216 Cottage Grove 31.43 34,308 
Shakopee 23.61 16,402 Chisholm 7.99 16,108 Blaine 40.30 33,910 



,, i .. · ... 2003 : , i 2003 · 
( T~~tative? -. renfat1vJ << 

. , f'opulatlon ' . . _ · rvig~Jy N~Jc:1~< 
• 

.. 
,,:1 ·f6tal 

Needs·· Apporti()nment' . . · Apportionrne11t. , '.,, ':-· Needs Apportionment 
Municipality Mileage.· i>er,N~ed Mi1e . . Mileage. . !>er Need Mile· . Municlp~lity - Mileage Per Need Mile 
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Little Canada 10.49 $16,324 Coon Rapids 41.82 $16,084 North St. Paul 10.95 $33,739 

Monticello 9.04 16,209 Monticello 9.04 16,034 Prior Lake 15.78 33,629 
Mahtomedi 8.62 16,148 Cambridge 11.07 15,987 Marshall 15.48 33,473 
Shorewood 8.24 15,967 Shakopee 23.61 15,854 Hutchinson 16.65 33,238 
Savage 24.92 15,841 Elk River 30.42 15,796 Golden Valley 23.57 32,863 
North Mankato 13.38 15,721 Edina 40.27 15,762 Grand Rapids 11.40 32,779 
New Ulm 15.33 15,474 Ham Lake 26.51 15,681 Sartell 13.33 32,523 
Lakeville 50.60 15,433 Chaska 15.13 15,632 Orono 12.58 32,344 
Golden Valley 23.57 15,096 Shorewood 8.24 15,523 Forest Lake 20.59 32,343 
Lino Lakes 20.55 14,758 Roseville 28.70 15,495 Shakopee 23.61 32,256 
Austin 27.70 14,726 Brainerd 16.12 15,449 Monticello 9.04 32,243 
Brainerd 16.12 14,528 Prior Lake · 15.78 15,430 International Falls 8.06 32,230 
International Falls 8.06 14,521 South St. Paul 16.82 15,416 Lino Lakes 20.55 32,224 
Marshall 15.48 14,460 Mounds View 11.26 15,181 Litchfield 8.58 32,071 
Mendota Heights 14.16 14,135 Winona 21.75 15,092 Waite Park 6.48 31,993 
Hutchinson 16.65 13,818 Otsego 15.93 15,046 Saint Peter 13.88 31,938 
Glencoe 6.98 13,795 Sava~1e 24.92 14,822 Champlin 17.01 31,582 
Lake City 6.50 13,702 Waconia 5.53 14,814 Redwood Falls 7.87 31,502 
Buffalo 13.87 13,643 Willmar 23.91 14,747 Shorewood 8.24 31,491 
Sartell 13.33 13,527 North St. Paul 10.95 14,728 Red Wing 23.82 30,965 
Willmar 23.91 13,438 Saint Michael 17.60 14,703 Stillwater 15.45 30,953 
Duluth 112.18 13,427 Alexandria 15.73 14,684 Savage 24.92 30,663 
Litchfield 8.58 13,376 Dayton 9.28 14,554 Spring Lake Park 5.82 30,368 
Andover 36.72 13,043 Vadnais Heights 8.32 14,379 Sauk Rapids 11.43 30,184 
Bemidji 16.24 12,972 Hibbing 51.31 14,333 Brainerd 16.12 29,977 
Forest Lake 20.59 12,474 Rosemount 24.67 14,312 Hastings 19.27 29,649 
Crookston 11.64 12,281 Waite Park 6.48 14,102 Fridley 24.81 29,298 
Saint Peter 13.88 12,269 Blaine 40.30 13,992 Chanhassen 22.27 29,164 
Redwood Falls 7.87 12,109 Sauk Rapids 11.43 13,657 Mahtomedi 8.62 28,776 
Grand Rapids 11.40 12,080 Arden Hills 7.41 13,654 Virginia 15.93 28,759 
Red Wing 23.82 11,876 Detroit Lakes 12.41 13,631 Willmar 23.91 28,185 
Montevideo 8.25 11,595 White Bear Lake 20.35 13,475 Little Falls 15.98 28,116 
Ramsey 29.56 11,020 Ramsey 29.56 13,424 Hermantown 14.15 27,317 
Morris 8.11 10,933 Falcon Heights 2.54 13,419 Fergus Falls 24.32 27,214 
Chisholm 7.99 10,920 Stillwater 15.45 13,346 Chisholm 7.99 27,028 
Rosemount 24.67 10,801 Andover 36.72 13,235 Cloquet 20.14 26,330 

00 
Lake Elmo 11.42 10,751 New Brighton 14.92 13,186 Andover 36.72 26,278 0..0 

Orono 12.58 10,531 Brooklyn Park 48.08 13,162 Bemidji 16.24 25,884 
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IVluhi~ipality 
Detroit Lakes 
Alexandria 
Saint Michael 
Virginia 
Hermantown 
Elk River 
Cloquet 
Thief River Falls 
Fairmont 
Fergus Falls 
Dayton 
Cambridge 
East Grand Forks 
Ham Lake 
Little Falls 
Baxter 
Otsego 
Hugo 
East Bethel 
North Branch 
Corcoran 
Oak Grove 

Hibbing 
La Crescent 
Saint Francis 

12.41 $10,522 
15.73 10,258 
17.60 10,176 
15.93 10,031 
14.15 9,988 
30.42 9,970 
20.14 9,851 
14.92 9,838 
19.49 9,801 
24.32 9,790 

9.28 9,402 
11.07 9,009 
15.19 8,656 
26.51 8,630 
15.98 8,546 
12.77 7,946 
15.93 7,635 
16.79 7,478 
26.90 7,187 
21.93 6,822 
14.80 6,679 
19.50 6,221 

51.31 5,806 
0 
0 

Baxter 
North Branch 
Bemidji 
Hastings 
West St. Paul 
Chanhassen 
Mahtomedi 
Robbinsdale 
Hugo 
Montevideo 
Morris 
Oakdale 
Eagan 
Mendota Heights 
Corcoran 
East Bethel 
Spring Lake Park 
Fridley 
Shoreview 
Lake Elmo 
Champlin 
Lake City 

Oak Grove 
La Crescent 
Saint Francis 

12.77 $13,041 
21.93 12,957 
16.24 12,912 
19.27 12,894 
13.31 12,802 
22.27 12,631 

8.62 12,628 
10.10 12,548 
16.79 12,515 

8.25 12,444 
8.11 12,240 

18.39 12,053 
43.94 11,382 
14.16 11,286 
14.80 10,154 
26.90 10,095 

5.82 10,049 
24.81 9,978 
18.57 9,731 
11.42 8,928 
17.01 8,518 
6.50 7,636 

19.50 
o:oo 
0.00 

7,239 
0 
0 

'$17,822 

Elk River 
East Grand Forks 
Mendota Heights 
Rosemount 
Cambridge 
Alexandria 
Saint Michael 
Ramsey 
Ham Lake 
Detroit Lakes 
Montevideo 
Dayton 
Morris 
Otsego 
Lake City 
Baxter 
Hibbing 
Hugo 
North Branch 
Lake Elmo 
East Bethel 
Corcoran 

Oak Grove 
La Crescent 
Saint Francis 

.;;.i'oo2 
.. ·· i.tot~, ; .. 
. ·• Ne~ds:• . 
• Mileage 

30.42 
15.19 
14.16 
24.67 
11.07 
15.73 
17.60 
29.56 
26.51 
12.41 
8.25 
9.28 
8.11 

15.93 
6.50 

12.77 
51.31 
16.79 
21.93 
11.42 
26.90 
14.80 

19.50 
0.00 
0.00 

2003 
te.rtatlve 

. . ·•total,/. • 
. Appcirtidri~~Ht 

Per Need MUe 
$25,766 

25,468 
25,421 
25,113 
24,995 
24,943 
24,879 
24,444 
24,311 
24,153 
24,040 
23,956 
23,172 
22,681 
21,339 
20,987 
20,139 
19,993 
19,779 
19,679 
17,282 
16,833 
13,460 

0 
0 

$35,628 
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September 25, 2002 

Certification of MSAS System as Complete 

A Certification of a Municipal State Aid Street System may occur when a City certifies to the Commissioner of Transportation that its 
state aid routes are improved to state aid standards or have no other needs beyond additional sµrfacing or shouldering needs as 
identified in the annual State Aid Needs Report. This authority exists under Minnesota Rules 8820.1800 subpart 2, which reads in 
part: 

When the county board or governing body of an urban municipality desires to use a part of its state aid allocation on 
local roads or streets not 011 an approved state aid system, it shall certify to the commissioner that its state aid routes 
are improved to state aid standards or are in an adequate condition that does not have needs other than additional 
surfacing or shouldering needs identified in its respective state aid needs report. That portion of the county or city 
apportionment attributable to needs must not be used on the local system. 

When a system is certified as complete, the certification shall be good for two years. The dollar amount eligible for use on local streets 
will be based on the population portion of the annual construction apportionment. The beginning construction account figure for this 
calculation shall be the construction account balance from December 31 of the year preceding certification plus the amount of the 
current years construction account which is not generated by construction needs. 

The dollar amount eligible to be spent on local street systems is determined as follows: 

Determine what percentage the population apportionment is of the total apportionment. This percent is then multiplied 
times the construction allotment. This is the amount of the construction allotment that is generated from the population 
apportionment. Only its construction allotment is used because the city has already received its maintenance allotment. 
This is done for each year that there is less money in the city's unencumbered construction fund account than was 
generated by its population apportionment. 

Population Apportionment I Total Apportionment* Construction Allocation= Local Amount Available. 

This formula is used in each preceding year until the balance remaining in the construction account is less than the construction 
allocation. Then the balance remaining replaces the construction allocation in the above formula. 

N:\MSAS\Word Documents\Jnstructions\Certification ofMSAS System as Complete.doc 
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September 25, 2002 JANUARY 2002 BOOK/CERTIFIED COMPLETE.XLS 

CERTIFIED COMPLETE MSAS SYSTEM 
Through 8131/02 

~!;~INNING P()PlJLATION .-,LOCAL 
. LOCAL_•:· . PORTION OF .•. AMOUNT 
AMOUNT • ·.··, ANNUAL AMOUNT RELEASED 

AVAILABLE ALLOCATION~ · AVAILABLE · 

1998 
Fridley 1998 $778,401 $~93,027 

1999 
Fridley 1998 $385,374 
Columbia Heights 1999 $1,023,216 

2000 
Fridley 1998 2000 $608,479 $608,479 
Columbia Heights 1999 1,256,475 190,000 
Falcon Heights 2000 318,325 

2001 
Fridley 2000 $0 $337,065 $337,065 
Columbia Heights 1999 2001 1,066,475 238,590 1,305,065 $189,000 
Falcon Heights 2000 318,325 58,983 377,308 350,947 
South St. Paul 2001 1,287,810 

2002 
Fridley 2000 $337,065 $340,544 $677,609 $335,000 
Columbia Heights 2001 1,052,535 246,179 1,298,714 
Falcon Heights 2000 2002 26,361 64,191 90,552 
South St. Paul 2001 1,287,810 268,073 1,555,883 1,555,883 

* The POPULATION PORTION OF ANNUAL ALLOCATION column does not include the maintenance allocation. 

Falcon Heights has been recertified this year. Fridley's recertification is presently being processed and the final determination will be 
made by the end of the year and will be updated in the January booklet. 



Fund 250 
2001 MSAS year end construction balance available 
2002 Allotment 

Total available 
Less: Estimated CY 2002 expenditures (updated quarterly) 

Balance 
Less: amount required in account 

Maximum amount for advance in CY 2002 
Amount advanced to date (listed below) 

Balance availabe to advance 

CITY NAME 

Alexandria 
Bemidji 
Blaine 
Burnsville 
Coon Rapids 
Corcoran 
Forest Lake 
International Falls 
Mahtomedi 
Maplewood 
Maple Grove 
Minnetonka 
Morris 
Oakdale 
Owatonna 
Sartell 
St. Anthony 
White Bear Lake 
Woodbury 
Woodbury 

I.D 
U1 

TOTAL 

RESOLUTION 
AMOUNT 

$350,000.00 
$650,000.00 
$970,000.00 

$1,100,000.00 
$ 1,500,000.00 
$ 160,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 400,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 897,600.00 
$ 718,671.00 
$ 1,115,000.00 
$ 300,000.00 
$ 400,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 750,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 500,000.00 
$ 1,724,161.00 
$ 1,700,000.00 
$15,235,432.00 

REQUEST TO 
RESERVE 

YEAR ADV FUNDING 

2002 350,000.00 
2002 650,000.00 
2002 433,710.CI0 
2002 1,000,000.CI0 
2002 1,500,000.CI0 
2001 
2001 500,000.00 
2001 400,000.CI0 
2000 500,000.CI0 
2002 897,600.CI0 
2002 
2002 1,115,000.CI0 
2001 300,000.00 
2002 400,000.CI0 
2002 500,000.00 
2001 625,599.00 
2000 500,000.00 
2002 500,000.00 
2001 
2002 

$ 10,171,909.00 

cc: Paul Stine, Diane McCabe Marshall Johnston (5) 

ADVANCE 
AMOUNT 

350,000.00 
650,000.00 
433,710.00 

1,000,000.00 
1,500,000.00 

196,560.00 
500,000.00 
400,000.00 
500,000.00 
897,600.00 
718,671.00 

1,115,000.00 
300,000.00 
400,000.00 
500,000.00 
625,599.00 
500,000.00 
500,000.00 

1,724,263.00 
1,521,805.00 

$ 14,333,208.00 

$ 75,278,512.16 
$ 90,646,885.00 

$165,925,397.16 
$ 70,000,000.00 

$ 95,925,397.16 
$ (20,000,000.00) 
$ 75,925,397.16 
$ 11,332,418.00 
$ 64,592,979.16 

REPAID 
AMOUNT 

174,482.00 
488,046.00 
248,098.00 
440,504.00 

142,399.00 

188,346.00 
222,110.00 

1,096,805.00 

$ 3,000,790.00 

BALANCE COMMENTS 

350,000.00 
650,000.00 
433,710.00 

1,000,000.00 
1,500,000.00 

22,078.00 
11,954.00 

151,902.00 
59,496.00 

897,600.00 
718,671.00 . for DCP 189-020-06 to cover adv con st 

1,115,000.00 
157,601.00 
400,000.00 . 
500,000.00 
437,253.00 
277,890.00 
500,000.00 
627,458.00 

1,521,805.00 
$ 11,332,418.00 
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September 25. 2002 

GENERAL FUND ADVANCES 
Revised June, 1999 November 2000 

Guidelines 

The October, 2000 Screening Board discussed the possibility oJ revising the 
limits that a smaller city may advance. It was explained that any changes 
were ultimately an administrative decision by the State Aid Engineer with 
any input and discussion by the Screening Board being taken into 
consideration. The Screening Board recommended that the limits that a 
smaller city can advance be raised to $750,000. 
After discussing it with State Aid Finance, the following revisions will go 
into effect for advances from the 2002 allocation: 

Cities with a construction allotment of $750,000 or less can now advance 
up to three times its previous years construction allotment or $750,000, 
whichever is less. 

Cities with a construction allotment of more than $750,000 can now 
advance up to its previous years construction allotment up to a maximum of 
$3,000,000. 

Clarification of Guidelines 

The maximum Municipal State Aid construction dollars that can be 
advanced in any one year shall be the difference between the Municipal 
State Aid construction fund balance at the end of the preceding calendar 
year, current year projected disbursements, and $20 million. 

A City Council Resolution is required to advance funds. The City Council 
Resolution can be passed at any time, but must be submitted with, or prior 
to, any payment requests. It need not be project specific, but must include 
the maximum amount of advance the City Council is authorizing for 
financing approved Municipal State Aid Street projects in that year. The 
resolution should be mailed directly to State Aid Finance. The resolution 
does not reserve the funds. The funds are paid on a first come first served 
basis established by payment requests. As payment requests are submitted 
by the city, the amount required to process the payment (up to the 



resolution/allowable amount) will be added to the city's account. The 
payment request is verified by the form 'Report of State Aid Contract'. 

To "reserve" the funds, the City Engineer may submit a "Request to Reserve 
Advanced Funding" form (Fig. G 5-892.563) up to 8 weeks prior to 
anticipating or incurring an obligation where advanced funding is required. 
This form "reserves" the funds in the city's account. Once the request has 
been approved by State Aid and the funds added to the city's account, a 
copy of the approved request will be returned to the City Engineer. The 
"Request to Reserve Advanced Funding" form should be mailed to Diane 
McCabe in State Aid. This form is not required, but will allow the funds to 
be set aside up to eight weeks in advance of the payment request. 

General Fund Advance repayments may be relaxed to accommodate the 
payment on the principal of State Aid bonds. 

If the General Fund runs out of funds to advance, a city has to submit a new 
city council resolution if more funds don't come available until the 
following year. 

Advances will always be processed on a 'first come first served' basis. 

N:IMSAS\Word DocumentsllnstructionslGENERAL FUND ADVANCES.doc 
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PAST HISTORY OF ADMINISTRATIVE ACCOUNT 
1 1/2 % of the total funds available are set aside for the 

administration of State Aid. The account is used for expenses 
of Screening Board meetings, Variances meetings, printing of 

State Aid material etc. 
N:IMSAS\EXCEL\OCTOBER 2002 BOOK\PAST HISTORY OF ADMINISTRATIVE ACCOUNT 2002.XLS 

1.,. Yec:1r · 
.. · 

· Allotmenf c -s~1a11ce. __ . .· .Spent ·. .. '<.0: ._ .. : ..... 

1958 $113,220 $48,310 $64,910 
1959 125,999 55,370 70,629 
1960 129,466 58,933 70,533 
1961 140,825 75,036 65,789 
1962 137,980 70,875 67,105 
1963 144,585 75,094 69,491 
1964 168,526 102,385 66,141 
1965 173,875 96,136 77,739 
1966 178,253 85,079 93,174 
1967 190,524 122,185 68,339 
1968 219,458 117,878 101,580 
1969 231,452 134,416 97,036 
1970 252,736 147,968 104,768 
1971 279,357 165,927 113,430 
1972 280,143 167,410 112,733 
1973 284,923 160,533 124,390 
1974 333,944 130,460 203,484 
1975 349,512 158,851 190,661 
1976 347,940 264,874 83,066 
1977 424,767 160,365 264,402 
1978 426,786 139,580 287,206 
1979 473,075 257,782 215,293 
1980 521,544 171,544 350,000 
1981 544,123 222,062 322,061 
1982 646,373 251,781 394,592 
1983 710,025 297,847 412,178 
1984 745,773 322,730 423,043 
1985 874,173 421,719 452,454 
1986 903,824 427,562 476,262 
1987 806,340 331,589 474,751 
1988 895,092 387,171 507,921 
1989 1,111,120 582,918 528,202. 
1990 1,248,109 218,586 1,029,523 
1991 1,216,604 502,044 714,560 
1992 1,239,228 493,170 746,058 
1993 1,274,377 466,634 807,743 
1994 1,231,781 417,972 813,809 
1995 1,251,307 153,996 1,097,311 
1996 1,394,929 225,105 1,169,824 
1997 1,386,626 111,442 1,275,184 
1998 1,442,625 161,000 1,281,625 
1999 1,511,148 0 1,511,148 
2000 1,583,411 1,230,268 353,143 
2001 1,667,638 59,228 1,608,410 
2002 1,751,908 

The unexpended balance of the administration account at the end of the year is 
transferred back to the state aid fund from which it was obtained for distribution. 
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RESEARCH ACCOUNT MOTION 

Each year the Screening Board, provided for in section 162.13, Subdivision 3, may 
recommend to the commissioner a sum of money that the commissioner shall set aside 
from the municipal state aid street fund and credit to a research account. The amount 
so recommended shall not exceed 1 /2 of 1 % of the preceding apportionment. 
Any balance remaining in the research account at the end of the each year from sum set 
aside for the year immediately previous, shall be transferred to the MSAS fund. 

Be it resolved that an amount of $582,170 (not to exceed 1/2 of 1 % of the 2002 
M.S.A.S. Apportionment sum of $116,434,082) shall be set aside from the 
2003 Apportionment fund and be credited to the research account. 

MOTION BY: 
SECONDED BY: 

N:\MSA.S'.EXCELIOCTOBER 2001 BOOK\RESEARCH ACCOUNT MOTION WO I.XLS 

PAST HISTORY OF RESEARCH ACCOUNT 
Allotment . .. ·· Balance ·.:- ·· .. : Spent . 

1958 $0 $0 $0 
1959 0 0 0 
1960 20,271 10,911 9,360 
1961 20,926 18,468 2,458 
1962 22,965 21,661 1,304 
1963 22,594 18,535 4,059 
1964 23,627 24,513 0 
1965 27,418 15,763 11,655 
1966 28,426 17,782 10,644 
1967 29,155 31,944 0 
1968 31.,057 28,433 2,624 
1969 35,719 34,241 1,478 
1970 37,803 35,652 2,151 
1971 41,225 37,914 3,311 
1972 45,227 44,468 759 
1973 45,846 36,861 8,985 
1974 46,622 19,268 27,354 
1975 54,321 35,755 18,566 
1976 57,103 33,901 23,202 
1977 56,983 33,674 23,309 
1978 68,990 70,787 0 
1979 69,665 0 69,665 
1980 77,116 36,352 40,764 
1981 85,031 33,940 51,091 
1982 88,920 47,990 40,930 
1983 105,082 37,656 67,426 
1984 115,766 57,879 57,887 
1985 121,838 73,118 48,720 
1986 142,188 98,607 43,581 
1987 147,745 82,479 65,266 
1988 132,754 72,201 60,553 
1989 145,953 42,379 103,574 
1990 191,254 40,960 150,294 
1991 203,793 3,445 200,348 
1992 202,774 19,247 183,527 
1993 207,386 18,150 189,236 
1994 403,939 0 403,939 
1995 403,415 0 403,415 
1996 408,593 0 408,593 
1997 453,703 0 453,703 
1998 452,040 0 452,040 
1999 469,141 0 469,141 
2000 487,286 0 · 487,286 
2001 516,013 0 516,013 
2002 542,790 
2003 582,170 
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N:IMSAS\Word Documentsllnstructions\COUNTY HIGHWAY TURNBACK POLICY.doc 

January 3, 2002 

Definitions: 

COUNTYHIGHWAYTURNBACK 
POLICY 

County Highway - Either a County State Aid Highway or a County Road 

County Highway Turnback- A CSAH or a County Road which has been released 
by the county and designated as an MSAS roadway. A designation request must 
be approved and a Commissioner's Order written. A County Highway Turnback 
may be either County Road (CR) Turnback or a County State Aid (CSAH) 
Tumback. (See Minnesota Statute 162.09 Subdivision 1). A County Highway 
Tumback designation has to stay with the County Highway turned back and is not 
transferable to any other roadways. 

Basic Mileage- Total improved mileage of local streets, county roads and county 
road tumbacks. Frontage roads which are not designated trunk highway, trunk 
highway tumback or on the County State Aid Highway System shall be 
considered in the computation of the basic street mileage. A city is allowed to 
designate 20% of this mileage as MSAS. (See Screening Board Resolutions in the 
back of the most current booklet). 

MILEAGE CONSIDERATIONS 

County State Aid Highway Turnbacks 
A CSAH Turnback is not included in a city's basic mileage, which means it is not 
included in the computation for a city's 20% allowable mileage. However, a city may 
draw Construction Needs and generate allocation on 100% of the length of the CSAH 
Turnback 

County Road Turnbacks 
A County Road Tumback is included in a city's basic mileage, so it is included in the 
computation for a city's 20% allowable mileage. A city may also draw Construction 
Needs and generate allocation on 100% of the length of the County Road Tumback. 

Jurisdictional Exchanges 

County Road for MSAS 

Only the extra mileage a city receives in an exchange between a County Road and an 
MSAS.route will be considered as a County Road Turnback. 

If the mileage of a jurisdictional exchange is even, the County Road will not be 
considered as a County Road Turnback. 

If a city receives less mileage in a jurisdictional exchange, the County Road will not be 
considered as a County Road Turnback. 



CSAH for MSAS 

Only the extra mileage a city receives in an exchange between a CSAH and an MSAS 
route will be considered as a CSAH Tumback. 

If the mileage of a jurisdictional exchange is even, the CSAH will not be considered as a 
CSAH Tumback. 

If a city receives less mileage in a jurisdictional exchange, the CSAH will not be 
considered as a CSAH Turnback 

NOTE: 
When a city receives less mileage in a CSAH exchange it will have less mileage to 
designate within its 20% mileage limitation and may have to revoke mileage the 
following year when it computes its allowable mileage. 
Explanation: After this exchange is completed, a city will have more CSAH mileage and 
less MSAS mileage than before the exchange. The new CSAH mileage was included in 
the city's basic mileage when it was MSAS (before the exchange) but is not included 
when it is CSAH ( after the exchange). So, after the jurisdictional exchange the city will 
have less basic mileage and 20% of that mileage will be a smaller number. 
If a city has more mileage designated than the new, lower 20% allowable mileage, the 
city will be over designated and be required to revoke some mileage. If a revocation is 
necessary, it will not have to be done until the-following year after a city computes 
its new allowable mileage. 

MSAS designation on a County Road 

County Roads can be designated as MSAS. If a County Road which is designated as 
MSAS is turned back to the city, it will not be considered as County Road Tumback. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

A CSAH which was previously designated as Trunk Highway tumback on the CSAH 
system and is turned back to the city will lose all status as a TH tumback and only be 
considered as CSAH Tumback. 

A city that had previously been over 5,000 population, lost its eligibility for an MSAS 
system and regained it shall revoke all streets designated as CSAH at the time of 
eligibility loss and consider them for MSAS designation. These roads will not be eligible 
for consideration as CSAH turnback designation. 

In a city that becomes eligible for MSAS designation for the first time all CSAH routes 
which serve only a municipal function and have both termini within or at the municipal 
boundary, should be revoked as CSAH and considered for MSAS designation. These 
roads will not be eligible for consideration as CSAH tumbacks. 
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SCREENING BOARD RESOLUTIONS 

_At the Spring District meetings and the Spring Screening Board meeting, the following 
revisions to the Screening Board resolutions were presented. The purpose of these 
revisions was to update and clarify the language in the resolutions. The intent is not to 
change the meaning of the resolutions. -

The Screening Board did not vote on these changes at their Spring meeting, but they were 
discussed and there was no opposition. 

The resolutions with the revisions shown are presented in this booklet. If the Screening 
Board makes a motion to pass the revisions, they will be changed. Otherwise, the old 
version will be in the future books. 



BE IT RESOLVED: 

ADMINISTRATION 

REVISED 

CURRENT RESOLUTIONS 
OFTHE 

MUNICIPAL SCREENING BOARD 

October, 2002 

Appointments to Screening Board - Oct. 1961 (Revised June 1981) 

That annually the Commissioner of Mn/DOT will be requested to appoint three (3) new members, 
upon recommendation of the City Engineers Association of Minnesota, to serve three (3) year terms 
as voting members of the Municipal Screening Board. These appointees are selected from the Nine 
Construction Districts together with one representative from each of the three (3) major cities of the 
first class. 

Screening Board Chair and Vice Chair - June 1987 

That the Chair, Vice Chair, and secretary, nominated annually at the annual meeting of the City 
Engineers association of Minnesota and subsequently appointed by the Commissioner of the 
Minnesota Department of Transportation shall not have a vote in matters before the Screening Board 
unless they are also the duly appointed Screening Board Representative of a construction District or 
of a City of the first class. 

Appointment to the Needs Study Subcommittee - June 1987 (Revised June 1993) 

That+ the Screening Board Chairman- shall annually appoint one city engineer, who has served on 
the Screening Board, to serve a three year term on the Needs Study Subcommittee. The appointment 
shall be made at the annual winter meeting of the City's Engineers Association. The appointed 
subcommittee person shall serve as chairman- of the subcommittee in the third year of the 
appointment. 
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Appointment to Unencumbered Construction Funds Subcommittee - Revised June 1979 

That .'.I-the Screening Board past Chairman be appointed to serve a three-year term on the Unencumbered 
Construction Fund Subcommittee. This will continue to maintain an experienced group to follow a program 
of accomplishments. 

Appearance Screening Board - Oct. 1962 (Revised Oct. 1982) 

That any individual or delegation having items of concern regarding the study of State Aid Needs or State Aid 
Apportionment amounts, and wishing to have consideration given to these items, shall, in a written report, 
communicate with the State Aid Engineer. The State Aid Engineer with concurrence of the Chairman of the 
Screening Board shall determine which requests are to be referred to the Screening Board for their 
consideration. This resolution does not abrogate the right of the Screening Board to call any person or persons 
before the Board for discussion purposes. 

Screening Board Meeting Dates and Locations - June 1996 

That the Screening Board Chairma&, with the assistance of the State Aid persaeeel Engineer, determine the 
dates and locations for that year's Screening Board meetings. 

Research Account - Oct. 1961 

That an annual resolution be considered for setting aside a reasonable amount of money for the Research 
Account to continue municipal street research activity. 

Be it resal.ved Tthat an amount of$487,286 (not to exceed 1/2 of 1 % of the 2002 MSAS Apportionment sum 
of$116,434,082) shall be set aside from the 2003 Apportionment fund and be credited to the research account. 

Soil Type - Oct. 1961 

That the soil type classification as approved by the 1961 Municipal Screening Board, for all municipalities 
under Municipal State Aid be adopted for the 1962 Needs Study and 1963 apportionment on all streets in the 
respective municipalities. Said classifications are to be continued in use until subsequently amended or 
revised by Municipal Screening Board action. 

That when a new municipality becomes eligible to participate in the MSAS allocation, the soil type to be 
used for Needs purposes shall be based upon the City Engineer's recommendation with the concurrence 
of the District State Engineer. 

Improper Needs Report - Oct. 1961 

That the Office af State Aid State Aid Engineer and the District State Aid Engineer is are requested to 
recommend an adjustment of the Needs R reporting whenever there is a reason to believe that said reports 
have deviated from accepted standards and to submit their recommendations to the Screening Board, with a 
copy to the municipality involved, or its engineer. 

New Cities Needs - Oct. 1983 
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That A any new city whieh h--as having determined theiF its eligible mileage, but does not have an approved 
State Aid Street System, their maney needs will be will have its money Needs determined at the cost per 
mile of the lowest other city. 

Construction Cut Off Date - Oct. 1962 (Revised 1967) 

That for the purpose of measuring the Needs of the Municipal State Aid Highway Street System, the annual 
cut off date for recording construction accomplishments shall be based upon the project award date and shall 
be December 31st of the preceding year. 

Construction Accomplishments - Oct. 1988 (Revised June 1993, October 2001) 

That-W when a Municipal State Aid Street is constructed to State Aid Standards, said street shall be 
considered adequate for a period of20 years from the date of project letting or encumbrance of force account 
funds. 

That-I-in the event sidewalk or-curb and gutter is constructed for the total length of the segment, then those 
items shall be removed from the Nneeds for a period of 20 years. 

All segments considered deficient for Needs purposes and receiving complete Needs shall receive street 
lighting Needs at the current unit cost per mile. 

That I if the construction of the a Municipal State Aid Street is accomplished with local funds, only the 
Ceonstruction Nneeds necessary to bring the roadway up to State Aid Standards will be permitted in 
subsequent Nneeds for 20 years from the date of the letting or encumbrance of force account funds. For the 
purposes of the Needs Study, these shall be called Widening Needs. At the end of the 20 year period, 
reinstatement for complete Ceonstruction Nneeds shall be initiated by the Municipality. 

That Needs for resurfacing, and traffic signals shall be allowed on all Municipal State Aid Streets at all times. 

That any bridge construction project shall cause the Nneeds of the affected bridge to be removed for a period 
of35 years from the project letting date or date of force account agreement. At the end of the 35 year period, 
Nneeds for complete reconstruction of the bridge will be reinstated in the Nneeds Sstudy at the initiative of the 
Municipal Engineer. If, during the periad that eamplete bridge needs are being reeeived the bridge is 
impraved with a bituminaus averlay, the municipality will eantinue ta reeeive eamplete needs but shall 
ha¥e the nan laeal east af the averlay deducted fram its tatal needs for a periad af ten (10) years. 

That+ the adjustments above will apply regardless of the source of funding for the road or bridge project. 
Needs may be granted as an exception to this resolution upon request by the Municipal Engineer and 
justifieatien justified to the satisfaction of the State Aid Engineer (e.g., a deficiency due to changing 
standards, projected traffic, or other verifiable causes). 

That I in the event that an M.S.A.S. route earning "After the Fact" Nneeds is removed from the M.S.A.S. 
system, then, the "After the Fact" Nneeds shall be removed from the Nneeds Sstudy, except if transferred to 
another state system. No adjustment will be required on Nneeds earned prior to the revocation. 
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Population Apportionment - October 1994, 1996 

Be it resalved Tthat beginning with calendar year 1996, the MSAS population apportionment shall be 
determined using the latest available federal census or population estimates of the State Demographer and/or 
the Metropolitan Council. However, no population shall be decreased below that of the latest available federal 
census, and no city dropped from the MSAS eligible list based on population estimates. 

DESIGN 

Design Limitation on Non-Existing Streets - Oct. 1965 

That non-existing streets shall not have their NB-eeds computed on the basis of urban design unless justified to 
the satisfaction of the Cammissioner. State Aid Engineer. 

Less Than Minimum Width - Oct. 1961 (Revised 1986) 

That in the event that if a Municipal State Aid Street is constructed with State Aid funds to a width less 
than the standard design width in the quantity tables for Needs purposes as reported iB- the Needs 
Study, the total NB-eeds shall be taken off such constructed street other than the surfaee replaeement need. 
Additional Surfacing Needs. Surfaee replaeement Additional surfacing and other future NB-eeds shall be 
limited to the constructed width as reported in the Needs Study, unless exception is justified to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner. State Aid Engineer. 

Greater Than Minimum Width (Revised June 1993) 

That I if a Municipal State Aid Street is constructed to a width wider than required, RFesurfacing Nneeds will 
be allowed on the constructed width. 

Miscellaneous Limitations - Oct. 1961 

That miscellaneous items such as fence removal, bituminous surface removal, manhole adjustment, and 
relocation of street lights are not permitted in the Municipal State Aid Street Needs Study. The item of 
retaining walls, however, shall be included in the Needs Study. 

MILEAGE - Feb. 1959 (Revised Oct. 1994. 1998) 

That +the maximum mileage for Municipal State Aid Street designation shall be 20 percent of the 
municipality's basic mileage - which is comprised of the total improved mileage oflocal streets, county roads 
and county road turnbacks. 

Nov. 1965 - (Revised 1969, October 1993, October 1994, June 1996, October 1998) 
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However, the maximum mileage for State Aid designation may be exceeded to designate trunk highway 
tumbacks after July 1, 1965 and county highway tumbacks after May 11, 1994 subject to State Aid Operations 
Rules. 

Nov. 1965-(Revised 1972, Oct. 1993, 1995, 1998) 

That +the maximum mileage for Municipal Staj:e Aid Street designation shall be based on the Annual 
Certification of Mileage current as of December 31st of the preceding year. Submittal of a supplementary 
certification during the year shall not be permitted. Frontage roads whieh are not designated Trunk Highway, 
Trunk Highway TUR.~BACK Turnback or County State Aid Highways system shall be considered in the 
computation of the basic street mileage. The total mileage of local streets, county roads and county road 
tumbacks on corporate limits shall be included in the municipality's basic street mileage. Any State Aid Street 
l\Uleage whieh that is on the boundary of two adjoining urban municipalities shall be considered as one-half 
mileage for each municipality. 

That Aall mileage on the MSAS system shall accrue NB-eeds in accordance with current rules and resolutions. 

Oct. 1961 (Revised May 1980, Oct. 1982, Oct. 1983, and June 1993) 

That Aall requests for additional mileage or revisions to the Municipal State Aid System must be received by 
the District State Aid Engineer by March first. and a A City Council resolution of approved mileage 
approving the system revisions and the Needs Study reporting data must be received by May first, to be 
included in the current year's Needs Study. Any requests for additional mileage or revisions to the Municipal 
State Aid Systems received by the District State Aid Engineer after March first will be included in the following 
year's Needs Study. 

One Way Street Mileage - June 1983 (Revised Oct. 1984, Oct. 1993, June 1994, Oct. 1997) 

That any one-way streets added to the l'v1w1icipal State Aid Street system must be reviewed by the Needs Study 
Sub-Committee, and approved by the Screening Board before any one-way street can be treated as one-half 
mileage in the Needs Study. 

Treat all approved one-way streets as one-half of the mileage and allow one-half complete NB-eeds. When 
Trunk Highway or County Highway Tumback is used as part of a one-way pair, mileage for certification shall 
only be included as ~Trunk Highway or County Tumback mileage and not as provided for in the preeeding 
paragraph approved one-way mileage. 
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NEEDS COSTS 

That the Needs Study Subcommittee shall annually review the Unit Prices used in the Needs Study. The 
Subcommittee shall make its recommendation the Municipal Screening Board at its annual spring 
meeting. 

Roadway Item Unit Prices (Re11ised Reviewed 
Annually) 

-

Right of Way $90,000 per Acre 
(Needs Only) 

Grading $3.67 per Cu. Yd. 
(Excavation) 

Base: 

Class 5 Spec.#2211 $7.05 per Ton 

Surface: 

Gravel Spec. #2118 $5.23 per Ton 

Bituminous Spec.#2350 $30.00 per Ton 

Shoulders: 

Gravel Spec.#2221 $13.00 per Ton 

Miscellaneous: 

Storm Sewer Construction $254,200 per Mile . 

Storm Sewer Adjustment $81,600 per Mile 

Special Drainage $37,400 per Mile 
(rural segments only) 

Street Lighting $78,000 per Mile 
( every segment) 

Curb & Gutter Construction $7.70 per Lineal Foot 

Sidewalk Construction $22.50 per Sq. Yd. 

EngineeringProject 20% 
Development 

Removal Items: 

Curb & Gutter $2.52 per Lineal Foot 

Sidewalk $5.35 per Sq. Yd. 
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Concrete Pavement $5.25 per Sq. Yd. 

Tree Removal $220.00 per Unit 

Traffic Signal Needs Based On Projected Traffic (every segment) I 
Projected Traffic Percentage X Unit Price= Needs Per Mile 

0 - 4,999 25% $120,000 $30,000 per Mile 

5,000 - 9,999 50% $120,000 $60,000 per Mile 

10,000 and Over 100% $120,000 $120,000 per Mile 

Bridge Width & Costs - (Revised Reviewed Annually) 

That after conferring with the Bridge Section of Mn/DOT and using the criteria as set forth by this Department 
as to the standard design for railroad structures, that the following costs based on number of tracks be used for 
the Needs Study: 

Bridge Unit Costs 

Bridges Oto 149 Feet long $68.00 per Sq. Ft. 

Bridges 150 to 499 Feet long $68.00 per Sq. Ft. 

Bridges 500 Feet and Over $68.00 per Sq. Ft. 

Railroad Over Highway I 
One Track $9,000 per Linear Foot 

Each Additional Track $7,500 per Linear Foot 

"Non-existing" bridge costs - Revised October 1997 
That +the money Construction Nneeds for all "non-existing" bridges and grade separations be removed from 
the Needs Study until such time that a construction project is awarded. At that time a moBey Construction 
Nneeds adjustment shall be made by annually adding the total amount of the structure cost, project 
development cost and construction engineering that is eligible for State Aid reimbursement for a 15-year 
period excluding all Federal or State grants. The additioB of 18% projeet developmeBt eosts shall be 
added to the preseBt list of BOB existiBg bridges. Project Development costs, at the current percentage, 
shall be included with all Non Existing Bridge Needs .. 
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RAILROAD CROSSINGS 

Railroad Crossing Costs - (Revised Reviewed Annually) 

That for the study of Nneeds on the Municipal State Aid Street System, the following costs shall be used in 
computing the Nneeds of the proposed Railroad Protection Devices: 

Railroad Grade Crossings I 
Signals - (Single track - low speed) $120,000 per Unit 

Signals and Gates (Multiple Track - high speed) $160,000 per Unit 

Signs Only & (low speed) $1,000 per Unit 

Concrete Crossing Material Railroad Crossings (Per Track) $1,000 per Linear Foot 

Pavement Marking $750 per Unit 

Maintenance Needs Costs - June 1992 (Revised 1993) 

That for the study of Nneeds on the Municipal State Aid Street System, the following costs shall be used in 
determining the Mmaintenance Aapportionment Nneeds cost for existing faeilities segments only. 

Cost For Cost For 
Under 1000 Over 1000 
Vehicles Per Vehicles Per 

Maintenance Needs Costs Day Day 

Traffic Lanes $1,450 per Mile $2,400 per Mile 
Segment length times number of 
Traffic lanes times cost per mile 

Parking Lanes: $1,450 per Mile $1,450 per Mile 
Segment length times number of 
parking lanes times cost per mile 

Median Strip: $480 per Mile $950 per Mile 
Segment length times cost per mile 

Storm Sewer: $480 per Mile $480 per Mile 
Segment length times cost per mile 

Traffic Signals: $480 per Unit $480 per Unit 
Number of traffic signals times cost per signal 

Unlimited Segments: Normal M.S.A.S. Streets 

Minimum allowance per mile is determined $4,800 per Mile $4,800 per Mile 
by segment length times cost per mile. 
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bimited Segments: Gambieatian Routes 

Minimum allawanee peF mile is deteFmined $2,300 peF 1\llile $2,300 peF 1\llile 
by segment length times east peF mile. 

NEEDS ADJUSTMENTS 

Bond Adjustment - Oct. 1961 (Revised 1976, 1979, 1995) 

That a separate annual adjustment shall be made in total money Needs of a municipality that has sold and 
issued bonds pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 162.18, for use on State Aid projects. 

That this adjustment, which covers the amortization (payment) period, and which annually reflects the net 
unamortized bonded debt (remaining principal payments due) shall be accomplished by adding said net 
unamortized (principal) amount to the computed money Construction needs of the municipality. 

That Ffor the purpose of this adjustment, the net unamortized bonded debt (remaining principal) shall be the 
total unamortized bonded indebtedness ( deducted from the amount of projects applied against the bond) less 
the unexpended bond amount (less the amount of projects not encumbered) as of December 31st of the 
preceding year. The charges for selling the bond issue shall be deducted from the amount that projects are 
applied against. 

"Bond account money spent off State Aid System would not be eligible for Bond Account Adjustment. This 
action would not be retroactive, but would be in effect for the remaining term of the Bond issue." 

Effective January 1, 1996 
The money Construction NBeeds shall be annually reduced by 10% of the total bond issue amount. The 
computation of NBeeds shall be started in the year that bond principal payments are made to the city. 

Unencumbered Construction Fund Balance Adjustment - Oct. 1961 (Revised October 1991, 1996, 
October, 1999) 

That for the determination of Apportionment Needs, the amount of the unencumbered construction fund 
balance as of December 31st of the current year shall be deducted from the· 25-year total Needs of each 
individual municipality. 

That Ffunding Requests that have been received before December 1st by the District State Aid Engineer for 
payment shall be considered as being encumbered and the construction balances shall be so adjusted. 

Right of Way- Oct. 1965 (Revised June 1986, 2000) 

The Right of Way NBeeds shall be included in the Ttotal NBeeds based on the unit price per acre until such 
time that the right of way is acquired and the actual cost established. At that time a money Construction 
NBeeds adjustment shall be made by annually adding the local cost (which is the total cost less county or trunk 
highway participation) for a 15-year period. Only right of way acquisition costs that are eligible for State-Aid 
reimbursement shall be included in the right-of-way money Construction NBeeds adjustment. This Directive 
to exclude all Federal or State grants'. Right af way prnjeets that aFe funded with State i<~ ... id Funds will be 
eampiled by the State 2A..:id Offiee. The State Aid Engineer shall compile right-of-way projects that are 
funded with State Aid funds 
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When "After the Fact" NBeeds are requested for right-of-way projects that have been funded with local funds, 
but qualify for State Aid reimbursement, documentation ( copies of warrants and description of acquisition) 
must be submitted to the State Aid Office Engineer. 

Trunk Highway Turnback- Oct. 1967 (Revised June 1989) 

That any trunk highway turnback which reverts directly to the municipality and becomes part of the State Aid 
Street system shall not have its Ceonstruction NBeeds considered in the money Construction NBeeds 
apportionment determination as long as the former trunk highway is fully eligible for 100 percent construction 
payment from the Municipal Turnback Account. During this time of eligibility, financial aid for the additional 
maintenance obligation, of the municipality imposed by the tumback shall be computed on the basis of the 
current year's apportionment data and shall be accomplished in the following manner. 

Initial Turnback 1'4aieteeance Adjustment Fractional Year Reimbursement: 

That +the initial tumback adjustment when for less than 12 full months shall provide partial maintenance cost 
reimbursement by adding said initial adjustment to the money Construction NBeeds which will produce 
approximately 1/12 of $7,200 per mile in apportionment funds for each month or part of a month that the 
municipality had maintenance responsibility during the initial year. 

That Tto provide an advance payment for the coming year's additional maintenance obligation, a NBeeds 
adjustment per mile shall be added to the annual money Construction NBeeds. This NBeeds adjustment per 
mile shall produce sufficient apportionment funds so that at least $7,200 in apportionment shall be earned for 
each mile of trunk highway tumback on Municipal State Aid Street System. 

That Trunk Highway Tumback adjustments shall terminate at the end of the calendar year during which a 
construction contract has been awarded that fulfills the Municipal Turnback Account Payment provisions; and 
the RFesurfacing NBeeds for the awarded project shall be included in the Needs Study for the next 
apportionment 

TRAFFIC - June 1971 

Traffic Limitation on Non-Existing Streets - Oct. 1965 

That non-existing street shall not have their NBeeds computed on a traffic count of more than 4,999 vehicles 
per day unless justified to the satisfaction of the Commissioner. 

Traffic Manual - Oct. 1962 

That for the 1965 and all future Municipal State Aid Street Needs Studies, the Needs Study procedure shall 
utilize traffic data developed according to the Traffic Estimating section of the State Aid Manual (section 
700) M.8.,A. ... 8. #5 892.700. This manual shall be prepared and kept current under the direction of the 
Screening Board regarding methods of counting traffic and computing average daily traffic. The manner and 
scope of reporting is detailed in the above mentioned manual. 

Traffic Counting - Sept. 1973 (Revised June 1987, 1997, 1999) 
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[hat future traffic data for State Aid Needs Studies be developed as follows: · 

1. The municipalities in the metropolitan area cooperate with the State by agreeing to participate in 
counting traffic every two or four years at the discretion of the city. 

2. The cities in the outstate area may have their traffic counted and maps prepared by State forces 
every four years, or may elect to continue the present procedure of taking their own counts and have state 
forces prepare the maps. 

3. Any city may count traffic with their own forces every two years at their discretion and expense, 
unless the municipality has made arrangements with the Mn/DOT district to do the count. 
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OTES and COMMENTS 
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