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To the Reader:

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is a comprehensive three-year schedule of planned transportation projects
in Minnesota for state fiscal years 2007, 2008, and 2009. These projects are for state trunk highways, local roads and bridges, rail
crossing projects, and transit capital and operating assistance. This document represents an investment of over $4.5 billion in
federal, state, and local funds over the three years.

This document is the statewide transportation program in which Mn/DOT, local governments, and community and business
interest groups worked together in eight District Area Transportation Partnerships (ATPs) to discuss regional priorities and reach
agreement on important transportation investments. This state process was developed in response to the Federal “Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991” which focused on enhanced planning processes, greater state and local
government responsibility, and more citizen input to decision making. The process has continued under the two following federal
transportation acts.

Any questions and comments on specific projects included in this program may be directed to the identified Mn/DOT District
Transportation office listed in the Program Listing sections of the document. To further assist you in using this information, a
searchable database will be available in November 2006 on the Internet at:

http://www.oim.dot.state.mn.us/

General questions or comments can be directed to the Office of Investment of Investment Management in St. Paul
(651-296-8475). Thank you for your interest and support in Minnesota’s Transportation System.
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PREFACE

State of Minnesota

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

This document is the State of Minnesota State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) for state fiscal years 2007-2009.
It includes an introduction, or overview, of the anticipated
expenditures for all modes of transportation under the authority
of the Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT).
The document is organized into three chapters and two
appendices.

Chapter I of this document is the introduction to Mn/DOT. It
provides information on M/DOT’s vision for its transportation
system and the factors that help shape Mn/DOT’s policies and
programs.

Chapter II is the formal response to the federal requirements
for the STIP under the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU). The programming process to develop this STIP began in
the fall of 2005 and was developed under the Requirements
outlined in SAFETEA-LU with a conservative estimate of
federal funds anticipated.

2007-2009

Chapter III includes the project listing of all projects using
federal-aid highway or transit funding. Projects using only
local dollars are not included. These listings are organized by
Mn/DOT District/Area Transportation Partnership (ATP) areas.

Appendix A includes a description, expenditure summary and
project listing for several federal-aid highway and transit
categories. A description of the Mn/DOT State Road
Construction Program (SRC) is also included, but without a
repeat of the project listing of state trunk highway projects.
Appendix B includes, for information purposes only, a
description, financial summary, and project listing for other
modal programs that are not subject to the federal planning
requirements under SAFETEA-LU.

The STIP was developed using programs specified in
SAFETEA-LU which was signed into law August 10, 2005.
Once approved by the US DOT, the State Transportation
Improvement Program for Minnesota is available on the
Internet at the following address:

http://www.oim.dot.state.mn.us/



INTRODUCTION

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) was established and operates in order to provide a balanced
transportation system including aeronautics, highways, motor carriers, ports, public transit, railroads and pipelines. Mn/DOT is
the principal agency in the state for development, implementation, administration, consolidation, and coordination of state
transportation policies, plans, and programs. These policies, plans, and programs are developed in cooperation with the public
and a variety of transportation partners, including the Twin Cities Metropolitan Council, the six Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) established in areas with populations exceeding 50,000, the nine Regional Development Commissions
(RDCs), county, city, and Indian tribal governments throughout the state.

The Mn/DOT vision is to establish a coordinated transportation network that meets the needs of Minnesota’s citizens and
businesses for safe, timely, and predictable travel. Fundamental to this vision is the need to preserve and maintain the state’s
physical transportation assets — highways, bridges, airports, water ports, freight, bus, rail, intermodal facilities, and bikeways.

A number of factors are shaping the development of Mn/DOT policies and programs. These include safety, the integration of
transportation modes, service and investment preservation, customer focus, economic development, technology, environment
partnerships, and federal actions. This document addresses these factors and provides a multimodal focus. This document and
the investment levels summarized in Figure 1 do not include the expenditures for infrastructure maintenance. In addition,
unless federal funding is a part of the investment, the investments in this document and Figure 1 do not include improvements
made by local levels of government. Total government investment in transportation infrastructure could be two to three times
the investment level included in this document. The investment in transportation infrastructure improvements included in this
document is summarized in Figure 1.



Figure 1
STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FUNDING
INCLUDING RAIL, PORTS, AND AIR
BY PROGRAM AND YEAR
($ MILLIONS)
e
PROGRAM 2007 2008 2009 TOTAL*
Highway Assistance Program’ 1,183 1,081 1,019 3,283
Transit Assistance Program’ 250 209 188 647
SUBTOTAL* 1,432 1,290 1,208 3,930
Rail Service Assistance Program® 5 3 3 11
Port Development Assistance Program* 4 2 2 7
Airport Development Program® 211 224 135 570
SUBTOTAL* 220 229 140 588
TOTAL* 1,652 1,519 1,348 4,518

“The Highway Assistance Program includes all federal-aid for highways received
through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation (USDOT). It includes all federal apportionment, allocation or special funding.
It also includes all state trunk highway funds appropriated for construction, other state
appropriated investments and any local funding utilized as match for federal projects. A list
of projects is included in Chapter III of the STIP.

The Transit Assistance Program includes all federal-aid for transit received
through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) of the USDOT. It also includes all state
and local funds necessary to match the federal funds and operate the transit systems. The
Transit Assistance Program does not include the federal-aid highway funding used for some
of the buses, facilities, and other capital purchases for transit. All transit projects are included
in Chapter III of the STIP. The transit only portion of Chapter III is listed in Appendix A-4.

3The Minnesota Rail Service Improvement Program (MRSI) was established in
1976 to prevent the loss of rail service on lines potentially subject to railroad abandonment.
Projects that fall within the MRSI are divided among 5 programs: Rail Purchase Assistance
Program, Rail Line Rehabilitation Program, Capital Improvement Loan Program, State Rail
Bank Program, and Rail User and Rail Carrier Loan Guarantee Program.

The MRSI Program does not include the funding for rail-highway safety projects
included in the trunk highway assistance program. The number of rail service assistance
projects is estimated and shown in Appendix B-1. All funding is from repayment of loans.

“The Port Development Assistance Program was created in 1991. The 1996, 1998,
2000, and 2001 Legislatures set aside a total of $12.5 million to fund this program. A list of
projects that could be funded is included in Appendix B-2.

5The Airport Development Program figures shown above include federal and state
grant funds plus the local share or match. They include substantial local revenues to be
generated at the Mpls-St. Paul International Airport from Passenger Facility Charges
(PFC’s), and to be used for major expansion of the MSP Airport over the next several years.
The project listing in Appendix B-3 is not financially constrained to the anticipated funding,
and totals about $570 million in candidate airport projects statewide over the next 3 years.

* May not total correctly due to rounding.



IIL.

STATE TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)

Certification

The Minnesota Department of Transportation
(Mn/DOT), as the Governor’s designee, certifies that
the transportation planning process is being carried out
in accordance with all applicable requirements of the
following as described in Section 450.220 of the
Statewide Planning Regulations dated October 28, 1993
and in accordance with the intent of TEA-21:

L.

2.

Federal Transit Act (FTA) (49 U.S.C. app, 1607),
Section 135 of Title 23 U.S.C., Section 8;

Title VI of Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Title VI
assurance executed by each state under 23 U.S.C.
324 and 29 U.S.C. 794;

Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
(ISTEA) of 1991, Section 1003 (b) regarding the
involvement of disadvantaged business
enterprises in FHWA and FTA funded projects;
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990
as amended and U.S. DOT regulations
“Transportation for Individuals with Disabilities”
under 49CRF parts 27, 37, and 38.

Title 49 C.F.R. part 20 regarding restrictions
influencing Federal activities;

Clean Air Act, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d);
and

Executive Order #12898 on Environmental
Justice.

Mn/DOT also concurs with the MPO’s determination that the
air quality conformity analysis has been completed by the
necessary MPOs and has been reviewed and accepted by the
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency. Mn/DOT also makes a
determination that the STIP covering the non-attainment area
outside the Twin Cities MPO boundary meets the requirements
of the Transportation Conformity Rule 40 C.F.R. part 93.

The Minnesota Statewide Transportation Plan
Projects in the STIP are consistent with the Minnesota

Statewide Transportation Plan: Moving People and Freight
from 2003 to 2023, a long-term, multi-modal and statewide
plan that is consistent with federal requirements outlined in 23
C.F.R. part 450. The Plan addresses the planning requirements
in TEA-21, (the draft Planning Regulations for SAFETEA-LU
are still under review and comment) the transportation goals
identified in state law, and reflects the vision, principles, and
strategic directions set in Mn/DOT’s Strategic Plan. The
process for developing and updating the Plan, provides early
and continuous opportunities for the involvement of the public
and other potentially affected parties.

In accordance with Minnesota Statutes §174.01, Subdivision
1a, the Plan is updated every six years, with interim updates as
needed by Mn/DOT to promote statewide transportation
planning.

Public Involvement

The last three federal Transportation acts have created less of a
federal presence in many transportation decisions. The
diminished federal role results in more state/local authority and
responsibility for these decisions. The funding flexibility and



expanded project eligibility under these acts have given
decision makers more options to address transportation
priorities. Public involvement in transportation issues and
decision making is vital because of this expanded eligibility
and diversity. Federal Law requires an opportunity for early
and continuous involvement in the development of the
Statewide Transportation Plan and the STIP. Public
involvement is also a mandatory component of the MPO
planning process.

Minnesota’s transportation investment process (Figure 2), with
the Area Transportation Partnerships (ATPs) provides for early
and continuous involvement in the development of the STIP.
The process incorporates the public involvement activities of
the partners (MPOs, RDCs, counties, cities) into their roles on
the ATP. MPOs in accordance with federal requirements have
developed public participation processes and use them in
conjunction with the development of their Transportation
Improvement Programs (TIPs). The MPO TIPs include detailed
discussion of public involvement.

In addition to the public input derived through Minnesota’s
transportation investment process, public meetings, forums,
conferences and focus groups have been held throughout the
state by the ATP partners, Mn/DOT and modal partners such as
transit, rail and bike/pedestrian. Mn/DOT’s public involvement
guidebook entitled “Hear Every Voice” provides guidance on
involving the public in planning, programming, and project
development.

Other methods used to encourage public involvement included
the use of newsletters, newspaper articles, informational
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mailings, press releases, websites and an information display at
the Minnesota State Fair. A notice of the availability of the
draft 2007-2009 STIP was placed in the State Register on

May 30, 2006. This notice provided a 30 day comment period
to the public.

Figure 2
Transportation Investment Process
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The Metropolitan Council conducts a formal public hearing
within the Twin Cities Transportation Management Area
(TMA). A significant effort is made by the Metropolitan
Council to ensure that all interested and concerned parties are
offered an opportunity to participate in the preparation of the
Twin Cities TIP. A public meeting was held May 17, 2006 to
explain and answer questions about the TIP schedule and
approval process and to initiate public comments on the TIP.
The required formal public hearing was held on June 21, 2006
to hear comments on the draft TIP. In preparation for these
meetings over 300 mailings were or sent, notification was
made in the State Register, press announcements were sent to
the media, and the schedule was published in the Metropolitan
Digest which is mailed to 600 local elected officials and
legislators.

Minnesota Transportation Process for Investment
Decisions

The STIP is developed in accordance with the Guidance for
the Development of the State Transportation Improvement
Program published by M/DOT in February 2001 and with
the memo on STIP Funding Guidance dated February 2, 2006.
Minnesota’s STIP is developed through a regional geographic
model for making investment decisions. The process chart on
page II-8, (Figure 2), displays the partnerships and
transportation activities necessary to produce a STIP.

The process is driven by federal, state, local, and regional
planning goals and objectives. Statewide investment goals have
been drawn from statewide planning studies and policies, the
Minnesota Statewide Transportation Plan, the Mn/DOT
Strategic Directions, and an analysis of previous programs.

They are offered as an aid in determining areawide priorities.
The process builds on the plans and priorities established by
Mn/DOT Districts, MPOs, cities, counties, townships and
RDCs.

The investment process uses eight regional partnerships whose
boundaries are based on Mn/DOT’s State Aid Districts. The
partnerships, called Area Transportation Partnerships (ATPs),
have as their members both traditional and non-traditional,
metropolitan and non-metropolitan stakeholders and can
include MPOs, RDCs, cities, counties, townships, transit
providers, tribal governments, other interests, and Mn/DOT.
The ATPs integrate the state and local priorities within their
region and recommend a minimum three year program for
federally funded transportation investments. This three year
program, when combined with a list of state highway funded
projects is considered the draft Area Transportation
Improvement Program (ATIP). Each draft ATIP includes a
prioritized list of projects that aid in solving transportation
problems and implementing the long range objectives for the
area.

Balanced investment decisions promote effective and efficient
transportation. Safety is a key element of all investments. The
principal investment emphasis is preservation and operational
improvements in the existing transportation system. Expansion
is focused on the state’s interregional corridor system that
connects major economic centers and bottlenecks in the Twin
Cities metropolitan area.

The draft ATIP prepared by each ATP is submitted for
inclusion in the draft State Transportation Improvement



Program (STIP). Project cost estimates include an adjustment
for inflation. The ATIPs are analyzed and compared to
statewide goals and objectives, and unique transportation
needs. They are also analyzed for completeness and fiscal
constraint. From this a draft STIP is developed. The draft STIP
is widely circulated for review and comment before final
adjustments are made. This STIP covers three state fiscal years
and includes all state and local projects financed with federal
(highway or transit) assistance. Under SAFETEA-LU, a four-
year STIP will be required in the future. The STIP also
includes other regionally significant projects, all projects on the
state highway system and illustrative projects. Illustrative
projects are those projects that will be programmed should
funding become available.

The final STIP is reviewed and approved by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) prior to any expenditure of federal
funds. Upon approval, the document will be used by each ATP
as a starting point in the process for developing their next
ATIP. '

Financial Plan

As mentioned in the Preface of this document, this STIP is a
formal response to federal requirements. The STIP financial
plan addresses fiscal constraint requirements under SAFETEA-
LU. The principal financial assumption is the continuation of
existing revenue sources and levels consistent with SAFETEA-
LU authorizations for the three years of the STIP. All of the
projects in the 2007-2009 STIP are deemed affordable for
implementation under these reasonable financial assumptions.
The financial constraint requirements under SAFETEA-LU are
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deemed to be sufficiently flexible to permit the selection of
projects from the second and third year of the STIP to replace
projects selected for the first year of the STIP. Mn/DOT
reserves the right to make this project selection for the ATPs
from within the STIP.

Federal Funding. SAFETEA-LU requires that the federal-aid
highway and federal-aid transit projects in the STIP shall be
based on financing reasonably expected to be available. The
2007-2009 STIP is based on anticipated federal, state and local
funds. The federal-aid revenues are based on estimates of
apportionment (formula), allocations, and high priority project
funding.

Federal-Aid Highway Formula Funding: Federal-aid highway
formula funding is apportioned to the states by formulas
established in law. Federal-aid highway apportionments have
been highly variable. The federal-aid highway estimate for the
development of this STIP is $460, $494, and $485 for FY
2007-09 respectively. The annual obligation limitation of
apportionment funds under SAFETEA-LU has been around 85
percent.

Federal-Aid Highway Allocation Funding: Funding available
from allocated funding is included in the STIP. Federal-aid

highway allocation funding is distributed to the states by
administrative formula or by means of a competitive
application. Allocated funds include many varied categories of
federal-aid, including, but not limited to Public Lands, Indian
Reservation Roads, Forest Highways, and Scenic Byways.
Allocations of categorical funding generally consist of several
small projects that are distributed to specific areas of the state.



Allocations are not always consistent with the time-frame of
the development of the STIP.

Annual allocations to individual projects or categories of
funding that add up to less than $1 million are routinely added
to the STIP but due to the timing of project identification may
require amendments to be processed.

Federal-Aid Highway Earmarked Funding: SAFETEA-LU
saw an unprecedented amount of federal funds earmarked by
Congress. About $90 million in Earmarked funding was made
available each year under SAFETEA-LU, up from about $30
million each year under previous transportation acts. Ear-
marked funding is subject to obligation limitation but is
available until spent. Due to project delivery schedules and the
rules pertaining to the spending of these funds, the actual level
of funding committed each year is variable.

Federal Transit Funding: The federal transit funding includes
an urbanized area formula program, a non-urbanized area
(rural, small urban, and intercity bus) formula program, an
elderly and persons with disabilities formula program and a
discretionary program for major capital needs. The
discretionary program is generally earmarked by congressional
actions. Much of the transit program is based on grant
applications. In the past, the actual flow of funding was highly
variable. The passage of SAFETEA-LU and its provisions to
guarantee funding for transit programs keep federal transit
funds predictable; however, federal funds make up only a small
percentage of total operating costs for the small urbanized and
rural programs.
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State Highway and Transit Funding. The State of Minnesota
has a biennial budget. State agency programs and operating
budgets are based on a balanced budget. The 2007-2009 STIP
is based on one year of approved funding and two years of
estimated funding. The funding level for the STIP is estimated
to be approximately the same for all 3 years of the STIP.

State Highway Funding: The state highway funding is expected
to average about $290 million per year based on existing
revenue sources. State fund cash flow also permits advance
constructing projects prior to actual federal dollars being
available.

State Transit Funding: Transit assistance comes from two
sources, the General Fund and Motor Vehicle Sales Tax
(MVST). The transit appropriation from the state general fund
is expected to be about $18.8 million per year for each year of
the STIP for Greater Minnesota and about $73.5 million per
year for the Metropolitan Area. Transit funds from MVST are
expected to be about $7 million per year for Greater Minnesota
and $117 million for the Metro Area. The 2003 Legislature
increased the MVST dedication to 1.43% for Greater
Minnesota transit and 21.5% for transit in the Metro Area. In
FY 2008, percentages revert back to 1.25% and 20.5%
respectively.

Local Highway and Transit Funding. Local funding is
assumed to be available to match, or overmatch, the federal-aid
for highways and transit. The state and local funding is also
expected to be sufficient to maintain and operate the highway
and transit systems.



Local Highway Funding: The State has a dedicated fund for
state aid roads and bridges for counties and cities of 5,000 and
over in population. The funding is available for maintenance
and construction and is used in part to maintain the federal-aid
highways and to match federal-aid. The local highway funding
committed to match the federal highway aid is expected to
average about $46 million per year.

Local Transit Funding: The majority of the funding for the
Minneapolis-St. Paul large urbanized area transit system is
provided through local and state revenues. Since transit is
substantially a local program, estimates of urbanized transit
system funding are based on the MPO TIPs. Small urban and
rural transit systems have a portion of their funding provided
by assistance from the state general fund. The local share may
be from a large variety of sources.

Special Legislative Funding. The 2003 Minnesota State
Legislature appropriated additional funding for transportation
in the Omnibus Transportation and Public Safety Finance Bill.
The bill provided $400 million from trunk highway bond
proceeds for trunk highway improvements. It also authorized
the Commissioner of Transportation to spend $400 million on
trunk highway improvements from funds approved by the
Federal Highway Administration and designated as advance
construction funds. The bill provides that the appropriation be
spent on trunk highway improvements to eliminate traffic
bottlenecks within the seven county metro and trunk highway
improvements on under performing at-risk interregional
corridors outside the seven county metro area.

The bonding bill requires to the maximum feasible extent, to
allocate spending equally between the metropolitan district and
remainder of the state. The bill allows the expenditure of up to
$68.5 million of bonds, for program delivery and requires the
use of at least $36 million of bonds to accelerate transit capital
improvements such as shoulder bus lanes, park and ride
facilities, and ramp meter-bypass facilities on trunk highways.
The Commissioner of Transportation is required to spend $5
million in federal funds for capital assistance to public transit
systems in greater Minnesota over 5 years.

Advance Construction. Federal law allows states to request
and receive approval to construct Federal-aid projects prior to
receiving apportionment or obligation authority for the
Federal-aid funds through the use of Advance Construction
(AC). This means that Minnesota may commit future federal
funds to a project as long as it goes through the normal FHWA
approval and authorization process. An AC project is treated
the same as any other federal project and must be authorized
prior to advertising for letting or expending any funds on the
project. Projects using AC must be fully encumbered in the
state road construction budget for the amount of both the state
funds and the federal AC amount. AC is available to local
governments as well as Mn/DOT.

The agency that uses the AC procedure must “front end” the
project with their own funds. These may be state aid funds,
local tax funds, State Road Construction funds or some other
appropriate funding sources. Local projects utilizing AC funds
require a special agreement approved by Mn/DOT’s Division
of State Aid for Local Transportation.



Federal regulations require that AC be shown in the year
incurred and that the conversion of AC be shown in each year
in which conversion takes place. Conversion is the process of
converting AC to the obligation of actual federal funds. In the
project listings in this STIP, AC funding is shown in a separate
column and the dollar amounts are not included in the “Total”
column. However, the AC conversion dollar amounts are
included in the “FHWA” column and the “Total” column in the
year in which a project is converted.

See Appendix C for the detailed financial plan.

Project Selection
The project selection process is the identification of the

projects to be implemented in the first year of the 2007-2009
STIP. The projects in the remaining years of the STIP are
deemed to be eligible for selection for implementation without
an formal amendment to the STIP. Mn/DOT reserves the right
to select projects for the first year of the STIP from the projects
in the last two years of the STIP.

Project selection includes two iterative processes. The first
iterative process is “determining the program” from the list of
projects within the draft ATIPs. This includes the analysis of
the preferred sources of funding for the projects and the
directions included in the Minnesota Statewide Transportation
Plan. 1t also is the step where the fiscal constraint is
maintained. The second iterative process is the review of the
STIP. The draft STIP is circulated back to the District/ATP for
review and comment. Changes are made in the draft STIP as a
result of the review and comment period. The STIP is
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forwarded to the Commissioner’s staff for review and approval
before being sent to the U.S. DOT.



Figure 3 is a summary of the proposed expenditures in the
STIP by fiscal year and the proposed source of federal
highway or transit funding, state trunk highway funding or
other source of state or local funding. Bond dollars from
Minnesota’s Bond Accelerated Program (BAP) are included
under “Other Funds”.

Figure 4 is a summary of the proposed expenditures in the
STIP by fiscal year and ATP. Bond dollars are included in the
ATP where they are to be expended.

Figure 3
STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FUNDING
BY SOURCE AND YEAR
($ MILLIONS)

SOURCE | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | TOTAL*
Transit Programs

Federal Transit

Administration Funds 158 139 121 418

State and Local Match 92 70 67 229
SUBTOTAL?* 250 209 188 647
Highway Programs

Federal —aid Highway

Funds 404 311 348 1,063

Federal AC Conversion 199 320 226 745

itate Trunk Highway 303 291 324 018

unds

Other Funds 277 159 121 557
SUBTOTAL* 1,183 | 1,081 1,019 3,283
TOTAL* 1,432 | 1,290 1,208 3,930

Figure 4
STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BY DISTRICT/ATP AND YEAR
($ MILLIONS)
DISTRICT/ATP 2007 2008 2009 | TOTAL*
1 129 98 124 352
2 45 39 67 151
3 102 109 126 337
4 58 56 42 156
6 66 75 95 236
7 73 78 61 212
8 31 55 58 144
*

SUBTOTAL 504 510 574 1,588
METRO 725 647 585 1,957
MISC 204 133 49 385

TOTAL*
1,432 1,290 1,208 3,930

*may not total correctly due to rounding

*may not total correctly due to rounding




III.

PROGRAM LISTING

The following section contains the FY 2007-2009 STIP
project listing sorted by District/ATP.

The first page of each District/ATP shows the
District/ATP location within the state and the counties
included within each District/ ATP. The name of the
District Transportation Engineer, phone number, and
address are shown as well as a general information
telephone number.

The second page begins the listing of projects in that
District/ATP sorted by Fiscal Year. Within each Fiscal
Year, projects are sorted by Route System with Transit
project first followed by rail, local roadway, and then
state projects

The following information is provided for each project

Seq# - The sequence number is a unique
number assigned to each project in this
project listing.

Route -  The route name and number on which

System the project is located. See Figure 5.

-1

Figure 5
Route System Categories
Route System | Description
BB Transit (buses)
CITY City project
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
CR County Road
CSAH County State Aid Highway
DA Disability Act
EN Enhancement (not assigned to a specific
road and not a pedestrian or bicycle path)
FH Forest Highway
I Interstate Highway
IRR Indian Reservation Roads and Bridges
ITS Intelligent Transportation Systems
LOCAL 999 Local project not associated with a road
MSAS Municipal State Aid Street
MUN Municipal Street
PED/BIKE Pedestrian or Bike Path/Trail (not assigned
to a specific road)
PL Planning
RECTRAIL DNR Recreational Trail
RR Railroad
TH Trunk Highway
TH 999 State project not associated with a road
(not an Enhancement)
TWN Township Road




Project
Number -

Agency -

Description -

Miles

Programs

Typeof -
Work

Proposed
Funds

Total -

FHWA -

Project identifier. Most trunk highway projects
start with the control section numbers. Local
projects start with either the county number or
the city number.

The jurisdiction responsible for implementing
projects or for opening bids.

The location and/or type of project.
The length of the project.
The program category. See Figure 6.

The intent of the project.

Preliminary fund assignment with exact
determination of funding determined upon
authroization. See Figure 7.

The total estimated cost of the project relative to
federal funding to be used in year of letting.
This includes advance construction (AC)
conversion funding. It does not include the
original advance construction funding.

The total estimated federal aid highway funding
to be used for the project. This includes advance
construction conversion funding.

II1-2

Figure 6

Program Categories
Program | Description
AM Municipal Agreement
BI Bridge Improvement
BR Bridge Replacement
BT Bike Trail (not an Enhancement)
CA Consultant Agreement
EN Enhancement (STP)
IR Indian Reservation Roads
MA Miscellaneous Agreements
MC Major Construction
NA Not Applicable (Uncommitted)
NO Noise Walls
PL Planning
PM Preventive Maintenance
RB Rest Area/Beautification
RC Reconstruction
RD Recondition
RS Resurfacing
RT Recreational Trail (DNR only)
RW Right of Way Acquisition
RX Road Repair (Bridge and Road Construction)
SA Supplemental Agreement/Cost Overruns
SC Safety Capacity
SH ‘Highway Safety Improvement Program
SR Safety Railroads
™ Transportation Management
TR Transit (FHWA)
B9 FTA Urbanized Area Formula — Section 5307
CF Clean Fuels — Section 5308
B3 FTA Capital Program - Section 5309
NB FTA Elderly and Person with Disabilities — Section 5310
OB FTA Non-urbanized Areas - Section 5311
JA FTA Job Access and Reverse Commute — Section 5316
NF New Freedom Section 5317




Figure 7
Proposed Fund Categories

Program Description

BF Bond Funds

BH Bridge Rehabilitation

BR Bridge Replacement

BROS Off System Bridge

CBI Coordinated Border Infrastructure

CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality

EN STP Enhancement

ER Emergency Relief

FFM Federal Fund Miscellaneous (TCSP, Special appr.)
FH Forest Highway

FTA Federal Transit Administration

HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
HPP High Priority Project (Earmarked)

M Interstate Maintenance

IRR Indian Reservation Roads

ITS Intelligent Transportation Systems

LF Local Funds or Other

NCIP National Corridor Infrastructure (Earmarked)
NHS National Highway System

PNRS Projects of National and Regional Significance (Earmarked)
PUB Public Lands

RES Research

RRS STP Rail Safety

RT Recreational Trail

SB Scenic Byways

SF State Funds

STP Surface Transportation Program

SU STP Small Urban

TI Transportation Improvements (Earmarked)
TRLF Transportation Revolving Loan Fund

UG STP Urban Guarantee

II1-3

AC

FTA

TH

Other

The total estimated amount of future federal
funds (AC) being committed to a project, front-
ended by local/state funds.

The total estimated federal aid transit funding to
be used for the project.

The total estimated state trunk highway funding
to be used for the project.

Estimate of funding other than FHWA, FTA or
state TH to be used for the project. This includes
local match and special legislative
appropriations.



Areawide Transportation Partnership
| (ATP) Boundaries

- DISTRICT 1

Transportation District Engineer
Mike Robinson

(218) 723-4820

1123 Mesaba Avenue

Duluth, Minnesota 55811

General‘ Information: (218) 723-4870
FAX: (218) 723-4774




ATP: 1

Fiscal Year: 2007 STIP for FY 2007-2009
Route : Proposed
Seq# System Project Number Agency Description Miles Program Type of Work  Funds Total FHWA AC FTA TH Other
1 BB TRF-0005-07 MN/DOT SECT 5311: AEOA TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 0.0 OB OPERATEBUS  FTA 0 0 561,690 0 258269
2 BB TRF-0012-07 MNDOT  SECT5311: CLOQUET TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 00 OB OPERATEBUS  FTA E 0 0 0 0 0
3 BB TRF-0016-07A  DULUTHTRANSIT SECT 5307: DULUTH DIAL-A-RIDE TRANSIT OPERATING 0.0 B9 OPERATEBUS LF 444,698 0 0 0 0 444,698
AUTHORITY ~ ASSISTANCE
4 BB  TRF-0016-07B  DULUTH TRANSIT SECT 5307: DULUTH TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 0.0 B9 OPERATEBUS  FTA 8,276,509 0 0 1,105,000 0 7,171,509
AUTHORITY  REGULAR ROUTE
5 BB TRF-0016-07C  DULUTH TRANSIT SECT. 5307: DULUTH TRANSIT CAPITAL 0.0 B9  BUSGRANT FTA 0 0 150,962 0 37,740
AUTHORITY CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT
6 BB TRF-0022-07 MN/DOT SECT 5311: HIBBING TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 00 OB OPERATEBUS  FTA 209,039 0 0 41,610 0 167,429
7 BB TRF-0022-07A MN/DOT SECT 5309: HIBBING TRANSIT CAPITAL 0.0 B3  BUSGRANT FTA 360,000 0 0 288,000 0 72,000
, CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT
8 BB TRF-0061-07 MN/DOT SECT 5311: VIRGINIA TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 00 OB OPERATEBUS  FTA 202,962 0 0 44,715 0 158,247
9 BB TRS-0005-07 MN/DOT ARROWHEAD TRANSIT, PURCHASE 4 BUSES (CLASS500) 00 TR PURCHASEBUS  STP 400,000 320,000 0 0 0 80,000
10 RR 31-00119 MNDOT 2ND ST, MUN 8, DEER RIVER, INSTALL GATES 00 SR RRXING RRS 175,000 157,500 - 0 0 0 17,500
IMPROVEMENTS
1 AR 31-00120 MN/DOT 1ST ST, ITASCA CSAH 16, KEEWATIN, INSTALL SIGNAL & 0.0 SR RRX-ING RRS 157,500 0 0 0 17,500
GATES IMPROVEMENTS
12 RR 31-00121 MNDOT ITASCA CO RD 137, BALL CLUB (EAST OF), INSTALL GATES 0.0 SR RRX-ING RRS 132,672 0 0 0 14,741
‘ IMPROVEMENTS .
13 RR 69-00163 MNDOT ST.LOUIS CSAH 11, 2ND STINPROCTOR, INSTALLSIGNAL, 00 SR RAILROAD RRS 250,000 225,000 0 0 0 25,000
GATES (VEHICLE & PED), CIRCUITRY . SURF/SIGNALS
14 RR 69-00178 MN/DOT  ST.LOUIS CSAH 60, HIBBING, INSTALL SIGNAL & GATES 00 SR RRXING RRS 132,672 0 0 0 14<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>