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\Iinnesota 
Deparrrnent of Transportation 
Transportation Builc!ing 
St. Paul. \linnesotc:1 .s.s1.s.s 

Octobers, 1980 

TO Municipal Engineers 

FROM Highway Studies Section 

SUBJECT: 1980 Municipal State .Aid Needs Report 

j il<Jll<(612) 296-1658 

Enclosed is a copy of the 1980 Municipal State Aid Needs Report. This report 
is being distributed to all municipal engineers at this date to allow suf­
ficient time for any municipality to direct their comments to the District 
Representative or the District State Aid Engineer prior to the Fall Screening 
Committee meeting. The meeting will be held on Thursday and Friday, October 
23 and 24, 1980, at the Americanna Motel in St. Cloud, Minnesota. The data 
included in this report will be used by the Municipal Screening Committee in 
making their annual money needs recommendation to the Commissioner of Trans­
portation for the 1981 Apportionment. 

This presentation has only preliminary status. The final determination will 
be made in January of 1981, by the Commissioner with the assistance of the 
recommendations of the l\funicipal Screening Committee. 

Distribution of this report is made to all Municipal Engineers, and when a 
consulting engineer is engaged by the municipality, a copy is also sent to 
the municipal clerk. 

Should you have any comments or suggestions concerning this publication, 
please contact your District State Aid Engineer with a copy to this office. 

William Strand 
Director 
Highway Studies Section 

Enclosure: 1980 Municipal State Aid Needs Report 

.-l.n Equai Opportunity Employer 
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PREFACE 

The 111980 Municipal State Aid Needs Report" is presented to 

the Municipal Screening Committee for use in making their annual 

money needs recommendation to the Commissioner of Transportation. 

This submittal is required by law and is to be made to the Com­

missioner on or before November 1 of each year for his final deter­

mination. 

The money needs data contained in this publication has been 

compiled from reporting submitted by each individual municipality. 

Design is established by State Aid standards based on traffic and 

the money needs are calculated using the unit prices as determined 

by the Screening Committee at their Spring meeting in May, 1980. 

The 1979 population figi..!.res are used;~ this report, but the 

1980 final census data will be available in December prior to the 

actual 1981 apportionment. 

This 1980 census data combined with the Commissioner's final 

money needs determination will be reported in the "1981 Municipal 

State Aid Apportionment Data" book in January, 1981. 
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MUNICIPALITIES IN DISTRICT NO. 5 
Andover 
Anoka 
Blaine 
Bloomington 
Brooklyn Center 
Brooklyn Park 
Champlfn 
Chanhassen 
Chaska 
Columbia Heights 
Coon Rapids 
Crystal 
East Bethel 
Eden Prairie 
Edina 
Fridley 
Golden Valley 
Ham Lake 
Hopkins 
Maple Grove 
Minneapolis 
Minnetonka 
Mound 
New Hope 
Orono 
Plymouth 
Prior Lake 
Ramsey 
Richfield 
Robbinsdale 
St. Anthony 
St. Louis Park 
Shakopee 
Spring Lake Park 

MUNICIPALITIES IN DISTRICT NO. 9 
Apple Valley 
Arden Hills 
Burnsville 
Cottage Grove 
Eagan 
Falcon Heights 
Hastings 
Inver Grove Heiqhts 
Lake Elmo 
Lakeville 
Little Canada 
Maplewood 
Mendota Heights 
Mounds View 
New Brighton 
North St. Paul 
Oakdale 
Roseville 
St. Paul 
St. Paul Park 
Shoreview 
South St. Paul 
Stillwater 
West St. Paul 
White Bear Lake 
Woodbury 



MUNICIPAL SCRE.F.N:i:!m CCl'r!MI'l.'TEE RE?R1'~SENTA!l.'IVES 
Districts end First Class Cities 

2 3 _L .2._ .L ..L 8 

1957 SOMERO FLOAN MARKSDN RENSCH RIDGE EU3 DAHLGREN ERICKSON 
Ely E. Gr. Forks Brainerd Fergus Falls Anoka Red Wing St. Peter Willmar 

1958 SOMERO BAIRD RIDGE AND.l::RSON JOHNSON ARMSTRONG DAHLGREli ERICKSON 
Crookston St. Cloud Moorhead .Anoka Rochester 

1959 SOMERO BAIRD RIDGE ANDERSON JOHNSON ARMSTRONG HILL RODEBERG 
Mankato Montevideo 

1960 SOMERO BAIRD RIDGE ANDERSON JOHNSON .ARMSTRONG SCHNEIDER RODEBliliG 
New Ulm 

1961 SOMERO STEWART RIDGE ANDERSON JOHNSON ARMSTRONG SCHNEIDER CARLSON 
Bemidji Willmar 

1962 SOMERO STEWART RIDGE .ANDERsmr JOHNSON ARMSTROilG SCHNEIDER CARLSON 

1963 BOr~ STEWART RIDGE .ANDERSON JOHNSON NELSON SAMUELSON CARLSON 
Cloquei; Austin Mankato 

1964 BOY.EH STEWART REED ANDERSON BROWlr NEL50N SAMUELSON CARLSON 
Brainerd Columbid Hgts. 

1965 BOYF....R. STEWARr REED ANDERSON HOBBS NELSON LEUTH WIESEKE 
Bloomington Worthington Marshall 

1966 JOHNSON STEWART REED .ANDERSON HOBBS PECORE LEUTH WIESEKE 
Virginia Owatonna 

1967 JOHNSON 'NIDSETH REED ANDERSON HOBBS PECORE LEUTH CARLSON 
Crook'r+;on 

1968 JOHNSON WIDSETH REED STAHLBERG HOBBS LEUTH SCHNEIDER CARLSON 
Moorhead OWatonna 

1969 BOYER STEWART KNAPP STAHLBERG STROJA!f NEL50N SCHNEIDER CARLSON 
Thief Riv. Fa. St. Cloud Hopkins 

1970 BOYER WIDSETH KNAPP STAHLBERG STROJAN ARMSTRONG OTHMAN PRIEBE 
Mankato Hutchinson 

1971 BOYER WIDSETH KNAPP STAHLBERG ODLAND JOHNSON OTHMAN CARLSON 
Golden Valley Albert Lea 

1972 BOYER WIDSETH REED RONNING LANGSETH JOHNSON OTHMAN FRI.EBE 
Fergus Falls Bloomington 

1973 BOYER WIDSETH REED LARSON ST!l.OJAN ARMSTRONG OTHMAN PRIEBE 
Detroit Lakes 

1974 MADSEN SANDERS KNAPP LARSON STROJAN BOLLANT OTHMAN CARLSON 
Hibbing E. Gr. Forks Winona 

1975 MADSEN SANDERS KNAPP REIMER ASMUS BOLLANT MEl,K CARLSON 
Moorhead Minnetonka St. PetP.r 

1976 BOYER WIDSETH KRIHA REIMER ODLAND ANDERSON MENK ADEN 
Brainerd Red Vling Marshall 

1977 l'PUT ZENREU'r ER WIDSETH !CHIBA RONNING ODLAND ANDERSON MENK ADE!, 
Virginia Crookston Fergus Falls Golden Valley 

1978 PFUTZENREUTER 'NIDSErH KB.IHA RONNING BUTCHER ANDERSON , PUTNAM ADEN 
Maple Grove New Ulm 

1979 PFUT ZEi'iREU'l' ER VENCEL ENGSTRON RONNING BUTCHER ANDERSON PUTNAM CARLSON 
Bemidji Little Falls Willmar 

1980 )W)SEN VENCEL ENGS'!'ROM REIMER BITTCHER LEUl'H PllrNAM CARLSON 
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l..'illHClPAL SCREENING COMMITTEE REPRESENTATIVES 
Districts an,i llrs t Ola.GS Cities 

Vi.cc 
.....L M;,le • St, Pat.l Duluth Chairman Chairman s~cret,u·y 

1957 LASKA ERICKSON T~l!S FRb'DIN ENS RIDGJ:: 
Bloorningtc!'l Red Wing St. Clou<l 

;958 JOLLY ERICKSON TE'WS HENSCH AR!JSTRONG FOLL.AND 
Richfield Rochester St. :..,uis ?ark 

195:i FOLLAND BODIEN AVERY HENSCH RIDGE BADALICH 
St. L::>uis Pk, Anoka s. St. Pe.ul 

1960 FOLLAND BODIEN AVERY HENSCH RIDGE BAD.ALICH 
Anoka S. St. Paul 

1961 BADALICH BODIEN AVERY RENSCH BADALICH JOHNSON 
So. St. Paul S. St. Paul Anoka 

1962 BROWN BODIEN AVERY HENSCH JOHNSON KNAPP 
Columbia Hgts. Anoka St. Cloud 

1963 BROWN BODIEN AVERY HENSCH BOYER KNAPP 
Cloquet St. Cloud 

1964 BADALICH BODIEN AVERY DAVIDSON BROWN KNAPP 
Columbia Hgts. st. Cloud 

1965 BAD.ALICH ERICKSON AVERY DAVIDSON NELSON BURAND 
.Austin Uorthfield 

1966 ODLAND THOMPSON AVERY DAVIDSON HOBBS KNAPP 
Roseville Bloomington St. Cloud 

1967 SORENSON THOMPSON AVERY DAVIDSON PECORE KNAPP 
Burnsville Owatonna St, Cloud 

1968 SORENSON SORENSON AVERY DAVIDSON REED KNAPP 
Brainerd st. Clo..i.d 

1969 SORENSON SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON KNAPP ODLAND 
St. Cloud Golden Valley 

1970 SORENSON SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON KNAPP L.ANGS1'TH 
St, Cloud Bloc,TI.ingt on 

1971 PTIICE SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON ODLAlID SI.MON 
w. st.. Paul Golden Valley N. St. Paul 

1972 'l'HENE SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON LANGSETH CARLSON 
White Bear Lk, Bloomington Willmar 

1973 THENE SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON STROJ Ai.~ JOHNSON 
Hopkins Albert Lea 

1974 rmrn SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON CARLSON MERILA 
Willmar Brooklyn Parle 

1975 THENE SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON JOHNSON COOK 
Anoka Far.ibatlt 

1976 DAVIDSON SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON MERILA .ASMUS 
Inver Gr. Hgts. Brooklyn Park lninnetonka 

1977 DAVIDSON SORENSON SCHNARR DAVIDSON COOK ASMUS THENE 
Fari.bault Minnetonka White Bear Lk. 

1978 HONCHELL SMITH WHEEL...!:'R DAVIDSON ASMUS THENE PRIEBE 
Roseville Minnetonka 'lrh. Br. Lk. Hutchinson 

1979 HONCHELL SMITH '/lHEELm DAVIDSON PRIEBE ADEN BAKER 
Hutchinson Marshall Mankato 

1980 SlldO:, SMITH \i1IEELIB DAVIDSON ADEN BAKER HONCHELL 
S. St, Paul Marshall Mnnk:ato Roseville 
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OFFICERS 

Chairman 

Vice Chairman 

Secretary 

MEMBERS 

District 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

(Three cities 

over 100,000 

Population) 

District 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Term 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

1 

3 

2 

3 

1980 Municipal Screening Committee 

Duane D. Aden 

Paul Baker 

Charles Honchell 

Representative 

Joseph M. Madsen 

Steven A. Vencel 

G. Leroy Engstrom 

Herbert D. Reimer 

Gerald E. Butcher 

Maynard Leuth 

Arnold A. Putnam 

Laverne E. Carlson 

Robert G. Simon 
(For Charles Honchell) 

J. Paul Davidson 

Perry Smith 

Richard Wheeler 

Alternates 

Gunder V. Hallan 

Douglas H. Stewart 

Mark Johnson 

Duane Lorsung 

Carl Jullie 

Roger Plumb 

Orlin Ortloff 

Duane D. Aden 

James J. Kleinschmidt 
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Marshall 

Mankato 

Roseville 

Hibbing 

Bemidji 

Little Falls 

Moorhead 

Maple Grove 

Owatonna 

New Ulm 

Willmar 

South St. Paul 

Duluth 

Minneapolis 

St. Paul 

International Falls 

Thief River Falls 

Sauk Rapids 

Morris 

Eden Prairie 

Rochester 

Waseca 

Marshall 

(507) 

(507) 

(612) 

(218) 

(218) 

(612) 

(218) 

(612) 

(507) 

(507) 

(612) 

(612) 

532-2612 

625-3161 

484-3371 

262-3486 

751-5610 

632-2341 

233-1535 

425-4521 

451-4541 

359-8245 

235-4202 

451-1738 

(218) 723-3278 

(612) 348-2443 

( 612) 298-5221 

(218) 

(218) 

( 612) 

(612) 

( 612) 

(507) 

283-3261 

681-2944 

253-6054 

589-3141 

937-2262 

288-4316 

(507) 835-3840 

(507) 532-2612 

Inver Grove Heights (612) 457-2111 



1980 SUBCOMMITTEES APPOINTED BY THE SCREENING COMMITTEE 

NEEDS STUDY SUBCOMMITTEE 

Chairman - William Sherburne 
Crystal 
(612-537-8421) 
Expires in 1980 

Orris Pfutzenreuter 
Virginia 
( 218- 741-2388) 
Expires in 1981 

Charles Honchell 
Roseville 
(612-484-3371) 
Expires in 1982 

TRAFFIC SUBCOMMITTEE 

Chairman - George Brown 
Columbia Heights 
(612-788-9221) 
Expires in 1980 

Richard Koppy 
St. Louis Park 
(612-920-3000) 
&xpires in 1981 

Robert Anderson 
Red Wing 
(612-388-6734) 
Expires in 1982 

BRIDGE SUBCOMMITTEE 

Chairman - Carl Jullie 
Eden Prairie 
(612-941-2262) 
Expires in 1980 

Leroy Engstrom 
Little Falls 
( 612-63 2-2341 
Expires in 1981 

Gerald Butcher 
Maple Grove 
(612-425-4521) 
Expires in 1982 

lNDRAULICS & SEWER SUBCOMNITTEE 

Chairman - Arnold Putnam 
New Ulm 
(507-359-8245) 
Expires in 1980 

Reynold Eckstrom 
Robbinsdale 
( 612-53 7-4534) 
Expires in 1981 

Paul Baker 
Mankato 
(507-625-3161) 
Expires in 1982 

STANDARDS SUBCOMMITTEE 

Chairman - Marlow Priebe 
Hutchinson 
( 612-879-2311) 
Expires in 1980 

Richard Wheeler 
St. Paul 
(612-298-5221) 
Expires in 1981 

Laverne Carlson 
Willmar 
(612-235-4202) 
Expires in 1982 

UNENCUMBERED CONSTRUCTION FUNDS SUBCOMMITTEE 

Chairman - Robert Simon 
South St. Paul 
(612-451-1738) 
Expires in 1980 
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Donald Asmus 
Minnetonka 
(612-933-2511) 
Expires in 1981 

Marlow Priebe 
Hutchinson 
(612-879-2311) 
Expires in 1982 



MINUTES OF MUNICIPAL 

ST ATE AID SCREENING COMlVIITTEE 

The Municipal State Aid Screening Committee met at Madden's Lodge, Brainerd, 
Minnesota, on May 29 and 30, 1980. The committee was called to order by Chairman 
Duane Aden at 1:10 pom., on May 29th with the following in attendance: 

District 1 Joseph Mo Madsen Hibbing 

District 2 Stephen A. Vencel Bemidji 

District 3 Go Leroy Engstrom, Jr. Little Falls 

District 4 Herbert Reimer Moorhead 

District 5 Gerald Eo Butcher Maple Grove 

District 6 Maynard Leuth Owatonna 

District 7 Martin Menk St. Peter 

District 8 Laverne Carlson Willmar 

District 9 Robert G. Simon South Sto Paul 

First Class City Paul Davidson Duluth 

First Class City ·Richard L. Wheeler Sto Paul 

First Class City Perry D. Smith Minneapolis 

Chairman Duane Aden .Marshall 

Vice Chairman Paul Baker Mankato 

Secretary Charles Honchell Roseville 

Others present were: 

Don Asmus, Unencumbered Construction Fund Subcommittee - Minnetonka 

Robert Peterson and Donald Tufte - Sto Paul 

Rick Dallman and Jon Ketokoski - Minneapolis 

Gordon Fay, Roy Hanson, William Strand, George Quickstad and 
David Reed - Mn/DOT 

Chairman Aden welcomed all in attendance and asked each person to introduce 
themselves. 

Reading of the minutes of the October 29 and 30, 1979 Screening Committee 
meeting was dispensed with and minutes accepted as submitted on a motion by 
Perry Smith and seconded by Gerry Butchero 

A brief review of information gathered by some of the district representa­
tives from municipalities in the district was giveno 

Charles Honchell presented the recommended unit prices of the Municipal 
Needs Subcommittee and the reasoning behind the recommendation. Several individ­
uals provided information on current bid prices on specific items. Most seemed 
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Minutes - Municipal State Aid Screening Committee 
May 29 and 30, 1980 
Page 2 

to concur with the recommended unit prices, but some experienced higher costs on 
bituminous paving, concrete curb and gutter, bridge structures and railroad grade 
crossings. Mr. Butcher inquired as to why sod and other similar restoration items 
were not included in the needs study. He also inquired about rubber railroad cros­
sing expenses being included. 

George Quickstad indicated that Page 30 of the report entitled, "Needs Adjust­
ment for Right-of-Way Acquisition", should be corrected to include $720,932 for the 
1980 adjustment to Golden Valley's apportionmento 

Also presented by George Quickstad and Joseph Madsen was an overview of the 
large annexation by Hibbing in 1979 and its potential effects on the 1981 M.SoAoS. 
funds. It was noted that Hibbing will receive its share of the funding based on pop­
ulation for 1980; but because the submitted needs were not approved until after the 
December 31, 1979 deadline, that 1981 funds based on needs were not anticipated to 
be provided. 

Bob Simon presented the report from the Unencumbered Construction Fund Subcom­
mittee, outlining their method of reviewing and dealing with each community's unen­
cumbered fund balances. A change is needed to add a clarifying sentence to the dir­
ective requiring the implementation of the 5-year program so it is clear that any 
adjustments resulting from failing to follow the 5-year program are in addition to 
regular adjustments established in the October 1961, directive. The second change 
would correct an apparent error in the directive relating to cities that have not 
used M.S.A.S. funds in the last 5 years to have it effect 1981 apportionments, 
rather than 1982, as the directive now stateso Gerry Butcher indicated that a city 
in his district has brought all their MoSoA.So roadways up to standard, together 
with all their local roads. Since they will continue to receive funds based on pop­
ulation and resurfacing needs, there was uncertainty as to the appropriate action to 
be taken on this matter. Chairman Aden indicated that the membership should discuss 
the matter this evening to determine what, if ariy-, action should be taken. 

Bill Strand gave the background of the City-County-State Coordinating Committee. 
The counties were reviewing needs study items, and it was found that some cities had 
concerns; so the joint committee was formed. Don Asmus requested that the cities 
provide him with items that they want studied by the Coordinating Committee. Gerry 
Butcher indicated that one item for study is how to handle a situation where a road­
way was improved 20, or more yea:rs ago and thus had most of its needs removed. 
Should the needs be reestablished now, and if so, in what manner? 

Old Business - None 

New Business: 

A request was presented from Sauk Rapids for reinstatement of needs on 2nd 
Avenue, which were removed in 1976, because of pa:rtial construction that occurred 
at that time. Much of the paving, as well as sidewalks and storm sewers, still 
remains to be done. Dave Reed, George Quickstad and Bob Simon, each provided addi­
tional information on the background and current status of the roadwayo The normal 
method of "paying back" State Aid improvement fundings to have a roadway get its 
needs reinstated was described. Chairman Aden instructed the screening committee 
to consider the matter and be ready to take action on the request May, 19800 
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Vern Carlson inquired if there was a consistent method of counties paying 
cities for maintaining roadways for the county. It was determined that no consis­
tency exists. Paul Davidson indicated that a similar problem exists for a city 
doing construction of a county roadway. Chairman Aden referred the matter to the 
joint City-County Committee for discussion. 

The meeting adjourned until 9:00 a.m., May 30, 1980. 

The screening committee was reconvened at 9:00 a.mo, Friday, M.a.y 30, 1980. 

The final determination of unit prices for the needs study was discussed with 
some gravel, bituminous and curb and gutter prices being adjusted from the orig­
inal subcommittee recommendationso A motion was made by Bob Simon and seconded 
by Leroy Engstrom to establish the following amended unit prices: 

1980 MUNICIPAL SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 

1980 NEEDS STUDY: 

Grading 
All Municipalities 

Removal Items 
Curb and Gutter 
Sidewalk 
Concrete Pavement 
Tree Removal 

Base 
--C-lass 4 Spec. 

Class 5 Spec. 
Bituminous Spec. 

Surface 
Bituminous Spec. 
Bituminous Spec. 
Bituminous Spec. 
Concrete Spec. 

#2211 
#2212 
#2331 

#2331 
#2341 
#2351 
#2301 

Shoulders 
Gravel Spec. #2221 

Cuo Yd 

Lino Fto 
Sq. Yd. 
Sq. Yd. 
Unit 

Ton 
Ton 
Ton 

Ton 
Ton 
Ton 
Sq. Yd. 

Ton 
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1979 Prices 

$ 

2o50 

1o50 
3o00 
3.25 

100000 

3.25 
3.50 

16.00 

16000 
17050 
21050 
15.00 

Recommended 
Prices 

for 1980 

2.75 

10 75 
4.00 
4.50 

90.00 

4.50 
4.ss 

17.00 

17.00 
20.00 
27.00 
15o50 
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1980 Needs Study - continued: 

Miscellaneous 
Storm Sewer Construction 
Storm Sewer Adjustment 
Traffic Signals 
Street Lighting 
Curb and Gutter 
Sidewalk 

Structures 
Bridges 0 to 149 ft. 
Bridges 150 to 499 ft. 
Bridges 500 and over 
Bridge Widening 

Railroad over Highway 
Number of Tracks - 1 
Additional Track - (each) 

Railroad Grade Crossings 
Signals (Single Low Speed) 
Signals (Single High Speed) 
Signals and Gates 
Signs only 

Mio 
Mi. 
Mi. 
Mi. 
Lino Ft. 
Sq. Yd. 

Sqo 
Sq. 
Sqo 
Sq. 

Unit 
Unit 
Unit 
Unit 

Ft. 
Ft. 
Ft. 
Ft. 

1979 Prices 

$154,000oOO 
48,000.00 
10,000.00 

2,000oOO 
6.00 

14.00 

$ 35000 
41.00 
46.00 
75000 

$ 2,250.00 
1,750.00 

$ 50,000oOO 
so,000.00 
90,000.00 

200.00 

Recommended 
Prices 

for 1980 

$172,000.00 
54,000.00 
10,000oOO 

2,000oOO 
6.50 

14.00 

$ 41.00 
47.00 
56000 
75000 

$ 2,250000 
1,750000 

$50,000.00 
55,000oOO 
90,000.00 

300.00 

The committee reviewed the recent annexation of Hibbing, and after consider­
able discussion it was moved by Robert Simon, and seconded by Perry Smith that 
the additional 32 miles of Municipal State Aid Streets that were approved on 
February 13, 1980, be included in the 1981 Needs Study and the resulting 1982 
Municipal State Aid Apportionment. The motion was approved, but it was restated 
that the portion of the State Aid funding based on population was not affected by 
this motion. 

Vern Carlson opened discussion on the current directive resulting in time 
delays for having needs changed, because of mileage adjustmentso This culminated 
in a general agreement that the directive is desirable as currently established, 
but to clarify it by changing the word 11received 11 , to "approved" in the last sen­
tence. This was moved by Gerry Butcher and seconded by Vern Carlson. The motion 
was approved and the amended directive will now read as follows: 

"All mileage adjustments or revisions to be considered in the Study Needs 
must be submitted and approved prior to December 31st of the previous 
yeax. Adjustments or revisions Peee~¥e& approved after December 31st 
will be considered by the Screening Committee for inclusion in the fol­
lowing year's Needs Studyo" 
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Robert Simon then presented a motion to clarify and correct two directives 
concerning adjustments to needs, because of failure to utilize unencumbered funds 
which was discussed the previous days, Seconded by Gerry Butcher. The motion 
was approved and two directives shall now read as follows: 

"In 1983, each city will be reviewed to determine the progress of 
their 5-year programo Failure to implement the proposed program, or 
other acceptable projects would impose the same adjustment as for fail­
ure to submit a 5-year program. This ad.justment would be in addition 
to the unencumbered construction fund deduction defined in the October, 
1961, Resolution (Revised May, 19750 11 

"To further encourage the use of unencumbered construction funds,those 
cities which have not used municipal State Aid funds for a construction 
project in the 5 years prior to January 1, 1980, would have the pre­
ceding formula concerning implementation applied e~!bRa~ to the+~ 
1981 apportionmento 11 

Gerry Butcher presented a motion to deny Sauk Rapids' request to have the 
needs reestablished for 2nd Avenue. Seconded by Steve Vencel. The motion was ap­
proved and the State Aid Staff was advised to inform Sauk Rapids of the existing 
acceptable procedure to get the remaining needs by repaying the previous State­
Aid funds at the time of a future project. 

Robert Simon requested a clarification of the State answer in the minutes 
of October 30, 1979, that the life expectancy of a project is determined as 30 
years when determining proper deductions on a street dropped from the system after 
being recently constructed with State Aid funds. George Quickstad stated that 
the 30-year answer was a spontaneous response. The actual method would be that 
the community involved would discuss the matter with the District State Aid 
official to determine an equitable solution to the situation. 

Gordon Fay then gave a general overview of his views on alternate bidding 
and comparability of various materials indicating that each project has unique 
aspects which need to be considered when making such decisionso Also discussed 
was the problem of some projects not qualifying for federal funding, because of 
improper construction techniques. Such funds can no longer be transferred to 
other eligible projects as was possible in the pasto 

Mr. Fay reported that the hearing officer has given Mn/DOT his comments on 
the proposed rule and standardso Only a few newer changes were suggestedo They 
will now be published and could become official by as early as July 28, 19800 

The Governor is creating a committee to review Mn/DOT and it was suggested 
that it would be desirable to have city engineers represented in the committeeo 
The CEAM executive board could appoint a representive to request a short meeting 
with the governor to present the city viewpoint on the transportation needs of 
the State. 
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New federal taxes on excess profits of oil companies will begin shortly and 
it is desirable to let our federal representatives know that it is desirable to 
have such taxes earmarked for transportationo If' the 10-cent excise tax: on gaso­
line becomes a reality, a similar position should be taken on the revenues it 
will produce. 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 11 :00 a.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Charles v. Honchell 
Secretary 
Mwiicipal Screening Committee 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE .AlD NEEDS REPORT 

M.S.A.S. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment 1958 to 1981 

Since the initial apportionment in 1958, the number 

of participating municipalities has almost doubled from 

58 to 106. In this same period mileage has doubled from 

920 to 1913 miles, while the needs have increased to three 

and one half times the 1958 estimate. Apportionment in­

come during this same period has fortunately increased 

467%. 

The apportionment amount in this summary, and also 

the remainder of this report, is the same amount used for 

the 1980 allotment. The actual income is not yet known, 

but will be announced in January, 1981, when the Commis­

sioner of Transportation makes the determination of the 

1981 apportionment. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

H.S.A.S. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment 1958 to 1981 

Nwnber of Accumulative 
Year Hunicipalitics Mileag_e, Needs Apportionment Apportionment -
1958 58 920.40 $190,373,337 $ 7,286,074 $ 
1959 59 938.36 195,749,800 8,108,428 15,394,502 
1960 59 968.82 197,971,488 8,370,596 23, 7(>_5,098 
1961 77 1,131.78 233,276,540 9,185,862 32,950,960 
1962 77 1,140.83 223,014,549 9,037,698 41,988,658 
1963 77 1,161.06 221,458,428 9,451,125 51,439,783 
1964 77 1,177.11 218,487,546 10,967,128 62,406,911 
1965 77 1,208.81 218,760,538 11,370,240 73,777,151 

I 1966 80 1,271.87 221,992,032 11,662,274 85,439,425 ...... 
\JJ 1967 80 1,309.93 212,065,299 12,442,900 97,882,325 I 

1968 84 1,372.36 214,086,481 14,287,775 112,170,100 
1969 86 1,406.36 209,186,115 15,121,277 127,291,377 
1970 86 1,427.59 205,103,981 16,490,064 143,781,441 
1971 90 1,437.09 204,854,564 18,090,833 161,872,274 
1972 92 1,490.86 216,734,617 18,338,440 180,210,714 
1973 94 1,580.23 311,183,279 18,648,610 198,859,324 
1974 94 1,597.44 324,787,253 21,728,373 220,587,697 
1975 99 1,669.02 419,869,718 22,841,302 243,428, 999 
1976 100 1,696.56 448 , 6 7 8, 58 5 22,793,386 266,222,385 
1977 101 1,748.55 488,779,846 27,595,966 293,818,351 
1978 104 1,807.94 494,433,948 27,865,892 321,684,243 
1979 106 1,853. 71 529,996,431 30,846,555 352,530,798 
1980 106 1,889.03 623,880,689 34,012,618 386,543,416 
1981 106 1,913.57 695,487,179 34,012,618 420,556,034 



1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Maximum Mileage Record 

The maximum mileage eligible for designation in each municipality is based 

on the Engineer's "Annual Certification of Mileage" as of December 31, 1979. 

Mn/UOT TP 291 /2·01 (10•79) 

ANNUAL CERTIFICATION 
OF MILEAGE 

1. Trunk Highways 

2. County State-Aid Highways 

3. Co. Municipal State-Aid Streets 

4. Municipal State-Aid Streets 

5. County Roads 

6. Other Local Roads and Streets 

7. Total Improved Mileage Previous= 

VI 

Adjustment• 
(+or-) 

VII 

MAXIMUM-STATE-AID MILEAGE COMPUTATIONS 

8. Trunk Highways ( Line 1, Column XI l. · 

9. County State-Aid Highways (Line 2, Column XI), 

10, County Municipal Stat&-Aid Streets (Line 3, Column XI). 

11. Total Deductions (Total of Lines 8, 9 and 10 above). 

12. Basic Mileag~ For Computation (Line 7, Column XI, Minus Line 11). 

13. Percentage Limitation. 

14. MAXIMUM MILES ALLOWED FOR M.S.A.S. DESIGNATIONS 

15. Total Municipal Stat&-Aid Street Designations (Column XII - Line 3 Plus Line 4) 

16. Total Miles of T.H. Turnbacks Included In Line 15 

17. Municipal State-Aid Street Mileage Over/Under Maximum Allowed. 

I hereby certify that the total Improved Street Mile~ge in the Municipality 

of __________ • as of December 31, 19_ is __ ~Miles. Signed 

Current• 

x.20 

______ Title _____ _ 

After deducting the Trunk Highways and County State Aid Highway mileage 

from the total improved mileage, 20% of the remainder is the maximum mileage 

allowable for Municipal State Aid designation. The individual municipalities 

may not exceed this limitation except to the extent necessary to designate 

Trunk Highway Turnbacks. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Maximum Mileage Record 

1979 Mileage Mileage Trunk Highway 
M.S.A.S. for Below Turnback 

Municipality Mileage Designation Maximum Overage 

Albert Lea 16.97 17.00 0.03 
Alexandria 9.84 10.04 0.20 
Andover 16. 78 19.53 2.75 

Anoka 11.08 11.32 0.24 
Apple Valley 15.18 18.13 2.95 
.Arden Hills 4.58 5.50 0.92 

Austin 21.95 20.54 -0- +1.41 
Bemidji 13.18 13.43 0.25 
Blaine 21.38 24.57 3.19 

Bloomington 68.90 70.52 1.62 
Brainerd 13.71 13.81 0.10 
Brooklyn Center 19.26 20.09 0.83 

Brooklyn Park 27.62 28.50 0.88 
Burnsville 32.49 34.61 2.12 
Champlin 8.10 9.33 1.23 

Chanhassen 9o21 11.62 2.41 
Chaska 6048 8083 2o35 
Chisholm 6067 7.03 0.36 

Cloquet 1 '7 1 A 17.38 0:24 I j e I "T 

Columbia Heights 10.25 11.74 1 .49 
Coon Rapids 27.01 30033 3.32 

Cottage Grove 21.43 22.52 1.09 
Crookston 9.16 9.16 -0-
Crystal 17.61 17. 74 0.13 

Detroit Lakes 8.05 8.66 0.61 
Duluth 88.97 85.87 -0- +3.10 
Eagan 20.48 25.09 4.61 

East Bethel 19.18 20.59 1. 41 
East Grand Forks 6.94 8062 1.68 
Eden Prairie 19.96 23.18 3.22 

Edina 37.23 39.06 1.83 
Elk River 12.46 16054 4o08 
Ely 5.51 5.57 0.06 

Eveleth 5o99 5o99 -0-
Fairmont 17 .08 14. 41 -0- +2.67 
Falcon Heights 2.40 2.42 0.02 
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1979 Mileage Mileage Trunk Highway 
M.S.A.S. for Below Turnback 

Municipality Mileage Designation Maximum Overage 

Faribault 14.97 17 .51 2.54 
Fergus Falls 10.94 11.58 0.64 
Fridley 19. 71 20.17 0.46 

Golden Valley 25.82 26.58 0.76 
Grand Rapids 10.38 10.81 0.43 
Ham Lake 16.20 17.04 0.84 

Hastings 11.90 12.31 0.41 
Hermantown 13.04 13.32 0.28 
Hibbing 15.57 15.57 -0-

Hopkins 8.81 9.12 0.31 
Hutchinson 7.63 8.33 0.10 
International Falls 4.23 4.51 0.28 

Inver Grove Heights 10.50 14.39 3.89 
Lake Elmo 8092 9.40 0.48 
Lakeville 19.29 19.85 0.56 

Litchfield 7.05 7.43 0.38 
Little Canada 3.73 4.51 Oo78 
Little Falls 13092 12.11 -0- +1.81 

Luverne 2o59 5.06 2.47 
Mankato 20.20 20.38 0.18 
Maple Grove 25.40 27.21 1 .81 

Maplewood 17.05 18.19 1.14 
Marshall 8.86 9.38 0052 
Mendota Heights 9.27 10.12 0.85 

Minneapolis 185.52 186.73 1 .21 
Minnetonka 43.75 45.01 1.26 
Montevideo 7.51 7.60 0.09 

Moorhead 20.06 22. 77 2. 71 
Morris 5o65 5.66 0.01 
Mound 7.28 7.53 0.25 

Mounds View 6.24 7.35 1 • 11 
New Brighton 12059 13.08 0.49 
New Hope 12.39 12 .61 0.22 

New Ulm 12.68 13.88 1.20 
Northfield 8.32 8.53 0.21 
North Mankato 8.47 7o94 -0- +0.53 

North St. Paul 7.24 8.11 0.87 
Oakdale 8.10 8.96 0086 
Orono 8.72 10054 1.82 
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1979 Mileage Mileage Trunk Highway 
M.SoA.S. for Below Turnback 

Municipality Mileage Designation Maximum Overage 

Owatonna 14.66 17.04 2.38 
Pipestone 6.61 6.76 0.15 
Plymouth 28053 34.82 6.29 

Prior Lake 9.86 10.72 0.86 
Ramsey 20.48 22.07 1.59 
Red Wing 17 .42 18.63 1.21 

Richfield 26.32 26.35 0.03 
Robbinsdale 10.09 9.97 -0- +Oo12 
Rochester 28.90 33.52 4.62 

Roseville 21089 22.37 Oo48 
St. Anthony 5.21 5.48 Oo27 
Sto Cloud 31096 31.62 -0- +0.34 

Sto Louis Park 24044 25.67 1.23 
St. Paul 154.85 157 .29 2.44 
St. Paul Park 4086 5.12 0.26 

St. Peter 7.27 7.48 0.21 
Sauk Rapids 6.93 7.28 Oo35 
Shakopee 11.64 12.19 0.55 

Shoreview 9.00 10.93 1.93 
So. St. Paul 14.33 14.36 0.03 
Spring Lake Park 4o69 4. 71 0.02 

Stillwai.er 9o64 10.03 Oo39 
Thief River Falls 10.53 10.58 0.05 
Virginia 11. 78 12.21 0.43 

Waseca 4.54 6.02 1048 
West St. Paul 11062 11.83 0.21 
White Bear Lake 15.99 16.69 0.10 

Willmar 16.20 17087 1.67 
Winona 17013 18.33 1.20 
Woodbury 15.69 16.90 1o21 

Worthington 9.78 10.45 0.67 

TCll' ALS 1913.57 2015.74 112015 +9.98 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE .AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 Itemized Tabulation of Needs 

The 1980 itemized tabulation of needs on the opposite page shows all 

the construction items used in the Municipal State Aid Needs Study for 

apportionment purposes. 

This tabulation is provided to give each municipality the opportunity 

to compare their needs to the other cities in their respective districts; 

and also for the Screening Committee's use in comparing the districts to 

the balance of the state's reporting by individual construction items. 

The cost/per mile shown in this report does not include bridges, be­

cause the large bridges in some cities would distort the average. The 

average shown is a more comparable cost based on only roadway construction. 

You will notice the average cost/per mile is $333,870, while Eden Prairie, 

Maple Grove and Maplewood all exceed $500,000 per mile. The lowest average 

recorded is $112,720 in Richfield. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 Needs Study Update 

The following tabulation reflects the total difference between the 1979 and 

the 1980 25-Year Construction Needs Studieso This update was accomplished in 

three individual steps to measure the effect each type of revision has to the 

total needs. 

1. 1979 Construction Accomplishments and System Revisions -­

includes construction accomplishments, system revisions, 

corporate limit revisions and other miscellaneous changesa 

2. 1979 Traffic Update -- shows the change in needs for the 

municipalities that had their traffic counted in 1978-1979. 

3. 1980 Unit Cost Revisions -- measures the effect of the unit 

prices approved by this committee at the 1980 Spring meeting. 

The resulting 1980 25-Year Construction Needs as adjusted in the following 

"'rentative Money Needs Apportionment Determination" will be used in computing the 

1981 money needs allotmento 

These net changes can be discussed and further explained if the committee 

so desires. 
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DETROIT LAKES 220,073 182,?20 6,480 2'il,'i49 528,401 20::, 113 34,426 16, 100 14,880 100,0cc S,145 1,6€7,386 8. C ! 207, HS DE lRC I l LtiKES 
DULUTH 5,401,363 4,687,000 399,600 4,504,812 10,883,COl 83,665 2,320,584 1,77!,"i80 114,360 154,000 22,6CC 7,2C9,344 363,600 lll,959 38,959,625 8 8 .97 356,ffS OULL1H 
EAGAN 490,555 2,074,320 lll,78C SH,283 3,i:3~,673 1,1H,lf4 4,), 960 75,300 17,829 8,7S6,644 20.48 429,524 EAGAN 

EAST BETHEL 80, lOC 185,337 543,138 137,455 38,360 16,460 2,~i5,634 19, 18 134,21'7 E/151 BE11-H 
EAST GRAND FORKS l 73,658 351l,C4C 11,340 325,558 435, %8 162,€20 3 122 /) d t 798 13,760 600 165,600 7,452 1,724,716 6.94 246,518 EAST GRANO FORKS 
EDE"l PPA!RIE 461,531 2,483,E8C 47,520 1,160,132 5,139,283 1,188,~36 39,920 ~4,000 71,9CO 2~4,250 12,119 11,112,354 19.96 543,SB EOEf\ PRAIRIE 

EDINA 1,445,365 2,702,<;ll <;5,580 1,274,482 5 ,O'il9, 871 l.l22,H3 t8 ,<;q 74,460 <JS,754 34,7CC 7'l9,440 9C,OCC 44,584 13,3<1,218 37.23 336,336 ED 11\A 
ELK RI VER 622,305 .928,800 32,940 653,109 1,06~, ✓-3:lc 39,800 422,321 12L,5C6 1?'11'58'0 24,920 U,000 1cc ,300 9C,OCC lC ,S 75 4,866,9'l8 12.4E 334,4(6 Ell< RIHR 
HY 430,166 354,320 8,64C 6'l 8,215 233,395 2<J4,14C 14<,Ht 11,020 5,705 2,237,516 5. 51 406,(€3 ELY 

EVELETH 204,440 619,200 150,S74 5'i4,'i26 3,035 22'1,S28 !4S,tl8 ll,980 6,886 2,030,887 5.<J9 339,C46 E\IElf TH 
FA IR MONT 344,041 775,720 57,240 483,289 l, 588,806 3,435 4t5, 5t; l 1C,350 34,160 4,500 6CC 2€2,080 50,900 22,205 4,3~3,7C'i 11.ce 238,3H FAIR/'1(1\1 
FALCON HEIGHTS 66,801 115,240 113,801 193,631 7~,(<;9 4,800 2,762 600, l34 2.40 250,056 FALCO: ~EIGHTS 

F /IR! 8/IUL T 232,142 118,tBC 66,960 341,551 1, 45€, 521 2~~ ,~Cl 8,SC4 29,620 2~4,250 10C,6CC 17,837 3,C33,065 14. 97 185,t26 FtlRleALL T 
FERGUS FALLS 209,129 420,f'84 28,080 232,969 95€, 105 135,367 73, t4 t :, 11t.1399 21, 88C 5,500 <; ,5 00 785,300 11,906 3;001,183 10.94 274,331 FERGUS FALLS 
FR !DLEY 231,505 216,720 163,0SC 328,433 1,34C.L3Q 1, 44C 39C,OS4 1, 39,420 14,30C 375,000 2 I, 569 3,325,090 19. 71 l68,1Cl FR !IJLEV 

GOLDEN VALLEY 762,<;53 1,96<;,40C 15,66( 1,341, !71 3, l7t,428 €75,C!C 51,640 l 0, 000 l'l,500 5?,8CO 38C,OCC 27,251 8,<;46,203 25.U 344,43S GOLDE!\ \ALLEY 
GRAND RAPIDS 94, 64 l 256,280 7,020 180,247 613,246 2,560 ltS,5 l~ 2,fCO 20,760 255,0CC 12,928 1,718,796 10.38 165,5£7 GRAI\D RAP !OS 
HAM LAKE 410,nc BC 8,602 734,405 16<;, 745 32,40C 21,6CC 14,040 2,413,446 l6.2C 148,SJE HA"1 lllKE 

HASTINGS 221,873 741,?20 424,465 726,413 543,tC4 l28,t04 22,70C 23,400 E,7CO 11,485 2,Se6,C5<J 1l.9C 249,24<) HAS 11 ~G ~ 
HERMANTOWN 1, 23'i,100 452,360 1,5C6,€50 1,010,223 BC,075 l<J4,253 26,080 1~,000 61,100 75,768 13,120 4,8C4,317 13. C4 -362,flS hERMAr,,TO,I\ 
H £BB ING 4e4,09<J 388,72C 213,840 526,480 965,293 3'ihl41 1:c,3H l 31, 140 7,500 19,051 3,236,350 15. 57 207,€58 Hl8Blf\G 

HOPKINS 110,488 546,960 35,lOC 102,454 l,4S i,439 227,124 3,cG 1 7, 62' 0 452,000 50,000 10,535 3,201,514 8 .8 1 312,C':iC 1-<CP~ll\5 
HUTCH! NSON 151,636 330,240 34,020 293,456 481,835 157,061 ~88 15,260 110,900 8,551 1,659,847 7.63 217,5~2 HUTCHHISCN 
INTERNATICNAL FALLS 274,904 BC,840 157,68C 266,772 426,073 lS4,4H 'i3,221: 8,460 4,700 ,,337 1,553,112 4.23 361,322 lfllERIIAl!CNAL FALLS 

INVER GROVE rEIGHTS 174,75~ ns,c4c 3,240 726 ,t ~8 t83,€47 34C,•~~ 21,000 3S,2CO 7,613 3,016,849 10.50 2€7,31S l~~ER cµo~E HEIGHTS 
LAKE ELMO 262,710 254,560 24,3CC 8·22,911 301:, 827 40,665 u;;;,2e2 1 84C 8,920 1,9t0,207 8.9, 2l'i,754 LAKE ELl'C 
LAKEVILLE 5E5,375 2,793,28C 70,200 l,932,86~ 1,547, 46'l 6,310. l,1C,,H2 58C 92,900 18,HO 8,381, 11:7 19.29 434,4€4 LA KEV ILLE 

UTCHf!ELD 3 IE, 208 495,36C 16,74C 48S,E57 421,195 321,CH 3 :,H6 14,100 ~ ,4CO 6,'l52 2,l'l4,7'l6 7.C! 3ll,31S LllCicFIELD 
l lHLE CANACA 92,494 283,800 15,66C 147,800 52f ,C59 1n,S4<J 7,460 50,0CC 3,907 1,338,328 3.73 358,ECl LI TlLE CANAIJA 
LITTLE FAUS 445,165 256,280 62,64C e7S ,599 884,634 5,570 472,1(2 24,220 27,84C 30C 16,657 3,014,806 13.<,2 2H,5H LITTLE FALLS 

LUVERNE 81,438 1,620 se,34e 15~,816 l5S ,843 l,S4t 5, 18C 2,733 492,822 2.5<; l'il0,21S U~Hf\E 
MANKA TC 644, 7l c; 1,023,744 59,40C 647,888 3,311,981 516, <; 16 3,5cc 39,920 727,000 12 ,9·)0 26,116 7,213,677 20.20 357,113 MAHA TC 
MA Pl E GRO\I E 724,214 3,527,72C l5,l2C 1,405,282 6,22~,548 1,448,176 50,800 86,900 sc,cco 22,250 U,8C9,588 25. 4C 543,eas MAPLE GROVE 

MAPLEWOOD 528,348 1,732,C4C l,17C,739 3,837,636 98 5 1,C4l,184 34, 100 81,ScC 210,000 18,157 8,€25,682 17.05 517,t35 l'APlEkCCO 
MARS HALL 25€,508 493,64C 20,520 145,803 848,451 Ztf,ICB 14,336 14,840 lOC,OCO 7,841 2,846,243 8. 86 321,24t "11\RSt,ALL 
f'ENDOTA HEIGHTS 323,149 S75,24C 27,00C 478,689 1,464, Ill 461 ,HE 18,540 22,300 55,0CO 8,857 3,913,US 9.27 424,3CC MENOOTA hEIGHTS 

MINN EA POl IS 17,H3,302 8,567,32C 2,109,78C 6,0l6,67'l 34,cl6,S81 1,630 t,4C6,351 c,4H,C12 369,480 ~,400 19, 7l: 5,356 835,2cc 274,€60 04,617,689 * 185.52 457,316 l'II\I\EAPCUS 
MINNETONKA l,683,412 1,988,320 16,740 3,513,COC 5,,,12,676 l9,945 2,3C2,4C5 87,5)0 30,585 22(,100 3 3, t 34 15,745,779 43.75 359,c;c4 I'll f>ll\E TCI\KA 
MONT EV IOEC 322,857 249,400 160,920 523,460 731,100 312,375 lC,584 t 5, 02 a 88,500 4,70C 55,CCO 8,250 2,50,266 7.51 341,314 ~C/\ TEVICEC 

• MOORHEAD 1,267,838 5C7,40C 273,78C l,61b,7Ct 2 ,04,600 1,210 774,920 1:1,te,, 39,940 f,200 2,541,600 l 0~ ,3CC 28,911 10,0'il9, 785 20.0t 376,77~ MCCRHEAO 
MORRIS 425,761 369,SOO 84,240 762,526 385,330 272,384 2:0,S44 11,300 !C,000 55,0CC 6,340 2,460,124 5.65 435,42C MORRIS 
MOUND '372,720 925,360 615,838 S62,'l80 4CS,qs 14,560 2€,200 100,300 l,CE7 3,5C5,754 1. 28 481,5f0 l'Cl.l'<IJ 

MOUNDS V!HI 8?, 379 9€7,28C 167,Se<l 422,206 397,'!H l2,480 ; ,000 h561 2,141,650 6.24 343,213 MCLI\OS \IEt, 
NEW BRIGHTON 292,455 536,640 38,880 670,386 1,021,271 lO, 175 377,124 25,180 14,200 345,000 12,451 3,4t:9,660 12.5'i 275,5ES NE~ 8RlGHTCN 
NEW HOPE 110,682 l 5 i, 360 'J8,28C 177,159 98C,933 143,404 L:'1 24,780 326,250 n,scc 14,573 2,228,813 12.3<; 153,556 NH 1-.0PE 

NEW ULM 362,669 758,950 40,50C 570,347 1,371,175 1,530 349,105 476 l 25,360 50,CCO 251,800 14,2E2 4,439,973 12.68 305,44C IIE~ LLM 
NORTHFIELD 464,762 672,520 25,380 452,919 19e,159 2H,C~c 20c,36C 15,280 2,000 5,600 205,000 8,776 3,ZO<J,811 8.32 385,7'i5 NCRTHFIELD 
fl.ORTH t'ANl<tlTO 248,159 567,60C 30,780 187,182 781,210 24 l • 2 H 7C,ll2 14,220 1,000 9,000 €,475 2,2~0,052 8. ~ 1 2E:3,2EE NOR1H f'Jl~KIITO 

NORTH ST PAUL 23'i,OlC 4<J8,8CC 16,2CC 519,119 5'l6,465 7, < l !i 2t4,~f4 '.:3t 14,480 2 C, 2 CO 250,0CC t, 193 2,504,981 7.24 345 ,S S2 NCR1H ST PALL 
OAK DALE 89,613 715,520 29'i, 356 1,812,237 347,leC 16,200 37,700 6,633 3,405,414 8.10 420,421 CAK OALE 
ORONO l7C,418 185,588 192,419 1,051,945 36,515 3€,714 17,44C 3 E , 900 215,520 6,870 2,101,521 8.72 20'il,'<C4 Cl<C~C 

OWATONNA 593,873 299,28C 65,88C 714,198 l,~13,€20 580 514,43~ s2,;;zc 29,320 500 5C8,500 215,0CC 16,547 4,671,455 14.Et 283,90 OA 1Ct-il\A 
Pl PE ST GNE 598,600 266,600 50,220 604,727 670, 7'll 665 23!:.,6156 28,. ·114 1311220 l ,23 3 15c,8CO 9,430 2,702,766 6.61 408,e'lC P!PESTUE 
PLYMOUTH Sl0,135 1,321,390 1,433,066 1,670,f5l 6<;,855 3S2,~C7 57, 06C 117,10( 155,000 27 .~t3 6,C39,9'i8 28.53 211,1(7 Pl ~f'CL TH 

PRIOR lAK E 363,444 1,CC'J,64C 'il5C,G€l 48c, 32l 19,695 42•,3€4 19, 12C 51,7CO S,282 3,4:;2,741 S.H 348,148 PRICR LAKE 
RAMSEY <J95,6ll 190,<JZO 906,fl3 887,932 145,395 tOC,815 40,960 122,6JO llC,OCC 11,330 3,716,958 20.48 181,4'l2 RAMSEY 
RED Wll\G s:: 1, e64 1,142,080 2S,16C 1,019,841 1,670,343 lC,75~ ~~•,HZ c, 34,840 259,776 23C,6CC 17,t:l:4 5,776,014 11.42 1.H,Hl RED kJN<: 

R !CHF I ELD <;5,501 187,1';86 23,76( H,::S3 l,84S,180 2,325 9(,4~4 52,64C 2,scc 30C,OCC 33,012 2,<Jt6,780 26.32 112,720 RICH !ELD 
ROB8INSOALE 227,155 397,€36 22,140 2le,434 921,898 14t,U4 20,180 500 21, sec 10,682 2,1C3,385 10.09 208, 4ti2 RCBBJl',5CAlE 
ROCHESTER 9~2,946 1,005,l:84 260,28C 885,147 4,811, ll6 7,015 7~~,314 57,B00 3,SCO 55,6CC 43,e'il 9,4tl,070 28.'iC 327,373' PCCnESIER 

ROSE\/IlLE 586,127 1,lS7,12C 99,36C 1,4H ,266 1,820,333 au, ice 43,78C 4,250 lE,900 2cc,ccc 23,480 t,4E6,6l6 21.69 2'il6,328 RCSE\ ILLE 
ST ANT HONV 203,812 172,000 43,2CC 150,498 58~, 738 l45,6C2 63,(84 10,420 800 ~,258 1,433,511 5. 2 l 275.146 S1 Ai,.TH(I\Y 
ST CLOUD l,44C,'l2l l,4'l'l,840 395,280 78f,l22 ~, ss 4,497 9,00~ 88t,5E8 27!,~78 60,960 15,000 H,3CO 4,638,118 415,CCC 37,224 16,768,624 31.96 37'il,!~3 Sl CLOLO 

ST LOUIS PMIK 731,982 1,336,440 285,IZC 7CE ,5'ie :,42£,C5l 855 ,Stl 38,C6l 48,500 82,100 3t,8CC 148,200 28C,OOO 30,897 8,2~3,402 24.44 331,E37 Sl LCLI S P~RK 
ST PAUL 10,168,243 12,272,200 815,400 4,620,178 29,209,057 5, l2<;,8C4 l,c82,4t4 t, 301, 44C 6CC,OOO l'l ,500 11,9q,727 105,7CC 221,864 78 ,t44, 700 154. 85 430,436 ST PA lit 
ST PAUL PARK 83,342 373,240 4'il, l4C 164,787 714,191 2C~.l55 22,BI'. 9,720 5,875 1,677,384 4.€6 345,141 ST PALL PARK 

sr PFTER 161,80~ 357,76C 35,lOC 35c,5H 435,284 1st ,ess 2,4H 14, 540 4,000 5 ,4CC 1,t I 0 1,650,151 1.21 226,SEl ST PETE~ 
SAUK RAPIDS 51 'i, 669 720,680 16,200 377, ~04 888, 801 27e,7C3 6 7, Cl 11,820 20,00C 90,000 6,114 3,0~5,6CB t.93 440,~,~ SA UK RAF IO S 
SHII.K OPEE 305,J44 576,200 37,21::C Bt ,299 1,uU, IH 33,275 33~,£55 11,SOC 21,280 12,600 32C,3CC 12,907 3,e47,324 11.64 313,344 SnAKCFEE 

SHOREVIEW 457,qe3 l,064,1:8C t44,333 433,44~ 4,375 45,,He 18,000 12,300 2 ,t 56 3, lS0,477 9.CC 353,3ft St-ORE VIE• 
SOUTH ST PAUL 334,C27 381,840 144,180 5H,.~28 1,ll7,t88 1,305 315,927 !,CU, I 28,660 lS,lCC sc,occ 15,382 3,127,997 14.33 218,2€3 SCI.TH Sl PALl 
SPRING LAKE PARK 55,G63 223,60C 4 l ,04C 17 7 ,S62 38(,421 lti8,i~3 9,380 U,lOC 4,642 1,126,79'i 4.69 240,2!t SPkl~G LAKE PAR~ 

STILLWATER 453,272 715,520 33,4€C 59C, ll: 4 1,004,455 l ~ 3H ,2CS 284,~42 l 9,280 3e,102 7,200 55,CCC 9,956 3,H4,645 9.t4 382,225 Sl !ll~A1ER 
THIEF RIVER FALLS 3C7,461 698,320 52,920 6<;5,687 766,228 33t, H7 630 21,060 7,600 29C,OCC 11,825 3,293,216 10. 5 3 312,74t T~!EF RIVER FALLS 
VIRGINIA 287,383 244,240 67,500 221,~5t 1cc, 1<11 ~,23C 234,~~8 23C,i34 21,720 1,900 47C,OCC 11,C55 2,6 ll,Ot4 11.H 221,1:!2 ~IRGINH 

WASECA 48,856 77,40C 68,380 241,312 4€ ,E22 3, ( 2 4 CJ,080 55,3CC 5 ,o 15 H2,587 4.~4 132,12€ hi\ SEC A 
WEST ST PAUL 468,799 789,480 508,<;75 1,701,269 401,6€1 3,:cc 23,240 45,000 13,844 4,011,980 11.62 350,429 hEST ST PAUL 
WHITE SEAR LAKE 722,043 909,88C 159,300 1,267,SSS 1,513,936 7C~,C23 5 S, ,,4 31,980 lC ,OJO llC,OCC 16,209 5,6t5, 70', l~.S<; 354,328 l>h I TE BEAR LOE 

WllLMA~ 4'il,486 715,52( 23,76C 347,158 l,532,!67 1,045 2Sl,CC6 l:?E,Cl2 31,840 79,458 18(,CCC 18,2S3 4,0C9 ,638 16 .20 242,H4 lilll~AF 
WI NONA 784,381 364,640 191,700 425,808 2,343,,,56 1. 74 5 615,032 l4C,42C 34,260 IE, 4CO 22,359 5,lll,49l 17. 13 298, 3'l4 hINCNA 
W0008U~Y 226,174 2,255,436 00,526 2,491,068 9H ,3S2 31,380 15,0JC 12,164 7, 7E5, 026 l5.6S 4'i6,l 78 i<CCD8t:ln 

WOll:TH!NGTCN 12'i 44C 135 880 33 48C lt4 E64 7C? 688 204 341 14 21:C 9 560 3 100 452 000 50 occ 11,432 2 019,8t5 S. H 160,313 i,CRlnll\GlO 

TOTALS 
108,940,242 82,319,191, 1,271,585 l4,3Sl,CSC 2,348,314 56,6(2,387 2,182,831 1,913.57 

77,783,214 9,532,0SC 242,32t,S84 60,5~1,S5C 18 3,794,720 2,374,3CC 12,095,6CC 6S5,4f7,179 33\ s,o 

1980 ITEMIZED TABULATION OF NEEDS 



1979 
ll.S.A.S. 

Munici eul1 ties Needs 

Albert Lett I 4,024,196 
Alexumtria 2,294,883 
Andover 3~463,478 

Auoka 5,553,798 
Apple v .. 11.,y 5,148,534 
Arden Hills 1,836,835 

Austin 3,836,856 
liemidji 3,541,481 
JJlaine 4,629,538 

1Jloom1ngton 14,020,751 
lirainerd 2,831,427 
JJrooklyn Center 6,488,945 

!Jrouklyn Park 7,209,49.1 
Bw·n:;ville 13,744,859 

1t,t:hWllplin 2,475,660 
0 
I l:hanl11,sst:11 1,340,177 

Chtti;ku 2,448,700 
Chisholm 1,595,347 

Cluque t 7,842,700 
Columbia Heights 1,471,302 
Coon liupids 5,776,182 

l:ol tcige Gr·ove 9,005,867 
C1·ook..t. Lon 3,50,,014 
Crystal 5,428,800 

/JetrolL Lakes 1,441,116 
!Juluth 35,209,049 
Eagan 7,895,890 

East liethel 2,651,813 
bast Grand Forks 919,440 
Ed,m Prttirie 10,308,141 

Edina 11,636,03, 
Elk !liver 4,626,502 
Ely 1,950, 7::l4 

EveleLh 1,825,929 
FuJ.r-mont 3,729,127 
l!!ilcuu lle1ghte 619,067 

Accomplishments 
& System 
Revisions 

I- 342,720 
73,996 
78,855 

+ 537,965 
- 2,437,925 
+ 41,423 

310,013 
-t 23,528 

59,209 

+ 779,973 
14,200 

215,505 

332,392 
+ 1,501,245 

-0-

-t 1,096,100 
165,807 

-0-

377,620 
124,135 

+ 368,327 

-0-
+ 11:l7,940 
+ 20,494 

-0-
999,756 

... 96,608 

+ 306,724 
+ 664,082 

20,368 

.. 2,193 
-0-
6,741 

-0-
,3,163 

132,546 

1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 M.S.A.S. Needs Study Update 

1980 1980 
Traffic Unit Coet 
Update Increase 

I+ 78,421 537,115 
-0- 308,219 

- 82,758 410,766 

-o- 427,447 
-t 3,755 414,711 

-0- 220,750 

- 40,721 530,980 
-0- 399,715 

+ 14,456 502,572 

+886,270 1,986,948 
+ 41,826 438,925 
-208, 104 625,064 

+ 75,214 799,517 
-371,386 11 404,042 
+ 76,817 295,405 

+ 55,766 356,869 
+ 17,277 420,372 

-0- 195,571 

-0- 1,060,795 
+ 12,847 213,412 
+379,033 698,635 

-148, 105 1,044,652 
+ 93,106 523,193 
+ 10,952 500,231 

-0- 246,270 
•181,206 4,569,126 

-0- 804,146 

-655,836 292,933 
+ 20,690 120,504 
-108,874 933,455 

+409,531 1,2'13,459 
- 53,422 294,118 

-0- 293,523 

-0- 204,958 
+107,928 549,817 
+ 44,061 69,552 

1960 
11.s.1.s. Net % Change Mileage 
~ Change 1912 to 1980 .2l!.!!!!.n... 

I 4,297,012 I+ 272,816 + 6.8 -0-
2,529,106 + 234,223 + 10.2 --0-
3,712,631 -t 249,153 -t 1.2 -0-

4,519,210 + 965,412 -t 21.2 + 0.12 
3,129,075 - 2,019,459 - 39.2 -0-
2,099,008 -t 262,173 + 14.3 -0-

4,011,102 -t 180,246 + 4.7 - 0.10 
3,964,724 + 423,243 + 12.0 -0-
5,087,357 -t 457,819 -t 9.9 . -0-

17,673,942 + 3,653,191 -t 26.1 + 3.n 
3,297,978 -t 466,551 + 16.5 - 0.03 
6,690,400 + 201,455 -t 3.1 -0-

7,751,832 -t 542,339 + 7.5 + 0.95 
16,278,760 + 2,5:n,901 + 18.4 + 2.28 
2,847,882 + 372,222 -t 15.0 --0-

2,848,912 + 1,508,7.)5 + 112.6 + 1.03 
2,720,542 + 271,842 + 11.1 -0-
1,790,"918 + 195,571 + 12.3 -0-

8,525,875 .. 683,175 + 8.7 -0-
1,573,426 .. 102,124 ♦ 6.9 -0-
7,222,177 + 1,445,995 + 25.0 + 1.15 

9,902,414 + 896,547 + 10.0 -0-
4,389,253 + 804,239 + 22.4 + 0,44 
5,960,477 + 531,677 .. 9.8 + 0,26 

1,687,386 + 246,270 + 11.1 -0-
38,959,625 + 3,750,576 + 10.7 - 0.03 
8,796,644 + 900,754 + 11.4 + 0.05 

2,575,634 56,179 2. 1 + 2,00 
1,724,716 + 805,276 + 87.6 + 1.77 

11,112,354 + 804,213 + 1.0 --0-

13,,21,218 + 1,685,183 + 14.5 -0-
4,866,998 + 240,696 + 5.2 -0-
2,237,516 + 286,782 + 14.7 -0-

2,030,887 .. 204,958 + 11.2 -0-
4,353,709 .. 624,582 + 16. 7 -0-

600,134 18,933 3.1 --0-



1979 Acco111pl1ahwente 1980 1980 1900 
M.S.A.S. & System Traffic Unit Cost 11.S.A.S Net '/, Change llileage 

Municipalities ~ Revisions Update Increase ~ ~ 1979 to 1980 ~ 

~•arit.t1ult a 2,382,973 a+ 344,391 I -0- I 305,701 I 3,033,065 I+ 650,092 + 27.3 + 0.16 
~•ergus falls 2,741,135 -0- -0- 260,048 3,001,103 + 260,048 + 9.5 -0-
.l!'ridley 3,009,330 15,858 + 6,514 325,104 3,325,090 + 315,760 + 10.5 + 0.80 

Golden Valley 8,089,454 200,628 + 2,059 1,055,318 8,946,203 + 856,749 + 10.6 -0-
G1·and llapids 1,560,284 95,558 -0- 254,070 1,718,796 + 158,512 + 10.2 -0-
llaw Lake 2,321,411 + 37,094 - <'79, 741 334,682 2,413,446 + 92,035 + 4.0 + 0.88 

Ha.stiugu 2,762,165 -0- - 118,425 322,319 2,966,059 + 203,894 + 7.4 -0-
ll<lrlllWltowu 5,427,817 - 1,190,941 -0- 567,441 4,804,317 623,500 - 11.5 -0-
Hibbing 2,857,679 215 -0- 378,886 3,236,350 + 378,671 + 13.3 -0-

llopkins 3,096,355 160,510 + 7,895 257,774 3,201,514 + 105,159 + 3.4 -0-
Hutchinson 1,524,142 -0- -0- 135,705 1,659,847 + 135,705 + B.9 -0-
International Ftllle 1,357,570 -0- + 12,751 183,451 1,553,772 + 196,202 + 14.5 -0-

lover Grove lleighta 21 ':IB0,050 361,393 -0- 398,192 3,016,849 + 36,799 + 1.2 -0-
Luke Mmo 2,111,510 -0- - 02,286 290,983 1,960,207 151,303 - 1.2 -0-
Lakeville 7,388,862 -0- -0- 992,325 8,381,187 + 992,325 + 13.4 -0-

Litchfield 2,096,426 167,253 -0- 265,623 2,194,796 + 981 }70 + 4.7 -0-
Little Canuda 1,297,389 84,237 -0- 125,176 1,338,328 + 40,939 + 3.2 -0-
L1 t tle Palls 2,524,04} + 61,950 + 55,450 373,3:B 3,014,806 + 490,763 + 19.4 -0-

I Luverne 447,708 -0- 7,990 53,104 492,822 + 45,114 + 10.1 -0-
r..; lil!mksto 6,540,336 + 47,866 -0- 625,475 7,213,677 + 673,341 + 10.3 + 0.30 

Maple Grove 10,972,158 + 1,058,504 + 732,062 1,046,864 13,809,588 + 2,837,430 + 25.9 + 3.17 

Maplewood B,498,633 398,398 - 1110,389 835,836 8,825,682 + 327,049 + 3.8 - 0.06 
Mar>1h1dl 2,439,163 + 17,691 -0- 389,389 2,846,243 + 407,080 + 16.7 - 0.18 
Mendota Height" 3,270,210 + 31-4,860 + Hl,079 330,116 3,933,265 + 663,055 + 20.3 + 1.02 

Minneapolis 88,690,758 + 4,172,685 + :!33,367 11,520,879 104,617,689 +15,926,931 + 10.0 + 0.14 
Minnetonka 13,050,777 + 690,480 + 'l69,404 1,635,118 15,745,779 + 2,695,002 + 20.7 + 1.54 
Montevideo 2,332,833 -0- - 37,885 268,318 2,563,266 + 230,433 + 9.9 -0-

Moorhead 8,161,669 + 1,295,693 - :l77,315 1,019,738 10,099,785 + 1,938,116 + 23.7 + 0.87 
Morrie 2,109,235 + 37,755 -0- 313,134 2,460,124 + 350,889 + 16.6 + 0.25 
llow1d 3,211,778 -0- - 101,315 395,291 3,505,754 + 293,976 + 9.2 -0-

Mounds View 1,914,601 -0- + 11,4'/6 215,573 2,141,650 + 227,049 + 11.9 -0-
New Brighton 3,025,308 -0- 1,599 445,951 3,469,660 + 444,352 + 14. 7 -0-
New Hope 2,101,420 116,545 -0- 243,938 2,228,813 + 127,393 + 6.1 -0-

New Ulm 3,690,031 1,226 + 246,878 504,290 4,439,973 + 749,942 + 20.3 -0-
llorthfield 2,868,477 -0- -0- 341,334 3,209,811 + 341,334 + 11.9 -0-
llorLb 14ankato 2,002,523 -0- -0- 227,529 2,230,052 + 227,529 + 11.4 -o-
Nor1.h St. Paul 2,101:1,746 -0- -0- 396,235 2,504,981 + 396,235 + 18.8 -o-
Oakdale 3,357,938 2j9,295 -0- 286,771 3,405,414 + 47,476 + 1.4 --0-
Orooo 2,927,030 - 1,006,154 -0- 180,645 2,101,521 825,509 - 28.2 - 0.63 

owa~onna 4,348,946 35,320 -0- 357,829 4,671,455 + 322,509 + 7.4 + 0.24 
Pipes Lon,; 2,435, 148 28,708 - 63,261 379,587 2,702,766 + 267,618 + 11.0 + 0.06 
Plymouth 6,531,855 - 1,320,961 -0- 829,104 6,039,998 491,857 - 7.5 - 0,04 



1979 Acco111pliahiaenta 19B0 1960 1960 
Y.S.A.S. & System Traffic Unit Coat 11.s.,.s. Jlet f. Chqe ll1le9&e 

Municipalities ~ Revisions Update InareEIBe Jleede ~ 19:Z9 to 1980 ~ 

Prior Lake • 3,445,775 I- 472,591 ... 36,260 • 423,277 • 3,432,741 •- 13,034 - * - 0.09 
Ramaq 3,46B,B99 75,B35 + 5,936 317,958 3,716,958 + 248,059 + 7.2 -0-
Red Wing 5,112,973 -0- -0- 663,041 5,776,014 + 663,041 + 13.0 -0-

IUchrield 2,500,933 -0- 1,640 467,487 2,966,780 + 465,847 ,+ 18.6 -0-
Hobbinsdale 2,015,976 84,730 - 42,069 214,206 2,103,385 + B7,409 + 4.3 + 0.26 
Rochester 9,25B,796 665 1 273 -0- 887,547 9,461,070 + 202,274 + 2.2 -0-

Roseville 5,5B6 1 575 12,41!i + 20,955 891,505 6,486,616 + 900,041 + 16.1 + 0.59 
St. Anthony 1,316,696 24,767 B,395 149,777 1,433,511 + 116,615 + B.9 - 0.11 
St. Cloud 14,272,606 + 101,999 -0- 21 393,B19 16176B,624 + 2,495,816 + 17.5 - 0.04 

St. Louis Park 7,453,B3B + 121,619 + 61,695 616,250 8,253,402 + 799,564 + 10.7 + 0.20 
st. Paul 70,675,567 .. 658,941 - 474,766 7,784,960 78,644,700 + 7,969,133 + 11.3 + 2.16 
St. Paul l'ark 1,512,669 -0- -0- 164,715 1,677,364 + 164,715 + 10.9 -o-
St. Peter 1,564,911 122,790 -0- 208,030 1,650,151 + 85,240 + 5,4 -0-
Sauk Rapids 2,645,252 + 133,405 -0- 276,951 3,055,608 + 410,356 + 15.5 -0-
Shakopee 3,343,563 59,966 -0- 363,727 3,647,324 + 303,761 + 9. 1 -0-

1 Shoreview 2,B43 1 455 -0- -0- 337,022 3,180,477 + 337,022 + 11.9 -0-r,, SouLh St. Paul 3,488,208 75B, 162 -0- 397,951 3,127,997 360,211 - 10.3 -0-1
~Spring Lake Park 1,360,390 40B,563 + 51,232 123,740 1,126,799 233,591 - 11.2 -0-

Stillwater 3,374,551 70,160 -0- 380,254 3,6B4 1 645 + 310,094 + 9.2 + 0.02 
'fhief River ~'alls 2,821,213 -0- -0- 472,003 3,293,216 + 472,003 + 16.7 -0-
Virginia 2,503,058 97,866 -0- 205,872 2,611,064 + 108,006 + 4.3 -0-

Wa.eeca 602,452 38,254 -0- 38,389 602 1 5B7 + 135 * -0-
West St, .Paul 4,192,500 361,174 - 152,347 393,001 4,071,960 120,520 - 2.9 -0-
White Bear Lake 5,815,088 776,615 -0- 627,236 5,665,709 149,379 - 2.6 + 0.01 

Willmar 5,630,158 - 2,008,965 -0- 388,445 4,009 1636 - 1,620,520 - 2B.B -0-
Winona 4,570,118 -0- -0- 541,373 5,111,491 + 541,373 + 11.a -0-
Woodbury 6,356,892 187,965 + 955,223 660,876 7,785,026 + 1,428,134 + 22.5 -0-

Worthington 1,943,850 121,979 -0- 197,994 2,019,B65 + 76,015 + 3.9 -0-

TClrALS &622,630,704 1- 2,794,690 S+l,427 1811 174,223,354 1695,487,179 1+72,B56,475 + 11. 7 +24.54 

* Less Than 1% 



1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Tentative 1981 Money Needs Apportionment Determination 

This tabulation shows each municipality's tentative money needs apportion­

ment based on the previous years apportionment amount. The actual amount of 

the Road User Fund for distribution to the Municipal State .Aid Account will not 

be available until January of 1981. 

The 1980 Needs shown on this report are those computed on the 11 1980 Needs 

Study Update". The 1980 apportionment needs are the result of subtracting for 

the Construction Fund Deduction and Expenditures off the Municipal State Aid 

System, and adding a credit for Bond Accounts, Non-existing Bridge Adjustments, 

Right of Way Acquisition, and Trunk Highway Turnback Adjustments. These adjust­

ments to the actual needs are made as directed by the City Engineers• Screening 

Committee. 

This summary provides specific data and shows the impact of the adjustments 

to each municipality for the committee's use in establishing the 1981 Money 

Needs Apportionment Determination. 

These adjustments will be reviewed individually immediately following this 

tentative 1981 Money Needs Apportionment Determination summary. 
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IYUO IIIJlllL:lUL S'UJ'i,; illJ IIJ,;Ji:IJS ltU'OkT 

JJeL~r·llliru,iian or th• l'jlll llon•Y llaefi11 Appart.1 orua1:n t 

1!.IUO AcLu,.i !lcauc Liuri11 tor lluri- Ad Ju• te4 'l1entativ• '1'entkt.iv• 
2, Y•ar UUDd t,·uc 1.iun Jup .. mH turee JuhUn& 111iht ot lq 2, har Appor t1 onaen t 191l1 

Uouiitru...:tion l'und Ott St11te cr .. dit tor llridi" .lcquhi Uon Cane truo UoG LHII TurGbiWk furnback Money 11..eae Dia tri butian 
M.unii,;1p~l1ticti lh:t:d~ JJ.:Juct1on .lid Syatea l:lond .lcuount Adjuataent 4'1juataant llods Adjuutaent .ldjuataenL JpporUonaenL l'ercent¥e 

Albc1· L l~a.. a 4,2n,012 • 1YJ,tl!l6 • ,2,,n • • 24!>,J20 • • 4,285,90:, • 106, ·14, • • 106,74!> .6277 
AlcJ1..•ni.lr.ia 2,529, 106 249,931 100,000 2,:579,175 59,256 59,256 .J484 
.A.r.uiuVcr j,712,6j1 3,}11 ,. 709,'20 92,}64 92, j84 .54}2 

AlltJ.IU& 4,,19,210 ;lll,!.14!> 117,tlOO :,,882,465 !116,697 2}11 96,9J, .,100 
Avvl• v ... 11ty j,129,075 2J0 0000 :,,:,59,075 83,661 83,661 .4919 
!.c·d~n llilh 2,099,008 H.:,O'{l) 1,956,9}8 48,7}9 48,739 .2866 

AU.blln 4,0l'/,102 421,409 20'/ ,984 :,,·jjj7,709 84,H4 2,;,o 86,924 ,5111 
!Jclll.l.J Jl 3,9b4, U4 280,lj8 12,,000 ),809,586 94,882 94,882 .5579 
U!ta..inc 5,087,357 358,099 126,,n 4,602,665 114,6'4 114,6}4 ,67◄ 1 

bluuw..iu.gluu 1"/,6'/.i,942 874,014 440,000 17,2}9,928 429,HII 429,H8 2,5248 
lli·binc:.cd 3,2n,9·1e 41lO,tl49 49),000 J'/6, 113 },aa&,242 96,841 96,841 .,694 

I JJruul<lyn C-=intt:r 6,690,400 764,197 4;,024 197,709 6,078,888 151,401 151,401 .890, f\ .. , 

~ 
I llt"uul<lyu buk 7, 7:>1 ,8j2 Jito,4n 7,3'/8 7,jB},957 16),905 16},905 1.0814 

lilti'U,l;jVillt: 16,278,760 7,985 50,000 16 1 }20, 775 406,485 406,485 2,}902 
Cluuaplin 2,8H,Bll2 291,}j9 2,556,543 63,67) 6},673 .:nu 
lJ!l&n.llbdtlil.U 2 01l48,~12 5;,49; 2,79},417 69,57} 69,57} ,4091 
l:!J..,.llu 2,720,542 245,627 13,0)} 211,800 2,490,662 62,0}2 62,032 ,}648 
Chitshol111 1,1,10,918 22,500 1,768,418 44,044 44,044 .2590 

L:loquo L tl,:>.!:>,ff/5 2d9,ll1>6 103,490 51 ,26ls a,:,90,161 208,980 208,980 1.2261l 
Colwolllu llc111h LM 1,573,426 211,619 79,22j 1,282,584 }1,944 :,1,944 .1878 
Coou liup.1.U~ 7,222,1'/7 451,191 6,770,986 168,6'8 168,638 ,9916 

CutL'-"5t: Ucove 9,902,414 ,U2,\f/1 4}5,214 9,904,657 246,61l5 246,685 1.4,06 
l.!1·ook.uton 4,:.il.J9,2,, 170,45} 11,907 9},000 4,299,89} 107,09} 107,09} .6297 
l'.L',)'t1L1a.l ,,960,<177 1,429,643 158,019 285,354 4,658,169 116,016 116,016 ,6622 

UtlJ'Oi t. r....: .. ~ 1, bd'/, '186 99,Jl:19 155,000 1, 742,99'/ 43,411 4},411 .255} 
Duluth .its,959,625 1,878,820 5j6,667 49,401 }6,593,539 911,}98 2,/15 914,11:, 5.}751 
l:.:tagWl 8,7%,644 6,2}5 8,790,409 218,9'4 218,9}4 1,2874 

~IWL bt::l.b.t:1 2,:>75,6.i4 131,'/35 2,44',li99 60,868 60,868 .,rn, 
1,;...,L G.l'M.ud .i"u1·._o 1,'/24,716 245,000 1,969,716 49,058 49,058 .2885 
Ed•n Pnurlo 11, 112,:)54 182,271l 10,930,076 272,224 272,224 1,6007 

a.dlDJ:il. 13,'121,.!18 566, 35'/ 12 1 7}4 1861 }17, 1·14 317,174 1,8650 
i,;u .. 111v.,· 4,tl6o,Y'..18 17ll,W, 4,688,79} 116,779 llf,,779 .6867 
l,;ly 2,237,516 HB,635 39,0Hi 2,049,865 51,054 51,054 ,)002 



1 9tl0 Ac t \41U Jle4w, UOA• tw: IIQlll- MJuat .. 'tlllltat1•• tutati•• 
2, hu \.)OllJl Lr14C tiUA bpen41\W-H llld•U.q Jlipt ot ·~ as, .. ,. .tppo,:-t1ciuaeat 1981 

Uo.n&tru..:\.io.n ~" ott l\att Cred11; tOI' lil'iq• ""4\lieitia Ccaau-w:Ucm LeH 'fw-nllaolt tlll'ullaolt lloll•J beda .Diatrillutillll 
l&l..lJ1ic1pc&1it.ltHi ll••dll DcdUOUOI} ,till fnt•t l!!!li.Ji~ MJ!t!SlfRi MJW!\MH IH4a MJ!ift19t Mj,wtug\ Meorttereee\ ltfCff\M! 

i>:VoluLU • 2,o;u,u1n • • • • • t 2,0)0,8117 • ,o,581 • • ,0,)81 .2974 
i"taJ.rlAUOL 4,353,709 5tl4 ,t191 57,276 ,,111,542 1)2,440 1)2,440 .so, 
i'ia.l~un ll•li;hLIO 600, lj4 '°°• 1'4 14,1)41 14,947 .oalt 

i'uri IJaulL 3,un,06, 46,4)4 29,616 2,954,995 7',5!il n,597 ,028 
hri;ua i'1llh 3,001,163 164,339 1, 791i 2,8'5,048 70,610 70,610 ,4152 
i'ridhy 3,}25,090 191,3}1 li7,984 S,tiJ ,,011,62• 76,502 76,502 .4'98 

uolllcn Yiill•1 e,946,20l )92,6}0 12,1,, lh,120 120,ua !l,J11,06!l an,so ,,,.,., 1.}7}) 
Grund llllpiii11 1,716,796 15:l,OOO 55:,,a,e 2,424,654 60,)811 .o,,aa .})51 
11 .... I..t.k• 2,4n,O6 14!1, 154 2,264,292 56,:,94 56,}!)4 .n1, 

U...,Lltll!" 2 ,':166,0,9 294,927 102,}17 2,568,815 0,979 li75 64,6,4 ,)802 
Har1&W1town 4,004,317 4,804,)17 119,656 119,656 .10,, 
1110~1n, },2}6,350 48,257 114,51j5 ,,,li2,688 U,7S1 a:,,751 ,4925 

lh..111k.1n.w 3,201,,14 bb,}lU 21ts,!n} 2,896,281 72,lJ) 12,n, .4242 
liuLuh1nuc.an 1,659,847 1 )70,793 2,2,0,6'!) 55,,5, 55,556 ,}267 
lnLerub.tloruU l'dl» 1,553,'/72 j2u,o·,o 121,414 1,104,288 21,50, 27,50) .1617 

lhVcJ:' li1·uv.: Ht1ltll1l111 .i,UH>,U4':I 114 ,&./} 40,000 W,9:H 2,96.t,95} n,79, n,19> ,Oj9 
Lu.Jiu: blmu 1,'JbU,207 41,412 1,918,795 n,w9 47,789 ,2810 
l..&.k.t:'i 11le tl, )Ul, ltf/ ltll, 798 230,0ii> 7,969,324 19a,4a4 198,484 1,1671 

I 
f'.) 

2, 194,'/':lb \J,LiLchfleill 142,11, 111,:;,o 11 !1}4,7}1 48,186 46,1t16 ,28)) 
I LlLLh Cr.n"d" ,,nu,32H 1 4',lOO 1,381,62'/ j4,411 '4,411 .202) 

LiLLl- 111-lh 3,014,606 u,,,·, 9·1,4u ),089,692 76,952 76,952 ,025 

Luverne 4n,b22 H,uw 4!14,994 11,}j2 11,n2 ,Ooli6 
llwui.,.to ·1,20,b1'/ 44,3~1 3,5,,n lli2,0b2 li,975,881 17},741 }o0 174,101 1.0237 
.lil.b.vl~ t.1·ova 13,Uu'.J,5&1 11,100 1',797,882 ,u,.,o 341,650 2,0207 

M.d.plt!WUuJ. b,u~,,bu2 ld, Iii 41,,000 6i4 1 96b 9,867,487 24!>,7i0 245,760 1,401 
16.rutH~J l 2,u46,24:; :2::1,,4':ltl 16,510 2,534,2}5 63,118 2,160 65,278 .)8}9 
M.c:::nllult&. lh.:l~IJL~ 3,'J.i.i,26, 160,/02 nu,b2li 4,151,191 103,390 10;,390 ,6080 

.Urnu;c:1,~u l J ti lU4 1 bl"/,ob'J 1,u·1u,·/':Jl 94,'/bl 2,4L10,UOO 1, i,2,0,i 10/, 1 l!;lb, 187 2,044,922 2,644,922 1,.,,211 
M.i1U1t:LUJHllJ. 1,,14,,77~ .i0, .i.l4 1,·146,%6 210,700 14,179,179 }5},147 35j, 147 2.0766 
Ml.,.ad.1,;V 1Jt:u 2,:,03,,06 4<'J' ,'I., 2,134,049 5},1!,1 :,j,151 .j12!) 

1-.iuurtu::wJ lU,lJ':l':1,/tl:, t:11 :,,,.ib 7,Ul'I ·1,,;o 21,000 9,}0!>,762 2}1, '/119 2jl 1/6':1 1, 3628 
Murcia 2 1 4L0, 124 I .i':1,26} 13,097 2,}}},958 58,1}0 51:l,130 .3418 
Wuu.nU .i, 50) ,/)4 171,010 6b,2:,6 },266,488 81,355 81,}55 -'4784 

l&uwu1~ V 1 uw ~, 141,o')U n.l,2o2 ,!..i,094 1 ,b91,482 42, 121:l 42, 121:l .2477 
w~w lli~1~tit.un .i,4L':l,66U n,;'!4 14..i,b21 ,,228,64!1 80,41' tl0,41} .4728 
Nt# liu~e 2,nu,un '/1,971 1 j3,':/':/U 2,022,844 50,jdl 50,-'81 .2~6} 

New Ul'" 4,4;':l,:rt.l 1n,w~ 17..i,0!lb 4,06!1,910 101,tl6j 101,tl6j ,59!10 
Nut·Lhflcl.J j,.;:'l)lJ,dl l l~ti, 11', ;72,uyo 4i"/,41b 2,746,220 6U,..i97 611,,97 .4022 
hlur·Lh lduukul.u 2 ,:) j1),0~2 61,113 2, 16tl,9}9 54,020 2,llli, 56,70) .H}4 



lYUU A.~!l..uul IJtHlU<:tiOJlll tor Mon- .&ajuaiecl i1enUHiY& i'tmta1.ive 
;/:, 'i1;:ct1' Con.Jt.ruc\1uu .:..11~ru11tur•• l1:xi1Hing llight 01· lllq 2, ¥<:Mr .&i>Pllr L 10Jlll~n t 1%1 

Gorunruc Llon i'wul Ott SLatv Crtid1L tor 11l'idge Acquhitlon ConatrucUoo Leaa turnbllcil t1 w-nb1&ct llon"y 11 .. 1111" Di11tribuU0J1 
Munl<..:lpuliLlt.:'°' N"~dll Ut.a1ucl.1on Aid Splti■ llond A.c1,;owu. AIIJUMt■ent A&!Ju.aLat:nt llud■ .&aJu■tunt .&11Ju11t11.,nt ~f0rUon11 .. ,,t l'ercent~e 

Nurl.h St. 1-'t:t..Ul • 2, :>04 ,'JBl $ 2.ltl,21>1> • }H,406 • • • • 1 ,95}, }09 • 48,649 • • 48,049 • .211o1 
Uu.kdl:llc .l,40:>,414 1 ,,40,,4n l:l4,815 8◄ ,815 ,4987 
Uruno 2,101,521 1 211,89./ 2,074,628 ,1,671 '1,671 .3038 

UwuLuruu~ 4,b"/1 1 4:>:> 1}6,}..'0 lU,11}11 4,646, Tl} 115,7') 11?,"/H .1100, 
r'i~l.!'!;;LUUt.: 2,7U2,7b6 8,011:1 ./0,000 2,714,748 67,61' 67,613 .}!:/76 
l1lynuuU1 6,0.l9,'J98 2:,2 1 2'.;ll }43,491 }0,000 2) ,20li 5,499,424 1}6,969 136,96!:I .8054 

t'rlOL L..Jlt .l,452,741 :,,4'2,741 l:l?,496 tl?,496 .5027 
f(~ru.:h::y j 1 716,'J:>U 7,1:164 :,, 724,842 92,771 92,771 ,?455 
Heu Win;; 5,776,014 1,4, 1(>8 14,000 5,944,182 lW,046 Utl,046 .870) 

U1i..:hrlt:ld ./ 1 'lb6 1 780 U17,4:>2 2,149,328 ?.l,5}1 5;,,,1 .}14tl 
ttolJb1n~Jt:1.lt: 2 1 10j 1 .lll:> lutl,219 1,!:115, 166 47,699 47,699 .280) 
bocht!,tjLt.:I' 9,461,0'/0 "/l"l,4'Jj 1:14,'f/tl 98,:i50 8,926,505 .!22,32} 222,}2j 1.307} 

hUOt.:Vll!t b 1 4Ub 1 blb :>Ll,040 ;;11,,1◄ 5,756,042 14},jbO 14j,}60 .eoo 
~L. AuLt1uuy 1,4:i;,,11 202,414 7, 78'/ 1,223,}10 }0,46a 30,468 .1792 
•. H. Cluud 1b 1 7btl,6;;4 641,tl52 jtl,238 5114 ,249 16,652, 78} 414,754 2,880 417,634 2.45)8 

.:;it •• Loul~ t'lil"k tl,:i):l,402 11.l,?J'J 1 ,4':12 15'/0 }.l5,520 9,967,75:l 246,2';7 241:l,2)7 1.4598 
I :..il.. Puul "/tl,b44 1 '/00 1,r'lj},977 2,·1;;,742 ':J00,,·15 1,'J<2,2~4 82,187,264 2,046,956 2,046,956 12,,0}65 
f\,l~L. YbUI p..,.._ 1,i>77,:ltl4 ./N 1 175 1,438,209 }5,820 ~,.l64 :,a, 184 .224, 
0\ 
I ~-- t't:Lt.H' 1 1 b')U 0 1)1 1'/U,lb'.1 1,471,982 }6,661 }6,601 ,21)6 

Juuk Hav1Jl:i :l ,O')',, bOu 52,062 },00},546 74,80o 1 ,'J}O 76,n6 .U89 
~l1tt.k.ovct: .l,b47 1 }~4 l45,250 4o,401 },255,6"1} 81,086 81,086 .4768 

Slw.rcvii.-:w :l, IU0,4T/ ;,01,,42 6!1,91:12 2,909, 15} '12,4')5 72,455 .4261 
~t..n.J.Ll1 Jt. l'bul l,12"1,Y'l'/ 1~,tl'/4 181,803 2,93},}20 7.l,O'J7 73,057 ,4296 
0vr1ug L&.k.e! h,rk 1,120, 7':J'J 1 )4,}60 1,072,438 26,710 26,710 .1571 

:.iLl l!W1;tLdr ) 0 btl4,o4) 14·1, 1,u u, 1')0 125,000 ),6?4 I 3}7 '.11 ,01') '.11,015 .5.l52 
J'ldcf k.il/t:!!" l'ullti :l,2'.i.l,216 j')b 1 /6j 2,936,45} n,1;5 73, 1 ~5 ,4}01 
Vug11dc1. ~, b 11,064 ,~o,ooo },0}1,064 75,492 75,492 .409 

#ti.li~Cd. 6u~,~b7 lUtl,bU'/ 4'.l:l,978 i;;,;O} 1;;, }Oj .on; 
Wt!LJL ~I.. Pa.ul 4 ,0·11 ,'.luO 1 1':10,0UO },881,979 ':Jb,6u5 %,685 .5685 
Vihl Lt UeW' l..uJ<c 'J,66:,,'/0'-J 258,165 5,407,544 IH,680 n4,6t10 .·1919 

Wlllwur 4,UU':J,6.ltl 1:14,,,, },':125,0!!4 97,7~ 420 9t1, 171:t ,')77} 
Winunts. ,, 111,4':Jl 106, :l62 5,005,129 124 0 b58 124,656 • 7':lO 
Woodbury 7,'/ti:;,0~6 211, .l'J9 1')0 1 ':Jlb 7,724,563 192,3111:l 192 I }l:t6 1.nn 
'iorLhjr~LOU 2,0l'J 1 tlb? 4':J,11:l 1,9'/0,7?1 49,084 49,0tl◄ .2~ 

'l'UrAL io':J,, 4t,t, 1 "/'J ia,41·1,o,7 111,·,~,,047 110, ◄ bU, 191 ) 14 "/o ,'/UU '4,'/tll,•:fl7 a6u2 ,0·14,on llb 1 ':lll"/,l.l2 11tl,5't/ 11"/,006,.10!1 100.0000 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Unencumbered Construction Fund Balance 
(Amount as of June 30, 1980) 

As a means of compensating for unexpended construction funds retained in the account of the several municipalities 
which are not reflected in the Municipal State Aid Street Needs Studies, the Municipal Engineers' Screening Com­
mittee has passed the following resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: 
That for the determination of the 1962 Municipal State Aid Needs and all future 
needs, the amount of the unencumbered construction fund balance as of June 30th 
of the current year not including the current year construction apportionment 
shall be deducted from the Construction Needs of each individual municipality. 

Pursuant to the above resolution, the required amounts have been deducted from the gross money needs of the below 
listed municipalities. 

Percent of Percent of 
Municipality Amount Basic Needs Municipality Amount Basic Needs 

Albert Lea $ 193,886 5 Columbia Heights $ 211,619 13 
Alexandria 249,931 10 Cottage Grove 432,971 4 
.Andover 3,311 * Crookston 170,453 4 

.Anoka 518,945 111 Crystal 1,429,643 24 
Arden Hills 142,070 7 Detroit Lakes 99,389 6 
Austin 421,409 'IQ Duluth 1,878,820 5 

Bemidji 280,138 7 East Bethel 131,735 5 
Blaine 358,099 7 Elk River 178,205 4 
Brainerd 480,849 ·15 Ely 148,635 7 

Brooklyn Center 764,197 '11 Fairmont 584,891 13 
Brooklyn Park 360,497 ~ Faribault 48,454 2 
Champlin 291,339 "IQ Fergus Falls 164,339 5 

Chanhassen 55,495 2 Fridley 191,331 6 
Chaska 245,627 9 Golden Valley 392,630 4 
Cloquet 289,866 3 Ham Lake 149,154 6 



Percent of Percent of 
Municipality Amount Basic Needs lVlunici pali ty Amount Basic Needs 

Hastings $ 294,927 10 Plymouth $ 252,291 4 
Hopkins 86,310 3 Richfield 817,452 28 
Hutchinson 1 * Rochester 717,493 8 

International Falls 328,070 21 Roseville 519,040 8 
Lake Elmo 41,412 2 St. .Anthony 202,414 14 
Lakeville 181,798 2 st. Cloud 641,852 4 

Litchfield 142,715 1 St. Paul Park 239,175 14 
Little Canada 1 * St. Peter 178,169 11 
Luverne 37,828 8 Sauk Rapids 52,062 2 

Mankato 44,321 * Shakopee 345,250 9 
Marshall 295,498 10 Shoreview 201,342 6 
Mendota Heights 160,702 4 So. St. Paul 12,874 * 
Minneapolis 1,878,792 2 Spring Lake Park 1 * I .Minnetonka 30,334 * Stillwater 147,158 4 I\) 

(X) 
Montevideo 429,217 17 Thief River Falls 356,763 11 I 

Moorhead 815,536 8 Waseca 108,609 18 
Morris 139,263 6 West St. Paul 1 * 
Mound 171,010 5 Willmar 84,554 2 

Mounds View 473,262 22 Winona 106,362 2 
New Brighton 97,394 3 Woodbury 211,399 3 
New Hope 71,971 3 Worthington 1 * 
1'Tew Ulm 177,005 4 
Northfield 158, 119 5 
North Mankato 61 , 113 3 

Nog St. Paul 238,266 10 
Oakdale 1 * 
Orono 1 * Till.AL $22,417,057 3 

* Less Than 1;& 
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1980 MlThTICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

AUTHORIZED MUNICIPAL STATE AID 
EXPENDITURES ON COUNTY STATE AID 

OR TRUNK HIGHWAY PROJECTS 

To compensate for State Aid Expenditures off of the State Aid System that are not reflected in 
the Municipal State Aid Needs Studies, the Municipal Engineers' Screening Committee passed the 
following resolution: 

BE IT RESOLVED: That any authorized Municipal State Aid expenditure on County State 
Aid or State Trunk Highway projects shall be compensated for by an­
nually deducting the j~ull amount thereof from the Money Needs for a 
period of ten years. 

Pursuant to the above resolution, the following amounts have been computed as of December 31, 1979 
and deducted from the money needs of the listed municipalities for the 1981 Municipal State Aid 
Street Apportionmento 

Percent of Percent of 
Municipality Amount Basic Needs Municipality Amount Basic Needs 

Albert Lea $62,543 ., Crookston $11,907 * 
Anoka 117,800 3 Crystal 158,019 3 
Austin 207,984 1-

,) Duluth 536,667 1 

Blaine 126,593 :2 Eagan 6,235 * 
Bloomington 874,014 15 Eden Prairie 182,278 2 
Brooklyn Center 45,024 ·* Edina 586,357 4 

Brooklyn Park 7,378 ·* Ely 39,016 2 
Burnsville 7,985 ·* Fairmont 57,276 1 
Chaska 13,053 * Faribault 29,616 1 

Chisholm 22,500 1 Fergus Falls 1,796 * 
Columbia Heights 79,223 5 Fridley 67,984 2 
Coon Rapids 451,191 6 Golden Valley 12,756 * 



Percent of Percent of 
Municipality Amount Basic Needs Municipality Amount Basic Needs 

Hastings $ 102,317 3 Orono $ 26,892 1 
Hibbing 48,257 1 OWatonna 138,320 3 
Hopkins 218,923 7 Pipestone 8,018 * 
International. Falls 121,414 8 Plymouth 343,491 6 
Inver Grove Heights 114,893 4 Robbinsdale 188,219 9 
Lakeville 230,065 3 Roseville 211,534 3 

Litchfield 117,350 5 St. .Anthony 7,787 * Little Falls 22,557 1 St. Cloud 38,238 * 
Mankato 355,537 5 st. Louis Park 113,739 1 

Maple Grove 11,706 * St. Paul 1,633,977 2 
Maplewood 38, 161 * Shakopee 46,401 1 
Marshall 16,510 * Shoreview 69,982 2 

I 
v-1 Minneapolis 94,761 * South Sto Paul 181,803 6 0 
I Minnetonka 1,746,966 11 Spring Lake Park 54,360 5 

Moorhead 1,011 * Stillwater a, 150 * 
Mound 68,256 2 West Sto Paul 190,000 5 
New Brighton 143,621 4 White Bear Lake 258,165 5 
New Hope 133,998 6 Worthington 49,113 2 

New Ulm 173,058 4 
Northfield 372,890 12 
North Sto Paul 313,406 13 TOTAL $11,725,047 2 

* Less than 1% 
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1980 MUJifICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

UN.AMORTIZED BOND ACCOUNT BALANCE 
(Amotmt as of December 31, 1979) 

To compensate for unpaid Municipal State Aid Bond obligations that are not reflected in 
the Municipal State Aid Needs Studies, the Municipal Engineers• Screening Committee passed 
resolutions which provide that a SE!parate annual adjustment shall be made in total money 
needs of a municipality that has sc>ld and issued bonds pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, 
Chapter 162.18 for use on State Aid Projects. This adjustment, which covers the amortiza­
tion period, and which annually reflects the net unamortized bonded debt, shall be accom­
plished by adding said net unamortjLzed bond amount to the computed money needs of the 
municipality. For the purpose of this adjustment, the net unamortized bonded debt shall 
be the total unamortized bonded indebtedness less the unexpended bond amount as of Decem­
ber 31st of the preceding yearo 

Also, that for the purpose of this separate annual adjustment, the unamortized balance of 
the Saint Paul Bond Account as authorized in 1953, 2nd United Improvement Program, and as 
authorized in 1946, Capital Approaeh Improvement Bonds, shall be considered in the same 
manner as those bonds sold and issued pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 162.18. 

Unamort:ized Total Disbursements Unencumbered Bond 
Amount of Bond and Obligations Balance Account 

Munici:ealit;y Issue Balan<!e to December 31 1 1979 Available Adjustment 

Alexandria $ 175 ,ooo $ 100,000 $ 175,000 $ -0- i 100,000 
Apple Valley 1,225,000 1,105,000 350,000 875,000 230,000 
Bemidji 325,000 125,000 325,000 -0- 125,000 

Bloomington 1,500,000 440,000 1,500,000 -0- 440,000 
Brainerd 620,000 505,000 610,000 10,000 495,000 
Brooklyn Center 1,050,000 710,000 297,555 752,445 -0-

Burnsville 500,000 50,000 500,000 -0- 50,000 
Cloquet 405,000 255,000 253,490 151,510 103,490 
Cot·tage Grove 1,2so,ooo 1,075,000 640,214 639,786 435,214 

Detroit Lakes 200,000 155,000 200,000 -0- 155,000 
East GTand Forks 525,000 245,000 525,000 -0- 245,000 
Faribault 550,000 440,000 -0- 550,000 -0-



Unamortized Total Disbursements Unencumbered Bond 
.Amount of Bond and Obligations Balance Account 

MnniciEalit,Y Issue Balance to December 31 1 1979 Available Adjustment 

*Golden Valley $ 450,000 $ 130,000 $ 435,320 $ 14,680 $ 115,320 
Grand Rapids 390,000 152,000 390,000 -0- 152,000 
Hibbing 250,000 250,000 174,595 75,405 174,595 

Inver Grove Heights 85,000 40,000 85,000 -0- 40,000 
*Little Falls 245,000 120,000 222,443 22,557 97,443 

Mankato 610,000 190,000 582,062 27,938 162,062 

Maple Grove 1,100,000 1,100,000 -0- 1,100,000 -0-
Maplewood 540,000 415,000 540,000 -0- 415,000 
Mendota Heights 535,000 390,000 523,628 11,372 378,628 

Minneapolis 6,000,000 2,400,000 6,000,000 -0- 2,400,000 
*Minnetonka 750,000 562,500 -0- 750,000 -0-

Mounds View 140,000 30,000 133,094 6,906 23,094 

I *New Hope 304,000 50,000 218,975 85,025 -0-
VJ North:field 315,000 125,000 257,418 57,582 67,418 I\) 

I Orono 210,000 210,000 -0- 210,000 -0-

Owatonna 120,000 -0- -0- 120,000 -0-
Pipestone 68,000 20,000 68,000 -0- 20,000 
Plymouth 210,000 30,000 210,000 -0- 30,000 

St. Cloud 1,335,000 735,000 1,164,249 170,751 564,249 
St. Paul -0- -0- -0- -0- 2,753,742 
Sto Paul Park 115,000 30,000 -0- 115,000 -0-

Stillwat;er 555,000 125,000 555,000 -0- 125,000 
Virginia 420,000 420,000 420,000 -0- 420,000 
Woodbury 463,000 315,000 298,936 164,064 150,936 

TOTAL $23,685,000 $1 3 , 1 04, 500 117,714,979 $5,970,021 $10,468,191 

* .Amount of Disbursements reduced due to monies being expended off the Municipal State Aid System: 
Little Falls - $22,557 (1979-87), Golden Valley - $14,680 (1979-84), New Hope - $84,422 (1979-83), 
Minnetonka - $245,264 (1979-82). TOTAL ADJUSTMENT= $366,923 



1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Non-Existent Bridge Construction 

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

BE IT RESOLVED: 

"The money needs for all "non-existing" bridges and grade separa­
tions be removed from the Needs Study until such time that a con­
struction project is awarded. At that time a money needs adjust­
ment shall be made by annually adding the total amount of the 
structure cost that is eligible for State .Aid reimbursement for 
a 15-year period." 

Pursuant to the above resolution, the listed amounts as of December 31, 1979 
have been added to the total money needs of each of the following municipalities. 

Year 
Municipality Constructed .Amount 

Albert Lea 1976 $ 245,320 

Brainerd 1974 576,113 

Brooklyn Center 1974 197,709 

Chaska 1974 28,800 

Grand Rapids 1979* 553,858 

Hutchinson 1978 570,793 

Maplewood 1973 & 1974 664,966 

Moorhead 1974 7,530 

Red Wing 1978 154,168 

Rochester 1974 84,378 

St. Louis Park 1971 & 1978 1,492,570 

St. Paul 1974 900,575 

Tar AL $5,476,780 

* First Year of .Adjustment 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Needs Adjustment for Right-of-Way Acquisition 

The Municipal Screening Committee at its October, 1975 meeting passed a resolution 
which allows a municipality to receive a credit adjustment in their money needs appor­
tionment for local money spent for Right-of-Way Acquisition. 

The resolution states: 

"That Right-of-Way needs shall be included in the apportionment 
needs based on the unit price per mile, until such time that the 
Right-of-Way is acquired and the actual cost established. At that 
time a money needs 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." 

On recommendation of the Municipal Needs Study Subcommittee, the Municipal Screening 
Committee at their June 1, 1978 meeting further defined a Right-of-Way needs adjust­
ment to be: 

"Only Right-of-Way Acquisition costs that are eligible for State 
Aid reimbursement shall be included in the Right-of-Way money needs 
adjustment." 

The following summary shows the Right-of-Way acquisi~ion reported in 1977 through 1980. 

City 

Duluth 
Cloquet 
Crookston 

Crystal 
Fridley 
Golden Valley 

Adjustments 
for 1978 

Apportionment 

$ 49,401 

648 

Inver Grove Hts. 
Little Canada 
Minneapolis 52,000 

Minnetonka 
Moorhead 21,000 
Morris 

Owatonna 79,517 
Plymouth 25,208 
Ramsey 7,884 

Red Wing 14,000 
Rochester 4,728 
tit. Louis Park 335,520 

St. Paul 741,034 

TOTALS $1,330,940 

Adjustments 
for 1979 

Apportionment 

$ 

5,205 

20,997 

310,285 

13,097 

34,121 

638,881 

$1,022,586 
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Adjustments 
for 1980 

Apportionment 

$ 
51,268 

93,822 

12,636 

$157,726 

Adjustments 
for 1981 

Apportionment 

$ 

93,000 

285,354 

720,932 

43,300 
789,766 

210,700 

129,673 

$2,272,725 

Total 
Adjustment 

$ 49,401 
51,268 
93,000 

285,354 
5,853 

720,932 

20,997 
43,300 

1,152,051 

210,700 
21,000 
13,097 

113,638 
25,208 

7,884 

14,000 
98,550 

335,520 

1,522,224 

$4,783,977 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

'rrunk Highway Turnbacks 

The following tabulation shows the tentative Trunk Highway Turnback Maintenance allowance for the 
1981 Apportionmento All turnbacks eligible for maintenance payments are included in this tabula­
tion as of July 1, 1980. Adjustments will be made for additional turnbacks received by December 31, 
1980. The total turnback maintenance apportionrnent has been computed in accordance with the 1967 
Screening Committee Resolution which reads as follows: 

Initial Turnback Maintenance Adjustment - Fractional Year Reimbursement: 

The initial turnback adjustment when for less than 12 full months 
shall provide partial maintenance cost reimbursement by adding 
said initial adjustment to the money needs which will produce ap­
proximately 1/12 of $1,500 per mile in apportionment funds for 
each month or part of a month that the municipality had mainte­
nance responsibility during the initial year. 

To provide an advance payment for the coming year's maintenance obligations, 
a needs adjustment per mile shall be added to the annual money needso This 
needs adjustment per mile shall produce sufficient apportionment funds so 
that at least $1,500 in apportionment shall be earned for each mile of trunk 
highway turnback on Municipal State Aid Street System. 

Turnback 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 resurfacing needs for the awarded project shall be included 
in the needs study for the next apportionmento 



M.S.A.S. Date lVliles Date of 1980 
Route of Total Plan Miles Eligible M.S.A.S. Maintenance Allowance 1981 

No. Release Mileage AEEroved Const. Maint. Desig. Months X Miles X $1500 Miles X $1500 Total 

Anoka --
134 5 - 79 0.46 Yes 0.36 0.10 3-9-79 7/12 X 0.10 X $1500 0.10 X $1500 = $150 $ 238 

:::; $88 

Austin 
140 10 - 78 0.85 No 0.85 12 - 78 12/12 X 0.85 X $1500 0.85 X $1500 = $1275 $2,550 

= $1275 

Duluth 
149 10-1-74 1.05 Yes 1.05 1.05 X $1500 = $1575 

107 5 - 80 0.38 No 0.38 6 - 80 7/12 X 0.38 X $1500 0.38 X $1500:::; $ 570 
= $332 

142 5 - 80 0.10 No 0.10 6 - 80 7/12 X 0.10 X $1500 0.10 X $1500 = $--12Q. 

1.53 1.53 = $88 1o53 2295 $2,715 I 
\..N 
CJ\ 
I 

Hastings 
133 7-15-71 1.26 Yes 0.81 0.45 0.45 X $1500 = $ 675 $ 675 

Mankato 
120 6-1-77 0.24 Yes 0.42 0.24 0.24 X $1500 = $ 360 $ 360 

Marshall 
122 12-1-75 1 .44 No 1.44 1.44 X $1500 = $2160 $2,160 

North Mankato 
116 8 - 78 1. 79 No 10 79 1.79 X $1500 = $2685 $2,685 

St. Cloud 
138 10 - 78 1.92 No 1.92 1.92 X $1500 = $2880 $2,000 



M.S.A.S. Date M:lles Date of 1980 
Route of 1rotal Plan Miles El:igible M.S.A.S. Maintenance Allowance 1981 

No. Release Mileage AE;eroved Const. M.aint. Desig:. Months X Miles X $1500 Miles X $1500 Total 

St. Paul 
158 11-3-78 0.18 No 0.18 8-30-78 0.18 X $1500 = $ 270 

198 11-3-78 0.09 No 0.09 8-30-78 0.09 X $1500 = $ 159 

235 11-3-78 0.34 No 0.34 8-30-78 0.34 X $1500 = $ 510 

236 11-3-78 0.95 No 9.95 8-30-78 0.95 X $1500 = $1425 

1.56 1.56 1.56 $2364 $2,364 

Sauk HaEids 
109 11-1-71 1 .02 Yes 1.02 1.02 X $1500 = $1530 $1,530 

Willmar 
I 140 10-22-76 0.28 No 0.28 0.28 X $1500 = $ 420 $ 420 \.>J 

--.J 
I 

·rarAL 12.35 1.59 11. 18 0.95 11. 18 $18,577 



October 24, 1980 

Richard P. Braun, Commissioner 
Minnesota Department of Transportation 
Room 411 
State Transportation Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Dear Commissioner Braun: 

We, the undersigned, as members of the 1980 Municipal Screening Committee, 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 Committee 
Resolutions. 

We also recommend that new municipalities that become eligible for State Aid by 
reason of the 1980 census, incorporation or annexation have their mileage and 
resulting money needs established and included in our findings. 

This Committee, 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 1981 Apportionment Sum as provided by Minnesota Statutes, 
Chapter 162.13, Subdivision 1. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Charles Honchell 
Secretary 

Approved: 

Joseph M. Madsen 
District 1 

Herbert D. Reimer 
District 4 

Arnold A. Putnam 
District 7 

J. Paul Davidson 
Duluth 

Duane D. Aden 
Chairman 

Stephen A. Vencel 
District 2 

Gerald E. Butcher 
District 5 

Laverne E. Carlson 
District 8 

Perry D. Smith 
Minneapolis 

· Attachment: Money Needs Listing 
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Paul Baker 
Vice Chairman 

G. Leroy Engstrom, Jr. 
District 3 

JY1aynard Leuth 
District 6 

Robert G. Simon 
District 9 

Richard Wheeler 
St. Paul 



1980 MUNICIPAL S'r ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 Money Needs Recommendations 

Municipalities Money Needs Municipalities Money Needs 

Albert Lea $ 4,297,012 East Bethel $ 2,575,634 
Alexandria 2,529,106 East Grand Forks 1,724,716 
.Andover 3,712,631 Eden Prairie 11,112,354 

.Anoka 4,519,210 Edina 13,321,218 
Apple Valley 3,129,075 Elk River 4,866,998 
Arden Hills 2,099,008 Ely 2,237,516 

Austin 4,017,102 Eveleth 2,030,887 
Bemidji 3,964,724 Fairmont 4,353,709 
Blaine 5,087,357 Falcon Heights 600,134 

Bloomington 17,673,942 Faribault 3,033,065 
I 

Brainerd 3,297,978 Fergus Falls 3,001,183 
\J-1 Brooklyn Center 6,690,400 Fridley 3,325,090 I..O 
I 

Brooklyn Park 7,751,832 Golden Valley 8,946,203 
Burnsville 16,278,760 Grand Rapids 1,718,796 
Champlin 2,847,882 Ham Lake 2,413,446 

Chanhassen 2,848,912 Hastings 2,966,059 
Chaska 2,720,542 Hermantown 4,804,317 
Chisholm 1,790,918 Hibbing 3,236,350 

Cloquet 8,525,875 Hopkins 3,201,514 
Columbia Heights 1,573,426 Hutchinson 1,659,847 
Coon Rapids 7,222,177 International Falls 1,553,772 

Cottage Grove 9,902,414 Inver Grove Heights 3,016,849 
Crookston 4,389,253 Lake Elmo 1,960,207 
Crystal 5,960,477 Lakeville 8,381,187 

Detroit Lakes 1,687,386 Litchfield 2,194,796 
Duluth 38,959,625 Little Canada 1,338,328 
Eagan 8,796,644 Little Falls 3,014,806 



Municipalities Money Needs Municipalities Money Needs 

Luverne $ 492,822 Richf'ield $ 2,966,780 
Mankato 7,213,677 Robbinsdale 2,103,385 
Maple Grove 13,809,588 Rochester 9,461,070 

Maplewood 8,825,682 Roseville 6,486,616 
Marshall 2,846,243 st • .Anthony 1,433,511 
Mendota Heights 3,933,265 St. Cloud 16,768,624 

Minneapolis 1 04, 617, 689 St. Louis Park 8,253,402 
Minnetonka 15,745,779 st. Paul 78,644,700 
Montevideo 2,563,266 St. Paul Park 1,677,384 

Moorhead 10,099,785 St. Peter 1,650, 151 
Morris 2,460,124 Sauk Rapids 3,055,608 
Mound 3,505,754 Shakopee 3,647,324 

I Mounds View 2,141,650 Shoreview 3,180,477 
.;:,.. 

New Brighton 3,469,660 South St. Paul 3,127,997 0 
I New Hope 2,228,813 Spring Lake Park 1,126,799 

New Ulm 4,439,973 Stillwater 3,684,645 
Northfield 3,209,811 Thief River Falls 3,293,216 
North Mankato 2,230,052 Virginia 2,611,064 

North St. Paul 2,504,981 Waseca 602,587 
Oakdale 3,405,414 West St. Paul 4,071,980 
Orono 2,101,521 White Bear Lake 5,665,709 

Owatonna 4,671,455 Willmar 4,009,638 
Pipestone 2,702,766 Winona 5,111,491 
Plymouth 6,039,998 Woodbury 7,785,026 

Prior Lake 3,432,741 Worthington 2,019,865 
liamsey 3,716,958 
Red Wing 5,776,014 TOT.AL $695,487,179 



1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Comparison of 1980 to the Tentative 1981 Money Needs Apportionment 

Comparing the actual 1980 to the tentative 1981 money needs appor­

tionment which is based on the 1980 apportionment amount, we find that 

municipalities increased, and decreased. 

Of the 44 cities that show an increase in apportionment, only 13 

increased over 10 percent. Only 16 of the 62 cities which decreased are 

10 percent or larger. 

The explanations for these changes from the 1980 apportionment are 

reflected in the 11 1980 M.S.A.So Needs Study Update" and the "Tentative 

1981 Money Needs Apportionment Determination" which appear previously in 

the book. Also, a detailed explanation of each variance is available on 

request. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 to 1981 Money Needs Apportionment 
(Baaed on the 1980 Apportionment Sum) 

Tentative 
1980 1981 

Money Needs Money Needs Increase Decrease 
Municipality Apportionment Auportionmen t Dollars % Dollars % 
Albert Lea $ 111,347 $ 106,745 $ $ 4,602 4 
Alexandria 61,662 59,256 2,406 4 
.Andover 96,496 92,384 4,112 4 

.Anoka 71,418 96,935 25,517 36 
Apple Valley 142,580 83,661 58,919 41 
Arden Hills 49,194 48,739 ,455 1 

Austin 94,978 86,924 8,054 8 
Bemidji' 98,211 94,882 3,329 3 
Blaine 110,743 114,634 3,891 4 

Bloomington 385,303 429,378 44,075 11 
Brainerd 99,957 96,841 3,116 3 
Brooklyn Center 170,663 151,401 19,262 11 

Brooklyn Park 196,812 183,905 12,907 7 
Burnsville 385,508 406,485 20,977 5 
Champlin 63,282 63,673 391 1 

Chanhassen 37,339 69,573 32,234 86 
Chaska 60,209 62,032 1,823 3 
Chisholm 43,799 44,044 245 1 

Cloquet 215,048 208,980 6,068 3 
Columbia Heights 37,670 31,944 5,726 15 
Coon Rapids 149,327 168,638 19,311 13 

Cottage Grove 259,336 246,685 12,651 5 
Crookston 96,276 107,093 10,817 11 
Crystal 113,821 116,016 2,195 2 

Detroit Lakes 43,088 43,411 323 1 
Duluth 942,363 914,113 28,250 3 
Eagan 218,163 218,934 771 * 
East Bethel 71,931 60,868 11,063 15 
East Grand Forks 33,417 49,058 15,641 47 
Eden Prairie 281,837 272,224 9,613 3 

Edina 318,574 317,174 1,400 * 
Elk River 127,855 116,779 11,076 9 
Ely 51,073 51,054 19 * 
Evele-ch 50,872 50,581 291 * 
Fairmont; 89,476 92,440 2,964 3 
Falcon Heights 13,627 14,947 1,320 10 
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Tentative 
1980 1981 

Money Needs Money Needs Increase Decrease 
Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Dollars % Dollars % 
Fairbault $ 65,567 $ 73,597 $ 8,030 12 $ 
Fergus Falls 71,680 70,610 1,070 1 
Fridley 79,856 76,502 3,354 4 

Golden Valley 195,834 233,545 37,711 19 
Grand Rapids 63,694 60,388 3,306 5 
Ham Lake 57,709 56,394 1,315 2 

Hastings 70,035 64,654 5,381 8 
Hermantown 141,473 119,656 21,817 15 
Hibbing 77,499 83,751 6,252 8 

Hopkins 77,803 72,135 5,668 7 
Hutchinson 58,367 55,556 2,811 5 
International Falls 26,911 27,503 592 2 

Inver Grove Heights 81,804 73,795 s,009 10 
Lake Elmo 58,829 47,789 11,040 19 
Lakeville 197,014 198,484 1,470 

Litchfield 48,685 48,186 499 1 
Little Canada 32,149 34,411 2,262 7 
Little Falls 71,285 76,952 5,667 8 

Luverne 12,474 11,332 1,142 9 
.Mankato 181,266 174,101 7,165 4 
Maple Grove 305,243 343,650 38,407 13 

Maplewood 265,444 245,760 19,684 7 
Marshall 64,770 65,278 508 1 
Mendota Heights 99,472 103,390 3,918 4 

Minneapolis 2,498,088 2,644,922 146,834 6 
Minnetonka 320,489 353,147 32,658 10 
Montevideo 55,152 53,151 2,001 4 

Moorhead 214,077 231,769 17,692 8 
Morris 56,815 58,130 1 , 315 2 
Mound 84,052 81,355 2,697 3 

Mounds View 43,465 42,128 1,337 3 
New Brighton 68,151 80,413 12,262 18 
New Hope 47,668 50,381 2,713 6 

New Ulm 97,267 101,863 4,596 5 
Northfield 70,206 68,397 1,809 3 
North Mankato 58,477 56,705 1,772 3 

North St. Paul 46,271 48,649 2,378 5 
Oakdale 93,197 84,815 8,382 9 
Orono 69,456 51,671 17,785 26 
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Tentative 
1980 1981 

Money Needs Money Needs Increase Decrease 
Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Dollars d Dollars ;b ;O 

Owatonna $ 120,478 $ 115,733 $ $ 4,745 4 
Pipestone 68,736 67,613 1,123 2 
Plymouth 174,053 136,969 37,084 21 

Prior Lake 94,600 85,496 9,104 10 
Ramsey 96,866 92,771 4,095 4 
Red Wing 147,136 148,046 910 * 
Richfield 54,582 53,531 1,051 2 
Robbinsdale 49,611 47,699 1,912 4 
Rochester 247,711 222,323 25,388 10 

Roseville 115,265 143,360 28,095 24 
St. Anthony 29,575 30,468 893 3 
St. Cloud 412,370 417,634 5,264 1 

St. Louis Park 254,585 248,257 6,328 2 
St. Paul 2,085,413 2,046,956 38,457 2 
St. Paul Park 36,759 38,184 1,425 4 

St. Peter 38,470 36,661 1,809 5 
Sauk Rapids 75,229 76,336 1,107 1 
Shakopee 85,109 81,086 4,023 5 

Shoreview 74,501 72,455 2,046 3 
South St. Paul 92,119 73,057 19,062 21 
Spring Lake Park 31,292 26,710 4,582 15 

Stillwater 93,669 91,015 2,654 3 
Thief River Falls 70,139 73,135 2,996 4 
Virginia 74,321 75,492 1 , 171 2 

Waseca 13,792 12,303 1,489 11 
West St. Paul 115,008 96,685 18,323 16 
White Bear Lake 140,940 134,680 6,260 4 

Willmar 145,745 98,178 47,567 33 
Winona 119,240 124,658 5,418 5 
Woodbury 177,165 192,388 15,223 9 

Worthington 50,881 49,084 1,797 4 

TOTAL $17,006,309 $17,006,309 $570,262 $570,262 

* Less than 1~1a 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Theoretical 1981 M.S.A.S. Population Apportionment 

l'he following theoretical 1981 population apportionment is based on the 

actual 1980 apportionment sum, and population figures current as of August, 1980. 

•rhe preliminary 1980 population figures should be available in October, and the 

final report released in December of 1980, by the u. s. Bureau of Census. The 

final population data will be cert~fied December 31st by the Secretary of State 

and the actual apportionment sum available to urban municipalities in 1981 will be 

provided by the Office of Financial Administration in January of 1981. 

Based on 106 cities over 5,000 population, each person presently earns ap­

proximately $6.94 in apportionmento This figure will be somewhat revised when 

the actual revenue for the 1981 apportionment becomes available, or if additional 

cities should exceed 5,000 population prior to January 1, 1981. 

Additional cities which may approach the 5,ooo population mark in the 1980 

census include: Breckenridge, Farmington, Glencoe, Redwood Falls, Rosemount, 

Shorewood, Two Harbors, Vadnais Heights, Wadena and Wayzata. Preliminary data 

also indicates that Luverne, Ely and St. Paul Park may drop below 5,000 population. 
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1980 .MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Theoretical 1981 M.S.A.S. Population Apportionment 

Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 162.13, Subdivision 1 (2) which reads as follows: 
"An amount equal to 50 percent of such apportionment sum shall be apportioned among the 
cities having a population of 5,000 or more so that each such city shall receive of such 
amount the percentage that its population bears to the total population of all such cities." 

Population Population 
City Population Factor A:12portionment 

Albert Lea 19,418 .7934 $ 134,928 
Alexandria 6,973 .2849 48,451 
Andover 7,714 .3152 53,604 

Anoka 14,773 .6036 102,650 
Apple Valley 20,330 .8306 141,254 
Arden Hills 5,149 .2104 35,781 

Austin 26,210 1.0709 182, 121 
Bemidji 11,490 .4695 79,845 
Blaine 20,573 .8406 142,955 

Bloomington 81,970 3.3491 569,558 
Brainerd 11,667 .4767 81,069 
Brooklyn Center 35,173 1.4371 244,398 

Brooklyn Park 29,945 1.2235 208,072 
Burnsville 19,940 .8147 138,550 
Champlin 6,298 a2573 43,757 

Chanhassen 5,054 .2065 35,118 
Chaska 5,398 .2205 37,499 
Chisholm 6,085 .2486 42,278 

Cloquet 11 , 439 .4674 79,487 
Columbia Heights 23,997 .9805 166,747 
Coon Rapids 30,505 1.2464 211,967 

Cottage Grove 17,430 .7122 121,119 
Crookston 8,499 .3473 59,063 
Crystal 30,925 1.2635 214,875 

Detroit Lakes 6,433 .2628 44,693 
Duluth 100,578 4.1094 698,857 
Eagan 19,276 .7876 133,942 

Ea.st Bethel 5,438 .2222 37,788 
Ea.st Grand Forks 8,397 • 3431 58,349 
Eden Prairie 9,109 .3722 63,297 

Edina 44,046 1. 7996 306,046 
Elk River 6,183 .2526 42,958 
Ely 5,219 .2132 36,257 

-46-



Population Population 
City Po12ulation Factor A1212ortionment 

Eveleth 5,176 .2115 $ 35,968 
Fairmont 1 o, 751 .4393 74,709 
Falcon Heights 5,530 .2259 38,417 

Faribault 16,595 .6780 115,303 
Fergus Falls 12,443 .5084 86,460 
Fridley 29,233 1.1944 203,123 

Golden Valley 24,246 09906 168,465 
Grand Rapids 7,247 .2961 50,356 
Ham Lake 5,108 .2087 35,492 

Hastings 12, 195 .4983 84,742 
Hermantown 7,170 .2930 49,828 
Hibbing 21,895 .8946 152,138 

Hopkins 13,428 .5486 93,297 
Hutchinson 8,298 .3390 57,651 
International Falls 6,439 .2631 44,744 

Inver Grove Heights 12,148 .4963 84,402 
Lake Elmo 5,056 .2066 35,135 
Lakeville 7,556 .3087 52,498 

Litchfield 5,262 02150 36,564 
Little Canada 5,977 .2442 41,529 
Little Falls 7,470 .3052 51,903 

Luverne 5,153 .2105 35,798 
Mankato 30,895 1.2623 214,671 
Maple Grove 10,039 .4102 69,760 

Maplewood 25,186 1 .0291 175,012 
Marshall 10,194 .4165 70,831 
Mendota Heights 6,565 .2682 45,611 

Minneapolis 434,400 17.7488 3,018,416 
Minnetonka 35,776 1.4617 248,581 
Montevideo 5,745 02347 39,914 

1/loorhead 29,689 1.2130 206,287 
Morris 5,366 .2192 37,278 
Mound 7,572 .3094 52,618 

Mounds View 10,599 .4331 73,654 
:few Brighton 19,507 .7970 135,540 
New Hope 23,180 .9471 161,067 

.New Ulm 1 3,051 .5332 90,678 
liorthfield 10,235 04182 71,120 
North Mankato 8,071 .3298 56,087 
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Population Population 
· City Population Factor Ae;eortionment 

North St. Paul 11,950 .4883 $ 83,042 
Oakdale 7,795 .3185 54,165 
Orono 6,787 .2773 47,159 

Owatonna 15,341 .6268 106,596 
Pipestone 5,328 .2177 37,023 
Plymouth 18,077 -7386 125,609 

Prior Lake 5,539 .2263 38,485 
Ramsey 6,517 .2663 45,288 
Red Wing 12,834 .5244 89, 181 

Richfield 47,231 1.9298 328,188 
Robbinsdale 16,845 .6883 117,054 
Rochester 59,317 2.4236 412,165 

Roseville 34,438 1 .4071 239,296 
St. Anthony 9,239 .3775 64,199 
St. Cloud 42,223 1. 7252 293,393 

St. Louis Park 48,883 1.9973 339,667 
St. Paul 309,866 12.6606 2,153,101 
St. Paul Park 5,587 .2283 38,825 

St. Peter 8,539 03489 59,335 
Sauk Rapids 5,099 02083 35,424 
Shakopee 7,438 .3039 51,682 

Shoreview 10,978 .4485 76,273 
South St. Paul 25,016 1.0221 173,821 
Spring Lake Park 6,417 .2622 44,591 

Stillwater 10,214 .4173 70,967 
Thief River Falls 8,929 .3648 62,039 
Virginia 12,450 .5087 86,511 

Waseca 7,804 .3189 54,233 
West St. Paul 18,802 07682 130,642 
White Bear Lake 23,313 .9525 161,985 

Willmar 13,632 .5570 94,725 
Winona 26,438 100802 183,702 
Woodbury 6,184 02526 42,958 

Worthington 10,362 .4234 72,005 

TOTAL 2,447,492 100.0000 $17,006,309 
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1980 MUN IC IP AL ST ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Total Tentative 1981 M.S.A.S. Apportionment 

Based on the actual 1980 apportionment amount, the following tabu­

lation shows each municipality's tentative money needs and population 

apportionment amounts for 1981. The tentative percentages shown in this 

summary are for informational purposes only. We say 'tentative' because 

the percentage will vary with the addition or deletion of qualifying 

cities based on the results of 1980 Federal Census. 

The actual revenue will be announced in January, 1981, when the 

Commissioner of Transportation determines the annual Municipal State Aid 

allotment. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL ST.ATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Theoretical 1981 M.S.A.S. Total A ortionment 
Based on the Actual 1980 Apportionment Sum 

Money Needs Population Total Distribution 
Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Apportionment Percentage 

Albert Lea $ 106,745 $ 134,928 $ 241,673 .7105 
Alexandria 59,256 48,451 107,707 .3167 
.Andover 92,384 53,604 145,988 .4292 

Anoka 96,935 102,650 199,585 .5868 
Apple Valley 83,661 141,254 224,915 .6613 
Arden Hills 48,739 35,781 84,520 .2485 

Austin 86,924 182,121 269,045 .7910 
Bemidji 94,882 79,845 174,727 .5137 
Blaine 114,634 142,955 ·257,589 • 7573 

Bloomington 429,378 569,558 998,936 2.9370 
Brainerd 96,841 81,069 177,910 .5231 
Brooklyn Center 151,401 244,398 395,799 1.1637 

Brooklyn Park 183,905 208,072 391,977 1.1524 
Burnsville 406,485 138,550 545,035 1.6025 
Champlin 63,673 43,757 107,430 .3159 

Chanhassen 69,573 35,118 104,691 .3078 
Chaska 62,032 37,499 99,531 .2926 
Chisholm 44,044 42,278 86,322 .2538 

Cloquet 208,980 79,487 288,467 .8481 
Columbia Heights 31,944 166,747 198,691 .5842 
Coon Rapids 168,638 211,967 380,605 1.1190 

Cottage Grove 246,685 121,119 367,804 1 .0814 
Crookston 107,093 59,063 166,156 .4885 
Crystal 116,016 214,875 330,891 .9729 

Detroit Lakes 43,411 44,693 88,104 .2590 
Duluth 914,113 698,857 1,612,970 4.7423 
Eagan 218,934 133,942 352,876 1.0375 

East Bethel 60,868 37,788 98,656 .2901 
East Grand Forks 49,058 58,349 107,407 .3158 
Eden Prairie 272,224 63,297 335,521 .9865 

Edina 317,174 306,046 623,220 1.8323 
Elk River 116,779 42,958 159,737 .4696 
Ely 51,054 36,257 87,311 .2567 

Eveleth 50,581 35,968 86,549 .2545 
Fairmont 92,440 74,709 167,149 .4914 
Falcon Heights 14,947 38,417 53,364 .1569 
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Money Needs Population rotal Distribution 
Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Apportionment Percentage 

Faribault $ 73,597 $ 115,303 :$ 188,900 .5554 
Fergus Falls 70,610 86,460 157,070 .4618 
Fridley 76,502 203,123 279,625 .8221 

Golden Valley 233,545 168,465 402,010 1.1819 
Grand Rapids 60,388 50,356 11 o, 744 .3256 
Ham Lake 56,394 35,492 91,886 .2702 

Hastings 64,654 84,742 149,396 .4392 
Hermantown 119,656 49,828 169,484 -4983 
Hibbing 83,751 152,138 235,889 .6935 

Hopkins 72,135 93,297 165,432 .4864 
Hutchinson 55,556 57,651 113,207 .3328 
International Falls 27,503 44,744 72,247 .2124 

Inver Grove Heights 73,795 84,402 158, 197 .4651 
Lake Elmo 47,789 35,135 82,924 .2438 
Lakeville 198,484 52,498 250,982 .7379 

Litchfield 48,186 36,564 84,750 .2492 
Little Canada 34,411 41,529 75,940 .2233 
Little Falls 76,952 51,903 128,855 .3788 

L1Nerne 11,332 35,798 47,130 .1386 
Mankato 174,101 214,671 388,772 1.1430 
Maple Grove 343,650 69,760 413,410 1.2155 

Maplewood 245,760 175,012 420,772 1.2371 
Marshall 65,278 70,831 136,109 04002 
Mendota Heights 103,390 45,611 149,001 .4381 

Minneapolis 2,644,922 3,018,416 5,663,338 16.6507 
Minnetonka 353,147 248,581 601,728 1. 7691 
Montevideo 53,151 39,914 93,065 .2736 

Moorhead 231,769 206,287 438,056 1.2879 
Morris 58,130 37,278 95,408 .2805 
Mound 81,355 52,618 133,973 • 3939 

. Illounds View 42,128 73,654 115,782 .3404 
New Brighton 80,413 135,540 215,953 .6349 
New Hope 50,381 161,067 211,448 .6217 

New Ulm 101,863 90,678 192,541 .5661 
Northfield 68,397 71, 120 139,517 .4102 
North Mankai;o 56,705 56,087 112,792 .3316 

i'lorth St. Paul 48,649 83,042 131 , 691 .3872 
Oakdale 84,815 54,165 138,980 .4086 
Orono 51,671 47,159 98,830 .2906 

-51-



Money Needs Population Total Distribution 
Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Apportionment Percentage 

Owatonna $ 115,733 $ 106,596 $ 222,329 .6537 
Pipestone 67,613 37,023 104,636 .3076 
Plymouth 136,969 125,609 262,578 07720 

Prior Lake 85,496 38,485 123,981 .3645 
Ramsey 92,771 45,288 138,059 .4059 
Red Wing 148,046 89,181 237,227 .6975 

Richfield 53,531 328,188 381,719 1.1223 
Robbinsdale 47,699 117,054 164,753 .4844 
Rochester 222,323 412,165 634,488 1.8655 

Roseville 143,360 239,296 382,656 1.1250 
St • .Anthony 30,468 64,199 94,667 .2783 
St. Cloud 417,634 293,393 711,027 2.0905 

St. Louis Park 248,257 339,667 587,924 1.7285 
St. Paul 2,046,956 2,153,101 4,200,057 12.3485 
St. Paul Park 38,184 38,825 77,009 .2264 

St. Peter 36,661 59,335 95,996 .2822 
Sauk Rapids 76,336 35,424 111,760 .3286 
Shakopee 81,086 51,682 132,768 .3904 

Shoreview 72,455 76,273 148,728 .4373 
South St. Paul 73,057 173,821 246,878 .7258 
Spring Lake Park 26,710 44,591 71,301 .2096 

Stillwater 91,015 70,967 161,982 .4762 
Thief River Falls 73, 135 62,039 135,174 .3974 
Virginia 75,492 86,511 162,003 .4763 

Waseca 12,303 54,233 66,536 .1956 
West St. Paul 96,685 130,642 227,327 .6684 
White Bear Lake 134,680 161,985 296,665 .8722 

Willmar 98,178 94,725 192,903 05672 
Winona 124,658 183,702 308,360 .9066 
Woodbury 192,388 42,958 235,346 .6919 

Worthington 49,084 72,005 121,089 .3560 

TGrAL $17,006,309 $17,006,309 $34,012,618 10000000 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Comparison of Total 1980 to the Tentative 1981 Apportionment 
(Based on the 1999 Apportionment Sum) 

Comparing the actual 1980 to the tentative 1981 total apportionment 

we find that 44 municipalities increase, and 62 decrease. 

Anoka, Chanhassen, and East Grand Forks had increases which exceeded 

ten percent. 

Six cities; Apple Valley, Hermantown, Lake Elmo, Orono, Plymouth, 

and Willmar had decreases which exceeded ten percent. 

This tentative apportionment is only for comparison purposes. The 

actual allotment will be determined by the Commissioner in January of 1981. 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

1980 to 1981 Apportionment Comparison 
(Based on 1980 Apportionment Sum) 

Tentative 
1980 ·rotal 1981 Total Increase Decrease 

Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Amount % Amount a/ 
/0 

Albert Lea $ 246,275 $ 241,673 $ $ 4,602 2 
Alexandria 110,113 107,707 2,406 2 
Andover 150,100 145,988 4,112 3 

Anoka 174,068 199,585 25,517 15 
Apple Valley 283,834 224,915 58,919 21 
Arden Hills 84,975 84,520 455 * 
Austin 277,099 269,045 8,054 3 
Bemidji 178,056 174,727 3,329 2 
Blain 253,698 257,589 3,891 2 

Bloomington 954,861 998,936 44,075 5 
Brainerd 181,026 177,910 3, 116 2 
Brooklyn Center 415,061 395,799 19,262 5 

Brooklyn Park 404,884 391,977 12,907 3 
Burnsville 524,058 545,035 20,977 4 
Champlin 107,039 107,430 391 * 
Chanhassen 72,457 104,691 32,234 44 
Chaska 97,708 99,531 1,823 2 
Chisholm 86,077 86,322 245 * 
Cloquet 294,535 288,467 6,068 2 
Columbia Heights 204,417 198,691 5,726 3 
Coon Rapids 361,294 380,605 19,311 5 

Cottage Grove 380,455 367,804 12,651 3 
Crookston 155,339 166,156 10,817 7 
Crystal 328,696 330,891 2,195 * 
Detroit Lakes 87,781 88,104 323 * 
Duluth 1,641,220 1,612,970 28,250 2 
Eagan 352,105 352,876 771 * 
East Bethel 109,719 98,656 11,063 10 
East Grand Forks 91,766 107,407 15,641 17 
Eden Prairie 345,134 335,521 9,613 3 

Edina 624,620 623,220 1,400 * 
Elk River 170,813 159,737 11,076 6 
Ely 87,330 87,311 19 * 
Eveleth 86,840 86,549 291 * 
Fairmont 164,185 167,149 2,964 2 
Falcon Heights 52,044 53,364 1,320 3 
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Tentative 
1980 Total 1981 Total Increase Decrease 

Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Amount 'i 0 Amount % 
Faribault $ 180,870 $ 188,900 $ 8,030 4 $ 
Fergus Falls 158,140 157,070 1,070 * 
Fridley 282,979 279,625 3,354 1 

Golden Valley 364,299 402,010 37,711 10 
Grand Rapids 114,050 11 o, 744 3,306 3 
Ham Lake 93,201 91,886 1,315 1 

Hastings 154,777 149,396 5,381 3 
Hermantown 191,301 169,484 21 ,81 7 11 
Hibbing 229,637 235,889 6,252 3 

Hopkins 171,100 165,432 5,668 3 
Hutchinson 116,018 113,207 2,811 2 
Internationa. Falls 71,655 72,247 592 1 

Inver Grove Heights 166,206 158, 197 8,009 5 
Lake Elmo 93,964 82,924 11,040 12 
Lakeville 249,512 250,982 1,470 * 
Litchfield 85,249 84,750 499 * 
Little Canada 73,678 75,940 2,262 3 
Little Falls 123,188 128,855 5,667 5 

Luverne 48,272 47,130 1,142 2 
Mankato 395,937 388,772 7,165 2 
Maple Grove 375,003 413,410 38,407 10 

Maplewood 440,456 420,772 19,684 4 
Marshall 1 -:,;r:; i::;n1 1-:,;i::;. 1 no 508 * I__,_,,,.,....,_ I '_,,,...,,. -_,,, 

Mendota Heights 145,083 149,001 3,918 3 

Minneapolis 5,516,504 5,663,338 146,834 3 
Minnetonka 569,070 601,728 32,658 6 
Montevideo 95,066 93,065 2,001 2 

Moorhead 420,364 438,056 17,692 4 
Morris 94,093 95,408 1,315 1 
Mound 136,670 133,973 2,697 2 

:1Iounds View 117,119 115,782 1,337 1 
1'1 ew Brighton 203,691 215,953 72,262 6 
liew Hope 208,735 211,448 2,713 1 

New Ulm 187,945 192,541 4,596 2 
lforthfield 141,326 139,517 1,809 1 
North Mankato 114,564 112,792 1,772 2 

.North St. Paul 129,313 131,691 2,378 2 
Oakdale 147,362 138,980 8,382 6 
Orono 116,615 98,830 17,785 15 
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Tentative 
1980 Total 1981 Total Increase Decrease 

Municipality Apportionment Apportionment Amount % Amount % 
Owatonna $ 227,074 $ 222,329 $ $ 4,745 2 
Pipestone 105,759 104,636 1,123 1 
Plymouth 299,662 262,578 37,084 12 

Prior Lake 133,085 123,981 9,104 7 
Ramsey 142,154 138,059 4,095 3 
Red Wing 236,317 237,227 910 * 
Richfield 382,770 381,719 1,051 * 
Robbinsdale 166,665 164,753 1,912 1 
Rochester 659,876 634,488 25,388 4 

Roseville 354,561 382,656 28,095 8 
St. Anthony 93,774 94,667 893 1 
St. Cloud 705,763 711,027 5,264 1 

St. Louis Park 594,252 587,924 6,328 1 
St. Paul 4,238,514 4,200,057 38,457 1 
St. Paul Park 75,584 77,009 1,425 2 

St. Peter 97,805 95,996 1,809 2 
Sauk Rapids 110,653 111,760 1,107 1 
Shakopee 136,791 132,768 4,023 3 

Shoreview 150,774 148,728 2,046 1 
South St. Paul 265,940 246,878 19,062 7 
Spring Lake Park 75,883 71,301 4,582 6 

Stillwater 164,636 161,982 2,654 2 
rhief River Falls 132,178 135,174 2,996 2 
Virginia 160,832 162,003 1, 171 * 
Waseca 68,025 66,536 1,489 2 
West St. Paul 245,650 227,327 18,323 7 
White Bear Lake 302,925 296,665 6,260 2 

Willmar 240,470 192,903 47,567 20 
Winona 302,942 308,360 5,418 2 
Woodbury 220,123 235,346 15,223 7 

Worthington 122,886 121,089 1,797 1 

'l'CT.ALS $34,012,618 $34,012,618 $570,262 $570,262 

* Less than 1% 
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MINUTES OF THE UNENCUMBERED CONSTRUCTION FUND SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING 

July 30, 1980 

Subcommittee Members: 

Robert Simon 
Donald Asmus 
Marlow Priebe 
Duane Aden 

Others in attendance: 

at 

Hutchinson 

South St. Paul - Chairman 
Minnetonka 
Hutchinson 
Marshall - Chairman of 1980 Municipal Screening 

Committee 

William Strand, Roy Hanson and George Quickstad of the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation. 

Meeting was called to order at 1 :00 P.M. by Chairman, Robert Simon. 

The Subcommittee reviewed a report which complied to the Screening Committee 
Directive which states: 

"That whenever a municipality exceeds $200,000 or two times their 
annual construction allotment (whichever is greater) in the con­
struction fund balance available as of June 30th of the current 
year, not including the current year's allotment, the Unencumbered 
Construction Fund Subcommittee will review and allow the city in 
question to explain the reason for the large balance. Each indi­
vidual municipality will be evaluated by the Subcommittee and a 
recommendation shall be made to the Screening Committee prior to 
making adjustment. 11 

The Subcommittee reviewed correspondence from the eighteen cities that exceeded 
this limitation, and determined that five of the cities had taken valid action 
to sufficiently reduce their account balance. 

The State Aid Needs Unit was requested to contact the remaining thirteen cities 
which did not satisfy the Subcommittee with their letters of explanation to 
arrange for the opportunity to fur~her present their situation in person on 
August 13, 1980. 

The balance of the meeting was spent establishing the policy and guidelines for 
conducting the interviews with thirteen involved municipalities. 

Meeting adjourned at 3:15 P.M. 
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Page 2 
Minutes of Unencumbered Construction 
Fund Subcommittee Meeting 

August 13, 1980 

Room 410A State Transportation Building 

in 

Subcommittee Members: 

Robert Simon 
Donald Asmus 
Marlow Priebe 
Duane Aden 

Others in attendance: 

St. Paul 

South St. Paul - Chairman 
Minnetonka 
Hutchinson 
Marshall - Chairman of 1980 Municipal Screening 

Committee 

Gordon Fay, William Strand and George Quickstad of the Minnesota 
Department of Transportation 

Meeting was called to order at 8:30 A.M. by Chairman, Robert Simon. 

The Subcommittee discussed the guidelines by which the meeting would be conducted 
until 9:00 A.M., at which time the interviews began. 

The following format was used in conducting all of the interviews in the same 
manner: 

THE CHAIRMAN WILL: 

1. Review the rules that apply. 

2. Explain the reason for the interview. 

3. Justification that will be considered: 

a. 429 feasibility study held by city council and project ordered. 

b. Project submitted to the District Stai:;e Engineer. 

c. Plan approval by City Council and District Stai:;e Aid Engineer. 

d. Project letting date established or contract has been let. 

4. Discuss the need for enforcement of the rules. 

a. Accumulated funds of $62,000,000 

b. Possible legislative action 

orHER StJBCOr1Il'IIITTEE MEMBERS WILL: 

1. Ask other applicable quesi:;ions. 

a. kre City Councils aware of Screening Committee rules? 

b. Whai:; financial impact the rules would have on each coillIIlunii:;y. 
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Page 3 
Minutes of Unencumbered Construction 
Fund Subcommittee Meeting 

With these guidelines, the interviews began at 9:00 A.M. and concluded at 3:30 P.M. 
and the following recommendations were made: 

1. Alexandria 

2. Anoka 

3. Brainerd 

4. Champlin 

5. Chaska 

6. Crystal 

7. Fairmont 

8. International 
Falls 

9. Montevideo 

10. Mounds View 

No adjustment if a $37,000 encumbrance is made on the 
Eighteenth Avenue project, and an additional bituminous 
overlay project is let prior to October 1, 1980. 

Was informed that the recommendation would be to reduce 
their money needs by $1,037,800 prior to the 1981 
allotment. 

No adjustment if the encumbrance is made for inspection 
and engineering costs on the Laurel Street Bridge, and 
an extensive sidewalk project is let prior to October 1, 
1980. 

No adjustment if the Hayden Lake Road project is let in 
September. 

No adjustment if the Engler Road project (10-610-17) is 
le~ prior to October 1, 1980. 

Was informed that the recommendation would be to reduce 
t.hPi~ mnnPy needs by $2,859,286 prior to the 1981 
allotment. 

No adjustment based on a proposed bid letting in Sep­
tember, 1980 on Woodland Avenue of approximately $368,000. 

Was in.formed that the recommendation would be to reduce 
their money needs by $656,140 prior to the 1981 allotment. 

No adjustment based on a proposed bid letting in Sep­
tember, 1980 on Seventeenth Street for approximately 
$512,000. 

Was informed that the recommendation would be to reduce 
their money needs by $946,524 prior to the 1981 allotment. 
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Minutes of Unencumbered Construction 
Fund Subcommittee Meeting 

11. Richfield Was informed that the recommendation would be to reduce 
their money needs by $1,634,904 prior to the 1981 
allotment 

The Subcommittee also recommended that Richfield's unique 
situation of nearly having completed their State Aid 
system be reviewed as related to future guidelines and 
policies. 

120 St. Anthony No adjustment based on an incumbrance of $45,000 for 
construction on County Road C prior to October 1, 19800 

13. St. Paul Park - No adjustment based on Council approval and/or bid letting 
of a project on Pullman Avenue of over $200,000 prior to 
October 1 , 1980. 

The Cir;y was also informed that a bond issue of $115,000 
would have to be used on this project before any future 
State Aid payments could be made. 

Should an additional meeting be required to review those cities which were not 
adjusted based on accomplishments prior to October 1, 1980, it would be held after 
October 1, 1980 and before the Fall Screening Committee meeting. 

The Subcommittee reviewed and summarized the day's activities and adjourned at 
3:45 P.M. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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1980 MUNICIPAL STATE AID NEEDS REPORT 

Research Account Motion 

THAT: An amount $85,032 (¼ of 1%) of the 1980 Municipal State Aid Apportionment of 
$34,012,618 be transferred to the Research Account for the 1981 allotment. 

MOI'ION BY 

SECONDED BY: 

Past History 

Research Account Administrative Account 

Year Allotment Balance SEent Allotment Balance Spent 

1958 $ - $ - $ $113,220 $48,310 $ 64,910 

1959 125,999 55,370 70,629 

1960 20,271 10,911 9,360 129,466 58,933 70,533 

1961 20,926 18,468 2,458 140,825 75,036 65,789 

1962 22,965 21,661 1,304 137,980 70,875 67,105 

1963 22,594 18,535 4,059 144,585 75,094 69,491 

1964 23,627 24,513 168,526 102,385 66,141 

1965 27,418 15,763 11,655 173,875 96,136 77,739 

1966 28,426 17,782 10,644 178,253 85,079 93,174 

1967 29,155 31,944 190,524 122,185 68,339 

1968 31,057 28,433 2,624 219,458 117,878 101,580 

1969 35,719 34,241 1,478 231,452 134,416 97,036 

1970 37,803 35,652 2,151 252,736 147,968 104,768 

1971 41,225 37,914 3,311 279,357 165,927 113,430 

1972 45,227 44,468 759 280,143 167,410 112,733 

1973 45,846 36,861 8,985 284,923 160,533 124,390 

1974 46,622 19,268 27,354 333,944 130,460 203,484 

1975 54,321 35,755 18,566 349,512 158,851 190,661 

1976 57,103 33,901 23,202 347,940 264,874 83,066 

1977 56,983 33,674 23,309 424,767 160,365 264,402 

1978 68,990 70,787 426,786 139,580 287,206 

1979 69,665 69,665 473,075 257,782 215,293 

1980 77,116 521,544 

$863,059 $220,884 ;$5,928,890 $2,611,899 
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AO~IN 1000 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 
Mn/DOT - State Aid, Rm. 420 

DEPARTMENT-----------:--- Off ice Memorandum 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

William Strand - 810 DATE: August 19, 1980 
Director, Highway Studies Section 

Gordon M. 
Director, 

In reply refer to: 608 

296-9872 
PHONE: 

Rules and Regulations 

I am attaching the enclosed letter of August 6, 1980, from 
the Association of Metropolitan Municipalities. I would 
like to see this included in the information that is sent 
to the City Engineers for the fall screening connnittee 
meeting so that it can have a complete review there. 

cc: 
File - 420 

GMF:jnnn 
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\ 

association of 
metropolitan 
municipalities 

){fo &JtJ.A( 
.IJU;~· 

Mr. Gordon M. Fay, Director 
Office of State Aid 

I 

HSA Highway Funding Screening Committee 
420 State Transportation Building 
,John In~land Blvd. 
Sa int Paul, :-lN 55155 

Dear Mr. Fay: 

August 6, 1980 

The Associution of Metropolitan Municipalities 
Transportation Committee has from time to time discussed 
tl1u rules and regulations concerning the use uf MSA High­
way funds. Although a few cities would like Lo see some 
expansion of the use areas, the majority of cities believe 
the progr:un Ls eI[ectivo and workin~~ as it was designed. 
However, there is one area that th(} Crirnrni t tee flnd A~IM r3oarci 
:1f Directors \Vot1lJ request the 3creenJng CcHnJnittee revi.ew. 

Some cities have large amounts of construction funds 
in escrow that may not be used for some time, if ever, 
while other cities need additional funds for major system 
project completions. The AMM requests the Committee consider 
:il lowing one city to borrow f 11nds from ::l.nother city wherP 8 n 
excess fund exists. If the Screening Committee finds this 
concept acceptable, the AMM will pledge its help in develop­
i_ng detailed rules :i.nd reGulations fur irriplcmentation. 

Please advis0 usu• yuur deci.sion in thjs matter and 
L:,:>l free t•) c::ill upon uLir organiza[il)D for additional in-
rnrrnation <ll' h<'1p. We appreciate your cunsideratjc,n of tlli,_: 
matter. 
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k4.cW~~ 
~/c h::lrd A~" i e::ic n 
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Auguat 19, 1980 

Richard Aslescn 
President, 
Asaociati0t1 of Metropolitan Muuicipaliti•• 
480 Cedar 
St. Paul, Mimauota 55101 

In reply refer to: 608 
Rules & Regulation• 

Dear Mr. Aaluou: 

Your letter of .\uguat 6, 1980, raises some interesting subject■ 
about the Board'• utilisation of State Aid funding. 

The letter will be referred to the Screening C01lllllittee which 
meets in approximately one more month for their review and comment. 
However, in the meantime, we will review the conce?t and possible 
ways of accomplishing this with the Attorney General's Staff. 

~'1hen we know more about bow this may be accomplished, we will be 
in contact. with you. It appura that there are soma advantageous 
if we can work it out and it may tab additional legislation. 

Sincerely, 

Gordon M. Fay 
Director, Office of State Aid 

c:c: 
Bill Strand - 810 
File - 420 

GMF:jnm 
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CURRENT RESOLUTIONS 
~T~ 

MUNICIPAL SCREENING COMMITTEE 

JUNE 1980 

BE IT RESOLVED: 

ADMINISTRATION 

Improper Needs Report - Oct. 1961 

That the Office of State Aid and the District State Aid Engineer is reques­
ted to recommend an adjustment of the Needs Reporting whenever there is a 
reason to believe that said reports have deviated from accepted standards 
and to submit their recommendations to the Screening Committee, with a copy 
to the municipality involved, or its engineer. 

Screening Committee Secretary - Oct. 1961 

That annually, the Commissioner of the Minnesota Department of Transporta­
tion (Mn/DOT) may be requested to appoint a secretary, upon recommendation 
of the City Engineers' Association of Minnesota, as a non-voting member of 
the Municipal Screening Committee for the purpose of recording all Screen­
ing Committee actions. 

Appointments to Screening Committee - Oct. 1961 

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 ~hmicipal 
Screening Committee. These appointees are selected from the Nine Construc­
tion Districts together with one representative from each of the three (3) 
major cities over 100,000 population. 

Screening Committee Alternate Attendance - June 1979 

The alternate to a third year member be invited to attend the final meeting. 
A formal request to the alternates governing body would request that he 
attend the meetings and the municipality pay for its expenses. 

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 ac­
tivity. 

Appearance Screening Committee - Oct. 1962 

That any individual or delegation having items of concern regarding the 
study of State Aid Needs or State Aid Apportionment amounts, and wishing ~o 
have consideration given to these items, shall, in a written report, communi­
cate with the Commissioner through proper channelso The Commissioner shall 
determine which requests are to be referred to the Screening Committee for 
~heir considerationo This resolution does not abrogate the right of the 
Screening Committee to call any person or persons before the Committee for 
discussion purposeso 
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Construction Cut Off Date - Oct. 1962 (Revised 1967) 

That for the purpose of measuring the Needs of the Municipal State Aid High­
way System, the annual cut off date for recording construction accomplish­
ments based upon the project award date shall be December 31st of the pre­
ceding year. 

Construction Accomplishments - Oct. 1965 

That beginning with January 1, 1965, when a Municipal State Aid Street is 
constructed with State Aid funds, said construction shall be considered 100 
percent accomplishment of the need for a period of twenty (20) years for the 
construction items involved. I.f the construction of the Municipal State Aid 
Street is accomplished with local funds, only the construction needs neces­
sary to bring the roadway up to State Aid standards are permitted in the 
needs. Exceptions to the above limitations are eligible for approval only 
when the request is based on unforeseen developments or other equally valid 
data and has been adequately justified to the satisfaction of the Commis­
sioner. 

Special Resurfacing Projects 

That any municipality using M.SoA.S. Construction Funds for resurfacing pro­
jects which do not bring those streets up to the required design standards 
shall, for a period of ten years, have those streets treated in the Needs 
Study as having had complete construction. 

MILEAGE 

Mileage Limitation - Novo 1965 (Revised 1972) 

The maximum mileage for Municipal State 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 du.ring the year 
shall not be permitted. 

(Feb. 1959) 

The maximum mileage eligible for Municipal State Aid Street designation 
shall be 20 percent of the municipality's basic mileage - which is comprised 
of the total improved streets less Trunk Highway and County State Aid Highways. 

(Nov. 1965 - Revised 1969) 

However, the maximum mileage for State Aid designation may be exceeded to the 
extent necessary to designate trunk highway turnbacks, only if sufficient 
mileage is not available as determined by the Annual Certification of Mileageo 

(Jan. 1969) 
Any mileage eligible for designation prior to the trunk highway turnback shall 
be used for the turnback before exceeding the maximum mileageo 

In the event the maximum mileage is exceeded by a trunk highway turnback, no 
additional designation other than trunk highway turnbacks can be considered 
until allowed by the computations of the Annual Certification of Mileage with­
in which the maximum mileage for State Aid designation is determinedo 
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Mileage Cut Off Date - Oct. 1961 (Revised July 1972) 

All mileage adjustments or revisions to be considered in the Study Needs 
must be submitted and approved prior to December 31st of the previous year. 
Adjustments or revisions approved after December 31st will be considered by 
the Screening Committee for inclusion in the following year's Needs Studyo 

COST 

Construction Item Unit Prices - Revised .Annually 

Right of Way: 

Grading: 

Base: Class 4 Spec. #2211 
. Class 5 Speco #2212 

Bituminous Spec. #2331 

Surface: Bituminous Speco #2331 
Bituminous Spec. #2341 
Bituminous Spec. #2351 
Concrete Speco #2301 

Shoulders: 
Gravel Speco #2221 

Miscellaneous: 
Storm Sewer Construction 
Storm Sewer Adjustment 
Traffic Signals 
Street Lighting 
Curb & Gutter 
Sidewalk 

Removal Items: 
Curb & Gutter 
Sidewalk 
Concrete Pavement 
Tree Removal 

Right of Way - Oct. 1965 (Revised May 1975) 

$10,000.00 Mile 

2o75 cu. Yd. 

4o50 Ton 
4.85 Ton 

17.00 Ton 

17000 Ton 
20000 Ton 
27000 Ton 
15050 Sq. Yd. 

5000 Ton 

$172,000.00 Mile 
54,000oOO Mile 
10,000oOO Mile 

2,000.00 Mile 
6050 Lino Ft. 

14.00 Sq0 Yd. 

1 o 75 Lino Ft. 
4o00 Sqo Yd. 
4.50 Sq. Yd. 

90000 Unit 

The Right of Way needs shall be included in the apportionment needs based on 
the unit price per mile, until such time that the right of way is acquired 
and the actual cost established. At that time a money needs 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 periodo Only right of way ac­
quisition costs that are eligible for State-Aid reimbursement shall be included 
in the right-of-way money needs adjustment. 

Miscellaneous Limitations - Oct. 1961 

Tha~ 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. 
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NEEDS ADJUSTMENTS 

Expenditures Off State Aid System - Oct. 1961 

That any authorized Municipal State Aid expenditure on County State Aid or 
State Trunk Highway projects shall be compensated for by annually deducting 
the full amount thereof from the Money Needs for a period of ten yearso 

Bond Adjustment - Oct. 1961 (Revised 1962) 

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. 

(Revised 1975) 

That this adjustment, which covers the amortization period, and which annually 
reflects the net unamortized bonded debt shall be accomplished by adding said 
net unamortized bond amount to the computed money needs of the municipality. 

For the purpose of this adjustment, the net unamortized bonded debt shall be 
the total unamortized bonded indebtedness less the unexpended bond amount as 
of December 31st of the preceding year. 

That for the purpose of this separate annual adjustment, the unamortized bal­
ance of the St. Paul Bond Account, as authorized in 1953, 2nd United Improvement 
Program, and as authorized in 1946, Capitol Approach Improvement Bonds, shall 
be considered in the same manner as those bonds sold and issued pursuant to 
Minnesota Statutes, Section 162.180 

(Revised June 1979) 

"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." 

Construction Fund Balance - Octo 1961 (Revised May 1975) 

That for the determination of the 1962 Municipal State Aid Street Needs and 
all future Needs, that the amount of the unencumbered construction fund bal­
ance as of June 30th of the current year, not including the current yeax con­
struction apportionment, shall be deducted from the 25-yeax total Needs of each 
individual municipalityo 

That annually the Finance Office shall review the encumbrances of each muni­
cipality and delete from the construction fund balance only those encumbrances 
that have been made for projects awaxded the previous year. 

(Revised June 1978) 

That by January 1, 1979, each municipality shall submit a 5-yeax construction 
program which has been approved by their city council. This program shall 
include su:fficient projects to utilize all existing and anticipated funds and 
shall be updated periodically (not to exceed 3 years)o Should a program not 
be submitted by January 1, 1979, twice the city's unencumbered construction 
fund balance shall be deducted from its needs prior to the 1980 apportionment, 
and if necessaxy, increase to 3 times the amount prior to the 1981 allotment 
and to 4, 5, 6, etc. times the amount until such time as a program is submitted 
or the needs are reduced to zeroo 
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(Revised May 1980) 

In 1983, each city will be reviewed to determine the progress of their 5-year 
program. Failure to implement the proposed program, or other acceptable pro­
jects would impose the same adjustment as for failure to submit a 5-year pro­
gram. This adjustment would be in addition to the unencumbered construction 
fund deduction previously defined. 

(Revised May 1980) 

To further encourage the use of unencumbered construction funds, those cities 
which have not used municipal State Aid funds for a construction project in 
the 5 years prior to January 1, 1980, would have the preceding formula concern­
ing implementation applied to the 1981 apportionment. 

"That whenever a municipality exceeds $200,000 or two times their annual con­
struction allotment (whichever is greater) in the construction fund balance 
available as of June 30th of the current year, not including the current year's 
allotment, the Unencumbered Construction Fund Subcommittee will review and allow 
the city in question to explain the reason for the large balanceo Each indi­
vidual municipality will be evaluated by the Subcommittee and a recommendation 
shall be made to the Screening Committee prior to making adjustment." 

The Screening Committee 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 progress of accomplishmentso 

STRUCTURES 

Bridge Costs - Oct. 1961 (Revised May 1980) 

That for the study of needs on the Municipal State Aid Street System, bridge 
costs shall be computed as follows: 

Bridges Oto 149 Ft. 
Bridges 150 to 499 Ft. 
Bridges 500 & Over 
Bridge Widening 

$41.00 Sqo Ft. 
$47.00 Sqo Ft. 
$56.00 Sq. Fto 
$75.00 Sq. Fto 

"The money needs for all "non-existing" bridges and grade separations be re;,_ 
moved 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 that is eligible for State Aid 
reimbursement for a 15-year period." This directive would exclude all Federal 
or State grants. 

Bridge Width & Costs - (Revised May 1976) 

That after conferring with the Bridge 
as set forth by this Department as to 
tures, that the following costs based 
Needs Study: 

Railroad Over Highway 
Number of Tracks -
Each Additional Track 

Section of Mn/DOT and using the criteria 
the standard design for railroad struc­
on number of tnacks be used for the 

$2,250 Lin. Ft. 
$1,750 Lin. Fto 
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RAILROAD CROSSINGS 

Railroad Crossing Costs - (Revised May 1980) 

That for the study of needs on the Municipal State Aid Street System, the 
following costs shall be used in computing the needs of the proposed Railroad 
Protection Devices: 

SOILS 

Railroad Grade Crossings 
Signals - (Single track - low speed) 
Signals - (Single track - high speed) 
Signals and Gates 
Signs Only 

$50,000 Unit 
$55,000 Unit 
$90 7 000 Unit 
$ 300 Unit 

Soil Type - Oct. 1961 

That the soil type classification as approved by the 1961 Municipal Screening 
Committee, 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 subse­
quently amended or revised by Municipal Screening Committee action. 

Trunk Highway Turnback - Oct. 1967 

That any trunk highway turnback which reverts directly to the municipality 
and becomes part of the State Aid Street system shall not have its construc­
tion needs considered in the money needs 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 turnback shall be computed on the basis of the current year's 
apportionment data and shall be accomplished in the following mannero 

Initial Turnback Maintenance Adjustment - Fractional Year Reimbursement: 

The initial turnback adjustment when for less than 12 full months 
shall provide partial maintenance cost reimbursement by adding 
said initial adjustment to the money needs which will produce ap­
proximately 1/12 of $1,500 per mile in apportionment funds for 
each month or part of a month that the municipality had mainte­
nance responsibility during the initial year. 

To provide an advance payment for the coming year's additional maintenance 
obligation, a needs adjustment per mile shall be added to the annual money 
needs. This needs adjustment per mile shall produce sufficient apportionment 
funds so that at least $1,500 in apportionment shall be earned for each mile 
of trunk highway turnback on Municipal State Aid Street System. 

Turnback 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 resurfacing needs for the awarded project shall be included 
in the Needs Study for the next apportionment. 
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DESIGN 

Design Limitation on Non-Existing Streets - Oct. 1965 

That non-existing streets shall not have their needs computed on the basis of 
urban design unless justified to the satisfaction of the Commissioner. 

Less Than Minimum Width - Oct. 1961 (Revised 1967) 

That in the event that a Municipal. State Aid Street is constructed to a width 
less than the standard design width as reported in the Needs Study, the total 
needs shall be taken off such constructed street other than the surface re­
placement need. Surface replacement and other future needs shall be limited 
to the constructed width unless exception is justified to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner. 

TRAFFIC - June 1971 

That the Subcommittee on Traffic as appointed by the Screening Committee, is 
hereby empowered to act in its stead in making decisions providing the deci­
sions are made by unanimous vote of the Subcommittee on Traffic, and annually 
report all activities of said Subcommittee to this Cormnittee for policy review. 

Traffic Limitation on Non-Existing Streets - Oct. 1965 

That non-existing streets shall not have their needs 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 (Revised Oct. 1971) 

That for ~he 1965 and all future Municipal. State Aid Street Needs Studies, 
the Needs Study procedure shall utilize traffic data developed according to 
the Traffic Estimating Manual - M.S.A.S. #5-892.700. This manual shall be 
prepared and kept current under the direction of the Screening Committee re­
garding 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 

That 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 
years. 

2g The cities in the outstate area may have their traffic counted 
for a nominal fee and maps prepared by State forces every six 
years, or may elect to continue the present procedure of taking 
their own counts and preparing their own traffic maps at five 
year intervals. 

3. Some deviations from the present five-year counting cycle shall 
be permi~ted during the interim period of conversion to counting 
by State forces in the outstate area. 
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report 


