Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: Horizons, Incorporated. CFMS Contract Number: A-51583 / W.O. 14
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 8/13/03 to 3/31/04
Photogrammetric Mapping 82496 W: 0. ||

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features and
create a Digital Terrain Model.

“Advances a transportation purpose”,we have employees for this purpose but they are already too busy with work.
In house we run two shifts for Photogrammetry Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints
require us to contract out.

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $50,135.76 Source of Funding: Consultant Mapping

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Performing this work ourselves would be for more expense. Capital costs for necessary equipment and ongoing
costs for personnel for this type of work are prohibifve for the State.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

No.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor's timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Please see the attached evaluation form.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency: _

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: Atlantic Technologies, Incorporated. CFMS Contract Number: A-53000/ W.O. 3
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 9/11/03 to 3/31/04
Photogrammetric Mapping 82499 W:0: 3

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features and
create a Digital Terrain Model. _

“Advances a transportation purpose”,we have employees for this purpose but they are already too busy with work.
In house we run two shifts for Photogrammetry Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints
require us to contract out.

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $101,956.23 Source of Funding: Consultant Mapping

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Performing this work ourselves would be for more expense. Capital costs for necessary equipment and ongoing
costs for personnel for this type of workare prohibitive for the State.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

No.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Please see the attached evaluation form.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

“Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

lnstructiéns: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A33451
Howard R. Green Company ,

Project Name (if applicable): T.H. 14 IRC Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
between Mankato & New Uim 81189 Work Order 02 03/22/2002 thru 11/01/2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: The Statewide Inter
Regional Corridor (IRC) Plan identified corridors that needed plans for preservation. This segment (TH. 14 from New
Ulm to North Mankato) is one of them. No in-house personnel with the necessary expertise were available.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$310,148.61 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently: The Consultant has the staff with the expertise necessary to complete the project within the time frame
needed to utilize the IRC funds.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: The conduct of this project through an outside
Contractor was cost effective to State because it gave the TH 14 West IRC Technical Advisory Committee the much
needed Scoping Document to include the Land Use Planning Sheets of New Ulm for the following four count stations: 1)
TH 15/TH68- South of New Ulm, 2) CSAH 13-West of New Ulm, 3) CSAH 29 West of new Ulm, and 4) TH 15-North of
new Ulm.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION )
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A42797
SHE (Short Elliott Hendrickson), Incorporated

Project Name (if applicable): Willmar Area Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Transportation Study 83565 03/22/2002 thru 11/01/2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: was to update the 1997
Willmar Transportation Plan, address current transportation issues and concerns; and use the study to prepare the city
to meet its current and future transportation needs. It was a multi-agency partnership with the cities of Willmar,
Kandiyohi County and State. Resources at State are limited and the expertise from Consultant was necessary.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$75,000.10 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently; The amount of work required to finish the project was enormous. It covers the entire city of Willmar and the
immediate neighboring areas potential for fast and future economic growth. The project emphasized on three different
sub areas. The identified issues and concerns in and around the area needed a multi-agency collaboration. It was cost
effective and more efficient to seek outside services to do the project.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: The conduct of this project through an outside
Contractor was cost effective to State because the performance was superior and all transportations partners were
pleased with the results of the study.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
che commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00. ’

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: Aero Metric (d/b/a) Markhurd Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-51436

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 8/4/03 to 3/31/04
Photogrammetric Mapping 82495 .

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features and
create a Digital Terrain Model. '

“Advances a transportation purpose”,we have employees for this purpose but they are already too busy with work.
In house we run two shifts for Photogrammetry Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints
require us to contract out.

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amoun‘t: $78,925.00 Source of Funding: Consultant Mapping

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Performing this work ourselves would be for more expense. Capital costs for necessary equipment and ongoing
costs for personnel for this type of work are prohibitie for the State.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

No.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Please see the attached evaluation form.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to the
commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: : CFMS Contract Number:

Ellen Anderson A00597

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

Geometric Design Training 78519 August 6, 1999 — September 30, 20603

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

This project was conducted in partnership with the FHWA and several other state DOT’s. These agencxes, as well as
Mn/DOT, needed the material in the CD-ROM format to provide metric and geometric design training to a great number
of new employees at the employees job site (a computer workstation) to avoid a loss in productivity. The position of
Technical Consultant was needed to provide consultation and assistance in the conversion of written and video training
material for 34 Geometric Design lessons to an interactive CD-ROM format.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
| $81,142.40 Managed Funds — FEWA Pooled Funding

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently:

The amount of this contract was fully funded through an FHWA pooled fund specifically earmarked for this project. The
contract with Ellen Anderson was a cost effective measure because she was intimately familiar with the content and process
as stated in the previous paragraph, this allowed us to immediately begin the project with no delay and build on the
expertise Ellen provided.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Ellen Anderson had originally developed the Geometric Design Training series. She was the Project Manager and as a
design engineer herself was responsible for all aspects of the project including its technical accuracy. The conversion to CD-
ROM used much of the same information and variations of this information. Ellen Anderson was also closely involved in
production the initial 3 prototype CDs for this series. It was a distinct advantage to use her expertise and experience to see
this project through to its completion.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, qua lty, cost, and overall performance in
meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: ;

Ellen’s performance on this project was extraordinary. I was able to rely on her to manage her own workflow as well as the
workflow of student workers assigned her. The quality of her work was top notch and without her knowledge and expertise
this project would not have turned out to be the high caliber product that it did. The pooled fund participants evaluated the
project on its completion as being of the highest quality and a great value for their dollars.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: Martinez Corporation. CFMS Contract Number: A-51188

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 8/4/03 to 3/31/04
Photogrammetric Mapping 82497 w -0 Y

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features and
create a Digital Terrain Model.

In house we run two shifts for Photogrammetry Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints
require us to contract out.

“Advances a transportation purpose”,we have employees for this purpose but they are already too busy with work.

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $414,204.50 Source of Funding: Consultant Mapping

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Performing this work ourselves would be for more expense. Capital costs for necessary equipment and ongoing
costs for personnel for this type of work are prohibitive for theState.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was bnly a single source for the services:

No.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Please see the attached evaluation form.
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Report oh Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), réquires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
SHERBURNE COUNTY A30687 & A47830

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

TRUNK HIGHWAY 10 INTER-REGIONAL 82490 DECEMBER 18, 2001 - JULY 1, 2003
CORRIDOR PARTNERSHIP

TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
THE PURPOSE OF THIS CONTRACT WAS TO PROVIDE COMPRENSIVE TRANSPORATION STUDY ALONG
TRUNK HIGHWAY 10 FROM BENTON DRIVE EAST TO THE SOUTH HAVEN TOWNSHIP BORDER.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:

2,084 $161,994.18 TRUNK HIGHWAY

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

THE STUDY WAS IDENTIFIED AS AN INTER-REGIONAL CORRIDOR PARTNERSHIP STUDY, FUNDED BY THE
LEGISLATURE THROUGH THE MOVING MINNESOTA PROGRAM. GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED BY MN/DOT
MANAGEMENT REQUIRED LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ACT AS LEAD AGENCIES.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
SEVERAL LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WERE OFFERED THE OPPORTUNITY TO DIRECT THIS STUDY
UNDER A JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT. SHERBURNE COUNTY WAS THE ONLY AGENCY WILLING TO LEAD
THIS STUDY. THE COUNTY WAS UNIQUELY QUALIFIED TO LEAD THIS STUDY SINCE THEIR STAFF IS
FAMILIAR WITH THE TRUNK HIGHWAY 10 CORRIDOR; THE COUNTY HAS A STRONG INTEREST IN FUNCTION
OF THE HIGHWAY AND IS ABLE TO IMPLEMENT MANY OF THE STUDY OUTCOMES. THE COUNTY WAS
REQUIRED TO PROVIDE IN-KIND SERVICES AS PROJECT MANAGER FOR THE STUDY.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:
SHERBURNE COUNTY PROVIDED LEADERSHIP AND PERFORMANCE APPROPRIATE FOR THIS CONTRACT.

¢
o 2

i N P \?.f"._, AL s . ) b s
( Ghsl [V WEroee J(-RY 65
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:

SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. , A18586

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

HIGHWAY 212 CORRIDOR FROM SOUTH | 81190 WORK ORDER 1 MARCH 8, 2001 - AUGUST 12, 2003
DAKOTA TO THE TWIN CITIES

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

THIS CONTRACT WAS FOR DETAIL DESIGN SERVICES INCLUDING PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND PUBLIC
INVOLVEMENT, ISSUE IDENTIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION, IDENTIFICATION, EVALUATION, AND
SELECTION OF ALTERNATIVES, IMPLEMENTATION AND STAGING, VISION STATEMENTS FOR OLIVIA AND
BIRD ISLAND AND A GLENCOE AREA STUDY. MN/DOT DID NOT HAVE THE NECESSARY EXPERTISE
AVAILABLE IN THE TIME FRAME NEEDED. THIS PROJECT WAS FUNDED WITH THE INTER-REGIONAL
CORRIDOR FUNDS. THE WORK NEEDED TO BE COMPLETED IN A CERTAIN TIMEFRAME IN ORDER TO
UTILIZE THE FUNDS.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:

6,061 $558,926.44 TRUNK HIGHWAY :
Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

THIS CONTRACT ALLOWED MN/DOT TO ACCELERATE THE TIME SCHEDULE OF THE PROJECT IN ORDER
TO MINIMIZE FUTURE RIGHT OF WAY COST FROM ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT. HAD MN/DOT TAKEN THE
TIME TO TRY AND PERFORM THE WORK IN-HOUSE, ADDITIONAL GROWTH IN THE AREA COULD HAVE
POTENTIALLY COST MIN/DOT SIGNIFICANTLY. FURTHERMORE, THE PROJECT WAS A ONE-TIME ONLY
AREA SPECIFIC PROJECT THAT WOULD HAVE COST THE STATE ADDITIONAL RESOURCES TO HIRE THE
EXPERTISE NEEDED FOR THIS ONE-TIME PROJECT.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: ‘

THE WORK COMPLETED FOR THIS CONTRACT WAS SUPERIOR IN QUALITY, COST AND OVERALL
SATISFACTION FOR MN/DOT. SHORT ELLIOTT HENDRICKSON, INC. HANDLED SOME DELICATE AREAS AND
VWAS SUCCESSFUL AT ACHIEVING THE MN/DOT OBJECTIVES IN THE CONTRACT IN A POSITIVE AND
SUCCESSFUL WAY.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to

:he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Sfop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number;
Foth & Van Dyke ALH :}Sq

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Statewide TH/State-Aid Archive/Database 82692; W/O No. 2 10/11/02-10/1/03
Preparation

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The contract was to develop a standard filing system and a searchable electronic Microsoft Access®
spreadsheet/database for project documentation required during the completion of reviews by Mn/DOT cultural
resources staff of federal-aid highway projects under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The
documentation materials are required per federal regulations at 36 CFR 800, and the materials were associated with
hundreds of project reviews completed between 1995 and 2002. The work under this contract organized and curated
Section 106 documentation from hundreds of review files and entered project information into a searchable
spreadsheet/database to enable Mn/DOT staff to track and quickly recover archived materials frequently requested by
Mn/DOT districts and other federal-aid recipients.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:

$50,000.01 T-contract
Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Because of current workload, Mn/DOT Cultural Resources Unit staff does not have the time to compiete a project of
this type and also complete federally mandated Section 106 reviews within the timeframes required by project
schedules. The project required a contractor with knowledge of the Section 106 review process to organize the
documentation materials in an appropriate system so that archived materials can be recovered quickly when needed.
Aside from the Cultural Resources Unit, Mn/DOT has no other staff who meet this requirement.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
The contract was for developing a filing system for archiving Section 106 documentation, developing a
database/spreadsheet for tracking and searching archived materials, and for organizing and archiving previously
unarchived Section 106 documentation. Dividing this work between two or more sources would result in a loss of
continuity and efficiency in performing the work and in the final work products. Performance by a single source ensured
that all phases of the work were well integrated and decreased the likelihood that errors would be introduced into the
database/spreadsheet application. In addition, selection of more than one source would have required more
coordination among Mn/DOT staff and consultants, resulting in more Mn/DOT staff hours to oversee the work.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The contractor performed the work on time and within the amount of the contract. During performance of the work,
the consultant maintained excellent communication with the state’s project manager to ensure that the contract’s
objectives were being met appropriately. The quality of both the work and the product under the contract was excellent.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000
Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
Minnesota Department of Health A43230

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Environmental Sample Analyses 83348 ' July 1, 2002 — June 30, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The Department of Health was contracted fo provide analytical services for water and other envirecnmental
samples that were collected and submitted by Mn/DOT.

Mn/DOT lacks the facility and qualified personnel to complete these analyses.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$285,800.00 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

The interagency agreement with the Department of Health benefits Mn/DOT because of the lower laboratory
prices compared to many outside facilities.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The contractor has been very heipfii setting up a more efficient biliing process. The invoice format and
analytical results are easily interpreted. Overall, we are completely satisfied with the quality of the contractor’s
work.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:

SRF Consulting Group, Inc. A43699

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: | Project Duration (Dates):

Transportation Plan Implementation 81188 Work Order 9 December 30, 2002 — September 30, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

SRF was contracted to assist State Office of Investment Management (OIM) in the development of the 2004 “District
Transportation Plans.” SRF assisted OIM in the development and implementation of the 2003 Statewide Transportation
Plan Travel Time Reliability Measures Study, the adaptation of State Plan Measures for the District/Area Transportation
Partnership (ATP) level and to update State’s Interregional Corridor System (IRC).

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
3925 $266,944.07 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

In the Fall of 2002, personnel staffing in State’s Office of Investment Management (OIM) was not sufficient to complete th
scope of the project. One contractor in particular, SRF Consulting Group, was uniquely prepared to complete this project
the time frame identified by OIM because of their previous work on two of the four tasks in the project’s scope of work.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Having extensive knowledge in the methodology developing and refining performance measures, SRF was in a key
position in assisting OIM. In identifying, developing and refining major key performance measures for the Statewide
Transportation Plan, and the Inter-regional Corridor Study.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00. :

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:

CITY OF ST. CLOUD A30897 & A37904

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

TRUNK HIGHWAY 23 INTER-REGIONAL | 82489 DECEMBER 18, 2001 - JULY 1, 2003
CORRIDOR PARTNERSHIP :

TRANSPORTATION STUDY

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

THE PURPOSE OF THIS CONTRACT WAS TO DEVELOP A CORRIDOR STUDY FOR A PORTION OF TRUNK
HIGHWAY 23 WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS OF ST. CLOUD. THE STUDY WILL GUIDE LAND USE DECISIONS AND
TRANSPORATION INVESTMENTS IN THE FUTURE.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:

2,033.25 $161,717.04 TRUNK HIGHWAY

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

THE STUDY WAS IDENTIFIED AS AN INTER-REGIONAL CORRIDOR PARTNERSHIP STUDY, FUNDED BY THE
LEGISLATURE THROUGH THE MOVING MINNESOTA PROGRAM. GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED BY MN/DOT
MANAGEMENT REQUIRED LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ACT AS LEAD AGENCIES.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
SEVERAL LCCAL GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WERE OFFERED THE OPPORTUNITY TO DIRECT THIS STUDY
UNDER A JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT. THE CITY OF ST. CLOUD WAS THE ONLY AGENCY WILLING TO
LEAD THIS STUDY. THE CITY WAS UNIQUELY QUALIFIED TO LEAD THIS STUDY SINCE THEIR STAFF IS
FAMILIAR WITH THE TRUNK HIGHWAY 23 CORRIDOR; THE CITY HAS A STRONG INTEREST IN FUNCTION OF
THE HIGHWAY AND IS ABLE TO IMPLEMENT MANY OF THE STUBY OUTCOMES. THE CITY WAS REQUIRED
TO PROVIDE IN-KIND SERVICES AS PROJECT MANAGER FOR THE STUDY.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

THE CITY OF ST. CLOUD PROVIDED LEADERSHIP AND PERFORMANCE APPROPRIATE FOR THIS
CONTRACT.

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Contractor Name: Evergreen Land Services Company CFMS Contract Number: A28749
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
District 3 wide 82070 WO 1 Amend 01 Oct, 20 2001 thru Nov 01, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The purpose of this Agreement was to provide district wide Right-of Way (R/W) acquisition assistance as directed by
State’s Project Manager. The projects were assigned within district 3 by district 3 R/W personnel. It was necessary to
enter into this Work Order Contract because no State personnel have the necessary expertise to accomplish Right-of —
way acquisition.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$200,000.00 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

This Work Order Contract was utilized during extreme workload. Staff professionals were being required to deliver the
districts normal program together with additional Inter-Regional Corridor (IRC) projects. District staff was stretched to
the limit and program delivery deadlines were not being permitted to slide{ | Was not reasonably possible to increase the
‘workload on the district’s professional staff any further; no other State personnel with the necessary skills were available
and there was no chance of increasing staff to accommodate the district’'s needs. The only acceptable option available
to the district to deliver the IRC program as well as our as our normal program was to utilized consultants. The
alternative would have been to miss a letting date, thus delaying the projects.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: '

The consultant was utilized primarily to provide for relocation assistance. At first, the field title work was not performed in
a timely manner, but overtime, with the help of the project manager, the consultant perform exceedingly well.

WW )/-20-03
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ‘
Contractor Name: Short, Elliot, Hendrickson (SEH) CFMS Contract Number: A47233
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

Storm Sewer Video Inspection, for TH 100 82842 ;. (o= 3 Mar 28, 2003 thru Aug 30, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

State legislation (driven by federal legislation) requires State to have maps of the hydraulic infrastructure and perform
regular inspections. Meeting these requirements in the time frame set forth by the legislation would not be possible
without the use of the video inspection consultants/contractors.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$74,520.33 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products-better or more
| efficiently:

State personnel has to conduct activities similar to those conducted under this Work Order Contract and this would
have added significant workload to and already overworked staff and we would not have been able to meet this
legislated requirements.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

| Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The Contractor's overall performance was above average. The Contractor's timeliness, quality and costs were average
in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract. '

W%W% '//f/z—c)?;
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Minnesota Department of Children, Families & Learning

Over $40,000.00 Contract Summary Report

This summary is being submitted in accordance with the requirements of M.S. 16C.08, Subd. 4(c).

Contract Number: (CFMS Contract No. on the contract or from the Contractor’s Name: (Exactly as it appears on the contract)
Encumbrance Worksheet)
Christa Treichel
A23076
Actual amount spent on contract: Beginning and Ending dates of contract Funding Source: (State, Federal, Other — If Other,
please identity)
$100,000 7-1-01 t0 6-30-03 Federal

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract.

To Provide evaluation services to Minnesota Children’s Trust Fund and it's grantees. The services
include: grantee trainings, technical assistance, progress reports and assist in producing the annual
federal CBFRS report.

Explanation of why the amount spent on this contract was a cost-effective way of enabling the agency to provide services or products better or more efficiently.

This contact was for program and project evaluation required by the federal funder, Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS). DHHS required an external and objective evaluation which
allowed us to be in compliance for the grant. So, the cost savings was for 50,000 per year evaluation
contract allowed us to continue to receive a 1.9 million dollar annual grant.

)

Signatures: 7 < ] ) >
(ot 2 J0-20-0 3 Adlen— 3103
Authorized Repliese tive Date Assistant Commissioner, Office of e Date
— Finance and Administrative Services
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to

‘he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A33506
BRW, Incorporated, a wholly owned subsidiary of URS Corporation

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

Mississippi Crossing (SP 8823-01) 82162 September 26, 2001-March 31, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

Phase Il archaeological evaluations of four sites for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. A contract was used since neither Mn/DOT nor another state agency had the expertise and resources to conduct
the work.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$107,897.93 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

The funds expended for this contract where necessary for the project to receive further funding from FHWA and to
prevent the unexpected discovery of National Register eligible properties late in the planning process.

This was done under our Certified List contract, which was assigned to the consultant on a rotational basis.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The consultant completed the project on time, despite problems with landowner permissions. Their work was good in
quality and was within the cost projections for this and similar projects.

&
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A1962
Confluence International, Inc.

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Automated Facilities Management System 81962 Jun 11, 2001-Jan 02, 2003
(AFMS) V2.0

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The purpose of the contract was to have a consultant upgrade the Automated Facilities Management System (AFMS)
database and application software and server hardware, as well as rework the data design. At the time of signature there
were no internal State resources with the expertise needed to perform this work, therefore it was necessary to enter into a
confract.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$216,400.00 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently: ’

The Automated Facilities Management System (AFMS) is an Oracle client/server database application used to track the
maintenance activities of the Central Electrical Services Unit and District Traffic offices pertaining to traffic signals and
other electric/electronic facilities that State owns, operates, or maintains. AFMS is also used as the system of record for
Gopher State One Call verifications. By upgrading AFMS, State ensures that it can continue to efficiently maintain its
electric/electronic facilities as well as work with Gopher State One Call to assist the excavating community.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Contractor performed above average in terms of product quality, work performance, and conformance with State
requirements. Contractor delivered the product when expected and within budget restrictions.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Vlinnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
.he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency: '

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A18177
Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson and Associates, Incorporated :

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

[-94 Detailed Design/Weaver Lake Road 80728 03/10/2001 thru 06/30/2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: The purpose of this
Contract was to provide Final Design Services for the portion of I-94 located between Weaver Lake Road and Trunk
Highway 169 in Maple Grove.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$770,089.43 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently: This project was contracted out as State did not have staff with the necessary expertise available to perform
the work in the time frame needed.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: The conduct of this project through an outside
Contractor was cost effective to State because it gave State the ability to meet the construction schedule by maintaining
the programmed letting date of the project.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
‘he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
ULTEIG ENGINEERS, INC. - | A23909

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

1-94 TO TH 29 NEAR ALEXANDRIA 77975 WORK ORDER 3 JUNE 20, 2001 — JULY 26, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

THIS PROJECT ADDED CONTINUOUS LEFT TURN LANES ON APPROXIMATELY ONE-THIRD OF THE
PROJECT. THIS ALSO INCLUDED REPLACING CULVRTS, CONSTRUCTING TURN LANES, BYPASS LANES
AND AN ACCELERATION LANE. PAVEMENT CROSS SLOPES WERE CORRECTED AND SUPERELEVATIONS
WERE BROUGHT TO CURRENT STANDARDS. SAFETY SLOPES WERE CONSTRUCTED ON SIDE ENTRANCES
AND CULVERTS WERE EXTENDED AND/OR REPLACED.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:

1597 $90,965.51 TRUNK HIGHWAY

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way forthe agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Mn/DOT WOULD HAVE HAD TO PAY OVERTIME TO ITS EMPLOYEE’S TO COMPLETE THIS PROJECT IN-
HOUSE IN THE TIMEFRAME NEEDED.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

AVERAGE PERFORMANCE AND PRODUCT QUALITY. BELOW AVERAGE COST ESTIMATION/BUDGET
MANAGEMENT. THE CONTRACTOR EXCEEDED THE HOURS BUDGETED FOR THIS CONTRACT.
ADDITIONAL HOURS WERE DISALLOWED ON THE FINAL INVOICE. THE CONTRACTOR DID PROVIDE ABOVE
AVERAGE PROJECT RELATED COOPERATION. -
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
:he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
- BRW, a wholly owned subsidiary of URS corporation A26812
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Riverdale Park & Ride 78607W02 7/31/01 — 6/30/02

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

To provide contract administration (inspection) services for the construction of the Riverdale Park 7 Ride lot,
SP 0202-78, TH 10.

Part of a pilot project to evaluate the concept of contracting for construction inspection and administration service.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
1244 $110,310.66 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

Mn/DOT exploring the concept of contracting out construction inspection services. This will evaluate the option of
using consultants for this type of service when it is not feasible to use State employees.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Not a single source. This was a T-Contract work order.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Work performed was acceptable and to standards.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to

he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00. :

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A38534
Arrowhead Regional Development Commission (ARDC)

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):

TH 169 Access Management Plan 78507 Work Order 13 Aug 08, 2002 thru Aug 31, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
State Project No. 3115-67 Trunk Highway 169.

State and the Arrowhead Regional Development Commission (ARDC) has identified a need for an access management
plan for Trunk Highway 169 between the city of Grand Rapids and the Pokegama Causeway.

Billable Hours: N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$51,533.00 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

ADRC has well-established contacts with cities, counties and townships. ADRC can work with their existing groups on
public involvement.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:
ARDC is the only agency in the area that has the local contacts to provide these services.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

Contract completed this Work Order Contract within the contract expiration date and within the budget requirements.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
‘he commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
+50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency: .
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: , CFMS Contract Number: A30407
Ulteig Engineers, Incorporated

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
TH 23 Four Lane Extension through County | 78461 Work Order 01 Dec 28, 2001 thru Dec 31, 2003
State Aid Highway 33, in Lyon County

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

State Project No. 4203-40 Trunk Highway 23.

This contract provided environmental assessment, preliminary geometric layouts, estimates and specifications for
construction limits for Trunk Highway 23 four lane extension through County State Aid Highway 33, near Marshali,

Minnesota.

District 8 was not able to allocate sufficient engineering staff for this project due to projected workload. Contracting out
this work kept this project on schedule for funding and meeting the contract letting date.

Billable Hours: N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$94,460.39 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently: Had this been delayed until staffing levels improved, potential State funding would have been loss.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

State is very pleased with the work performed by Consultant. The Consultant's project manager was very easy to work
with and he responded to our questions and concerns in a timely and effective manner. The quality of the work by
Contractor met all expectations required by State.
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Minnesota Depariment of Transportation

Office of Technicat Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
385 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82845 Work Order 03
State Project (SP): N/A Trunk Highway (TH): 5, Hydraulic Video from 1-494 to TH 55
Infrastructure

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).
MAPS Contract Number: A47425
Contractor: Ulteig Engineers, Incorporated
5201 East River Road, Suite 308
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55421

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $106,645.45

Duration of Contract: April 07, 2003 thru September 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Jennifer Faricy '

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Luke Van Santen

The purpose of this Contract was for the development of stick map, perform video inspection of storm
sewers, and provide necessary storm-sewer cleaning based on the results of the inspection.

This project was contracted out because State does not have the personnel nor the equipment to inspect,
or video tape the storm sewers.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it made
possible the timely delivery of this work in order to meet the Fiscal Year 2003 legislated funding
requirements.

Sincerely,

Z sl %{Wm

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner
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J. Brunner, MS 680
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Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technicai Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 880 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82845 Work Order 04
State Project (SP): N/A Trunk Highway (TH): 5, Storm Sewer Inspectlon for TH 05

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A47425

Contractor: Ulteig Engineers, Incornn rated
5201 East River Road, Suite 308
Minneapolis, Minnesota 5 421

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $51,843.62

Duration of Contract: April 14, 2003 thru August 29, 2003
Contract Administrator: Jennifer Faricy

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Luke Van Santen

The purpose of this Contract was to develop electronic map, perforrn video inspection for all storm
sewer structures along I-35E from [-494 to Trunk Highway 13 in the city of Mendota Heights, and
provide storm sewer cleaning only as directed by State.

This project was contracted out by because State does not have the personnel nor the equipment to
inspect, or video tape the storm sewers.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it made
possible the timely delivery of this work in order to meet the Fiscal Year 2003 legislated funding
requirements.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to

the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00. :

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
Infratech Infrastructure Technologies, Inc A47382

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Hydraulic video infrastructure along 1-94 . 82843 W04 April 3, 2003 to June 30, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The purpose of this Contract was to develop an electronic map, perform video inspection for all storm sewer structures
along 1-94 from south intersection with Trunk Highway (TH) 55 to north intersection with TH55, and provide necessary
storm sewer cleaning. This project was contracted out as Mn/DOT did not have the personnel with the necessary
expertise available in the time frame needed.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
Not applicable $146,398 Trunk Highway

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state because Mn/DOT personnel
that perform this type of work already have significant work loads and therefore would not have been able to meet the
time frame of this project without adversely impacting their existing workload. Timely completion of this work allows
Mn/DOT to meet legislative needs within the time frame of those legislative needs.

Not a single source contract.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisai of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overali
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The Contractor completed the project on time and the costs were within budget. The quality met Mn/DOT standards.
The overall Contractor performance was average.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice.

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. A38231

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates)

TH 169 Noise / Air Analysis 78473 W02 July 22, 2002 — June 30, 2003

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The purpose of this contract was to provide noise analysis and air quality analysis along TH 169 from 3000 feet
south of Hennepin CSAH 81 intersection to 2300 feet north of TH 610 intersection in the Cities of Osseo and
Brooklyn Park. Services contracted also included preparation of Environmental Assessment inserts for Noise and

Air Quality, participation in pubiic invoivement process and coordination with local governments and permitting
agencies.
Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
774.5 $76,166.27 ($63,484.22 Trunk Highway
Billed)

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more
efficiently:

It was anticipated that the project would result in being cost effective; if it had not been for poor communications
between the Consuitant and Mn/DOT. This cost Mn/DOT considerable amount of time and effort spent in
monitoring this work, reducing cost effectiveness. Closeout costs were pro-rated to work completed. Work done
was acceptable; but project will be completed in-house.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract:

The quality of work was satisfactory. However, Contractor’'s communication with MN/DOT’s staff during the
contract period was poor. Consequently, the contract tasks were not delivered on time and the contract was
closed before all deliverables were completed.
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? o Tat¥ Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 : Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

Minnesota Department of Transportation '
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October 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77979 Work Order 04
State Project: 1413-03 Trunk Highway 10 Detail design Bridge Replacement in
Fargo/Moorhead

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A32304

Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Inc
One Carlson Parkway North, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447-4443

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway Fund

Total Cost to the State: $318,239.46

Duration of Contract: May29, 2002 to March 31, 2003
Contract Administrator: Alex Chernyaev, P.E.

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Thomas Swenson, P.E.

The purpose of this Contract was the reconstruction of Trunk Highway (TH) 10 (Main Avenue) as part of
the Red River Bridge replacements from 2™ Street in Fargo, North Dakota and 4™ Street in Moorhead,
Minnesota.

This project was contracted out, as State personnel with the necessary expertise for Detailed Design
bridge replacements were unavailable to deliver this project on the time schedule identified.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because of their
ability to design complex bridge replacements with different State and city agencies from North Dakota,
the city of Fargo/Moorhead, and the State of Minnesota.

Sincerely,

Zm/wé %at/mm

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File
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w %% Minnesota Department of Transportation
=
{(?j Office of Technical Support
?or Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 78470 Work Order 03
Preliminary Design Services for Construction of Passing Lanes on Trunk Highway
(TH): 7 from Silver Lake to St. Bonifacius, Minnesota

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A31062 v
Contractor: Parsons, Brinckerhoff, Quade & Douglas, Incorporated
510 First Avenue North, Suite 550
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $75,874.94

Duration of Contract: December 05, 2001 thru May 15, 2003
Contract Administrator: Jeff Brunner

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Keith Voss

The purpose of this Contract was to prepare Preliminary Design Services for construction of passing
and turn lanes on trunk Highway 7 from Silver Lake to St. Bonifacius, Minnesota.

This project was contracted out, as State did not have the personnel or staff available to complete the
Preliminary Design Services within the time frame needed to meet the contract letting date.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because of the
significant revisions to existing and future traffic volumes and movements, and the public and or
agency comments will be incorporated into the final Preliminary Roadway Design Plans for State.

Sincerely,
ZMM/; %{fm‘u

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



4)\0“‘ Vd: 30

S

NES,
W0

Minnesota Department of Transportation
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Metropolitan Division
Waters Edge

1500 West County Road B2
Roseville, MN 55113
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October 9, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration

50 Sherburne Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 78230
St. Croix River Crossing Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contfact, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: 422003

Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Inc.
One Carlson Parkway North, Suite 150
Minneapolis, MN 55443-4447

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $2,091,863.15

Duration of Contract: November 23, 1998 to July 31, 2003
Billable Hours: 27,463.8

Contract Administrator: * Mark Hagen

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Richard Martig

The purpose of this Contract was to perform the environmental review phase for the proposed St. Croix
River crossing near Stillwater. This project was contracted out as SRF’s experience on the project and
the trust level developed with the various interest groups made them the only logical choice to continue
the project into the environmental review phase.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state Mn/DOT did
not have the people available to perform this work. This project required a significant commitment of
time from a diverse number of disciplines and coincided with the delivery of the botleneck projects.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer
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Minnesota Department of Transporiation

Transportation Building
395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

Qctober 7, 2003

Brian Lamb

P oiaa Tt i i o il B glvnn Fend o i B e
COmMMmisSsioner o AGMINIStation

‘50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 8'1655, Work Order No. 66
Research Services

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A46583
Contractor: - University of Minnesota, Sponsored Projects Administration, 450
McNamara Alumni Center, 200 Ozk Street SE, Minneapolis, MN 55455
Source of Funding: Mn/DOT Consultant Service
Total Cost to the State: $91,375.00 v
- Duration of Contract: March 24, 2003 through June 30, 2003
Billable Hours: N/A ’
Conftract Administrator: Susan Sheehan
Mn/DOT Project Manager: Nick Thompson

The purpose of this Confract was to conduct two experiments in a driving simulator in order to address
questions posed by Mn/DOT relating to the effect on traffic safety of presenting non-traffic related as well
as traffic related messages on changeable messages signs. This project was contracted out as Mn/DOT
Professional/Technical Work Order. :

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state as state required
answers to questions posed for decision-making purposes. No state employee was available or had the
technical expertise necessary to perform the tasks required.- ’

An evaluation of the work completed is attached.

Sincerely,

y -

Carol Molnau
L, Govemor/vCommissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 3, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82138 Work Order 02
State Project (SP): 8103-47 Trunk Highway (TH) 14 (Traffic Study)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A46932

Contractor: Edwards & Kelsey, Incorporated
7300 Metro Boulevard, Suite 460
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55439

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $90,525.22

Duration of Contract: March 25, 2003 thru August 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Craig M. Felber

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Marcus Flygare

The purpose of this Contract was for the preparation of construction plans along Trunk Highway 14 from
Smiths Mill to the intersection of County State Aid Highway 27, with existing Trunk Highway 14 west
and in the vicinity of the city of Waseca in Waseca County.

This project was contracted out by State in late FY 2002, because the project plan completion date was
moved ahead in the schedule to August 2003. This require the planned activities be conducted during the
spring and summer, during the time the district traffic personnel are working on other seasonal
construction project.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it made
possible the delivery of traffic related plan features in time to meet the accelerated schedule. Without the
use of an outside Contractor, the scheduled completion for Trunk Highway 14 would have taken an
additional construction season to complete.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680

File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 3, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint l"aul Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79612 Work order 12
Corrosion Inhibitor Testing, Decks of Bridges 62861, 9528, and 62045 in Saint Paul, MN

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A35862

Contractor: Braun Intertec Corporation

11001 Hampshire Avenue South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55438

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $52,414.20

Duration of Contract: July 13, 2002 thru August 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Victor E. Crabbe

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Erik Wolhowe
The purpose of this Contract was to perform testing and provide results to determine the effectiveness of
a proprietary corrosion inhibitor system previously installed on the selected in-place concrete bridge

decks.

This project was contracted out because State does not have the necessary tools and equipment to
perform the work-in-house.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the rust
inhibitor system is a proprietary product developed to inhibit the corrosive effects of chlorides and as a

consequence reduce the deterioration of concrete decks.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

1 al portunity er ver
An equal opportunity employe




Minnesoia Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 851/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

October 2, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81318 Work Order No. 2
Environmental Emergencies

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A30298

Contractor: Braun Intertec Corporation, 6875 Washington Avenue S.,
Minneapolis, MN 55439

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $201,867.48

Duration of Contract: “December 7, 2001 to June 30, 2003

Contract Administrator: Brad Hamilton

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Nancy Radle

The purpose of this Contract was provide assistance to STATE in properly dealing with problems

associated with contaminated soil, contaminated groundwater, petroleum storage tanks or solid or

hazardous waste materials that may be encountered during projects affecting Mn/DOT’s construction

or maintenance operations as determined by Mn/DOT's Project Manager. In these situations, rapid |
response in dealing with the contamination problem is necessary to avoid construction delays, and to

avoid potential negative impacts to the public or the environment.

This project was contracted out, as Mn/DOT did not have the personnel and the available resources to

conduct environmental emergency testing and investigations. There were/are no in-house personnel that

perform this work which is required by law.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state

Sincerely,

I‘\
) i /;) N iny N o B
(A [ T L Crt e

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Gifice of Technical Suppert

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1898

Brian Lamb October 2, 2003
Commissioner of Administration

50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81318 Work Order No. 4
Contaminated Soil Excavation Monitoring in Littlefork Minnesota

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A36315 and A46247

Contractor: Braun Intertec Corporation

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $57,722.48

Duration of Contract: June 17, 2002 to January 31, 2003
Billable Hours: Not Applicable

Contract Administrator: Ashley Hartfiel

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Nancy Radle

The purpose of this Contract was to provide assistance to Mn/DOT in properly dealing with worker
safety and soil monitoring during reconstruction of Trunk Highway 217. This project was
contracted out, as Mn/DOT does not have personnel trained to do this work.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state because
reconstruction of TH 217 in Littlefork involved work in a number of potentially contaminated
areas. In addition, groundwater contamination from the Littlefork Superfund site had migrated
beneath the highway right of way. It was necessary to screen all excavated soil and any
encountered groundwater for contamination and monitor excavation areas for potential worker
exposure to contaminated materials. Mn/DOT does not have personnel trained to do this work. It
was most cost effective to hire an outside Contractor for this type of work, which does not occur
frequently enough on highway projects to have a trained and equipped team within Mn/DOT.

The highway Contractor staging for this job required this environmental Contractor to be on site
for more hours than were originally estimated in the contract. Therefore an Amendment was
executed to add more time and field hours to the contract. Then the highway Contractor became
more efficient with his staging so all the hours added in the Amendment did not need to be used.
That is why all of the money was not spent. ‘

Sincerely,
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Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

1123 Mesaba Avenue 101 N. Hoover Road

Duluth, MN 55811-2798 Virginia, MN 55792-3412
Office Tel; 218/ 723-4870 - Office Tel: 218/ 749-7793
Fax: 218/723-4774 Fax: 218/ 749-7799

September 30, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77969 Work Order No. 3
Final Design Services
On T.H. 61 from Silver Cliff to Lafayette Bluff

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A 31756

Contractor: Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade and Douglas, Inc.
510 First Avenue N., #550
Minneapolis, MN 55403

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $173,882.69

Duration of Contract: January 29, 2002 — September 19, 2003
Billable Hours: N/A

Contract Administrator: Roberta Dwyer

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Daniel J. Erickson

The purpose of this Contract was to provide final detail design services for updating a plan for reconstruction
of T.H. 61 between the Silver cliff and Lafayette Bluff tunnels.

This project was contracted out as Mn/DOT Work Order Contract.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state because it allowed
the plan to be updated in a time frame to meet funding deadlines when State personnel were not available.

Sincerely,

Z Al %{a&/mﬂ/t@

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc. P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




o Minnesota Department of Transportation

g Office of Technical Support

; Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1889

September 19, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82696 Work Order 02
Phase I Historical Survey and Phase II Evaluation from Oronoco to Pine Island
State Project: 5508-101 Trunk Highway 52

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A39049

Contractor: Mead & Hunt, Incorporated
6501 Watts Road
Madison, Wisconsin 53719-2700

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $50,039.96

Duration of Contract: June 06, 2002 thru December 31, 2002
Agreement Administrator: Ashley Hartiel

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Jacqueline Sluss

The purpose of this Contract was to have Contractor perform a historical property survey for the Trunk
Highway 52 and County State Aid Highway 14 Intersection Alternative Alignments for State Project 5508-
101, in Olmsted County, Minnesota.

This project was contracted out because the Cultural Resources Unit of the Office of Environmental Services
does not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource investigations for each State’s federally
funded projects.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective because there are no State
employees who meet the Secretary of Interior’s Professional Standards for cultural resource investigations on
Federal Highway Administration’s funded projects available to complete the work in a timely manner.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



ilinnesota Bepartiment of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John'lreland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81190 Work Order 05
Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Corridor Study (Willmar to Iowa Border)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A41477

Contractor: Short Elliot Henderson, Incorporated
3535 Vadnais Center Drive
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55110-5196

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $87,493.25

Duration of Contract: September 15, 2002 thru June 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Shelly Meyer

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Julie Carr

This contract was designed to improve grade crossing safety on the Burlington Northern Santa Fe
Railway mainline track from Willmar, Minnesota to the Iowa border. The study area covered 134 miles
of track in seven Minnesota Counties (Kandiyohi, Chippewa, Yellow Medicine, Lyon, Lincoln,
-Pipestone and Rock). There are approximately 138 public and 72 private grade crossings in the study
area.

This project was contracted out because State did not have the available staff resources with the
necessary expertise to do the planning and preliminary design work on approximately 138 public and 72
private rail grade crossings.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor
had previous experience for improving rail grade crossings with the Canadian Pacific Rail study in
Goodhue, Wabasha and Winona Counties.

Sincerely,
) / L/ »
Al JH rdrin
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity ermployer



Minnesota Department of Transporiation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 11, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 85099
Soils Investigation along Trunk Highway (TH) 12

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c). '

MAPS Contract Number: A51664

Contractor: Braun Intertec Corporation
11001 Hampshire Avenue South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55438

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $111,258.97

Duration of Contract: July 01, 2002 thru July 11, 2003
Contract Administrator: Linn Moline

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Gayle Gedstad

The purpose of this Contract was Soils, Groundwater and Foundations Investigations for Bridge Number
27277, Wetland Banking Sites Retaining Walls, City of Long Lake Utilities and Sanitary Sewer Meter
Station.

This project was contracted out-because State was in need of soils and foundation testing and analysis to
facilitate the design of the Trunk Highway 12 project.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because State did
not have personnel available in the timeframe needed to provide this testing and thus need to hire a

consultant to perform such testing and analysis. This enabled the project to stay on schedule.

Sincerely,

w
& y AV S
( gl T el mac

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 10, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 83320
Preliminary and Final Bridge Design, Bridge No. 27136, old Trunk Highway (TH 12) under

Luce Trail
Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A37081

Contractor: Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson & Associates, Incorporated
1500 Piper Jaffrey Plaza, 444 Cedar Street
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55101-2140

Source of Funding: Bottleneck Funding $69,705.42 (Trunk Highway $4,463.03)
Total Cost to the State: $74,168.45

Duration of Contract: July 12,2002 thru August 12,2003

Contract Administrator: Jeffrey C. Southward

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Jeffrey C. Southward

The purpose of this Contract was for Preliminary Final Bridge Design Services for Bridge No. 27136,
old TH 12 under the Luce Line Trail.

This project was contracted out as State’s workload afforded no available personnel or staff available at
this time to perform the work.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it enabled
the project to be completed on schedule; thus, meeting State’s goal for delivering bridge projects.
Keeping this project on schedule allowed the Bridge Office to budget its priorities.

Sincerely,

/ A
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Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Professional/Technical Contracts
Final Completion Report

Completion of this report provides notification to the Commissioner of
Administration as required by MN Stat. 16B. 17, subd4(c)

Contractor: |MSP Custom Communications

Fund: |200 | Contractor # | 4417593
Orgn-appr: |421 1-404 | Contract Period: |5/1IU3 -12/31/03
Amount: |¢59-67-5—997r5f, 000 | Billable Hours:

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into
a contract:

MSP Custom Communications sold advertising in the 2004 Minnesota travel guide. This sales efort was necessary in order to
generate the advertising support to cover all of the production and printing costs for the travel guide.

Explain why this amount was a cost-effective way to enable the agency to provide
services or products better or more efficiently:

MSP Custom Communications' sole compensation was a percentage of advertising sold. The more advertising sold the more
revenue was generated for the guide and increased sales were incentiviaed to the vendor. MOT also conducted advertising sales

to a list of previous advertisers. MSP Communications did not receive commissions or compensation for the MOT sales, but only for
supplemental sales.
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Date

This signed document should be transmitted to DTED's contract officer for submission to the Dept of Administration.

DTED's contract officer can be reached at 651-297-1978.



Professional/Technical Contracts
Final Completion Report

Completion of this report provides notification to the Commissioner of
Administration as required by MN Stat. 16B. 17, subd4(c)

Contractor: [Eolle McVoy, Inc. J
Fund: ﬁoo,zoo | Contractor #: |A36839 |
Orgn-appr: l4232, 4231, 4230, 4410 ] Contract Period: IJuly 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 |
Amount: |s3,000,uno.00 | Billable Hours: */55’ 2@/ 500 or 398 9 hrs

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into
a contract:

The contract was for advertising and promotion services for Minnesota tourism. Sevices provided included: plan development;
media planning, negotiation and placement; creative development and production; and media space costs. Retaining an advertising
agency to plan, create, produce and place high quality advertising allows MOT to achieve its mission of promoting Minnesota in a
highly competitive marketplace. The specialized skills provided by a full service advertising agency are needed to implement an
agressive advertising plan.

Explain why this amount was a cost-effective way to enable the agency to provide |
services or products better or more efficiently: |

Under the contract MOT purchases only the techincal and creative services to cpmete ist advertising plan. Agency fee accounts for
eighteen percent of the total contract amount. All media space costs were purchased at net costs and the agency agressively
negotiated rates. All out of pocket costs were billed at cost. Estimates were provide and approved for each advertising
tactic/project and actual billing has been within the terms of the estimates. All advertising placement or tactics have been evaluated
based on pre-determined goals. Colle McVoy also provided 165 hours of probono fee valued at $23,134.
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This signed document should be transmitted to DTED's contract officer for submission to the Dept of Administration.
DTED's contract officer can be reached at 651-297-1978.



Professional/Technical Contracts
Final Completion Report

Completion of this report provides notification to the Commissioner of
Administration as required by MN Stat. 16B. 17, subd4(c)

Contractor: [National Results Council l

Fund: HOO | Contractor #: |A42061 ]
Orgn-appr: 5100-301 | Contract Period: [Nov. 02 - July 03 |
Amount: Bgo,ooo.oo i Billable Hours:

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into
a contract:

The purpose of this contract was to help the MJSP unit design and implement an evaluation process to measure the impact of §
Partnership and Pathways Grants on businesses, educational institutions and the employment outcomes of trainees. Evaluation datg ‘
will be used by the Board and management to improve the delivery of MJSP programs and services. Because the nature of this

contract was evaluation and assessment, the Department needed to retain professional and technicl services of an objective third
party contractor.

Explain why this amount was a cost-effective way to enable the agency to provide
services or products better or more efficiently:

This contractor was originally selected through the RFP process. MJSP staff currently manage a workload of more than 150 active
grant projects totaling nearly $40 mil. The manpower equivilent for this contract would require at least two professional and one
clerical to complete. Such a commitment of staff resources would not be possible with the current workload and limited MJSP staff
level. In addition, the nature of the evaluation activity involved a good deal of data collection, technical analysis, and personal
interviews with clients, businesses and trainees that is best handled by an outside contractor specializing in these areas.

e
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Date

This signed document should be transmitted to DTED's contract officer for submission to the Dept of Administration.
DTED's contract officer can be reached at 651-297-1978.



Professional/Technical Contracts
Final Completion Report

Completion of this report provides notification to the Commissioner of
Administration as required by MN Stat. 16B. 17, subd4(c)

Contractor:  |Kazunori Takikawa |
Fund: |1 00 | Contractor #: ]A-38209 |
Orgn-appr: |4221-4oo 1 Contract Period: |7/1/2002 - 6/30/2003 |
Amount: |$63,ooo.oo | Billable Hours:

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into
a contract:

The purpose of the contract was to provide representational services in Japan for the Minnesota Office of Tourism. Among these
services was the marketing and promotion of the state's tourism destinations, attractions, properties etc. In addition, the contractor
served as the initial point of contact for tour operators, travel agents, travel media, and consumers. Contractor also coordinated,
organized and escorted MOT sales missions to Japan and travel trade familiarization tours to Minnesota. Contractor provided
Japanese language website services with Minnesota travel information. These services cannot be provided by MOT staff.

Explain why this amount was a cost-effective way to enable the agency to provide
services or products better or more efficiently:

In the Japanese economy $63,000 is a modest sum for the provision of this level of representation. It is imperative in the Japanese
market to have a Japanese national located in country to receive the respect and access necessary to gain catalog placement and
media coverage in an extremely competitive system.

Division Head: Q;}'(Q\cm G ﬁ 7'/ OS

l Date

This signed document should be transmitted to DTED's contract officer for submission to the Dept of Administration.
DTED's contract officer can be reached at 651-297-1978.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to the

commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00.
Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Department of Public Safety, Office of Traffic Safety

Contractor Name: EPIC " MRA CFMS Contract Number: A34066
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): March 1, 2002 to June 30, 2003
Paid Media Evaluation applicable):

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:

The National Highway Safety Administration entered into an agreement with the State to evaluate the effectiveness of paid media coupled with wave of safety belt
enforcement versus earned media coupled with safety belt enforcement. Since the evaluation would look at safety belt use rates by three different methods (observational,
telephone and writtgn surveys), and because we were evaluating our own media efforts, it was determined that an outside firm should be hired.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: Federal
$160,000.00

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently:

The firm hired, EPIC ® MRA, has expertise with telephone and written surveys and used a well respected organization to do the analysis of the safety belt observational
surveys. The RFP from the National Highway Safety Administration specified that approximately 20% of the total grant be used for evaluation. By using an outside firm
to do the analysis the State and the National Highway Safety Administration removed the chance of bias or conflicts of interest.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services:

N/A

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor=s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives of
the contract:

EPIC " MRA worked well with the State. They met the challenge of the short lead time to get the project up and running. All of the requirements of the contract were
met. The State received a good product in the interim and final reports.

Agency Head Signature: ) | W 51(/1; ¢ cfu-/, Date:
7 , Traffic Sadfery /-1(7-03

(Rev. 6/03) V4



Professional/Technical Contracts - Final Completion Report Page 1 of 2

Professional/Technical Contracts
Final Completion Report

Compiletion of this report provides notification to the Commissioner of
Administration as required by MN Stat. 16B. 17, subd4(c)

Contractor: lLarson, Allen, Weishair & Co. LLP I

Fund: 200 | contractor #: l43231 |
Orgn-appr:  [1320-148 |  Contract Period:  |December 2002 - June 2003 |
Amount: I$80,000.00 | Billable Hours: 343.00

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a
contract:
Determine feasibility for new hopspital in Grand Rapids

Explain why this amount was a cost-effective way to enable the agency to provide
services or products better or more efficiently:

We did this contract as a pass through in order for Itasca Medical Center to obtain a Federal Loan Guarantee. We were fully
reimbursed.

Division Head: @NJQ?%\ , 3/2 ‘//ﬂf
% ,

Date

This signed document should be transmitted to DTED's contract officer for submission to the Dept of Administration.
DTED's contract officer can be reached at 651-297-1978.

“urricane.dted.state.mn.us/Intranet/Admin/Content/E-Forms/Final ™ ~' - ~™“asp 3/19/207



o ,ﬁ Minnesota Department of Transportation
, {(?j Office of Technical Support ,
7o Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

April 7, 2003

Brian Lamb
Coemmissioner of Administration

50 Sherburne Avenue
’ Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 80727
[-94 Final Design Services

Dear Comimissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c). -

MAPS Contract Number: A33475
Contractor: BRW, Inc.
Source of Funding: Trunk Highway
Total Cost to the State: $1,274,685.46

- Duration of Contract: 2/26/01 to 2/28/03
Contract Administrator: Linn Moline
Mn/DOT Project Manager: Scott Pedersen

The purpose of this Contract was to provide final construction plans for I-94 between Humboldt Avenue
and Zane Avenue in Brooklyn Center, Minnesota.

This project was contracted out because there was no state employee qualified and available to perform
the work in the time frame needed

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state because it kept
the project on schedule for letting, which avoids jeopardizing budgeted funds.

Sincerely,
(it Tystrac

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1829

September 10, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81188 Work Order 07
Mississippi River Crossings Cumulative Impact Study

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A38164
Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Incorporated

One Carlson Parkway, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447-4443

Source of Funding;: District Allotments (1/2 from District 3 and Metro)
Total Cost to the State: $114,843.82

Duration of Contract: July 03, 2002 thru June 30, 2003

Contract Administrator: Chad Casey

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Chad Casey

The purpose of this Contract was to evaluate the long-term transportation needs along the Mississippi
River from Anoka to Saint Cloud, Minnesota especially the connections between 1-94 and Trunk
Highway (TH 10), and address the potential cumulative environmental impacts of existing and
forecasted additional river crossings, including the proposed Saint Cloud local river crossing, the 1-94
and Trunk Highway (TH 10) Interregional Connection, and the Northwest Metro Crossing.

This project was contracted out, as State’s required special expertise in traffic forecasting, modeling
application, and cumulative environmental impacts analysis between the years 2020/5 through 2040,
which were not available with the in-house staff.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the results
of this study will be incorporated by reference into future environmental analyses for currently planned
and any future river crossings.

Sincerely,

I
) 4 f /‘ f

(sl ))slrnae
Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An egual opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Bouievard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 10, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration

50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paui, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77907 Work Order 07
Trunk Highway (TH) 610 Traffic Study

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A30909
Contractor: Edwards & Kelsey, Incorporated
Post Office Box 27058
Newark, New Jersey 07101-6758
Source of Funding: Trunk Highway
Total Cost to the State: $107,169.49
Duration of Contract: December 10, 2001 thru June 30, 2002
Contract Administrator: Alex Chernyaev, P.E.

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Ken Johnson, P.E.

The purpose of this Contract was for a Traffic Study on a portion of TH 610 located between I-94 and
TH 169, including all interchanges and ramps including the interchanges with I-94 and TH 169, cross
streets and intersecting roads, County Road 81 (93™ Ave., North to TH 610-3 signals expected) mainline
194 and mainline TH 169 at TH 160.

This project was contracted out, as State does not have the required in-house personnel with the required
experience to perform long- term traffic forecasting, ten to twenty years into the future.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the

information gathered from this Traffic Study will be used to develop 2010 and 2025 traffic networks and
trip tables for Trunk Highway 610 between I-94 and Trunk Highway 169.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Depariment of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consuitant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1889

September 10, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 78261 Work Order 02
Design and land Surveying of Trunk Highway (TH) 268 Pipestone County

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A43472

Contractor: Bonnema Surveys, Incorporated
1025 19™ Avenue, Southwest
Willmar, Minnesota 56201

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $94,183.97

Duration of Contract: December 12, 2002 thru August 31, 2003
Contract Administrator: Gene East

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Matt Schlagel

The purpose of this Contract was for improvements of Trunk Highway 268 from Trunk Highway 75 to
the west limits of Edgerton in Pipestone County. The project will be a reconstruction that will provide
realignment, re-grading and wider shoulders, resulting in improve safety.

This project was contracted out as State’s planned workload afforded no available survey crews or staff
available at this time to perform the work.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the District
did not have the resources to complete this project that wasn’t in the 2003 work plan. Also, the District’s

other survey crews were busy with planned projects.

Sincerely,

/] o
/’ % | = v/ 2 /)
v,_/(f{/-"z/(f’x-é VA Y slrace
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




T tv % kinnesota Department of Transportation
A* K

Office of Technical Support

orre®  Consultant Services Unit, MS 680

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 5, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79946
P069 Enhance Road Design System

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A42779

Fax: 651/ 282-5127

Contractor: GEOPAK Transportation Management System, Incorporated

1190 Northeast 163™ Street
North Miami Beach, Florida 33162

Source of Funding: Operating Budget

Total Cost to the State: $2,143,730.00

Duration of Contract: January 10,2001 thru September 15, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Mark Hagen

State Project Manager: Michael Coleman

The purpose of this contract was to create a fully electronic file system that would contain data necessary for

road design for State.

This project was contracted out, as State did not have available staff resources with the necessary expertise to

do the work comprised within the contract. The GEPOAK software program is a proprietary system with

source codes created by GEOPAK.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because GEOPAK
provided the desired changes/modifications within its legacy software with a built in maintenance period.

Sincerely,

ZM %mm&,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An eqgual opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

September 5, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 83056
Preliminary and Final Bridge Plans for Bridge No. 14012 Trunk Highway (TH 10) over
Red River of the North, at Minnesota North Dakota State Line

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A35024

Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Incorporated
One Carlson Parkway, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447-4443

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $348,699.98

Duration of Contract: April 12,2002 thru July 31,2003
Contract Administrator: Victor E. Crabbe

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Arlen Ottman

The purpose of this Contract was for preliminary and final design services for Bridge No. 14012, a
five span bridge located on Trunk Highway (TH 10) over Red River of the North, at Minnesota and
the North Dakota State Line.

This project was contracted out, as State did not have the in house personnel or staff available at this
time due to work overload.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because
Contractor has previous experience in preliminary and final bridge design services, and this allowed
State to meet the scheduled contract letting date for Bridge No. 14012.

Wrely, _

YAY S
L/J’VWV(: JH r Lot
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



% Minnesota Department of Transportation
|5

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Bouievard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

@
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September 5, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79611 Work Order 08
Auger Borings and writing a Design Recommendation letter
Trunk Highway (TH14) near Waseca, Minnesota

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A38463
Contractor: BARR Engineering Company
4700 West 77" Street
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55435-4803
Source of Funding: Operating Budget
Total Cost to the State: $139,066.81
Duration of Contract: August 12, 2002 thru August 10, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Craig Felber
State Project Manager: John Hager

The purpose of this contract was to take foundation boring, obtain undisturbed samples, perform field and
laboratory tests along Trunk Highway 14 from Waseca County and County State Aid Highway (CSAH) Road
2 to Waseca County Road 5 and provide a design Recommendation Letter.

This project was contracted out, as State determined that current staffing would not be able to deliver this
project within the construction time schedule identified.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because construction
season was a major factor. Trunk Highway 14, being the District’s major project, found State’s foundation
investigation schedule not being able to meet the plan development schedule of the District.

Sincerely,

KJ’W me

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

ORTATIO™

Transportation Building
395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

August 28, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82843 Work Order 02
2,000 Sewer Inspections in District 1

Dear Commissioner Lamb::

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A48402

Contractor: Infratech Infrastructure Technologies, Incorporated
21040 Commerce Boulevard
Rogers, Minnesota 55374-9341

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $86,677.84

Duration of Contract: May 19, 2003 thru August 08, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Roberta Dwyer

State Project Manager: Todd Campbell

The purpose of this contract was to field inventory and collect data on approximately 2,000 centerline culverts
at a predetermined locations in eight Northeast Minnesota Counties of St. Louis, Lake, Cook, Itasca,
Koochiching, Carlton, Aitkin and Pine.

This project was contracted out, as State did not have available staff resources to field inventory 2,000
centerline culverts in eight Northeast Minnesota Counties.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor had
the available resources needed to complete this ten (10) year, on and off again project without interruption.

Completing the 2,000-centerline culvert inspections in a timely manner resulted in long-term savings to State.

Sincerely,

ZQ»MM
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File
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Minnesota Department of Transportation

Transportation Building
395 John lreland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

August 27, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

rrrrr

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 78502
The Administrative Truck Center

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A422504

Contractor: GEOPAK Transportation Management System, Incorporated
5889 Greenwood Plaza Boulevard, Suite 310
Englewood, CO 80111

Source of Funding: Operating Budget

Total Cost to the State: $17:73562 $ 258,542 -85 dig—

Duration of Contract: March 29, 1999 thru May 10, 2002

Agreement Administrator: Joseph Pignato & Alyssa Murray

State Project Manager: James Lilly & Rebecca Ellinghuysen

The purpose of this contract was to update the existing Route Builder Program to make it Y2K Compliant and
to bring it up to existing State standards by licensing GeoTransport ARPS. The contract also required
Contractor to perform maintenance services to the Route Builder Program after updates were completed.

This project was contracted out as State did not have available staff resources with the necessary expertise to
do the work comprised within the contract

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective because the Route Builder
Program is a proprietary system with source code created by GEOPAK. GEOPAK has the necessary expertise
to perform the upgrades and maintenance service provided for in this contract.

Sincerely,

(st 7Y

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An annal nnnartiinihy amnlmvar




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Transportation Building
395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota -55155-1899

August 27,2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77764
Computer Consulting Training

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: 4420769

Contractor: Edward G. Knoyle (d/b/2) EGK Computer Consulting
Post Office Box 605
Bozeman, Montana 59715

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $60,000.00

Duration of Contract: August 24, 1998 thru June 30, 2003

Agreement Administrator: Calvin C. Robinson

State Project Manager: Loren Hill

The purpose of this contract is the modernization and enhancement of the current accident analysis
capabilities both within the Transportation Information System (TIS) mainframe environment and also at the
personal computer level.

This project was contracted out as State did not have available staff resources with the necessary expertise to
do the work comprised within the contract.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor
designed the original Transportation Information System software in 1998, and has the expertise to quickly
make modifications and enhancements to the reliability codes, software and batch files.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An aninial nnnartiinihvy emnlovor
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Minnesota Department of Transportation

ORTATION

S —"

Transportation Building
OF T 395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

August 27, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

ppppp

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81188 Work Order 12
Development of a Database for Freight Roads Performance Measures

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A45896

Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Incorporated
One Carlson Parkway, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447-4443

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $73,649.42

Duration of Contract: March 07, 2003 thru September 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Alex Chernyaev

State Project Manager: John Tompkins

The purpose of this Contract was to conduct an analysis to identify and evaluate the adequacy of the roadway
connections between Minnesota’s major freight facilities and generators, and the nearest Inter-Regional
Corridors (IRC) or National Highway System (NHS) connections.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the required expertise available to identify and evaluate
the Freight Performance Measure as it relates to the adequacy of road connections between freight facilities
and generators, and the major transportation centers.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it developed the
2009, 2013, and 2023 year targets for the Freight Performance Measures to be used in the Statewide
Transportation Plan.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

Anry arvinl annAark inifv armm e oy
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Minnesota Department of Transportation

ORTaATIO™

2 £ Transportation Building

oFT&* 395 John Ireland Boulevard

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

August 22, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81190 Work order 07
Trunk Highway 52/County Road 86 Interchange Study

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A42071

Contractor: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Incorporated
3535 Vadnais Center Drive
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55110-5196

Source of Funding: Inter-Regional Corridor Funds
Total Cost to the State: $50,000.00

Duration of Contract: ‘ October 30, 2002 thru June 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Mark Hagen

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Brigid Gombold

The purpose of this Contract was to refine and develop a conceptual layout of standard diamond and
folded diamond, and to provide an environmental documentation for Trunk Highway 52 at County Road

86.

This project was contracted out as State’s personnel with the necessary expertise were unavailable to
deliver this project within time frame required by the Inter-Regional Corridor Funding schedules.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it enabled
the project to stay within the Inter-Regional Corridor Funding schedules, develop a conceptual layout of
the preferred diamond interchange, and prepare the environmental documentation for Trunk Highway 52

at County Road 86.
Sincerely,
r’r‘l o - L‘A/” g aim ;
(nad ] etriac

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

AN Aniial Ammartiinibhve AamnlAavAar



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Transportation Building
395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

August 11, 2003

Brian Lamb
-Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155
Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 78453 wW-0-2
Pre-Design Work in Dresbach Township (Winona County)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: T85294

Contractor: HDR Engineering, Inc.

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $110,4540.91

Duration of Contract: August 6, 2002 through June 30, 2003

Billable Hours:

Contract Administrator: Shelly Meyer l
Mn/DOT Project Manager: Gene Dahlke

The purpose of this Contract was to develop preliminary plans, quantities and estimates of probable
construction cost for the roadway work as well as a bridge underpass alternative for Dresbach Township
as part of a rail corridor safety project.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the state because the
Mn/DOT did not have the available staff resources with the necessary expertise to do the final design
and environmental work.

This project was unique as it involved the design of a local township road and the integration of that
design with the construction of a railroad bridge. Due to the unusual nature of the design, which
included a road requiring design exceptions as a result of width constraints, consideration of significant
cultural resource issues and mitigation issues as a consequence of impacts to a local park, we
encountered significant “scope creep” in the cost of the design. Some of that scope creep is attributable
to a poorly defined scope of work, developed by Mn/DOT. However, the balance of the scope creep is
attributable to a failure on the part of the consultant to keep Mn/DOT adequately informed of project
changes.

Sincerely,

A S
A JH
Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc. P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An enial onnartiinihy amnlavar



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consuitant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 851/ 282-5127
395 John lreland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 08, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155
779@2
Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 7-892-Work Order 02
Cottage Grove Park & Ride Lot Final Design Services

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A38537

Contractor: EnviroScience, Incorporated
10200 Valley View Road, Suite 151A
Eden Prairie, Minnesota 55113

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $340,992 .42

Duration of Contract: July 16,2002 thru June 30,2003
Contract Administrator: Linn Moline

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Heather Lott

The purpose of this Contract was to provide final construction plans for the Cottage Grove Park and Ride

lot located on Trunk Highway 61 at Jamaica Avenue.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the time or personnel available to deliver the
project on the time schedule required for contracting letting.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because of the need

to build a permanent Park and Ride Lot in the City of Cottage Grove to replace the temporary lot that
Metro Transit is currently leasing from the Rodeo. At present, about 140 cars are using the Rodeo Park
and Ride Lot, which serve only by express buses to downtown Saint Paul. The addition of express buses
to downtown Minneapolis should triple the number of Park and Ride users, creating the need for about a
500-car lot.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer
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wﬂf Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 08, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79290
Preliminary and Final Design on 1-494 from 1394 to Minnesota River

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A06719
Contractor: SRF Consuiting Group, Incorporated

One Carlson Parkway North, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $2,601,110.40

Duration of Contract: April 10,2000 thru May 31, 2003
Contract Administrator: Linn Moline

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Chris Roy

The purpose of this Contract was to provide engineering services for the redesign and construction of
three major segments of I-494 corridor from -394 to 34" Avenue, including but limited to the following:
updating the prepared but unsigned 1995 Final Environmental Impact Statement, draft Availability
Notices, draft Record of Decision, draft Federal Highway Administration Access Revision Request, draft
specific Air and Noise Analysis and reports, draft specific right-of-ways, and completion of a Light
Commercial Vehicle Study.

This project was contracted out as State’s workload afforded no available personnel to performed this
project.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it enabled
the project to on schedule, meeting State’s goal for delivering our highway improvements. Keeping this
on schedule also allowed State to budget its priorities.

Sincerely,
KW %{ gl
TLAVVNA_
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

-J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer
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N B Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 07, 2003
Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

rrrrr

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77972 Work Order ¢Z O3
Final Design for State Project (SP) 3102-44 and Trunk Highway (TH) 2 near Deer River

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A40121

Contractor: Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Associates, Incorporated
2335 West Highway 36
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55113

Source of Funding;: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $70,159.00

Duration of Contract: August 30, 2002 thru July 01, 2003

Contract Administrator: Joe McKinnon, P.E.

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Mike Coleman, P.E.

The purpose of this Contract was to provide a complete Final Detail Design services, and to add turn to
Trunk Highway 2 West of Deer River, Minnesota. The Final Design Package will include, but not be
limited to: mill and overlay, shoulder widening, turn lane construction, signing and pavement marking.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the time available to deliver the project on the time
schedule required for contracting letting.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it allowed
the Final Design Plans to be completed in time and to be ready as an Advance Design Project when
funds becomes available.

Sianely,
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opporiunity employer



bl' B",ﬁ Minnesota Department of Transportation

Q§ Office of Technical Support
oF Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 05, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 77980 Work Order 03
Final Design for State Project (SP) 0301-47 and Trunk Highway (TH) 10 in Detroit Lakes

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions
of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A33110

Contractor: HNTB Incorporated
3400 West 66™ Street, Suite 250
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55435

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $499,916.76

Duration of Contract: February 21,2002 thru May 31, 2003
Contract Administrator: Alex Chernyaev, P.E.

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Tom Lundberg, P.E.

The purpose of this Contract was to provide the preparation of Phase I Final Design for portion of Trunk
Highway (TH) 10 within Becker County and substantially within the City of Detroit Lakes, Minnesota.
Included in the Phase I Final Design is the relocation of the Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Rail Road
(BNSF) rail line and construction limits on the corresponding road project with approximately 8,000 feet
from Lake Street to North Shore Drive.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the personnel or staff available to complete
Phase I Final Design including the partial relocation of BNSF rail line within the time frame required by
funding contingencies needed to meet the contract letting date.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the work

was performed and completed within the required time frame, without impacting resources and to
District 4 2003 construction program.

Sincezely, ,
C&%/é %JW%
arol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer
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August 5, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 83806

Support and Operations Services Work Order
Mn/DOT Central Office

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in
accordance with the provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08,
subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A41855

Contractor: Bluestem Systems Inc., 340 Cedar Street, Suite 1200, Saint
Paul, MN 55101

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway Funds

Total Cost to the State:  $234,000

Duration of Contract: October 14, 2002 — June 30, 2003

Billable Hours: 1,560 '

Contract Administrator:  Dan Hodorff
Mn/DOT Project Manager: John Moreland

The purpose of this Contract was:
Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) currently has multiple
LAN/WAN development needs that require technical expertise and support.
These development needs are either a part of or directly related to Mn/DOT's
Information Technology (IT) investment plan. To ensure the continued
implementation and support for required network development, Mn/DOT is
seeking assistance with the technical design and support. With Mn/DOT's
network infrastructure needs continuing to grow and taking a higher
precedence in Mn/DOT's business requirements, it is essential that network
development efforts are implemented in a timely manner.

This engagement will require a contractor to conduct assessments of current
network infrastructure capabilities and provide recommendations and/or project
plans for technologies such as wireless connectivity, remote access, IP-based
video (H.323) and virtual private networking (VPN). In addition, projects and
support activities will be assigned for other LAN/WAN infrastructure



initiatives. Many of these projects and support activities will involve project
management, planning, technical writing and interfacing with customers or
vendors on technical issues. ‘

This project was contracted out as Mn/DOT:
Department of Administration Certification form attached.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to

the state because:
It allowed Mn/DOT to bring in highly skilled network architects for a specified
amount of time/week and focused on projects that required networking skills
that DOT staff did not have. It enabled DOT to complete projects and network
plans that would have been unreachable in FY03. While having the skills and
time to complete the work, it also allowed DOT staff time to work along side
the contractors and receive mentoring, both professionally and technically, that
overall improves their skills and abilities as a state employee.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
Sue Kahle
File



Mn/DOT Contract Number
CFMS Contract No
Master Roster T-Number 1PTIM

PROFESSIONAL/TECHNICAL
MASTER ROSTER CONTRACT
CERTIFICATION FORM

Instructions :

1) This form must be approved prior to writing contracts from the Master Roster in excess of $5,000.
Minn. Stat. § 16C.08.

2)  This Certification Form and the Statement of Work must be approved by your agency’s Contract
Coordinator for amounts up to $100,000. Over $100,000 this form must be approved by your
agency’s Contract Coordinator who will then send it to the Office of Technology and Materials
Management Division for review and approval prior to entering into a contract from the Master
Roster. A copy of the Statement of Work Must be attached. If you have questions, contact your
Agency Contract Coordinator.

3) No work may begin before funds are encumbered and the contract is fully executed.

4) Submit a copy of the approved Master Roster Certification Form and contract to the Office of

Technology.
Department: Transportation Division: Management Operations
Estimated Cost: $ 234,000 Source of Funds:
*Contract Period: From: September 9, 2002 . To: June 30, 2003

*The term of the Master Roster Contract must not exceed two years unless approved by the commissioner of
Administration through the Office of Technology and Materials Management Division.

BACKGROUND
Nature of Contract

Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) currently has multiple LAN/WAN development needs that require technical expertise
and support. These development needs are either a part of or directly related to Mn/DOT's Information Technology (IT) investment plan.
To ensure the continued implementation and support for required network development, Mn/DOT is seeking assistance with the technical
design and support. With Mn/DOT's network infrastructure needs continuing to grow and taking a higher precedence in Mn/DOT's
business requirements, it is essential that network development efforts are implemented in a timely manner.

This engagement will require a contractor to conduct assessments of current network infrastructure capabilities and provide
recommendations and/or project plans for technologies such as wireless connectivity, remote access, IP-based video (H.323) and virtual
private networking (VPN). In addition, projects and support activities will be assigned for other LAN/WAN infrastructure initiatives. Many
of these projects and support activities will involve project management, planning, technical writing and interfacing with customers or
vendors on technical issues.




Mn/DOT Contract Number
CFMS Contract No
Master Roster T-Number [PTIM

Agency certifies that Minn. Stat. § 15.061 (list other statutory cite if applicable) allows agency to enter into this
professional technical service contract. Check with your Assistant Attorney General if you have questions.

Product or Result (Give sufficient detail)

e Provide State’s Network Operations Supervisor an assessment of the current remote access solutions being utilized within
the State (technologies, operating systems levels, servers, status reporting capabilities) including recommendations for
improvements.

Deliverable: Report detailing current status of State’s remote access environment delivered to State’s
Network Operations Supervisor by October 15, 2002.

e Provide State with Local Area Network and Wide Area Network services support as directed by State’s Network Operations

Supervisor. Installation, integration, maintenance, and support may be required

Deliverable: -Local Area Network and Wide Area Network service support provided within the requested
timeframe throughout the duration of this contract, June 30, 2003.

¢  Provide State with Wireless Networking support as directed by State’s Network Operations Supervisor. This may include
reconfiguration of wireless services, troubleshooting, and planning.

Deliverable: Wireless service support provided within the requested timeframe throughout the duration of
this contract, June 30, 2003.

e  Provide State with Video over Internet Protocol (H.323 Protocol) services support as directed by State’s Network Operations
Supervisor. This may include implementation, reconfiguration of H.323 services, troubleshooting, and network capacity
analysis.

Deliverable: H.323 service support provided within the requested timeframe throughout the duration of
this contract, June 30, 2003.

¢ Provide State support with a number of projects such as upgrading Virtual Private Network solution to make use of Cisco
VPN concentrator, Implement desktop video strategies, upgrading Wide Area Network connectivity to make use of State’s
network infrastructure, enhancing network edge architecture, and RWIS (Road Weather Information System) that involve
State supported network services. This may include systems administration, troubleshooting, reconfiguration, and capacity
analysis of systems both in production and development.

Deliverable: Project support provided within the requested timeframe throughout the duration of this
contract, June 30, 2003.

* Represent State’s Network Infrastructure Management section via participation in project and infrastructure groups. This
may involve providing information about Network Infrastructure Management projects, network infrastructure, network
services, project planning, and needs/capacity analysis.

Deliverable: Project planning, support, and needs analysis provided within the requested timeframe '
throughout the duration of this contract, June 30, 2003.

*  Support State’s Network Management Systems (NMS) including Lucent’s VitalNet, NetScout’s NGenius, CiscoWorks, and
others as directed by State’s Network Operations Supervisor. This may include systems administration, troubleshooting,
reconfiguration and capacity analysis.




Mn/DOT Contract Number
CFMS Contract No
Master Roster T-Number 1PT1IM

Deliverable: Network Management Systems support provided within the requested timeframe throughout
the duration of this contract, June 30, 2003.

e Develop State’s Network Operations staff networking skills and knowledge base through intensive monitoring, project
participation, and mentoring.

Deliverable: Knowledge transfer and mentoring for State staff is provided throughout the duration of this
contract, June 30, 2003. .

e Provide weekly verbal status reports, and monthly written reports, to State’s Network Operations Supervisor detailing the
status of tasks associated with the overall project, as well as the number of hours used and remaining on the contract.
Written status reports should be created in Microsoft Office application and emailed the last work day of every month by
3:00PM CST. |

‘ |

Deliverable: Monthly status reports detailing hours used and remaining, status of individual tasks, as well
as the overall project, emailed to State’s Network Operations Supervisor the last work day of
every month by 3:00PM CST.

» Situations where overtime or scheduling changes need to be made must be approved in advance.
Deliverable: CONTRACTOR will be expected to work overtime or on a varied schedule when approved
in advance. |

e Be aware of and adhere to all security requirements and data privacy issues when working with STATE’s resources. No
removal of materials in print or in any other form is permitted. '
Deliverable: CONTRACTOR must adhere to all security requirements |

e CONTRACTOR employee(s) must sign a confidentiality agreement before starting work.
Deliverable: ~ CONTRACTOR delivers a signed confidentiality agreement to Network Operations
Supervisor.

Other Methods Considered

Department of Transportation does not have personnel available with the specified expertise to perform the indicated
services.

CERTIFICATIONS
By signing this form, I certify:

1. No state employee is (a) able and (b) available to perform the services called for by the contract.
State below how you reached this conclusion:




Mn/DOT Contract Number.
CFMS Contract No
Master Roster T-Number 1PTIM

Currently within the Department of Transportation, the Network Infrastructure Management (NIM)
section supports the department’s needs for network connectivity and the delivery of network related
services. The technical analysis and management needed for the network development tasks require
additional skills than those existing today within Mn/DOT. NIM believes that having a contractor perform
technical development and support work will allow for a more reliable deliverable due to the quantity of
tasks and limited staff persons to perform the associated tasks. The contractor will bring the capability of
providing a quality analysis, as well as the technical experience to ensure a thorough and successful outcome.
Due to the lack of expertise and resources, Mn/DOT has no choice but to contract out for obtaining the
specified deliverables.

2. The normal competitive bidding mechanisms (low bid) will not provide for adequate performance of the service.

3. The service is not available as the product of a prior contract and the contractor will certify this product will be
original in character.

4. List the vendors from whom you received responses to your Statement of Work:
(Note: the agency must submit the Statement of Work to multiple vendors until it receives: a) $5,001-
$25,000 three positive responses b) $25,001-$100,000, five positive responses, ¢) $100,000-$500,000, the
agency must publish a notice electronically on-line and only vendors on the Master Roster may respond.)

Statement of Work is being published electronically on-line due to estimated costs being between $100,000 and
$500,000

5. For Master Roster Contracts estimated to be in excess of $25,000 my agency will publicize the need for
services to state employees according to Minn. Stat. § 16C.07. Notice of this work order contract will be
provided to the human resource offices of all Minn. Stat. § 15.91 agencies and the Higher Education Services
Office. (The list of HR offices may be found at: www.mmd.state.mn.us) After five working days, due
consideration will be given to any responding employee when the final contracting decision is made.

©6. A written detailed work plan will be submitted by the contractor and accepted by the agency.

7. 'The following person has been assigned to monitor and act as liaison for the Master Roster Contract:
John Moreland. '

8. There will be periodic review of the progress of the contractor and the final product will be utilized.

9. The Master Roster Contract will not establish an employer/employee relationship between the state or the agency
and any person performing under the contract.

10. No current state employee will engage in the performance of the Master Roster Contract.

11. No conflict of interest has or will occur throughout the selection and performance of this Master Roster Contract.
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AGENCY APPROVALS
Internal Approvals (fetggency use)
7 "

]
Activity Manager: "%%;/M

@G .
Date: &~ S 2D

Division Director/Assts@gntCommissiemer: .

S

Agency Approval (required)

I‘Date :.X/Z' % 2

Authorized Certification/Officer authorized to sign contracts: (/4 ﬂ/ % . /é 2
. e ) a

Date: 3"7"72

Agency Contract Coordinator (required for contracts under $100,000) .

Date:

ADMINISTRATION APPROVALS
Office of Technology (required for contracts/over/$100,000). Must review and approve

this Certification Form priqj#6 sending them td M

/ ,
Office of Technology:'%%duv /\/V ':\/( .
\

Date: 9-9-02

L // ~
Department of Admir(z/tratio Materials Management Division (only required for
contracts over $100,000)

Date

Professional Technical Services Section Approval:

MMD Cert #
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Office of Technical Support

ot“ms Minnesota Depariment of Transportation

?or e Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 01, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81364
Consultant Services Database

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A26955

Contractor: Archwing Innovations
1313 5™ Street SE, Box 35
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55414

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $171,216.00

Duration of Contract: August 17, 2001 thru June 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Jeff Brenner

State Project Manager: Rosario G. Adiarte

The purpose of this Contract was to develop a new database capable of tracking contracts and
program status, budget allocations, expenditures and balances, vendors, workload, and generating
reports. This includes complete system documentation, training and user manuals.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the available personnel with the expertise to
develop a new database from Inception, Elaboration, Construction and Transition within the required
Fiscal Year 2003 time frame.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the new
consultant contract database will provide better accuracy in budget reporting; tracking the Districts
contract planning, and tracking and reporting State and federal funds.

Sincerely,
7/ L/ ) ;
Al JH b
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Depariment of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 01, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81190 Work Order 04
Local Traffic Circulation Plans from Pine Island to Oronoco Along Trunk Highway
(TH) 52

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A39966

Contractor: Short, Elliot, Hendrickson, and Incorporated
3535 Vadnais Center Drive
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55110-5108

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway 52 Inter-regional Corridor (JRC)
Total Cost to the State: $51,207.22

Duration of Contract: August 15, 2002 thru June 30, 2003

Contract Administrator: Craig Lenz

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Fred Sandal

The purpose of this Contract was to identify local street system and circulation patterns providing
connectivity for Oronoco and Pine Island relative to the planned redevelopment of TH 52 IRC
Corridor.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the available personnel to perform an
independent evaluation of TH 52 IRC Corridor Management Plan and the TH 52 Oronoco to Pine
Island Subarea Study.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it
provided a third party, independent assessment of potential future development of TH 52 IRC
Corridor Management Plan and the TH 52 Oronoco to Pine Island Subarea Study.

Sincerely,

Z sl %&W

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1898

August 1, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paui, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79610 Work Order 13
State Project Number 6280-308 involving the Subsurface Investigation and the Realignment of Trunk
Highway 35E and Cayuga Street Interchange in Saint Paul, Minnesota.

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of Minnesota
Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A47431

Contractor: American Engineering Testing, Incorporated
550 Cleveland Avenue North
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55114

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $56,561.63

Duration of Contract: April 04, 2003 — June 01, 2003
Contract Administrator: Rich Lamb

State Project Manager: Rich Lamb

The purpose of this Contract was to perform a Subsurface Investigation work for State Project 6280-308 involving the
realignment of Trunk Highway (TH) 35E and the construction of a new interchange at the intersection of Trunk
Highway 35E and Cayuga Street in Saint Paul, Minnesota. This work involved taking foundation borings, obtaining
undisturbed samples, performing field tests; performing laboratory test; performing Cone Penetration Tests (CPT),
and producing a detailed boring logs.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the available personnel to complete this project by June 2003.
After reviewing State’s drilling schedule, it was determined that in-house drilling crews could not meet the scheduled
deadline.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it kept the project on
schedule. Any delays in project letting would have resulted in an increased cost to the State. The work was completed
in an expeditious manner and the final product was of acceptable quality.

Sincerely,

V74

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 851/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

August 01, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 83803

TN

IT Project, Office of Freight and Commercial Vehicle Operations
Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of Minnesota
Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A42224

Contractor: Bentley Systems, Incorporated
5889 Glenwood Plaza Boulevard, Suite 310
Englewood, Colorado 80111

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $308,345.87

Duration of Contract: October 30, 2002 — June 30, 2003
Contract Administrator: Becky Ellinghuysen

State Project Manager: Becky Ellinghuysen

The purpose of this Contract was a software design, maintenance and support services to implement Phase 2
Enhancements to RouteBuilder NT (RBNT). Implementation of Phase Il Enhancements will provide State and the
motor carrier industry users with expanded RBNT capabilities. These enhancements will provide an improved level of
service to the motor carrier industry and will also provide additional capabilities to State for the safe routing and
permitting of oversize/overweight vehicles.

This project was contracted out as State did not the personnel with the expertise available to provide enhancements to
RouteBuilder. RouteBuilder NT is a proprietary system with its own source code developed by Bentley Systems.
Therefore, only Bentley Systems can make the necessary enhancements.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the implementation of
the Phase II Enhancements will provide an improved level of service to the motor carrier industry and will also
provide additional capabilities to State for the safe routing and permitting of oversize/overweight vehicles.

Sincerely,

Z aind. Aot

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Mfinnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 30, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79551
North Metro Drivers Examination Station: Addition & Remodeling

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A02910

Contractor: Williams/O’Brien Associates, Incorporated
1300 Nicollet Mall, Suite 219
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55403

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $89,000.00

Duration of Contract: November 22, 1999 thru April 30,2002
Agreement Administrator: Dave Baker

State Project Manager: Ron Lagerquist, Architect

The purpose of this Contract was to prepare an architectural and engineering services design to provide the
following; schematic design, design development, construction documents, bidding and construction
observation for the addition and remodeling of the Drivers Examination Station at Arden Hills, Minnesota.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the architects available to meet tight project timeline/
schedule and contract letting date.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor was
able to complete and meet the original work scope plus additional work (adding a vestibule and office,
mechanical spaces and windows in the building, east and west parking spaces) within the original time-line,
project schedules, and contracting letting date.

Sincerely,

Copie Nrsena,
Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin
Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consuitant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 30, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79553
Joint Powers (Chisago County) Trunk Highway 8 Scoping Document

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A05286

Contractor: Chisago County, through its Board of Commissioners
313 North Main Street, Room 400
Center City, Minnesota 55012-9663

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $200,000.00

Duration of Contract: April 06,2000 thru December 28, 2601
Agreement Administrator: Mark Hagen

State Project Manager: Tod Sherman

The purpose of this Contract was to complete a major Scoping Study of Trunk Highway 8 Corridor through
Chisago County.

This project was a partnership between State and Chisago County, and its subcontractor URS/BRW, who
originally developed the Trunk Highway 8 Scoping Study. Subsequent documents developed by URS/BRW,
such as Frequently Asked Questions, were effective in addressing revisions based on public hearing
comments. The Trunk Highway 8 Scoping Study was highly visible and URS/BRW did an excellent job
working with the many varying, sometimes hostile, interest groups along the Trunk Highway 8 Corridor.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it provided the
groundwork necessary for the development of future environmental studies along the Trunk Highway 8
Corridor. This study also identified and analyzed congestion; traffic volumes; vehicle types; safety and
environmental; social, and economic concerns along the corridor. ’

Sincerely,

MM

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



o % % Minnesota Department of Transportation
B
é(?é? Office of Technical Support
?oF Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 29, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155
Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 84430
Commercial Vehicle Informational needs and Satisfaction in Minnesota

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A47008
Contractor: Dodge Business Research Consulting
3722 West 50" Street, Suite 311
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55410

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $94,100.00

Duration of Contract: March 26, 2003 thru September 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Calvin C. Robinson

State Project Manager: Chris McMahon

The purpose of this Contract was to complete a statewide market research study that will educate three State
offices (Office of Motor Carrier Services (OMCS), Office of Freight, Rail and Waterways (OFRW), and
Office of Advanced Traveler Information Services (ATIS)) about the informational needs of Commercial
Vehicle Operators (CVOs) in Minnesota.

This project was contracted out as State needed an independent market research evaluation that will benefit
three State offices (OMCS, CFRW and the ATIS) in providing valuable synergistic solution to the business,
informational and logistics needs of these (COV) customers by optimizing State’s knowledge, capabilities and
available resources.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because one contract will
benefit three State offices, thus saving resources to implement the study of need-gaps in safety and
compliance information and training of Commercial Vehicle Operators.

Sincerely,

Z Al %Wm

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



g\““ﬂ%s Minnesota Depariment of Transporiation
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q§ Office of Technical Support
?or Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 25, 2003
Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue
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Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82698 Work Order 07
Phase II Archaeological Survey and Evaluation

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A41498
Contractor: URS/BRW Corporation
700 Third Street South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415
Source of Funding: Trunk Highway
Total Cost to the State: $72,283.11
Duration of Contract: October 04, 2002 thru March 31, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Ashley M. Hartfiel
State Project Manager: G. Joseph Hudak

The purpose of this Contract was to have Contractor perform Cultural Resources Survey along Trunk
Highway (TH) 8, from one-half mile East of County State Aid Highway (CSAH) 9, and West to Irene Street,
Center City, Minnesota.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it would have
taken the four person Cultural Resources Unit at State away from other important projects to performed these
tasks as specified in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historical
Preservations and the State’s guidelines for State Historical Preservation Office.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because there are no
State personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior’s professional standards for cultural resource
investigations on Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funded projects. The Cultural Resources Unit of
the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource
investigations for each State federally funded project. Completion of these studies in a timely manner is
essential to project planning, approvals and construction.

Sincergly,
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(asnl FH odovinc
Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Qffice of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1889

July 25, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 84014
Planning Study, Market Research and Public Input

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A44369
Contractor: City of Detroit Lakes
1025 Roosevelt Avenue
Detroit Lakes, Minnesota 56501
Source of Funding: Trunk Highway
Total Cost to the State: $50,000.00
Duration of Contract: February 14, 2003 thru June 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Michael Ginnaty
State Project Manager: Brad Monson

The purpose of this Contract was to complete a study of the central business district within the city of Detroit
Lakes to determine potential future developing resulting from the realignment of U.S. Highway 10.

This project was contracted out as State needed and independent evaluation of the impacts of realigning U.S.
Highway 10 through Detroit Lakes for the purposes of municipal consent.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it provided a
third party, independent assessment of potential future development and provided meaningful public input
that could not be obtained using State personnel given the local sensitivity towards the major construction
project.

Sincerely,
Canl VWWM_

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



N Minnesota Department of Transportation

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1893
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July 25, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81188 Work Order 08
Update to 1996 Mankato/North Mankato Area Transportation Study Report

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A39745

Contractor: SRF Consulting Group, Incorporated
One Carlson Parkway, Suite 150
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55447-4443

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $103,614.66

Duration of Contract: September 03, 2002 thru June 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Craig M. Felber

State Project Manager: Lisa Bigham

The purpose of this Contract was to prepare a Planning Study Report for Mankato and North Mankato,
updating the 1996 Mankato/North Mankato Area Transportation Study (MATAPS). The study included the
area transportation and planning governmental entities working as partners to develop the study.

This project was contracted out as State did not have the required expertise available to perform an Area
Transportation Study where governmental stakeholders have different competing interests.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor was a
non-stakeholder party who was able to bring various governmental interests together within the required time

frame without affecting resources and impacts to District 7.

Sincerely,

7 .

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




O"‘“ t'% Kinnesota Department of Transporiation
E
%)’(B; Office of Technicai Support
?or Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 25, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82698 Work Order 01
Phase I and Phase II Architectural History Survey and Evaluation

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A35735

Contractor: URS/BRW Corporation
700 Third Street South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $80,473.12

Duration of Contract: May 09, 2002 thru September 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Dawn Thompson

State Project Manager: Elizabeth Abel

The purpose of this Contract was to have Contractor perform Phase I Architectural History Survey and Phase
II Evaluation along Trunk Highway (TH) 25 in Wright County, Minnesota.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it would have
taken the four person Cultural Resources Unit at State away from other important projects to performed these
tasks as specified in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historical
Preservations and the State’s guidelines for State Historical Preservation Office.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because there are no
State personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior’s professional standards for cultural resource
investigations on Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funded projects. The Cultural Resources Unit of
the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource
investigations for each State federally funded project. Completion of these studies in a timely manner is
essential to project planning, approvals and construction.

Sincerel)/,

Lot seman

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

. An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 851/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 18, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81620
Phase I Archaeological and Phase I & II Architectural History Investigation

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A20078

Contractor: URS/BRW Corporation
700 Third Street South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $55,153.98

Duration of Contract: May 03, 2001 thru June 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Dawn Thompson

State Project Manager: Craig Johnson

The purpose of this Contract was to have Contractor perform Phase I Archaeological and Phase I & II
‘Architectural History Investigation of the proposed Reconstruction of State Project Number 4302-44, Trunk
‘Highway (TH) 7 and TH 15 in Hutchinson, McLeod County.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it would have
taken the four person Cultural Resources Unit at State away from other important projects to performed these
tasks as specified in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historical
Preservations and the State’s guidelines for State Historical Preservation Office.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because there are no
State personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior’s professional standards for cultural resource
investigations on Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funded projects. The Cultural Resources Unit of
the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource
investigations for each State federally funded project. Completion of these studies in a timely manner is
essential to project planning, approvals and construction.

Smcerely,
Km
Copsl P1stracc

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin
Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



kinnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1839

July 18, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82000
Application Development and Maintenance
Bridge Office, Oakdale, Minnesota

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A30895

Contractor: Regional Transportation Systems, Incorporated
477 Holly Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55102

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $120,000.00

Duration of Contract: December 05, 2001 thru June 30, 2003

Agreement Administrator: Linda Moline

State Project Manager: Thomas P. Martin

The purpose of this Contract was to provide for an application development and enhancement of a four-
year old statewide infrastructure inventory of applications, database engine upgrades, testing, and
maintenance and support for the Federal Highway Administration.

This project was contracted out as State does not have the available, necessary and qualified personnel to
enhance the statewide infrastructure inventory of applications, database engine upgrades, testing, and
maintenance and support.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it allowed
the Bridge Office to meet its responsibilities to the Federal Highway Administration.

Sincerely,
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Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner
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cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



ilinnesota Department of Transporiation

Oftice of Technical Support
Consultant Services Unit, MS 880 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1889

July 18, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82698 Work Order 02
Phase I and Phase II Archaeological and Historic Archaeological Survey and Evaluation

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A35735

Contractor: URS/BRW Corporation
700 Third Street South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $78,486.88

Duration of Contract: May 09, 2602 thru June 27, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Dawn Thompson

State Project Manager: Elizabeth J. Abel

The purpose of this Contract was to have Contractor perform Phase I and Phase II Archaeological and
Historic Archaeological Survey and Evaluation on State Project 0503-75 along Trunk Highway (TH) 23 and

YT 0L

TH 95 in Benton County.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it would have
taken the four person Cultural Resources Unit at State away from other important projects to performed these
tasks as specified in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historical
Preservations and the State’s guidelines for State Historical Preservation Office.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because there are no
State personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior’s professional standards for cultural resource
investigations on Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funded projects. The Cultural Resources Unit of
the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource
investigations for each State federally funded project. Completion of these studies in a timely manner is
essential to project planning, approvals and construction.

Sincerely, .
/f ; Tl e
(Y0l 7 senanc
Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P. Stembler, 112 Admin
Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 18, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79619 Work Order 13
Geotechnical Subsurface Investigation, 2 miles East of Watkins on Trunk Highway (TH 55)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of Minnesota
Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A46983

Contractor: Twin Ports Testing, Inc., 1301 North 3" Street, Superior, Wisconsin 54880
Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $62,258.77

Duration of Contract: April 7, 2003 —May 31, 2003

Contract Administrator: Rich Lamb

State Project Manager: - Rich Lamb

The purpose of this Contract was to perform a subsurface investigation for a State project involving the reconstruction
of Bridge 4954 and the roadway widening of TH 55 located approximately 2 miles East of Watkins. The proposed
work and services consisted of taking foundation borings; obtaining undisturbed samples; performing field tests;
performing laboratory tests, and producing detailed boring logs. This project was contracted out because in order to
provide detailed foundation recommendations for Bridge 73031, State Project 7315-10, the Foundations Unit required
a detailed subsurface investigation including foundation borings. To meet State’s program and project management
system deadlines, the foundation borings must be completed by June 2003. After reviewing our drilling schedule, it
was determined that in-house drilling crews could not meet this scheduled deadline and therefore Consultant forces
were selected. The only other method considered for accomplishing the work was to perform the work with
Foundations Unit Crews. However, this would push other projects back to the point where deadlines would be
missed. We did not consider using other state agencies because the Foundation Unit (State) is the only work unit in
the State that performs this work type.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because it kept the project on
schedule. Any delays in project letting would have resulted in an increased cost to the State. The work was completed
in an expeditious manner and the final product was of acceptable quality.

Sincerely,
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Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




0*“ :74,,(2 ifinnesota Department of Transportation
=
% ng Office of Technical Support
?0r Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127

395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1829

July 16, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82168
Legislative Appropriation to Regional Development Commissions (RDC)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A27356
Contractor: West Central Initiative, Incorporated
1000 Western Avenue
Fergus Falls, Minnesota 56138
Source of Funding: Legislative Appropriation to Regional Development Commissions
Total Cost to the State: $100,000.00
Duration of Contract: July 01, 2001 thru June 30, 2003
Agreement Administrator: Michael Ginnaty
State Project Manager: Brad Monson

The purpose of this Contract was to provide District 4 with regional transportation planning assistance
and local government liaison/coordination. These services will improve communications between State
and the region’s citizens and local governments.

This project was contracted out because District 4 does not have a Regional Development Commission
for nine (9) of twelve (12) counties. West Central Initiative has an established transportation planning
process and provides economic development planning services to the region. West Central Initiative has
established the community involvement and support, professional personnel (including administrative
support), and equipment (computers and necessary software) to complete the tasks required by District 4.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because based on
current figures it costs State approximately $60,000 per employee. The planning activities in this Contract
would require one or two full-time employees per year to complete. Thus, contracting the work out for
$50,000 per year was a more cost effective solution.

Sincerely,
/ A, ﬂ/ 7///7’7/&5 et

Carol Molnau =
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

oot P.Stémbler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Q“‘“ :t"b Minnesota Department of Transportation
I
%(?f Office of Technical Support
?or Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1829
July 16, 2003

Brian Lamb
Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155
Subject: ~ Mn/DOT Agreement No. 79614 Work Order 4
Geotechnical Subsurface Investigation, Intersection of TH 35E & TH 694 in Ramsey County

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of Minnesota
Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A45911

Contractor: Construction Engineering Laboratory, Incorporated
5661 International Parkway
New Hope, Minnesota 55428

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $128,479.00

Duration of Contract: February 24, 2003 through May 23, 2003
Contract Administrator: Rich Lamb

State Project Manager: Rich Lamb

The purpose of this Contract was to perform a subsurface investigation (foundation borings) for eight retaining walls
to be constructed as part of the “Unweave Project” for State Project 6280-304, located on Trunk Highway 35E and
Trunk Highway 694. This project was contracted out in order to provide detailed foundation recommendations for the
retaining walls. The Foundations Unit required a detailed subsurface investigation including foundation borings. To
meet State’s program and project management system deadlines, the foundation borings had to be completed by May
2003.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to the State because it kept the project on
schedule. After reviewing State’s drilling schedules, it was determined that State’s in-house drilling crew could not
meet the tight deadlines needed to keep this project on schedule.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because Contractor provided the
required information in an expeditious manner. The quality of the final product did not require any rework from State,
and the final cost to State was 20% than the total Contract amount.

Sincerely,

s
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Caindd P pdrirn
Carol Molnau

Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transpeortation

Transportation Building
395 John Ireland Boulevard
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-1899

July 15, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject: Mn/DOT Agreement No. 83161
Develop the Consultant Pre-Qualification Program

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A35592

Contractor: Lenhardt & Colten, LLC, 4850 Cottonwood Lane
Minneapoilis, Minnesota 55442-2276

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway Funding

Total Cost to the State: $144,625.00

Duration of Contract: May 1, 2002 — June 30, 2003

Contract Administrator/

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Dawn D. Thompson

The purpose of this Contract was to develop a consultant pre-qualification program; which would be
used in the acquisition process for highway related professional/technical consultant services. This
project was done under the contracting process because the state did not have the staff available to
develop the system.

The conduct of this project through an outside Consultant was cost effective to the state because it was a
special, one time project and would of required hiring and training additional staff.

Sincerely,

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin
J. Brunner, MS 680
File
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om, Minnesota Department of Transportation
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§ Office of Technical Support
or Ta° Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 08, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 80587
Preliminary Design and Final Design for trunk Highway 169
At County Road 33, State Project 7160-66

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A15906

Contractor: Stanley Consultants, Incorporated
5775 Wayzata Boulevard, Suite 955
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55416

Source of Funding: IRC (2000 Legislative Funding) State Funds
Total Cost to the State: $883,233.61

Duration of Contract: December 26, 2000 thru January 31, 2003
Contract Administrator: James E. Hallgren

Mn/DOT Project Manager: James E. Hallgren

The purpose of this Contract was to provide Preliminary and Final Design of an interchange on
Trunk Highway 169 at County Road 33 in Sherburne County.

This project was contracted out as State did not have available the necessary personnel to perform
Preliminary and Final Design within the time frame that was required by funding contingencies.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective to State because the
work was performed and completed within the required time frame without affecting resources and
impacts to District 3’s 2003 construction program.

Sincerely,

A e
Corel 7Velrian

Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opportunity employer



WG Minnesota Department of Transportation
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z
5 Office of Technical Support
Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard
St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 08, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 81316 Work Order 11
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and Drilling Investigation
State Project Number (SP 2102-50) Trunk Highway (TH 29)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the provisions of
Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A45252

Contractor: American Engineering Testing, Incorporated
550 Cleveland Avenue North
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55114

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $61,895.94

Duration of Contract: February 14, 2001 thru September 30, 2002
Agreement Administrator: Calvin C. Robinson

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Andrew Nichols

The purpose of this Contract was to reconstruct TH 29 in Alexandria, Minnesota from Broadway Street to
Nokomis Street and TH 27 from Nokomis Street to McKay Avenue North, a distance of 1.5 miles. The
information obtained during the drilling investigation will be used by State to determined final project
design plans and specifications.

This project was contracted out as State was in need of a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and
Drilling Investigation to identify any possible sources of contamination (based on present or former land
use) on properties that could impact the project corridors. The project areas include property within 500
feet of the curbs and endpoints of the segment of TH 29 and TH 27.

The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost effective because State did not have
the sufficient, qualified staff or the technical.equipment necessary to identify the extent or magnitude of
soil and ground water contamination in the project corridor.

Sincerely,
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Carol Molnau
Lt. Governor/Commissioner

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

Jeff Brunner, MS 680
File

An equal opporiunity employer




Minnesota Department of Transportation

Office of Technical Support

Consultant Services Unit, MS 680 Fax: 651/ 282-5127
395 John Ireland Boulevard

St. Paul, MN 55155-1899

July 1, 2003

Brian Lamb

Commissioner of Administration
50 Sherburne Avenue

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155

Subject:  Mn/DOT Agreement No. 82049 (Inter Agency Agreement)
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)

Dear Commissioner Lamb:

This is the final acceptance report for the above referenced Contract, in accordance with the
provisions of Minnesota Statues Section 16C.08, subdivision 4(c).

MAPS Contract Number: A28031

Contractor: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
520 Lafayette Road North
Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155-4194

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway

Total Cost to the State: $56:250:000 24X TTSo o A Ux
Duration of Contract: July 16,2001 thru March 31,2003
Contract Administrator: Calvin C. Robinson

Mn/DOT Project Manager: Richard A. Elasky, Director, Environmental Services

The purpose of this Contract was to provide a dedicated consulting staff and a timely delivery
process related to, environmental reviews and permits for State plans and highway projects that is
consistent with all federal, state and local environmental laws and regulations.

This project was contracted out to provide pollution control, environmental reviews and permits in
an expeditious manner to meet document review deadlines. These reviews and permits cannot be
done by State because the documented work must be performed by the MPCA who is the reviewin<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>