
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: GRW Aerial Surveys, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
88575 

CFMS Contract Number: A-78973 

Project Duration (Dates): 8/18/05 to 11 /15/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to complete Aerial Triangulations, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 90, (from TH 254 to Alden), District 7 / Project number 
2280-124. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $82,127.00 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 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. 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

I 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address0 comments on back, keep comments factual.. 

Agreement No. ~5'( 5· 
1 

. ~ '\ ~ _L ,, ,t ·( f) JQ( ' {,i 

Type of work ~.J\:-..oa~u-...,. 1::::vi e.>C r ~ c_ ;,v t.?, o f (}~. 1 \ u 
Work Type Code (0, I M~ · _ ,1 

Location lr '2l-==<J ·nr ;)SL/ t. ,4 (cfeir) 
District/Office [) - 7 
S.P. r;))E()--l')IJ T.H. ___ CJ........,"Q __ 

Contractor GR \ /\,,/ ,i/\.C 
Subcontractor r-. -----------
Sub c 6 n tractor ------------
Con tract Pet i o d: 8 -18 ~· 05 ; / /.- J 5 (J 5 ; G ~\ :zo -0 b 

· Work Start Date . Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total C~ntract Cost: $ 8_Ji' ./)7 ,--·== Orig Cost: $g;}_/J 'r(- + Amended Cost: $___,
1
_6---a.·--

Am.ended cost for: "" Overrun · "" Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager • 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

_ l. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
· Standards/Reguirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance· 

.. :.:;iilitit,~ 
Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

o/j <1--0~ )L. 4CL · ~ 
( frc..n.v J(rcrncw~ ) 

PrirttName 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

( 

✓ 

Rating 

Average 
3Po~ts 

✓/ 

v/· 

Below 
Average_ 
2 Po-ints 

Total Points 35 
(Maximum points 3 6) 

Poor 
1 Point 

u~ntra;;;91;;~s/7 !---
. (/~EHl('fl-\~l~ f-J)e:.f-flcAN . 

Print Name . 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 
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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: GRW Aerial Surveys, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
88575 

CFMS Contract Number: A-78973 

Project Duration (Dates): 8/18/05 to 11 /15/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to complete Aerial Triangulations, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 90, (from TH 254 to Alden), District 7 / Project number 
2280-124 . . 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $82,127.00 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 prohibitive for the State. 

If this was a single source contract, explain why the c3gency 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. 

a tlW. Yl}Cb-e//Uu-e_ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

)dt,-/q-- 05 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 
Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
TBE Grau 
Project Name (if applicable): 

TH 52/Oronoco (S.P. 5508-84 
Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86558 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A64111 

Project Duration (Dates): 
7 /9/04- 1 0/28/05 

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

The purpose of this contract was to perform Subsurface Utility Engineering services in support of the proposed TH 
52/Oronoco Design-Build Project (S.P. 5508-84 ). Said services produced deliverables which were included in the 
Design-Build RFP as part of the Referenced Information Documents on existing utilities. 

This contract was necessary to produce existing utility mapping information to a quality Level "A" standard (ref. ASCE 
Standard CI/ASCE 38-02), per requirements of the current Design-Build policy on supplying existing utility information to 
proposing organizations. 

Mn/DOT does not currently utilize Subsurface Utility Engineering investigations and/or methods in-house that produce 
mapping results to Quality Level "A" standards. Therefore, it was necessary to enter into a contract to perform this 
unique and specialized service. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 369 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $190,080.59 

Source of Funding: 
State Funds 

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

Not applicable. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

J 161 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 86558 

District/Office 5 ---------

Type of work 

Work Type Code 

Subsurface Utility Engineering 

a 
S.P. 5508-84 T.H. 52 Location Oronoco 

Contractor TBE Group 

Subcontractor -----------
Subcontractor -----------
Con tract Period: 7/9/2004 8/15/05 ; ~1 ...... 0/-=2 ____ 8/ __ 0 __ 5 ------~· 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date . .- h,(\_> 

Total Contract Cost: $ 190,080.59 = Orig Cost: $190,080.59 + Amended Cost: $ <.~},,'.(:/ ,f:' (i '~~t:2~Y;f 
Amended cost for: - Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 • 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

~ cJ.J(~-
( ~A-; "S, l(A\-sy ) 

PrintName / 

_, Additional Work Number of Amendments 0 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

'I. 
~ 

'f 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

Total Points 3 tl" 
(Maximum points 36) 

---

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 

~-.b~ 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• · Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 

• 
• 

Average 

Contractor responsive to requests . 
Contractor suggests improvements . 

• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
· • Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

J L ' a ::h'iO') e ,\ :1 Comments: Jo-, :f£?:~:~<V\~ _ ~~:C\ ... 11 ,A/rv, ~ n..e_e_dl~ · "Tll:1.-e. C ,,Q V\,±i:(i\. r r"-"> r "•~A " I' I p ~ () I._ 'i'i'l r . 

\ '> I I ~ 1 

. I 
l!!rr" ,,-1 e...s I l h<'> ✓ I \ \. J I 4 /V \ '::-a q::_ ,..._,} ,, L◊- I _____.... ....._..J', 

\j\,' ' y ', " J • ' 

:\user\consult\fonns\evaluation.898 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 ( c ), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 
Project Name (if applicable): 
METRO EVACUATION PLAN 

Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
81655W152 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A72266 
Project Duration (Dates): 
2/4/05 - 11/30/05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
BACKGROUND 
A current project is exploring contraflow strategies for reducing evacuation time. A past project helped development of 
basic algorithms for evacuation planning. This project will refine these algorithms to make them more scaleable. 

OBJECTIVE 

Develop easy-to-use and scaleable software system to support determination of evacuation planning and develop 
software to support that. 

SCOPE 

The basic scope is to understand the requirements of metropolitan-wide evacuation plan and develop the software to 
support that. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on Contract: 
$53,011.00 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK.HIGHWAY &FEDERAL 
HOMELAND SECURITY FUNDS 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

;q 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

flles{'ct~ 
Agreement No. 81655, WO 152 Type of work Evacuat10n Moaelmg 

District/Office Homeland Security Work Type Code _Rt 
S.P. NIA T.H. NIA Location 

Contractor U of M 

Subcontractor ------------
Sub contractor ------------
Contract Period: 2/4/05 11/30/05 11/30/05 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $ 53,011 = Orig Cost: $ 53,011 + Amended Cost: $ __ 0 __ 

Amended cost for: ,-..,I· Overrun ,-..,I Additional Work Number of Amendments _o_ 

Item Rating 
1 -6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above 

Average 
4 Points 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation X 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
. · 

cooperation .·. . 

80 Invoices and progress reports 
. 

.. . . · 

9 ~.· Cost estimation/budget 
,, 

X management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

~~ fz,r;r 

. 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
· . 

. 

X 
)( 

. 

Total Points ~ 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: ---

Poor 
1 Point 

. 

~ ~ 
( tvt---cLtssq thd>fvwii5) 

Print Name 

· . 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

: \user\consult\fonns\evaluation. 898 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 ( c ), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
MARKETING MIDWEST, INC. 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
WORK ZONE SAFETY MEDIA BUYING 87498 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A75734 
Project Duration (Dates): 
6/2/05 - 9/5/05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
The purpose of this contract is media buying and placement services for the Summer 2005 and the Winter 2005 Work 
Zone Safety campaigns. Each year the State creates two statewide work zone safety public awareness and education 
campaigns. One campaign begins in the spring and continues through the summer focusing on highway maintenance 
and construction activities. The other campaign begins in the winter and focuses on snow and ice removal operations. 
The campaigns are designed to educate travelers about dangers in work zones and provide them with information they 
can use to protect themselves and workers against injury and death in work zone accidents. 

The goal of this project is to eliminate serious injuries and fatalities in work zones by changing driver attitudes and 
behavior as they approach a roadway work zone. To increase the overall visibility of key winter and summer work zone 
safety messages through an effective and cost efficient use of media outlets. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA I 

Total Amount Spent on Contract: 
$112,343.00 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK.HIGHWAY 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(~~ 
Carol Molnau½::t. Governor/Commissioner 

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

-;q 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in future 
consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Contract No. 87498 

District/Office Metro 

SP Number NIA TH Number NIA 

Contractor Marketing Midwest 

Subcontractor -----------
Subcontractor-------------

Type of Work Communications 

Work Type Code CM 

Location Statewide 

Contract Period: June 2, 2005 
Work Start Date 

s.e.pt• s, '2..00t::, 
Work Completion Date 

December 30, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $112,343.00 = Orig Cost: $120,250.00 + Amended Cost: $ ___ _ 

Amended cost for: ~ Overrun ~ Additional Work 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Reguirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

coo 
8. Invu.n,..,.., 

. Cosfestinfati 
. managemen:t. 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

4 points 
-

4 points 

4 points 

-
4 points 

Number of Amendments 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

3 points 

3 points 

Total Points~ 
(Maximum points 36) 

I 
Poor 

1 Point 

Pr~.· e.ct Manager: 1 17 L :• Contract Administrator: 

/V&t:7,1 lV. t,~c,-.....K.//4---i,,--- ~ ~ l~l~IOS 
Kevin Walker Date /' 1 Melissa McGinnis Date 

./) e,c_ e r,1 6 e ,,.- Lt lt ti. 
Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, 
MS 680 



)efinitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance 
or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• C Contractor performs beyond ~expectations: 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 
• Contractor responsive to requests. 
• Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 
• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Poor: 
• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

CONTRACT CAME IN UNDER TOTAL CONTRACT VALUE BECAUSE ONE DISTRICT CHOSE 

NOT TO PARTICIPATE UNDER THIS CONTRACT. 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson and Associates, Inc. A09328 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Final Design Services for State Project 79762 

Project Duration (Dates): 
July 10, 2000 to July 10, 2005 

2713-75, Trunk Highway 12 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract is for Final Design Services for Trunk Highway 12 (TH12) in Long Lake from Hennepin 
county Road 6 in the City of Orono to Wayzata Boulevard in the City of Wayzata. The design included the replacement 
and/or construction of six bridges, and reconstruction work on Old TH12 along with grading, surfacing, signals, lighting 
traffic management systems, utility relocation, noise walls retaining walls, Aesthetic Design Guide, drainage systems 
and ponding areas. This contract also included design interpretation and consultation to Mn/DOT Construction Crew 
during the construction phase of this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
22,875.00 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$1,704,786.48 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~.au-L~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

ld--0()-05 
Date 



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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
URS Cor~oration A45919 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
1-494 CORSIM model 82141W03 2/03 - 6/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Model traffic flow and analyze the proposed design for 1-494 from south of TH 62 in Eden Prairie to TH 5 in 
Bloomington to meet the requirement of the Interstate Access Report. No personnel with expertise was 
available in the time frame needed . 

. Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $126,185.92 Trunk highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~fw-l~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: t Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/~-05-05 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Cohtractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson and Associates, Inc. A09328 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Final Design Services for State Project 79762 

Project Duration (Dates): 
July 10, 2000 to July 10, 2005 

2713-75, Trunk Highway 12 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract is for Final Design Services for Trunk Highway 12 (TH12) in Long Lake from Hennepin 
county Road 6 in the City of Orono to Wayzata Boulevard in the City of Wayzata. The design included the replacement 
and/or construction of six bridges, and reconstruction work on Old TH12 along with grading, surfacing, signals, lighting 
traffic management systems, utility relocation, noise walls retaining walls, Aesthetic Design Guide, drainage systems 
and ponding areas. This contract also included design interpretation and consultation to Mn/DOT Construction Crew 
during the construction phase of this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
22,875.00 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$1,704,786.48 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

{gfw-L~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

lc2 -o5'- rj 5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 79762 

District/Office Metro 

Type of work: Final Design Services for State Project 2713-75 

Work Type Code DD 

S.P. 2713-75 T.H. 12 Location TH 12 from Hennepin County Road No. to Wayzata Blvd. 

Contractor Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson and Associates, Inc. 
A~., . 

Subcontractor HDR Engineering, Inc. ,~.~;,__0 Li-~"' 
Subcontractor Heartwood Forestry {}/ NOV 2005 

1, '--1 

Subcontractor Sewer Video Services ~;3 : -- . 
~ c>;. CONSULT ANT SERV • 

Contract Period: July 10 2000 ; June 30,2005 July 10, 2005 \(;:,:. 
Work Start Date Work ~ompletion Date Expiration Date ~ 

Total Contract Cost:$ 1,704,786.48 = Ong Cost: $1,388,408.84+ Amended Cost: $33-,=-·--e.---

Amended cost for: "" Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

"'"'Additional Work Number of Amendments_l 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

~ 

X 
• 

',< 
)< 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

~ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Total Points -:3 f 
(Ma2'.(imum points 36) 

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 

• 
• 

Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below J\ verage: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: .J...... n n 
-- f~ ~~ DOd( 

-- " ~ ~. ~raaP~l5V 
.... -- - - -

'1 l'!I -.,.. 11/'II'\ I JCT[ l>Ce>J ecrs. 
~ r 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
URS Cor~oration A45919 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
1-494 CORSIM model 82141W03 2/03 - 6/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Model traffic flow and analyze the proposed design for 1-494 from south of TH 62 in Eden Prairie to TH 5 in 
Bloomington to meet the requirement of the Interstate Access Report. No personnel with expertise was 
available in the time frame needed . 

. Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $126,185.92 Trunk highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~tw-L~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

I;{_-()5 -o 5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 82141 W03 Type of work Freeway Modeling 

District/Office Metro Work Type Code TS 

S.P. 2785-261 T.H. 494 

Contractor URS Corporation, Inc. 

Subcontractor 

Location Bloomington/Richfield 

------------
Subcontractor ------------
Contract Period: 2-27-2003 ; 

Work Start Date 
6-24-2005 ; 6-30-2005 

Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $126,185.92 = Original Cost: $89,790.67 + Amended Cost: $36,395.25 

Amended cost for: Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

ctr_. 
(Kevin .. Sommers) 

Print Name 

,_X_ Additional Work Number of Amendments J 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

A 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

x· 
X 

>< 

Total Points J.) 
(Maximum points 3 6) 

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 

• 
• 

Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 
There was a complete change in staff over the course of this project. Model calibration took 

much longer than anticipated. The project did have a cost overrun of $12,602.05 which was 

absorbed by the Consultant. There were many issues with the invoices, including lateness, and 

there was much difficulty in getting them corrected. A special meeting had to be called between 

MnDOT and the Consultant in order to get these issues fixed. 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
MARKETING MIDWEST, INC. 

Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
WORK ZONE SAFETY MEDIA BUYING 87498 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A75734 
Project Duration (Dates): 
612105 - 915105 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
The purpose of this contract is media buying and placement services for the Summer 2005 and the Winter 2005 Work 
Zone Safety campaigns. Each year the State creates two statewide work zone safety public awareness and education 
campaigns. One campaign begins in the spring and continues through the summer focusing on highway maintenance 
and construction activities. The other campaign begins in the winter and focuses on snow and ice removal operations. 
The campaigns are designed to educate travelers about dangers in work zones and provide them with information they 
can use to. protect themselves and workers against injury and death in work zone accidents. 

The goal of this project is to eliminate serious injuries and fatalities in work zones by changing driver attitudes and 
behavior as they approach a roadway work zone. To increase the overall visibility of key winter and summer work zone 
safety messages through an effective and cost efficient use of media outlets. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 1 

Total Amount Spent on Contract: 
$112,343.00 . 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(}AL i? !)' 

Carol Molnau~~t~}J;~~-
cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin 

J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

/:;_-/q -o 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 
Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
TBE Group A64111 
Project Name (if applicable): I· Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 

TH 52/Oronoco (S.P. 5508-84) 86558 7 /9/04- 10/28/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to perform Subsurface Utility Engineering services in support of the proposed TH 
52/Oronoco Design-Build Project (S.P. 5508-84 ). Said services produced deliverables which were included in the 
Design-Build RFP as part of the Referenced Information Documents on existing utilities. 

This contract was necessary to produce existing utility mapping information to a quality Level "A" standard (ref. ASCE 
Standard Cl/ASCE 38-02), per requirements of the current Design-Build policy on supplying existing utility information to 
proposing organizations. 

Mn/DOT does not currently utilize Subsurface Utility Engineering investigations and/or methods in-house that produce 
mapping results to Quality Level ''A" standards. Therefore, it was necessary to enter into a contract to perform this 
unique and specialized service. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 369 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $190,080.59 State Funds 

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

Not applicable. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANTPERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(}~'YYL~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ~ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

J~-11-05· 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contra~ts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA 

Project Name (if applicable): 
METRO EVACUATION PLAN I 

Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
81655W152 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A72266 
Project Duration (Dates): 
2/4/05 - 11/30/05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
BACKGROUND 
A current project is exploring contraflow strategies for reducing evacuation time. A past project helped development of 
basic algorithms for evacuation planning. This project will refine these algorithms to make them more scaleable. 

OBJECTIVE 

Develop easy-to-use and scaleable software system to support determination of evacuation planning and develop 
software to support that. 

SCOPE 

The basic scope is to understand the requirements of metropolitan-wide evacuation plan and develop the software to 
support that. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on Contract: 
$53,011.00 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY & FEDERAL 
HOMELAND SECURITY FUNDS 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULT ANT PERFORMANCE EV ALDA TION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/c:2 '--- ;q ~t>--5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 
-. , 
' Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Culbert's Missabe Appraisal Service, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Property 
Appraisals, District 1-Duluth, MN. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No. : 
83372 Work Order 05 

CFMS Contract Number: A43714 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Jan 02, 2003 thru Sep 18, 2005 

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

District 1 is need of Contractor to perform 32 parcel appraisals for State Project No. 3108-56 (904) 
(6, 7, 10,45,46,47,48,49,50,55,56,57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69, 70, 73,7 4, 75, 76, 77,78,79,& 80)) and State 
Project Number 3108-56 (903) parcels 80 & 84), a distance of 6.5 miles, in Itasca County. Contractor will make 
recommendations based upon appraisal reviews with consistent estimate of market value for the property to be 
purchased. Contractor's recommendation will be made in accordance with State's Office of land Management 
specifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1 Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $60,500.00 Trunk Highway 

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 
performan.ce in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: To provide an appraisals of land value, with 
eminent domain proceedings with expert witness testimony at Commissioner's hearing, and or court trial. 

Contractor complete_d this project on-time and the quality of the land appraisals were excellent. 

·1t 
cJlW ';1::[r:Jt~~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

l~-7-oS 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 83372 WO 5 

District/Office: D-1 

S.P. 3108-56 T.H.: 38 

Contractor: Culberts Missabe Appraisal 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

11/05 

Type of work: Appraisal 

Work Type Code: AP 

Location: 

19/05 Contract Period: 10/02 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $61,000.00 = Orig Cost: $60,500.00 + Amended Cost: $ 

Amended cost for: ,......, Overrun ,......, Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract ad111ihistratioh ·· · 
cooperation ... 

8~ Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimationfbudget 
. · 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

/-~ojec/ Janager: 

~~/4r~ 
"--. , ~ :rit2en) e o.S. S ifo '-l~ £ 

"- PrmtName 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

.. . 
· . 

Total Points __ 36_ 
J (Ma~mum p9ints 36) ., 

PrintName 

Poor 
1 Point 

. 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: Remaining appraisal work will not be needed, parcels are being settled. 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 



( 

( 

" 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Thomas-Lauren Company 

Project Name (if applicable): Property 
Appraisals, District 4-Detroit Lakes, MN. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83430 Work Order 1 

CFMS Contract Number: A43714 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Jan 21, 2003 thru Dec 05, 2005 

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

District 4 is need of Contractor to perform 18 parcel appraisals (67, 69, 70, 71, 74, 76, 78, 81, 82, 83, 86, 87, 89, 92, 95, 
201, 204, and 207) along State Project Number 2102-50, located on 3rd Avenue from Broadway to Nokomis, Alexandria, 
a distance of 1.5 miles, in Alexandria, Minnesota. Contractor will make recommendations based upon appraisal reviews 
with consistent estimate of market value for the property to be purchased. Contractor's recommendation will be made in 
accordance with State's Office of land Management specifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $71,500.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: To provide an appraisals of land value, with 
eminent domain proceedings with expert witness testimony at Commissioner's hearing, and or court trial. 

Contractor completed this project on-time and well under budget. The quality of the land appraisals were excellent. 

[/)~YJu 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

;ll,{,__,; ld-7-CJ:S--
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 83430 WO 1 

District/Office: D-4 

S.P. 2102-50 T.H.: 29 

Contractor: Thomas Lauren Co. 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Contract Period: 1/03 11/05 _ 

Type of work: Appraisal 

Work Type Code: AP 

Location: 

112/05 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $71,500.00 = Orig Cost: $71,500.00 + Amended Cost: $ 

Amended cost for: --- Overrun ,_ Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Item Rating Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above Below 

Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality X 

2. Work Performance X 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT X 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and X 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation X 

6. QA/QC plan conformance X 

7. Contractad:minisfratfoh X 
·. ·. ·.•• 

.. · ., 

L 

co9peratio11 .· 

.. · .. . . . 

Si I11voice~ ,.md progr-ess reports ·. ··. .x . 

.. . . :· . ·. ·. .· 

9 ... Cost estimatfon/l;mdget 
. . 

X 
... . .. 

management . . . . 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points __ 36_ 
. f{,~im_um points 36) . Q _/_Erorect Man.·ager: ./ 0 

~--/::::_ ~f ~... e ~ 
( Skip Pitzen) (Cathie Ashlin) 

~Name 1 / Print Name 
I:: CJ..::5S j-f·o~::;~ 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 

·. 



De~nitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires exce.ssive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

: \user\consult\forms\evaluation. 8 98 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 68Q_along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Thomas-Lauren Company 

Project Name (if applicable): Property 
Appraisals, District 4-Detroit Lakes, MN. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83430 Work Order 1 

CFMS Contract Number: A43714 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Jan 21 , 2003 thru Dec 05, 2005 

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

District 4 is need of Contractor to perform 18 parcel appraisals (67, 69, 70, 71, 74, 76, 78, 81, 82, 83, 86, 87, 89, 92, 95, 
201, 204, and 207) along State Project Number 2102-50, located on 3rd Avenue from Broadway to Nokomis, Alexandria, 
a distance of 1.5 miles, in Alexandria, Minnesota. Contractor will make recommendations based upon appraisal reviews 
with consistent estimate of market value for the property to be purchased. Contractor's recommendation will be made in 
acc_ordance with State's Office of.land Management specifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

· Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $71,500.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

NIA 

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: To provide an appraisals of land value, with 
eminent domain proceedings with expert witness testimony at Commissioner's hearing, and or court trial. 

Contractor completed this project on-time and well under budget. The quality of the land appraisals were excellent. 

II I . 

C:tJ)cJ-l t/1:-L$-efittu._~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/;J- 7-cJ 5 · 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 689_!1ong with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Culbert's Missabe Appraisal Service, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Property 
Appraisals, District 1-Duluth, MN. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83372 Work Order 05 

CFMS Contract Number: A43714 

Project Duration (Dates): . 
Jan 02, 2003 thru Sep 18, 2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary1o enter into a contract: 

District 1 is need of Contractor to perform 32 parcel appraisals for State Project No. 3108-56 (904) 
(6,7, 10,45,46,47,48,49,50,55,56,57,58,59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69,70,73,74,75,76,77,78,79,& 80)) and State 
Project Number 3108-56 (903) parcels 80 & 84), a distance of 6.5 miles, in Itasca County. Contractor will make 
recommendations based upon appraisal reviews with consistent estimate of market value for the property to be 
purchased. Contractor's recommendation will be made in accordance with State's Office of land Management 
specifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $60,500.00 Trunk Highway 

If this was a s_ingle 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: To provide an appraisals of land value, with 
eminent domain proceedings with expert witness testimony at Commissioner's hearing, and or court trial. 

Contractor complet~d this project on-time and the quality of the land appraisals were excellent. 

/j) ~/) 
C~fltt.i / t_k;:rt1ia{,0 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

1~-7-os· 
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: MD Atlantic Technologies Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-79400 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 88591 Project Duration (Dates): 8/18/05 to 11 /15/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project.· 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway I-35W, (from 1-694 to North Jct. of I-35E), Metro 
District/ Project number 0280-53. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

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

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $72,516.00 Source of Funding: LIM, 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 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. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Ad min 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

1a- s ·-o 5' 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

~ ----fnstructions--:-S-ubmit-th-is--f-orm-to-Gons-ulta-nt-Serv1ees-Seet-ion, Mail-Stop-688-along-with-the-final-inv-oica--e.-_ -----
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Associates, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): ·1 Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
SP 5203.:85 TH 14 North Mankato EA _ 78459W02 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A38539 
Project Duration (Dates): 
8/16/02-10/15/05 

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

Mn/DOT was req!-,Jired by MN State Law to prepare an Environmental Assessment for-the 4-Lane expansion of TH 14 
on the west edge of North Mankato. Lacking the personnel to prepare the document and the expertise to conduct much 
of the environmental analyses, the contract was necessary. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
2,228.25 l Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $177,344.95 
Source of Funding: 
District Consultant Budget 

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: · 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!,~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: l Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

l~-o5-l15 
Date 



( 

( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Arrowhead Regional DeveloQment Commission 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
District One Long Range Plan 78507 WO 15 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A43921 
Project Duration (Dates): 
12/31 /02 - 9/30/05 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
Develop a long range transportation plan (2006- 2030) for the eight county region of Northeastern 
Minnesota on conduct planning team and steering team meeting, public inputsession, compile project lists, 
funding sources and prepare a final Investment Plan. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $65,290.00 State 

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

The Arrowhead Regional Development Commission is the only contractor that holds a Master Contract for 
this type 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~·7l{uz_,, 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/~-1)5-tJ 5 
Date 



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 con.tract over 
$50,000.00. 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680! with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik and Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Municipal 
Separate Storm Sewer Permit 
Application 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83353 

CFMS Contract Number: A48765 

Project Duration (Dates): 
June 4, 2003 - June 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide services necessary to comply with the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Phase II and prepare a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit Application as 
required by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency and the United States Environmental Protection Agency. 

The work was contracted because personnel with the necessary expertise were not available to provide this 
one-time service when needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 10171 Total Contract Amount: 
$1,498,919.78 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/cZ-05·-0 ~ 
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: Aero Metric {d/b/a) Markhurd Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
88745 

CFMS Contract Number: A-80670 

Project Duration (Dates): 9/16/05 to 11/22/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to complete Aerial Triangulations, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 1-94, (from Rogers to Monticello), District 3 / Project 
number 8680F. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping~ but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $72,990.00 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 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. 

// 
I ; , . u ~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

;SJ - 5 - 05 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

AgreementNo. 8817 Lf 5 Typeofwork ?4,,fo(1r,a_____.,.L--,.,ef:c,c_ ffcyJ/101-
District/Office [) -· 3 Work Type Code / () o / (7 

S.P. 8b8/Fr.H. I. - 91J._ Location fu,=,.., RocJ.?<J. t, \11/e({ f;i,,c{ of 
Contractor M Ci c: kV\ u cc&, \ No,,,+, 'ce / L 
Subcontractor -________ _...:,_ __ 
Subcontractor 
Contract Period: -Cj-" __ /_b_, __ 0_5_; _( _{ ___ 2_2 -0 5; 0 -3 0 ~ (} b 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost:$ 72 °!7 0 = Orig Cost: $ V:J,] IO-+ Amended Cost: $ @ -7=-----

Amended cost for: ""' Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

J. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Reguirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. 

9t ·Co~(estim.atiOn/Bliclg~f:i;=.·.,' 
mitiagehi~rt(· . . 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

ProjectM~ 

i~, !ll. 
( ~/Lt~, ~<440~ 

Print Name · 

~ Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

Rating 

Average 
3 Points 

Below 
Average 
2 Points 

Poor 
1 Point 

Total PointsSb 
(Maximum points 36) 

I . 

. (Z7ftf;:? ri:~✓ 
Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



( 

( 
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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: Aero Metric {d/b/a) Markhurd Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
88745 

CFMS Contract Number: A-80670 

Project Duration (Dates): 9/16/05 to 11/22/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to complete Aerial Triangulations, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 1-94, (from Rogers to Monticello), District 3 / Project 
number 8680F. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping~ but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $72,990.00 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 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. 

.1 ! . 1 /I~ {_ t . \ ~<----
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

1~ •- s ~-o 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contr·acts 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: MD Atlantic Technologies Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-79400 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 88591 Project Duration (Dates): 8/18/05 to 11 /15/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway I-35W, (from 1-694 to North Jct. of I-35E), Metro 
District/ Project number 0280-53. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

-------- --

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $72,516.00 Source of Funding: UM, 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 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. 

Ca_vz_~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

1a - s - 06 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

AgreementNo. 88.59 / _ Typeofwork f1ioioJnJ1 V\11baehc__ /\..{4f /J?)-
District/Office t\.Ae:tc;i l-<. Work Type Code lo~ l 
S.P. 0)80~5] TOH. L35'::Af Location FoVVl [_(/il( fo A£.'.:Se-±,o(r-J5l 
Contractor /\II D At I a t:l i CL. r~ . 
Subcontractor ---------------
Subcontractor 
Contract Period: -g-_J_8_.--_o_5_. ,-. (-I --1-·s _() 5 ; b _3 0 - 0 b 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $rr;);,5!{, ~ Orig Cost: $7~6 5/1:, -+ Amended Cost:$----'¢~· __ 

Amended cost for: ~ Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
· Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

9/it~~!;t~~p/Bh~i~f<?F ,, 
Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Maplger: 

~":¥~-~ MlAt .<St-dtll-0,vet{E?_) -· · · I Pnnffiame 

~· Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

I 
//' 

Rating 

Average 
3Points 

Below 
Average 
2 Po·ints 

Total Points 3 l 
(J\1aximum points 36) 

Poor 
1 Point 

~-+--t:-h4-----'-v ./ j/ 
H r;;~~9-f f-1 C::: l"t !2 4;.J 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner,. Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice . . 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Associates, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
SP 5203-85 TH 14 North Mankato EA 78459W02 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A38539 
Project Duration (Dates): 
8/16/02-10/15/05 

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

Mn/DOT was reqµired by MN State Law to prepare an Environmental Assessment for the 4-Lane expansion of TH 14 
on the west edge of North Mankato. Lacking the personnel to prepare the document and the expertise to conduct much 
of the environmental analyses, the contract was necessary. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
2,228.25 Contract: $177,344.95 District Consultant Budget 

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: · 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

l~ - o5- L>5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration iti • 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 78459W02 

District/Office 7 -------

Type of work Environmental Assessment 

Work Type Code PD 

S.P. 5203-85 T.H. H_ Location Nicollet CSAH 6 to LorRay Drive in North Mankato 

Contractor Bonesstroo, Rosene, Ankerlik & Assoc., Inc. 

Subcontractor SBP & Associates 

Subcontractor ------------
Contract Period: Aug. 16, 2002 

Work Start Date 
_______ , October 15, 2005 

Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost:$ 185,103.35 = Orig Cost:$ 151,351.15 + Amended Cost: $~752.20 

Amended cost for: ,-..J Overrun ,-..J Additional Work Number of Amendments 3 

Item Rating Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above Below 

Average Average Average I Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality I I I 2.75 

2. Work Performance 3.5 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT I 3 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete· and I I 3 
on time 

5. Project related co_operation I I 3 

6. QA/QC plan conformance I I I 2.5 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points 29 

/ / 
,~i 

'11 

(Maximum points 36) 

Agr~e~ent Administrator: 
,,,, I 

c ~~-·C-<:- /?·1 · :.,.L.---c.e-.._____ 
( ( Craig M. elber ) 

Print Name Print Name 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Office of Consultant Services, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards .. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• · Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 
Bonestroo did an excellent job in terms of keeping the project moving, providing what we 

· needed, when we needed it, and providing information in a Mn/DOT friendly formats. 

The first draft of the EA would have preferably been better - easier to understand, more well 

organized - but corrections were made. 

The wetland work was originally not complete, then somewhat slow in coming and not well 

organized. The lower scores in the rating reflect these two items, with the wetland issue being 

the more serious of the two. 

:\user\consult\fonns\evaluation. 898 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Arrowhead Regional Development Commission A43921 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
District One Long Range Plan 78507 WO 15 12/31 /02 - 9/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
Develop a long range transportation plan (2006- 2030) for the eight county region of Northeastern 
Minnesota on conduct planning team and steering team meeting, public inputsession, compile project lists, 
funding sources and prepare a final Investment Plan. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $65,290.00 State 

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

The Arrowhead Regional Development Commission is the only contractor that holds a Master Contract for 
this type 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ ~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff-Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/c:::2,- I) 5 - {) 5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 78507-15 Type of Work Planning & Technical Assistance 

Work Type Code 
. ,./i;~·{~\JT';J·~~~ 

Location Northeast Minnesota✓.-~~:} •• \.:: .y 1-
1 

~,::. ,.::/?;i,, 
;;: ·•<';· y• .;_ 1,,-f) 

/[t-~'$ ~ ~\.'<-h 
,1,r:, fi!f"ivi <--' 
!:,''~.. • .. ,,ii ;)vp ,...._:; 
!::~: iU:c(,/ ... ifJS '..-: 
l~.,_,, '···LJ VE[) . 
r- ~ 
t"t-·,-:! CO/,l"U Or: f'~ 

,,,,. .. .,, ANr -t: ,_e:::-.::"f). 

District/Office D-1 {Duluth) 

T.H. 999 S.P. 8821-93 

Contractor Arrowhead Regional Development Commission (ARDC) 

Subcontractor 

Subcontractor 
'( 

v.:i Lr_ ""--t 

.,,.., ') ,~.,,n, :,,:ft. 

Contract Period: January 1, 2003 , September 30, 2005 ; December 3 f$J9o_5 ~ ·~~~;fl 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date '~/:? / ... g C .\J r;_,._;;/ 

. ~~~,;.-' 

Total Contract Cost: $ 65,290.00 = Ong Cost: $ 65,290.00 + Amended Cost: $___ -
Amended cost for: □ Overrun □ Additional Work Number of Amendments 1 

Item Rating 
1-6 by Project Manager 

7-9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

t=f~ 
Print Name 

(for additional time) 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Rating 

Average 
3 Points 

Below 
Average 
2 Points 

Poor 
1 Point 

Total Points 3 3 
(Maximum pomts 36) 

Contract Administrator: 

~~?D 
(RobertaP. Dwyer) ~ 

Print Name 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



D'efinitions 
Above Average: · 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manager is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average: 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• ProJ ect Manager is informed of key milestones 

Below Average: 
• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 

Poor: 

• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comment: 

The ARDC provided quality staff services to Mn/DOT District 1 for development of the 

Northeast Minnesota Long Range Transportation Plan for Fiscal Years 2008-2030. Staff services 

included facilitating and participating in regional and public meetings, providing regional 

background information, data and modal inventories, GIS mapping, technical assistance in 

development of the plan and preparation and publication of the draft and final plan and Executive 

Summary. The plan is also available on Mn/DOT's website www.oim.dot.state.rnn.us/ District 

Long Range Transportation Plans. Mn/DOT delays in providing statewide district plan guidance 

resulted in a need for additional time and a contract amendment. 



( 
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' ' Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Johnson Laffen Galloway Architects A45404 
Project Name (if applicable): J Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Joint Operations Facility: Thief River Falls 84619 July 2003 thru Dec 31, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The contract was to provide Architectural and Engineering Services for the design and construction documents for the 
Joint Operations Facility in Thief River Falls. The building will be used by MNDOT, MNDNR, State Patrol, Driver and 
Vehicle Services and Pennington County. 

The consultant was selected by the State Designer Selection Board. Due to the Size of the project and the timing to get 
the documents completed MNDOT and MNDNR did not have personnel available to do the project in house. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $377,900 Truck Highway & General Bonds 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&ut~&L/ I c:J.-,-o 5' - !J S 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

\ cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. M"I~ Type of work A RC.HlTec1URAL 
District/OfficeMA.,~,'J-lc.e, Work Type Code Ac_, 
S.P. TZl71-&f:> T.H. --- Location THrcF R'tveR f'°'LL~ 
Contractor ~N!0-1 LAFFcN ~y ~\1!:C-~ 
Subcontractor He~ ~ 
Subcontractor HM~ !=NQ..f<. 
ContractPeriod: JVI-:( t7, '2a:f$; 5e?r-\S)7.oo5; Dee. ~l. &os 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $4fJa1'4tO = Orig Cost:$ 48!?,000 + Amended Cost:$ 3\ ,4-00 

Amended cost for: ~ Overrun ~ Number of Amendments 1,_ 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperat~on 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Rating 

---------------.....-------1 
Above 

Average 
4 Points 

~ 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

X. 

X. 

X 
X. 

I X 

Total Points t)_.(0 
(Maximum points 36) 

I 
Poor 

1 Point 

(kbw.uo~d,,d"t) J (~~ ~•~,-
1 
f 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services S~MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Ayerage: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. · 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests.improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

C!oMSTR~o-lDx.lJMetJT:s WE;ie5~ 
~-ru, ~l1:CTO~ A® 
fj&:nQJ~e.~CT~I~ ~ 9,~~ 
TR-1\-t{ ~- . ®§tRttJ1~ . 

:\user\consult\fonns\evaluation.898 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( - Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Johnson Laffen Galloway Architects A45404 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Joint OQerations Facility: Thief River Falls 84619 July 2003 thru Dec 31, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The contract was to provide Architectural and Engineering Services for the design and construction documents for the 
Joint Operations Facility in Thief River Falls. The building will be used by MNDOT, MNDNR, State Patrol, Driver and 
Vehicle Services and Pennington County. 

The consultant was selected by the State Designer Selection Board. Due to the Size of the project and the timing to get 
the documents completed MNDOT and MNDNR did not have personnel available to do the project in house. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $377;900 Truck Highway & General Bonds 

If this was a sir:igle 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

I} . 
C/ld~,L/ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: r- Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

I e::2-,-o ~ - !J S 
Date 



( 

( 

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: Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik and Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Municipal 
Separate Storm Sewer Permit 
Application 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83353 

CFMS Contract Number: A48765 

Project Duration (Dates): 
June 4, 2003 - June 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide services necessary to comply with the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System Phase II and prepare a Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System Permit Application as 
required by the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency and the United States Environmental Protection Agency. 

The work was contracted because personnel with the necessary expertise were not available to provide this 
one-time service when needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 10171 Total Contract Amount: 
$1,498,919.78 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

f!auJ_~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/cZ-{)ff- {) ~ 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No.: 83353 

District/Office: Metro 

Type of work: MS4 Permit Application 

Work Type Code:_,__ 

S.P.: NIA T.H.: NIA Location: Metro District-wide 

Contractor: Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik and Associates, Inc. 

Subcontractor: AMEC Earth & Environmental~ Inc. 

Subcontractor ------------
Contract Period: June 4, 2003; 

Work Start Date 
June 30, 2005; 

Work Completion Date 
June 30, 2005 
Expiration Date 

- ;.;;;~ 

-'~ "'1"-~ £;: ..,,,~. 
V 

NOV 2005 cf:· 
_0-) Rft dVED ~j 
~ OF;/CE OF co] 
,,- CONSULTANT SERV .. -~' 

n ~ r'J 1J ,.a 
Total Contract Cost: $1,498,919.78 = Orig Cost: $1,498,919.78 + Amended Cost: NIA 

Amended cost for: ~ Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

(Cory Johnson} 
Print Name 

~ Additional Work Number of Amendments: Q 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

4 

?<-

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

y: 

)C 

Total Points 2 °f 
(Maximum points 36) 

Agreement Administrator: 

~~ 
~ (MarkHi~ / 

Print Name 

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to I!!ffBrunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 
The project manager responsibilities were reassigned to me in May 2005. During that time, the 

contractor delivered all of the products and services requested by me correctly and efficiently. 

Also during that time the contractor was asked to close the contract prior to the planned closing 

date. Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik, & Associates along with their subcontractor AMEC, 

responded very professionally and without delay to finalized several outstanding deliverables 

within the end of fiscal year constraints. I believe that some improvements can be made in future 

projects along the lines of timely invoicing. But overall I was pleased with the performance 

demonstrated by both organizations during my time as project manager. 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: STS Consultants, Ltd. 

Project Name (if applicable): Statewide 
Contaminated Materials Assistance for 
maintenance 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81340 Work Order 14 

CFMS Contract Number: A47986 

Project Duration (Dates): 
May 06, 2003 thru Sept 30, 2005 

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

This Work Order Contract provides State, with the assistance in dealing with Statewide problems associated with 
contaminated soil; contaminated ground water;. petroleum storage tanks or solid waste materials affecting State's 
maintenance operations as determined by state's Project Manager. In these situations, State's rapid response in 
dealing with the contamination problem is necessary to avoid interruption in the maintenance operations, and avoid 
potential negative impacts to the public or the environment. 

It was necessary to enter into this Work Order because time is of the essence to prevent damaged to the public or the 
environment due to contaminated ground water; petroleum storage tanks or solid waste leaks. The backlog and staff 
shortages over at the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), requires immediate action. Contractor is filling in for 
the MPCA must be on site within 36 hours of being notified. Contractor will perform monitoring, sampling, and 
documentation in accordance with the most current MPCA guidelines available at the time the work is completed, or as 
directed by State's Project Manager 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $157,990.57 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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 intent of this Contract was to identify possible sources of Contaminated ground water; petroleum storage 
tanks or solid waste leaks that could impact State Maintenance Sites. The results was sent to the Project 
Manager for inclusion of the Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment type research for up to five (5) potential 
known contaminated properties. 

Contractor completed this project on-time and well under budget. The quality of the reports was excellent. 

0iv-i 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

L...-L. 11 - d-_8 - 05 

Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION ~ tb 
Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be conl~deration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. :8 L2>YO W, O> IL{ Type of work 0tctk1~~-J\'J,<t ~ ~~~Jeot ~fetia.,{ S 

District/Office S~,~ Work Type Code _E_r_ 4s~r&t-cu'1 u_ ~y- ~
11 
V\,~e,e_ 

S.P. tf Pt; T.H. WA Location ~~\k 
Contractor S TS ~&L,t.,{ ~±-$; l ,T. D. 
Subcontractor 1'J. / A -

7 

Subcontractor--~~-~ /\iZA 
ContractPeriod: ~4,1 8003 ; 0°t('1:.0/o ~ :¼J-• 30 1 d--00$' 

Work Start Date Work Completion Date ~;f iration :batd r/"' 
Total Contract Cost: $ (57, q '10, 5p Orig Cost: $ /5}/f!iJ ,fit Amended Cost: $_"f-L-,=---

Amended cost for: - Overrun - Additional Work Number of Amendments 

Item Rating Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above Below 

Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality ?<-
2. Work Performance 

X-
3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 

Standards/Requirements X 
4. Deliverables Complete and 

A. on time 
5. Project related cooperation r:--
6. QA/QC plan conformance: )( 
7. Contract a~stration. · · · ·,.: ~ ·. .. . . •• ·! •;: • 

b( 
..., ·. 

.. i cooperation· . .- ., ... ,· • .•.. • 'i"• (': ... 

8 .. Iny·qic~s arid progress reports IY. 
. 

9. Cost estimation/budget __ ·()\· management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points 3 {o 
aximum points 36) 

Project Manager: 
;/ -~ . 

Cont _0.5rvOt/ O~ 

) ( CZ.A [vrN C , ?. 0 0 _cy'::>Or'-1 
Print Name 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



( 

( 

" 

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. 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Sto-2_ 680, with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Service Engineering Group. CFMS Contract Number: A49667 

Project Name: Contaminated Materials I Mn/DOT Agreement No. I Project Duration (Dates): 
Assistance During Construction 81339 Work Order 12 Jun 18, 2003 thru Sep 30, 2005 
State plans construction along Trunk Highway 10 Bridge, near Fargo, North Dakota and Moorhead, Minnesota. 
Consultant will provide assistance to State in properly dealing with contaminated soil encountered during the 
construction project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Contract Amount: 
$65,438.35 

Source of Funding: 
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 project was contracted out to Consultant because State did not have the staff available at the 
time needed to perform the task needed during construction along the Trunk Highway 10 Bridge near Fargo, North 
Dak_ota and Moorhead, Minnesota. 

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: Consultant performed very well on all of 
the tasks required for Contaminated Materials Assistance during construction. Contract was amended twice. 
Amendment 01 was for additional cost of $28,990.50. This cost was needed because a Petroleum Underground Tank 
was discovered on the project site during investigation. Consultant needed more time to perform soil sampling and 
reporting needed to properly document the Petroleum Underground Tank removal and reporting. Amendment 02 was 
for additional time needed to write the final report. The Contract requirements were handled in a timely manner with 
minimal guidance from State. Overall, Consultant completed the work in a professional manner and very proficiently. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Ad min 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

11-~&-C> 5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 6\ ~64 W,CL l 2.. Type of work ~~lh.,e-)eJ //ltiffl~ (l}-ss,Sfarl~ 1 

District/Office '-/: Work Type Code G J:-
S .P. IL/13-03 T.H. LO Location Mo-o..,-h12t;;i_d 
Contractor Se..,v i c12_ CVJ@i h eer(rig ~ 
Subcontractor __________ _ 

Subcontractor __________ _ 

Contract Period: J Li,¥\f 2(p
1 

lDD3; f\Lt.G, ·~I) 2005- Se_p ~- 3C>I ;)-0-0~ 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiralion Date 

Total Contract Cost: $Q lf¥8~5D.: Orig Cost: $3~ l/SQ,oO+ Amended Cost: $2~,qqo, So 

Amended cost for: - Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration·.·.· · 
. · .:- cooperation .. : 

8 .. Iny9ic~s ~d progre~s reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget_. 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

ProjectManager: n~ 

~ 12~ 
( N0--\f\~V l f2CAa ~ ) 

Prm~Nmne 

-LAd~al Work_J Number of Amendments 2-

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

X 
)( 

X 

)>( 

X 
)C 

. ·,; . . ~ ·. . . . . . ·i '·: • 

. 'A ... 
: .. 

... 
. . , .· . 

~-

-~ 

Total Points 3 "':> 

11f,1f,i 
( 1¥-1'-"DJ C,Koi?>~ 

PrintNmne 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: . 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed ~f project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• · Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
e Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

:\user\consult\fonns\evaluation.898 
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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: Service Engineering Group. CFMS Contract Number: A49667 

Project Name: Contaminated Materials I Mn/DOT Agreement No. I Project Duration (Dates): 
Assistance During Construction 81339 Work Order 12 Jun 18, 2003 thru Sep 30, 2005 
State plans construction along Trunk Highway 1 O Bridge, near Fargo, North Dakota and Moorhead, Minnesota. 
Consultant will provide assistance to State in properly dealing with contaminated soil encountered during the 

· construction project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Contract Amount: 
$65,438.35 

Source of Funding: 
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 project was contracted out to Consultant because State did not have the staff available at the 
time needed to perform the task needed during construction along the Trunk Highway 10 Bridge near Fargo, North 
Dak.ota and Moorhead, Minnesota. 

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: Consultant performed very well on all of 
the tasks required for Contaminated Materials Assistance during construction. Contract was amended twice. 
Amendment 01 was for additional cost of $28,990.50. This cost was needed because a Petroleum Underground Tank 
was discovered on the project site during investigation. Consultant needed more time to perform soil sampling and 
reporting needed to properly document the Petroleum Underground Tank removal and reporting. Amendment 02 was 
for additional time needed to write the final report. The Contract requirements were handled in a timely manner with 
minimal guidance from State. Overall, Consultant completed the work in a professional manner and very proficiently. 

{!,e»i_d ~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

I J'"'.'" ,;2,&-0 5 
Date 



l 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: STS Consultants, Ltd. 

Project Name (if applicable): Statewide 
Contaminated Materials Assistance for 
maintenance 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81340 Work Order 14 

CFMS Contract Number: A47986 

Project Duration (Dates): 
May 06, 2003 thru Sept 30, 2005 

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

This Work Order Contract provides State, with the assistance in dealing with Statewide problems associated with 
contaminated soil; contaminated ground wateri petroleum storage tanks or solid waste materials affecting Sta_te's 
maintenance operations as determined by state's Project Manager. In these situations, State's rapid response in 
dealing with the contamination problem is necessary to avoid interruption in the maintenance operations, and avoid 
potential negative impacts to the public or the environment. 

It was necessary to enter into this Work Order because time is of the essence to prevent damaged to the public or the 
environment due to contaminated ground water; petroleum storage tanks or solid waste leaks. The backlog and staff 
shortages over at the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA), requires immediate action. Contractor is filling in for 
the MPCA must be on site within 36 hours of being notified._ Contractor will perform monitoring, sampling, and 
documentation in accordance with the most current MPCA guidelines available at the time the work is completed, or as 
directed by State's Project Manager 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $157,990.57 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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 intent of this Contract was to identify possible sources of Contaminated ground water; petroleum storage 
tanks or solid waste leaks that could impact State Maintenance Sites. The results was sent to the Project 
Manager for inclusion of the Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment type research for up to five (5) potential 
known contaminated properties. 

Contractor completed this project on-time and well under budget. The quality of the reports was excellent. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

ir-d._8-CJS 
Date 



( 

( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
SRF Consulting Group Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Development and Testing of a Portable 
Non-Intrusive Traffic Detection System 
{PNITDS) TPF-5(073) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82139, WO 5 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A50002 
Project Duration (Dates): 

. June 2, 2003 - September 30, 2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
Mn/DOT is serving as lead state for this pooled fund project to further the development and testing a portable non­
intrusive traffic detection system by providing data collection practitioners with a cost-effective design of a PNITDS 
system and an independent assessment of a variety of detection technologies. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $222,988.00 

Source of Funding: 
Pooled Fund 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

ii Carol Mo~'c!.-li!?c:!:::si~ I I- /~-tJ5 
Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No._8_2_1_3_9 ___ _ Type of work _R_e_se_a_r_ch ____ _ 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 

Contract Period: June 2, 2003 ; September 30, 2005 
Start Date Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$177,988.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(NIA) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$ 19.i 000. 00 = 

Final Cost: 

$222,988.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

c..: 

L 

~ 
L{ 
y 

N/A I 

f 
3 
3 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points --2._1 
(Maximum points 36) 

Project Manager: Contract AdrJlinistrator: 0 /1 

✓-/~ 

pm Klessig 

Poor 
1 Point 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

0J fl l~t) ec+tJ.. h~Y)S Of\ 

+-\~• w ,~ V i4 ~.S1:,~.1S~A~<.<. 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 'days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
SRF Consulting Group, Inc. A48002 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
INV 645: Implementation of Research 
Findings (2003-2005) I 83994 I 5/1/2003 - 9/30/2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of this study is to communicate current technologies, as they are implemented throughout Minnesota and 
the rest of the country, to local county and city agencies. The study is administered through an advisory committee 
which has selected a wide variety of topics, all having applications for city and county use. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $199,968.00 

Source of Funding: 
LRRB 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&m~ //--- 14 - f) 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. ___ 83 __ 9;....;9 __ 4~--- Type of work Research ____ _ 

District/Office ... Investment Management 

Contractor ... SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 

Contract Period: 5/1/2003 
Start Date 

9/30/2005 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$199,968.00 

Amendment Cost( s) 

+ $_NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$199,968.00 

Item Rating Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

1 . Product Quality X 

2. Work Performance X 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT X 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and X 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation X 

6. QA/QC plan conformance NA 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration X 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress X 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget X 

management 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ___ -2- Y 
(Maximum points ~ 32.. 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

dJ;MK 
Clark Moe 

t/4LJ:1t1~ 
vl< Clark'7 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 



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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
HNTB Corporation, Inc. A59834 
Project Name (if applicable): 1 Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 2121 D/B Documents 83591 Work Order 8 3/04 - 7/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract was for the purpose of developing the necessary documents to facilitate a design/build contruction 
project. 

Mn/DOT is learning the design/build process. We hired a consultant to show us how the documents would be 
developed to facilitate such a process. Part of the learning involved in this contract was a knowledge transfer tasks 
to teach us how to do similar future projects. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
7 2-lPS, 7 5 Contract: $1,136,638.99 Trunk highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/IJ-3/-() 5 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 83591 W08 

District/Office Metro -~:...-,.__. __ _ 
Type of work Design/Build Documents 

Work Type Code .DJ3 
S.P. 1017-12 T.H. 212 Location 

Contractor HNTB Corporation, Inc. 

Subcontractor -----------
Subcontractor -----------

-----

Contract Period: 3/26/04 ; ,.f1,.q f 05 ; 7/31/05 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $1,360,848.12 = Original Cost: $1,360,848.12 + Amended Cost: $_0_ 

Amended cost for: □ Overrun X Additional Work Number of Amendments _L 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above 

Average 
4 Points 

1. Product Quality I 13.0 

Rating 

Average 
3 Points 

Below 
Average 
2 Points 

2. Work Performance I 13.25 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT I 13.0 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 14.0 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 14.0 

6. QA/QC plan conformance I 13.5 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ;lDt.75 
(M~imum points 36) 

( ) 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services, MS 680 

Poor 
1 Point 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 

• 
• 

Average 

Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 
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Report on Profes.sional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A55660 
Gemini Research 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Statewide Farmstead Study 82693 WO 13 10/17/03 - 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

MnDOT projects potentially impact hundreds of farmsteads every year and both contractors and staff 
must work through individual National Register evaluations on a case-by case basis. The farmstead 
study will provide all cultural resource professionals in the state with a consistent set of criteria for 
National Register eligibility. This will streamline the Section 106 on a prolific property types in 
Minnesota. 

The work needs to be completed by a person who meets the Secretary of Interior's Professional 
Standards for Historian and one who is familiar with the Section 106 process required under all 
federal undertakings. Our office does not have the staff to complete a project of this scale. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 2946 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $220,678.73 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

~0-3J- () s 
Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 82693_W. 0. 13_ Type of work _Phase I and II Cultural Resource 

Investigation/ Statewide Farmstead Study_ 

District/Office _Cultural Resource . Work Type Code CR 
S.P. none_ T.H. _NIA_ Location _State Wide Farmstead Study 

Contractor _Gemini Research. ____________ _ 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Contract Period: _Nov 3, 2003_; _ 
Work Start Date 

· _June 1, 2005_; _December 31, 2005_ 
Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $220, 687 .00_ = Orig Cost: $220, 687.00_ + Amended Cost: $0.00_ 

Amended cost for: D Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

( Jackie Sluss 
Print Name 

) 

D Additional Work Number of Amendments _O_ 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

'} 
~ 
'x. 
Total Points _33._. 
(Maximum points 36) 

Poor 
1 Point 

,r, --- ) ,0 )is1to 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 
• Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
• Deliverables meet standards. 
• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 
The contractor is extremely reliable and performs at a consistently high level of expertise. 

: \user\consult\f orms\evaluation. 898 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable):Optimization of I Mn/DOT Agreement 
Snow and Ice Operations No.:85962 

CFMS Contract Number:A59676 

Project Duration (Dates): 
3/22/04-6/30/05 

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

Please see work plan and deliverables for the purpose of the contract. 
It was necessary to hire a contractor for this work. Mn/DOT maintenance does not currently have the expertise or the 
staff to do this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1298.00 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $120,000.00 

Source of Funding: Maintenance 
Consultant Allocation 

tJI 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
-Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

ID - 31-() 5 
Date 



CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No. 85962 Type of work: Design of a Snow and Ice Optimization Program 

District/Office Central Office Work Type Code _M_C __ _ 

S.P. ____ _ T.H. ___ _ Location ____________ _ 

Contractor .. Short Elliott Hendrickson2 Inc. 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Subcontractor ___________ _ 

Contract Period: 3/22/04 6/28/05 6/30/2005. 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $_120,000.00 = Orig Cost: $ ____ + Amended Cost: 

Amended cost for: D Overrun 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

Benjamin Zwart __ 
( ) 

Print Name 

□ Additional Work Number of Amendments ~ 

X 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 

X 

X 

X 

X 

)( 

x-
X, 

3 Points 2 Points 

X 

Total Points J_ '1 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: 

UJv l/VY)QJvL~w 
( H-e ii ssa kcbinn1 > ) 

Print Name 

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
• Deliverables exceed standards. 
• Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
• Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
• Contractor needs little or no direction. 

• 
• 

Average 

Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor·unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

Tue 'l W «e . ~bi± I o...-\-.e. _ i o % e.±:n o ~ LL s pr oC£clu.re. 
~ t -1 L. ( I I _, -hi,{; , I 1 \&~~;/~er=~~~l Z'~;~~~mmeo ~Ol lnCQ" 

d +1,'Yle. e~-ten~ion 
OJ A/\tv, Clt'YUW\+5 \N ef\e-
Wv i ittn be ro u~ of ±h-e 
dela~ 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 680 alo_ng with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable):Optimization of I Mn/DOT Agreement 
Snow and Ice Operations No.:85962 

CFMS Contract Number:A59676 

Project Duration (Dates): 
3/22/04-6/30/05 

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

Please see work plan and deliverables for the purpose of the contract. 
It was necessary to hire a contractor for this work. Mn/DOT maintenance does not currently have the expertise or the 
staff to do this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1298.00 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $120,000.00 

Source of Funding: Maintenance 
Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&.ol.~ 
-Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ... Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/0 - 31-() 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A55660 
Gemini Research 
Project Name (if applicable): 1 Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Statewide Farmstead Study_ 82693 WO 13 . 10/17/03 - 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

MnDOT projects potentially impact hundreds of farmsteads every year and both contractors and staff 
must work through individual National Register evaluations on a case-by case basis. The farmstead 
study will provide all cultural resource professionals in the state with a consistent set of criteria for 
National Register eligibility. This will streamline the Section 106 on a prolific·property types in 
Minnesota. 

The work needs to be completed by a person who meets the Secretary of Interior's Professional 
Standards for Historian and one who is familiar with the Section 106 process required under all 
federal undertakings. Our office does not Ii.ave the staff to complete a project of this scale. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 2946 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $220,678.73 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f!&J-l~u 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ' Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/0-3 J- 0 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
HNTB Corporation, Inc. A59834 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 2121 D/B Documents 83591 Work Order 8 3/04 - 7/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract was for the purpose of developing the necessary documents to facilitate a design/build contruction 
. project. 

Mn/DOT is learning the design/build process. We hired a consultant to show us how the documents would be 
developed to facilitate ·such a process. Part of the learning involved in this contract was a knowledge transfer tasks 
to teach us how to do similar future projects . 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
7 2..l?S. 7 5 Contract: $1,136,638.99 Trunk highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: • Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/tJ-31-tJ 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Cost/Benefit Study of Spring Load 
Restrictions 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 47 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A40333 

Project Duration (Dates): 
August 26, 2002 - April 30, 2005 

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

The main objective of this study is to determine the economic benefit/cost of spring load restrictions based on the 
findings to determine the optimal restrictions (increase) or heavy load taxes to minimize the combined cost of 
infrastructure and cost to the industry and commuters. In order to accomplish this ultimate complex objective a number 
of intermediate objectives would have to be accomplished first: 

• Review and synthesize the freeze-thaw effect on material properties and structural capacity to determine how 
changes in material properties translate into increase/reduced life of pavement 

• Assign pavement-associated cost/benefits to levels of increased/reduced damage 
• Determine the demand patterns of large trucks throughout the year 
• Estimate the value of freight movement on the road network 
• Estimate costs of substitute vehicle, routes, modes, schedules 
• Assign industry associated costs/benefits to various levels of increased/reduced damage 
• Develop the optimal combination of taxes and restrictions and network improvements 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $300,195.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: · 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f{)W_~ Jt) -c:31~ 05 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, WO 47 Type of work -----.;R~e.;;;;..;s~e~a~rc;;;..;.h.;.-___ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: August 26, 2002 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$300,195.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

April 30, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

$NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$300.195.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

X. 
I 

X 
X. 

'f.. 
NIA NIA NIA NIA 

>( 

·y_ 
V 

X 
Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points / & 

(Maximum points W 32) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

Ji'«MN 
Anita Benson Sue Lodahl 

freu1ox_s frl - /!nn hele l/a1._ 
7\,,,.,, I !tJ --t;. L /I t" ""'"' 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations . 
Deliverables exceed standards . 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly . 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred . 
Contractor needs little or no direction . 
Contractor responsive to requests . 
Contractor suggests improvements . 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less . 
Deliverables meet standards . 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones . 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms . 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply . 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce . 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction . 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests . 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks . 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations . 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT . 

Al:m)( ft!mfnt_Afs i!iom /1,li 
7 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A-46430 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
INV 774: Driver Assistive Systems for Rural 
Applications: A Path to Deployment I 81655, WO 16 I 11/19/2001 -10/31/2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The first component of this project is to develop and implement an automated means to collect geospatial data and 
process it as a means to create a geospatial database suitable for use in driver assistive systems. The second 
component is to form partnerships with county engineers who are responsible for snow removal in difficult 
environmental and visibility conditions. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $141,860.00 

Source of Funding: 
LRRB 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ lo -!l--05' 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

(' 
' -~ • ' 1-4., . 

'. ' 
; 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, WO 16 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: 11/19/2001 

Type of work -.;....;R..;;..es.;;...e;;...;;a;.;;.;..rc.;;...h ________ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$_H.1.i860.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

10/31/2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

$ N/A 

Final Cost: 

$141,860.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

'-/ 
.L/ 

3 

3 
tf 

NIA 

~ 
~ 

~ 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points~ 
(~aximum points W 32) 

Project Manager: 

1
dnh5iu i £il!#7/~u5 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

. ( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Widseth, Smith, Nolting & Assoc., Inc. CFMS Contract Number:A63544 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
86640 6-28-04 to 9-30-05 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The contract purpose was for detailed design. This contract was necessary to mitigate a large design load being 
handled by the District at the time. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $53,386.04 District 4 consultant set asides 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: - Paul Ste.mbler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

I0-/0·-{)5 
Date 



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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:A69731 

STS Consultants, Ltd. 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: · 1 Project Duration (Dates): 

Random Borings 87189 · 10/22/04 to 9/1/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To provide the District with information obtained form soil borings (solid and Hollow-Stem), cores and cone penetration 
testing ( cpt). · This work may be requested to be performed at various sites throughout District-7 and usually where · 
information is needed in a very short timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 675 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $53,890.71 D7 Consultant Budget 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ~ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/0-1!)-{) 5 
Date 



( 

( 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Mnnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Earth Pressure Behind Retaining Walls 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 19 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A22748 
Project Duration (Dates): 
September 10, 2001 - March 31, 2005 

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

(1) to determine strength parameters of a typical backfill material; (2) to instrument and monitor a retaining wall; (3) to 
estimate earth pressures and wall displacements (translation and rotation); (4) to compare the response of the wall to 
the assumed design behavior; and (5) to calculate load and resistance factors for the retaining wall. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $178,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
STIP 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ 7'o,,-t ,._ ~ 10•~'1-oS 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

\\J 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No.81655 0ot/! 1 
District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: 9/10/2001 

Type of work Research ____ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$178,000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

g 

3/31/2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$ N/A = 

' 

Final Cost: 

$ ~ 000. 00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

NIA 

~ 
X 

I( 

a ~ 

Poor 
1 Point 

_,/ 

(Maximum points aa 32) 

Project Manager: 

' ,-



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
West Central Initiative A50314 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Transportation Planning ~ 8 9io4 3 July 1, 2003 to June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

District 4 does not have a Regional Development Commission (RDC) for nine of the twelve counties within District 4. 
West Central Initiative (WCI) has an established transportation planning process and provides economic development 
planning services to the region. · WCI has established the community involvement and support, local government 
relationships, professional personnel (including administrative support), and equipment (computers and necessary 
software) to complete the tasks required by Mn/DOT District 4. There are no other non-profit organizations in the region 
capable of providing the necessa.ry services. 

Billable Hours {if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $100,000 Trunk Highway 

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

See above paragraph 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/6--3,o5 
Date 



( 

( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section~ Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Twin Ports Testing A65213 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
District Wide Asbestos Abatement 83113 WO 2 8/3/04 - 5/31/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract was for the removal and oversight of asbestos abatement. The asbestos was in buildings to be removed 
for highway construction. The State does not have certified asbestos removal personnel on staff. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $61,350.14 State funds 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

c~ ~n~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: I Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

1 {) -S-·os· 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

-( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A-55145 
TBE Group (subconsultant~Erivirosciencel 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement I Project Duration (Dates): 
1-494 Design Build_ Project No.:85680 October 17, 2003 - October.31, 2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to provide design-build project subsurface utility engineering services for the 
project. 

Deliverables included project doc:µmentation showing X, Y, and Z coordinates of utilities located within the 
project limits; provide the State with copies of diaries and correspondence that document work-related 
communications between the Contractor, utility owners, outside agencies, and/or private landowners; obtain 
all necessary permits and rights of entryJrom the State, local jurisdictions, and/or private landowners; and provide all 
maintenance and traffic control to perform the work. All maintenance and traffic control 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

1 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $290,819.10 · Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

I 6 -- 3 -t!J 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this fonn to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto~ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: URS Corporation 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Statewide Commercial Vehicle 
Enforcement Strategic Plan 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86708 

CFMS Contract Number: A72091 
Project Duration (Dates): 
1-26-05 to June 30, 2005 

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

(3) State is in need of expertise and the services necessary to develop a Statewide Commercial Vehicle Weight 
Enforcement Strategic Plan. Development of a strategic plan will help clarify agency and office roles and 
responsibilities, and the future direction of truck weight compliance strategies. This plan will enhance coordination of 
Departmental weight enforcement activities with those of the Minnesota State Patrol, Commercial Vehicle 
Enforcement section (MSP) and, possibly, local road authorities. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

<o4 B · 5 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: Not to exceed 
$74,964 

Source of Funding: 
Consultant dollars 

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: 

SEE A TT ACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: r Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration -
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/()-3--()S 

Date 



( 

l 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail ?top 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
TH 12 at CSAH 29 77969 W01 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A29979 
Project Duration (Dates): 
12/1 0/01 - 8/31 /05 

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

Detailed construction plans for the reconstruction of TH 12 with new left and right turn lanes and widened 
shoulders and realignment with CSAH 29 in Maple Plain, MN. 

Workforce analysis showed no personnel available to perform the design within the time period needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
3756.50 

· 1 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $299,915.28 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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 objedives of the contract: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

9-~ 'ff-{) 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

'( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Iowa State University 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Forecasts and Observations of Frost on 
Bridges~ (Aurora) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82617, WO 2 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A44279 
Project Duration (Dates): 
January 2, 2003 - April 29, 2005 

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

Produce a bridge frost-forecasting method that will provide a more accurate prediction of the occurrences and timing of 
bridge frost. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $84,205.00 

Source of Funding: 
Pooled Fund 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~CWJ 9 - d3 -{):5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File f, 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 82617. WO 2 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor Iowa State University 

Contract Period: January 2, 2003; 

Type of work .,;._R_e....,..s_ea__,;r_;;.c..;...;.h ____ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$fil000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

+ 

April 29, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$Mi205.00 = 

Final Cost: 

$~205.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

> 
X. 

X 
x -

>< 
>-
>' 
~ 

,X 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points c:;J 7 
(Maximum points 36 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

Curt Pape 
~✓~ 

Sue Kahle 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor:-

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statute$ Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson 
Project Name (if applicable): 

T.H. 47 signal Optimization 
Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
87428 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A73857 
Project Duration (Dates): 
3/25/05-6/30/05 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
This project included signal optimization of 16 intersections along TH 47 from 37th Ave in Columbia Heights to 
University Ave in Blaine (State control zones 100 and 111 ). The contract was necessary because the Metro signal 
operations staff was assigned to other corridors and was not be available to do the contracted work. It was reasonable to 
contract out this work because it was a more challenging to optimize timing on this corridor than the corridors the 
Mn/DOT staff is scheduled to work on, so the challenging corridors can be done in a timely manner. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
706.20 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $63,617.38 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway · 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&~ ~n~L--
caro, Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

C/-1~ -t) 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: HNTB Corp. CFMS Contract Number: A49842 

Project Na-me (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
. Final Design M&E Systems Bridge 4654 85254 · June 30, 2003 thru June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

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

This contract was for the final design of the Mechanical and Electrical (M&E) Systems for the $5,000,000 Stillwater Lift 
Bridge Renovation Project. 

Contractor was retained under a previous contract to conduct a study of the Stillwater Lift Bridge to evaluate its 
structural, mechanical, and electrical condition and needs. State did not possess the mechanical and electrical 
personnel necessary to conduct such a study. Contractor was logically retained for final M&E based on their complete 
knowledge of ~he bridge needs and to provide continuity with the St. Croix Stakeholder Group. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: aq I&, Contract: $326,061.90 Trunk Highway 

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

As stated above Contractor conducted a study of the Stillwater Bridge's needs. It was to the State's benefit to continue 
with them through final design. Also HNTB had worked closely with the Stillwater Lift Bridge Stakeholder Group and it 
was necessary to continue with them to retain overall project continuity. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

0 ~ . () . 
L /t~IY-Z--'10/J-~CU-A--

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

9 - 1~-t)~ 

Date 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section! Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A28146 
SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): T.H. 169 l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): July 18, 2001 
Preliminary Design 81637 through June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Contract purpose was to provide preliminary design and environmental studies for Trunk Highway 169 between County 
State Aid Highway 1 in Bloomington and Valley View Road in Edina, including interchanges at Pioneer Trail, Anderson 
Lakes Parkway/ Bloomington Ferry Road, 1-494 / Highwood Drive, and Valley View Road; prepare and submit Years 
2001 and 2003 Federal STP funding submittals; provide additional traffic modeling due to change in FHWA modeling 
requirements; and complete additional CORSIM modeling to resolve local access issues at system to system 
interchanges. · 

The contract was initially entered into due to a lack of internal resources necessary to develop project documentation 
and plans to identify right of way needs for the high priority interregional corridor project(s). Amendments were added at 
management direction to address the 2003 State Bonding program, FHWA modeling, and local access determination 
that could not be handled because of lack of necessary internal resources to meet critical letting and funding timelines. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 37,461.5 

I 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $2,663,990.71 

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway 

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

The Department decision to select the high priority interregional corridor for FY 2001 IRC / Bottleneck funds required a 
contractor familiar with the identified project limits in order to meet the established February 2003 date for right of way 
acquisition. The selected contractor met the "clear and legitimate" requirements pursuant to Minnesota Statutes § 
16C.10. Contractor responded to June 1987 Hennepin County Notice of Availability of Contract for Road and Bridge 
Design published in Minneapolis and St. Paul newspapers, and Engineering News Report. Contractor selection made 
by a five member Consultant Selection Committee (Hennepin and Scott Counties, and Mn/DOT State Aid, etc.) to 
prepare EIS for TH 169 (County Road 18) and preliminary layouts for grade separated interchanges at Pioneer Trail and 
Anderson lakes parkway/ Bloomington Ferry Road. Contractor was familiar with the area, and had established 
relationships with Hennepin County and the Cities of Bloomington and Eden Prairie. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!{l)JJl "ibzJ-&n CUA._. 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: 1 Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

{}- Ito - O 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
SRF Consulting Group Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
1-35 Inter-Regional Corridor {IRC) 
Transportation Plan 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86275 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A61295 
Project Duration (Dates): 
May 12, 2004-June 30, 2005 

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

This contracts purpose was to develop a 30-year Inter-regional Transportation Plan for the I-35 Corridor. 
This includes portions ofl-35W, I-35E and I-35 from I-694 to Hinckley, totaling 85 miles. This plan 
integrates travel modeling forecasts, regression forecasts, Mn/DOT's State Transportation Plan, local and 
county plans and studies along the corridor to determine future capacity, access, mobility, multimodal and 
freight needs over 5, 15, and 25 year time frames throughout the study corridor. This contract also included 
coordination with other studies and integration of data to avoid duplication of activities and provide 
consistent results between studies. Recommendations were developed for physical improvements to the 
interstate highway and local supporting roadways through analysis and coordination with local and regional 
participants. 

Billable Hours {if applicable): 

"=>(40 ·9 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$ 224,022.61 

Source of Funding: 
IRC Funds/Trunk Highway/Managed 
Funds 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&V--t~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration . 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

CJ-l~ - {)'5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
LandscaQe Research, LLC A64100 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Contract No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Phase III Mitigation Stud_y _ _ 86792 __ July 7, 2004-June 30, 2005 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
Mn/DOT required a Consultant to develop historic contexts for the W estem Mesabi Iron Range Early Mining Landscape 
District, part of th_e vast Northern Minnesota mining landscape. The expected historic context timeframe extends from 
ca. 1904 to ca. 1954. The conduct of this project through an outside Consultant was cost effective to Mn/DOT because 
no state-employed personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior's Professional Standards for cultural resource 
investigations on FHW A-funded projects were available to complete the work in a timely manner. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
580 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 
$51,279.75 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

L_~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

{J--1 :3- C) 5 
Date 



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 6801 with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Penetradar Corporation CFMS Contract Number: A75563 

Project Name (if applicable): Bridge Deck I Mn/DOT Agreement No. : I Project Duration (Dates): 
Ground Penetrating Radar Inspections 87939 May 18, 2005 - June 21, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of the contract was to provide inspection of 14 bridge decks in the Metro area using ground 
penetrating radar (GPR) to determine the extent of deterioration. The deliverables included a layout of each 
bridge deck showing the location and extent of deterioration with photos showing elevations, cracks and 
observations. 

The work was contracted because: The bridge decks to be inspected were all on high traffic freeways in the 
Metro area. The Contractor provided a non-destructive method for testing that was done at highway speeds, 
thus requiring no lane closures or traffic control. This relieved a major safety issue. The GPR and data­
collection equipment are specialized equipment unavailable in the State. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): NIA l Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$116,830.00 Trunk Highway 

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 
GPR inspection allows accurate detection of bridge deck deterioration while traveling across the bridge at 
speeds between 30 and 40 miles per hour. This allows detection while under traffic thus avoiding lane 
closures. 

The only alternative test method available to Mn/DOT is sounding using a chain drag. This is a time­
consuming process requiring lane closures, putting Mn/DOT maintenance workers at risk. This method is 
imprecise, particularly so when being done against the background of traffic noise. It also locates only shallow 
delaminations. Thus when Mn/DOT needs to contract for bridge repairs, the actual amount of deteriorated 
concrete required to be removed cannot be accurately predicted. 

In 1995 the Contractor used GPR in a pilot project to determine the extent deterioration on nine bridge decks. 
In 1997 three of these bridge decks were retested to determine the change in rate of deterioration. 

In 2005, 14 bridge decks were analyzed. Some of these bridges were included in previous tests and will be re­
analyzed to determine the increased rate of deterioration. 

The primary reasons for contracting with the Contractor were safety, accuracy of the data, and consistency of 
the data. The safety and accuracy factors are described above. GPR is still a new technology and is not 
readily available. In order for Mn/DOT to be comfortable the data collected now can be accurately compared 
with data collected in 1995 and 1997, it was necessary to use the same Contractor with the same equipment 
used in the previous tests. 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

~~;(__-
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

CJ ·-l!J --O 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ_ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: SRF Consulting CFMS Contract Number: A61543 

Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Highway Systems Operation Plan 86335 5/21/04 - 6/30/05 

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

The Office of Investment Management requested the services of an external consultant, under a Professional/Technical 
contract, to assist in the development of a Highway Systems Operation Plan (HSOP). The HSOP is intended to be a 
companion to the 2003 Statewide Transportation Plan, which was developed with assistance from an external consultant. 
Mn/DOT had never developed a Highway Systems Operation Plan and did not have the needed internal expertise to 
complete the Scope of Services. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract:$149,723.17 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

q·_ ~- lJ 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Minnesota State University Mankato 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Developm·ent of Operational Strategies for 
Travel Time Information and Emergency 
Evacuation on a Freeway Network 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
85575 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A-57577 
Project Duration (Dates): 
August 1, 2003 - February 28, 2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
Application of Dynasmart-P for developing and evaluating emergency evacuation strategies in the Twin Cities Metro 
area (Part A) 
Development of an operational strategy to estimate travel-time for predefined routes on a freeway network in real time 
under the current Mn/DOT freeway management system (Part B) 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$110,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
STIP 

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

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ f- ~o-oS 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

(r 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No.-=-85:...;;5:;.;.7-=5 __ _ Type of work Research ____ _ 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor Minnesota State University Mankato 

Contract Period: August 1. 2003 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$110.000;00 

February 28. 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

+ $ NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$110,000.00 

Item Rating Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

manaoement 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

'i> 
)( 

·.x 
X 
X 

X 
X" 
» 

Total Points /}_ P)­

(Maximum poihts36 

... ,P~9.ej] 

Project Mana~r: '.. W .t ~ . l 

s~~.££ttt G~tfu~~.~""'""~':) _ ~ ... J I n.-%-~,, ,,, .. ,.,,,,.,?• •nsv-••--u "', ,,, ~,,,.,,~~ ... ·-· .. .c "e .-..,,s w,., '"" ,, .. ,,, ~ 
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Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

p~~~J 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts over $50,000 

( - Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Minnesota Dep_artm_ent of _Health lnteragency Agreement A63958 
Project Name (if applicable): J Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 

86752 7/01/04-6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This lnteragency Agreement was needed to allow the Office of Environmental Services to provide chemical 
analysis of highway water runoff samples collected at specific construction project sites, to ensure that no 
water quality impacts result from these construction projects. 

Our office lacks the facility and qualified personnel. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $116,049.00 

Source of Funding: Trunk Highway 

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

The interagency agreement with the Minnesota Department of Health benefits Mn/DOT because of the lower lab 
costs 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: 

SEE ATTlCHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~-~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: - Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administcation 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

JJ-~~ -C) 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

~equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section! Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Ulteig Engineers A66957 
Project Name (if applicable): --- - - l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Hydraulic Video Inspection ____J 82845 WO7 7/1/04 to 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to conduct Hydraulic Video Inspections on underground storm sewer networks in order 
to satisfy the MS4 permit requirements and the project planning and scoping requirements for Mn/DOT's program 
delivery responsibilities. These inspections involve sending a remote control camera mounted on wheels into all of the 
storm water sewer pipes on l-35E from 1-94 to TH 5. The camera images are transmitted to above ground equipment 
and used to record and store the pipe inspection. Mn/DOT finds it necessary to enter into a contract to provide these 
services because we do not have the internal human resources or the mechanical equipment to perform the required 
work tasks. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
865 Contract: $98,791.46 Trunk Highway 

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: , 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: L Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

3-~~-o 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( tnstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 

( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
EDWARDS AND KELCEY A62623 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
MN Bicycle Design Guidelines Update 86258 - June 15, 2004 to June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to update the 1996 Minnesota Bicycle Transportation Planning and Design 
Guidelines. A consultant was enlisted due to time constraints and work force shortages within Mn/DOT, as well 
as to bring their expertise to the table. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A- LUMP SUM CONTRACT I 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $85,000 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

g-;;id\-o5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technicc}I Contracts Over $50,000 

"1.equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
SEH A64726 
Pro·j·e· ct Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
H1draulic Video Inspection along 169 82842 Work Order 6 7/1/04 to 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of this contract was to conduct Hydraulic Video Inspections on underground storm sewer networks in order 
to satisfy the MS4 permit requirements and the project planning and scoping requirements for Mn/DOT's program 
delivery responsibilities. These inspections involve sending a remote control camera mounted on wheels into all of the 
storm water sewer pipes on US 169 from 1-394 to 1-494, The camera images are transmitted to above ground 
equipment and used to record and store the pipe inspection. Mn/DOT finds it necessary to enter into a contract to 
provide these services because we do not have the internal human resources or the mechanical equipment to perform 
the required work tasks. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
490.18 Contract:$78,445.47 Trunk Highway 

{ 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

Jr:J~ -{) 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Ulteig Engineers, Inc. A65729 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Hydraulic Video Inspection 82845 W06 7/01/04 to 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to conduct Hydraulic Video Inspections on underground storm sewer 
networks in order to satisfy the MS4 permit requirements and the project planning and scoping requirements 
for Mn/DOT's program delivery responsibilities. These inspections involve sending a remote control camera 
mounted on wheels into all of the storm water sewer pipes on l-35E from TH 13 to TH 5. The camera images 
are transmitted to above ground equipment and used to record and store the pipe inspection. Mn/DOT finds it 
necessary to enter into a contract to provide these services because we do not have the internal human 
resources or the mechanical equipment to perform the required work tasks. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
573.5 Contract: $57,674.75 Metro Consultant Admin. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

z-q>~-o 5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Howard R. Green ComQany 
Project Name {if applicable): . I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Transportation access study at intersection 87597 
of TH 19 and TH 23 at Marshall. 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A 72S'-I I 

Project Duration (Dates): 
2-17-05 to 6-24-05 

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

This contract provided a comprehensive traffic projection on the corridor. It also provided design concepts and an 
access plan from the projections. The resulting design concepts and access plan will be used to achieve a level of 
service meeting ·the projected traffic levels for the corridor. 

The State's staff was not be able to perform this work soon enough to meet the scheduled construction projects' 
timeline, and pressure from local government and business entities required quick completion of this study. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

$45, .. 2.S 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $65,697.73 

Source of Funding: 
Mn/DOT District 8 Consultant Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

W>~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 

1-~~ -6 s 
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. 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 6801 with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Crosstown 
Commons CORSIM Peer Review 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82137 w.o. 4 

CFMS Contract Number: A47232 

Project Duration (Dates) : 
March 28, 2003 - June 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide CORSIM traffic modeling peer review services for the Crosstown 
Commons interchange re-construction project. The review included verifying that lane geometry was 
interpreted and coded correctly, signal timing and ramp meter controls were replicated, and traffic volume 
inputs were verified. The consultant verified that the volume inputs were consistent with best practices 
including balanced traffic volume information and origin-destination calculations .. 

The work was contracted because The Crosstown Commons project was on a fast track to be completed by 
September of 2005. In order to meet this schedule, tasks such as traffic modeling needed to be completed in a 
timely manner. Mn/DOT did not have staff available· to perform the traffic modeling for this large-scale project 
in time to meet the project schedule. Due to the scale of the Crosstown Commons project and the need to 
meet an aggressive schedule, the scope of the work was beyond·what could be done by Mn/DOT staff. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 763.05 I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$69,383.04 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

&ttd!~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

2-/S~t!J 5 ' 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A65768 
SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable) : I Mn/DOT Agree_ ment No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 7 Signal OQtimLzatiori __ _86526 _ __ August 3, 2004 to June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the project was to provide signal optimization timing plans for 24 intersections along TH 7 from TH 41 in 
Shorewood to Wooddale Ave. in St. Louis Park. 

It was necessary to enter into a contract because Mn/DOT Signal Operations Staff are working on optimizing timing on 
other corridors in the Metro Area and do not have time to work on TH 7. Also a consultant is able to provide signal 
timing expertise on a project that is located on a challenging and congested corridor. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
849.0 (Not all to be paid) l Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $76,912.52 
Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway (Metro Operations) 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~l '17:JUna,l-L,- ;;; / ' ~ /1 c:::-· U .. - d - -- u......:> 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

( cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c) . 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 ~lon_g with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Inspection & Administration for Cable Safety 
Barrier Installation 

Mn/DOT Agreement No. : 
86343 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A62001 
Project Duration (Dates): 

. June 1, 2004 - June 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide construction inspection, construction administration and material testing 
services for a construction project, SP 2780-62 . The construction project consists primarily of installation of cable safety 
barriers on 1-94 from Rogers to Weaver Lake Road in Maple Grove. It was necessary to enter into the contract because 
the construction office did not have adequate inspection and contract administration personnel to the staff the project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
1240 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $93,017.87 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/J // ,bl' I} t'.\ 
f!J½_M:__ ~y]_,(J_,e_-<_.,, 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

3 - l:5"-- as· 
Date 
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( 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University_ of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Low Temperature Cracking of Asphalt 
Concrete 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
74708, w.o. 112 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A65669 
Project Duration (Dates): 
May 1999 to April 30, 2004 

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

The objective of this project is to develop performance criteria that can be used to minimize the occurrence of low 
temperature cracking of asphalt concrete pavements in Minnesota. These performance criteria will be tested and calibrated 
with actual field data from Mn/DOT's Mn/ROAD research facility. 

The development of asphalt concrete pavement performance criteria that can be used to minimize the occurrence of low 
temperature cracking may lead to a significant increase in pavement life and may also reduce problems with reflection 
cracking in overlays over transversely cracked pavement. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $290,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/j ¼ /"\ A 

{ 'I ctiu--t / ):~CU-(_ 
\ il Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

F-- 1s. -CJ ~ 
Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708, WO 112 Type of work ~R;...:.e.;:;,..;s;;..;:e:...;;.a;;.;._rc~h.;,,--___ _ 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Contractor University of Min~esota 

Contract Period: 5/1/1999 -,.;::;.:--::..:......::...::...:::..;:;.-------' 

Start Date 
4/30/2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$290,000.00 + 

Amendment Cost( s) 

$0.00 

Item Rating 

Above 

Rating 

Final Cost: 

$290,000.00 

Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

~::v 
Roger Olson 

. ~r ~~ f ~ 

)(( 
I 

/ 

"A 
f'J/A 

/ 

I-. 
L 

t. 

" (£ 
I 
~ 
~ 

N/A N/A 

;,< 

Total Points ~ 
(Maximum points 32) 

N/A 



. Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University_ of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Towards Zero Deaths (TZD) Program 
Administration and Outreach 
(PROJECT IS MANAGED BY TRAFFIC, 
ETC.- NON RSS) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 90 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A59846 
Project Duration (Dates): 
March 29, 2004 - March 31, 2005 

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

The objective of this project is to continue providing administrative support and coordination to the TZD 
Program Team. In addition, CTS will provide outreach and communications support for the program and the 
team. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$120,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Consultant Services 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&JJ-l~}V[Uz_, fz-1~-{)5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No.~1655. WO 90 

District/Office Investment Management!i \., 

Type of work Research ____ _ 

\. 
\ ' Contractor University of Minnesota .$:. "' 

'i if 

Contract Period: Marc!J,29, 2004 ; ,:~:·~'".,,,tt:1arch 31. 2005 
StartDate ~' Expiration Date 

Original Contract C9sr"'' 

$~000.00 + 

Amendment Cost( s) 

$~000.00 

Final Cost: 

$120,000.00 

Item Rating Rating 

1. Producl"Quaij1Y 

2. Work Pej,ijorn:iance:';\~, 
·~ ~" 

3. Conformance'with ~I)f p~,, 
Standards/Requir~mElJJt§: 

4. Deliverables CoIT1plete' and 
on time ··" 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
{N/A 
7. Contract administration 

cooQeration 
8. Invoices and progress 
reQorts 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

N/A 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

x 
_)( 

Average 
3 Points 

Below 
Average 
2 Points 

Total Points ---

Poor 
1 Point 

(Maximum points~ 32) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

~Jt 
Loren Hill Loren Hill 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
INV 800: Cost Effectiveness Analysis of 
Storm Water Runoff Best Management 
Practices 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 78 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A49112 
Project Duration (Dates): 
June 9, 2003 - September 30, 2005 

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

1. Construct a test section of an enhanced sand filter. 
2. Determine the effectiveness of peat, limestone, and topsoil as a filter media. 
3. Using published data, develop a means of computing the construction cost, maintenance cost and 

required land usage of grassed swales, filter strips, detention ponds, grit chambers, infiltration 
trenches, sand filters, and various combinations of these technologies. 

4. Compare the cost-effectiveness of the various technologies to improve water quality and develop 
design guidelines for water quality enhancement. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $98,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
N/A LRRB 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document fn your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No.81655, WO 78 

District/Office ~Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Type of work Research ____ _ 

Contract Period: June 9, 2003 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~000.00 

Item Rating 

September 30, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

+ $_NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$~000.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 

, 

4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 
1 . Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance NIA 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget X management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: { otVrML-rv:'" 
/1' ,v•~ , ~ o r tJtFP

1 
'\. / 

>< 
)( 

X 

)( 

X 

x 
x 

Total Points 2r' 
(Maximum points ·as 32) 

Contract Administrator: 

r ,,.-1 I) /VI Jllll 
C "'.M /L n, ,l., , · 

MAii~ke~E;:a=s~tli;-::::n_g ______ D_/V_,_, fl' it ii'•"' l I I/ ii .A~() !hvJ__ .I a 
3 

~, ,M 11'd Barbara Loida ' 

t ),nAI A- ( ttL.l. 

tt-r-, f'lr/or~ 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

f IL oJ n(f JJ Ji uUJ l.1t.11tJuf 5 - Jo 11,,r n {c,,vf f/J)()AI (),tJ hl/1/J-r t,uA1 

L:}cuV'TA/Jui, 

!i:.~1'~11.1 

TH1J ISJvi w,tJ 

{t'IVI ll l!f11,.lf' Wl-11 

J lllltUJ hJl<-'1 /l(Jocv1U?., le. I/\/ AL 

,4 1-)1[/l;j Ole J U1 /[df/L( _ 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
GPS-Based Real-Time Identification of Tire­
Road Friction Coefficient 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 27 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46395 
Project Duration (Dates): 
September 16, 2002 - December 30, 
2004 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The research objectives of this project are: 

1. Develop a new wheel-based friction meter to provide benchmark readings for comparison against the vehicle-based 
friction measurement system. Compared to the Norsemeter, this wheel-based measurement system will require no 
actuators, have no moving parts, and will provide improved performance and reliability. 

2. Develop a vehicle-based system for identification of tire road-friction coefficient based on measurements of lateral 
and longitudinal vehicle motion using no external wheels. 

3. Validate the vehicle-based friction performance on the lateral and longitudinal vehicle motion, using no external 
wheel-identification system, on different road surfaces or different operating conditions. 

4. Evaluate the performance oHhe vehicle-based algorithm against the performance of the wheel-based system. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A . Contract: $58,000.00 Maintenance 

If this was a single sourGe contract;· explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 
N~ ~ . 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

9-() 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No.81655, WO 27 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor University_ of Minnesota 

Contract Period: September 16, 2002 · 

Type of work .;...;R;.;;;..e..;;..se.;;;..;a;;.;;.;.r..;;..ch'---___ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

December 301 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$, N/A 

Final Cost: 

$~000.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

~ 
~ 

\ 

)( 

>< 
X-

N/A 

>< 
;< 

~ 

Poor 
1 Point 

~ • 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ---z-q 
(Maximum points as 32) 

Project Manager: 

TL 4Lc:L~ resrtr-td, 
~~~~~~L. 

John Scharffbillig 

Contract Administrator: 

~~" 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
ProducVservice required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 



( 

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:. Aero Metric (d/b/a) Markhurd Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74668 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 88011 Project Duration (Dates): 4/26/05 to 8/15/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 394, (from 494 to Downtown Minneapolis), Metro 
District I Project number 2789. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $83,754.00 Source of Funding: UM, 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 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. 

J,..,.~.,,.,.~ .~7 
.. ,- / ./ / ~ / / ~<!:··'/ . . ,/ ~if-;,- / .·· ·' - --· // / -· / _,, / V . , .. ,./ ,.- /.,,,✓- , .---· a ~L->~ :---? - ,~✓d~ 

-W'Molna (Ct. Governo ,-,6riimid'sioner 
8-4-o S-

Date 
;'.I ..r 1/ >-1:(,1/ .. . 7 7 / 

( x : P.Stembler, 112 Admin 
f,, J . Brunner, MS 680 . 

File 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION · 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
STS Consultants, Ltd. A66968 
Project Name (if applicable}: ~n/DOT Agreement No.: Project Dural.ion (Dates): 

TH 35W Crosstown Borings 86283 8-14-2004._!_hco_ugh 6-30-2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract is for subsurface investigation work to be performed for a State Project involving the realignment and 
reconstruction of the TH 35W from 42nd St. to 66th St. through the "Crosstown Commons'; area. Foundation borings are 
needed for bridges and retaining walls that have been added or realigned since the previous layout was· designed. A 
thorough subsurface investigation is · essential information needed for the Geotechnical Section to perform foundation 
analyses for the structures and write foundation recommendation reports. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
3ql\q,:)o Contract: 268,127.24 lflJ-.n\\ l+ie,hwRY 

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 ter~s and objectives of the contract: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
.,,,--; ,,/' /l ~ 

/ _ /. - __ ,,#_,,,.. _ / _J - . ~ . -~ 

;7 / / -- , 1/~ • / -. -~ -✓-=--~-~A1/' 
~ ~- ·,y~ I p, 1- {!)s 

/ Carol Mol_nau, Lt. Gove~tp/Commissioner Date 

/ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Development of a Economic Impact 
Measurement Tool for Small/Medium 
Commercial and Public Use Airports in 
Minnesota 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 76 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A49161 
Project Duration (Dates): 
June 15, 2003 - May 31, 2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The primary objective of this project is to develop an analytical program embedded in a web-based tool to 
estimate the local economic benefit of small and medium size airports in Minnesota. Ancillary objectives include: 

1. Understanding inter-industry linkages and connections to local communities of the varied economic 
activities of small and medium size commercial and general aviation (public use) airports in Minnesota. 

2. Development of economic impact standards for estimating the economic impact of an airport on a local 
community. 

3. Estimation of public (e.g. federal safety) and private activity contribution to airport economic impact. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $80,000.00 Aeronautics and Construction Grants 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~" 

. ~over~ommissioner 
J- 1- t)~ 

Date 

File 



.. 

( 

( 

CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with .this document. 

Agreement No.81655, WO 76 

District/Office Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: June 15, 2003 · 

Type of work _R-"-e..;....se"--a_r_ch ____ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 
(NIA) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Ma~2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

+ $. N/A 

Final Cost: 

$~000.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

)< 
X 

X 

N/A 

X 

X 

X 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points 12-
(Maximum points 36 32) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

~ W-_f_ ~ 
Peter Buchen Barbara Loida 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

I : , • ., -,-,·~--i,y;----fr l'.'-. .,,_;\ 
I ' ,,.) • ' ·. / I~ ·,,,,, I\ L d' l'.::-, I} \ :i l~, . / 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

i'.:',f ~--~---~v 
Ir,,~ t~i l;U(:, !' 11,,J5 ii 
I f: 11"' I j 

!.._ ;J";: ?) i ii'.:C:'\i 
Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

·•· -----., 

Bill Gartner was very good to work with. He responded to all questions and concerns in 

a reasonable timeframe. He worked to keep the TA informed on progress and 

questions. His presentations to the TAP were well received and he considered and 

incorporated their suggestions. The Economic web tool is being used by airports as 

intended and is important an important asset to the communities that own airports. 

f L i-11j u1ti TD lJollk w J Th IJJLL _ 1-1 fi tJ1 tJ / J/IJ ff.xc i LUA/T Jbd t 
\ 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 al~ng with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
ERES Consultants A58839 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Re-Write of Standard S12ec. Book 85530 3-1-04 to 6-30-05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To update and rewrite the Standard Specifications for Construction. 

Tasks included: 
editing the existing files for standardization of formatting and styles 
tracking changes to the text 
preparing a final 11print 11 read copy, plus PD F's ready to post on the web 
Provide Word files for future work 

Work was contracted out due to a lack of manpower to perform this work 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $138,950.72 Trunk Highway 

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: 

-;-'7 SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
.Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Cor:,tract Number: A56752 
Partnership Continuum, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No. : I Project Duration (Dates): 
LeadershiQ Foundations 85946 12/30/03 - 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to contract for the development and delivery of a leadership development program that 
would result in participants attaining the skills necessary to provide strong, effective leadership of the organization and 
its people. 

It was necessary to enter into a contract for development and delivery services of the leadership development program 
because internal resources and expertise were not at the necessary level to deliver the product within the time frame 
necessary. 

The overall result of the program was to prepare high potential candidates to lead employees, manage change, develop 
resourcefulness, increase decision making capabilities, build relationsh ips, and develop personal confidence. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: Office of Workforce 
Contract: $59,750.00 Development Consultant Services budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ y ... '-/-CJ 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

( ~c: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 aJ~!l_9 with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
CH2MHill, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Statewide Heavy Vehicle Safety Plan 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86709 

CFMS Contract Number: A71048 

Project Duration (Dates): 12/9/2004 -
06/30/2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The primary goal of the plan was to support Mn/DOT' s strategic direction of reducing crashes and fatalities 
involving heavy vehicles, building on programs that currently exists; recommending new initiatives focusing 
specifically on reducing heavy vehicle crashes and fatalities, develop performance measures, and making 
Mn/DOT work better. Additionally, this plan supports the Statewide Transportation Plan policies and 
performance measures. In order to accomplish this, outside expertise in identifying and collecting pertinent 
data, and from that data; detennining what course of action to take, recommend strategic initiatives to 
reduce crashes and fatalities involving heavy vehicles was necessary and not available with in MN/DOT. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 766.9 hours Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $73,742.63 

Source of Funding: 

bb~1 , ~~ul~ Allcco:h~ 
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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( qequired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 alcmg with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Simpson Gumpertz & Heger, Incorporated A 13501 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I ProJ···ect Duration (Dates): 
HOPE PiQe Culvert Research 80448 . November 2, 2000 to April 15, 2005 

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

The purpose of this contract is to: 1 )Research the performance of large diameter High Density Polyethylene (HOPE) 
Pipe installed under shallow fill conditions in response to Trunk Highway loads and 2) Develop design criteria and 
installation methods for HOPE Pipe based on the research findings. It was necessary to enter into this contract because 
State personnel do not possess the level of expertise needed to plan and carry out a testing program, to analyze results, 
and to develop criteria for HOPE Pipe design and installation. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I CoCo2. oo 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $154,210.00 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

r, 112 Adm 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto~ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A56302 

STS Consulting, Ltd 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 

Access Study 81188W13 11/25/03 to 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

TH 14 is a medium priority interregional corridor. Most of TH 14 around Mankato is a freeway. The east side of 
Mankato has developed extensively and is planned to continue to have very high growth. The segment from TH 
22 at the east edge of Mankato to Eagle Lake is a four-lane expressway with at-grade intersections at four 
locations. As the area develops, safety and mobility issues will likely increase. Mn/DOT and its local partners 
want to plan the future transition of TH 14 to a freeway between TH 22 and Eagle Lake. We need to identify 
locations for future interchanges and address future land uses and access options that support larger system and 
regional plans. We need an implementation plan that includes the roles of each local partner and Mn/DOT. 

Entering into this contract was do to State's (PM) Project Manager would have less than 100 hours to spend on 
this plan and this would not be sufficient. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 645 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $62,614.61 

Source of Funding: 
84.03% 07 Consultant Funds; 
10.38% Blue Earth County 
03.99% City of Mankato 
01.60% City of Eagle Lake 

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

This was NOT a single source contract. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
/'.,.,-- -~I /'-·:;, /) 
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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: SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): T.H. 55 Future 
Traffic Demand Study 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86007 

CFMS Contract Number: A63139 

Project Duration (Dates): 
June 24, 2004 - June 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to evaluate future traffic demands on T.H. 55 from T.H. 24 in Annandale to 1-
494 in Plymouth. 

The work was contracted out because Mn/DOT personnel were not available because of other project 
commitments. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1960.3 I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$171,821.15 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a c:~r of th/~,70rm'.~nce evaluation prepared for this contract. 
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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: Aero Metric (d/b/a} Markhurd Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74665 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87962 Project Duration (Dates): 4/26/05 to 8/15/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) and _also a Digital Ortho-Photo for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 212, (from Shakopee to TH 62), Metro District/ Project 
number 2744. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $99,900.00 Source of Funding: LIM, 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 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 . 

/ .. - ) ,,.. . ..--.f..__ 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Bentley Systems, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
RouteBuilder NT Phase 111 I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

85801 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A57712 
Project Duration (Dates): 
1 /27 /04 to 6/30/05 

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

The Office of Freight and Commercial Vehicle Operations utilizes Bentley Systems' RouteBuilder, a 
customized packaged application, to assist in automating the issuance of oversize/overweight permits for its 
customers. This third project phase will add enhanced functionality to the existing application to enable 
customers to self issue, log/route, and process payment transactions (including permit fee and damage 
assessment fee when appropriate) via the web, for as many permit issues as possible. 

RouteBuilder is a good example of Mn/DOT's leadership by participating in Minnesota's electronic business 
strategy ( eGov) "to deliver state services, transact business and provide information for citizens, the 
business community and government partners, [ electronically], in order to provide better service and 
to respond to changing expectations." 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
· Contract: 434,336.14 270 

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

1) The RouteBuilder NT system provided by Bentley Systems is a proprietary system with source code 
· created by Bentley Systems, Inc. Another vendor would not have access rights to alter or work on the 

system. The Phase 3 enhancements covered by this contract are adjustments to the existing system 
developed under previous contracts. 

2) Bentley Systems has the background knowledge and expertise necessary to "hit the ground running" for 
Phase 3 of the RouteBuilder project. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
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: Martinez Corporation. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
87963 

CFMS Contract Number: A-7 4666 

Project Duration (Dates): 4/26/05 to 6/30/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features, 
create a Digital TerraiJ?. Model and also an Ortho-Photo for this project. This Photogrammetric mapping project is for 
Trunk Highway 7, (from St. Bonifacins to Christmas Lake), Metro District/ Project number 2706C. 

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

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $99,430.00 Source of Funding: L.M./Photogrammetry 
Consultant Budget. 

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 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. 

~~ 
Caro! Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissionei 

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

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

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Sto_2_ 680, with the final invoice. 

Agency: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: Horizons, Incorporated. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

CFMS Contract Number: A-74664 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 04/26/05 to 06/30/05 
87961 

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

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

This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for TH 212, (from Hawk Creek to Danube), District 8 / Project number 
6510-60. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $52,348.00 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 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. 

/J l • 
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Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 
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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: GRW Aerial Surveys, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74116 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 87925 I Project Duration (Dates): 4/12/05 to 6/30/05 
Photogrammetric Aerial Services 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to provide photogrammetric Aerial Vertical Photography 
services in Districts 2, 3 & 4, for mapping and other purposes. 
This project was contracted out as MN/DOT does not own an aerial photogrammetric camera and equipment 
necessary for this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $99,663.58 Source of Funding: District's Consultant 

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 ourselv.es would be for more expense. Capital costs for necessary equipment and ongoing 
costs for personnel for this type of work are 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. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stembler, 112 Adm in 
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: DEPAR"fMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: GRW Aerial Surveys, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74121 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 87930 I Project Duration (Dates): 4/12/05 to 6/30/05 
Photogrammetric Aerial Services 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to provide photogrammetric Aerial Vertical Photography 
services in Districts 1, 6, 7, 8, Metro & Airports for mapping and other purposes. 
This project was contracted out as MN/DOT does not own an aerial photogrammetric camera and equipment 
necessary for this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $96,038.62 Source of Funding: District's Consultant 

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 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 ari agency submit a one-page report to 
the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over 
$50,000.00. 

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

Agency: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: MD Atlantic Technologies Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74545 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87958 Project Duration (Dates): 4/26/05 to 6/30/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 5, (from TH 55 to TH 120), Metro District/ Project 
number 6201. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $69,040.00 Source of Funding: LIM, 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 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. 

I} . 
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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 
Lhe 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-74663 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87960 Project Duration (Dates): 4/26/05 to 8/15/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 394, (from Wayzata to 494), Metro District/ Project 
number 2789. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $67,000.00 Source of Funding: LIM, 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 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 

· Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A71327 
V.C.I. Asbestos Abatement Co., Inc. 
Project Name (if ap.plicable): .l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Chaska 212 Oum~ Site _ . 87512 Dec. 04 - AQr. 05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
MPCA complaint of dump site on the Mn/DOT 212 project. The waste in the dump included asbestos containing 
material which under regulation needed proper removal. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Lump Sum Contract: $99,747.00 Metro Consultant Allocation 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!Llk~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

.1/·- I g ·- () 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

Humphrey Institute, University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Using ITS to Better Serve Diverse 
Populations 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, W.O. 45 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46130 

Project Duration (Dates): 
March 1, 2003 - November 30, 2004 

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

This contract provided for an ITS project under which research was conducted to provide data and analysis to help 
predict future travel behavior, identify suitable ITS technologies to meet emerging travel needs, and plan transportation 
systems based on emerging demographic patterns. This information will be useful both for planning in the Twin Cities 
Metro area and for planning enhanced connections between the Twin Cities and other areas located along the inter­
regional corridor system. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

. Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $450,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
80% - FHWA, 20 % - Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/~ommissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

1 - \5- 0 ~ 
Date 

~ 
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CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No.: 81655-W.O. 45 Type of work: Research 

District/Office: Investment Management, Research Services Section Type Code: NI A 

S.P.: 8816-351 T.H.: NIA 

Contractor: Humphrey Institute, University of Minnesota 

Subcontractor: NI A 

Subcontractor: NI A 

Contract Period: March 1. 2003 
Work Start Date 

November 30. 2004 
Work Completion Date 

Location: Statewide 

November 30. 2004 
Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $450,000.00 = Orig Cost: $450,000.00+ Amended Cost: $0.00 

Amended cost for: □ Overrun D Additional Work Number of Amendments: 1 NCTE 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

~~~ 
" Va"I"'\ 1-l ·_Jl. ., l\.[ ., Vl .,I 

v4 \ 
.l~vll ~ U" l rcn ,a ----J -

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

✓ 
,/ 
v" 

✓ 
NIA 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

✓ 

NIA NIA 

{/ 
./ 

v / 
77 

Total Points Ji 
(Maximum points 32) 

Poor 
1 Point 

NIA 

Note: Any rating of below average orpoor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 

Page 1 
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Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 
• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Poor: 
• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 

• Project is not on time or through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

:\user\consult\forms\evaluation.898 

P~ge 2;] 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A46381 

Project Duration (Dates): Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Use of FRP Sheets to Retrofit (Strengthen) 74708, Work Order 157 January 18, 2000 - January 17, 2005 
Pier Caps 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Diagonal cracking in pier caps has been observed in Minnesota and Mn/DOT wanted to explore the use of 
fiber reinforced polymer (FRP) materials as a means of retrofitting/strengthening pier caps. 

The objective of this research is to investigate the viability of FRP sheets as a retrofit/strengthening scheme 
to repair diagonally cracked pier caps. A key to the success is the bond and anchorage detailing of the FRP. 
A laboratory investigation was used to investigate a variety of potential FRP materials, fiber arrangements, 
anchorage details, and effects of degree of cracking in the concrete member. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): NIA Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$180,00.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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 obj~ctives of the contract: 

SEE ATTACHED 9ONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
·.'! 

!~-:-: ". :J. ~ . , 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner · , . 

cc: File 

'i'- I SJ -tJ 5 
Date 

~ 
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CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No.: 74708, Work Order 157 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Type of work: Research 

Contractor: University of Minnesota, Civil Engineering Dept. 

Subcontractor: NIA 

Contract Period: 2/28/2003 
Start Date 

12/31/2003 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost: $180,000.00 + Amended Cost: $0.00 = Final Cost: $180,000.00 

Amended cost for: D Overrun 

Q 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

1: tdn1:rae1:.aairHillsttatioK, .·· 
.. coop~·ra.ti~Mt;tH~:;::::xr· ~' .. ·,.' 

s: invoi¢'es anq ,p,r9gr~$s,rep6rt.§ 
. , ....... , ...... ,· •--'-:·} ... •·• ·• 

9: Costestihlatiop/bµdg~f 
martigernerit' . ,; ''· ', 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Man'!ger: 

I 

D Additional Work Number of Amendments_ 

Above 

I 
Average 
4 Points 

v 

✓ 

NIA 

Rating 

I 
Below 

Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

✓ 

✓ 

✓ 
NIA IN/A 

Total Points: -z../:::> 
(Maximum points 32) 

I Poor 
1 Point 

IN/A 



------------- ---~--

Definitions: 
Above Average: 

• Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive 
assistance or direction from Mn/DOT. 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Average 

• 
• 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 

• Project is on time and budget. 
• Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
• Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
• Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
• Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

• Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
• Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
• Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
• Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or 

expectations. 
• Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

Comments: 

:\user\consult\fonns\evaluation.898 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 {c) . 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson {SEH), Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Planning Study for Trunk Highways 58, 
61, and 63 in Red Wing East End 
Business District, Goodhue County. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86374 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A67935 

Project Duration (Dates): 
September 2, 2004 to May 31, 2005 

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

The State contracted with Short Elliott Hendrickson {SEH), Inc. to conduct planning study on Trunk Highways 
{TH) 58, 61, and 63. The study was needed to provide three Concept Alternatives for upgrading capacity and 
improving the connectivity of TH 58, TH 61, and TH 63 {Eisenhower Bridge, Bridge No. 9040) with other 
roadways in the Red Wing East End Business District. The State did not have sufficient staff available with the 
expertise required to complete this work within the ne·cessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
, _ ___ l 3 1. ~ · le, 5 I 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $169,811.00 

Source of Funding: 
District 6 Allocation and IRC Funds 

_ If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 
Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/ ,..,.-~ .. ,-- , 
/ J _,. / ' / / ;: d / / ......... 

.-· -.... .Y / / ,/ I / .,..,,, \ ----✓~,,,,, ~ ,,, , / I./~ --
• ,.,, /..· ' ,' ,' -7 ,,; / 

- c·-->( __ - -- ~JYtA,.- ,. )J /,,. <t,-:l' // 
arol l\i1olnau l Gov ~ ,---__ -___ ,. /.-£,j-

7 

- ' · erno -omm·issioner 
- - , _ ./ . / 

Vt'y · / // 
cc/,/ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 

· , Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
The 106 GrouQ 
Project Name (if applicable): 

CSAH 14 Reconstruction 
Mn/DOT Agreement No. : 
87242 

CFMS Contract Number: 

Project Duration (Dates): 12-6-04 to 6-30-
05 

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

This contract was necessary for the project to receive federal funding. Since the project is receiving 
federal funding, Mn/DOT CRU (on behalf ofFHWA) needs to ensure that the effects of the project on 
cultural resources is being taken into account as per the requirements of 36 CFR 800 (Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act). It is necessary to use a contract on this project since no state­
employed personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior's Professional Standards for cultural resource 
investigat~ons on FHWA-funded projects were available to complete the work in a timely manner due to 
work load. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1,912 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 97,412.18 

Source of Funding: 
SPR funds (80-20 split with Anoka Co) 

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

The single source contract was used as part of Mn/DOT's Pre-Qualified system. All projects under $100,000 can be 
direct selected from the list of pre-qualified individuals for cultural resources work. This project fell into that category . 

. 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

,,/~/ - - /r···. 

1 ......... ·;:>~::>/' ,,;:-:? . ..;~-,/ ~- -.::"/~~, ,//-· 
/ 4 .. ---- j-<·,.,__,~. &'../4~-~ !(I / A ---< -~/_::;;__, / . 
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1/ cc: ,,' Paul Stembler; Dept. of Admi_□ i stration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

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: CFMS Contract Number: 

Edwards and Kelcey, Inc A69901 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH65 Sign Design 87231 Nov 1, 2004 -Dec 31, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was for a design package for replacement of all signing and delineation more than six 
years old on identified segments of TH 65 from Mississippi Street to Bunker Lake Boulevard in Anoka 

Billable Hours (if applicable): t \ 

2 
l Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 

\, \ • 0 $92,023.85 Metro Consultant Funds 
Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more 
efficiently: 

1) This contract is necessary to replace weathered and/or outdated signing on TH 65. This work is needed to 
maintain motorist safety and efficient operation of the state highway. Adequate staffing was not available in 
house to complete design of a project of this magnitude and the Contractor came in under budget. 

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 contractor satisfactorily met all the terms of the contract including performance, quality, timeliness and cost. The 
contractor communicated with the State's Project Manager on a timely and efficient basis. I would recommend this 
contractor for future signing projects . See evaluation form for more comments. 

__ ,/'j /.7 / ,7 '--
( ~:.•;·--:,,.,,••·::,;:,:/'~,,,// /_,·:~<. . -~/l •' 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 
Retrofit Recycling, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Regulated Waste Removal on SP 2310-22 (TH 
52), SP 5508-84 (TH 52), SP 6612-82 (TH 3), 
and SP 5509-62 (TH 63) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
87020 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A67908 

Project Duration (Dates): 
September 2, 2004 to May 31, 2005 

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

The State contracted with Retrofit Recycling, Inc. to provide assistance in the removal and disposal of 
regulated waste from right-of-way for the construction of State Projects (SP) 2310-22, 5508-84, 5509-62, and 
6612-82. The State did not have sufficient staff available with the expertise required .to complete this work 
within the necessary timeline._ 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

IC>4D 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $94,487.50 

Source of Funding: 
District 6 Allocation, State Funds 

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

Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

·.!'2 .='.!. ./''"\ 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Michael J. Burns Architects, Ltd. 

Project Name (if applicable): Historic 
Wayside Structures Treatment Reports 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83519 

CFMS Contract Number: A41864 

Project Duration (Dates): 
October 12, 2002 to August 30, 2005 

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

Qualified Mn/DOT staff was not available to complete this work in the necessary timeframe. This vendor has previously 
and successfully completed substantial work of this kind. This is a continuation of that work and will be used to develop 
a Programmatic Agreement for Mn/DOT's Historic Roadside Development Structures,. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

\2S\ .ri 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $138,811.38 

Source of Funding: District C and TEA 

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

NA (Contractor selected via RFP) . 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

.,.•--1 /~,:, r 
,,,--J_,,.,· /I ,:.(·· ( 7 -

,,---.___,,~~.,/" j ,/ / ' j ·~'"', ~,I ~ I / ' ,:, I I ;/ -·· L-,)1/ - /:' / __ .. -;/ i / ;>' 

5f<iro1 MolnafuP-"'CJ'4""07' . ,,,.. .. ' 1,-overnor/C0m ·Isl " / 7 mi s1oner 
rf11l ✓ - I - /I v:? Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
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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 
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: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 

Project Name {if applicable): Design of 
Liner and Pressure Relief System 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83354 

CFMS Contract Number: A43445 

Project Duration (Dates): 
August 1, 2002 - October 30, 2003 
(contract expiration date December 30, 
2005} 

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

The purpose of the contract was to protect the flow of groundwater to Camp Coldwater Springs at the Trunk 
Highway 55 / 62 interchange by, 1) providing final design of a liner and pressure relief system, 2) developing 
liner and pressure relief construction plan sheets, 3) providing construction details for installing the liner and 
pressures relief system around wall/barrier footings, bridge abutments and drainage structures, 4) 
modifying/writing special provisions for liner details, 5) providing analysis of the quantity .of groundwater 
intercepted by ditches and the pressure relief system, 6) making presentations on the liner design and 
pressure relief system to the Federal High·way Administration and the affected watershed districts, and 7) 
coordinating the liner manufacturer's recommendations for installation of the liner and pressure relief system 
into the plans and special provisions. 

The work was contracted because State personnel with the necessary expertise were unavailable to deliver 
this work in time to meet the project schedule. 

Billable Hours {if applicable): NIA I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$97,818.47 Trunk Highway 

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

Construction of this interchange was been a controversial and complex political issue. The original design of 
the interchange was declared void as the result of a lawsuit brought by the Minnehaha Creek Watershed 
District (MCWD) claiming that the proposed design would adversely impact and diminish the flow of 
groundwater to Camp Coldwater Springs. Mn/DOT and the MCWD reached an agreement to change the design 
of the interchange to preserve the groundwater flow to the Springs. 

In order to proceed with the construction of the interchange Mn/DOT needed to obtain a permit from the 
MCWD, and also from the Lower Minnesota River Watershed District. 

Mn/DOT had achieved a degree of trust with the MCWD. This trust was crucial in proceeding toward the 
successful conclusion of this project. Short Elliott Hendrickson had played a key role in reaching this level of 
trust, and had unique knowledge regarding the history of the site, the relationship between Mn/DOT and the 
watershed districts and the political/legal realities associated with this project. To begin the design process 
anew with a different design consultant would likely have jeopardized the relationship between Mn/DOT and 
the MCWD. 

Because of delays caused by the !ega! processes, time had become a critical issue. !n order to meet the letting 
date for the construction contract, it was necessary to have the final design of the liner system completed by 
mid-January 2003. Because Short Elliott Hendrickson did the original design and was most familiar with the 
electronic files, they were in a position to quickly proceed with the final design rather than having to 
completely remodel the system. This sped up the work because Short Elliott Hendrickson did not have to 
duplicate previous work. A delay in the letting date could have resulted in significantly higher construction 
costs. 



Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 
/·_,.-, 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
City of Moorhead 

CFMS Contract Number: A 11 <o39 
Project Name (if applicable) : I Mn/DOT Agreement No. : I Project Duration (Dates): 
Main Ave Bridge in Moorhead 86399 6/13/00 - 2/1 /05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To perform preliminary engineering for development of the Main Ave Bridge Project and the preliminary and detail 
design of the 3rd Street relocation associated with the Main Ave Bridge Project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract:290,817.99 District 4 Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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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: 
Tetra Tech, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Shafer Metal Recycling Superfund Site 
Cleanu_r2 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86475 

CFMS Contract Number: A65723 

Project Duration (Dates) : 
7 -29-04 to 6-30-05 

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

The purpose of this contract was to excavate, treat and dispose of contaminated soil at the Shafer Metal Recycling site 
and to document the cleanup project in accordance with MPCA requirements. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$313,797.00 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 contract was for cleanup of a Superfund site and required handling of soil classified as hazardous waste. 
This work requires specific OSHA safety training which most state employees do not have. It is most cost effective 
to hire an outside contractor for this type of work which does not occur frequently enough to have a trained and 
equipped team within Mn/DOT. 

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

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

Attached 
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Report on Professional/Techn·ical Contracts Over $50,000 

\'linnesota Statutes Section 16C.O8, 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: GRW Surveys Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74662 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87935 Project Duration (Dates): 5/4/05 to 6/30/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to Collect LiDAR (Light, Detection and Ranging), in order to 
produce an Elevation Model this project. 
This Photogrammetric Remote Sensing project is for Different sites in Districts 3,6, 8, St, Cloud & Austin Airports. 

, 

This project was contracted out as MN/DOT does not own an aerial photogrammetric camera and LiDAR 
equipment necessary for this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $87,800.00 Source of Funding: UM, 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 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 submita 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: GRW Surveys Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-74548 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87959 Project Duration (Dates): 5/2/05 to 6/30/05 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce an Aero-triangulation, Compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model, (DTM) for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highway 90, (from West Co. Line to TH 254), District 7 / Project 
number 2280-122. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. I Total Contract Amount: $77,697.99 I Source of Funding: LIM, 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 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: Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik and Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 1-94 Shoulder 
Rehabilitation Construction Services 

Mn/DOT Agreement No. : 
83171 w.o. 3 

CFMS Contract Number: A51669 

Project Duration (Dates): 
July 31, 2003 - June 15, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide construction inspection and contract administration services for a 
shoulder rehabilitation project on 1-94 from 0.3 mile south of Dowling Avenue in Minneapolis to 0.5 mile north 
of 57th Avenue in Brooklyn Center. 

The work was contracted because due to the magnitude of the Mn/DOT construction program at the time, 
Mn/DOT did not have qualified personnel available to provide the needed inspection and construction contract 
administration services for this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 858.5 I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$81,194.81 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

(!{lJ-v#--l Y}cµ-l~A_ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short, Elliot and Hendrickson, Inc. (SEH) 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Highway 61 Reconstruction in the 
vicinity of Silver Bay, MN. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
84267 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A47565 
Project Duration (Dates): 
Start Date: 
Work Completion Date: 
Expiration Date: 

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

04-10-03 
03-25-05 
06-30-05 

The purpose of the contract was to provide Final Design engineering services for reconsfruction of Highway 61 
(S.P. 3807-44) in the vicinity of Silver Bay, MN. It was necessary to enter into the contract because staffing 
limitations prevented the work from being completed by state employees in time to make the scheduled project 
letting. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
5774 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $555,839.83 

Source of Funding: 
State .Funds . 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
PEPIN HUGUNIN & ASSOCIATES A68558 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Contract No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
BICYCLE SAFETY EDUCATION PLAN 86105 . 9/16/04-6/7 /05 
Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
The State was in need of services to develop a bicycle safety education plan. This included research, planning and 
implementation. 
Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: 
50 Contract: TRUNK HIGHWAY 

$77,000.00 
If this was a single source Contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the 
services: 
NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&v-l~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A61079 
Two Pines Resource GrouR, LLC 
Project Name (if applicable}: I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
St. Croix Crossing · 86487 6/01 /04 - 6/13/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This project required a Phase I and II archaeological survey for portions of Stillwater and vicinity that 
were not covered in the 1999 St. Croix TH 36 crossing alternatives. The results of this study will be 
included in the draft and final EIS for this project. The work needs to be completed by a person who 
meets the Secretary of Interior's Professional Standards for Historian and one who is familiar with the 
Section 106 process required under all federal undertakings. Our office does not have the staff to 
complete these surveys. We have a list of pre-qualified consultants who meet those qualifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1,472 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $59,123.35 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: lnfotech Incorporated 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Project Data to Trns*port CES/PES XML 
Interface Enhancement 

Mn/DOT Agreement 
No. :85610 

CFMS Contract Number: A60742 

Project Duration (Dates): 
7 -14-04 - 6-30-05 

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

The purpose of this contract was to extend information flow from Mn/DOT' s CADD package 
Microstation/Geopak to its bidletting software Tms*port PES/CES/LAS. The information will transfer 
pricing estimates, project descriptions, project numbers, beginning coordinates, ending coordinates, beginning 
station and ending station via XML. Also, included will be the conversion of center point project locations to 
latitude/longitudes for inclusion of these values to Tms*port using XML. It was necessary to enter into 
contract with Infotech based on the reasons listed below pertaining to .single source. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $138,827.21 

Source of Funding: 
Tech Support Consultant Services Allocation 

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

Info Tech Inc. is the current contractor, developer and programmer of Trns•port PES/LAS/CES which is used 
to Manage, estimate, let and award projects. Info Tech Inc. possesses a long-standing relationship with 
AASHTO and its PES/LAS and CES modules. According to the Master and Supplemental License Aqr.eements, 
"The American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) places the burden and 
responsibility of protecting our software on the Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/Dot) should 
Mn/Dot allow anyone to access the product (source or otherwise), and/or decide to contract with anyone 
outside your agency to modify the system for you". · 

Based on this statement the Minnesota Department of Transportation should not be willing to allow 
access to the source code other then to the current designated vendor under contract with AASHTO. As Info 
Tech Inc. has continually been awarded the AASHTO contract to develop the Trns*port Modules 
PES/LAS/CES they possess the expertise to modify the AASHTO source code. As the developers and 
designers of the initial code, database schemas and XML parsers Info Tech Inc. has shown its continual 
commitment to the AASHTO product. Prior to this proposal being accepted the Trns•port Task Force must 
approve the proposal. The Trns• port Task Force is the ruling body for Trns•port Products within AASHTO. 
As of this point they have not approved any proposals that have selected contractors other then Info Tech 
Inc. to perform work to the Trns•port Products. 

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

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. · 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Dakota County Technical College 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Mn/DOT Design Institute l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

87197 . 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A69841 
Project Duration (Dates): 
11 /08/04 - 6/23/05 

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

The Mn/DOT Design Institute trains TSS employees in basic highway design skills and project managers to enhance 
more advanced engineering skills. 

The Mn/DOT Design Institute Training Program requires skilled external instructors who possess specific experience 
and technical training abilities. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1 Total Amount Spent on 'I Source of Funding: Tech Support 
Contract: $59,975.83 Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

I L 1 L' ;tl,t1l}_ 1)Q~/J/L(J_L<_t 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 ( c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 
MNSCU - LAKE SUPERIOR COLLEGE 

Project Name (if applicable): T Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
CONSTRUCTION INSPECTOR ACADEMY I 85574 · 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A52200 

Project Duration (Dates): 
08/18/03 - 04/07 /05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
Prepare lesson plans and provide two Construction Inspector Academies for Mn/DOT. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 
$75,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY 

If this was a singl~ source Contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the 
services: 
NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Phase 3 - Rapid Assessment of and 
Decision-Making Strategies for Distortional 
Fatigue in Mult-Girder Steel Bridges 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

81655, Work Order 14 

CFMS Contract Number: A46404 & 
A57499 
Project Duration (Dates): 
September 1, 2001 - December 30, 2004 

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

This study is the third phase of the research program on distortional fatigue in multi-girder steel highway bridges. The 
overall goals of this last phase are: 1) to test the basic screening data (BSD) developed in the preceding project with 
distortional fatigue measurements to be collected in this project for multi-girder steel bridges with different types of 
diaphragms; and 2) to formulate decision-making strategies using the BSD for managing steel bridges vulnerable to 
distortional fatigue. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $120,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ ~ 1-S-.tJ 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, WO 14 Type of work _R____,;_es_e__,.;.a_r_ch...;._ ___ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: September 1, 2001 
Start Date 

December 30, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$120,000.00 + 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$120,000.00 

Item Rating Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

1. Product Quality X 

2. Work Performance X 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT X 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and X 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation X 

6. QA/QC plan conformance N/A 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

>< cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress X reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

X' management 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points 2 7 
(Maximum points~ 32) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

~fL __ m~ 
r ochen Mma . 

~1~ 
Barbara Loida' 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manageiis infdrmed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred, 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to req't.Jest§. .·1 
Contractor suggestsjmprovements. 

Contractor fulfills tiw:ns ofLgontractlno/rnore,Jto less: 
Deliverables meet standards-." ·-·.­
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

This project has four phases of research. The researchers had done an outstanding job 

to achieve the purpose of the study. 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

SRF Consulting, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Trinity Road Reconstruction I 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
85062 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A53313 
Project Duration (Dates): 
9/5/03 - 4/19/05 

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

The purpose of this contract was to provide detailed design services for the reconstruction of T.H. 
53 (Trinity Road) in Duluth. It was necessary to enter into a contract to deliver this Bond 
Accelerated Project (BAP) in a timely manner. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
NIA Contract: $577,201.56 (BAP) State 
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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/);' - I 11 /) ½ 7 ,,.l? Ii Ul~ / f~1v~-t./ 1i~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: '-- Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

. ( ! 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
WSB and Associates, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
State Project 7306-89 l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

83180 Work Order #3 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A S'fCI I Z. 

Project Duration (Dates): 
03-15-04 to 08-01-05 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of this project is to provide for construction contract administration and management including the services 

necessary to assure that proper coordination and management of construction inspection, materials testing, and 
contract administration activities are coordinated with all parties involved in accomplishing completion of this 
Mn/DOT construction project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
3,11~ •25 I 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$279,351.29 

Source of Funding: 
Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&~ "lyi~H-0-«_, 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

~c: - Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/_'JJ --/)C:::: 
l,9 CX'.- I U ...._i 

Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

(- Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c}. 

( 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

Hennepin County_ 
Project Name (if applicable): 

35W, Lake St Access I 
Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

78548 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A15223 

Project Duration (Dates): 
1 /9/01 - 8/1 /04 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
Preliminary Design Services - This is a joint powers agreement with Hennepin County to perform preliminary 

design services for improved access to l-35W at Lake Street in Minneapolis. This will enable Mn/DOT, 
Minneapolis and Hennepin County to make the decision on what should be done at l-35W/Lake Street and 
assist with effectively planning for the future of this intersection. Costs for this project were shared between 
the agencies. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $336,284 Trunk Highway 

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

This was a joint powers agreement. The project resides totally within Hennepin County. As such it is 
reasonable for the County to enter into a joint power agreement to facilitate the project and the cost sharing. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/1 , 
f/. /f\ Ii '---t1} .,....., ,, 
LJ!,V-1.-✓/J-{__,,, /I ~Jl~/ }L--(11._ ✓CL,< 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

!"} ✓:· .- ,u"t... ~ 

{a - =-2 1-U ~ 

Date 



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/technicalservices contract over 
$50,000.00. 

( 

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

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 

Mn/PASS 1 Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86527 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A67115 

Project Duration (Dates): 
8/18/04 - 4/30/05 

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

Twin Cities Metropolitan area-wide FAST (Freeing Alternative to Speedy Transportation)/ (HOT High 
Occupancy Toll)/ toll lane options and feasibility study. The primary goal of the study is to gather, study, 
evaluate and report any facts, comparisons, statistics or other relevant data concerning the impacts of 
overlaying a system of a FAST/HOT/Tolling system in the Twin City Metropolitan area of Minneapolis and 
St. Paul. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$530,167.44 Trunk Highway 

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

The study served as a useful tool for informing decision makers and the public as to current planning and 
policy alternatives regarding use of FAST/HOT/Tolled lanes as both a direct revenue generation 
mechanism, and as a technique to manage transportation demand and achieve maximum efficiency in 
the utilization of transportation capacity. It is also anticipated the study will be a useful tool for the current 
efforts to revise and update Mn/DOT's Transportation System Plan (TSP), and the Council's 
Transportation Policy Plan (TPP). 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

1,1 F ( . I /i /."\ r. , .i '--I ' "\ .--. ,, 
r ,, P r J· f\L,-1' / f l JC I/ /1,'L l'J _ _.1 r \_,.,A.-•t , LA.· . \....._ Cf::'t- l./ I <- ~~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

. :;---· . ' 
~ ~q 1--aS 

Date 



( 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

Bolton & Menk Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 

Photogrametric Control 
Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

87881 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A74089 

Project Duration (Dates):' 
4/01/05 to 6/01/05 

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

Aerial photography is a key component for mapping upcoming projects for the design stage. Photogrammetric control is 
a necessary piece of this mapping. This time sensitive work item is critical to support other aerial photographic contracts 
and current personnel are not available to ensure meeting the timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

Lump Sum 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 

$72,145.00 

Source of Funding: 

D7 Consultant Budget 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: l Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

Date · " - 2. I p4• t) '5 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( ~equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
LHB. Engineers & Architects, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Highway·169 Pokegama Lake Causeway 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82111 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A33344 
Project Duration (Dates): 
Start Date: 
Work Completion Date: 
Expiration Date: 

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

02-15-02 
08-30-05 
10-31-05 

The purpose of the contract was to· provide Preliminary and Final Design engineering services for the Highway 
169 Pokegama Lake Causeway reconstruction project (S.P. 3115-60). It was necessary to enter into the 
contract .because staffing limitations prevented the work from being completed by state employees in time to 
make the scheduled project lettings. 

Billable ·Hours (if applicable): · 
8239 

Total Amount Speht on 
Contract: $662,807.82 

Source of Funding: 
State Funds 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

] . 'G f!aIJLL 7J4ll~_, 
II Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: - Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/ - -~ / 1< 
(i,? ,:::.:-~{) ·- V , ... ) 

Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( \llinnesota 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. 

( 

( 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final 1nvo1ce. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: HDR Construction Control Corporation 

Project Name (if applicable): Wakota Area 
Critical Path Management 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86523 

CFMS Contract Number: A62693 

Project Duration (Dates): 
June 16, 2004 - March 31, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide critical path management for the construction projects in the 
Wakota Area (1-494 over the Mississippi River and at T.H. 61). The Contractor reviewed each of the prime 
construction contractors' electronic schedules to verify compliance with project specifications and develop a 
master project schedule from the complying schedules; analyzed subsequent monthly updates of each prime 
contractor's schedule and documented changes from their previous submitted schedule; and utilized the 
monthly updates to maintain and progress the master project schedule. 

The work was contracted because the Federal Highway Administration mandated Mn/DOT use a consultant to 
provide the needed services. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$100,000.00 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

/) 
, /) ' , 

{.:ah,tl.,7J~:?~a.,~c__ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

r; -c-26-dS" 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Iowa State University_ A63442 

Project Name (if applicable): __ JMn/DOT A_gree_ ment No.: ,_ P __ roje-ct Dur-ation (Dates): 
Trucks and Twin Cities Traffic Managem~nt 82§Jl, WO~ __ ______ JJ.!!y 12, 2004 - July 31, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This project will: 
1. Qualitatively identify and assess the most promising strategies for managing increasing truck volume in the Twin 

Cities metropolitan area 
2. Provide an evaluation for the proposed strategies. 

Researchers will review and identify strategies and solutions that have been used or proposed for use in other areas of 
the United States for reducing truck related congestion and then develop criteria for recommended improvement 
strategies for the Twin Cities area. Researchers will review the alternatives with Technical Advisory Panel (TAP) 
members and others as needed to identify improvement strategies. Researchers will also develop rough estimates of the 
costs and the measurable benefits of each improvement. The estimates of benefits and costs will be based on expe1ience 
elsewhere and Twin Cities conditions, using appropriate review by the TAP. The potential improvement strategies will 
be ranked in order of feasibility. Some of the potential improvements are likely to present significant policy challenges, 
for example, the use of bus-only shoulders by combination trucks or allowing trucks to bypass ramp meters. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A 

I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $79,689.00 Trunk Highway 

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

NIA 

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor's timeliness, quality, cost, and overall 
perf9rmance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!e})t_~/_)1+_J-tA~ I Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

,, ,-} - <:;""' l -- r:?(__t) -- 6 J -

Date 

cc: File 



( 

( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA- CARLSON SCHOOL OF MGMT. 
Project Name {if applicable): 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT ACADEMY 

Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
83574 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A42868 & A 70831 
Project Duration (Dates): 
12/12/02 - 05/26/05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
The purpose of this project was to secure of training services to organize a Project Management Academy that would be 
offered to State employees. The Contractor worked in conjunction with State's Project Manager prior to class 
start date to plan, coordinate, run and evaluate this Academy. The Contractor provided speakers and 
presenters who are experts in the topic areas of project management, along with course materjals to deliver 
this training. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 
$54,560.00 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY 

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

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EV ALDA TION 

f!twl~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date 4, ---cJ.,,,cJ - d S 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 {c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CF,MS Contract Number: 
St. Cloud State University A63860 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
GIS BaseMap Update 86809 7/1/04 - 6/30/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The effort will focus on editing, updating, testing, and documenting existing BaseMap data developed by Mn/DOT staff. 
A suite of computer software tools developed and provided by Mn/DOT will be used to accomplish this. All public 
roads will be the priority for this project. 

Mn/DOT does not have enough GIS skilled employees to perform this function in the required .timely manner. Mn/DOT 
does have some money available for contracting the required services. We have reviewed the Master Contract List for 
GIS services and determined that these offerings are at a price that seems to make the private sector out of our reach 
financially. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 

Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding : 
Contract: $60,000.00 Mn/DOT Consultant Services Section 

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

Inter-Agency Agreement: St. Cloud State University's Spatial Analysis & Research Center has previously performed 
these same services for Mn/DOT. The quantity, quality, and cost of their work has provided Mn/DOT with substantial 
cost savings over other contracting avenues. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&w~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: i Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

~--c:20 -() 5 

Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( 9equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CH2M Hill CFMS Contract Number: A47154 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Access Modification Study 81185 W .0,. 5 04/09/03 - 02/29/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract is to provide a access modification justification for TH27 & 29 in Alexandria MN. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $54,454.14 

Source of Funding: OLM Consultant 
Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/1, rl /J v) "1 LtUo-l I 1/ ~:,/}-(yj/L/~ i -d_{) ·-o s· 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

'P- 51-ernblef 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
ALBECK GERKEN TRAFFIC CONSULTANT 

Project Name (ifapplicable): 
TRAFFIC TRAINING l Mn/DOT Contract No.: 

82512 · 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A33544 
Project Duration (Dates): 
02/22/02 - 04/30/05 

Summarize the purpose of the Contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
TO DEVELOP ALL MATERIALS AND PROVIDE INSTRUCTION FOR EIGHT TRAFFIC COURSES 
INCLUDING, SIGNAL 101, TRAFFIC SIGNAL DESIGN, TRAFFIC SIGNAL OPTIMIZATION, ROADWAY 
LIGHTING DESIGN, SIGNING PLAN DESIGN OF FREEWAYS AND EXPRESS WAYS. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
3837 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 
$399,033.24 

Source of Funding: 
TRUNK HIGHWAY 

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

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULT ANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&ud~Uc4'--
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

~- c:}.l) -- t!J 5 
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 . 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minn_?~()~-- Dept. of Civil Engineering A46401 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
If They Come, Will You Build It? 81655 - Work Order No. 8 9/1/01 - 11/30/03 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To determine the decision rules used by agencies to choose the size of the transportation network relative to the . 
demand by examining the actual (revealed) results of what construction projects are funded. The results of the 
research will be used to help understand transportation network dynamics-how networks grow and decline. The 
research will construct a comprehensive time series database describing network investment, utilization, and capacity, 
estimate a statistical model, and interpret the results to guide planning 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: Cooperative 
$84,546.00 

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

The state does not have staff available with the background in the area of expertise needed for this research. The 
information developed by this contract was used to provide answers to questions posed by the Legislature. 

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 objectiv~s of the contract: 

The contractor completed the tasks on time, within budget, providing high quality work that met the terms of the 
contract. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin 
File 

~ - II - o 5 

Date 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments oii back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No.: 81655, W.O. 8 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Type of work: Research 

Work Type Code: NI A 

S.P.No.: T.H.: NIA Location: NI A 

Contractor: University of Minnesota, Dept. of Civil Enineering 

Subcontractor: 

Subcontractor: 

·contract Period: 9/1/2001 NIA 11/30/2003 
Work Start Date Work Completion Date Expiration Date 

Total Contract Cost: $84;546.00 = Orig Cost: $84,546.00 + Amended Cost: $00.00 

Amended cost for: --- Overrun --- Additional Work Number of Amendments: 0 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Re_guirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

,, ··.---. '--~'<,. 

·· : 111ct1J.ageinen.t 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

~ject Manager: 

\:~~~~. 
Rabinder Bains 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

X 
-
X 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

X 

-
X 

-
X 
-
X 

Total Points:-2.2_ 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contractt;;!Jl: 
Clark Moe 

Poor 
1 Point 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 



Report on ProfessionalfTechnical Contracts Over $50,000 

,equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Norell on Real Property CFMS Contract Number: A59475 

Project Name (if applicable): j Mn/DOT Agreement No.: j P~oject Duration (Dates) : 
Appraisal Services 83407 W .0. 3 . 03/05/04 - 08/15/04 

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

The purpose of the contract is to provide before and after appraisals for ten parcels located in Duluth . 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $56,S0o.oq 

Source of Funding: OLM Consultant 
Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~- ~-11 - 05 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

"Po.vJ... 5re~\e~ 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

(- Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto~ 680 alo11g with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Rivercrest Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Chaska Brick House Study 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86391 

CFMS Contract Number: A59922 

Project Duration (Dates): 
4-2-04 to 4-30-05 

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

The work completed for this contract was mitigation for impacts to historic properties along TH 212, from CSAH 4 in 
Eden Prairie to TH 147 west of Chaska.The purpose of study is to streamline the review of a numerous property type 
(Chaska Brick Farmhouses) in an area of current road development (Carver County). The study identified the location 
of the houses, photographed and inventoried them, and developed a historical context and standard criteria with which 
to evaluated their significance. This study will give MnDOT the tools to easily evaluate their significance without 
additional survey wherever these building are encountered by MnDOT, County, or local road projects. 

The Cultural Resource Unit of the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally 
mandated cultural resource investigations for each of MnDOT's federally funded projects. No state-employed personnel 
who meet the Secretary of Interior's standards for cultural resource investigations, required by FHWA- funded projects, 
are available for the completion of the work in a timely manner. Completion of the studies in a timely manner is essential 
to project planning, approval, and construction. Our list of certified professionals allow the Unit to contract for these 
investigations. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 772 Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $55,924.58 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&JV--L~L--
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: , Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

ft, - 08 - () 5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A48283 
CH2M Hill, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/D_OT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
1-394 Business Impact Study 81185 Work Order 6 5/19/2003 - 12/30/2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Owners of businesses along highway corridors being considered for improvements ranging from minor access 
modifications to major expansions often suggest that any change to their existing street network will result in a reduction 
in property value, reduction in retail sales, and/or business failure. While Mn/DOT staff regularly face these comments, 
very little information was available regarding the actual economic impact of roadway improvements and none of this 
information was local. The purpose of this study was to understand the business impacts that result from the changes 
in access associated with the construction of 1-394 as a fully-grade separated freeway. 

This was a unique, finite study. We do not maintain a staff complement within the Office of Investment Man·agement 
who could take on this additional study, nor were there staff with the necessary skills in other offices or Districts in 
Mn/DOT who could do so. Because it was a one time, short term special project, it was not cost effective to hire 
additional staff to do the work. The study required a variety of engineering, planning, and survey and economic analysis 
skills, as well as mapping and graphics technical support. We contracted with a consulting firm that could put together 
a team of individuals to carry out all aspects of this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 764.2 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $107,467.99 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/ I LA'")71 , C.,,/luf 7 / ::_/ -H/Yle:c~~-
caroI Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc:. '- Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 

Date 



Report on Professionalfrechnical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: Gemini Research CFMS Contract Number: A49002 

Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
82693 Work Order 12 3/30/04 -12/31/04 

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

The purpose of the contract was to complete the Section 106 Memorandum of Agreement stipulations for the mitigation 
of the removal of the National Register - eligible Main Avenue Bridge between Moorhead and Fargo. The project 
included the development of text and narrative for 11 interpretive panels for location on and around the new bridge and 
for the documentation of the original bridge history and plans for the Minnesota and North Dakota Historical Society 
archives. 

The Cultural Resources Unit of the Office of Environmental Services does not have the staff to complete federally 
mandated cultural resource investigations for each of MnDOT's federally-funded projects. No state-employed 
personnel who ineet the Secretary of Interior's Professional Standards for cultural resource investigations, required by 
FHWA - funded projects, were available to complete the work in a timely manner. Completion of these studies in a 
timely manner is essential to project planning, approval and construction. Our list of certified professionals allow us to 
contract easily for these investigations. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 739.25 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $59,642;62 Trunk Highway 

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was ~nly 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f!au_e__~ 
Caro! Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

&- tJ g' - t)5 
Date 



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. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A69481 

Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Research Mgmt. & Outreach Services 81655, W.O. 35 8/26/2002 -1/31/2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To provide assistance to Mn/DOT's Research Services Section in the areas of publishing and dissemination of research 
results and the development, preparation and monitoring of the research contracts managed by Research Services. 
The preparation of research contracts has since been transferred to Consultant Services. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
N/A $107,200.00 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTCHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~·~ ~-7-6::5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: Contracts Mgmt. (P.Stembler, 112 Admin) 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, W.O. 35 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Contractor: University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: August 26, 2002 

Type of work _R....;;.e..;;_s.:;_;e:....,.a..;._rc..;..;;.h __________ ~ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$123,500.00 + 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

January 31, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

io.oo = 

Final Cost: 

$123,500.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

X 
)< 

X 
X 

X 
N/A N/A N/A N/A 

X 

X 

X 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points c2 f 
(Maximum points 32) 

Contract Administrator: 

Karen Billiar, Research Services 



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: HDR Construction Control Corporation 

Project Name (if applicable): Unweave the 
Weave Critical Path Management 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86919 

CFMS Contract Number: A69095 

Project Duration (Dates) : 
October 1, 2004 - April 30, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide development of a pre-letting co·nstruction master schedule utilizing 
the Critical Path Method for the Unweave the Weave Project, located at the junction of l-35E and 1-694 in 
Ramsey County. 

The work was contracted because The Federal Highway Administration mandated Mn/DOT use a consultant to 
provide the needed services. 

Billable Hours (if applicable) : 1028.5 I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$99,992.23 Trunk Hig_hway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

(}Ut-t_}):;~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

I _ -/__ -t) ~ (0 (_g .,__,) 

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: Horizons, Incorporated. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

CFMS Contract Number: A-72526 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 02/17/05 to 06/30/05 
87721 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulatior,.s, compile Planimetric Features 
and create a Digital Terrain Model for this project. 

This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for TH 10 & 1-94, (River Crossing), District 3 / Project number 8823-04. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. Total Contract Amount: $99,987.48 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 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. 

/'-

lbJLLJ-(!_ 1 1~/y1j}J-L(___.~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date &-- c.:L - 0,5 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Assistance in Validating the Mn/ROAD 
Database 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
74708, WO 114 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A47485 

Project Duration (Dates): 
April 19, 1999 - April 16, 2004 

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

The purpose of this project was to provide technical assistance rather than to conduct traditional research. The primary 
objectives were to assist Mn/DOT in validating the Mn/ROAD on-line sensor data base and data acquisition systems, to 
develop protocols for monitoring of Mn/ROAD's on-line sensors, and to provide assistance in the selection and 
installation of any new data acquisition hardware and/or software. Contract extensions improved the reliability of the 
project database and increased its credibility in the transportation research community. Thorough validation and 
documentation of the Mn/ROAD database and data acquisition systems will also facilitate future research activities at 
Mn/ROAD. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $359,006.00 

Source of Funding: 
FHWA and Trunk Highway 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

G,-..:2-05 
Date 

cc: File 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708, W.O. 114 Type of\iyork _R_es_e_a_r_c_h ______ _ 

DistricUOffice: Investment ManagemenUResearch Services Section 

Contractor: University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: April 19, 1999 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

~641.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

April 16, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$255,365.00 = 

Final Cost: 

$359,006.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

'f 
X 

'< 
X 

X 
N/A N/A N/A N/A 

'J 
~ 

"' Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ---
(Maximum points 32) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: 

/l}Vn ~ .¥Wl_ 
Tom Burnham, Materials 

~~ 
Ann Mclellan, Research Services 



( 

Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
ProducUservice required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

--rn; s ,ti..-,,, ect- ~-J 
UvJJ~ ~ -- ot\_5-

1 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A50157 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
ITS Institute Match Funding 74708, WO 161 July 1, 1999 ~ June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The theme of the ITS Institute is Human-Centered Technology to Enhance Safety and Mobility. The goal of the 
Institute is to enhance the safety and mobility of road- and transit-based transportation through a focus on 
human-centered technology. The lnstitute's theme relates to two of the key national transportation issues 
identified in the National Science and Technology Council Committee on Transportation Research and 
Development's Transportation Science and Technology Strategy: safety and mobility. The Institute will expand 
on work which began under ISTEA authorization: pursue research in safety-critical technologies and systems for 
efficiently moving people and goods. The lnstitute's effort will bring together technologists with those who study 
human behavior. This strategic partnering will ensure that Institute-developed technologies become tools to 
optimize human capabilities. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A 

I 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $1,500,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol M~~s~ It; - ;;l - t) 5 
Date 

cc: File 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708. WO 161 Type of work _R_e_s_e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: July 1, 1999 
. Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$1,500,000.00 

Item Rating 

• ' 

1. Product Quality 

2 . . Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

June 30, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$1,500,000.00 

Rating 

Above Below -.. 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points - 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

. 3 
Lf 

3 

t/ 
3 

NIA N/A N/A N/A 

if 

_3 

3 

Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points r;z 7 
(Maximum points ~ 32) 

r 
~ 

b/1/os 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Saint Paul Technical College CFMS Contract Number: A42075 

Project Name (if applicable): Transportation I Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
Specialist Series (TSS) 86890 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Oct 30, 2002 thru Mar 31, 2005 

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

State Had a Contract with Saint Paul Technical College to develop Assessment Tools which to identify Math and 
Reading capability of job applicants for the Transportation Specialist Series positions and the development needs of 
current TSS employee (TSS Assessment Tool) . Specifically, the objectives have been to but not limited to the following: 

Develop Math and Reading Capability Assessment Tools that assess capability and identify the individual's 
capability proficiency level. 

a) The Assessment Tools developed by the College will be property of State. 
b) Develop the assessment tools for two primary applications: 

1. Pre-Employment Screening-
2. Development Assessment-

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $58,900.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: Contractor completed this project on-time and on 
budget. The quality of the Transportation Specialists Tools are excellent, and will give State, better quality of workers 
within all agencies of State. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

(p-/-05 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop_~80 atong with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Bolten & Menk 

Project Name (if applicable): 
HARN Observations 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
87665 . . 

CFMS Contract Number: A73354 

Project Duration (Dates): 
03/18/05 - 05/17 /05 

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

The purpose of the contract is to assist with HARN observations for the Metro and Rochester districts. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $72,744.41 

Source of Funding: OLM Consultant 
Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&v-l~ f.o -1-0 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: f ii teen b\er 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 

Westwood Professional Services, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
T.H. 1 EA/EAW 78457 WO 2 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A48064 
Project Duration (Dates): 

4/29/03 - 3/31/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) including two 
sensitive species surveys. It was necessary to enter into a contact since staff was not available for 
the EA preparation and there was no State staff with sensitive species training available. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
2,575.50 Contract: $194,313.70 State funds 
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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

lo - I -o 5 
Date 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this forni to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
University_ of Minnesota A57473 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
2003 Minnesota Technology Transfer L TAP 81655, W .0. 68 

Project Duration (Dates): 
April 15, 2003 thru November 30, 2004 

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

This contract provides funding to the University of Minnesota's Local Technical Assistance Program (LTAP) 
which exists to help meet local transportation needs for technical assistance, training, information exchange, 
products, and programs. Technology transfer (T2

) centers are a primary component of LTAPs. The national 
LT AP mission is to foster a safe, efficient, environmentally sound transportation system by improving skills 
and knowledge of local transportation providers through training, technical assistance, and technology 
transfer. The goal of Minnesota's LT AP program is to facilitate the exchange of transportation information 
and innovations for the improvement of Minnesota's roads and bridges. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $440,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
FHW A and State Aid Research 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ &J -- I -o 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, W.O. 68 Type of work Technology Transfer 

DistricVOffice: Investment Management, Research Services 

Contractor: University_ of Minnesota 

Contract Period: April 15, 2003 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$440,000.00 

Item Rating 

1 . Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

;;:1171k 
Clark Moe, Research Services 

November 30, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

+ 0.00 

Final Cost: 

$440,000.00 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

N/A 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average Poor 
3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

✓ . 
. J 

✓ 

J 
J 
NIA NIA 

·v 
v· 

✓ 

Total Points~ 
(Maximum points 32) 

Contract Administrator: 

~<U/4.J 

NIA 

' 1 Billiar, Research Services er 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 {c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ_§80 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 

· DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
AYRES Associates 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Statewide Underwater Inspections of 
Minnesota T.H. Bridges 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
85797 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A58989 
Project Duration (Dates): 
March 2, 2004 - March 1, 2005 

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

The purpose of this contract was to perform underwater inspections of some Trunk Highway bridges spanning 
waterways in Minnesota, using qualified individuals. 

Federal Regulations require that bridges with underwater components that cannot be visually evaluated during 
periods of low flow are to have their underwater components inspected by qualified individuals at least every 
five years. 

It was necessary to enter into a contract for this work because Mn/DOT does not have the qualified personnel 
and the equipment, to perform the underwater bridge inspections. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $223,319.57 

Source of Funding: 
Consultant Services Budget - Bridge 
Office · 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/'j 

ttt~U1/l-a__4--
caro1 Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

Date: May 24, 2005 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Assoc., Inc. A01512 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
Hwy. 38 Reconstruction: Pre-Design and 78395 Start Date: October 18, 1999 
Final Design Expiration Date: October 15, 2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to provide Preliminary and Final Design for total highway reconstruction 
involving alignment modification, shoulder widening, grading, bituminous surfacing, drainage improvements, 
intersection improvements, turn lanes and bypass lanes for two major portions of T.H. 38 located between 
County Road 49 to County Road 19 and from Marcell to County Road 43 (Jaynes) in Mn/DOT District 1. It was 
necessary to enter into the contract because staffing limitations prevented the work from being completed by 
state employees in time to make the scheduled project lettings. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
12 349 - · .. .. 

.. , __ ' . 

Total Amount Spent;oi:, 
Contract: $711,614;82 -

Source_ of F_unding: 
-·, State Funds . 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ·· Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

5-~ l(- o 5 

Date 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Bonestroo Rosene Anderlik & Assoc. Inc. SP 7602-15 TH 9 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
In Benson 77972 WO 5 1-20-2003 to 3-31-2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To produce a detail design plan and provisions for a mill and overlay project with limited widening, intersection revisions 
and access management within the city of Benson. 

Due to excessive workload MnDOT personnel were not available to deliver the project on the time schedule identified. 

Billable Hours)iffaPRlicaple..L I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
0 8 /, ~ Contract:$98,097 .14 District Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&_~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Sa~ "e,- IJS 
Date 



( 

( 

C 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 {c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Yaggy Colby Associates, Inc. A26007 
Project Name (if applicable): . I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Three Bridges - Detailed De~i_g_11__ 77981 WOS July 12, 2001 to December 31, 2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The State contracted with Yaggy Colby, Inc. to provide detail design services for three bridge replacement 
projects in the Trunk Highway {TH) 52 corridor. The three projects are: 

1. S.P. 5508-84 for Bridge Numbers 9234 and 9235 on TH 52 in Oronoco in Olmsted County 
2. S.P. 2510-37 for Bridge Number 5188 and Box Culvert on TH 58 in Zumbrota in Goodhue County 
3. S.P. 6612-84 for Bridge Number 6842 on TH 3 near Dundas in Rice County. 

The State amended this Contract and removed the detail design tasks for S.P. 5508-84 from the Contract and 
included them with the tasks for the ongoing TH 52/Oronoco Deign-Build project. 

It was necessary to enter into this Contract, because the State did not have sufficient staff available with the 
expertise required to complete the detailed design work for the three projects within the necessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A $71,680.73 District 6 Allocation, State 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

" Ctw.J_ ~ 
~,,I 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: t Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

s-~a-os 
Date 



( 

( 

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: Florin Cultural Resource Services 

Project Name (if applicable): Waseca Trail 
Phase I and 11 archaeology 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86248 

CFMS Contract Number: 

Project Duration (Dates):7/7/05 - 5/5/05 

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

· To identify and evaluate archaeological sites in the area of potential effect of the project. Use of FHWA funds for the 
project is contingent on the identification of any historic archaeological properties. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1444 Total Contract Amount: 
$53,856.44 

Source of Funding: 
STA~l: l\1D 

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

Hiring a consultant was the only way the work could have been performed under the time deadline of the project. 

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

The consultant was chosen based on the Cultural Resources Unit Prequalified Consultant list and because the scope of 
the contract was small enough to allow for a single consultant. 

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 work on time, within budget and scope of contract, and met or exceeded all performance 
requirements. 

I!) A , L/1/) _,-· I) /I c.· {l'A.J-l / {_f/J--v1"UJj_~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

~;:r -1 q -·o :5 
Date 



( 

( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A45891 
URS, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates) : 
Mn/DOT Bicycle Modal Plan 84257 2/26/03 - 3/31/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To develop the Mn/DOT Bicycle Modal Plan in consistent with other modal plans and the Statewide Transportation Plan, 
updating practices and guidelines based on other national experience and as endorsed by a Technical Steering 
Committee, to bring additional consistency and safety to Mn/DOT's accommodation of these otherwise vulnerable road 
users. 

Billable Hours (if applicable):N/A l Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $84,990 

Source of Funding: Transit 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Ii . c~ 
L:d~i---fl__ /7J:J-11-e_/)/L{_u_,{__/ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

~~ 19 ·- (5' __ 5 . 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 al()_ng with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Foth & Van Dyke Associates, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Phase I Archaeological Survey of the 
Paynesville Bypass (S.P. 73Q4-14) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86463 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A62135 
Project Duration (Dates): 
6/8/2004 to 4/30/2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The survey was performed in support of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
and the National Environmental Policy Act. Projects receiving Federal-Aid Highway Program funds must 
comply with these laws requiring the FHWA and its funding recipients to consider the effects of federal 
undertakings on historic properties. The initial step in complying with the applicable regulations is identifying 
whether historic properties (e.g., archaeological sites eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
P_laces) are present within the area to be impacted by the undertaking. As most areas of the state, including 
the area to be affected by the Paynesville Bypass, have not been subjected to systematic study to identify such 
properties, a survey was required. The FHWA has designated the Mn/DOT Cultural Resources Unit (CRU) to 
act on its behalf in complying with Section 106 (36CFR800). The Mn/DOT CRU has a small number of staff that 
are responsible for reviewing all Federal-Aid Highway Program undertakings in Minnesota. In order to meet the 
scheduling needs of these projects and complete timely Section 106 reviews, the Mn/DOT CRU contracts with 
qualified consultants to complete special historical studies such as Phase I (identification) surveys. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1238.1 O Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $77,186.05 

Source of Funding: D-8 Consultant 
Allocation 

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

The scope of the archaeological survey required did not justify contracting with more than one 
consultant. The contract was for conducting a Phase I archaeological survey of the proposed 
Paynesville Bypass project (SP 7304-13). The results of the survey's background research, field survey, 
artifact analysis, and recommendations concerning historic properties were most efficiently dealt with 
under the Section 106 review process as a single report. Multiple consultants would have required 
extra time and effort (and thus costs) by either Mn/DOT staff or contracted personnel to produce a _ 
single, coherent report that would facilitate Section 106 review. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner ~m.c1/,)•4.'.i.lLJ Date ;;f';_ /C/ .. c:J ,"5 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 



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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( Instructions: Submit this form to Consult~nt Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
·' Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A50827 
Widseth, Smith Nolting & Associates 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
Public Land Survey in L.O.W. County 78279 Work Order 5 July ~3, 2003 to April 9, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to conduct a Public Land Survey on portions of TH 11 in Lake of the Woods County. 
Public Land Survey information is needed to establish property information that will be used in future right of purchases 
for upcoming projects along TH 11. It was necessary to enter into a contract because the timing and location of this 
work was such that other MnDOT surveys crews were involved in delivering other design and construction surveys. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Tota. I Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
805 hours Contract: $52,667.55 District 2 Consultant Budget 

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

( Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
Note: The final billing was $52,667.55 which was less than the original contract amount of $70,633.78. The contractor 
performed all of the land survey work needed and provided the needed legal documentation. The work was of excellent 
quality and no information was lacking. 

f!tLtd ";1JC!&--&1UL~ 
Carol Mofnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

::i'- 19 - t)5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 alor1g with the finaf invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Interstate Engineering Inc. A33911 
Project Name (if applicable): r Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH23 Noise Study at Spicer 78467 work order No. 1 April 30th, 2002 -__April 2ih, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract provided an analysis and final report of noise conditions near TH23 in and around Spicer. The analysis 
and report will be used in justification of the State's current and future plans for TH23 in the area. The State did not 
have resources available to perform the work in this specialized area of engineering at the time the work was begun, 
making the contract a necessity. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $78,306.94 

Source of Funding: b-S 
Conf,(J.,\..\-u.n-\ A \\OC.CL "t\Or'\ 

_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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

{!(),1r_,J, ~~-a,,,~, 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

.5-ti-{)5 
Date 



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: 
URS Corporation 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Final Design of Mill and Overlay on T.H. 
25 from T.H. 7 to T.H. 212 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
77984 W03 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A39805 
Project Duration (Dates): 
August 21, 2002 - April 22, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide final design services for a bituminous mill and overlay project on 
T.H. 25 from T.H. 212 to T.H. 7 in Carver County. The contract was necessary because with the excessive 
workload within Mn/DOT's Metro Design area at the time the work was needed, personnel were not available to 
deliver this project on the identified time schedule. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
2,674 $183,231.26 Trunk Highway 
If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

f!cw.L_~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

S'-11- !J 5 
Date 



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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A57 486 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Screening Tool for Using Waste Materials in 81655, WO 81 9/2/2003 - 12/31/2004 
Paving Projects 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Produce a CD that will contain a manual describing the existing and in-use Mn/DOT streamlined due diligence 
and compliance process for the recycling of wastes into infrastructure material. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $56,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ ~- ~-i) s 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

JC 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, WO 81 Type of work _R_e_s_e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

DistricUOffice of Investment Management 

Contractor University: of Minnesota 

Contract Period: September 2, 2003 
Start Date 

December 31, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~000.00 + 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA 

Final Cost: 

$~000.00 

~tern Rating Rating 
,, --·· Above Below 

Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

1. Product Quality X 
2. Work Performance X 
3. Conformance with Mn/DOT X : Standards/Requirements 
4. Deliverables Complete and .X on time , 

5. Project related cooperation X · 

Poor 
1 Point 

6. QA/QC plan conformance N/A N/A N/A N/A 
(N/A) 
7. Contract administration 

cooperation 
8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

>< '-,. 

X 
>< -

j 
/, ,., 

Total Points --E,_ 
(Maximum points Je 32) 

j ames Klessig 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A58242 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No. : . Project Duration (Dates): 
Implementation and Closeout of FY02-03 February 6, 2006 - August 31, 2004 
Research Projects I 81655, WO 112 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The goal of this project is to provide the State and the LRRB with implementation plans that will outline the tasks and 
methods for application of research results to transportation problems and issues. In some cases, the plan may involve 
communication and training . In other cases, the plan may require collaboration with other agencies, organizations and 
private industry or involve product development. An additional goal of this project is to provide the State with completed 

. closeout memos that provide information describing the research effort, research results, implementation effort and 
impacts of the implementation . As resources permit, implemehtation actions identified by this project will be performed 
by CTS in delivering its mission of research, education and outreach activities that advance knowledge in transportation. 
Results from this project include; incorporation into CTS's contract management database to enhance research project 
tracking, dissemination in CTS publications (including; the CTS Research E-News, the CTS report, the CTS Annual 
Report and the ITS sensor) and evaluation of potential outreach and training opportunities 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $53,914.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~7~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

II 

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

i/-c:19--· t!J S 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe_6j39 alon_g with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
HNTB A-57056 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 10/32 Design Build Interchange 83591 WO 6 12/23/2003 - 4/1/2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This project was advanced by 3 years under Governor Tim Pawlenty's Transportation Finance Bill in September 2003 
as a Safety and Preservation Project. The project was then accelerated another year using the· design build method of 
procurement. With the accelerated schedule and limited knowledge of the design build procurement process District 4 
hired HNTB to perform the preliminary engineering and prepare the contract documents necessary for a design build 
letting. 

Billable Hours _(if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: D-t/7.Ie;c 
S 7 q 4. 7- '5 Contract: $676,894.95 Con5l>..-\+a.nt- A \lOC.CL1"l'Oh 

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: 

SEE. ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f!r»~7~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

~-~9-oS 
Date 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
University_ of Minnesota A63895 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: J Project Duration (Dates): 
Minnesota Guidestar Support- F.Y. 2002 81655, W .0. 6 June 16, 1997 to December 31, 2001 

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

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

This project provides pass-through funds from the FHWA for continuation funding for the University's Intelligent 
Transportation Systems Institute. 

These funds are earmarked for ITS research at the University of Minnesota. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $879,584.00 80% Federal, 20% Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ -'l-c5J-9-tJ 5" 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

JC 



·( 

CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, W.O. 6 Type of work _R_e_s_e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University: of Minnesota 

Contract Period: 12/1/1999 5/31/2002 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$879,584.00 

Item Rating 

+ 

Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$0.00 

Above 

Final Cost: 

= $879,584.00 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points . 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance --

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance NI/A 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

X 
-X ' 

X 
X 

X 
N/A · NIA 

I 
,/~ 

.1 
~ 

'I 

Total Points ~:z 
(Maximum points 32) 

Contract Administrator: 

N/A 

~ ~ 
0/41) jr},, ~ 

Karen Billiar 



( 

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: 
University_ of Minnesota - Computer Science and Engineering 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Real Time Collision Warning and Avoidance 81655, Work Order No. 1 
at Intersections 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46601 and A46039 

Project Duration (Dates): 
3/3/2003 - 12/31/2004 

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

The objective of this research was to improve the safety at intersections by reducing crashes. A system was developed 
that uses video cameras to continuously gather traffic data at intersections and applies efficient algorithmic techniques 
to predict potential collisions arid near misses in real time. The system was tested using computer simulations and field 
data from actual intersections 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: FHWA and Trunk 
$195, 000.00 Highway_ 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ r._--~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin 
File 

4-~'I- d5 
Date 

JC 



CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Submit this form to the Administrator with the final invoice. This rating will be consideration in 
future consultant selection procedures. Address comments on back, keep comments factual. 

Agreement No.: 81655, Work Order 1 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Type of work: Research 

Work Type Code: NIA 

S.P. No.: 8816-189 T.H.: NIA Location: NI A 

Contractor: University of Minnesota - Center for Transpotatio Studies 

Subcontractor: NI A 

Subcontractor: NI A 

Contract Period: 3/3/2003 
Work Start Date 

Total Contract Cost: $195,000.00 

NIA 
Work Completion Date 

12/31/2004 
Expiration Date 

Orig Cost: $195,000.00 + Amended Cost: $0.00 

Amended cost for: ""' Overrun ""' Additional Work Number of Amendments __ O __ 

Item Rating 
1 - 6 by Project Manager 

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator 
Above 

Average 
4 Points 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time · 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance NIA 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress reports 

9. Cost estimation/budget 
management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

PrQM~er~ -
Ray Starr 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

,/ 
V 
r/ / 
~ 
v 

NIA NIA 

V 
, 

/ 

Total Points: 21 
(Maximum points 32) 

Contract Administrator: 

Poor 
1 Point 

NIA 

Note: Any rating of below average or poor, copy to Jeff Brunner, Director, Consultant Services Section, MS 680 
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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. 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Sto_g 680, with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): T.H. 36 Sign 
Replacement Inspection 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86271 

CFMS Contract Number: A61147 

Project Duration (Dates) : 
May 7, 2004 - February 28, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide construction inspection and contract administration services for 
sign replacement on Trunk Highway (T.H.) 36 from l-35W to T.H. 95. 

The work was contracted out because due to the magnitude of the Mn/DOT construction program, Mn/DOT did 
not have qualified personnel available to provide the needed inspection and construction contract 
administration services for this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$60,768.64 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

/) 1 Ll-)/\ ,1 [ ,,.{Vt_~ / / r-rif-&Yl,Cl--<--L-~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

o<j~/9 ~CJ5 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_Q 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Widseth Smith Nolting A43279. 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Environmental Assessment - Montevideo 78463 work order 2 December 7, 2002 - Feb. 28, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract provided the State with an Environmental Assessment (EA) for State Project 1202-48 on highways 29 and 
-7 at Montevideo. The resources needed to deliver the EA were not available to the State using State staff. This contract 
allowed the EA to be delivered on time, therefore maintaining the scheduled construction contract letting date. · 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

290 l.S I 
Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $195,275.54 

Source of Funding: 1)-<cs 
CDncS Q \..\-o.n+ A\\ c c.Q... -\-i C> n 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!,ci,Ut_/_e__ '---fl:)A-"JYLCU-4.-/ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/-.),- I q - () 5' 

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

( ~equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Archwing Innovations 
Project Name (if applicable): 

UMART (Utility and Municipality 
Agreements Report and Tracking) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83849 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A-48039 
Project Duration (Dates): 
6/2/03-4/8/05 

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

This project replaced a system that the Office of Technical Support Section used to track utility and municipality 
agreements. The "old" system was developed in FOXPRO and did not have all the features and functionalities that 
were required and desired in a new system. The new system is web-based to allow easy access by all users, including 
those who work in other offices and districts. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): n/a Total Amount Spent on 
. Contract: $177,930 

Source of Funding: 
Central Development Fund 

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

The contractor was clearly and legitimately a single source of the proposed services for the following reasons: 
Archwing Innovations was currently developing Mn/DOT's Consultant Agreements Report and Tracking )CART system. 
There were various common fields between the CART system and the Utility and Municipal Agreement database. 

ArchWing Innovations' expertise of the CART system would be significant in developing the new database. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

A"'-. e~! YK~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

L/- /tj-{)S' 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.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: Nicollet Partners, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Appraisals of 
Parcels in Belle Plaine 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83405 WO 2 

CFMS Contract Number: A42748 

Project Duration (Dates): 
November 26, 2002 - March 31, 2005 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide land value appraisals for 24 parcels in Belle Plaine in conjunction 
with State Project 7008-45. 

The work was contracted out because the State does not staff to the level of meeting this level of work demand 
and/or act as a neutral party. The State needs a neutral party to provide appraisals. The only method available 
is to contract with fee appraisers. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$68,500.00 Trunk Hig_bway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

& f lt~, .., 
6 .· ).J .- 1\ • "1· -. . 

. L,,fJ~ '.(_ 1 I/ .,.,.J>-1- --f!,-✓ /I~ C c--· 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

A.I/-· .' -<i, - E ,' 
/'I I A> ,,. £)-1? 
I I "-.._J' ,._,, , 

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: URS Corporation 

Project Name (if applicable): Bus Rapid 
Transit Feasibility Study 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81186 WO 6 

CFMS Contract Number: A55605 

Project Duration (Dates): 
November 4, 2003 to March 4, 2005 

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

During the 2003 Minnesota Legislative Session, a bill was passed (Special Session Chapter 19, Art. 2, § 71) 
directing the State to conduct a feasibility study of bus rapid transit (BRT) service in the l-35W .corridor 
between Minneapolis and Lakeville. · 

As prescribed in the legislation, the study included a detailed analysis of the following: 
• Frequent operation of buses on exclusive or near-exclusive right-of-way. 
• Changes in bus or platform design. 
• Changes in fare collection. 
• Station locations that are adjacent to or easily accessible form the exclusive or near-exclusive right-of-way. 
• Traffic management improvements. 
• Traffic signal preemption on local streets. 
• Cha.nges to existing transit services. 

The study also recommended options for implementing BRT along with the associated costs and benefits of 
each. 

Mn/DOT contracted this work out to provide addiUonal credibility to the report by allowing a 2nd Party to gather 
and assemble the data requested by the Legisiature. Resources and the ability to deliver the final report 
within the timelines identified in the legislation were also a determining factor in using a consultant rather than 
internal resources. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 2,216 I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$195,679.09 1 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

,.,::·/~ , ,; _[ ly.--}--~) ,, 1 J/,..-.-7 ~ 'i: 1 ., · . I /L(- //.-,(_ _ 1 ,:, --rt..,'---L, / l .,, ( ,:...-C-l.__.,.., 
\...__... ~\..- ..__,, ~ _,. -' \.4 • 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

ii I,'-. '~ 
1/--._ • . / 25 ·.--. {'I <) 

Date 



Report on Professional!Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 68_Q_ alo11g with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Bolten & Menk 

Project Name (if applicable): 
HARN Observations 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
87536 

CFMS Contract Number: A 7lS'91 

Project Duration (Dates): 
-, 1/07/05 - 03/31/05 

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

The purpose of the contract is to assist with HARN observations for the Willmar and Mankato districts. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $76,440.70 

Source of Funding: OLM Consultant 
Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 
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Report on ·Professional_/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe_ 680~o_ng with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Stork Twin City Testing, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Soil Survey and Lab Testing - TH 169 & 
CSAH 64 in Belle Plaine 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: . 
86529 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A68818 
Project Duration (Dates): 
9/24/04 - 3/8/05 

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

The purpose of the contract was to obtain the subsurface information quickly for a project that was being advanced from 
a 2009 letting to a summer 2005 letting. The purpose of the project is to construct a grade-separated intersection at TH 
169 and TH 25. For the project TH 169 is being lowered by over 25'. 

In order to drill to depths greater than 25' or through confining layers you must be licensed by the Minnesota 
Department of Health and be able to properly abandon the holes. The Metro District drilling crews are not licensed to 
drill that deep nor do they have the necessary equipment to properly abandon the holes. The Foundations unit is 
licensed to drill that deep but would not have been able· to drill the number of boring required (165 borings, some up to 
40' deep) in the short time. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
558 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $79,825.43 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

lj) . ·"J~J . 
V ,-. . 1/" / \ ' .) . ' l~l !v!t--e_~ . ,_vfJ--~/n.a--cA._.,,-

Ca rol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc : Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 

. Earth Tech, Inc. A30371 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
District Wide Asbestos Investigations 76919 WO4 07/12/01 To 01 /28/05 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this agreement was to provide Asbestos Investigation Services on a district wide basis, as directed by 
the State Project Manager. It was necessary to enter into this agreement because the department did not have the 
necessary expertise on staff to do the contracted work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total -Amount Spent on 
Contract: $71,121.61 

Source of Funding : 
Dist. 3 Allotment of Consultant Services 
Budget. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/) Lj,,...) 
c✓{"bld ., .~ _,,/j_,f/J-,f,OA_,t_/ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: -! Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

~-Id- -c) 5 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: STS Consultants, Ltd. CFMS Contract Number: A62544 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 14 Borings and Soundings 86267 6-15-2004 through 12-21-2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract is for geotechnical subsurface investigation work (foundation borings and Cone Penetration Test (CPT) 
soundings) for bridges, culverts and roadway embankments for the realignment and reconstruction of TH 14 from 
Waseca to Owatonna. 

To meet Mn/DOT's program and project management system deadlines, it was determined that in-house crews could not 
meet this scheduled deadline and therefore consultant forces are needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
l I l_o', 0 . 50 Contract: $138,759.05 Office of Materials Consultant Budget 

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 coTJtract: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/},: 
( V IJ], I J. {) \_I ,,--. ,. i i 
\_ .. --tt/z,,t,"-{___ ll )----1,;1>:-·-c/l'?.6.t~ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commiss1oner 

cc: [ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

.11 - r J-. ~-{) s 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Bettendorf, Rohrer, Knoche, Wall, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A40627 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Hastings 83370 work order 6 10-5-02 to 12-15-02 

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

The purpose of the contract is to furnish the department with appraisal reports for 28 parcels in Meisville along 
Trunk Highway 316 in the Hastings area. The department does not have the available staff to do this work . 

. Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A 

I 
Total Amount Spent on 
Con.tract: $56,800.00 

Source of Funding: Metro District 

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

The contractor was chosen because they had the manpower, resources, and the availability to do this large project. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

e \__., .. 
·) ,·1 1., ,. ;_; ,fl V /,-,' t,, .,,V~~/41~i::_,,..,,....,)/LQ , I ' '[_,, ,.,_,t:,'- .. _ /' J '--r ,~L/~, 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 

3 -<,:2-/J ·- tJ -S 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A46971 
EnecoTech Midwest, Inc. 

Pr?j~ct Name_ (if ~pplicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Drilling lnvest1gat1on 81321 Work Order 1 0 Apr. 2, 2003 to June 30, 2005 
Summarize the purpo_se of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to identify soil and groundwater contamination problems early in project 
development thus reducing potential liability and avoiding construction delays. This work requires knowledge and 
experience in dealing properly with contaminated soil and groundwater that is encountered while completing a 
drilling investigation of a potentially contaminated property. The identification of contaminated materials requires 
speci~l training and knowledge. It is reasonable to do this work under a contract. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $117,757.88 District One Consultant Allocation 

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

NA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

,, 
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Car ol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

/ , 

;c: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Short, Elliot, Hendrickson, Inc. A 17862 
Project Name (if applica--ble): I Mn/DOT Agreement No. : I Proj-ect Du_ ration (Dates): 
TH 60 EIS - Worthingt~IJ__to Bigelow 80474 March 8_,l_0Q_j_!_o f_eb!_lJ<!_I)' 28, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
This project was necessary because Mn/DOT does not maintain the staff necessary to complete federally 
required Environmental Impact Statements. The purpose of the contract was to develop the EIS, perform 
public involvement and guide development of the layouts. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
8518.3 l Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $731,909.68 
Source of Funding: 
District Consultant Budget & Iowa DOT 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

·1) I 11,?., . •1 t) "---;· ·>,,,,..- --e-. 
1 / ( iJ Fl_,,--{,L---i / j \/.?- / )-✓1._, ,;,: J .t ,...... ._, V C '--· ,,__./ C-'-- - .._____., 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P. Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 106 Group Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
St.Croix Crossing 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86488 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A61080 
Project Duration (Dates): 
5/06/04 - 12/31 /04 

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

This project required a Phase I and II architectural survey for portions of Stillwater and vicinity that 
were not covered in the 1999 St. Croix TH 36 crossing alternatives. The results of this study will be 
included in the draft and final EIS for this project. The work needs to be completed by a person who 
meets the Secretary of Interior's Professional Standards for Historian and one who is familiar with the 
Section 106 process required under all federal undertakings. Our office does not have the staff to 
complete these surveys. We have a list of pre-qualified consultants who meet those qualifications. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
663.5 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $50,467.47 

Source of Funding: 
Metro Consultant Funding 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/1 . ,"1 . j .... ,: 
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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 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680~ong with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Short Elliot Hendrickson, Inc. A04337 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
EIS along west side of Lake Mille Lacs 79207 February 14, 2000 to February 14, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this Contract was to provide preliminary design for safety and capacity improvements to Trunk Highway 
169 and Trunk Highway 18 from Onamia to the Trunk Highway 18/6 intersection northwest of Garrison in Crow Wing 
and Mille Lacs Counties. 

This was a very sensitive project in terms of risk for impacts to the environment (wetlands, Mille Lacs Lake, wildlife, 
habitat, etc), cultural resources, historical resources, State Parks, National Historic Landmark, communities on the 
corridor, Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe Reservation, ... as well as other issues. Given the number and complexity of these 
issues, Mn/DOT did not have the necessary personnel available to perform the preliminary design nor the flexibility to 
commit resources for thi~ length of time. Therefore, a contract was issued to perform the preliminary design duties. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
22,107 l Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $1,995,945.27 
Source of Funding: 
State Funds 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: · Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
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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. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

Mn/DOT Contract No.: 
87448 

CFM$ Contract Number: A-70679 

Project Duration (Dates): 12/22/04 to 6/30/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features, · 
create a Digital Terrain Model and also produce a Digital - Ortho Photo. This Photogrammetric mapping project is for 
Trunk Highway 10, (from Elk River to Anoka, Metro District I Project number 0202A. 

/ 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. I Total Contract Amount: $95,099.00 I Source of Funding: Metro Consultant 

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 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. 

&v~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A02098 

Project Duration (Dates): Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Increasing Native Grass Germination Using 74708, Work Order 140 October 8, 1999 - September 30, 2004 
Novel Germination Blankets, Soil 
Treatments, & Cover Crops 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The principal objective of this research is to improve the germination of native grasses on the first 2 to 4 meters 
of inslope of heavily traveled highways. A minor objective is to test the possibility of retaining more moisture in 
roadside soils. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $80,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

e ~~ .3-l'l-tJS 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708, Work Order 140 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Type of work _R ___ es ___ e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

Contract Period: October 8, 1999; 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$80,000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

September 30, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

10.00 = 

Final Cost: 

$80,000.00 

Rating 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

l( 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

3 

3 

:x 
< 

0 
;] 

ur 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: 

' II 0,--

Poor 
1 Point 

( 

( 

bT/4 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

(' I I I 
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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: 
Cit}' of Forest Lake (subco_ntra~t9_!' URS 9oq:>oration) A26184 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
T.H. 97 Comprehensive Transportation 81657 

Project Duration (Dates): 
December 14, 2001 - July 1, 2002 

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

The purpose of the contract was to evaluate the transportation deficiencies and identify needs on T.H. 97 and 
the surrounding area. The project was also intended to develop a generalized land use, access management 
and transportation plan for the T.H. 97 corridor. The contract was necessary because resources were not 
available to complete the study in-house. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
N/A $125,000.00 . Trunk Highway 
If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 

As stated above, Mn/DOT did not have the resources to complete this study alone when the work was needed. 
The City of Forest Lake, along with Anoka County, Washington County, Columbus Township and New Scandia 
Township participated in the cost of the study. The City of Forest Lake was willing to take on the role of lead 
agency, and hired a subconsultant through a comp·etitive process. Forest Lake's knowledge of the area and 
vested interest in the outcome of the study were considered in the single source decision. 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

fl · \_ < 7 

C.{l✓t//-t t)~}-1YJU).AA---
Caro I 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 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 ( c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: . I CFMS Contract Number: A-58781 
HNTB Corporation (subconsultants Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc., Delcan, 
Inc.) 
Project Name (if applicable):-- Mn/DOT Agreement Project Duration (Dates): 
1-494 Design Build Project No.:83591 WO 7 February 20, 2004 - December 30, 2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to provide design-build project development services during the Request for Proposal 
(RFP) stage and post-Request for Proposal stages of the project, clarify or revise RFP documents and preliminary 
design based on emerging information. 

Deliverables included project documents, establishing and maintaining an ftp site for transfer of project information, · 
continuing support for utilities and permit agreements, drafting Compliance Auditing procedures to compliment the 
Compliance Audit prncedures, and develop and initiate training programs for department personnel to prepare staff to 
use the emerging procedures correctly. 

Billable Hours· (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $755,621.14 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULT ANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

!/. '/1/j/l ,, 1 Ii - " fr l ?J/ / }/l ~-n , ~ ,./"J, A .1.i // 1=-11.J (_,/ / l<.J-•L_-,.___,__.---
\_.-· "L,.l/ L---t-i~ 

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 th~ 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: I CFMS Contract Number: 
TBE Group, Inc. . A57171 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
T.H. 212 Subsurface Utility Engineering 85546 . December 23, 2003 - January 31, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was to provide Subsurface Utility Engineering services for a design-build project 
for new Trunk Highway 212 from Hennepin County State Aid Highway 4 to. one mile west of Carver County 
Road 147. The Contractor located and mapped all utilities within the project area. The contract was necessary 
because the work required special expertise and equipment not available in Mn/DOT. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): . I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
N/A $417,354.31 Trunk Highway 
If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

11 ;:; , .. / G.7v-v1 •? /,
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Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc : P .Stem bier, 112 Ad min 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), 

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

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
EVS , Inc. A55818 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
Conversion to Freeway Conditions 78471 Work Order 4 November 12, 2003 -December 31 , 2004 
Summarize the purpose of the Contract, focluding why it was necessary to enter into a Contract: 
Preliminary design work (scooping) for SP 860_8-21; TH 101 between the Crow River and the Mississippi River in 
Wright Count, Minnesota. Construct 4 interchanges. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: 
$499,523.64 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

tlud 1!)au/JtcUL--
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .StembJer, 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: GRW Aerial Surveys, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Aerial Services 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
87262 

CFMS Contract Number: A-69649 

Project Duration (Dates): 11 /03/04 to 6/30/05 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to provide photogrammetric Aerial Vertical Photography 
services for mapping and other purposes. 
This project was contracted out as MN/DOT does not own an aerial photogrammetric camera and equipment 
necessary for this type of work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable) : No. Total Contract Amount: $76,505.95 Source of Funding: District's Consultant 

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 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. 

/"", 

i £' L-. l.h)c/417 a~a~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Ad min 
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: Horizons, · incorporated. 

Project Name (if applicable): 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

CFMS Contract Number: A-69085 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 10/11/04 to 01/31/05 
87208 

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

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

This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for 1-35, (TH 97 to TH 8), Metro East/ Project number 0282A. 

"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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable) : No. l Total Contract Amount: $50,890.84 l 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 fot personnel for this type of work are 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. 

,....l -/ /1 .~ L ,; 
<-;(l/l i-L ... /J-::)1~0--zf l.~l--L---

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 

_ Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: McComb Group, Ltd. 

. Project Name (if applicable): Expert 
Testimony 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81705 

CFMS Contract Number: A21295 

Project Duration (Dates): 
4-23-01 to 10-17-03 

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

The purpose of the contract is to furnish expert testimony for the Attorney General Office in the State vs Kottschade 
Properties. · 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $51,565.74 

Source of Funding: District 1 

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

\ 

The contractor was chosen by the Office of the Attorney General. 

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: · 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

(!tiiiJLl YJ0~-<--
caroI Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
HOR Engineering 
Project Name (if applicable): 
1-35 EA I 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
78453 WO 4 . 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A49428 
Project Duration (Oates): 
11 /25/03 - 1 /22/05 

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

Draft an Environmental Assessment and conduct a Noise Analysis for a potential expansion of 1-35 
in Duluth. This project was on an accelerated schedule to potentially obtain funding. A key 
component was a detailed noise analysis and the State does not have noise experts inhouse. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $224,045.21 State 
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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

{!,a,iH.__ '7J:J,tt--t/,J{,e::i t..A..,,..--

c aro1 Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: ·submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: STS Consultants, Ltd. CFMS Contract Number: A66816 

Project Name (if applicable): Asbestos I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Abatement and Lead Paint Stabilization 83114 Work Order 7 9/07 /04 - 12/31 /04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this contract was to remove the hazardous waste materials prior to the building demolition contract 
(S.P. 0302-62). These bu_ildings are being demolished as a part of the new Hwy. 10 realignment through Detroit Lakes. 
The Consultant was hired because Mn/DOT does not have the technical expertise nor the certifications to fulfill all the 
environmental and safety specifications set forth by other state agencies. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: Consultant Services · 
Contract: $53,365.13 Budget District/Office Allotment 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/l) \ ... r , 
CV tl£Le__ I JQ~7-tCl,✓lL-

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

,equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: A69129 
Henne12in Technical College 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
PPMS Integration/Migration Training 87222 10/18/2004 - 1/20/2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of this interagency agreement with the Hennepin Technical College was to develop a training code base 
and conduct an 8 -day training course in Centura Team Developer and the PPMS application for up to 6 Mn/DOT staff 
covering the skills needed to use Central Team Developer 3.1 to enhance an existing application and develop new 
modules for this application. 

This interagency agreement was necessary because Mn/DOT did not have any staff familiar with Centura Team 
Developer 3.1. In addition, the PPMS system is intricate to the way Mn/DOT does planning for transportation projects 
and needed to train more people to support the system. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on 

· Contract: $79,140.00 
Source of Funding: 
.-. l/ '\ \ .. . L ~ i 1 I n AY'\ I\ u C:> f1 uxL, 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

_ I 4 / ✓ 1 , /.(} -~?"' C'.lli.cL-f__. 1
· ~t>U-(l~-l-

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner · 

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

J~-q--os 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail StoQ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Toltz, King ,· Duvall, Anderson & Associates A61130 
Project Name (if applicable) : [ Mn/DOT Agreement No. : [ Project Duration (Dates): 
Final design Brid_g~99186 86107 May 7, 2004 thru January 29, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was for preparation of fina l certified bridge construction Plans for temporary Bridge 99186, 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railway over T.H . 2, 2.25 miles S.E. of junction of T.H. 2 and T.H. 169. This project was 
contracted out as Mn/DOT did not have design personnel available to meet the project's scheduled completion date . 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $56 ,384. 51 

Source of Funding : 
Consultant Services Budget - Bridge 
Office Allotment 

If th is was a single source contract, explain ·why the agency determined there was 0nly 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

// I J ~ /i ,, I c,:tlfll~ ///Gj#-t ~) "LtU.{=--· 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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



Report on Pro·tessional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( .nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with 'the final invoice. 

( 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Toltz, King, Duvall, Anderson & Associates A61135 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Final design Bridge 31031 86106 May 7, 2004 thru January 29, 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The purpose of the contract was for preparation of final certified bridge construction Plans for Bridge 31031, Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe Railway over T.H. 2, 2.25 miles S.E. of junction of T.H. 2 and T.H. 169. This project was contracted 
out as Mn/DOT did not have design personnel available to meet the project's scheduled completion date. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $126,652.44 

Source of Funding: 
Consultant Services Budget - Bridge 
Office Allotment 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

If"" " l ~' t-" A < 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( 1quired by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Universitt of Minnesota A27712, A46324 and A48126 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: LProject Duration (Dates): 
Fatig_ue E_v§_I_L§tion of Bridge 69832 81655, WO 13 _ §_e2tember 1, 2001 - June 30, 2003 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

The objective of this project is to estimate the residual fatigue life of the subject bridge under projected traffic and 
investigate repair/retrofit alternatives. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $95,000.00 Trunk· Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Short Elliott Hendrickson A61642 
Project Name (if applicable)_:_-_ _ I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates) : 

FIRST Pro_gram EvalLJ_citl_Qn 86482 June 1, 2004 - December 31 , 2004 
Summarize the purpose of ttie contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: · 

The purpose of this contract was to hire a consultant to evaluate the effectiveness of the FIRST program in reducing 
congestion and secondary crashes. The goal of the evaluation was to develop a benefit cost ratio for the program. 
Mn/DOT did an internal benefit cost study in 2000. That study was conservative and only looked at the benefits the 
FIRST program has on reducing congestion and fuel consumption. The study did not look at the effects the program 
has on reducing secondary crashes. · That study found a benefit cost ratio of 4.4: 1 . 

This evaluation included the benefits FIRST has on reducing congestion and fuel consumption, but it also included the 
benefits FIRST had in reducing secondary crashes and emissions. The evaluation study done by the consultant found 
a new benefit cost ratio of 15.8:1. As part of the contract the study also compared the FIRST program with other 
programs throughout the country. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 

Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract: $73,311.00 Consultant Servic~s 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f!&M-L Y'YJN!/°rl,.{M_,L-,, 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice . . 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliot Hendrickson Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

78455 WO 8 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A25082 
Project Duration (Dates): 
5/22/03 - 12/21 /04 

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

The contract included completing a traffic study, developing a transportation plan, conducting public involvement and 
writing an environmental assessment. The public involvement included extensive contacts with businesses. Sufficient 
State staff was not available to meet this demand on a tight timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 1 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $499,535.64 

Source of Funding: 
State 

. If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a sin_gle 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: · 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/ I 

/ /! ,, ,; C~/-, -----i t;i 
• / ' " /'i] l · .//' ✓,,: .'./ .., ~,, , ...... 

( /!)? /'.1 j I I z,>-, /r" l .c' , . ·' _ L-C/L.-.-/-· L,-t,__ - - r '-- A .. -1., . ✓t___..✓ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

;c: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

--) - -:;; ,r_;' -- .--, ,c--· 
r~ ~::>, 0 . (._,.,,, ::_J 

Date 



( 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

,, qequired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: ·submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Leisch Associates, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Asbestos Abatement I 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83115 WO 3 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A61292 
Project Duration (Dates): 
5/12/04 - 9/30/04 

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

Contract was to monitor and abate asbestos in three houses scheduled for demolition . State does not have staff trained 
in this area. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total _Amount Spent on -1 Source of Funding: 
N/A Contract: $100,000.00 State Funds 

· 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, co·nsultant Services Section 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Yaggy Colby Associates , Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Southwest 
Metro Relamping Inspection 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83181 Work Order 2 

CFMS Contract Number: A52068 

·Project Duration (Dates): 
August 12, 2003 - Jun~ 30, 2004 

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

The purpose of this contract was to provide construction inspection and contract administration services for a relamping 
project-on trunk highways in the southwest quadrant of the Twin Cities metro area. 

Due to the magnitude of the Mn/DOT construction program, Mn/DOT did not have qualified personnel available when 
needed to provide the required inspection and construction contract administration services for this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $54,527 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

NIA 

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor's timel iness, qual ity, cost, and overall 
performance in meeting the terms and objectives of the contract: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

f Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Evergreen Land Services Co. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Marcell to Jaynes R/W l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

82070 WO 2 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A38284 
Project Duration (Dates): 
8/5/02 - 3/31 /04 

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

State did not have sufficient staff to conduct the right of way pre-acquisition and acquisition in order to meet the letting 
date. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A . rt otal Amount Spent on 

Contract: 
Source of Funding: 
State Funds 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
URS Coq2oration 
Project Name (if applicable): 
S.P. 5002-03 TH 14 New Ulm to Mankato 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82698 Work Order 15 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A54293 
Project Duration (Dates): 
10-1-2003 to 12-31-2004 

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

This contract is necessary for Mn/DOT to receive federal funding for the project. Since the project is 
receiving federal funding, Mn/DOT (on behalf of FHW A) needs to ensure that the effects of the project on 
·cultural resources is being taken into account as per the requirements of 36 CPR 800 (Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act). The conduct of this project through an outside Contractor was cost 
effective to the state because no state-employed personnel who meet the Secretary of Interior's Professional 
Standards for cultural resource investigations on FHW A-funded projects were available to complete the work 
in a timely manner. The Cultural Reso~rce Unit of the Office of Environmental Services and other state 
agencies (including Mn/SCU Colleges) do not have the staff to complete federally mandated resource 
investigations for each of MnDOT' s federally funded projects. Completion of these studies in a timely 
manner is essential to project planning, approval and construction, so a Professional/Technical contract was 
the best option. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
1,351.5 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $72,038.75 

Source of Funding: District Consultant 
Fund 

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

The consultant for this project was selected under the Mn/DOT T-contract program. The selected consultant was on 
the list and was able to perform the required tasks to complete the work (archaeology and architectural history). 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Bentley Systems A59127 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Microstation VB u2date training 85875 March 2004 to June 2005 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

To provide Microstation V8 upgrade training to Mn/DOT employees to enable them to utilize the newest version of the 
CAD .software available and to enable the Mn/DOT personnel to continue to produce in the most efficient means 
possible. 

It was necessary to enter into this contract since Mn/DOT did not have sufficient staff to develop and present this 
training within the required time line. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: Technical Support 
Contract: $100,023.78 Consultant Allocation 

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

Since this was new software that was being released by Bentley at this time it was determined that the training that 
Bentley had was not available from any other source within the required timeframe. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Iowa State University 
Project Name (if applicable): 
INV 769: Cost Comparison of Treatments 
Used to Maintain or Upgrade Aggregate 
Roads 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82617, WO 1 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A44281 
Project Duration (Dates): 
January 2, 2003 - January 31, 2005 

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

To identify the methods and costs associated with maintaining and upgrading an aggregate road and cost 
standards and techniques that can be used to improve an aggregate road. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $60,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f(lMLLY}Q~ 
II Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 82617, WO 1 Type of work _R;...;.._.es.;;;;...e;;...;;a;.;.;..r.;;..;ch..,;..._ ___ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: January 2, 2003; 
Start Date 

January 31, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$filli000.00 + 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA 

Final Cost: 

= $§Q,00O.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

1(J) x d-Js, 
0.Avi D f. C}tf?.JSI'( 
T~ffl\JI (frl- UAi Se>N 

Above 
Average 
4Points 

·x-

X 

X 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average Poor 
3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

7( 

X 
X 

'f 
' 

I)<"_ 

,;;.-::-;, 
Total Points '7 ~ 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: 
/""-

·--., \ 

\ ' \ -
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.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. 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): T.H. 55/62 
Waterproof Geomembrane Construction 
Inspection 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
84065 

CFMS Contract Number: A51537 

Project Duration (Dates): 
August 5, 2003 - September 30, 2004 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide inspection services for the installation of a waterproof 
geomembrane and associated items during construction of the T.H. 55/62 interchange. 

The work under this contract included inspection of installation of a waterproof geomembrane and testing for 
leaks following installation. This work required skills and specialized equipment not available within Mn/DOT. 
Additionally, because of the political nature of this construction project (i.e., Camp Coldwater Spring) it was 
deemed to be in the best interest of Mn/DOT and the other stakeholders in the project to use an outside 
consultant. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A I Total Contract Amount: I Source of Funding: 
$135,466.92 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
CH2M HILL 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Comprehensive Highway Safety Program 
(CHSP} I 86119 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A60341 
Project Duration (Dates): 
4/6/04 -12/31/04 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: · 
The State of Minnesota historic approach to addressing safety deficiencies has been to use engineering solutions directed at 
a few high crash locations on Trunk Highways (mostly at urban/suburban signalized intersections). In addition, this 
approach has relied on the practice of nominally addressing safety by designing highways in accordance with a prescribed 
set of design guidelines. Crash data at both the National and State level indicates that State's current safety practices are 
not delivering measurable progress as seen by a leveling of the fatality crash rate in recent years while the number of 
fatalities has continued to increase. 
In order to address the challenges associated with the documented increases in fatal and life changing crashes, Minnesota 
Department of transportation (Mn/DOT) in partnership with the Minnesota Department of Public Safety (DPS) has 
decided to prepare a Comprehensive Highway Safety Plan (CHSP), consistent with American Association of State Highway 
and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Strategic Plan and the guidance provided in National Corporative Highway 
Research Program (NCHRP) Reports 500 and 501. AASHTO's Plan identifies 22 emphasis areas that broadly addresses the 
"four E's" - Engineering, Enforcement, Education and Emergency Medical Services. NCHRP Report 501 identifies a model 
process for developing and managing a CHSP that starts with a vision (reduce the annual number of fatal crashes in 
Minnesota below 500); takes a system approach that includes local roads; is data driven (taking advantage of Mn/DOT's 
unique analytical capabilities); and is integrated with other agencies that will play critical implementation roles. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $117,602.60 

Source of Funding: 
6678-Traffic 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_2 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Short Elliot Hendrickson Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Highway 23/71 Eagle Lake area 
transportation and access study_. 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86110 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A58388 
Project Duration (Dates): 
February 11, 2004 to November 30, 2004 

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

The contract provided a detailed study of the highway segment, include traffic volume information, land use issues, 
future development issues, potential environmental issues and motorist safety issues. The contract also provided the 
State with detailed conceptual interchange layout drawings that will allow the State to officially map some areas, thereby 
preserving possible right-of-way for a future development of one or more interchanges. 

State staff was not available to perform this work in a time frame to reasonably maintain progress on the future design 
and potential construction along the study corridor. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $65,229.53 

Source of Funding: 
District 8 Consultant Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( qequired by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: DPRA, Incorporated CFMS Contract Number: A66969 

Project Name (if applicable): From New Ulm I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
to North Mankato, in Blue Earth County 86908 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Aug 16, 2004 thru De_c 31, 2004 

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

State had Contractor to reconstruct Trunk Highway 14 from approximately the West end of Bridge Number 9200 over 
the Minnesota River, in New Ulm, to the junction with County State Aid Highway (CSAH) 6, West to North Mankato. 

State had considered several alternative routes for the new Four (4) Lane at Trunk Highway 14, near Courtland, Nicollet 
and New Ulm. The Corridor is approximately 20 of existing alignment and up to 20 miles of alternative alignments. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $55,143.64 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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 intent of this Contract was to identify possible sources of Contaminated that could impact this project. The 
results was sent to the Project Manager for inclusion of the Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment will be 
used to determine Final Project Design Plans and Specifications. 

Contractor completed this project on-time and well under budget. The quality of the reports was excell'ent. 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stoe 6E3Q__ alo_Dg with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
Koch Performance Roads, Inc. A66402 
Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
Des.ign Services for 20 Year Pavement 
Performance AQreement · I 86642 I 8/15/04 to 12/29/04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract was necessary for the procurement of an innovative bituminous pavement design that will advance the 
state of pavement engineering at Mn/Dot and initiate an innovative 20 year pavement warranty on a six mile section of 
T.H. 371 North of Little Falls. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $95,748.00 

Source of Funding: 
B.A.P. 

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

This is a new innovative approach to project delivery and operations that will provide another avenue to long lasting, 
quality construction with very little future maintenance. Currently, there are not contract mechanisms for procuring a 
long term, 20 year warranty on pavements. Koch Performance Roads, Inc. is the only vendor offering such a model. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

I 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Validation of Superpave Fine Aggregate 
Angularity (FAA) Values 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, Work Order 56 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46411 
Project Duration (Dates): 
January 13, 2003 - September 30, 2004 

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

This project will determine the relationship between asphalt mixture rutting resistance and the FAA value of the 
sand portion of the mixture. The properties of mixtures will then be correlated with the FAA of the sand using 
dynamic modulus or static creep to estimate rutting resistance. The relationship between FAA and rutting 
resistance will be correlataed to field performance of mixtures with known FAA values. The current FAA criteria 
will be checked and recommendations for modifications will be made. A database will be established to store the 
information developed for this project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $52,805.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ ~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date ..l-/41·65 

cc: File 

lC 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may' be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, Work Order 56 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Type of work _R_es_e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

Contract Period: 1/13/2003 
· Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$§£805.00 

Item Rating. 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

9/30/2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost( s) 

$NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$g805.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

y 

i. 

" 'I. 

X 

'(. 

K 

1' 

0 
Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ~ 7 

(Maximum points 36) 

Poor 
1 Point 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

- I 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
University of Minnesota A46381 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
Moisture Retention Characteristics of Base 81655, Work Order 49 

Project Duration (Dates): 
November 4, 2002 - January 31, 2005 

and Sub-Base Materials and the 
Development of Pedo-transfer Functions 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

• Develop wetting and drying water retention characteristics of 20-40 aggregate base, sub-base, and sub­
grade materials including select granular materials used in roadbed construction . 

• Develop best-fit parameters of Brooks and Corey (1966) and Van Genuchten (1980) functions that 
describe water retention characteristics. 

• Quantify the gradation of these base materials in terms of parameters such as % passing #200, 010, 
060, etc. 

• Develop pedo-transfer functions of water retention at a given suction to material gradation properties. 

• Develop regression relationships between Brook and Corey and Van Genuchten function parameters to 
material gradation properties. 

• Run moisture retention characteristics on 5-10 aggregate base materials that contain recycled material. 

• Identify the impact of recycled material on hydraulic properties. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/ A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract:$108,00.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ 
I[ Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date ~- ,4 .. os 
cc: File 

lC 



.,. , 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, Work Order 49 

DistricUOffice of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: November 4, 2002 

Type of work _____ R_e..;....s.;....;e'--'-a_rc""-h _______ _ 

Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$108,000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

January 31, 2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$0.00 

Final Cost: 

$108,000.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

/ y 
I 

·I 

'I 
Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points ~:S 

(Maximum points 36) 

Project Manager: Contract Administrator: lg~ 
Ruth Roberson 

Poor 
1 Point 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Wisconsin - Milwaukee 
Project Name (if applicable): 
The Effects of Minnesota Aggregates on 
Rapid Chloride Permeability Tests 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
84297 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A69359 
Project Duration (Dates): 
May 15, 2003 - January 31, 2005 

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

The objective of this research is to characterize Minnesota aggregates used in bridge deck concrete or pavement with 
respect to their resistance to the chloride ions penetration using the AASHTO T277 test method. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $60,769.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ ~Q/!--1/J/l/[U,,{___,/ ;L- r2--a 5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File . ki 
~ . '\.7i ,, r,· 

/<) .. f',-i·~~~ 
t;.;<.., I , • ~>/ 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 84297 Type of work _R_e_se_a_r_c_h ____ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee 

Contract Period: 5/15/2003 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

~769.00 

Item Rating 

+ 

1/31/2005 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

filN/A 

Above 

Final Cost: 

$~769.00 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average Average Poor 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

P ........... . 

}( 

p 
\ 

~ 

>C 

Total Points f S-­
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations . 
Deliverables exceed standards .. ,-

V 

Project Manage is informed of project status regularly._. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred •. ,,,,-· 
Contractor needs little or no direction. J 
Contractor responsive to requests./ 
Contractor suggests improvements~•" 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less . 
Deliverables meet standards . 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones . 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms . 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply . 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce . 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction . 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests . 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks . 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations . 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT . 

Yf?~ ,)2-1[fi 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

( Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

( 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop _§_8()_ along with the ·final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
URS/BRW, Inc. A53974 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: . I Project Duration (Dates): 
TH 10 Benton County Interchanges 82698 W.O. 14 9/23/03-12/31/04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Phase I Cultural Resource Evaluation per Section 106 (36CFR part 800). 

Billable Hours (if applicable):1285.5 l Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
,,. Contract: $71 ,861 .19 D-3 Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/) 

If Ii . 1 \_ __ /,-1/ t . ., 
I/ /); L i { I ;.';- j~JJ / 1.,-1 ,r11 ,( ' . 

L ,.,-'L, -../ T ,1.J1_,,'---· ' , __ ..,. 1,,-- l .,.- Y L- --·v t -·'v 'L..----' 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

,:_ J_ - .. ;_ 7 . -- CJ .5" 

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

Required by Minnesota Statu~es Sectio.ri 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto2 680 aJcmg with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
UBS/BRW, Inc. A53968 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
Big Lake Area Transportation Corridor 82698 W.O. 13 9/23/03 -12/31/04 
Study 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Phase I Cultural Resource Evaluation per Section 106 (36CFR part 800). 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
1,244 . 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $65,527.41 

Source of Funding: 
D-3 Consultant Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/i I , 

1
11 ;; ,, L .,/.>-1 ,,7 .; 
; . /"'.; ' I I ... J ,.· , ,, Ii . .., 

{' t · l L 1;Lfl 1
1 F 1,,./c/.-) ·Z,,//(.,l( _ _.... 

'-. .... A:~>-· L.,i? -c ,' ~-(:;::: V • . V ·--

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

1 - ·1 -c·\ ~ .. -?--- ,,>~ / ~,J 

Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical" Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto~ 680_ along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Minnesota Department of Health lnteragency 
Agreement 

Project Name (if applicable): 

I 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
85073 " 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A So~\\ 
Project Duration (Dates): 7/01/03-6/30/04 

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

This lnteragency Agreement was needed to allow the Office of Environmental Services to provide chemical 
analysis of highway water runoff samples collected at specific construction project sites, to ensure that no 
water quality impacts result from these construction projects. 

Our office lacks the facility and qualified personnel. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 

TotafAmountSpent on -- -1 Source of Funding: M~o , Enwron .. 
Contract: $109,532.00 t1c,n~u.Ho..rrl __ &udC\ci 

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

The interagency agreement with the Minnesota Department of Health benefits Mn/Dot because of the lower lab 
costs 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ c:L-1-~5 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

Allen J. Paulson, PE 

Project Name (if applicable): 

Right of Way Assistance in District 6 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

79750 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A07967 

Project Duration (Dates): 

May 9, 2000 to April 30, 2004 

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

The State was in need of Right of Way Appraisal services for highway construction and maintenance 
projects district-wide. The Contractor provided right of way appraisal Level 1 through Level 4 services. 
The State did not have sufficient staff available with the expertise required to complete this work within 
the necessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $132,983.20 

Source of Funding: 

State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ~ Paul Stem bier, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant .Services Section 
File 

c2--I-C>5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statute~ Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

0. R. Colan Associates of Illinois, LLC 

Project Name (if applicable): 

Right of Way Acquisition Assistance 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

81100 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A28304 

Project Duration (Dates): 

September 18, 2001 to February 28, 2004 

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

The State was in need of R/W services in District 6 - Rochester, in the areas of Field Title Investigation, 
Direct Purchase, Fee Appraisals and Relocation Assistance. These services were provided for the 
reconstruction of TH 52 in the City of RoGhester (ROC 52), and the interchanges of 40 th and 48th Streets 
with TH 63 south of Rochester (identified as an Interregional Corridor (IRC)). The reason for this Contract 
was that R/W required for these highway improvements was to be acquired in accordance with the 
highway program schedules, and in conformance with applicable federal statutes and regulations, State 
laws; and State procedures in order to advance the construction schedule of this corridor project. The 
State did not have sufficient staff available with the expertise required to complete this work within the 
necessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $3,906,190.92 

Source of Funding: 

State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

f!av-L~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: · Paul Stem bier, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

oL- /- t) i , 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000'-

Minnesota Statutes Section 1 GC.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-pag_e 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: HNTB Corporation (subconsultants Short Elliott 
Hendrickson, Inc., SBP Associates, Inc., American Engineering 
Testing, Inc.) 

Project Name (if applicable): 1-494 Design­
Build Project Development Services 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
83591 Work Order 3 

CFMS Contract Number: A42439 

Project Duration (Dates): 
November 7, 2002 - December 30, 2003 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide design-build project development services, design-build project 
management and contract documents and procurement process for the design-build project on 1-494 from 
Trunk Highway 5 to 1~394. Design-build project development services included project scoping, preliminary 
design mapping, special project documents, public information meeting, final geometric layout, preliminary 
bridge engineering, preliminary hydraulics design, environmental study report, signal justification reports, 
soils survey, utility coordination, construction limits, construction cost estimate, road plans, traffic model, 
permit applications and project agreements. 

Deliverables included project scoping document, preliminary bridge documentation, aesthetic design guide, 
noise analysis report, interchange access modification report, benefit-cost analysis memo, public information 
meeting materials, utility base map, construction cost estimate, geometric layout, preliminary hydraulics 
design documentation, signal justification reports, amended environmental study report, soils survey layout, 
construction limits layout, basic configuration road plans, traffic incident mitigation guidelines, miscellaneous 
permit applications, miscellaneous draft agreements and meeting documents, and request for proposals for 
the design-build contract. 

The work was contracted because personnel with the necessary expertise were unavailable to deliver this 
project on the needed time schedule. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 586 (Prime I Total Contract Amount: I ·Source of Funding: 
Contractor only) $2,337,934 Trunk Highway 
If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: 

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

~l-65 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c}. 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
North Star Workshop "Connecting the 
Minnesota Safety A_genda" 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
74708, WO 200 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46322 & A4 7 561 
Project Duration (Dates): 
March 19, 2001 - June 30, 2003 

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

1. To plan and organize a workshop whose purpose is to integrate and connect the agenda of transportation 
safety stakeholders in Minnesota by developing an action plan that focuses on the goal of "Zero Deaths." 

2. To document presentations, determinations, and recommendations from the plenary, panel, and breakout 
sessions held, using appropriate note taking methodologies. 

3. To produce a final proceedings and report of the workshop to be made available in printed form, including an 
executive summary report. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $135,166.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ ..-0-L-< J-31-os' 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708, WO 200 Type of work _R_es_e;..._a_rc.;;....h..;.__ ___ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: March 19, 2001 
Start Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$105,000.00 

Item Rating 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

+ 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

June 30, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$~ 166.00 = 

Final Cost: 

$135,166.00 

Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

\ 
\-

~ 

x 
., \ 

N/A N/A N/A 

y 
y 

I 
Contractor's rating for this contract: Total Points .:2 c;· --

(Maximum points 32) 

£;:ecti 
Dave Ekarn hre11 fl/)/ 

Contract Administrator: 
L 

~;)fa,~ 
Kaefl Billiar _ 

Poor 
1 Point 

N/A 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota - Eugene Skok 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Recycled Asphalt Pavement Effects of 
Binder and Mixture Quality 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, Work Order 51 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A46431 

Project Duration (Dates): 
Dec. 1, 2002 thru Dec. 30, 2004 

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

To measure the effect various percentages of Recycled Asphalt Pavement (RAP) have on the binder and quality 
properties of hot-mix asphalt (HMA) mixtures. Mn/DOT Specification 2350 allows up to 30% recycled material 
depending on the traffic level; Specification 2360 allows 20%. This project will. result in a rational design for asphalt 
mixtures that contain RAP and could change Mn/POT's asphalt mixture specifications. Methods for controlling the 
mixture in the field will be recommended. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $51,452.00 

Source of Funding: 
State Aid Research Funds 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ I~ -L.<...(.___., 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

J-aL-D5 
Date 
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CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, Work Order 51 Type of work : Research 

District/Office: Investment Management 

Contractor: University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: December 1, 2002 
Start Date 

December 30, 2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~452.00 

Amendment Cost(s) Final Cost: 

$~452.00 + $0.00 

Item Rating 

Above 
Average 
4 Points 

1. Product Quality 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance N/A 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget _ 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

. 01JµJ 
J. W. McGraw 

= 

Rating 

Below 
Average Average 
3 Points 2 Points 

\/ 
. v ,.,, 

✓ 

✓-

N/A N/A 

✓-

/ 
✓ 

Total Points ___3J 
(Maximum points 36-) 

g,;i.., 

Contract Administrator: ~,-1~ 
Clark Moe 

Poor 
1 Point 

✓ 

N/A 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations. 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly. 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred. 
Contractor needs little or no direction. 
Contractor responsive to requests. 
Contractor suggests improvements. 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less. 
Deliverables meet standards. 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply. 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce. 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction. 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks. 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations. 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT. 

~ vb 
u/£2v-~ 

I°" :2-
~ ~ 

;ft;_y~ 

c!(a- /~ 

- - • .. V - - ' , ~ ' ' -- .., ' "' ' I ' " r ' - r -_ ' ''t' ~ ~ l 

- c''cfVl 51 S 

?/1-u ~" 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

Howard R. Green Company 

Project Name (if applicable): 

Extend 4 Lane & Replac~ Bridge on TH 14 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

82226 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A34309 

Project Duration (Dates): 

April 16, 2002 to November 30, 2003 

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

The State contracted with Howard R. Green Company (Contractor) to provide preliminary design services 
for improvements to Trunk Highway (TH) 14 from Rochester to Eyota. The Contractor studied the need for 
extending the existing 2-lane roadway to 4 lanes and replacement or construction of bridges along the 
corridor. The State did not have sufficient staff available with the expertise required to complete this work 
within the necessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

Not Applicable 
Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $274,550.73 

Source of Funding: 

· State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

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

Not Applicable 

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: . 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ~ Paul Stem bier, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

·;- ~~-Oo 
Date 



( 

Report on Professional Technical Contracts Over $50,000.00 

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

Agency: Department of Education 

Contractor's Name: (Exactly as it appears on the contract) CFMS Contract Number: (CFMS Contract No. on the contract or from the 

tJr;.,f ~ f<uo9Nt '-J ,,/,,; Cavt . (d() 
Encumbrance Worksheet) 

4~-l/31/ 
Beginning and Ending dates of contract: Actual amount spent on contract: 

/t} /1 /t>-1 10/.?1 Id 
Funding Source: (State, Federa11 Other - If Other, 
please_ identify) Sf~ f-t_ f 6JA.-.....,_/ 

;=;._,...., c/..,1 ~ $1:J /t.,,r1 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

/3V'-'j./L j__ (> ,v />; laf .ff.-,TIA,,L /-o,,-- , -JL-· /3J:T ~ _,j_. - LJ. I/'' ;e ~,-1-b d ~ 
IJ, ch; IJ Left /3_g,J, ,;,,, ,!/ /J1 ;J Ii ,J Tw• T.eJ -h:;1 I r,ft--N. --rk-
1 I f · ~ / · ../- · J · ~+ ~ ?° /i_. 

d,,,,,t..,t/.L-foft>-.twv I /p,../a~v-f/1\,,ltlA,J / /7l 6,,i,,/f ;,.,or-~e..e,/ t>--N 1/J'lt./rpVL~ 

~./j- /Ya~,~~J ~.e._9_~1r--V ~ µ.U.- j 6y t.~t lrd~ t;,.Jr Ye,.,;~ ✓.,J 
Exp;:;;;hy tMs ;;:; ; : ::•: ective i: ;rh• agp ;zt d• its se~ic:; ~ duct~4r or ;;;_mc;:f' 7/4- -fe fr 

A ... .L _:;f..ll' I;, I/,,__ ? : ~ d,_, / ✓ q.,r t--,...; ... ~CA-fa. ,= ft--:/.,. ...,,l.,, 

Tu+ --jj ,.,f {j.- ..-(__ y £. LJ 11. "-'~J_ v,.. /, -✓. f T . l,J O .,_,:U ,,,.,. d _/- I.,_ 
c:,,Jj d/..e,.:t, :(, --;;,... PJ/U 0 c1.. 1X ~ 1;+h'",.,,.,J7 ~ 14- ?4-1·1-/ 

ta--,u/ J/-A,ff [/\N~( j .fl,>'- G.U f ~T "~ CeJ/f--r-fA;oh;,1 fa w,J: 
Evaluation of the contractor's 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: J J f..,,_ //, 'I/ TJ ~ 
0 

.v"i"-.n-t.,,'f ()j i>►fro-:V.J 
Of C h(I..J J--t,-t.AI i,.s1,t11fr~r Y"I ( )--H 6 -:/2 
I I . / '_j / I db.- I-~ j s t:,.) / I I', Y' 1/ a.ir 

J:J. f.,.f (, d {) Al /)1 ,ti C 11,, ,..,:! / ~ I() /1 .1 I ("/6:., J 
--,- -f l'J p I . I J ~-/ A ' l.t. -t-,bJ j- V ~....., I ,,.. . 
,~ , vf\.C '"" a- .sur< o. ~.,,, 

I~ , 

If this was a single source contract, explanation of why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services. 

Signatures: 

~ l 

7/03 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

Yaggy Colby Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 

Final Design on TH 63 in Rochester 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

80834 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A28340 

Project Duration (Dates): 

September 26, 2001 to August 16, 2004 

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

Mn/DOT required assistance on the Final Design for Trunk Highway 63, from the junction with Highway 52 
through the proposed interchanges at 40th Street and 48th Street in Rochester. Mn/DOT District 6 did not have 
adequate staff available to deliver this project as programmed. Utilizing IRC funding required a very 
aggressive project delivery schedule. 

Billable Hours (if applicqble ): 

Not Applicable 

Total Amount Spent on 

Contract: $1,907,520.00 

Source of Funding: 

State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

If this was a single s0urce 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
'File 

J-~4-05 
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 
ihe 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: 
Foth & Van Dyke 
Project Name (if applicable): 
TH 169 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82692 WO 6 

CFMS Contract Number: A54745 

Project Duration (Dates): 10/8/2003 -
1 /13/2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of the contract was to evaluate a number of archaeological sites to determine their eligibility to the National 
Register of Historic Places to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

Billable Hours (if applicable):937.3 Total Contract 
Amount:$53,970.86 

Source of Funding: 
District 3 Consultant Funds 

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 on this contract were necessary in order to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act in order to receive federal funding for the project. 

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 delivered a good quality product (report of investigations) on time while meeting all of the requirements 
of the contract. The contractor completed this work without much direction from the project manager, anticipating 
issues in time to let Mn/DOT effectively address them . 

&ud-~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

l-eq./-c>5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: University of Minnesota CFMS Contract Number: A46433 

Project Name (if applicable): Project Duration (Dates): 
Development of Simple Asphalt Test for 
Determination of RAP Blending Chart 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
81655, WO 63 December 1, 2003 - December 30, 2004 

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

The objective of this research is to analyze and improve the correlations (blending charts) between the RAP 
binder properties and the properties of the individual components. Based on these correlations, various "simple" 
tests will be investigated in order to obtain similar information and select the better performer. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $54,000.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

If this was a single source 9ontract, 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ l-oJ:,4-dS 
ii Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 

cc: File 

, .,,., 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 81655, Work Order 63 Type of work_R::.....;;.;;;..es;;;..;e;:;..;;;a;,;:.;_rc,;;;..;;h~ ___ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: December 1, 2002 
Start Date 

December 30. 2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$~000.00 + 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA = 

Final Cost: 

$Mi000.00 

Item Rating Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

1. Product Quality 
✓ 

2. Work Performance 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 
Standards/Requirements 

Poor 
1 Point 

4. Deliverables Complete and ✓ on time 
5. Project related cooperation 

6. QA/QC plan conformance 

7. Contract administration 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget 

management 

Contractor's rating for this contract: 

Project Manager: 

.~~A{µ-> 

✓ 

✓ 

✓ 

✓ 

Total Points ;?, O 
(Maximum points 36) 

Contract Administrator: 

eiJj:1./,,c 
Clark Moe 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations . 
Deliverables exceed standards. 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly . 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred . 
Contractor needs little or no direction . 
Contractor responsive to requests . 
Contractor suggests improvements . 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less . 
Deliverables meet standards . 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones. 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms. 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply . 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce . 

Contractor requires excessive guidance or direction . 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests. 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks . 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations . 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT . 

fnv 
4 J.a~wc!Z...Q 

'--\ ,_..!&.~,:'.l-b~~~X-4,/6:::::!./:::::!r)...i,./..l.4/~,::__~j,IL. A./-, t-;. 11'-=.,/JJ./U-f-,~:..._J ---:A :~----=c::L-=--,...-A1-----'---=l=---Y---=--." 

-Jt;_ d--1 a ~ ~ 11 fs Wt2-treu /VI a d..e CL -f: di ~-f =~- ~~ 7~1/u_~ 1<://r,(2;~ ~»~ 
0 v !AA P:::i~t1l/Jl 

-h StL ~ J.o_ J_ 
cCJvl ,7vr<i 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

Olmsted County 

Project Name (if applicable): 

TH 52 Pine Island/Oronoco Corridor Study 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

81674 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A52281 

Project Duration (Dates): 

November 30, 2001 to March 1, 2004 

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

The State contracted with Olmsted County (Contractor) to provide preliminary design services for 
improvements to Trunk Highway (TH) 52 from Rochester to Pine Island. The Contract was necessary to 
perform a Corridor Study establishing the priorities for Highway 52 and to develop an Official Map to protect 
the priorities established in the study. The State did not have sufficient staff available to manage this 
project as required to complete the work within the necessary timelines at the time the study began. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

Not Applicable 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $1,290,682.00 

Source of Funding: 

State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

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

Not Applicable 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Cilu-L~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/-e:14-~5 
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. 

nstructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
Foth & Van Dyke 
Project Name (if applicable): 
TH 169 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82692WO 5 

CFMS Contract Number: A51557 

Project Duration (Dates): 8/7/2003 -
1/13/2005 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The purpose of the contract was to evaluate a number of archaeological sites to determine their eligibility to the National 
Register of Historic Places to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 1897 .6 Total Contract 
Amount:$99,263.83 

Source of Funding: 
District 3 Consultant Funds 

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 on this contract were necessary in order to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act in order to receive federal funding for the project. 

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 delivered a good quality product (report of investigations) on time while meeting all of the requirements 
of the contract. The contractor completed this work without much direction from the project manager, anticipating 
issues in time to let Mn/DOT effectively address them. 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/-~4-~5 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

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

Agency: 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Contractor Name: 

Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Associates, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): 

Pre-Design for TH 14 and Beltlines 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 

78459W04 

CFMS Contract Number: 

A50316 

Project Duration (Dates): 

Jul}' 8, 2003 to September 30, 2004 

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

The State contracted with Steele County, City of Owatonna, and Bonestroo, Rosene, Anderlik & Associates, 
Inc. (Contractor). The Contractor provided preliminary design services, under State Project 7408-35, for the 
improvement of a portion of Trunk Highway 14 within the city limits of Owatonna and for the development of 
East, West, and South beltlines for Owatonna in Steele County. The State did not have sufficient staff available 
with the expertise required to complete this work within the necessary timeline. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

NIA 

Total Amount Spent on 
· Contract: $138,049.41 

Source of Funding: 

State Funds, D6 Consultant Budget 

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

NIA 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. ~overnor/Commissioner 

cc: ~ Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

I- ~ ",l-~5 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes ·section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto_e 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor_ Name: I CFMS Contract Number: 
Bonestroo SP 7602-15 TH 9 
Project Name (if applicable): l Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
In Benson 78459 WO 3 . 1-17-2003 to 10-31-2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
To provide Preliminary Design including Project Memo and Preliminary Geometric Layout for a mill and overlay project 
with limited widening, intersection revisions and access management within the city of Benson. 

Due to excessive workload MnDOT personnel were not available to deliver the project on the time schedule identified. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of Funding: 
Contract:$115, 193.84 District Allocation 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

/-2,o-as 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Sto~ 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A53501 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: I Project Duration (Dates): 
St. Croix Overview 85664 ' 10/09/2003 thru 12/24/2004 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Provide architectural services of potential bridge types to the St. Croix River Crossing Stakeholder Group. The Group 
meets on a regular basis in an effort to solve project issues and to arrive at a consensus for a new river crossing . A 
mediator appointed by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) conducts the meetings. The need for architectural 
services and this contract was at the direction of the mediator. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on I Source of F_unding: 
Contract: $174,450.63 State Funds 

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

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

/l \.. " 
/ i ! t/!_ f) J ¼ .! ., ., / ✓-~ I V /;' . 

: I .t 'f.f .~1· V ~ , .. ,,,.f_(L ,_,,t J - . (,, w .. t <.._ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: ... Paul Stembler, Deptof Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

I - .~ {) ·•¥ cJ5 . 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
LABLynx, Inc. of Atlanta GA 

· Project Name (if applicable): 
P331, Upgrade of Laboratory Information 
Management System (LIMS) 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
84322 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A47842 
Project Duration (Dates): 
4/1 5/03 - 9/24/04 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The goal of this project was to implement a new web-based Laboratory Information Management System 
(LTh1S). Mn/DOT materials testing laboratories need a LTh1S to enter data, calculate results and to produce 
reports. The current LTh1S was old, unstable, and was not supported by the company that produced it. A new 
web-based LlMS was needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 
N/A 

Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $177,010 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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

Evaluate the perf,ormance 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

·~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: J Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File 

/- :2,() - iJ s 
Date 
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 
! 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
Anoka County, Hennepin County A31550 

Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
NW River Crossing 81757 6/4/01 - 6/18/04 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
A two phase transportation corridor study in the northwest metro area between Interstate 94 (1-94 ), Trunk Highway 
(TH) 10, TH · 169 and TH 101, including a new river crossing of the Mississippi River between the City of Dayton in 
Hennepin County and the City of Ramsey in Anoka County. 

11-----------------------.-------------,-------·-·•·· ·--·------ ~--- -
'- Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: Billable Hours (if applicable): 
j Contract: $236,000.00 · Trunk Highway 

It-------~-- ,------------...._·-----------~--------··.-. ___ ,_ 
If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined thero was only a single source for t~e services: 

Cooperative apreement with Anoka nnd Hennepin County. they participated in the funding. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

&Jk~ Ylfl-t4Za1.<-,-
caroi Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

:c: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Admin istration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 

Date 



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: Aero Metric (d/b/a) Markhurd Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A-69648 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No.: 87341 Project Duration (Dates): 11 /03/04 to 12/29/04 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to Compile Planimetric Features and create a Digital Terrain 
Model (DTM). for this project. 
This Photogrammetric Mapping project is for Trunk Highways 35 & 64 (Stillwater Bridge Crossing), Metro East/ 
Project number 8217-12. 

''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 Photogrammetric Mapping, but equipment and personnel capacity constraints 
require us to contract out. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): No. I Total Contract Amount: $85,600.00 I Source of Funding: Metro Consultant 

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 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. 

1) '--A-1 . 
r!c2'/c'4!_/., ~--iJYL(;)--tL~ ---

caroI Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

Date 



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 
1he 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: Braun lntertec Corporation 

Project Name (if applicable): Trunk 
Highway 212 Soils Investigation 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
86151 

CFMS Contract Number: A63098 

Project Duration (Dates): 
June 30, 2004- December 13, 2004 

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

The purpose of th~ contract was to perform a detailed soils survey on proposed T.H. 212 from Carver County 
Road 147 in Chaska to Hennepin County State Aid Highway 4 in Eden Prairie, including approximately 200 soil 
borings, laboratory tests (including particle size distribution (percent sand, silt, clay) and R-value tests) on 
selected soil samples, and setting and monitoring piezometers to record groundwater levels. 

The work was contracted because due to the fact that this project was accelerated, the Metro District Materials 
Office had no resources available to perform the required work and meet the proposed letting date. In 
addition, no other Mn/DOT districts employ full-time soils drill crews that were available to perform the work. 
To the best that could be determined, no other state agency had the necessary equipment and trained 
personnel available to perform the required work. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 4670 Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: 
$534, 102.61 20% State, 80% Federal 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

t};,u_/!_ ~/41LU~/ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 

Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. A54103 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 

Metro Transportation ·System Plan 81190W09 0/22/03 - 12/30/04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Research, analysis and support for the update of the State Metro District's Transportation System Plan 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 

I 
Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: 
Contract:_ $564,791.00 Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

.;c: Paul Stembler, Dept. of Administration 
Jeff Brunner, Consultant Services Section 
File . 

/-/3~-{)5· 
Date 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Minnesota Stat.utes 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. . 

nstructIons: Submit this form to Consu tant Services, Mail Stop 680, with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Short Elliott Hendrickson, Inc. 

Project Name (if applicable): Trunk 
Highway 100 Segment 4 Final Design 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
80817 

CFMS Contract Number: A17603 

Project Duration (Dates): 
January 25, 2001 - September 30, 2004 

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

The purpose of the contract was to provide final design services for the segment of the Trunk Highway 100 
reconstruction project from the Twin Lakes bridge to 50th Avenue North in Robbinsdale and Brooklyn Center. 

The work was contracted because personnel with the necessary expertise were not available to provide this 
one-time service when needed. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 17,323 Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: . 
$1,413,418.82 Trunk Highway 

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

N/A 

Attach a copy of the performance evaluation prepared for this contract. 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

_File 

Date 



Report on P~rofessional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 

LHB Engineers & Architects A461?0 

Project Name (if applicable) : Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Proje_ct Duration (Dates): 
Bridge Rating Services for 530 Selected 84441 June 1, 2003 to October 31, 2004 

In-place Statewide Bridges 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The State was in need of bridge ratings for 530 in-place statewide Trunk Highway bridges of all types. All 
bridges were rated in Virtis, the State's current Bridge Rating Software. 

Federal Highway Administration Regulations and State's policy require structural rating and load posting 
analysis to be performed on all State bridges. The State has previously utilized the Bridge Analysis and 
Rating System (BARS) computer program to rate bridges. The State has replaced BARS with Virtis the newly 
developed American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) computer program. 
All bridges previously rated in BARS must be en'ered in Virtis. -

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $161,282.56 

Source of Fuhding: · · - ,, · 

Consultant Services Budget - Bridge 
Office Allotment 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

· /) /Ji , 1J LIJ~ i( / ;) l-:l~-i,J__-c_ / / ~,,<>{~2.L{ ____ _ 

Carol Molnau, Lt. ·Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date 
i - I 3 ·-c:>-5· 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
McComb Group Ltd. 
Project Name (if applicable): 
State v. Mills Properties/J.P.Links 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
82503 

CFMS Contract Number: A31108 

Project Duration (Dates): 
12-27-01 to 1-24-05 

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

To provide MN/DOT with an appraisal report of the property .and to provide expert testimony in the eminent domain 
proceeding for the Attorney General staff. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Amo□nt Spent on 
Contract:$? 4,237.63 

Source of Funding: 
Metro District Consultant Services Budget 

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

Mr. McComb has the expertise to complete the tasks and to do the very best job, considering the circumstances which 
included many hours of preparation, including reviewing documents, site evaluation, research, meetings and a jury trial. 

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: · 

I 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~~~ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date 



I 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

lnstructions: Submit this form to EEO/Contract Management, Mail Stop 130, within 30 days of final completion of 
a contract. 

Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
University of Minnesota 
Project Name (if applicable): 
Field Investigation of an Integral Abutment 
Bridge - Phase 11 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
74708,WO 192 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A57459 
Project Duration (Dates): 
February 1, 2001 - November 1, 2004 

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

The goals of this project are to monitor the behavior of an instrumented integral abutment bridge to investigate the impact of 
the paving of the adjacent roadway surface on the performance of the joint between the sill and the approach panel and to 
determine when the seasonal variations will stabilize. 

The information obtained from monitoring the performance of this bridge will greatly assist in evaluating the appropriateness 
of the assumptions used in the design of integral abutment bridges. In addition, investigating the effects of details such as 
the effect of the roadway surface (asphalt vs. gravel) and performance of the joint will assist in evaluating the significance of 
these parameters on the performance of the structure. · 

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $99,999.00 

Source of Funding: 
Trunk Highway 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSUL TANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

' /-7-05 -Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner Date 



CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Retain the original of this document in your contract file and submit a copy of this form with the final invoice. This 
rating may be considered in future consultant selections. Address comments on the next page keep comments 
factual. Contractors are entitled to review and respond in writing to this evaluation. Retain Contractor's written 
comments in file along with this document. 

Agreement No. 74708, WO 192 Type of work _R_es_e_a_rc_h ____ _ 

District/Office of Investment Management 

Contractor University of Minnesota 

Contract Period: February 1, 2001; 
Start Date 

November 1 , 2004 
Expiration Date 

Original Contract Cost 

$99,999.00 + 

Amendment Cost(s) 

$NIA 

Final Cost: 

$99.999.00 

Item Rating Rating 

Above Below 
Average Average Average 
4 Points 3 Points 2 Points 

1. Product Quality X 

2. Work Performance X 

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT X 
Standards/Requirements 

4. Deliverables Complete and X 
on time 

5. Project related cooperation X 

6. QA/QC plan conformance X 

7. Contract administration X 
cooperation 

8. Invoices and progress X 
reports 
9. Cost estimation/budget X 

management 

Total Points 27 

Poor 
1 Point 

Contractor's rating for this contract: --
(Maximum points 36) 

Project M. ana 
"U~l li!L 

bave Conkel 

Contract Administrator: 

Barbara Loi~ 



Definitions: 
Above Average: 

Average 

• 
• • • • • • • 
• • • • 

Below Average: 

Poor: 

• • • • 
• • • • • 

Comments: 

Products/Service delivered correctly, efficiently, timely and without excessive assistance or 
direction from Mn/DOT. 
Contractor performs beyond expectations . 
Deliverables exceed standards . 
Project Manage is informed of project status regularly . 
Contractor resolves any problems that occurred . 
Contractor needs little or no direction . 
Contractor responsive to requests . 
Contractor suggests improvements . 

Contractor fulfills terms of contract; no more, no less . 
Deliverables meet standards . 
Project is on time and budget. 
Project Manager is informed of key milestones . 

Contractor Minimally or does not meet contract terms . 
Deliverables below standard or needs rework to comply . 
Project is behind schedule or over budget. 
Product/service required direction or assistance by Mn/DOT to produce . 

Contractorrequires excessive guidance or direction . 
Contractor is unresponsive to requests . 
Contractor unable or unwilling to resolve minor setbacks . 
Deliverables do not follow standards or does not meet requirements or expectations . 
Project is not on time or budget through no fault of Mn/DOT . 

This was a long term research effort by several individuals. There were years of field 

data required to generate engineering models to verify and predict the structural 

behavior of the "jointless bridge". Unfortunately, not all of the field data could be 

ascertained and incorporated into a valid engineering model. 

The U of M prepared a nice summary presentation with some valued information for our 

bridge designers. The final report will be used in the future to discern the information, 

conclusions, and recommendations in the development of future design policies and 

guidelines for jointless bridges. 



/ 

\ 

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

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

nstructions: Subn,it this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATiON 
Contractor Name: American Engineering-Testing, Inc. (AET) CFMS Contract Number: A61652 

Project Name (if applicable):Wakota Bridge I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
. Statnamic Load Test SP 8285-80 86585 26 May 2004 - 26 Oct 2004 
. Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

This contract was for geotechnical investigation and large-diameter open-ended high-capacity pile quasi-static load 
testing. At this time Mn/DOT does not have the equipment to perform these activities (to meet the depth/loading 
requirements) at this site within the time period required for the verification of soil stratigraphy and determination of pile 
load capacity pursuant to the timeline of the other SP 8285-80 bridge 82855 construction work. The contract work 
included seismic cqne penetrometer test [SCPTu] soundings and a full scale, 19 MN, load test for 1.06 m diameter steel 
spiral weld driven pipe pile capacity verification. Related work included the investigation of the soil stratigraphy in the 
pile plug, dynamic monitoring of a pile re-strike following the load test to evaluate stress reduction as a result of the 
quasi-static testing, and evaluation and reporting of test data . The contract included equipment rental, mobalization, 
testing operations, loading and unloading operations, engineering and technical staff support costs and involved two 
subcontractors, Lunda Construction, and Applied Foundation Testing . 

Billable Hours (if applicable): 160.9 + I Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: 
subcontractor hours Contract: $99491.27 FUND 270 ORG 4452 APR 058 

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

N/A This project was contracted using the Pre-Qualification system (under $100,000) . 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ ~euz__ 
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P. Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

Date: 



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF iRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: 
SRF Consulting Group, Inc. 
Project Name (if applicable) : 
S.P. 2904-14 (T.H. 71) Park Rapids Rest 
Area 

Mn/DOT Agreement No.: 
78602, Work Order #1 

CFMS Contract Number: 
A21720 
Project Duration (Dates) : 
5/21/2001 -12/14/2004 

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: Provide Civil 
Engineering; Landscape Architectural and Architectural services in developing concepts, plans and 
specifications for the Park Rapids Rest Area. Also to provide Architectural support during construction 
contract administration. The reason it was necessary to enter into this contract was that Mn/DOT resources 
were not available to perform the requested work within the desired timeline. 

,-

Billable Hours (if appl icable) : Total Amount Spent on 
Contract: $152,322.53 

Source of Funding: 
District 2 Consultant Budget 

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

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

_a,_..1_1 

Date 



) 

Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000 

Required by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant Services Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
Confluence International A65086 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.:- Project Duration (Dates): 

Cash Management: P760 CFiT 86670 7 /04 - 12/04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 
The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) has identified cash management as a strategic part 
of its streamlining program for improved delivery of the transportation program. Mn/DOT's Commissioner 
Staff has recognized the need for improved cash management and has approved a plan to develop a tracking 
system to assist with the management of projecting cash flow for the department. This will be accomplished 
through developing a financial management tool such as the Cash Management System. The Vendor will 
work with Mn/DOT's project manager and other staff throughout this project. The expectation is that the 
system will be co-developed by the Vendor and Mn/DOT staff. Resource constraints of time and staff 
require Mn/DOT to look outside of the department for assistance with completing this project to meet the 
reporting requirement timelines established by the legislature. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: 
Contract: $199,500 IRM Budget 

, 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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

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

Date 



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

~equired by Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c). 

Instructions: Submit this form to Consultant ServicJs Section, Mail Stop 680 along with the final invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: 
St. Cloud State University A51271 
Project Name (if applicable): I Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates): 
Railroad Map Conversion Project 85504 8/8/03 - 12/16/04 
Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: 

Mn/Dot has thousands of railroad right of way maps that are in hard copy paper format. The purpose of this 
contract was to convert those documents into a digital image and capture spatial components associated with 
them. These digital images could be retrieved via the internet using GIS technology, providing quicker, easier 
access for both internal and external customers. This was one dataset identified from many in the Office of 
Land Management, as possibly benefiting from storage in a spatial database. Due the projects size and lack of 
staffing resources, we opted to use consultants for the first four phases of the project. 

Billable Hours (if applicable): I Total Amount Spent on Source of Funding: 
Contract: $79,982.50 Consultant Allocation 

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

At the time when we were considering consultants for the project, St. Cloud State University had the best­
suited GIS lab to handle a project of this size. Moreover, St. Cloud also had m9re consulting experience in 
dealing with GIS projects than the other institutions we considered. These two factors made St. Cloud State 
the best choice as the single source for the contract. 

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: 

SEE ATTACHED CONSULTANT PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

~ l · . rvaw t}:l,/e/Jt.i,cv . 
· Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/Commissioner 

cc: P. Stem bier, 112 Adm in 
J. Brunner, MS 680 
File 

Date 



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 tinai invoice. 
Agency: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Contractor Name: Martinez Corporation. CFMS Contract Number: A-68851 

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Contract No. : 87170 Project Duration (Dates): 9/30/04 to 12/15/04 
Photogrammetric Mapping 

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

The Purpose of this contract was for the Contractor to produce Aerial Triangulations, compile Planimetric features, 
create a Digital Terrain Model and also produce a Digital - Ortho Photo. This Photogrammetric mapping project is for 
Trunk Highway 212, (from Jct. Of TH. 212 AND cash 16 to Stewart), District 8 / Project number 4309-31A. 

"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. I Total Contract Amount: $71,650.00 I Source of Funding : Consultant Mapping 

Explain why th is 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 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 . 

,'1 (-/)'/ I fJ . ,, .. \,_~ !,/" p / ' 

lfVr-~ -11 :JJ:--e-~11'LtY-{,{___/··· 
Carol Molnau , [ t. Governor/Commissioner · 

cc: P .Stem bier, 112 Ad min 
J . Brunner, MS 680 
File 

Date 




