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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 3 Mar 2010 09:19:30 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 03/03/2010.

project: CCLD .Net Support Position

id_part1: b42

id_part2: 2220

cfms: B18671

vendor: Assyst

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval_date: 03/03/2010

email_list: betty.baron@state.mn.us, michael.gaustad@state.mn.us
purpose: Provide staff augmentation support for CCLD Seminar Registration
Project

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 7/31/2009

amended_date: 2/28/2010

actual_date: 2/28/2010

contract_cost: 215,000.00

actual_cost: 215,000.00

cost_effective: DLI was unable to find suitable skills to fill this as a
temporary unclassified postition for less cost.

amended: Yes

amended_e: No additional money was amended. We simply amended the
contract for additional time to create the second phase of the project.
terminated: No

engage: Yes




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Mon, 11 Jan 2010 14:44:59 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/11/2010.

project: CCLD FoxPro Developer/Support Position

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 2201

cfms: B156217

vendor: TAJ Technologies

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Marybeth Stoltz

eval_date: 01/11/2010

purpose: This was a staff augmentation contract to provide FoxPro support.
accomplished: Yes contract_date: 04/30/2009 amended_date: 12/31/2009
actual_date: 12/31/2009 contract_cost: 151800.00 amended_cost: 218800.00
actual_cost: 214933.13 cost_effective: The antiquated FoxPro systems came
to DLI through the Drive To Excellence Construction Consolidation Project.
DLI did not have IT staff knowledgeable to support these programs that
were still vital to the electrical and plumbing areas. DLI contacted OET

for assistance, but OET was unable to help; therefore staff augmentation
was necessary. amended: Yes amended_e: The FoxPro systems were still
operational so the contract needed to be amended to provide continued
support. terminated: No engage: Yes




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 1 Oct 2009 08:01:55 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 10/01/2009.

project: Gen Comp Replacement Feasibility and Requirements
id_part1: B42

id_part2: 2271

cfms: B21306

vendor: AVT Consulting

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Cindy Valentine

eval_date: 10/01/2009

purpose: Determine technology requirements for replacement of the Gencomp
system used by the Claims Services and Investigations Unit for WC case
management. Also determine the feasibility of migration of data from the
GenComp system.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

amended_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 08/01/2009

contract_cost: 172000

amended_cost: 187000

actual_cost: 170228.75

cost_effective: The contract allowed requirements to be derived while
staff completed other projects. DLI state staff lacked ability to

determine feasibility of data migration.

amended: Yes

amended_e: It was thought we would need additional time to complete work
and review feasiblity of a third party solution.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 1 Oct 2009, 8:02 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 23 Apr 2009 10:35:33 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 04/23/2009.

project: Construction Codes and Licensing Division
Inspection/Permit/Enforcement System

id_part1: b42

id_part2: 2142

cfms: B11409

vendor: Assured Consulting Services

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval_date: 04/23/2009

email_list: betty.baron@state.mn.us, michael.gaustad@state.mn.us
purpose: Determine requirements for a new system to be created to complete
the consolidation under the governors drive to excellence project. This
include evaluation of existing infrastructure as well as COTS products.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 12/31/2008

amended_date: 3/31/2009

actual_date: 3/26/2009

contract_cost: 240,000

amended_cost: 270,000

actual_cost: 268,050

cost_effective: state staff non suffecient to complete the project.
amended: Yes

amended_e: Delay in department making key decisions.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 23 Apr 2009, 10:34 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 7 Oct 2008 14:15:15 -0500 (CDT)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form |

Web site information request on 10/07/2008.

project: CCLD Data Migration

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 2073

cfms: B05540

vendor: Virtelligence Inc

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Marybeth Stoltz

eval_date: 10/07/2008

email_list: marybeth.stoltz@state.mn.us

purpose: Design and build migration scripts and programs for Construction Codes and Licensing C
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2008

amended_date: 09/30/2008

actual_date: 08/11/2008

contract_cost: 150,232

amended_cost: 192,952

actual _cost: 142,578

cost_effective: The agency did not have this particular skill set.

amended: Yes

amended_e: The special appropriation was "carried forward" and more time was needed for the cc
terminated: Yes

terminated _e: The contractor (not vendor) became difficult to work with; he did not follow the migre
engage: No

engage_e: For the reasons stated above. Concerns about the contractor were communicated to tl

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 7 Oct 2008, 14:16 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 29 May 2008 09:59:56 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, May 29, 2008 at 09:59:56

_config: vendeval

project: CSI Data Migration

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 1894

cfms: A99845

vendor: Virtelligence Inc

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Marybeth Stoltz

eval date: 05/29/2008

purpose: Design and build migration scripts and programs for workers'
compensation. Migrate data from MS Access and MAPS to Informix
enterprise database. This was a staff augmentation position.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2007

amended_date: 12/31/2007

actual_date: 11/13/2007

contract_cost: 26,700

amended_cost: 32,040

actual_cost: 32,040

cost_effective: The agency did not have this particular skill set.
amended: Yes

amended_e: The overall project "go live" date was scheduled for
11/05/07. Extending the contract allowed the state to call back the
contractor for support and defects.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Virtelligence is easy to work with and provides good customer
service.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 2 Jun 2008, 9:12 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 21 Feb 2008 06:58:41 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Jake.Carson@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn,
Betty.Baron@state.mn.us,
Michael.Gaustad@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, February 21, 2008 at 06:58:41

_config: vendeval

project: OSHA Compliance System Redesign

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 1711

cfms: A84644

vendor: Assured Consulting Services

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval date: 02/21/2008

email_list: betty.baron@state.mn.us, Michael.gaustad@state.mn.us
purpose: Deveop an infrastructure that could be used to replicate,
augment and enhance the capabilities of the current Federal IMIS
system. Current state staff were unavailable to complet the project in

a timely fashion.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 01/04/2008

amended_date: 02/15/2008

actual_date: 02/15/2008

contract_cost: 600,000.00

actual_cost: 560,143.47

cost_effective: Current IMIS functionality resides on a system that has
not been updated to include MN specific information and requirements.

It also resides on NCR equipment that has not been supported since 2000
and Federal OSHA has been unsuccessful in creating a nationwide system.
amended: Yes

amended_e: Additional functionality created under the OSHA project was
moved to the DLI enterprise framework.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 21 Feb 2008, 8:20 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 12 Feb 2008 07:44:58 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Jake.Carson@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lrl.leg.mn,
Betty.Baron@state.mn.us,
Michael.Gaustad@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, February 12, 2008 at 07:44:58

_config: vendeval

project: OSHA Compliance System Redesign

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 1711

cfms: A84644

vendor: Assured Consulting Services

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval_date: 2/12/2008

email_list: betty. baron@state.mn.us, michael.gaustad@state.mn.us
purpose: Develop a infrastructure that could be used to replicate,
augment and enhance the capabilities of the current Federal IMIS
system. Current state staff were unavailable to complete the project
in a timely fashion.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 01/04/2008

amended_date: 02/15/2008

actual_date: 02/15/2008

contract_cost: 600,000.00

actual_cost: 560,143.47

cost_effective: Current IMIS functionality resides on a system that has
not been updated to include MN specific information. It also resides
on NCR equipment that has not been supported since 2000 and Federal
OSHA has been unsuccessful in creating a nationwide system.
amended: Yes

amended_e: Additional functionality moved to the enterprise framework
terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 12 Feb 2008, 8:21 Page 1 of 1



David Schmidtke

From: "Kelly Heffron" <kellyh.LRL>
Organization: MN Legislative Reference Library
To: davids

Date sent: Fri, 08 Jun 2007 09:46:59 -0500
Subject: (Fwd) Vendor Evaluation Form

------- Forwarded message follows -------

Date sent: Fri, 8 Jun 2007 09:44:40 -0500 (CDT)

To: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us,
Jake.Carson @ state.mn.us,
periodicals @lrl.leg.mn,
Cindy.Valentine @ state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson @ state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson @ state.mn.us) on Friday, June 08, 2007 at 09:44:40

_config: vendeval

project: Data Driven Workers Compensation System

id_part1: B42

id_part2: 1773

vendor: AVT Consulting

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Cynthia Valentine

eval_date: 06/07/2007

email_list: cindy.valentine @state.mn.us

purpose: The purpose of this contract was to analyze the business and
technology impacts of moving from a forms based workers compensation
regulatory system to one based on data. The department lacked certain
expertise and capacity to perform the work. Additionally, it was felt

that a contactor would bring a level of objectivity to the work that

would be valuable to ensure stakeholder buy-in.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 05/30/2007

actual_date: 05/25/2007

contract_cost: 223,000

actual_cost: 210,763.7

cost_effective: Contracting allowed the agency to accomplish this work
without interruption of staff duties. The contractor also provided an
objective presence to guide stakeholders of varying interests through
business process discussions. It is unlikely that the agency possessed
skills at the level required for success.

amended: No

terminated: No




engage: Yes

engage_e: AVT staff were consumately professional. Work was completed
on time or if there was a delay, we made the decision together. They
quickly grasped the facts and issues surrounding our program.




Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

‘ent: Thursday, January 11, 2007 7:59 AM

(o: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @ state.mn.us; Jay.Achenbach @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, January 11, 2007 at 07:59:17

_config: vendeval

project: Occupation Safety and Health (OSHA) System Redsign

id_partl: B42

id_part2: 1614

cfms: A75757

vendor: Assured Consulting Services

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval_date: 01/11/2007

purpose: Requirements for the redesign of OSHA IMIS Federal system with inclusion of

imaging solution

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/06/2005

amended_date: 11/18/2005

actual_date: 11/18/2005

contract_cost: 60,000.00

amended_cost: 39,000.00

actual_cost: 98,518.77

cost_effective: Current OSHA Federal system has not been updated since 1996. Hardware and

software is no longer supported by vendors - replacement equipment purchased on EBAY.

This positions DLI to continue working in the event of a failure by Fed OSHA Equipment.
mended: Yes

amended_e: Delay in response from Federal OSHA and to include travel expenses required for

visits to Washington DC at the Federal Governments request.

terminated: No

engage: Yes




Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

ent: Thursday, January 11, 2007 8:13 AM
ro: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @state.mn.us; Jay.Achenbach @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, January 11, 2007 at 08:13:23

_config: vendeval

project: Compliance Services Penalty Interface to MAPS

id_partl: B42

id_part2: 1600

cfms: A73422

vendor: Compuer Aid Incorporated (CAI)

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Betty Baron

eval_date: 01/11/2007

purpose: Develop applications, testing and implementation of programs to be used by

Compliance Services to interface on Work Comp penalties with the MAPS system. Vendor had

previously developed interface for Code Services and OSHA within the department.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2005

actual_date: 06/30/2005

contract_cost: 24,260.00

actual_cost: 24,000.00

cost_effective: No agency staff who had the skills required to create the application in a

timely fashion.

amended: No

~erminated: No

:ngage: Yes



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

ent: Monday, September 11, 2006 1:29 PM
(0} Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @ state.mn.us; Kathy.Duchene @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Monday, September 11, 2006 at 13:28:44

_config: vendeval

project: Technology Assessment for Construction Codes and Licensing Division

id_partl: B42

id_part2: 1714

cfms: AB5779

vendor: AVT Consulting

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Kathy Duchene

eval_date: 09/11/2006

email_list: kathy.duchene@state.mn.us

purpose: Follow through on a recommendation made to complete a Technology Assessment after

all licensing untis were merged with DLI.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2006

amended_date: 08/31/2006

actual_date: 08/15/2006

contract_cost: 85,000.00

amended_cost: 85,000.00

actual_cost: 84,425.00

cost_effective: DLI did not have the in-house expertise. AVT was able to identify all-

axisting technology and suggest short/medium/long term solutions for replacement.
mended: Yes ‘

amended_e: AVT Consulting did not supply all required deliverables identified in the

statement of work.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The final deliverable included all required information.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

‘ent: Tuesday, August 22, 2006 10:04 AM

.0: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @state.mn.us; Kathy.Duchene @ state.mn.us
Subject: : Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, August 22, 2006 at 10:04:08

_config: vendeval v

project: Technology Assessment for Construction Codes and Licensing Division

id_partl: 502

cfms: A85779

vendor: AVT Consulting

agency: Labor & Industry Dept

evaluator: Kathy Duchene

eval_date: 08/22/2006

email_list: kathy.duchene@state.mn.us

purpose: Follow through on the recommendation OET made to complete a Technoloby Assessment

after all licensing units were merged with DLI

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2006

amended_date: 08/31/2006

actual_date: 08/15/2006

contract_cost: 85,000.00

amended_cost: 85,000.00

actual_cost: 84,425.00

cost_effective: DLI did not have the in-house expertise. AVT Consulting was able to

identify all existing technology and suggest short, medium and long term solutions for

technology replacement
nended: Yes

amended_e: AVT Consulting did not supply all required deliverables identified in the

statement of work

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The final deliverable included all required information.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

ent: Friday, June 23, 2006 8:15 AM
.0 Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @state.mn.us; Jay.Achenbach @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Friday, June 23, 2006 at 08:14:46
_config: vendeval
project: Software Upgrade
id_partl: B42
id_part2: 1575
cfms: A72059
vendor: Basebridge.com Limitied
agency: Labor & Industry Dept
evaluator: Mike Gaustad
eval_date: 06/23/2006
purpose: Upgrade and enhancement to the current system and the addition of an interface to
allow insurance companies to submit inspection reports and insurance status changes
electronically. This is built in proprietary software.
accomplished: Yes
contract_date: 6/30/2005
actual_date: 6/30/2005
contract_cost: 129720
actual_cost: 129720 , .
cost_effective: Changes made to the application allow the users to more
effectively manage their work. The addition of the electronic
interchange of data will decrease the data entry required by DLI staff.
amended: No
erminated: No
engage: Yes
engage_e: Proprietary software



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Labor and Industry

Contractor Name: ~ CompCost

CFMS Contract Number:
A00237

Project Name (if applicable):
Work Comp Medical Review

Project Number (if
applicable):

Project Duration (Dates):

07/01/98 — 06/30/03

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
Third Party administrator for Workers’ Compensation medical bills

Billable Hours (if applicable):
N/A

Total Contract Amount:

$600,790.00

Source of Funding:
Special Compensation Fund

million.

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

CompCost provided medical bill review and payment services for the Special Compensation Fund in administering its
Uninsured and Bankrupt Self-Insured Workers’ Compensation claims. Fees were based on a percentage of money saved
from the billed amounts. Comp Cost’s savings over the life of the contract (1990 to 2003) amounted to approximately $3.5

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

of the contract:

a lower cost by existing agency staff.

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

This contractor’s timeliness, quality and overall performance were excellent throughout the term of the contract. This
contract was extended for the maximum allowable number of renewals. Ultimately, however, when the final contract term
came to a close, it was felt that we should attempt to bring this function in-house to see if these services can be performed at

COPY

Agency Head Siggture:
5“,
/ N ; "\l"&

Title:
({)r”/ §Ti0a0r

Date:
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(Rev. 6/03)



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

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

Agency: Labor and Industry

Contractor Name: Computer Aid IIICOI‘p CFMS Contract Number:
A40306

Project Name (if applicable): Proj;ct Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

MAPS Interface applicable): 09/16/02-06/30/03

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: Existing state staff were working on a high priority project that
required dedicated time to that project alone. In addition did not have all skills necessary to complete the project in a timely fashion.

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

$123,801.66

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

The project allowed for the reduction of duplicate data entry into multiple systems to process the accounts receivable for 2 work units within DLI. It
remove the need to reconcile multiple money sources. It allows DLI to utilize the standard MAPS invoice and EZ PAY via the intenet.

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 vendor was extremely responsive to DLI needs. The objectives of the contract were met under the original amount of the contract. The vendor has
been receptive to fixing problems that have arose under their warranty agreed to in the contract. In most cases we received timely work, and if not, the
situation was quickly resolved.

Agency Head Signature: Title: o, Date:
m Gt S, lanisyer | 9120003
7 .

(Rev. 6/03)




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

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

Agency: Labor and Industry

Contractor Name: Dr. William Lohman CFMS Contract Number:
A09154

Project Name (if applicable): Projf:ct Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

DLI Medical Consultant applicable): 07/01/98 — 06/30/03

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

ASSIST THE DEPARTMENT IN THE DEVELOPMENT AND ADMINISTRATION OF WORKERS’ COMPENSATION MEDICAL POLICIES.

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

$279,169.00

Workers’ Compensation Fund

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

Dr. Lohman provides his services at a rate of $75.00 per hour. This is well below the going rate for a medical consultant.

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:

Dr. Lohman’s overall performance on this contract was superior. He worked on-site two days per week, and his timeliness and quality were beyond
reproach. As it says above, Dr. Lohman provides his services at a rate well below the going rate for a medical consultant.

Agency Head /S/i'gnature: Title: Date:
| '

v X &
/ %’l/lﬂ / XR’K\

f A 4 / /
( g 3.0 akr v/ /

Rev. 6/03)



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

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 $40,000.00. ’

Agency: Labor and Industry

Contractor Name: Enventis CFMS Contract Number: A19559
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): 4-23-2001 to 6-30-2001
Stage, Test, and Deploy New Phone System

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

The contract with Enventis provided services to assist the Department of Labor and Industry in the installation of a voice over-IP
(VOIP) phone system at the 443 Lafayette Road location. Because this type of system is relatively new technology, the expertise
required to install it is only available from a limited number of vendors, and was not available at all from our employees, nor other
traditional state resources or agencies.

This project was a result of the Department of Labor and Industry’s strategic planning in the area of communication with our
customers. The very short time line for the project (with a completion date of June 30, 2001) made it impractical to train our own
staff sufficiently to install this equipment themselves. Finding an experienced and reliable vendor was critical to the success of the
project both in terms of overall dependability of the phone system, and in the development of a longer-term support and training
relationship. Enventis’ partnership with Cisco, the manufacturer of the equipment, was an important factor in the selection process.
The excellence of Enventis’ technical staff and their previous experience with VOIP were deciding factors as well.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding;
60,000.00 Various :

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

Of the three vendors who expressed interest in providing contract services for this project, Enventis was competitively priced and
located in the metro area, thus avoiding costly travel expenses. Enventis staff have been generous with us in sharing their time and
expertise, and have been extraordinarily responsive to our needs. Cisco staff have also taken an interest in our project, and have
given us substantial assistance as well. ITS employees here in our agency have already gained sufficient knowledge of the VOIP
system to perform daily administration and system updates without assistance. This is a direct result of training received by DLI
ITS staff from the vendor during the installation and stabilization period and beyond.

The VOIP phone system itself provides a lower overall monthly phone cost, and also allows us to do in-house administration of the

phone, voice mail and call routing processes. We have already seen cost savings because of the shift from paying for individual

phone lines to three “PRI” lines over which all calls are transmitted. We have saved staff-hours and increased productivity by being

able to respond instantly to changing phone needs within the agency’s main location. The time spent in preparation, submission and
" tracking of paper requests for services {rom Intertech has decreased dramatically.

Now that we have implemented the first phase of this project, we are confident that we will see even more cost savings as we roll the
VOIP phone system out to our offices in greater Minnesota.

Agency Head Signgjure: Title: ' Date:
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;tate Of MinneSOta \\ LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION ON PENSIONS AND RETIREMENT

TO: Robbie LaFleur
Director, Legislative Reference Library /
FROM: Lawrence A. Martin, Executive Director
RE: Report on Finally Completed Professional or Technical Services Contract under

Minnesota Statutes, Section 3.225

DATE: July 16, 2004

As required by Minnesota Statutes, Section 3.225, this is the one-page performance report to be filed with
the Legislative Reference Library on the actuarial services contract between Milliman USA and the
Legislative Commission on Pensions and Retirement that was completed on June 30, 2004.

The following is the pertinent information on this professional services contract, now finally completed:

1. Purpose of Contract. The actuarial services contract between the actuarial consulting firm of Milliman
USA of Seattle, Washington, Brookfield, Wisconsin and Minneapolis, Minnesota, was entered into by
the Commission in order to comply with Minnesota Statutes 2002, Section 3.85, Subdivision 11,
Paragraph (a). The actuarial services contract was necessary to produce the annual actuarial valuations
for the 14 statewide and major local Minnesota public retirement plans required by Minnesota
Statutes, Section 356.215, to produce the quadrennial experience studies of the three largest Minnesota
public retirement plans for the period 1996-2001 under Minnesota Statutes, Section 356.215, and to
perform actuarial cost impact estimates of pending legislation and any other actuarial and benefit
consulting services required by the Commission.

2. Amount Spent on Contract. For the Fiscal Year 2003-2004 contract, the Commission spent the
following amounts:

Fiscal Year 2003 $212,003.75*
Fiscal Year 2004 $211.356.81*
Total $423,360.56

* Includes amounts expended under the contract for the benefit of third parties and
reimbursed or reimbursable by them. Expenditure totals are through June 30, 2004.

3. Explanation of Cost Effectiveness. Consistently produced and accurate actuarial data and well-
informed and experience actuarial consulting are essential for the Legislature, the Executive Branch,
the retirement plan administrations, the participating employers, the retirement plan memberships, the
taxpayers, and the current and potential bondholders of the State in order to judge the financial
soundness of the various retirement plans and their recurring contribution requirements. To the best
knowledge of the Commission staff, only two states (New York and Washington) attempt to perform
the various actuarial functions utilizing state employees and state owned computer hardware and
software rather than retaining outside actuarial consultants. The recently completed contract with
Milliman USA resulted in the provision of this required data and consulting services in a more
efficient, cost-effective, and reliable manner than depending on various consulting actuaries retained
by the various retirement plans. The annual actuarial consulting fee paid to Milliman USA totaled less
than a few one-thousandths of one percent of the total covered payroll of all applicable Minnesota
public retirement plans.

4. Subsequent Events. Minnesota Statutes 2002, Section 3.85, Subdivision 11, was repealed by
Laws 2004, Chapter 233, and subsequent actuarial work related to the 14 statewide and local
retirement plans is required to be performed by a consulting actuary retained jointly by the seven
public pension plan administrators rather than by the actuary retained by the Legislative Commission
on Pensions and Retirement under that legislation.

If you have any questions regarding this report, please contact me (651-296-2750).

Page 1 LM071604-1
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Legislative Coordinating Commission

72 State Office Building ~ St. Paul, MN 55155-1201  Phone: (651) 296-9002 Fax: (651)297-3697  TDD(651) 296-9896

House : Senate
Representative Margaret Anderson Kelliher, Vice-Chair ~ Senator James Metzen, Chair
Representative Al Juhnke Senator Tarryl Clark
Representative Mary Murphy Senator Richard Cohen
Representative Erik Paulsen Senator David Hann
Representative Marty Seifert Senator Lawrence Pogemiller
Representative Tony Sertich Senator David Senjem

TO: Robbie LaFleur

: Director, Legislative Reference Library

FROM: Greg Hubinger

DATE: July 30, 2008

RE: Report on consulting contract

Minnesota Statutes 3.225, Subdivision 5 (c) requires a legislative office to file a report with the

Legislative Reference Library when there is a professional or technical contract that exceeds
$40,000. '

On December 19, 2007, the Joint Committee to Investigate the Bridge Collapse entered into a
consulting contract with Gray Plant Mooty Mooty and Bennett, PA. The amount spent through this
contract was $500,000.

The Joint Committee was directed to do a comprehensive review of all decisions potentially
relevant to the collapse of the I-35W bridge on August 1, 2007, within the context of the
general practices of the Minnesota Department of Transportation relating to bridge inspection
and repair. The Joint Committee was directed to examine the extent to which the decisions that
permitted the I-35W bridge to deteriorate to the point of collapse were similar to those made
regarding other bridges, the extent to which other bridges are in peril, and how the bridge
maintenance and replacement program must be changed to ensure that no more bridges fall
down.

The Legislature contracted with Gray Plant Mooty to carry out this review because it was
determined that there were insufficient staff resources to conduct this study internally. Because
the results of this investigation were needed in the short term, and legislative staff were
required to carry out their normal duties during the 2008 session, contracting with an outside
firm with specialized expertise was a cost effective method for completing this project.






Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 18 Mar 2010 10:22:40 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 03/18/2010.

project: SWIFT

id_part1: G10

id_part2: 2452

cfms: B32028

vendor: Caveo Technology

agency: Minnesota Management & Budget

evaluator: James Manion

eval_date: 01/18/2010

purpose: Perform a Risk Assessment on the SWIFT project as required by
statute

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/17/2009

actual_date: 11/16/2009

contract_cost: 61000

actual_cost: 61000

cost_effective: By statute an external organization must complete the
project risk assessment. The effort was let out on bid with the lowest
cost vendor meeting the requirements selected.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Contract end date was extended to allow vendor additional time
to complete. Extension did not change cost.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Would depend on what is asked of them and the level of effort
required so my actual answer is a maybe.




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Wed, 6 Jan 2010 11:48:42 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@Irl.leg.mn

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/06/2010.

project: MAPS System Replacement RFP Evaluation

id_part1: G10

id_part2: 2341

cfms: B24853

vendor: Salvaggio, Teal, & Associates

agency:. Minnesota Management & Budget

evaluator: Joel Ludwigson

eval_date: 01/06/2010

purpose: To assist with RFP development, proposal evaluation, and project
startup activities accomplished: Yes contract_date: 06/30/2009
amended_date: 12/18/2009 actual_date: 12/18/2009 contract_cost: $225,148
amended_cost: $477,598 actual_cost: $467,219 cost_effective: No one in
the state had/has the skills to accoomplish the tasks required amended:

Yes amended_e: Project startup activities were delayed terminated: No
engage: Yes comments: We were very satisfied with the vendor s
performance.
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David Schmidtke

Date sent: Thu, 14 Jan 2010 16:31:16 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lirl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/14/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for
Health Care Providers - Vendor 3 id_part1: H7B id_part2: 2310 cfms: B24733
vendor: Lynmark Consulting Inc. agency;/Medical Practice Board evaluator:
Mark Chu eval_date:01/13/2010/email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose:
aintain physician hospital privilege records, as required by Minnesota

Statute 147.162, physician shall file with the board a list of the

inpatient and outpatient medical care facilities at which they have

privileges . Enrich Physician Profile contents that have been posted on

BMP website, such as Board stipulation orders/corrective actions. Design
and develop interfaces to provide online services for telemedicine

doctors. Upgrade, support and enhance for the current online services to
new database/programming plateform. accomplished: Yes contract_date:
02/05/2009 actual_date: 12/31/2009 contract_cost: 59,500 actual_cost:
59,500 cost_effective: Enabled the public to make informed decisions
regarding their healthcare providers via searching information posted at

the Board's "Professional Profile". Satisfied the Statute requirements for
licensing maintenance. desired software/database upgrade. amended: No
terminated: No engage: Yes engage_e: Got assigned tasks done on time.




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Thu, 14 Jan 2010 16:21:31 -0600 (CST)

To: ' Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/14/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for
Health Care Providers - Vendor 1id_part1: H7B id_part2: 2310 cfms: B24737
vendor: Intertech software agency:/Medical Practice Board’evaluator: Mark
Chu eval_date: 01/18/2010"email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose: This
project is needed for the Board to manage the increasing amount of various
documentation and information during contest case hearing and licensure
re-registration processes. Software and database version upgrade: Develop
and upgrade all user interfaces programming codes in Microsoft .NET
Framework 3.5, with SQL2008 as back end database. Applications should run
under Microsoft Vista/Window 7, with MS Words 2007 professional as ALIMS
default correspondence editor. accomplished: Yes contract_date: 02/05/2009
amended_date: 05/04/2009 actual_date: 06/30/2009 contract_cost: 47,300
amended_cost: 8,800 actual_cost: 56,100 cost_effective: Developed user
interfaces for BMP discipline staff to track contested case materials,

hearing processes, correspondence and involved personnel. Upgraded
computer system, so that Board's licensing and complaint investigation
system will be able to run under the new Microsoft TFS/database and .NET
Framework. amended: Yes amended_e: Ran into some technical challenge to
convert existing 38 system modules into new Microsoft TFS Team Foundation
Server (development tools). terminated: No engage: Yes engage_e:
Contractor, Tim Star, was able to resolve all the technical issues, such

as circular reference problems, to allow the Board's current system

running in the new database, new server, with new development management
tools.




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Thu, 14 Jan 2010 16:27:36 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@Irl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/14/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for

Health Care Providers - Vendor 2 id_part1: H7B id_part2: 2310 cfms: B24732
vendor: Software Builders, Inc. agency: Medical Practice Board evaluator:
Mark Chu eval_date: 01/13/2010%email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose:
The new application should also provide interfaces for BMP discipline

staff to document and to track information and materials for contested

case hearings. For details regarding the process for contested case

hearing; refer to Minnesota Rules Chapter 5615 Hearings Before The Board .
accomplished: Yes contract_date: 02/05/2009 amended_date: 05/04/2009
actual_date: 08/31/2009 contract_cost: 43,200 amended_cost: 38,400
actual_cost: 81,200 cost_effective: Developed Electronic Document
Management System and incorporated it into the Board legacy system. So
That our licensees practice setting information, such as practicing

primary care verses specialty care, re-certification(s) of specialty

Board(s), inpatient care/outpatient care, complaint investigation

document, contest case legal document,.. Etc can be stored and traced
directly and efficiently. The Board has fully control of the Electronic

Document Management System. No any software purchasing fee, license fee to
any other 3rd party to implement the EDMS. Estimated cost save in 5 years

is $200,000.00+. amended: Yes amended_e: To fully implement the Electronic
Document Management System that is able to incorporate with Board's legacy
system for business needs. terminated: No engage: Yes engage _e: Contractor
was able to provide easy-of-use and technical sounded architecture of

EDMS. The final result is even better than off-shelf commercial products.
comments: Feel free to have other state agencies contacting us for the

cost saving EDMS implementation.




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Wed, 13 Jan 2010 10:32:21 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lirl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/13/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for
Health Care Providers id_part1: ask id_part2: 123 cfms: B24737 vendor:
Intertech software agency: Medical Practice Board evaluator: Mark Chu
eval_date: 01/13/2010 email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose: This
project is needed for the Board to manage the increasing amount of various
documentation and information during contest case hearing and licensure
re-registration processes. Software and database version upgrade: Develop
and upgrade all user interfaces programming codes in Microsoft .NET
Framework 3.5, with SQL2008 as back end database. Applications should run
under Microsoft Vista/Window 7, with MS Words 2007 professional as ALIMS
default correspondence editor. accomplished: Yes contract_date: 02/05/2009
actual_date: 06/30/2009 contract_cost: 47,300 amended_cost: 8,800
actual_cost: 56,100 cost_effective: Developed user interfaces for BMP
discipline staff to track contested case materials, hearing processes,
correspondence and involved personnel. Upgraded computer system, so that
Board's licensing and complaint investigation system will be able to run

under the new Microsoft TFS/database and .NET Framework. amended: Yes
amended_e: Ran into some technical challenge to convert existing 38 system
modules into new Microsoft TFS Team Foundation Server (development tools).
terminated: No engage: Yes comments: Contractor, Tim Star, was able to
resolve all the technical issues, such as circular reference problems, to

allow the Board's current system running in the new database, new server,
with new development management tools.




David Schmidtke

Subject: RE: Vendor Evaluation Form

Date sent: Wed, 13 Jan 2010 12:21:20 -0600
From: "Mark Chu" <Mark.Chu@state.mn.us>
To: <Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us>,

<Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us>,
<periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn>

Hi, All:

The IT project that we completed last year had 3 separate contracts with 3
different IT consulting firms. They are:

Software Builder:
CFMS# B24732
Total spent $81,600.00

Intertech Inc.
CFMS#B24737
Total Spent $56,100.00

Lynmark Consulting
CFMS# B24733
Total spent: $59,500.00

| completed online evaluations for them, one for each.

The Board did not get the ProjectID from OET. In order to submit the
evaluation online, | put some dummy number on those Project ID fields.
Please update them as needed. Thanks.

Mark Chu

Database Administrator

MN Board of Medical Practice

2829 University Avenue SE, Suite 500
Minneapolis, MN 55414

Direct: 612-617-2161

Fax: 612-617-2166
www.bmp.state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us [mailto:Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us]
Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2010 11:19 AM To:
Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us; Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us;
periodicals@Irl.leg.mn; Mark.Chu@state.mn.us Subject: Vendor Evaluation




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Wed, 13 Jan 2010 10:56:13 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/13/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for
Health Care Providers - Vendor 2 id_part1: ask id_part2: 456 cfms: B24732
vendor: Software Builders, Inc. agency: Medical Practice Board evaluator:
Mark Chu eval_date: 01/13/2010 email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose:
The new application should also provide interfaces for BMP discipline

staff to document and to track information and materials for contested

case hearings. For details regarding the process for contested case
hearing; refer to Minnesota Rules Chapter 5615 Hearings Before The Board
. accomplished: Yes contract_date: 02/05/2009 amended_date: 05/04/2009
actual_date: 08/31/2009 contract_cost: 43,200 amended_cost: 38,400
actual_cost: 81,200 cost_effective: Developed Electronic Document
Management System and incorporated it into the Board legacy system. So
That our licensees practice setting information, such as practicing

primary care verses specialty care, re-certification(s) of specialty

Board(s), inpatient care/outpatient care, complaint investigation

document, contest case legal document,.. Etc can be stored and traced
directly and efficiently. The Board has fully control of the Electronic
Document Management System. No any software purchasing fee, license fee
to any other 3rd party to implement the EDMS. Estimated cost save in 5
years is $200,000.00+. amended: Yes amended_e: To fully implement the
Electronic Document Management System that is able to incorporate with
Board's legacy system for business needs. terminated: No engage: Yes
engage_e: Contractor was able to provide easy-of-use and technical sounded
architecture of EDMS. The final result is even better than off-shelf
commercial products. comments: Feel free to have other state agencies
contacting us for the cost saving EDMS implementation.




David Schmidtke

Date sent: Wed, 13 Jan 2010 11:19:22 -0600 (CST)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
Todd.Pierce@state.mn.us,
periodicals@lIrl.leg.mn,
Mark.Chu@state.mn.us

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 01/13/2010.

project: Continuing Qualifications and Contested Case Management for
Health Care Providers - Vendor 3 id_part1: ask id_part2: 789 cfms: B24733
vendor: Lynmark Consulting Inc. agency: Medical Practice Board evaluator:
Mark Chu eval_date: 11/13/2010 email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us purpose:
Maintain physician hospital privilege records, as required by Minnesota
Statute 147.162, physician shall file with the board a list of the

inpatient and outpatient medical care facilities at which they have

privileges . Enrich Physician Profile contents that have been posted on

BMP website, such as Board stipulation orders/corrective actions. Design
and develop interfaces to provide online services for telemedicine

doctors. Upgrade, support and enhance for the current online services to
new database/programming plateform. accomplished: Yes contract_date:
02/05/2009 actual_date: 12/31/2009 contract_cost: 59,500 actual_cost:
59,500 cost_effective: Enabled the public to make informed decisions
regarding their healthcare providers via searching information posted at

the Board's "Professional Profile". Satisfied the Statute requirements

for licensing maintenance. desired software/database upgrade. amended:
No terminated: No engage: Yes engage_e: Got assigned tasks done on time.




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 6 May 2008 09:03:33 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, May 06, 2008 at 09:03:33

_config: vendeval

project: Enhance and Update the Board's Online Services

id_part1: H7B

id_part2: 1927

cfms: A96955

vendor: Lynmark Consulting ( former name MACC)

agency: Medical Practice Board

evaluator: Mark Chu

eval_date: 5/6/2008

email_list: mark.chu@state.mn.us

purpose: 1. Complete the integration of the VeriDoc s physician online
verification records into the BMP internal ALIMS 2. implement the
current online application change requests

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 12/15/2006

actual_date: 07/31/2007

contract_cost: 46640.00

actual_cost: 46640.00
.cost_effective: Physicians and PA can perform online State-to-State
verification. Physicians who are oversea can renewal online with their
foreign addresses.

amended: Yes

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: Contractor could work on flexible hours at remote location,
and was able to communicate with staff well.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 6 May 2008, 9:48 Page 1 of 1



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

ent: Thursday, September 14, 2006 10:08 AM
{o: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @state.mn.us; Mark.Chu@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, September 14, 2006 at 10:08:05
_config: vendeval
project: Web Online Renewal Application

id_partl: H7B

id_part2: 1223
cfms: A47934
vendor: Minnesota Association of Computer Consultant
agency: Medical Practice Board
evaluator: Mark Chu
eval_date: 09/13/2006
email_list: Mark.Chu@state.mn.us
purpose: To demonstrate the progress the State is making in delivering services and
transactions electronically to citizens, and to meet the Legislature's expectation for
implementation of online license/registration renewal, the Board is proposing the Web
Online
License Renewal and Profiling Data Collection Project. The overall
goal of the Online License Renewal Project is to design and implement a new Web based
application to allow those health professionals licensed or registered by the Board,
including Physician, Respiratory Care Practitioner, Athletic Trainer, Acupuncturist,
professional firm and Physician Assistant to renew their license/registration online.
accomplished: Yes
contract_date: 01/31/2004

mended_date: 08/31/2005
actual_date: 08/31/2005
cdontract_cost: 49,875.00
amended_cost: 199,475.00
actual_cost: 199,475.00
cost_effective: The contractors completed "Online Services functional specification
document and design document" and coded the specified requirements to implement a fully
functioning Web Online Services. The Online Services also integrate with the Board's
internal "Automated Licensure Management System" (ALIMS). It improves service by
accommodating 83% interactions via the Internet. Demonstrates the value of providing
alternatives to customers which allow self-service at their convenience. Also reduces the
operating cost to print/mail the renewal forms.
amended: Yes
amended_e: 1)Additional work with integrating, PA, RT, AP, AT and PF licenses web data
into new ALIMS system and business objects.

2) Enhance PA(Physician Assistant) Profile's speciality data enter and the PA's PSD
funtionality through the online renewal into ALIMS.

Identify and integrate PA's Primary Supervising Physician(s) entries into ALIMS. 3)
Provide a mechanism for the Board to put Online Services in the "Maintenance Mode" and
notify licensees of scheduled web application maintenance or other maintenance. 4)Save
all Online Renewal data step-by-step and be able to start back up the online renewal
process at a later time, including saving Hospital Privileges into ALIMS. Resolve the
performance issue on the "Renewal Questions Page. 5)Create additional online reports for
internal Staff members and link the online renewal page to ALIMS. 6)Additional
enhancements to the Facility management area, such as identifying credit card payment for
each licensee, implementing multiple log-in accounts for one facility, and tracking the
payment list updates 7)Provide support of the Online Services in production (licensee,
facility, and staff
maintenance) and document the problem solving process/procedures 8)Test all the Online
arvices programs and enhancements, prior to launching the new updates to production 9)
Create a separate "update profile" service, so licensees can save information at any time
(for all PY and PA). 10)"Administration Screens" enhancement so administrators can
retrieve more information directly for support calls and debugging problems

1



terminated: No
engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor completed and delivered the Online Services as specified in the
requirements. He communicated well with the project team and other Board specified 3rd

~marty personals regarding any functionality issues and/or ideas that may positively or
legatively impact the deliverables as a whole. The overall performance is satisfactory.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

ant: Tuesday, May 23, 2006 3:22 PM
.0 Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by

(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, May 23, 2006 at 15:22:10
_config: vendeval
project: BMP Online Renewal Implementation

cfms: a47934
vendor: Minnesota Assoc of Computer Consultant

agency: Medical Practice Board

evaluator: Mark Chu

eval_date: 09/30/2006
purpose: To demonstrate the progress the State is making in delivering services and
transactions electronically to citizens, and to meet the Legislature's expectation for
implementation of online license/registration renewal, the Board is proposing the Web
Online
License Renewal and Profiling Data Collection Project. The overall
goal of the Online License Renewal Project is to design and implement a new Web based
application to allow those health professionals licensed or registered by the Board,
including Physician, Respiratory Care Practitioner, Athletic Trainer, Acupuncturist,
professional firm and Physician Assistant, to renew their license/registration online.
accomplished: Yes
contract_date: 08/31/2005
actual_date: 08/31/2005
contract_cost: 199,475.00

actual_cost: 199,475.00

ost_effective: The contractors completed "Online Services functional specification
document and design document" and coded the specified requirements to implement a fully
functioning Web Online Services. The Online Services also integrate with the Board's
internal "Automated Licensure Management System" (ALIMS). It improves service by
accommodating 83% interactions via the Internet. Demonstrates the value of providing
alternatives to customers which allow self-service at their convenience. Also reduces the
operating cost to print/mail the renewal forms. -

amended: Yes
amended_e: Additional enhancements were needed to complete the Online Renewal Project.
terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor completed and delivered the Online Services as

specified in the requirements. He communicated well with the project

team and other Board specified personals regarding any functionality issues and/or ideas
that may positively or negatively impact the deliverables as a whole. The overall
performance is above satisfactory.



TO: Office of Technology
ATTN: Greg Peterson
332 Minnesota Street, # E1100
St. Paul, MN 55101

FROM: Robert A. Leach
Executive Director

DATE: 09/22/05

SUBJECT:  Contracts Over $50,000.00

| have enclosed the required one-page report regarding completion of a
Professional/Technical contract. The contract is between the Minnesota Board of
Medical Practice and Minnesota Association of Computer Consultant, Inc. (MACC) that

exceeded $50,000.00.

If you have any questions, please call Debbie Milla at 612-617-2153.

Cc Gerald Joyce



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency:
BOARD OF MEDICAL PRACTICE

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A47934
MINNESOTA ASSOCIATION OF COMPUTER CONSULTANT INC (MACC)

Project Name (if applicable): BMP Online Renewal Implementation Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): 04/25/03 — 08/31/05

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

To demonstrate the progress the State is making in delivering services and transactions electronically to citizens, and to meet the Legislature’s expectation for

| implementation of online license/registration renewal, the Board is proposing the Web Online License Renewal and Profiling Data Collection Project. The overall
goal of the Online License Renewal Porject is to design and implement a new Web based application to allow those health professionals licensed or registered by the
Board, including Physician, Respiratory Care Practitioner, Athletic Trainer, Acupuncturist, professional firm and Physician Assistant, to renew their
license/registration online.

Billable Hours (if applicable): 2,266.76 Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$199.475.00 SPECIAL REVENUE FUND

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

The contractors completed “Online Services functional specification document and design document” and coded the specified requirements to implement a fully
functioning Web Online Services. The Online Services also integrate with the Board’s internal “Automated Licensure Management System” (ALIMS). It improves
service by accommodating 83% interactions via the Internet. Demonstrates the value of providing alternatives to customers which allow self-service at their
convenience. Also reduces the operating cost to print/mail the renewal forms.

MN Association of Computer Consultants, Inc was chosen because the values that its consultants can bring to the project and their experience with assisting the
Minnesota Board of Nursing in design and implementation of its Online Services Project. Those values include: shortening development time, reliability of

\

\

|

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

‘ completion of the project within project, and proven quality of deliverables.

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

The contractor completed and delivered the Online Services as specified in the requirements. He communicated well with the project team and other Board specified
3" party personals regarding any functionality issues and/or ideas that may positively or negatively impact the deliverables as a whole. The overall performance is
satisfactory.

Agency Head Sjignature: Title: Date:
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MINNESOTA BOARD OF MEDICAL PRACTICE

University Park Plaza * 2829 University Avenue SE Suite 500 ¢ Minneapolis, MN 55414-3246
Telephone (612) 617-2130 « Fax (612) 617-2166 * www.bmp.state.mn.us
MN Relay Service for Hearing Impaired (800) 627-3529

TE: Office of Technology
ATTN: Greg Peterson
332 Minnesota Street, # E1100
St. Paul, MN 55101

FROM: Robert A. Leach
Executive Director

DATE: 07/26/05

SUIBJECT: Contracts Over $50,000.00

As you have requested, | have enclosed the required one-page report regarding
completion of a Professional/Technical contract. The contract is between the Minnesota

Board of Medical Practice and Pareo, Inc. that exceeded $50,000.00.

If you have any questions, please call Debbie Milla at 612-617-2153.

Cc Gerald Joyce

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Pareo, Inc. (Dave Birckelbaw) CFMS Contract Number: A42056
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): October 28, 2002 - June 30, 2005

Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),
Phase 2

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the project overview, management and consultation needed to complete the ALIMS
project (Phase 2). It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available
employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
2,329.25 $232,925.00 FY ’03 special appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, w}ﬂ}h made the pyoject more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Agency Head Bigfiature: % Title: Executive Director Date: ; /

(Rev. 6/03)



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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Zinncorp, IT Doctors (John Schreifels) CFMS Contract Number: A42227

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
. applicable):
Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),

Phase 2 10/23/02 - -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 receive the Microsoft NET development services and consultation needed to complete Phase 2
of the ALIMS project. It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available
employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
FY ’03 special appropriation & FY 04 & FY ‘05
4,739 $411 ’990‘00 operating budget

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next. ‘

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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:

&F
The contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, /@Pich made fhe project more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Ageney Heg Signature: Title: Executive Director Date: //'
A 4 4@, 22 /44 2005
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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

)mmissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00.
Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, ! 12 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: SWAT, Inc. (Martin Vargo) CFMS Contract Number: A47768

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable):
Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),
Phase 2 04/17/03 — 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 receive the testing leadership, services and consultation needed to complete the ALIMS project
(Phase 2). It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available employee
pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: .
FY 03 ial iation & FY ’04 & FY”’ ti
3’ 423.35 $288, 560.00 blldgetsspecxa appropriation 05 operating

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
“system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
-public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, y@ich made the })roject more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

_igency Head Signature: Title: Executive Director

(Rev. 6/03)



MINNESOTA BOARD OF MEDICAL PRACTICE
University Park Plaza * 2829 University Avenue SE Suite 400 * Minneapolis, MN 554 14-3246
Telephone (612) 617-2130  Fax (612) 617-2166 * www.bmp.state.mn.us
MN Relay Service for Hearing Impaired (800) 627-3529

TO: Office of Technolgoy
ATTN: Greg Peterson
332 Minnesota Street, # E1100
St. Paul, MN 55101

FROM: Robert A. Leach
Executive Director

DATE: 07/07/04

SUBJECT:  Fiscal Year 2003-2004 Contract Over $50,000.00

Attached is a copy of the required one-page report regarding the completion of a
computer contract over $50,000.00. Tortuga’s contract for $267,580.00 was October 23,
2002 through 06/30/04. Actual expenditures were $255,212.50.

If you have any questions, please call Debbie Milla at 612-617-2153.

Cc Gerald Joyce

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Tortuga, Inc. (Jeff Fideler) CFMS Contract Number: A42228

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): October 28, 2002 — 06/30/2004

Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),

: F A
Phase 2 ﬂy

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the Microsoft .NET development services and consultation needed to complete Phase 2
of the ALIMS project. It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available
employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$3.002.50 $255,212.50 FY ’03 special appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and
obsolete. It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the
BULL system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, which made tpe project more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Agency Jifad Signature, Title: Executive Director Date:

¥ 7 7/”/
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MINNESOTA BOARD OF MEDICAL PRACTICE

University Park Plaza * 2829 University Avenue SE Suite 400 * Minneapolis, MN 55414-3246
Telephone (612) 617-2130 « Fax (612) 617-2166 * www.bmp.state.mn.us
MN Relay Service for Hearing Impaired (800) 627-3529

TO: Gerald T. Joyce
Contract/Technical Services
Department of Administration

FROM: Robert A. Leach
Executive Director

DATE: 05/20/04
SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2003-2004 Contracts Over $50,000.00

Attached are two copies of the required one-page report regarding the completion of
three computer contracts over $50,000.00. Shared Resource Management’s contract
period was 10/23/02- 04/30/04 for $197,736.00. Actual expenditures were $175,600.50.
Modis Inc.’s contract period was 04/28/03-04/30/04 for $135,975.00. Actual
expenditures were the same. Swat Solutions for the Tester/Business analyst position
contract period was 05/05/03-03/30/04 for $132,650.00. Actual expenditures were the
same.

If you have any questions, please call Debbie Milla at 612-617-2153.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Modis, Inc. (Andy Schultz) CFMS Contract Number: A47769
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
Automated License Information Management applicable): APRIL 28,2003 - APRIL 30, 2004
System (ALIMS), Phase 2

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

within the State’s available employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

The purpose of the contract was to receive the Microsoft NET development services and consultation needed to complete the
reports portion of the ALIMS project (Phase 2). It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
1.837.50 $135.975.00 FY ’03 appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget
b % > *

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

system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the

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

n/a

of the contract:

The contractors’ wg
contracted. The ra
BMP staff, whichy de the prOjegt more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractorCs timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives

was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
Was competitie for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the

Agency Head Signa re Title: Executive Director Date:
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Modis, Inc. (Andy Schultz) ) CFMS Contract Number: A47769
Project Name (if applicable): : Project Number (if | Project Duration (Dates):
Automated License Information Management applicable): APRIL 28,2003 - APRIL 30, 2004
System (ALIMS), Phase 2

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the Microsoft NET development services and consultation needed to complete the
reports portion of the ALIMS project (Phase 2). It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available
within the State’s available employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
1.837.50 , $135.975.00 FY ’03 appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget
b . 2 .

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently:
System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL

- system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractorUs timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in mectmg the terms and objectives

of the contract:
The contractors’ wgrk was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The r as competl e for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the

BMP staff, which de the prGiegt more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Agency Head Signa re / Title: Executive Director Date:

(Rev. 6/03)



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Shared Resource Management (Valerie Winberg) CFMS Contract Number: ~ A42229

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

Automated License Information Management applicable): October 23, 2002 — April 30, 2004
System (ALIMS), Phase 2 »

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the Microsoft NET development services and consultation needed to complete Phase 2
of the ALIMS project. It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available
employee pool at the time; including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
2,493 $197,736.00 FY *03 appropriation

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
_system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

" Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

If this was a single sotirce 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 contractors timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives
of the contract: '

The contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate wagcompetitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, which made/the project mpre enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

L

" _ /
Agency Head Signature: é 5 { l ﬂW Title: Executive Director Date: \{/ 8/ /47/
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Shared Resource Management (Valerie Winberg) CFMS Contract Number:  A42229

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

Automated License Information Management applicable): October 23, 2002 — April 30, 2004
System (ALIMS), Phase 2

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the Microsoft NET development services and consultation needed to complete Phase 2
of the ALIMS project. It was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available
employee pool at the time, including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

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

2,493 $197,736.00 FY ’03 appropriation

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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(ls timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives
of the contract:

The contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. The rate wagicompetitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, which mad%ne project mpre enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

L £ a
Agency Head Signature: M /( ﬂﬂ/ W Title: Executive Director Date: ‘{/ 3' /d/
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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 Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: SWAT, Inc. (Kim Ische-Kaliher) CFMS Contract Number: A47765
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): 05/05/03-03/30/04

Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),
Phase 2

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the testing services and consultation needed to complete the ALIMS project (Phase 2). It
was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available employee pool at the time,
including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
1,895 $132,650.00 FY ’03 special appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in
redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. 'Rhe rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, Avhich made )he project more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Agency Heagl ignaturg: Title: Executive Director
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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

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

Agency: Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: SWAT, Inc. (Kim Ische-Kaliher) ) CFMS Contract Number: A47765
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
. applicable): 05/05/03-03/30/04

Automated License Information Management System (ALIMS),
Phase 2

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

The purpose of the contract was to receive the testing services and consultation needed to complete the ALIMS project (Phase 2). It
was necessary to enter into a contract based on a lack of these skills available within the State’s available employee pool at the time,
including the Board of Medical Practice staff.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
1.895 $132,650.00 FY °03 special appropriation & FY ’04 operating budget

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

System need: The legacy system at the Board of Medical Practice was running on a BULL platform, which is outdated and obsolete.
It was difficult to secure service and replacement parts in a timely fashion. This proved to be a great risk and when the BULL
system failed in 2003 it took weeks for the system to be resurrected.

: Functionality: The existing system lacked the ability for the user groups with the Board of Medical Practice to share data regarding
 Entities they regulate. This resulted in duplicate data entry across one primary system and a few separate database and spreadsheet
tools used to store the data and manage the workload. In addition, letters were typically generated by each user, again resulting in

redundant efforts and inconsistency in language between one letter to the next.

Preparation for the Future: By replacing the Oracle server and Unix-based, DOS application with Microsoft SQL and .NET, the
system will be easier to support, more easily scalable, and more quickly integration with other systems as needed. The BMP Online
Renewal service will utilize the ALIMS database to store the data gathered from the Online system.

In summary: Was needed to complete the development of the ALIMS system, which allows BMP staff to service its clients and the
public more efficiently, with higher quality and predictable output.

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 contractorUs timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives
of the contract: :

The contractors’ work was considered satisfactory in all aspects. They met the deliverable objectives as planned, assigned and
contracted. ’khe rate was competitive for the experience level of the consultant. The consultant worked especially well with the
BMP staff, svhich made )he project more enjoyable and increased confidence in the entire project.

Agency Heafl gignaturé: Title: Executive Director
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

$50,000.00.

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

Agency:

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
TransTech Management Inc. 40100

Project Name (if applicable): Mn/DOT Agreement No.: Project Duration (Dates):
Greater Minnesota Property Tax 83623 9/1/02-6/30/03
Replacement Aid Study

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

The purpose of the contract was to study options for restructuring and integrating the property tax replacement aid
program under Minnesota Statues, Section 174.242 with the public transit program participation grant program under
Minnesota Statues Section 174.24.

Minnesota Law 2001, Chapter 5 Article 3 Section 10, Subd, 4, directs Mn/DOT, in consultation with the Dept of
Revenue, to prepare a report to the Legislature by January 1, 2003 for integrating the two programs by restructuring the
method of financing transit operations in Greater Minnesota to minimize reliance on property taxes while allowing the
necessary flexibility to accommodate growth in service demands.

To ensure the study was completed by the legislatively mandated due date, it was necessary to engage a consultant to
assist with the technical analysis of the study and to prepare supporting documentation.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:' '
$72,498 Greater Minnesota Property Tax
Replacement Aid

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

By expending these funds to engage a consultant, Mn/DOT was able to provide a study that comprehensively evaluated
the options for restructuring and integrating the two funding programs by the legislatively mandated due date.

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:

The consultant provided the technical expertise necessary to effectively carry out the study. The consultant did provide
regular progress reports and managed the project budget effectively. The study, in draft form, was available by January
1, 2003. Work on the study was completed by June 30, 2003.

Zc%»ué i Y -2l-04
Carol Molnau, Lt. Governor/

mmissioner Date

cc: P.Stembler, 112 Admin

J. Brunner, MS 680
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. 83623

Type of work: Property Tax Replacement Aid Study
District/Office: Office of Transit

Work Type Code
S.P. 1.H, Location
Contractor: Transtech Management Inc.
Subcontractor
Subcontractor

Contract Period September 1, 2002; March 31,2003;  June 30, 2003
Work Start Date Work Completion Date  Expiration Date

Total Contract Cost: § 72,498 = Orig Cost: $72,498 + Amended Cost: $0

~ Additional Work Number of Amendments

Amended cost for: ~ Overrun

Item Rating Rating
1 - 6 by Project Manager

7 - 9 by Agreement Administrator

Above
Average
4 Points

Average
3 Points

Below
Average
2 Points

Poor
1 Point

1. Product Quality 3

2. Work Performance 3

3. Conformance with Mn/DOT 3
Standards/Requirements

4. Deliverables Complete and 2
on time

5. Project related cooperation 3

6. QA/QC plan conformance 3

7. Contract administration 4
cooperation

8. Invoices and progress reports 4

9. Cost estimation/budget 3
management

Total Points: 29
(Maximum points 36)

C@&ait Admlmstram

Donna Allan, Director
Mn/DOT Office of Transit

Contractor’s rating for this contract:

Project Manager

Noel Shughart, Pmﬂpal Planner
Mn/DOT Office of Transit

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:

° 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.

o 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:

Auser\consult\forms\evaluation.898



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

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

Agency:DNR — Division of Parks

. . CFMS Contract Number:A 43471
Conractor Name: Split Rock Studios

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 1/20/03-6/30/04
applicable):

Forestville Mystery Cave SP Visitor Center Exhibits

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

This contract was entered into to design and construct interpretive exhibits for the new Forestville Mystery Cave SP Visitor Center because no current DNR employees
have the skills, knowledge or ability and time to do the design, research, writing, layout, construction and installation of major interpretive exhibits for the overall cave
visitor experience and learning.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$150,000.00 Bonding 02 500 45F0 451

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

Hiring an exhibit company with exhibit designers, writers, planners, graphics artists, computer graphics specialists, carpenters, electricians, painters, and installers for
this one time project is much less expensive than if we had do all this work our selves or hire these skilled people individually.

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

This company was not a single source vendor.

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:

Split Rock Studios provided skilled and cooperative staff to work on this project and they built, delivered and installed high quality exhibits within the amount of time
allowed in the contract. They did an outstanding job creating exhibits that told the story of Mystery Caves five major themes outlined in the contract. We enjoyed our
working experience with them.

/) ; J
Agency Head Signature , Title: ] Date:
;/ WV[ W{/‘/’ —Director 5//?5/0 g

(Rev. 6/03)



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

Agency:
MN Department of Public Safety, Division of MN State Patrol

Contract Firm: Master Contract No:

Campion, Barrow and Associates A17371

Project Name: Project No: Project Duration (Dates)
Psychological Evaluations 5/31/01-5/6/03

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 MN State Patrol and MN Police Corps candidates during
the psychological portion of the selection processes. Campion, Barrow and Associates is a firm who
specializes and contracts with various law enforcement agencies in the psychological evaluation of their
candidates. This part of the selection process is required by the MN Peace Officer Standard and
Training Board.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Amount Spent: Source of Funding:
$31,010.00 State and Federal

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

This amount was cost effective because the cost per candidate was inclusive of the testing materials, the
psychologists’ time and travel expenses, and any costs at the testing site. The original contract amount
was based on more candidates going through the psychological evaluation portion of the hiring process.

Chief Executiye Signature: Title: Date:
W éw/ Cluep /o4

MN Statute 16C.08, Subd. 4 (a), requires that the Chief Executive of an agency submit a one page report
to the Commissioner of Administration upon completion of a contract over $40,000.00.

ADMIN. Report40.doc (07-01-98)




Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

‘Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: MN Dept. of Public Safety, Office of Justice Programs, Crime Victim Services

Contractor Name: Amherst H. Wilder Foundation, Wilder Center for Communities CFMS Contract Number: A53809
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 09/22/03 — 01/30/04
applicable):

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

The purpose of the contract was to convene and facilitate meetings in the 10 judicial districts of Minnesota, for crime victim service providers and other interested
agencies. The goal of the meetings (conducted over a 6-8 week period of time) was to gather input and assist participants in creating their funding plan for their
judicial district, detailing how crime victims throughout the district will be able to access services and the level of funding for those services.

It was imperative to the success of this project that the facilitators be viewed as a neutral party, and not bring bias to the table regarding crime victim services funding.
In seeking feedback early on from potential planning participants (current grantees), the facilitators was identified as a critical issue in the project, which would
determine its success or failure. Everyone was in agreement the facilitators needed to represent a third party without an investment in the funding outcome and
decision-making.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: CFDA #16.588, US Dept. of Justice,
$110,000 Office of Justice Programs, Violence Against Women Act
of 2000 — administration funds

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

This was a new planning process we initiated due to significant budget cuts that have a large effect on currently funded grantees who provide on-going direct services.
We needed a process in which to solicit their input and involve them in the decision-making for their regions. The decisions from each Judicial District team will be in
effect for five years. We utilized a facilitation team involving 17 staff/consultants from Wilder. For the cost of the contract we accomplished an enormous task that
allowed grantees to have a large amount of input into funded services within their district, provided an opportunity for increased collaboration within districts, and
changed significantly the disparate level of funding throughout the state among victim service providers.

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. The contractor was chosen through an open competitive RFP process.

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

The contractor’s timeliness, quality, cost and overall performance was very good. There was ease in coordination and frequent communication with the contractor.

We worked well together as a team, with mutual respect and understanding. The level of competence within the Wilder Center for Communities organization is high,
and even though we had a couple issues with several of the facilitators, the lead on the project was an excellent resource and an effective leader of her facilitation team.

The contractor met the terms and objectives of the contract.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:

Many U™ G0 covt e che | 1[50

(Rev. 6/03) d



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

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
$40,000.00.

Agency: Minnesota Board of Medical Practice

Contractor Name: Shared Resource Management CFMS Contract Number:A21446
Inc.

Project Name (if applicable): Design of the Board’s | Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
legacy computer system (Automated Licensure applicable): 05/01/2001 to 06/30/2002
Information Management System)

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

The contract was written for Shared Resource Management, Inc. to provide facilitation, business analysis, and
technical writing. The deliverables included functional specification and technical (detail) design documents that
disclose the functionality and system requirements for a new software application to be developed for BMP. In
general, this system will track data related to entities that rely on BMP for a number of services including; licensure,
license verification, discipline, €tc. '

It was necessary to enter into this contract due to the following facts:
= BMP did not have the staff resource availability to complete such an undertaking
= BMP did not have the technical expertise required to:
= identify appropriate business processes requiring definition for the creation of software application
= document functional and system requirements
=  make determinations regarding screen layouts and supporting information
=  make determinations regarding technical choices and the ramifications of those choices

Billable Hours (if applicable): Fixed bid Total Contract Amount: | Source of Funding:
Not applicable (fixed bid) $285,49000 The Board’s Special Fund in

0o é.'pmf: 268'; $29.q8| FYO01 and FY 02

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

The life-blood of an organization such as BMP is its ability to capture, track, report, and disseminate information.
The current system has limited data sharing between functional groups within BMP, requires a number of manual
processes in order to complete certain efforts, and utilizes an antiquated infrastructure.

The contracted amount was a cost effective method to design improvements that will address the issues listed
above, and much more for these reasons:

1. Previously, BMP had contracted the work for the system that is currently in operation. Its development was
stretched over a long period of time that led to slower incorporation of features and functions - and ultimately
resulted in only half of BMP's business processes being supported.

2. The cost was in line with other respondents to the RFP/SOW.

3. These benefits of ALIMS would not have been realized if an internal and/or piecemeal approach were used.
These benefits include: intertwined functionally to speed service and goods, faster data reporting, more robust
automation, easier addition of online/web tools and resources, standardization to today's technology standards,
design quality based on other licensing applications.

Agency ‘ad Signature, Title: Date:

/gbVé / _ /Z/ ZXMM(;( @)hc/«/ 7/’7A"l

(Rev. 4/00)






Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Military Affairs

Contractor Name: The Benham Companies, LLC CFMS Contract Number: NA
DMA No. ATK010002

Project Name (if applicable): Conduct and Prepare a Planning Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
Programming and Document Charrette (PPDC) for the Cambridge applicable): 06502 NTP 20 January 2006
MN Armed Forces Reserve Center Contract Expiration 3 July 2006

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

The Minnesota Army National Guard and Army Reserve have agreed to cooperate on construction and occupancy of this Joint Forces Reserve Center in Cambridge,
Minnesota. The Federal monies which fund this project require specific federal standards be met; particularly, a Planning and Programming Document Charrette
(PPDC) must be completed as the first step in project scoping and design.

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

$69,006.86 [Upfronted with MSABC (Minnesota State Armory
Building Commission) Funds. To be reimbursed with
Federal Military Construction funds.]

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

The Charrette process is a requirement for National Guard Bureau Military Construction Projects. National Guard Bureau requires project deliverable for the Planning
and Programming phase of a Military Construction Project. The deliverables include a DD Form 1390/1391 to validate parametric building costs associated with the
area of construction, a conceptual functionality and flow diagram of the facility to incorporate all functioning capabilities of the building, and a conceptual drawing of
the facility to incorporate all associated requirements of the user groups which relate to space requirements, relationships between function, site development analysis,
~ anti-terrorism and force protection requirements, and all conceptual building requirements that relate to the design of the facility.

Facilities Management Office, Department of Military Affairs, does not have the “in-house” capability to meet the Planning and Programming requirements of
Military Construction Projects, nor is this expertise available from existing State resources. The current structure Bureau-wide lacks the required positions to meet the
requirement. As a result National Guard Bureau has dictated the Charrette Process for all Military Construction Projects. National Guard Bureau further outlines the
cost of a Charrette should range from $75,000 to $100,000 per project according to project size and functionality requirements. The Price of $69,006.86 was an
effective amount to pay for a requirement of a project that was of this size and contained the functionality requirements of an Armed Forces Readiness Center.

As a result of this contract and deliverables, the proposed Military Construction Project for an Armed Forces Readiness Center at Cambridge, MN has been locked into
the Fiscal Year Development Plan and will receive Congressional Funding in Fiscal Year 2007. ‘This will bring in over 10 Million dollars to the State of Minnesota
which would not have been received without this contract work.

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:

The overall evaluation of the Charrette process is “Excellent” as it relates to the requirements needed to properly Plan for and identify the programming requirements
of a Military Construction Project.

The performance of Benham Companies during the Charrette process was below average as it related to the process and receiving the deliverables required to meet
National Guard Bureau requirements.

Benham Companies were not staffed or prepared to accomplish two simultaneous Charrette processes at the same time. Internally the Facility Management Office
assisted the Benham Companies with requirements to assure the final product would be adequate for submission. The review documents were late as a result of
personnel changes within the Benham organization, and the rough draft contained numerous errors that needed correction.

Although Benham did succeed i omple g the final product their work was below a standard the Department of Military Affairs has come to expect in this process
while working with other condu the san#)rocess and provide the same service.

Agency Head Sign:

Major General Larry W.
The Adjutant General

’ W’Tiﬂe: Date7//\lc,h‘e DL

(Rev. 6/03) 06502/Camb ptreport50k



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Military Affairs

Contractor Name: The Benham Companies, LLC CFMS Contract Number: NA
DMA No. ATK010003

Project Name (if applicable): Conduct and Prepare a Planning Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
Programming and Document Charrette (PPDC) for the Faribault MN applicable): 06504 NTP 20 January 2006
Armed Forces Reserve Center Contract Expiration 3 July 2006

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

The Minnesota Army National Guard and Army Reserve have agreed to cooperate on construction and occupancy of this Joint Forces Reserve Center in Faribault,
Minnesota. The Federal monies which fund this project require specific federal standards be met; particularly, a Planning and Programming Document Charrette
(PPDC) must be completed as the first step in project scoping and design.

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

$69,006.86 - [Upfronted with MSABC (Minnesota State Armory
Building Commission) Funds. To be reimbursed with
Federal Military Construction funds.]

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

The Charrette process is a requirement for National Guard Bureau Military Construction Projects. National Guard Bureau requires project deliverable for the Planning
and Programming phase of a Military Construction Project. The deliverables include a DD Form 1390/1391 to validate parametric building costs associated with the
area of construction, a conceptual functionality and flow diagram of the facility to incorporate all functioning capabilities of the building, and a conceptual drawing of
the facility to incorporate all associated requirements of the user groups which relate to space requirements, relationships between function, site development analysis,

| anti-terrorism and force protection requirements, and all conceptual building requirements that relate to the design of the facility.

| Facilities Management Office, Department of Military Affairs, does not have the “in-house” capability to meet the Planning and Programming requirements of

Military Construction Projects, nor is this expertise available from existing State resources. The current structure Bureau-wide lacks the required positions to meet the
requirement. As a result National Guard Bureau has dictated the Charrette Process for all Military Construction Projects. National Guard Bureau further outlines the
cost of a Charrette should range from $75,000 to $100,000 per project according to project size and functionality requirements. The Price of $69,006.86 was an
effective amount to pay for a requirement of a project that was of this size and contained the functionality requirements of an Armed Forces Readiness Center.

As a result of this contract and deliverables, the proposed Military Construction Project for an Armed Forces Readiness Center at Faribault, MN has been locked into
the Fiscal Year Development Plan and will receive Congressional Funding in Fiscal Year 2007. This will bring in over 15 Million dollars to the State of Minnesota
which would not have been received without this contract work.

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:

The overall evaluation of the Charrette process is “Excellent” as it relates to the requirements needed to properly Plan for and identify the programming requirements
of a Military Construction Project.

The performance of Benham Companies during the Charrette process was below average as it related to the process and receiving the deliverables required to meet
National Guard Bureau requirements.

Benham Companies were not staffed or prepared to accomplish two simultaneous Charrette processes at the same time. Internally the Facility Management Office
assisted the Benham Companies with requirements to assure the final product would be adequate for submission. The review documents were late as a result of
personnel changes within the Benham organization, and the rough draft contained numerous errors that needed correction.

Although Benham did succegd in dompleting the final product their work was below a standard the Department of Military Affairs has come to expect in this process
while working with other £irms that conduct thg same process and provide the same service.

. Major General Larry

Agency Head Signa Title: Date:

7130000

The Adjutant General

(Rev. 6/03)




Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

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
$40,000.00.

Agency: Department of Military Affairs

Contractor Name: BRW, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: IN/A
Project Name: Cultural Resource Management Project Number: Project Duration (Dates):
Services, Camp Ripley 92017 8 May 98 - 30 Sep 99

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

The contract was necessary to secure archaeological expertise for the purpose of evaluating
DMA properties to ensure protection of cultural resources. The contract also resulted in a
cultural resource management tool that will assist in long range land use planning for Camp
Ripley.

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

$84,396.88 Environmental

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

The expertise required to complete the project is not available within the DMA staff and the
expense of hiring the expertise is not cost effective. Furthermore, the outside expertise iends
credibility to the findings and subsequent recommendations of the project when presented to the
State Historic Preservation Office.

Title: Date:

_An );(i The Adjutant General f // L//ﬁﬁ

Head Signatise:

92017/260-05
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 30 Sep 2009 08:58:09 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 09/30/2009.

project: Software License and Maintenance

id_part1: E77

id_part2: 1843

cfms: A92697

vendor: Blackbaud, Inc.

agency: Minnesota Zoological Garden

evaluator: Josh McCabe

eval_date: 09/30/2009

purpose: Software deliverables beyond the scope of staff to create. Donor
and contact management database and compatible online transactional
software.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/16/2006

amended_date: 08/15/2009

actual_date: 08/15/2009

contract_cost: $70,175

amended_cost: $20,758

actual_cost: $90,933.12

cost_effective: Far cheaper than developing software. Support package
included.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Online transactions exceeded expectations

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Satisfactory performance.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 30 Sep 2009, 8:57 Page 1 of 1



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency:
Minnesota Zoo
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
Farber Damon Assoc Inc A91385
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): July 13, 2006 — July 04, 2007
MN Trail Architrectural design

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

The Minnesota Zoo was Seeking a Architectectural/Landscape Architectural/ Engineering Firm or team to provide Design Development
and Construction Documentation for a major renovation of the Zoo’s Minnesota Trail.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$147,970.00

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

Schematic Designs and scale models were complete in house of the trail, we need to hire a Architectural firm that could continue the

design process and provide construction drawings, engineer and contract document for bidding.

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 Minnesota Trail Project became a Design Build Project because of the short time frame we had to turn this project
around. Damon Farber Associate Team: RSP Architects, Mattson Macdonald Young & Sebesta Blomberg, were able to
provide with updated plans and engineering as we needed it. Matt Wilkens was the project leader for DFA. He was great to
work with, his knowledge and skills kept the project moving along at a good pace. DFA was always looking to use green
products when we could. The project was run in a very professional and cost affective way it was pleasure working with
them.

Kevin E. Henderson
Project Manager

Agency Head Signature: Title: 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 Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency:
Minnesota Zoo
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:
Shedd Aquan'um A91484
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): A91484 June 16, 2006 — July 1, 2007
Care & housing of sea otters

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

The Minnesota Zoo needed to acquire northern sea otters for the new “Russian Grizzly Coast” exhibit, due to open in the spring of 2008. These animals are available
only through the US Fish and Wildlife Service as orphans, from the state of Alaska. These orphans need to be taken when and if they become available, on short
notice.

Sea Otters require a specialized holding system for their proper housing and care. The Minnesota Zoo did not have a suitable place to hold these animals at the time of
their acquisition. Therefore, another zoological facility, that currently had a sea otter holding system, was needed to take these animals until one could be built at the
Minnesota Zoo.

Billable Hours (if applicable): June 30, 2006 to December 17, 2006 Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$100,000

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

The John G. Shedd Aquarium is located in fairly close proximity to the Minnesota Zoo in comparison to other zoos that are capable of handling sea otters. They also
had the space, the expertise and the staff available to handle the extra animals. Minnesota Zoo staff were sent to their facility to be trained in sea otter husbandry while
the otters were in their care, providing an important extra benefit from their service.

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

This was the only facility agreeable to contract this service at the time.

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 staff at the Shedd Aquarium provided excellent care for the Minnesota Zoo’s sea otter while in their care. They routinely reported appropriate animal updates and
provided valuable advice for the construction of the sea otter holding area at the Minnesota Zoo. Acquiring an orphan sea otter would have been almost impossible
without their service.

Agency Head Signature: Title: 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 Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Minnesota Zoo

Contractor Name: Martin Pevzner Engineering CFMS Contract Number: A82628
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable):A82628 11/1/2005 to 6/30/2007
Zoo MBC Chiller Engineering

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

Provide engineering services for the Minnesota Zo0o’s replacement and installation of the Main Building Complex Chiller. It was necessary to enter into a contract for
these services because no zoo employees could perform them.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$122,000.00 Bonding Funds

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

The project resulted in the replacement of an old inefficient chiller and cooling tower system with new chillers and
cooling tower which provides cooling for the main building complex as well as the additional load for the Discovery Bay
Building and mammal exhibits. The new chiller system has (VFD) motor controls which operate more efficiently
(reducing energy costs) has increased capacity which allows us to combine cooling of two large building with one unit.
The Discovery Bay unit has been taken out of service resulting in additional energy saving for annual operation, annual
service contracts and routine maintenance costs.

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:

Boris Pevsner - Martin Pevzner Engineering, P.A. I found Boris knowledgeable of chiller system engineering and daily
system operation and we were extremely satisfied with the accurate and detailed specifications he developed to achieve
all project goals. He has proven to reduce construction costs and yet provide a quality product with operational
efficiencies that exceed our expectations.

Mark Schaffer- Area Mechanical worked as a team with Boris, Mark standards for quality of work, controlling costs,
being timely as well as good customer service are the highest that I have ever experienced. Marks Shaffer’s significant
experience and knowledge teamed with Boris Pevsner completed a project that exceeded our expectations. I found Boris
and Mark to be very professional, thorough, and accurate and a pleasure to work with.

Gene Barthel, Project Mgr.

Agency Head Si rg: Title: 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 your Department’s Contract Officer, Office of Fiscal & Administrative Services, 444 Cedar St., Suite 126, Town Square, St. Pau] within
30 days of contract completion. (A copy of this report will be forward to the MN Dept of Administration & on to the legislative reference library)

Agency: Department of Mother Vehicle and Driver License Services

Contractor Name:  Labyrinth Consulting CFMS Contract Number: A5767 8
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

applicable): 2/24/04 through 9/30/04
Driver and Vehicle Website Development and Enhancement

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

DVS has defined mission-critical business goals, which rely on web systems to deliver point of entry transactions to business partner locations and public services.
These include creating a new DL record management system, distinct from the legacy mainframe, and integrated with MV. This application would be an enhancement
of the current web DL record system. This major project involves modeling the data, developing databases, architectures for screen design and data flow from servers
to clients, and coding of business logic, both as standalone systems and also integrated with legacy mainframe data. To meet DVS’ goal of 25% self-service
transactions DVS wants to web-enable the current exam scheduling system and accident records system for law enforcement.

To develop enterpnse web applications requires experience with analysis of large scale systems, experience with development of enterprise systems, experience with
newer progra.mmmg tools, and experience in development of data-driven web systems with proven responsiveness in a gui environment and large number of end-
users. In addition since we are migrating a legacy system and a middleware tool, experience was needed with the middleware tool and an understanding of the data
and business process of DVS. Programming staff in DVS did not have XML or C++ skills; in addition, programmers were assigned to several projects on the financial
account for DVS business partners, Dealer systems, and DWI law enforcement projects — so no internal resources available.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$215,010 IMDLIS, CDLIS, Business to Business, Paperless, TRCC

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

DVS has very short-time frames for first-phase implementation on these projects. Using programmer(s) with skill sets desired for the development enabled us to
kick-start the projects — and successfully deploy in first-phase for some or make significant progress on others. In the design we worked with the programmer so that
portions of the application could be maintained and/or enhanced by DVS staff. As we work on modifications and enhancements and/or completion of these projects in
the next 9 — 12 months, this will also be part of the design. By using a consultant with experience both in DVS business process and also design criteria, DVS was
able to utilize internal resources to determine business logic, analyze and implement other applications which required indepth knowledge of DVS and business partner
financial processes, and in a short-time frame deliver quality products with minimal cost. Gardner had estimated that development of the DL record, alone, would be
in the million dollar range. Although not done, even with another phase of the same amount we will deliver in less than $500K.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: This was an RFP and vendor was chosen on
business knowledge, design and implementation experience, experience with middleware tools, and cost. We want to modify, enhance and/or finish these projects in
second phase with a sole-source for this vendor — due to extensive knowledge of business processes and design architecture, paradigms, and integration with existing
systems. In addition they bring a strong understanding of the legacy system and data conversion requirements.

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

Work was outétanding. ROI for the $ is exceptional; the applications created are the foundation of our business processes. Deliverables are on time and tested.
Development shows adherence to business rules and also creativity in terms of delivery in a wide-area networked environment. Attention is paid to security, auditing,
and ease-of-use for end-user. The applications integrate and performance in very timely manner; no performance degradation. Applications can be easily added onto;
structure is flexible and reflects newest development tools. DVS has been able to deploy applications in a short-time period which is necessary for our business
processes. The consultants’ strong data analysis, and extensive database experience, enhances the design and performance of the deliverables.

7
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 2 Nov 2009 09:22:48 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 11/02/2009.

project: Land Records System-Scanning and Indexing of Utilities Licenses,
Easements Granted and Micro-Filmed

id_part1: R29

id_part2: 2352

cfms: B24021

vendor: River City Data

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Ray Dick

eval_date: 10/02/2009

purpose: Scan and index land documents. The DNR did not have the
expertise to do it.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 07/31/2009

amended_date: 03/14/2010

actual_date: 11/02/2009

contract_cost: 56,669.40

actual_cost: 56,669.40

cost_effective: We would have otherwise needed to hire and train personnel
to do this work.

amended: Yes

amended_e: To extend the projected completion date.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: They do excellent work. They are good communicators.
comments: | highly recommend them for this kind of work.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 12 Aug 2009 11:28:03 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/12/2009.

project: Land Records Management Process and System Needs Assessment
id_part1: R29

id_part2: 1924

cfms: A98791

vendor: ESRI, Inc.

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Karl Olmstead

eval_date: 08/12/2009

email_list: karl.olmstead@state.mn.us . kim.montgomery@state.mn.us
purpose: (Language here is from the Cert) Nature of Contract: To
prepare a needs assessment and feasibility study for redesign of the
department s land records management processes and its land records
information system.  Product or Result: 1. A background paper on

land records management processes and systems in public agencies 2. A
project charter for a major four-year investment in land records
management process redesign and an information system to support the new
processes.  The State of Minnesota owns more than 8 million acres of
land and more than 12 million acres of mineral rights. The Department of
Natural Resources is responsible for the administration and management of
these lands. Consequently, it has a variety of land management processes,
including: Acquiring and disposing of ownership interests in land

parcels Acquiring and granting easements Leasing, licensing, or
permitting minerals extraction, timber harvesting, and other commercial

and recreational uses of state lands Ensuring that it fulfills its

obligations to the School Trust Fund and to other entities for whose

benefit the state administers certain public land Ensuring accurate
calculation and distribution of payments to local governments in lieu of
property taxes Ensuring land-based revenue is deposited in the correct
accounts and funds and land-based expenditures are drawn from the correct
accounts and funds Ensuring that its land and resource management
activities are confined to state owned or leased land Ensuring

compliance with restrictive covenants on its land parcels Analyzing its
land holdings to identify and pursue strategies and tactics for retaining

and acquiring land that is best suited to its mission and for disposing of
rights in land that is not well suited to its mission. The department

has concluded that its land records management processes would better
support the department s natural resources management efforts if they were
redesigned and a new land records management information system were
developed to support the new processes. This conclusion is based on

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 21 Aug 2009, 8:05 Page 1 of 2



internal observation that some land records management processes are
incomplete, ineffective, inefficient, and duplicative. And it is based on
concern that external changes such as rapidly increasing land ownership
fragmentation, pressure to develop land in more remote parts of the state,
and pressure for off-highway vehicle trails mean the department s current
processes are obsolete or non-existent. The goal of this project is to
prepare the DNR for a large, four-year investment in improving processes
that capture and use information about ownership and other interests in

the land managed by the department. - In the four years beginning July 1,
2007, the DNR intends to redesign its land records management processes
and implement a new land records management system to support them. The
wide range of processes that create and use land records information means
there is a large and varied group of stakeholders. These stakeholders are
unlikely to agree, at least initially, on the four-year project s

objectives and scope. The goal of this project is to develop among the
department s managers a common understanding of the needs, opportunities,
objectives, costs, and priorities associated with redesigning land records
processes and modernizing the DNR s land records system.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/30/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2007

contract_cost: 118,499

actual_cost: 118,499

cost_effective: Contractor provided services and products that the state
was not equipped to create for itself. These services and products set

the foundation for a larger project in which the agency is increasing the
efficiency and effectiveness of its land management processes.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Contractor fulfilled the requirements on time and without
seeking to increase the cost of this fixed-cost agreement. The

deliverables fully satisfied the state's expectations.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 25 Jun 2009 14:10:42 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 06/25/2009.

project: Land Records System-Deeds Scanning and Indexing
id_part1: R29

id_part2: 2210

cfms: B17385

vendor: River City Data

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: RAY DICK

eval_date: 06/25/2009

email_list: raydick1@yahoo.com

purpose: Putting deeds online for easy access. No expertise on doing this
at the DNR.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 01/31/2009

amended_date: 06/25/2009

actual_date: 06/24/2009

contract_cost: 104,048

actual_cost: 97,614

cost_effective: Our agency did not have the expertise nor the human
resources to do this work.

amended: Yes

amended_e: To extend the finish date.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: They were very professional, did excellent work, had a wonderful
attitude, were flexible.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 25 Jun 2009, 14:10 Page 1 of 1



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency:
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: -
Central Bank, 238 Madison St, Jefferson City, MO 65101 A81739 and B15264 ﬁ V3 0 5*9/A
. . . . . . . \\___/
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable):
Electronic Licensing System (ELS) 04/22/2004 — 04/02/2008

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

DNR has a need for an electronic licensing system (ELS) to allow for electronic purchases of hunting and fishing licenses and registration of watercraft, snowmobiles,
all-terrain vehicles, off-highway motorcycles, and off-road vehicles. An electronic licensing system allows for better natural resource management data as well as better
enforcement of DNR regulations. ELS also allows for better fiscal controls. Monies from agents are swept electronically once a week and deposited in the State’s
account. Electronic records are kept for each transaction resulting in a better auditing function.

The complexity of an electronic licensing system resulted in the DNR entering into a contract with a private vendor to develop the system. After the RFP process,
Central Bank was chosen as the ELS vendor for MN. Central Bank has experience implementing similar systems in other States and had the resources and personnel
already in place. This ELS system requires a vendor who can program the system, supply equipment and paper materials to 1700 agents on an ongoing basis at a
reasonable cost. The system requires knowledge of specialized printers and paper as well as experience processing electronic fund transfers. System must be available
24/7/365 with little downtime. Based on these factors it was determined that the State did not possess the experience to develop this system in the time frame needed
and at the cost required.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$16,000,000.00 Multiple Sources

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

The contract with Central Bank called for payments to be made by DNR on a per transaction basis for development and ongoing costs. This has allowed DNR to
closely match costs of ELS with revenues generated by sales. The cost for ELS is consistent with the costs that other states are experiencing operating similar systems
developed by Central Bank. With the introduction of ELS DNR deposits licensing revenue fees much sooner which resulted in increased interest earned.

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

° MN DNR reviewed other state’s experiences in the issuance of RFP and requesting bids for an electronic point of sale license system that was similar in
complexity to MN DNR licensing needs. Central Bank in many cases was the only vendor providing a response to a state’s RFP. Wisconsin and Missouri had
prior contracts with Central Bank and completed a new RFP. Central Bank was the sole vendor to respond. Three other states entered an RFP process for a
similar system and Central Bank was the only qualified vendor.

° DNR reviewed and discussed potential cooperation with Minnesota State Lottery but it was determined that the utilization of the current lottery system for
licensing would not be cost effective or an efficient manner to meet DNR license functionality. There was concern of lack of lottery terminals at traditional agent
locations (bait stores, sporting goods, etc.) Potential for conflict of access to license and lottery needs at peak periods.

° Sole Source was anticipated to significantly reduce costs to the DNR. Selection of another vendor would result in significantly longer time to develop and
implement a new ELS and at a higher cost.

° The estimated cost to DNR is 4-5 FTE in staff time per year for two years, to develop and write a new RFP, evaluate and select a new vendor and develop, test
and implement a new licensing system. Funding for this development and staff time for this effort are not available due to reduced budgets and DNR staffing in
the FY04/05 biennium.

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:

Overall the performance of Central Bank has been very satisfactory. They have met the terms and objectives of the contract. We are pleased with the overall cost of
ELS. We had issues with a subcontractor not meeting deadlines but the issue was resolved.

Agency Hedd/Si : Title: 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 $30,000.00.
Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry

Contractor Name: Richard Haskett CFMS Contract Number: A81475

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 9/9/2006-6/1/2008
applicable):

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

To serve as the regional program coordinator, specifically to work with communities in the top two priority mgmt
zones, identifying local needs, exploring the means to meet those needs and enrolling them in the grant program.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: US Forest Service Grants
$64,708.92

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

The USFS provided the grant dollars to do the work and there wasn't the internal staff to get it all done.

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

It was bid out through admin. Based on both price and his proposed approach to the work needed, Dick was obvious
choice.

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:

Fabulous. His costs were reasonable for his expertise and the work done. He was innovative and thorough. Besides
the oak wilt work he did, he helped draft the state statute on pest control and the local ordinance that the MN
Municipal League has now adopted as their recommended template for all MN cites. His oak wilt work included an
education/outreach campaign for local communities including news releases, articles and presentations aimed at local
residents; a thorough evaluation of the MNDNR oak wilt program and a white paper describing the issues and
recommended actions to address those issues (hence the new state statute) and varying levels of tech assistance to a
number of local communities. He served as my advisor and consultant and I appreciated the audience. While working
on the state statute, he also advised our admin as well as MDA.

Title: Date:
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Réport On‘ Profeésional/Teéhnical Contracts Over $50,000

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

" Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Mﬂnt Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30. days of contract completmn.
Agency: DNR - Enforcement - ‘

Contractor Name: Russell Bey Ph.D. o } . CFMS Contract Number: A66326/B05666
Project Name (if 5pplicable): : V Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

: o applicable): 8/11/04 — 6/30/08
Facilitating forensic wildlife research services )

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
To facilitate forensic research in the following areas:
1. Establish research into the normal values obtained by electrophoresns means for testing known meat samples of protected specxes
2. Facilitate comparative testing procedures with DNR personnel.
In addition, consultants agree to provide testing and services based upon but not limited to the followmg
1.  Examination of unknown meat samples for presence of cervid tissues by accepted immunological methods.
2. ' Examination of unknown fish samples by elecirophoresis means to determine species. :
3. . Miscellaneous forensic examinations, including but not limited to, sex dlffcrentlatmn in cervid tissues; specles identification Tfrom hair, feathers or tissue;
necropsy to identify cause of death; and contaminant analysis. .
Consultations with DNR personnel.
Attendance at meetings or educational seminars for DNR personnel approximately one per year.
Depositions for Attorney General’s office or local prosecutors.
Provide expert testimony regarding testing methodologies in court where required.
Provide research in wildlife specles identification.

KN A

A professnonal/techmca.l contract was necessary since no state employes was able to perform the services needed in this contract.

Billable Hours (if applicable): ' Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: 100/7734/700
‘ ' $60,000.00 -

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

This is the only provider of this service that is locally available. Other poss:bﬂmes were explored, but the cost of transportation of the items to be ana]yzed and lack of '
timeliness from other vendors, make this a much more efficient and cost effective. '

If this was a single soixrce contract, explain why the agency determined theré was only a single source for the services: . C . ) e

The contractor provides specialized services that are avaﬂable at only a few locations in the United States. Specimens and evidence that is required to be tested is, in
most cases, perishable or includes-whole animal carcasses. Transportation costs for these items would be prohibitive, therefore it Is necessary to have a contmctor that
is located locally. A bid letting for these services in 2008 had only one response, the current contractor.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraiéai of the contractor=s timeliness, quality, cost; and overall performance in ‘meetving the terms and objectives
‘of the contract: .

: B
This contmctor has provnded exemplary service for the past 20 years, with overall performance meeting or exceeding the requuements of this agency. There have been
no issues regardmg his performance of the work requested

\

‘\‘Agency Head Sjgnature; - = | | Title: . ' 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.
" Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: DNR
Contractor Name: Vision Technologies Inc CFMS Contract Number: A66344/A53787
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): , , 3 /J.
Lp)gwf of DQ{WQS S Fhilst/ — v j@/ﬁf

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

The purpose of this contract is to provide ongoing support, maintenance and minor enhancements to the Division of Enforcement’s critical software application,
DEARS (Division of Enforcement Administrative Reporting System).

This is a critical application to the Division of Enforcement. It is important to the efficiency and accuracy of many employees in critical functions. Being able to
obtain these services are therefore critical to the DNR. Updates are needed as maintenance to continue to comply as policy changes, forms changes, etc. are made.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: Fund 100
$80,000.00

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

As the original developer, Vision Technology is able to support and maintain the application in a timely manner by saving the Division significant dollars. We would
have spent much more time bringing another vendor up to speed, not to mention the risk of down time as they learned.

Vision Technologies had only two rate increases in the eight years DNR Enforcement had been working with Vision Technologies and at a rate of $110.00 per héur
they are below the going rate for high level programming.

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

Vision Companies is the original developer and only vendor that had ever worked on DEARS. This system is critical to the Division and used on a daily basis by
every Division employee. All time keeping, expense reporting, vehicle maintenance reports, work planning, performance and database were developed for DNR
Enforcement, and is “owned” by DNR Enforcement, but is now being used by other agencies that also work with Vision Technology for maintenance and
enhancements to the programming and database functionality.

As the original developer of the application, Vision Companies spent over one year understanding and documenting the business needs of Enforcement in order to
develop the application. It is because of their relationship with the Division, and understanding of the application architecture that they are able to provide ongoing
support in the cost effective manner. Vision companies understood what changes in one area of the application will have on every other area of the application.

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:

We have always been 100% satisfied with the quality, cost and performance of Doug Munson from Vision Technologies. Our timelines have always been met and
there have been very few problems with the programming in this very complicated system.

Agency Head Signature: }Etle @ N Date: & J/ — D f

* ﬁ‘m )
WM | fﬁFamész Nired For

(Rev. 6/03) U



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 8 Jul 2008 09:16:03 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, July 08, 2008 at 09:16:03

_config: vendeval

project: Forest Management Guideline Monitoring GIS Based Data
id_part1: R29

id_part2: 2099

vendor: Timmons Group

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Dave Martodam

eval_date: 7/8/2008

email_list: rick.dahlman@dnr.state.mn.us,dave.martodam@dnr.state.mn.us
purpose: Do database and system design work for a database and spatial
application supporting the DNR's mandate to monitor forest management
best practices guidelines on timber harvest sites throughtout the

state. A contract work was necessary because DNR resources were not
available to do the work.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 6/30/2008

actual_date: 6/30/2008

contract_cost: $35,000

actual_cost: $35,000

cost_effective: The DNR did not have the resources available to do this
work.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: Although the contract end date was June 30, 2008, the agreed
date the work would be finished was April 1, 2008. The vendor did not
meet this date primarily due to lack of adequate staff time on the

project.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 8 Jul 2008, 9:37 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 8 Jul 2008 09:49:56 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subiject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, July 08, 2008 at 09:49:56

_config: vendeval

project: Forest Management Guideline Monitoring GIS Based Data
id_part1: R29

'id_part2: 2099

cfms: B09591

vendor: Timmons Group

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Dave Martodam

eval date: 7/8/2008

email_list: rick.dahiman@dnr.state.mn.us,dave.martodam@dnr.state.mn.us
purpose: Do database and system design work for a database ans spatial
application to support DNR's manadate to monitor forest management best
practices guidelines on timber harvest sites throughout the state. A
contract was necessary because the DNR did not have resources to do the
work.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 6/30/2008

actual_date: 6/30/2008

contract_cost: $35,000

actual_cost: $35,000

cost_effective: This contract was cost effective because the DNR did

not have resources to do the work.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: Although the contract end date was June 30, 2008, the agreed
upon work completion date was April 1, 2008. This date was not met
mainly because the contractor did not commit adequate staff to the work

in the last stages fo the project.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 8 Jul 2008, 9:50 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 5 Jun 2008 14:46:35 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, June 05, 2008 at 14:46:35

_config: vendeval
project: Land Records System-Deeds EDMS Design
id_part1: R29
id_part2: 2139
cfms: B10644
vendor: The Macro Group
agency: Natural Resources Dept
evaluator: RAY DICK -
eval_date: 06/05/2008
purpose: The purpose: document management design work. The DNR lacked
expertise in this area.
accomplished: Yes
contract_date: 02/15/2008
actual_date: 03/31/2008
contract_cost: $28,500
actual_cost: $28,500
cost_effective: The vendor has expertise in this field and brought good
knowledge to the task.
amended: No
terminated: No
engage: Yes
engage_e: Very professional. Very thorough.
comments: They missed a few items on the deliverables list. Therefore
the contract was finished a little later than expected.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 5 Jun 2008, 15:22 Page 1 of 1



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

' Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (©), 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 Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion,

Agency:

Department of Natural Resources Division of Lands and Minerals

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: A78649

University of Minnesota — Minnesota Geological Survey

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): August 1, 2005 to October 31,
Upgrade of Aeromagnetic Database applicable): 2007

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: High quality data sets of flight-line and gridded
aeromagnetic data are required to support geological mapping, and the resulting geological maps, as well as the aeromagnetic data
sets themselves, form important components of mineral exploration programs by private companies. These new products from this
project will help extend the utility of this unique database well into the twenty-first century, and should serve a broad spectrum of
interests. The result will be better definition of areas in Minnesota where mineral deposits occur, which will result in future mineral
exploration leases. Better definition of mineral deposits will result in increased mineral leasing income and possible future royalty
income for the School Trust Fund and the University Trust Fund.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: Mineral Diversification Funding
$121,154 within the DNR Lands and Minerals General Budget

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently: The State of Minnesota owns
2.5 million acreas of trust land and an additional 1 million acres of mineral rights. The Department of Natural Resources Division
of Lands and Minerals administers mineral lands for the School Trust and the University Trust. Discovery and Development of
mineral deposits within the State of Minnesota will result in increased income for these 2 Trusts. The project assisted in better
definition of where mineral deposits occur within the state.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: The Minnesota Geological Survey
(MGS) is part of the University of Minnesota and is named in State Statues as a Geological Representative for the State on many
committees. The Survey has many experts who are familiar and experts concerning with Minnesota Geology. The Minnesota
Geological Survey has conducted the aeromagnetic surveys of the state and therefore has access to all the data contained in these
surveys. This project upgraded the public aeromagnetic data that MGS has stored in computer files.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor=s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives
of the contract: The work was done well and completed on time. The information will be invaluable to exploration companies
interested in mineral exploration of Minnesota minerals.

Agency Head Sjgnature: : Title: Assistant Director Date:
3/11/2008

(Rev. 6/035 ) ™ \




Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency:
Department of Natural Resources Division of Lands and Minerals
Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number: B10200
United States Steel Corporation :
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
applicable): August 1, 2005 to December 5, 2007

Concentrate Effect on Pellet Induration

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: This project explored the relationships between the
composition of induration feed (magnetite, hematite, and carbonates), induration production rates, and fired pellet quality. An
advanced Differential Scanning Calorimeter/Thermogravimetric Analyzer (DSC-TGA) was used to determine how the composition
of feed influences the mass changes and heat flows of the material during induration. Mini-pot and full pot grate firing tests were
sed to explore the relationship between firing cycle rates (directly related to furnace productivity) and fire pellet quality. The
relationship between feed composition, reduction rates, thermal profiles, furnace productivity, and fired pellet quality were studied
by relating the mini-pot and pot grate results with the DSCTGA results. The heat requirements and consequent relationship
between productivity and fired pellet quality in pellet induration depends on the nature of the feed. A knowledge of exactly when
in the process heat is absorbed or liberated, and how much, would be tremendously helpful in understanding and managing the
induration heat loads. Relating this information to fired pellet productivity and quality would be helpful in understanding the true
effects of feed mineralogy on the performance of the plant. This project resulted in energy savings during pellet induration and
improved pellet quality, which inturn results in energy savings in the steelmaking process.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: Iron Ore Cooperative Research
$154,800 Funding (2/3 state, 1/3 private)

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently: The State of Minnesota owns
2.5 million acreas of trust land and an additional 1 million acres of mineral rights. The Department of Natural Resources Division
of Lands and Minerals administers mineral lands for the School Trust and the University Trust. During FY2007, $26,062,361 in
royalty income was collected for the School Trust and the University Trust. The project resulted in energy savings during pellet
induration, which will assist in keeping the Minnesota taconite industry viable and thus maintain a steady income for the trusts.

If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the services: This project had to be performed ata
Minnesota Taconite plant. There are six taconite plants in Minnesota and United States Steel, Minntac was the only plant
interested in performing this research. United States Steel mines on both School Trust and University Trust mineral lands and pays
royalties to both Trust Funds.

Evaluate the performance of the work including an appraisal of the contractor=s timeliness, quality, cost, and overall performance in meeting the terms and objectives
of the contract: The work was well done and completed on time.

Agency Head S % %VW Title: Assistant Director Date: 3/11/2008

(Rev. 6/03)




Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an agency submit a one-page report to the commissioner of
Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00. Instructions: Submit this form to Materials
Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: MN Dept. of Natural Resources Division of Parks & Recreation

Contractor Name: James Bess — OTIS Enterprises CFMS Contract Number: A91126
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

A Survey of Lepidoptera in Three Priority Areas of the applicable): Contract initiated 7/2006 & ended 12/31/07
Minnesota State Park System

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

The purpose of this project is to document the presence and relative abundance of Lepidoptera species, a profoundly under-surveyed taxa, in
several Minnesota State Parks. This project is providing important data on some MN insect species identified as MN Threatened or Special
Concern and/or MN Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN). Due to the paucity of basic information on presence and relative abundance
for this taxa, results will also suggest species which may need to be added to these lists. In addition, it will identify it will identify locations
where typical resource management activities, such as prescribed burning, may need to be modified to protect species vulnerable to those actions
and areas that should be protected from control efforts for exotic forest pests, like gypsy moth. Objectives included: 1) Complete baseline
Lepidoptera inventories on 15-16 units (state parks, state recreation area or state waysides), 2) Document new locations for state-listed and SGCN
species on Division administered lands, 3) Determine whether old records (10-15+ years ago) represent current or extirpated populations, 4)
Insure that locations for SGCN, rare and state-listed species of Lepidoptera are incorporated into Departmental GIS databases so the information
is available to Division and Department staff involved in planning/implementing resource management efforts and/or conducting environmental
reviews, 5) Identify species vulnerable to division management activities or potential gypsy moth control efforts and address as needed to insure
preservation of these species on state park lands.

Need for Contract - It was necessary to enter into a contract to accomplish this project because no one working for the DNR or similar state
agencies that we were aware of has the knowledge and expertise necessary to survey for and identify moth species and individuals of some other
groups such as Homoptera & Orthoptera.

Billable Hours (if Total Contract Source of Funding:
applicable): N/A Amount: $86,000 @ 50% Parks working capital account (204-47B1-401) &@ 50% State Wildlife grant (300-
: 47B1-E05)

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently: - 1) The
lifespan of this project is about 2.5 years. Doing a contract is preferable to hiring a staff person for a short-term need, 2) We are using staff to
assist in trap set-up/ take-down so contractor’s time tis spent primarily on species identification. 3) The contractor spent 1,591 hrs on this project.
The cost for a similarly skilled & knowledgeable DNR staff person (NR Spec Senior — Ecologist 10L or Eco Res 11L) would be approximately
$78,000-$81,000(salary, fringe, health) not including their travel expenses, computer, office etc. $86,000 for a contractor to conduct the work,
paying for their own travel expenses, using their own, computer, office space, etc is certainly reasonable and does not incur long-term expenses to
the department.

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

There are only about 4-5 people in MN and surrounding states that have the knowledge and expertise to survey for and identify both butterfly and
moth species. Originally we had identified three people to work on this project in three geographic areas of the state (SE, NE, NW). However,
the person in the NE then declined because the state’s process was taking too long and the person in the NW became unavailable so Mr. Bess was
asked whether he would be willing to assist with the other geographic areas and he indicated that he was so the contract was amended to reflect
the additional work and costs. Mr. Bess has > 20 years doing field entomology and has conducted similar surveys for private nature conservation
organizations and governmental institutions in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky and Michigan since 1987.

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: - Timeliness: excellent, the contractor has turned in all products on time and responds
promptly to requests. Cost: reasonable considering expertise needed — see further explanation above, Quality & overall performance: Fieldwork
appeared to be very good with visits made and hours worked as needed to accomplish the survey despite vagaries of weather, etc. Contractor also
provided assistance over & above contract deliverables on a presentation for Parks resource management staff and two management issues that
came up during the course of the survey work. We did run into some problems with data and report provided. There were inconsistencies in
survey site naming conventions, data transfer errors and some species identifications. Some of these problems were partly the fault of Parks as we
moved from Park locations as the original location information to sites within parks. Dr. Robert Dana reviewed the vouchers and noted a few
errors, but noted that it was unlikely that we would be able to find anyone better for a contract. The contractor was very willing to review &
address errors and worked with us to finalize a species list and set of voucher specimens. All vouchers came well-preserved and errors on labels
that were noticed were corrected once he was notified. We anticipate that we will be providing the contractor with better electronic tools for
data/site entry that will eliminate a number of the problems we had this year. We are also working on preparing a survey protocol that more
clearly communicates the deliverables we expect to receive and it what format to allow easy input to our database.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:
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A Survey of Lepidoptera in Three Priority
Areas of the Minnesota State Parks System

Interim Report for State Wildlife,Grélnt Project —2007

very rare species was documented at George Crosby itou State Park

‘ Apaméﬁ
h Image courtesy of the Canadian Biodiversity Information Facility

Prepared by Edward M. Quinn:
.Division Resource Management Program Coordinator
MNDNR — Parks & Recreation
: March 10, 2008
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- PURPOSE

The purpose of this project is to document the presence and relative abundance of Lepidoptera species, a profoundly
undersurveyed taxa, in several Minnesota State Parks. This project is providing important data on some MN insect
species identified as MN Threatened or Special Concern and/or MN Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN).
‘Due to the paucity of basic information on presence and relative abundance for this taxa, results will also suggest species
which may need to be added to these lists.

In addition, it will identify it will identify locations where typical resource management activities, such as prescribed
burning, may need to be modified to protect species vulnerable to those actions and areas that should be protected from
control efforts for exotic forest pests, like gypsy moth. :

PROJECT OBJECTIVES :

a. Complete baseline Lepidoptera inventories on approximately 23 units (state parks, state recreation area or state
~waysides). The final number of sites w111 be dependent on weather conditions, initial findings and further analysis of

habitat at selected units.

b. Document new locations for state-listed and SGCN species on Division admmxstered lands.

"Determine whether old records (10-15+ years ago) represent current or extirpated populations.

d. Insure that locations for SGCN,; rare and state-listed species of Lepidoptera are incorporated into Departmental GIS
- databases so the information is available to Division and Department staff involved in planmng/lmplementmg
_resource management efforts and/or conducting env1r0nmental reviews. :

' GENERAL SURVEY METHODOLOGY
Surveys for moths (Macrolepidoptera only), butterﬂles/sklppers and other insects were conducted at ten state parks, six in
southeast MN, and four in northeastern MN (Table 1 & Figure 1). Moths were collected using black-light traps at 79 sites
in the ten parks. Homoptera, Orthoptera and other insects were sampled using sweep nets through herbaceous vegetation.
" Sampling occurred from May through September 2007. Each park received two to four visits during the field season.
This report summarizes data collected from the six southeastern parks between 2005-2007 and for fall 2006 and for 2007
for the northeastern parks.-
: Flgure 1 —Map of 2007 Parks Where Insect Sampling was Conducted

Table I — List of Parks Where Insect Samplmg was Cona’ucted
in 2007 -
- Southeastern MN State Parks - Northeastern MN State

: ‘ _ Parks
Beaver Creek Valley . - George Crosby Manitou

, Forestv1lle/Mystery Cave St. Croix
Frontenac Temperance River . rice River
Great River Bluffs Tettegouche " Guorae Crosby Writou
John Latsch : o
Whitewater

INTERIM REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
" (Jan-December, 2007)
~ 1. Alist of all Lepidoptera species documented at each unit
"~ surveyed.
2. Maps or coordinates of areas surveyed.
3. Locations of all rare, listed or SGCN species, including
initial impressions of habitat for these species utilizing the
- Department’s native plant community classification system. .
4. A brief summary of the project in general, including whether,
the project is on track and any problems encountered.
5. A list of voucher specimens received as a part of this project.- -

) }mear&c
A - X{ohn Latseh

wiitewater £ ‘Grest RiverBlufts

lFore%tviste] 3 3 K Beaver Croek Volley.
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' ‘l.LISTING OF LEPIDOPTERA & OTHER INSECTS DOCUMENTED AT EACH LOCATION & 3.
LOCATIONS OF ALL RARE OR SGCN SPECIES INCLUDING INITTAL IMPRESSIONS OF HABITAT

Species Richness

A total of 587 species of Lepidoptera and a few other taxa (Orthoptera Homptera, Mecoptera) have been recorded at the
10 parks (see Table 3). More than 300 species were documented at both Great River Bluffs (383) and Frontenac (322).
Between 200-300 species were found at Beaver Creek (235), Forestville (202) and Whitewater (280). John Latsch was
the only park with between 100-200 species (170). Less than 100 species were found at each of the four northeast region
parks: George Crosby-Manitou (42), St. Croix (52), Temperance River (22) and Tettegouche (49). -

Rare or Uncommon Species

One-hundred and eighty species were documented only at a single park. Great River Bluffs had the greatest number of
unique species (38) and John Latsch had the fewest (0) — see Table 1. Four species werer documented during the survey
that are tracked by the MN Natural Heritage Program — Hesperza leonardus leonardus, Hesperza leonardus pawnee,
Phyciodes batesii and Speyeria idalia.

Table 2 - Number of Species Documented Only at a Single Park

Park Name : # of Unique Species  Park Name . #of Unique Species
Beaver Creek Valley 15 John Latsch ' 0
Forestville , 4 - St. Croix . ' 28
Frontenac 35 Temperance River ) 6
George Crosby Manitou 19 Tettegouche 20

Great River Bluffs 38 ~ Whitewater ' S 15

Leonard’s Skipper (Hesperia leonardus leonardus)

Three subspecies are typically recognized. Subspecies “leonardus” occupies

most of the range in North America. Subspecies “pawnee” replaces it in the

northern prairie regions east to about sw MN. Populations in much of MN and

- prairie habitats in WI are intermediate--and cannot really be referred to either
subspecies:(Nature Serve, 2007). The third subspecies, “montana” is endemic to
a small area in CO and is Federally Listed. Leonard’s Skipper was found only at
Great River Bluffs and John Latsch state parks. It is classified as MN Special

" Concern and has a state rank of S3 — Vulnerable. It is also designated S3 in WI
and IA. These records will be added to the MNDNR Rare Natural Features
database. At present, the only record for this subspecies in an eastern MN state

park is at Afton. .- Hesperia.leondardus
: i h - Photo courtesy of Mike Reese & WI DNR

Pawnee Skipper (Hesperia leonardus pawnee)

- This subspecies was found only at Frontenac. It has a state rank of S3- Vulnerable The conservation status of Pawnee
Skipper has not been assessed in the states adjacent to MN. This record will be added to the MNDNR Rare Natural
Features database. There are no records for Pawnee Skipper in any state park in the eastern half of the state. .

- Tawny Crescent (Phyciodes batesii) o

“This species was found only at George Crosby Manitou and Temperance River state parks. It is tracked by the MN
Natural Heritage program but is not designated as MN endangered, threatened or special concern. It has a state rank of
S3- Vulnerable. It is ranked the same in ND, S2 (Impenled) in SD and not assessed in WI or IA. These records will be .

- added to the MNDNR Rare Natural Features database as they are currently no state park records in the system for this

species.

SWG Lep Project Int Rpt 2007.doc



Regal Fritillary (Speyeria idalia)

Regal Fritillaries have been documented at Frontenac state park in 2005
(Hansen, 2005) and again during this survey by James Bess in 2007. .
Bess reports that the species is breeding on-site as he observed “several
males displaying characteristic searching behavior, looking for receptive
females”. This is a very important population because the nearest
currently extant records for Speyeria idalia are at Kellogg-Weaver
Dunes SNA and adjacent McCarthy Lake WMA, approximately 26
miles away (Hansen, 2005). A number of studies and observations have
documented short-term (< 5 years) intervals as a factor in eliminating or
reducing Regal Fritillary populations either due to reduction of host
plants (Viola spp.), mortality of larvae or a combination.

. Speyeria idalia
Photo courtesy of Robert Dana, MNDNR

Unlike the state-listed butterfly species described above, little is known about the moth fauna of the state. In part due to
this lack of information, very few moths (3) are classified as MN endangered, threatened or special concern despite the -
likelihood that the number of moths in MN exceeds 2,000 species. In contrast, Minnesota contains approx1mately 1,600
species of native plants (Ownbey & Morley, 1991) of which over 250 are state-listed. This project is one of the most
comprehensive surveys of moths yet to be conducted in Minnesota. Results to date suggest that there are numerous
species which ar‘e rare or restricted to high quality native plant communities.

. Of the Just over 400 ‘moths documented during this project to date, over 100 have been identified which are restricted to,
or primarily assomated with high quality native plant commun1t1es Some examples from southeastem state parks include
the followmg

A Noctuld Moth (chha,quzs (Mesembagrotzs) religua)
. This moth is considered globally 1mper11ed (G2) and is known from six states. Estimates of the total number of

' populatnons is between 6-80. In WI it is ranked S2 — State Imperiled (Nature Serve, 2007) This species is restricted to
~ intact prairie remnants and was only found at Great River Bluffs. Threats to this species include: loss of habitat, biocides
~ inlate summer and grazmg/ﬁres dunng August or September It is underground the rest of the year (Nature Serve, 2007)

Abbreviated Underwing Moth (Catacola abbreviatella)

This species has been proposed for MN Spec1al Concern status
(MNDNR, 2007). It is a prairie obligate spec1es The larval host is
leadplant. It was documented in five of the six southeast state parks
surveyed It was not found at Forestville. It is: ranked S3 —Vulnerable
~ in both MN and WI.

Catocala abbreviatella
" Photo courtesy of John Peacock the North American Moth Photographers Group

In the northeastern parks (St. Croix, G. C. Manitou, Temperance River and Tettegouche) 130 species of moths &
 butterflies were documented. Some of the most interesting finds from northeast state parks include the following.

'SWG Lep Project Int Rpt 2007.doc



No common name (4paemea mixta)

" This extremely rare species was documented only at George Crosby Manitou
State Park. NatureServe (2007) classifies it as globally and nationally
unrankable due to the paucity of records. There has been very few
observations, especially within the last 30-40 years. It appears to be a bog
species, though many bogs surveyed have not turned up this species.
Apparently this species has not been recorded in MN previously. Of the eight
states for which there are records the state ranks are all either not ranked
(SNR), S1 critically imperiled or SH possibly extirpated.

: Apamea mixta
Photo courtesy of Canadian Biodiverisity Information Facility

Thaxter’s Pinion Moth (Lithophane thaxteri) ,

This is also an apparently new record for MN. It has been documented in 10 states. In
most states it is classifed as unranked or unrankable due to lack of records. Itis
considered apparently secure (S4) in Massachusetts and New Jersey. It has been found
only.in the Jack Pine barrens areas of St. Croix State Park.

Thaxter S Pmlon Moth Lithophane thaxterz
Photo courtesy of Anthony W. Thomas - the North American Moth Photographers Group

Habltat Sultablhty

Habitat for many prairie and savanna dependent butterflies has improved greatly in southeastem state parks during the
past few years because of extensive natural community restoration work. During 2006-07, 75 acres of bluff prairies and
savannas were restored through removal of encroaching invasive species and woody plants. In the same period, 35
prescribed burns were carried out on nearly 900 acres. Information on the occurrence and locations of fire sensitive
species such as Regal Frittilaries is being reviewed and incorporated into resource management work plans to insure that
these species continue to persist and thrive in state parks. In the Northeast, the vast majority (96%) of the four parks
surveyed is native plant community so for these sites preservation of significant Lepidoptera is more about protecting the
existing natural communities from degradation through invasives species or addressing issues like beaver damming that
can flood sedge meadow areas important to certain species.

2. MAPS OF SURVEY AREAS
See Appendlx -

4. PROJECT SUMMARY TO DATE

Four objectives were identified for this project: 1) complete baseline inventories, 2) document new locations for state-
Tisted or SGCN species on state park lands, 3) determine whether species previously documented could be relocated and
4) insure that locations for SGCN, rare and state-listed species are entered into the MNDNR Rare Natural Features
database. Progress is being made on all four of these objectives as well as some additional ones.

Baseline inventories for Lepidoptera have been completed for the six southeastern state parks. Two year inventories will
be completed for four northeastern parks (St. Croix, George Crosby Manitou, Temperance River and Tettegouche) in
2008. -One year suveys will be conducted at an additional three parks in the northeast (Cascade River, Judge CR Magney
and Grand Portage) and at four parks in the northwestern part of the state (Lake Bronson, Old Mill, Hayes Lake and
Buffalo River).
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New locations in state parks for MN-listed species such as Speyeria idalia, Hesperia leonardus and a newly proposed
species, Catocola abrreviatella, have been documented. In addition, numerous significant moth finds have been added to
the division’s Lepidoptera database. Discussions planned with Lepedopterists and Division of Ecological Resources staff
will determine which of these species should be tracked in the MNDNR Rare Natural Features database.

Unfortunately, historic records for HeSperia’ ottoe at Great River Bluffs (1988) and Erynnis persius at John Latsch (195 1)
could not be updated with current observations of these two species. Both appear to be extirpated from their respective
parks at this time. -

' The Division of Parks & Recreation is working with the Division of Ecological Resources to pull together a final species
. list and vouchers and from there will determine which records should be added to the MNDNR Rare Natural Features
database.

In addition to these objectives two additional outcomes that we were looking for (in Expected Results e & f of proposal)
are also being accomplished. The first is related to addressing concerns of potential gypsy moth control efforts. MN
Dept. of Agriculture proposed treatment of an area in northeastern MN which contained a state park with BtK. Utilizing
species records obtained from 2007 sampling in northeast parks, the division was able to identify a list of potential
Lepidoptera species that would be at risk. The treatment proposal was since changed to mating disruption and Parks has,
expanded 2008 sampling efforts to encompass additional northeastern parks as the gypsy moth is invading northeastern
MN and we will be facing similar questlons agam in the near future. -

Documentation of potentially fire sensmve species such as Speyena idalia has also led to further dlscussmns and research
to insure that natural resource management.actions do not negatively impact these populations: At this point, prescribed
burn guidelines followed for protection of timber rattlesnakes appear to be consistent with those needed to protect Regal
Frittilaries and other prame Leprdoptera Further research and evaluatxon of management efforts will continue as we learn
more about these specres

5. A LIST OF VOUCHER SPECIMENS
See Appendix

LITERATURE ‘CITED :

Hansen, 2005. The butterﬂles of hill prames of six southeastern Minnesota state parks. Unpubhshed report. MN Dept. of
Natural Resources, Division of Parks & Recreation. 41 pp.

NatureServe. 2007. NatureServe Explorer: An online encyclopedia of life [web application]. Version 6.2. NatureServe,
Arlington, Virginia Available http'//www natureserve.org/explorer. (Accessed: March 6, 2008 ).

Ownbey, G. and T. Morley. 1991 Vascular plants of Mrnnesota, a checkhst and atlas Umversrty of Mlnnesota Press.
Minneapolis, MN. 304 PD- ,

Minnesota Dept. of Natural Resources — Division of Ecological Resources, 2007. Draft revisions to Minnesota’s list of

- endangered, threatened and special concern species. MNDNR, St. Paul, MN. Avarlable
http://www.dnr.state.mn.us/ets/rulesrevision.html. (Accessed March 6, 2008).

SWG Lep Project Int Rpt 2007.doc



Table 3 - List of Insect Species Documented in Southeast MIN (2005- 07) and Northeastern
- MN (fall 06 and 2007) State Parks ’

‘Table 4 — List of Vou‘cher Speclmens Submitted to MNDNR
~ Maps of Lepidoptera Srlrifey Sampling Sites
1. Beéver Creek Vailey State Ps;xrk |
2. Forestville/MC State Park
3. Frontenac State Park
4. George Crosby Manito'u”étate Park
" 5. Great River Bluffs State Park
6. John Latsch State Park
7. St. Croix State Park
8. Temperance River State Park
9. Tettegouche State Park

10. Whitewater State Park
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~ |Acronicta americana 1 1 1

Key to Table 3 Abbreviations — BC = Beaver Creek Vally, FOR = Forestville/Mystery Cave, FRON = Frontenac, GRB =
. Great River Bluffs, JL = John Latsch, WW = Whitewater, GCM = George Crosby Manitou, SC = St. Croix, TR =
Temperance River & TETT = Tettegouche
o ' , Table 3
" List of Insect Species Documented in Southeast MN (2005-07) and Northeastern MN (fall 06 and 2007) State Parks

Scientific Name | BC |[FOR | FRON | GRB | JL | WW |GCM sc | TR |[TETT

Abagrotis alternata 11 1 1 1 1 1
Abagrotis cupida 1 1 1
Abrostola ovalis : 1
Abrostola urentis 1 1 1
Acrobasis kearfottella

Acronicta betulae , 1
Acronicta clarescens 1 1 1

Acronicta dactylina
Acronicta fragilis - 11
Acronicta funeralis : 1 1
Acronicta grisea V
Acronicta haesitata 1 1 1 1
Acronicta hasta 1|1 1 1 1
Acronicta impleta o ' - '
Acronicta laetifica ' : Lo : o 1
Acronicta lepusculina | ‘ 1 '
Acronicta lobeliae i g 1 : 1
Acronicta morula R 1 1 1 1. | 1
Acronicta oblinita ' 1 | ‘
Acronicta quadrata » , s = 1
Acronicta radcliffei ' . : , ‘ o : 1
Acronicta retardata ' . : ' , . 1 B ’
Acronicta spinigera I |1 1 41 ,
“|Acronicta superans : e I 1 1 1
Acronicta tritona E ' 1
Acronicta vinnula ‘
Actias luna - ‘ _
Adita chionanthi : 1 1

|Aditasp.nov. . - 1
. |Agrotis gladiaria .
Agrotis ipsilon ' ' 1 1
Agrotis mollis : - ; . 1
Agrotis vetusta ] 1 '
Agrotis volubilis , ' ' B » 1
Alypia octomaculata - 1 1 1 1 1
Amathes oblata , ' ‘ , |1
Amathes opacifrons ‘ 11
Amolita fessa 1 - 1
Amphion nessus V : 1

[ e e e L
oy
[w—

[USIPR FUIFGS RUIINS [y

fan—y
I
WIS RNre) U FUI Uy

[Sevey FUE IS S
[—
p—

[RvRy JUFY FURI U U
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Scientific Name

Amphipoea americana

.|Amphipoea velata -

Amphipyra glabella

Amphipyra pyramidoides

Amphipyra tragopoginis
i

[N FUNI) PUNI NI [N
[y FUSOY PN oS p—y

Anaoamptodes Sp.

Anagoga occiduaria

Anagrapha falcifera

[UNI FUNIGS JUNINS UG [

- |Anaplectoides prasina

Anathix ralla

Ancyloxypha numitor

Anerastria teratophora

" |Anhimella contrahens

Anicla forbesi -

Anicla illapsa

‘|Anisota rubicunda

Anisota senatoria

e L L L) - :

[ g [T

Antepione thiosaria

k| st | oo | et

Anterastria teratophora

Anticlea multiferrata .

~ |Apamea amputatrix

Apamea apamiformis

Apamea cariosa

' {Apamea devastator

Apamea devastator

Apamea dubitans

Apamea helva

UV UNIGS FURIN e
[ENVR UGS FUR U I

Apamea impulsa

R WSOy U PR PN Y

Apamea lignicolor

Apamea lignicolora

|Apamea lutosa

Apamea mixta

" |Apamea nigrior

Apamea ophiogramma .

Apamea plutonia

Apamea relicina

Apamea unanimis

Apamea verbascoides

Apamea vultuosa

Apantesis phaelerata

Aplectoides condita

Apoda biguttata .

Apoda y-inversum

" |Archanara oblonga

Asterocampa celtis

1 1

1

st | ot | ponna | et | o |
—

1

Asterocampa clyton
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Scientific Name

FOR

WWwW

GCM

SC

TR

TETT

Atrytoné delaware

Atrytone logan

Atrytonopsis hianna

Attenuipyga vanduzeei .

Autographa ampla

Autographa mappa

Autographa precationis

Automeris io

Bagisara rectifascia

. |Bandera binotella

Bellura diffusa

Bellura obliqua

Biston betularia

Bleptina caradrinalis

Boloria bellona

Bomalocha abalienalis

Bomalocha edictalis

fam—y
it | b | et | o

Bomalocha palparia

Bomalocha sordidula -

Bruchomorpha dorsata

—
ot | k| | okt | et

Bruchomorpha sp. nr. vitatta

Caenurgina crassiuscula
Caenurgina erechtea

- |Callizzia amorata

|Callopistria cordata

Callopistria mollissima

Callosamia promethea

Calpe canadensis

Campaea perlata

Capis curvata

Caripeta pinnata

Catabena lineolata

Catocala abbreviatella

Catocala amatrix

Catocala amestris

Catocala blandula .

fa—y
[y

Catocala briseis

Catocala cara

Catocala cerogama

Catocala coccinata

Catocala concumbens

A el
bl Rl Rl Raundd

el Ll el

Catocala connubialis

“iCatocala crataegei

[USray PUINISS ORI RIS FUNIG, JUIN

Catocala epione

Catocala grynea

1 1

Catocala habilis

1
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cientific Name

_FRON | GRB | JL

GCM

sC

Catocala ilia

Catocala judith

Catocala micronympha

it [ et |

Catocala neogama

ok | ot [t

Catocala obscura

Catocala paleogama

[y

Catocala relicta

Catocala residua

|Catocala retecta

Catocala subnata

. |Catocala surena

Catocala ultronia

Catocala unijuga

Catocala vidua

Celaena reniformis

" |Celastrina ladon

Celerio lineata’

fu—
[URIe U (NN FWIFR) FUCIS NUIDGY VOIS FUIFES PRI U

Cepphis armataria

Ceratomia amyntor

Ceratomia undulosa

Cercyonis pegala

Cerma cerintha -

[Ny PUUI FURI P Ty

ey FUNFGY U WY

y
[ B

Cerma cora

Charadra deridens

'|Chlorochlamys chloroleucaria

“|Chlosyne gorgone

Chlosyne nycteis

pomd | ot [ ot | ot

|Choephora fungorum

[Rey JUIIGS FPe U

Chortodes defecta

Chortodes inquinata

Chrysanympha formosa

Chrysophanus titus .

Chrysoteuchia topiaria

Chytonix palliatricula

oy
fa—y
ey FENINY FURE oy

Cicada sp. 1

|Cisseps fulvicolus

Clemensia albata

Clostera albosigma

Clostera inclusa

.|Coenonympha inornata

* [Colias eurytheme

[

Colias eurytheme complex

Colocasia flavicornis

“|Commellus colon

_|Condica vecors

;—Ai—é)—l.

1 1

Cosmia calami’

1 1 1 1
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Scientific Name

GCM

SC

TR

TETT

Crambodes talidiformis

FRON | GRB | JL

Crambus agitatellus

Crambus caliginosellus

ICrambus leachellus

Crambus murellus

[ P e N Y

Crambus sp. (nr. bidens)

Cressonia juglandis

Cucullia asteroides

" |Cucullia convexipennis

Cucullia florea

Cyclophora packardi

Cycnia inopinatus

Danaus plexippus

Darapsa myron

- {Dasychira basiflava

Dasychira cinnemomea

Dasychira dorsipennata

Datana angusii

[y

Datana contracta

Datana perspicua

Desmia funeralis

ey FUNES FUNINY RN
a—
[y

Diachrysia balluca

Diacme elealis

uray ey SRS W

Diapheromera velii -

Dichagyris acclivis

Dichagyris grotei

Dichagyris reliqua

Dichorda iridaria

Dorycara minor

Drepana arcuata

Dypterygia rozmani -

Elaphria grata

Elaphria versicolor

Elida caniplaga

[N VNG U, FUII U

Enargia decolor

ot | i | et [ ot et | ot | ot | k| gt | e et | |-

Enargia infumata

Enargia mephisto

Eosphoropteryx thyatyroides

Epiglaea apiata

Epipaschia zelleri

Epirrita autumnata henshawi

Eremobina [claudens?]

Erinnyis obscura

Eritettix simplex -

Erynnis baptisiae

Erynnis funeralis (?)

1
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Scientific Name

JL

WwW

GCM

TR

TETT

Erynnis icelus

FOR |

Erynnis lucilius

Estigmene acrea

Euagrotis (Anicla) forbesi

Eubaphe mendica

Euchaetes egle

Euchaetes oregonensis

Eucirroedia pampina

Euclea delphinii

Eudelinia herminijata

Eudryas grata

Eudryas unio

Eueretagrotis sigmoides

Eulithis diversilineata

Eulithis explanata-

Euplexia benesimilis

NI PUFRY I VOO DR FUNINS RIS SURPOY RIS JURPRS [

Eupsilia sidus

~ |Eupsilia vinnulenta

Euptychia cymela

" |[Euthyatira pudens

" |Euxoa antica

Euxoa immixta

" |Euxoa intrita

Euxoa obeliscoides

Euxoa ontario

|Euxoa scholastica

Euxoa servita -

" |Euxoa sp. 1

Euxoa tessellata.

Euxoa velleripennis

Everes comyntas -

Faronta diffusa

ey (NI JUNINS Uy

(g (RIS FEuy gy

Faronta rubripennis

Feltia geniculata

Feltia herilis

Feltia jaculifera

it [t [t [t |t | ot | ot | et

Feltia subgothica

ey FUNINS FUNIN WY

e e e e I

" |Flexamia albida

Flexamia delongi

Flexamia pectinata

el el Ll e el Rl Rl Rl Rl Raned

Furcula borealis

k| [t |

" |Furcula cinerea

Galgula partita

Glaphyria sesquistrialis

Gluphisia septentrionalis

1

[ el L

Grammia anna

1

1
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Scientific Name

BC

FOR

GRB | JL

WW

SC

Grammia arge

g
TETT

Grammia celia

Grammia figurata

Grammia parthenice

Grammia phyllira

Grammia virgo

Grammia virguncula

ot | [t | et
it

Graphiphora haruspica

Habrosyne gloriosa

Hadena capsularis

Haematopis grataria

Haploa lecontei

. [Haploa reversa

Harrisimemna trisignata

~{Helicoverpa zea

[WNRS PUNIRY JURINS JV0rY

Heliothis acesias

Hemaris thysbe

k| et | et |
[N FRE S

Hemipachnobia monochrom.

Herpetogramma aeglealis

Hesperia leonardus -

Hesperia pawnee

Hesperia sassacus

5 Heterocampa biundata -

Heterokcampa umbrata

- [Heterophleps triguttaria

~ |Hillia algens

Hillia'iris

Holomelina aurantiaca

~ [Holomelina laeta

Homohadena badistriga

{Homohadena infixa

- {Horisme intestinata

Hyalophora columbia

Hydraecia immanis

Hydraecia stramentosa

" [Hyphantria cunea

Hypoprepia fucosa

Hypoprepia miniata

UERY FUNIS JURINS U

Hyppa xylinoides

T S E N EEY

Idea aemula

[—
[y

‘)—l»—-k'»—lt—lw—t
—

Idea americalis .

_-|Idea lubricalis

Ipimorpha pleonectusa

Isia isabella

Itame ribearia

[
e e e e Y
[ e e

1

Itame subcessaria

[ewwrey FURIGS NI (U

1 1 1
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Scientific Name

FRON | GRB | JL

GCM

SC

TR

TETT|

-|Lacinipolia implicata

Lacinipolia lorea

Lacinipolia meditata

Lacinipolia renigera

Lacnobia atlantica

k| ot |t
[Srey U e U

Lacnobia radix

Lacnobia subjuncta

Laevicephalus minimus

Laevicephalus unicoloratus

Lambdina fervidaria

* [Lateroligia ophiogramma

[u—

— | et | et |t
—

Lemmeria digitalis

Lethe anthedon

Leucania commoides

Leucania insueta

Leucania lapidaria

Leucania linda

Leucania linita

Leucania multilinea

Leucania pseudargyria

Leuconycta diphteroides

Leuconycta lepidula -

Limenitis archippus

Limenitis astynax.

Lithacodes fasciola

Lithacodia albidula

[ SOy [FESN RV IO SRR P
v -
[u—y

Lithacodia bellicula -

Lithacodia muscosula

Lithacodia musta

Lithacodia synochitis

Lithophane antennata

Lithophane baileyi

“ILithophane grotei

Lithophane pexata

[ER U FU— OV

Lithophane sp. nov.

Lithophane thaxteri

Loxostege sticticalis

Loxostege sticticalis

Lycaena epixanthe

Lycophotia caryae

Lycophotia maculata

Lycophotia phyllophora

Lycophotia tessellata

Lycophotia tessellata

—
et | ot | k| ponm |

Macaria eremiata

el el e e e
—

Macaria orillata

1 1
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Scientific Name

FRON

GRB | JL

wWw

GCM

SC

TR

Macrochilo absorptalis

Macrochilo bivitatta

Macrochilo hypocritalis

Macrochilo louisiana

[ P

Macrochilo orciferalis

Macrurocampa marthesia

bt | et | et | ot

Malacosoma americana

k(| |

Malacosoma disstria

Manduca jaminearum

Manduca sexta

Megalographa biloba

Melanchra assimilis

Melanchra picta

[Melanchra pulvenilenta

Melanoplus huroni(?)

Melanoplus violae

Melanoplus viridipes

Meropleon ambifusca

Metalepsis fishii

- Metanema determinata

Metanema inatomaria

Metarrhanthis hypochraria

Metaxaglaea innulta

Morrisonia evicta

Morrisonia latex

Mythimna oxygala

Mythimna unipuncta

~ |Nadata gibbosa

el L Ll L

el Bl el Bl K

Natada nasoni

R Eo S EEN P FR

Nedra ramosula

[ FYAy POy EUIY (PRI PG [y

. INematocampa limbata

Nephelodes minians

Nerice bidentata

Noctua pronuba

Nymphalis antiopa

Nymphalis milberti

Ochropleura implecta

Wy (RIS JUNIN JUNTR o [ gy ey puniy

~ |Odontosia elegans

e e el L S
pt | it | ot | |t | et | [ et

Oeneis jutta

Ogdoconta cinereola

Oligia chlorostigma

Oligia detracta

"|Oligia fractilinea

bt | ot | et |

Oligia illocata

Oligia mactata

1

e Lol R S B EE

Oligia minuscula

1
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Scientific Name

BC

FOR | FRON | GRB | JL

GCM

SC

TR [TETT

Oligia modica

o Oligocentria lignicolor

Oligocentria semirufescens

Orgyia leucostigma

Orthodes cynica

[UUR FUNIGS U UGS JUny

e
ot | et |yt | it | ot

Orthodes goodelli

Orthonama centrostrigaria

Orthonama obstipata

Ostrinia nubilalis

[WNy IS FURPON NI I U

Ostrinia penitalis

— | [ ] | | |

Pachypolia atricornis

[UU VIR U [y
—
p—

Packardia geminata

Panopoda carneicosta

Panopoda rufimargo

Panthea acronyctoides

Panthea furcilla

Pantographa limata

Paonia excaecatus

~ |[Paonias myops

* . |Papaipema arctivorens

[UNay (W FURINS [y

Papaipema baptisiae

el B Ll e R

el e Ll L

Papaipema eupatorii

Papaipema harrisii .

Papaipema impecuniosa

Papaipema inquaesita

Papaipema leucostigma -

" [Papaipema nebris-

Papaipema nelita

Papaipema nepheleptena

Papaipema sciata

Papaipema unimoda

Papilio cresphontes )

Papilio glaucus

Papilio machaon

Papilio polyxenes

Paradiarsia littoralis

Paraponyx badiusalis

Paraponyx maculalis

Peoria (floridella?)

Peridroma saucia

Perigea xanthioides

Pero honestaria

[ N L

Phalaenostola hanhami

Phalaenostola larentioides

Phalaenostola metonalis

1

Pheosia rimosa

1
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" |Scientific Name

BC

FOR

GRB | JL

GCM

TR

TETT

Phlogophora iris

Phlogophora periculosa

‘|Phoebis sennae

" [Phoetaliotes nebrascensis

[y
-

B Et Rl e
.

Phosphila miselioides

- {Phragmatobia fulginosa

Phyciodes batesii

Phyciodes tharos

~|Phytometra metonalis

Pieris rapae

Plagiom. pityochromus

Plagodis fervidaria

ot | ekt | o |

_|Plagodis keutzingii

|Plathypena humulic

Plathypena scabra

[ e N L e

- [Platypolia anceps

Pleuropleuca insulsaria

Plusia aerea.

Plusia contexta

Poanes hobomok

Polia imbrifera

Polites origenes

Polites peckius

Polyamia herbida

Polyamia herbida herbida

gy ey RN [y

Polyamia herbida saxosa

Polygonia comma

Polygonia interrogationis

Polygonia progne

Polygrammate hebracicum

e T

et | ot | et | et
[ et | ot | et

[Urey FUNPGS (RIS FUN

Prairiana kansana -

Precis coenia

Probole amicaria

Prolimacodes badia

el el el e el el N Bl el el el el e
fr—y

Prosapia ignipectus .

Protolampra brunneicollis

Protolampra rufipectus

Protorthodes oviduca

Proxenus miranda

Pseudeva purpurigera

Pseudoherm. bicarnea

Pseudohermonassa tenuicula

Pseudopomala brachyptera
Pseudorthodes vecors

[y
[y
e e e il Ll

|Pyrausta signatalis

Pyreferra citromba

SWG Lep Project Int Rpt 2007.doc

18



SWG Lep Project Int Rpt 2007.doc

. |Scientific Name BC | FOR | FRON | GRB | JL GCM| SC | TR |TETT
Pyreferra pettiti 1 1 '
. |Pyrrhia umbra 1- 1 :
Rachiplusia ou 1] 1 ' 1 1 1
" Raphia frater 1] 1 1 1 1 1
Renia discoloralis 1 1 1 1 1 1
Renia flavipunctalis 1 1
Resapamea passer 1
Resapamea stipata 1
~ |Rheumaptera hastata - 1 1 '
Satyrium edwardsii 14 1 1 1 ,
_{Satyrium falacer . 1 1 1
Satyrium titus - 1 1 1 1
Satyrodes eurydice g B 1
Schinia arcigera 1 1 1 1 1 1
Schinia lucens -1 1 1
Schinia lynx . 1] 1 1 1. |1 1
Schinia nundina 1 1 1
.|Schinia oleagina 1 1 .
Schinia rivulosa -] 1 1 1 1
Schinia septentrionalis 1
Schinia trifascia 1 1 1 1] 1 1
Schizura ipomoeae - ’ 1 1 1
Schizura unicornis 1 ’ 1
Sciota dammersi 1 1 -
Scopula inductata 1. 1 -1 1 1 1
Scopula limboundata : 1 1 1 R
Selena alciphaeria ’ o 1
|Semiothisa continuata 1
Semiothisa eremiata 1
Semiothisa orillata 1 1 1
~ |Semiothisa sp. 3 1 1 1
Sericaglaea sericea 1
Sideridis rosea 1
Simyra henrici 1
Smerinthus cerysii ‘ . 1
Smerinthus jamaicensis 1 1 1 1 1 ] ' 1 -
Spaelotis clandestina 1 1
Spargaloma sexpunctata 1
- ISpartiniphaga panatella 1
Speyeria aphrodite 1 1 1 1
" |Speyeria cybele 1 1 1 1 1 1
|Speyeria idalia 1 .
Sphinx kalmiae ) 1
Sphinx poecila 1
Spilosoma congrua 1 1
Spilosoma virginica ' 1
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Table 4

List of Voucher Specimens Submitted to MNDNR Parks for Southeastern & Northeastern State Parks Surveyed

_Species Order  [Park Survey Site Year # Spec
Attenuipyga vanduzeei Homptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Campground Bluff Prairie 2005 2
Bruchomorpha dorsata Homptera Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie -2005 1
Bruchomorpha dorsata Homptera |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Fitchiella robertsoni Homptera . |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Flexamia albida Homptera Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2005 2
Flexamia albida Homptera Frontenac SP PrclvrBIff 2005° 3
Flexamia albida Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 4
Flexamia albida Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1

* |Flexamia pectinata Homptera Frontenac SP PrclviBIf 2006 5
Flexamia pectinata Homptera - [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 3
Laevicephalus minimus Homptera Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Praiie . | 2005 1
Laevicephalus minimus Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Campground Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Laevicephalus unicoloratus  |Homptera Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Laevicephalus unicoloratus ~ |Homptera Frontenac SP PrclvrBIff 2006 1
Laevicephalus unicoloratus  [Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Campground Bluff Prairie 2005 2
Menosoma cincta ‘[Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\Paraphlepsius nebulosus Homptera Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\Polyamia caperata Homptera Frontenac SP PrelviBIf 2006 1
Xerophloea major Homptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2005 1

‘ Wbagrotis alternata Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP o S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie |- 2006 1

"Wbrostola ovalis Lepidoptera |Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 2
\Acronicta. americana Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
cronicta grisea Lepidoptera  |St. Croix SP Jack Pine/Oak 2007 1
Ucronicta morula Lepidoptera  [Tettegouche SP Ridgeline - Oak 2007 1
cronicta oblinita Lepidoptera _ [Temperance SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie??| 2007 1
Acronicia-superans Lepidoptera~—|St. Croix SP Jack Pine/Oak 2007 “1
Acronicta americana |Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2005 1
cronicta dactylina Lepidoptera * [Temperance River SP Wetland 2007 1
Acronicta funeralis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 2
\Acronicta funeralis Lepidoptera . |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
cronicta innotata Lepidoptera- [Tettegouche SP Oak Ridge Overlook 2007 1
Acronicta lepusculina Lepidoptera  [Great River Bluffs SP . King’s Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Acronicta spinigera Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 . 1
\Acronicta vinnula L epidoptera Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2006 1’
Agnorisma tenuicula Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP ‘ S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | missing 1
\Agnorisma tenuicla Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 . 1
Agnorisma tenuicla Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2006 3
Agnorisma tenuicula Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 2
Ullagrapha aerea Lepidoptera  [Temperance River SP Wetland 2007 2
Amphipyra glabella Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP ' Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1

mphipyra tragopoginis Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2005 1
\nagoga occiduaria Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie | 2006 3
Unaplectoides prasina Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
dpamea cariosa Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP " IQueen's Bluff Prairie _ 2005 1
Apamea dubitans Lepidoptera. [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie .| 2006 1
Apamea helva Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 1
Upamea plutonia Lepidoptera - [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
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Order

Species Park . Survey Site Year # Spec
Upamea relecina Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Apamea vultuosa Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Autographa bimacula Lepidoptera’ |George Crosby-Manitou SP |Overlook Wetlands 2007 1
\Bandera binotella Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 1
\Bomalocha albalienalis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 2
. |Bomalocha edictalis Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook 2006 1
|Bomalocha edictalis Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
\Bomolocha edictalis Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook 2006 1
\Bomolocha edictalis - Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie . 2007 1
Callizzia amorata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Calpe canadensis Lepidoptera  [Temperance River SP Wetlands 2007 1
Capis curvata » Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Caripeta angustoriata Lepidoptera - [Great River Bluffs SP Group Camp Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Catocala - amestris Lepidoptera [Beaver Creek Valley SP  (Overlook 2007 1
Catocala amestris Lepidoptera - [Frontenac SP - Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catocala judith Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1
'[Catocala lineella Lepidoptera = [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff .- 2007 1
‘|Catocala paleogama [Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP - Imissing o 2007 1
Catocala paleogama . [Lepidoptera  |Frontenac SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1

Catocala subnata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac Sp Rattlesnake Bluff . - 2005 1.
Catocala subnata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie | missing | 1
Catocala subnata Lepidoptera - |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | missing 1
- \Catocala coccinata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP |Entrance Bluff Prairie 1 2007 1
- |Catocala gracilis Lepidoptera  [Temperance River SP ' loverlook 2007 1

|Catocala grynea ILepidoptera = [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1

‘ICatocala grynea Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Catocala abbreviatella |Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 4
Catocala abbreviatella Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2007 3
Catocala amestris Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie. - 2006 - 1
Catocala amestris Lepidoptera Beaver Creek Valley SP Overlook Bluff v 2007 1
Catocala amestris . Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP ) Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catacala amestris Lepidoptera - |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Catocala blandula Lepidoptera  |Beaver.Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2006 1
{Catocala cerogama Lepidoptera ~ |Frontenac SP [Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 2
. |Catocala coccinata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catocala coccinata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie - 2007 1
Catocala coccinata Lepidoptera Whit e§v ater SP “Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Catocala connubialis ’ Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP IHole in Rock Prairie 2006 1
|Catocala epione Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catocala epione Lepidoptera. [Frontenac SP [Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catocala grynea Lepidoptera = [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 2
Catocala habilis Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Catocala ilia -|Lepidoptera [Whitewater SP IS Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005. 1
Catocala judith Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP - |Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1
. |Catocala judith Lepidoptera  (Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Catocala lineella Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2007 1
Catocala micronympha Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Catocala micronympha Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Catocala neogama Lepidoptera  |[Frontenac SP ’ Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
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Species Order Park Survey Site Year # Spec
Catocala neogama Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Catocala neogama ILepidoptera - [Frontenac SP . Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007. 1
Catocala paleogama Lepidoptera  |Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1
Catocala paleogama Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP - Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Catocala relicta Lepidoptera  (Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2006 1
Catocala retecta Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | . 2005 1
Catocala subnata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1
Catocala subnata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 2
Catocala subnata Lepidoptera ~ [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 2
‘|Catocala subnata [epidoptera ~ |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie missing 1
Catocala surena Lepidoptera - Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1
Catocala surena Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 . 1
Catocala surena Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Catocala surena Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP . IS Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Catocala surena Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 1
Catocala ultronia Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP [Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 2
Catocala ultronia Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP ___[Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1
“|Celaena " reniformis Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP |Overlook Wetlands 2007 1
Ceratomia amyntor Lepidoptera = [Whitewater SP ' S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Ceratomia amyntor Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 T
\Chrysanympha formosa Lepidoptera - [Temperance River SP Wetlands’ © 2007 1
Crambus murellus Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP . IQueen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
- Cucullia asteroides Lepidoptera Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook 2006 1
a Cycnia oregonensis Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Overlook Bluff 2007 2
\Dasychira asiflava Lepidoptera . |Beaver Creek Valley SP  Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 2
Dasychira basiflava Lepidoptera_[Beaver Creek Valley SP |Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 P
\Dasychira cinnemomea Lepidoptera  |Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2007 2
\Datana angusii Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP- Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 2.
\Datana perspicua - Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 2
\Dichagyris acclivis Lepidoptera [Beaver.Creek Valley SP Hole in' Rock Prairie 2006 1
\Dichagyris grotei Lepidoptera ' |Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff . 2006 1
Ellida caniplaga Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP BnsPtPr 2005 1
|Enargia decolor |Lepidoptera ' [Temperance River SP \Wetlands 2007 1
Epipaschia zelleri Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1-
Erynnis icelus Lepidoptera  |St. Croix SP Jack Pine/Oak 2007 1
Erynnis lucilius Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Fudryas grata " |Lepidoptera  |Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook 2005 2
Fueretagrotis sigmoides Lepidoptera |Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Eurois astricta Lepidoptera George Crosby-Manitou SP (Wetlands - 2007 1
[Furois astricta Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Benson Lake 2007 1
[Euxoq immixta -[Lepidoptera  |[Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
Euxoa immixta Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 | 1 -
Euxoa immixta Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Group Camp Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\Fuxoa immixta - Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff ) 200'6 ) 1
\Euxoa immixta Lepidoptera [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Euxoa-obeliscoides Lepidoptera  |[Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
[Euxoa redimicula |Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
\Fuxoa servita Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP {Wetlands 2007 1.
Euxoa velleripennis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 4.
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‘|Euxoa velleripennis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie missing 1
Faronta rubripennis Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Faronta rubripennis. Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP IS Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
. |Feltia herilis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Feltia herilis Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2006 1
[Feltia herilis Lepidoptera  [Great River SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\[Feltia herilis Lepidoptera [Whitewater SP 'S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 1
Feltia mollis Lepidoptera  [Tettegouche SP Palisade Head 2007 1
Grammia  virgo Lepidoptera [Tettegouche SP Ridgeline - Oak 2007 1
Grammia phyllira " [Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP . Seymour Bluff - 2006 1
Grammia arge.- - -ILepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
“\Grammia arge Lepidoptera _ [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Grammia parthenice- Lepidoptera |Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 4
Grammia parthenice Lepidoptera _|Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 2
Grammia parthenice Lepidoptera  George Crosby-Manitou SP |Wetlands 2007 1
. |Grammia parthenice Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie missing | & 1
Grammia parthenice .~ [Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 3
- \Grammia parthenice . [Lepidoptera - {Tettegouche SP ~ |Palisade Head 2007 1
‘ Grammia phyllira Lepidoptera Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff © 2006 1

Grammia phyllira |Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1.

" \Grammia virguncula Lepidoptera  |St. Croix SP Trap #2 -2007 1
Graphiphora haruspica Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook - 2006 1
Habrosyne scripta " |Lepidoptefa - [Temperance River SP [Wetlands 2007 T
- |Habrosyne gloriosa Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
- |Habrosyne gloriosa " [Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Harrisimemna tristigmata Lepidoptera -~ [St. Croix SP Jack Pine/Oak | 2007 1
\Helotropha reniformis Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2006 1
Hesperia leonardus . |[Lepidoptera  |[Frontenac.SP Rattlesnake Bluff - 2005 1

\Hillia algens --|[Lepidoptera  [Tettegouche SP -|Oak Ridge Overlook 2007 1
' Hydraecia immanis Lepidoptera Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Hydraecia immanis Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 2

" |Hydroecia - immanis Lepidoptera  |[Whitewater SP [ Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | missing | = 1 -

Hypoprepia miniata Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP [Overlook | 2007 | 1
Hypoprepia miniata Lepidoptera = [Beaver Creek Valley SP Overlook Bluff 2007 1
Hypoprepia miniata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Hypoprepia miniata Lepidoptera  {Tettegouche SP. .~ Oak Ridge 2007 1
Isogona tenuis Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff - 2006 1

tame ribearia Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Forestville Overlook 2005 1
|ltame ribearia [Lepidoptera - [Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
Itame subcessaria Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP , Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
ltame subcessaria Lepidoptera  |Great:River Bluffs SP " |Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\Lacinipolia implicata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 1

Lacinipolia implicata Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Lacinipolia olivacea Iepidoptera  {Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Lacinipolia olivacea Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Overlook Wetlands 2007 1
Leucania " pseudargyria \Lepidoptera- |various SP's missing missing 1
Leucania lapidaria . Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie. 2005 1
Leucania multilinea Lepidoptera” |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 - 1
Leucania pseudargyria Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2005 1
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Libytheana backmanii Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP {Overlook 2007 1
Libytheana bachmanni Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Overlook Bluff 2007 1
\[Litholomia  solidaginis Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Entrance Wetlands 2007 1
\[Lithophane fagina Lepidoptera . |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Entrance Wetlands 2007 . 1

" \Lithophane grotei Lepidoptera  [St. Croix SP Jack Pine Barrens 2006 1
\Macrochilo hypocritalis Lepidoptera  |Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
Macrochilo louisiana Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1
\Malacosoma disstria Lepidoptera  {Tettegouche SP Oak Ridge Overlook 2007 1
Melanchra pulverulenta Lepidoptera  [Temperance River SP missing missing 1

- |Meropleon ambifusca Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Meropleon ambifusca Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Meropleon diversicolor. Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP_ S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Metalepsis fishii Lepidoptera  |St. Croix SP " . |Spruce Bog 2007 1
\Metanema inatomaria Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Nepyta canosaria Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff . 2006 1
\WNerice bidentata ILepidoptera  (Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Nerice bidentata Lepidoptera  [Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Noctua pronuba ‘ILepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\WWonagria oblonga Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP |Overlook Wetlands 2007 |

- \Odontosia elegans "[Lepidoptera - |Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1
Oligia chlorostigma Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Ostrinia penitalis Lepidoptera |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
\Pangrapta limata Lepidoptera  [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie 2006 - 1
\Papaipema harrisi [Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Papaipema leucostigma Lepidoptera |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 2
Papaipema leucostigma. ILepidoptera  |no'data no data : missing 1
Papaipema leucostigma Lepidoptera  |Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
\Papaipema nelita. Lepidoptera. [Beaver Creek Valley SP Hole in Rock Prairie - 2007 1.
\Paraponyx maculalis Lepidoptera - [John Latsch SP Campground Bluff Prairie 2006 1

\Peoria (floridella?) Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP BnsPtPr 2005 1
\Phalaenostola-hanhami ™ Lepidoptera = (George Crosby-Manitou SP. |Wetlands - 2007 1
\Phragmatobia fulginosa Lepidoptera  |Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2007 1
\Phragmatobia fuliginosa Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
\Phragmatobia lineata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff 2006 1
\Phragmatobia lineata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Seymour Bluff . 2006 1
\Phytometra metonalis Lepidoptera * [Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
\Plagodis keutzingii Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
\Platarctia parthenos Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Wetlands 2007 1
\Plathypena  humli Lepidoptera  [Tettegouche SP Oak Ridge Overlook 2007 1
Plathypena humuli _[Lepidoptera  |Frontenac SP BnsPtPr ‘ ‘ 2005 1
\Platysenta vecors Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP IForestville Overlook 2006 1 -
\Platysenta vecors Lepidoptera  [Forestville/MC SP PrclviBIff 22 2006 1
Polygrammodes flavidalis Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP BnsPtPr 2005 1
\Protolampra rufipectus - Lepidoptera  [George Crosby-Manitou SP jOverlook Wetlands 2007 1
\Pseudeva purpurigera LLepidoptera . [Frontenac SP [Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
\Pseudeva purpurigera Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Pseudothyatira Lepidoptera  |Béaver Creek Valley SP Overlook 2007 ‘
lcymatophoroides 2
\Pyrausta signatalis Lepidoptera  |[Frontenac SP Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 i
\Pyrausta signatalis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2007 1
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"|Queen's Bluff Prairie

Species Order  [Park . Survey Site Year # Spec
\Schinia arcigera Lepidoptera  Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 2
Schinia arcigera Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie missing 1
Schinia lucens _[Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP’ Rattlesnake Bluff 2005 1
 Schinia lucens Lepidoptera”  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 3
\Schinia oleagina Lepidoptera Frontenac SP ‘ Seymour Bluff 2006 3
Schinia septentrionalis Lepidoptera - |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Schizura unicornis Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
“\Semiothisa eremiata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 2
Semiothisa eremiata Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP . IQueen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Semiothisa orillata Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP '~ [Seymour Bluff 2006 1
Semiothisa orillata " [Lepidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP ‘Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Sideridis rosea - [epidoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie - 2005 1
Speyeria idalia Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Speyeria aphrodite Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Speyeria aphrodite Lepidoptera  [Frontenac SP [Entrance Bluff Prairie - 2007 1
Speyeria atlantis |Lepidoptera  [Tettegouche SP Ridge top 2007 1
Speyeria idalia Lepidoptera Frontenac SP Entrance Bluff Prairie 2007 1
Sphinx kalmiae » Lepidoptera  [Temperance SP Wetlands 2007 1
Striacosta albicosta Lepidoptera - [Beaver Creek Valley SP- * [Hole in Rock Prairie 2006 2
Striacosta albicosta " [Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP ‘ a missing 1
Striacosta albicosta Lepidoptera ~ |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Striacosta albicosta - Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP - Monolith Bluff 2006 1
\Tarachidia binocula " . |[Lepidoptera -|Great River Bluffs SP Queen’s Bluff Prairie - 2005 1
- |Trachea delicata Lepidoptera’  |Great River Bluffs SP . - |Queen's Bluff Prairie - 2005 - 1
Tricholita notata Lepidoptera ~ |Great River Bluffs SP King's Bluff Prairie 2006 5
Trichordestra_ trifolii Lepidoptera’ [Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
Trichordestra trifolii __[Lepidoptera Forestville/MC SP Rainy Springs 2005 1
Xanthia togata: Lepidoptera  |George Crosby-Manitou SP [Baptism River Wetlands 2007 1
Xestia dolosa. " |Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP . S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | missing 1
Xestia normaniana ILepidoptera  |[Forestville/MC SP : Forestvillé Overlook 2006 1
Xestia dolosa’ Lepidoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie 2006 1
Xestia normaniana Lepidoptera Forestville/MC SP . Forestville Overlook 2006 1
Zubida (panalope? ) - [Lepidoptera  |Frontenac SP PrclvrBIff 2006 1
Bittacus stigmosus Mecoptera . |Whitewater SP Monolith Bluff 2006 1
Diapheromera velii Orthoptera . B - 2005 1
Eritettix simplex Orthoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Melanoplus violae Orthoptera  [Whitewater SP S Picnic Area Bluff Prairie | 2006 1
. \Melanoplus viridipes Orthoptera ‘ 2005, 1
\Phoetaliotes nebrascensis Orthoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Pseudopomala brachyptera _ |Orthoptera  |Great River Bluffs SP Queen's Bluff Prairie 2005 1
Unident. Female . [Orthoptera |Great River Bluffs SP 2005 1
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Beaver
‘ _ : Creek
Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System : Valley

| Mesic Hardwood Forest System : 1 . State Park
Upland Prairie System !

- Wet Forest System
| Other Natural System

7" Non-Natural System
Facilities System
&ﬁé Undclassified




Forestville
Mystery
Cave
State Park

Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System

Mesic Hardwood Forest System

Upland Prairie System

Wet Meadow/Carr System
Other Natural System
Non-Natural System

Facilities System
QKL Undlassified




D No System Values

N Fire-Dependent Forest\Woodland System
. - Floodplain Forest System ‘ -

m Mesic 'Hardwood- Forest System

e
f

' Upland Prairie System

Wet Meadow/Carr System

Other Natural System

Non-Natural System

Frontenac
State Park




Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System

Mesi¢ Hardwood Forest System

Frontenac R ‘  Upland Prairie System
State Park ‘ . Non-Natural System

Facilities System




|:] No System Values
© Acid Peatland System
Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System
Forested Rich Peatland System
Mesic Hardwood Forest Systém

Rock Outcrop System

Other Natural System

Facilities System




ClifffTalus System

Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System

Mesic Hardwood Forest System
Upland Prairie System
. Non-Natural System
Facilities System
L& Unclassified

Great River Bluffs %
. State Park




Fire-Dependent Forest/\Woodland System

Mesic Hardwood Forest System

Upland Prairie System

| - Wet Forest System
' Wetland Prairie System
Non-Natural System®

ystem

JohnA. Latsch’
State Park




~ 8t. Croix,
State Park .

Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System
Floodplain Forest System

Forested Rich Peatland System

Mesic Hardwood Forest System
Upland Prairie System
H Wet Forest System
- Wet Meadow/Carr System
I Other Natural System

Non-Natural System

‘ Facilities System




_ CliffiTalus System
m Fire-Dependent Forest/\WWoodland System
- Floodplain Forest System
| L=ke Shore System
387 MCBS Complex
m Mesic Hardwood Forest System
River Shore System
Rock Outcrop System
: Wet Meadow/Carr System
Other Natural System

Non-Natural System.

Temperance River
‘State Park




Cliff/Talus System
Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System

__ Forested Rich Peatland System
- Lake Shore System
H15K MCBS Complex

| Mésic Hardwood Forest System

River Shore System
Rock Outcrop System .
Wet Forest System
Wet Meadow/Carr System-
Natural Systems
1 Other Natural System
Non-Natural System
Facilities System
ggg Undclassified
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. ClifffTalus System
Fire-Dependent Forest/Woodland System
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- Wet Forest System
Other Natural System

"% Non-Natural System
: Facilities System
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Natural Resources

Contractor Name: Wenck Associates, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A85981

Project Name (if applicable): Minnesota Steel EIS Projlgct;\llu)mber (f Project Duration (Dates): 02/06/06 — 07/31/07
applicable): .

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

The State is in need of consultant services to assist Department of Natural Resource staff in preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the proposed Minnesota Steel taconite mine, concentrator, pellet plant, direct reduced iron plant, and steel mill
project in Itasca County, Minnesota. Under Minn. Stat. § 15.061 and Minn. Rules part 4410.2100, Subp. 10 the State is empowered
to engage such assistance as deemed necessary.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: $948,536.00 Source of Funding: Private

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

Due to the complexities of this project the state hired a private contractor to assist with the development of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) per Minn. Stat. § 15.061 and Minn. Rules part 4410.2100, Subp. 10. The contractor’s duties shall included,
but were not limited to: 1) coordinating work by members of the Contractor’s staff with work by DNR staff; 2) coordinating
communication and meetings among members of the Contractor’s staff, the DNR, and the Proposer; 3) arranging for the attendance
of Contractor’s staff at formal meetings with the DNR, the Proposer, and at required public meetings; 4) preparing interim status
reports as required in the Project Tasks; and 5) other necessary management tasks. Members of the Contractor’s staff shall also be
made available, upon the reasonable request of the DNR, to attend and testify at public meetings or hearings. The Contractor shall
maintain all billing records and prepare billings for descriptions of the work performed, including work by subcontracted
consultants.

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

Minn. R. 4410.6500. Payment of EIS Costs.

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

The contractor performed above beyond the expectations and requirements set forth in the P/T Contract. The contractor completed
the Minnesota Steel Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) project on time and to a high standard. The consulting team was
presented with a very challenging project, both in terms of its scope and tight timeframe. The final EIS is both professional and
credible.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:

R N %«M Diaccyor /of3lo3
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency:
Minnesota Dept. of Natural Resources, Division of Ecological Resources
Contractor Name: Dr. Josef Cohen CFMS Contract Number: 29C940
ACs5H
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
Flows, climate, and the fish communities in two Minnesota rivers applicable): August 15, 2004 through December 31, 2006

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

Dr. Yosef Cohen analyzed an existing, comprehensive database spanning 1987 to the present (2005), and drafted a report examining
the relationship(s) between flow and fish communities on two Minnesota rivers. The specific objectives of this proposal were to
produce, by the end of the funding cycle: /

—  Systematic graphical analysis,

—  Statistical summary,

—  Trend analyses,

—  Examination of the utility of alternative analytlcal tools (e.g., Bayesian statistics, multlmetnc biological indexes) in analysis of

comprehensive data sets,

—  Develop a template or recommendations for future analysis,

—  Develop recommendations related to the fish community and potential impacts of hydrograph alterations, and,

—  Document the findings and recommendations in a Report, or preferably, in a peer-reviewed scientific journal.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: " | Source of Funding:
$100,000 State Wildlife Grant; Fund 300, Org E713, Appr E05

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

Due to the complexity of the data sets and required statistical analysis, and the lack of available qualified DNR staff, contracting was the only viable option for
accomplishing the required work. In addition, the contract specified that the contractor would provide training on the advanced statistical techniques being used, to
ensure that the expertise to continue this level of analysis in the future was acquired '

14
\

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

This project was advertised for competitive bids.

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 timeliness, cost, and quality of output was very acceptable, particularly in regards to producing a thorough, sophisticated report and bringing a higher level of
statistical expertise to the Stream Habitat Program.

Agency Head Slgnature Title: Date:

B A. lomnintin Dincesn, Edlogiak | HH(S

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

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

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

Agency: Natural Resources

Contractor Name: Environmental Systems Research Institute, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A98791
Project Name (if applicable): Land Records System Project Needs Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 3/5/2007 — 8/30/2007
Assessment applicable):

Not applicable

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
To prepare a needs assessment and feasibility study for redesign of the department’s land records management processes and its land records information system.

The State of Minnesota owns more than 8 million acres of land and more than 12 million acres of mineral rights. The Department of Natural Resources is responsible
for the administration and management of these lands. Consequently, it has a variety of land management processes, including:

-Acquiring and disposing of ownership interests in land parcels

-Acquiring and granting easements

‘Leasing, licensing, or permitting minerals extraction, timber harvesting, and other commercial and recreational uses of state lands

‘Ensuring that it fulfills its obligations to the School Trust Fund and to other entities for whose benefit the state administers certain public land

-Ensuring accurate calculation and distribution of payments to local governments in lieu of property taxes

‘Ensuring land-based revenue is deposited in the correct accounts and funds and land-based expenditures are drawn from the correct accounts and funds

‘Ensuring that its land and resource management activities are confined to state owned or leased land

‘Ensuring compliance with restrictive covenants on its land parcels

-Analyzing its land holdings to identify and pursue strategies and tactics for retaining and acquiring land that is best suited to its mission and for disposing of rights in
land that is not well suited to its mission.

The department had concluded that its land records management processes would better support the department’s natural resources management efforts if they were
redesigned and a new land records management information system were developed to support the new processes. The goal of this project was to prepare the DNR for
a large, four-year investment in improving processes that capture and use information about ownership and other interests in the land managed by the department. In
the four years beginning July 1, 2007, the DNR intended to redesign its land records management processes and implement a new land records management system to
support them. The wide range of processes that create and use land records information means there is a large and varied group of stakeholders. These stakeholders
are unlikely to agree, at least initially, on the four-year project’s objectives and scope. The project aimed to develop among the department’s managers a common
understanding of the needs, opportunities, objectives, costs, and priorities associated with redesigning land records processes and modernizing the DNR’s land records
system.

The DNR required an external perspective on its land records processes and systems from consultants with substantial experience in analyzing the needs of public
sector land management organizations.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Not applicable Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: 200
$118,499

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

This contract allowed the department to understand its land records needs and set directions and expectations for a much larger investment in land records processes
and systems over the next four years.

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:

The contractor met expectations. Products were delivered on time and fully met the terms and objectives of the contract. This was a fixed price arrangement, so costs
neither overran nor underran. Comments from staff who worked with the contractors were almost unanimously positive.

)
. ) Elaine Johnson, Administjatoy, .
Agency natyge: \Aﬁgéemem Resources ES¥e:
Department of Natural Resources
L1 / 0]
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency:

Minnesota Dept. of Natural Resources

Contractor Name:
Architectural Resources, Inc.

CFMS Contract Number: A46789

Project Name (if applicable):

Soudan Accessibility Lift

Project Number (if
applicable):

Project Duration (Dates): 4/7/03-12/30/06

all parts of the Mine tour.

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: The purpose of this contract was to provide
Architectural design services and construction administration for an elevator located at the bottom of Soudan Mine. The Agency
did not have qualified staff available to complete this work in a timely manner. This elevator allowed people with disabilities to see

Billable Hours (if applicable):

Total Contract Amount:
$53,200

Source of Funding: Accessibility - Bonding

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

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: We had additions to the actual construction of the elevator because site conditions were not accurately shown on the
plans. Our consultant ARI felt that the construction contractor blasted more rock than was necessary. The construction contractor
claimed they didn’t. I am not sure if this disagreement could have been avoided or not. ARI was able to provide structural
drawings to help resolve this issue. ARI did document meetings and discussion items well. With the exception of the conflict
described above I was pleased with the work ARI completed for us.

Agency ’H//Zf 'éngture:é

I

Title:

o

Date:

)¢ 7
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: MN Department of Natural Resources, Division of Forestry

Contractor Name: Scotford & Nichols Associates CFMS Contract Number: A85551
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

Monitoring Implementation of Forest Management Guidelines applicable):
. Feb 1, 2006 through Dec 30, 2006

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

The Sustainable Forest Resources Act (SFRA) requires the DNR, in consultation with the Minnesota Forest Resource Council (MFRC), to monitor the application of
timber harvest and forest management guidelines on public and private forestland.

Monitoring teams drawn entirely from DNR staff were considered. All pertinent DNR Divisions were contacted requesting staff be made available to carry out the
project. Reduced budgets and increased workloads severely limited the staff available.

Monitoring teams were also proposed to be organized from available DNR staff from the Divisions of Forestry. Fish and Wildlife, and Waters, supplemented by staff
from the USDA Forest Service, USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service, county forestry agencies, forest industry, and qualified private individuals. Limited
availability of qualified staff due to reduced budgets and increased workloads in all organizations made this very difficult.

The credibility of the monitoring program was also a significant concern. The MFRC, forest industry, and a variety of public interest groups have strongly
recommended that monitoring be accomplished through qualified independent third-party consultants rather that the DNR or integrated teams involving the DNR and
other parties whose practices were being monitored.

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

$94,977.67 .
Fund 100, Appr 303, Org 3764

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

Due to the importance of credible third-party site evaluation and the lack of available qualified DNR staff, contracting was the only viable option for accomplishing the
required monitoring.

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

This project was advertised for competitive bids.

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 timeliness and cost of the work was very accepfable. The contractor had numerous problems with inadequate checking of the accuracy and completeness of the
data recorded, but did an acceptable job of correcting errors when requested.

Titl]: /"L;Sj D2 e
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7/ /& '47 7

Rev. 6/03)



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

‘ent: Friday, October 20, 2006 2:54 PM

fo: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Friday, October 20, 2006 at 14:54:15

_config: vendeval

project: OpenView Configuration and Health Check

id_partl: R29

id_part2: 1795

cfms: A89210

vendor: TeamExcel

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Walt Swanson

eval_date: 10/20/2006

email_list: Terrie.Clark@dnr.state.mn.us

purpose: In-house staff did not possess the required skill to complete the tasks and OET

did not offer this service.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 8/31/2006

actual_date: 8/31/2006

contract_cost: $25,000.00

actual_cost: $22,597.50

cost_effective: Contacting was the only way to get the needed expertise to complete the

system configuration without disrupting network operations.

amended: No

terminated: No

:ngage: Yes

engage_e: Contractor changed personnel to make sure that the required expertise was

available when needed.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

‘ent: Friday, October 20, 2006 2:50 PM

fo: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Friday, October 20, 2006 at 14:49:54

_config: vendeval

project: OpenView Configuration and Health Check

id_partl: R29

id_part2: 1795

vendor: TeamExcel

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Walt Swanson

eval_date: 10/20/2006

purpose: In-house staff did not possess the required skill to complete the tasks and OET

did not offer this service.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 8/31/2006

actual_date: 8/31/2006

contract_cost: $25,000.00

actual_cost: $22,597.50

cost_effective: Contacting was the only way to get the needed expertise to complete the

system configuration without disrupting network operations.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

2ngage_e: Contractor changed personnel to make sure that the required expertise was
vailable when needed.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

‘ent: Monday, May 08, 2006 9:11 AM

io: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @ state.mn.us; Karl.Olmstead @state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Monday, May 08, 2006 at 09:11:04

_config: vendeval

project: FORIST Timber Sales Module (design)

id_partl: R29

id_part2: 1634

cfms: A77826

vendor: Caveo Technology

agency: Natural Resources Dept

evaluator: Karl Olmstead

eval_date: 04/25/2006

email_list: karl.olmstead@state.mn.us

purpose: The state needed analysis and design resources anticipating construction of a new

information system

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 12/31/2005

amended_date: 03/31/2006

actual_date: 03/24/2006

contract_cost: $156,000

amended_cost: $288,000

actual_cost: $287,807.1

cost_effective: State had insufficient staff to perform this work. The work is part of a

larger effort to replace an old, error-prone system that supports the state's $30 million
0 $40 million annual timber sales program. The replacement system will streamline

operations, improve information for setting program direction and for timber buyers.

amended: Yes

amended_e: State and contractor initially underestimated the level of effort required to

complete the work. State asked vendor to develop more detailed design products than the

state initially specified. '

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Vendor's work was of very high quality and at a level of detail that exceeded

the state's expectations.

comments: Roughly 15 percent of the planned work remained undone at the end of the

contract, but the 85 percent that was done excceded the state's expectations for quality.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $/0,000 -

Minnesota Statutes Section 16C.08, subdivision 4 (c), requires the head of an 5gency submit a one-page repbrt
to the commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over
$40,000.00.

Agency:

Natural Resources

Contractor Name: CFMS Contract Number:

Kodet Architectural Group Ltd. R29 FM 000000057

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
DNR Consolidated Headquarters at Windom MN, applicable): 3/5/1999 —12/31/2001

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

The Department of Natural Resources (DNR) received funding in the 1998 bonding bill to construct a new DNR
Area Headquarters in Windom MN. The DNR’s Bureau of Facilities and Operations Support is required to have
the Dept of Administration Designer Selection Board interview and hire a consultant Architect for any project
over $750,000.

The Designer Selection Board process was followed and Kodet Architectural Group Ltd. Was selected as the
designers of the project.

The consulting Architectural firm completed the design and assisted in project inspection.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
’ $252,585.00 1998 Bonding

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

The in-house Architectural staff from the DNR would not have been able to perform the service due to the large
work-load underway at the time of this contract. Also, at the time of the contract is was a Statutory requirement
that designers for all projects over $750,000 were selected by the Designer Selection Board.

We felt the project was completed in a timely mé‘nner, for a reasonable price and of high quality. .

\

Agency] Head Signature: Title: Date:
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

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
$40,000.00.

Agency:

Department of Natural Resources

Contractor Name: HDR Engineering, Inc. CFMS Contract Number: A14742

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
Pine Island Bog Horticultural Peat Development EIS applicable): 10/20/00 to 01/18/02

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

The DNR contracted with HDR Engineering, Inc. to assist in preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
for the proposed Pine Island Horticultural Peat Development in Koochiching County, Minnesota. It was
necessary to enter into a contract because DNR did not have staft available to complete the work within rule-
mandated timeframes, nor the requisite staff expertise.

Billable Hours (if applicable):602 hours (primary contractor); sub- Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: Funding
contractors were paid lump sums by primary contractor. $93,500 provided by project proposer
(Koochiching County)

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

The DNR did not have staff available to reassign to work on the EIS; nor the necessary staff expertise. In-house
EIS preparation would have required hiring a number of new staff with expertise in a wide variety of
environmental issues, including issues exceeding the normal expertise of DNR staff, such as socioeconomic
analysis, water quality assessment, and predicting noise and air pollution.

EISs must be completed in limited timeframes that a) do not readily accommodate hiring additional temporary
staff, and b) would require existing staff to suspend all work on other Department work. With the short
timeframes, and wide array of issues, hiring a contractor to prepare the EIS was the most efficient way to
complete. Finally, the EQB’s rules for EIS preparation allow the Department to assess the project proposer all
costs of EIS preparation, including contract costs.

Agency Head Signature: Title: . LI Date:
g 7
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Master Contract Project Report

Agency  pepartment of Natural Resources - Division of Fish & Wildlife

Contract Firm University of Illinois - Natural History Survey Master Contract Number
Project Name Genetic Analysis | Project Number Project Duration (Dates)
of MN Fish Populations 601 10/15/92 - 9/30/96

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

One of the goals of the Minnesota DNR is to protect the genetic diversity of native game fish.
As the genetic diversity of most game fish species is unknown it was necessary to identify genetic
distinct stocks throughout the state. After such identification, the DNR can undertake
meaningful actions to protect this genetic diversity. The contract was to determine the genetic
diversity of 14 gamefish species within the state.

Billable Hours (if applicable) Amount Spent Source of Funding
$171,000 Game & Fish 230/600

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

This contract was part of a multi-state study (Illinois and Wisconsin) which reduced the cost to
all participating agencies. Normally, it would be expected that a project of this size and
complexity would cost $300,000 to $500,000. The contract was necessary as we had neither the
personnel, equipment, nor expertise to undertake this necessary project.

Chief Executive Signature Date

2 Moo [PAprs G | 2129/ 9

MN Statute 16B.1'>,/Sub((t(é{ requires that the Chief Executive of an agency submit a one-page report
the Commissioner of Administration upon completion of a contract over $40,000.00
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 6 Aug 2009 11:06:31 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/06/2009.

project: OET DB2 Database

id_part1: G46

id_part2: 2396

cfms: B27918

vendor: Virtelligence

agency: OMBUDSMAN FOR CORRECTIONS

evaluator: Babu Kunjummen

eval date: 08/05/2009

purpose: DB2 Database for DEED was growing fast and there were failures.
A DB2 consultant was required to give staff proper improvement
recommendations.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 05/08/2009

actual_date: 05/08/2009

contract_cost: 35,000

actual_cost: 28,120

cost_effective: Generally having contractors is an ineffective way of
doing work. Once the contractor leaves, the knowledge also leaves. In
this particular case, for short term work, of making evaluation and
recommendations, YES, it is effective.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: No

engage_e: We may want to do business with the contract firm again, but NOT
with this particular contractor. He was not the best of the breed when it
comes to interpersonal skills.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 6 Aug 2009, 11:22 Page 1 of 1
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

Agency:
Peace Officer Standards and Training Board

Contract Firm: Master Contract No:
The Upper Midwest Community Policing Institute (UMCPI) | A29687

Project Name: Project No: | Project Duration (Dates)
Racial Profiling Training Materials and Seminars A29687 11/08/01 to 06/30/02

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

To fulfill the requirements of Minnesota Special Session 2001, Chapter 8, Article 7, Sections 11 and 3,
Subd 7 which include providing training materials regarding racial profiling for chief law enforcement
officers and other officers with supervisory authority and facilitating regional training seminars to raise
awareness about racial profiling. The POST Board entered into a contract because it was not within the
purview of the Board to provide law enforcement related training, only to approve such training.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Amount Spent: Source of Funding:
$ 237,587.37 Minnesota Legislature

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

Due to legislative time constraints, the racial profiling training materials and seminars had to be
organized very quickly. UMCPI had already conducted several training seminars on racial profiling in
Wisconsin, lowa and South Dakota and therefore had the necessary expertise required for preparing
materials and identifying qualified faculty. Also, UMCPI’s staff was trained in understanding the exact
requirements of state policies and legislation. Since Minnesota’s legislation was very specific on the
issues that had to be covered in the training materials and seminars, CPl was proficient at meeting
those requirements. In addition, since UMCPI had experience working with communities and local law
enforcement agencies, they were able to quickly use their established contacts to organize the training
seminars and advertise them to ensure police departments were aware of the courses. Finally, UMCPI
was recognized as a leader and innovator in the area of law enforcement education, and POST had
partnered with UMCPI in previous projects in which they had demonstrated expertise and
professionalism.

+

Chief Executive Signature; Title: Date:

el W/ Lo Wagh|  J2-6-02

[N

MN Statute 16C.08, Subd. 4 (a), requires that the Chief Executive of an agency submit a one page report to the
Commissioner of Administration upon completion of a contract over $40,000.00.

ADMIN. Report40.doc (07-01-98)



7 ‘ ‘Department.o.f Pub.lic Safet‘y
o Fiscal & Administrative Services
Attn: Janet Weber
444 Cedar Street, Suite 126, Town Square
St. Paul, MN 55101-5126

EVALUATION OF CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE
(Complete all parts of this form within 30 days after contract end date.)

Department/Division/Name: Contractor Name:

Peace Officer Standards and Training Board The Upper Midwest Community Policing Institute
{(UMCPH)

Contract No: Contract Amount: : Contract Effective Dates From: To:

A29687 .| $262,501.00 11/08/01 06/30/02

Amendment No: Amendment Amount: Amendment Dates, if any From: To:

Brief description of work required:

According to the requirements stated in Minnesota Special Session 2001, Chapter 8, Article 7, Sections 11 and 3, Subd.
7, prepare training materials for Minnesota chief law enforcement officers and other Minnesota peace officers with
supetrvisory authority; organize and conduct regional training seminars; and collect and compile relevant data in a written
report pertaining to the regional training seminars.

Attach additional sheets for items 1-5, if needed.

1. Were the objectives of the contract accomplished in the specified time? , Yes X No []
If no, explain:

2. Did the work involve recommendations for future actions by your agency? Yes[ | No [X
If yes, will these recommendations be implemented? " Yes[ ] No[]
If no, explain:

3.  Were the customer’s services and documents produced satisfactorily? Yes X] No [ ]
If no, explain

4. Would you engage the contractor’s services again? » Yes X] No []
If no, explain

5. General comments:
UMPCI demonstrated strong expertise and extreme professionalism in all areas of the contract.

Complete when the final product of the contract is a report

Report Title: ' Report Date:
Report to the Legislature, From the Executive Director of the Minnesota Board of Peace February 2002
Officer Standards and Training

Copies sent to: Legislative Reference Library ~ Other (specify):

Additional copies ordered | No: N/A | Date:

/\

Slonature of Contract Auth gent: Date: . Agency Authorized Signature: Date:

S " ,
) | Yo | f Witk e
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $40,000

Agency Board of Peace Officer Standards and Training

Contract Firm SafeNet Consulting Inc. Master Contract Number 412826 Order #31684345

Project Name Project Number Project Duration (Dates)

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

The PRT Roaco Wecensing application had grawn obsclebe. The
<yskemn Yot was or‘.%’\y\c\\\\/ Sebwp wog nok as expansable og
wos Firsk l‘."\ov.sh\-_. The conkrockeor Wwas hired Lo uPAqL_Q
bL\L\)po%raM_ b a.DP\t‘cuk‘.ov\ wWos converted. Scom
Visuwol Rasgic U us‘-ms MicroseSe Access Lo Viswal Ragic b p\g.‘y\s
MicrosoS E SAL Server. This was rece ssary Lo conkract
ouvkt owe Lo Ele COMP\{,)C;EY oF Lhe CNPP\‘\cabior\ an A
SkaST tegkraink s abk bthe Raacd.

Billable Hours (if applicable) S‘BS O Amount Spent Source of Funding

$47,260.% Z00

Explain why this amount was a cost effective way for the agency to provide its services or products better or more efficiently.
Do b e complexiky invelveds TN bwig coenversion, b wag
rmocre cosk eNSective Lo contreck Services than to Weep

b incWmousge., OTSS was Conbtackedh SeNcore any REP wenk
ownkt o o‘u-e_skiov\ T POoST wikw OT4s'e Suppoerkt coulan
complete this projeck v a binely Fachion., The answer
was G Simple Mo, Wik ke \a\noc Shortage that Currew{-\\/
ex;skts ivn  kho Lec\r\no\o5\eg Ciela,, 1k s mora oFbken than
rotb the case tnak a privebte Nirm wikh ddicake o

Te Souwrces con woSkt cesk QQQch_‘.uc_\\/ prov”\ddl. Service

Chief Executive Signature Title Date

il Ll oo e

%tatute 16C.08, Subd. 4 (a) requires that the Chief Executive of an agency submit a one-page report to the Commissioner of

Administration upon completion of a contract over $40,000.00.
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State Of MinneSOta \ LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION ON PENSIONS AND RETIREMENT

TO: Robbie W. LaFleur, Director, Legislative Reference Library

FROM: Lawrence A. Martin, Executive Director ﬂé

RE: Report on Completed Professional or Technical Services Contract under Minnesota Statutes,
Section 3.225

DATE: August 1, 2002

As required by Minnesota Statutes, Section 3.225, this is the one-page performance report to be filed with the
Legislative Reference Library on the actuarial services contract between Milliman USA and the Legislative
Commission on Pensions and Retirement that was finally completed on June 30, 2002.

The following is the pertinent information on this professional services contract, now finally completed:

1. Purpose of Contract: The actuarial services contract between the established actuarial consulting firm of
Milliman USA of Brookfield, Wisconsin and Minneapolis, Minnesota, was entered into in order to comply
with the requirements of Minnesota Statutes, Section 3.85, Subdivision 11, Paragraph (a). The actuarial
services contract is necessary in order to produce the annual actuarial valuations for the 14 statewide and major
local Minnesota public retirement plans and the various prior local police and fire consolidation accounts
required by Minnesota Statutes, Section 356.215, to produce the quadrennial experience studies of the three
largest Minnesota public retirement plans for Fiscal Year 2000 under Minnesota Statutes, Section 356.215, and
to perform actuarial cost impact estimates of pending legislation and any other actuarial and benefit consulting
services required by the Commission.

2. Amount Spent on Contract: For the four years covered by the contract, the Commission spent the following

amounts:
Fiscal Year 1999 $275,051.24%*
Fiscal Year 2000 $250,071.15%*
Fiscal Year 2001 $233,864.75*
Fiscal Year 2002%* $227,474.77*

*  Includes amounts expended under the contract for the benefit of other parties and reimbursed or reimbursable by them.
** Expenditure total for Fiscal Year 2002 is through May 30, 2002.

3. Explanation of Cost Effectiveness: Consistently produced and accurate actuarial data and well-informed and
experienced actuarial consulting are essential for the Legislature, the Executive Branch, the retirement plan
administrations, the participating employers, the retirement plan memberships, the taxpayers, and the current
and potential bondholders of the State in order to judge the financial soundness of the various retirement plans
and their recurring contribution requirements. To the best knowledge of the Commission staff, only three
states (California, New York, and Washington) attempt to perform the various actuarial functions utilizing
state employees and state owned computer hardware and software rather than retaining outside actuarial
consultants. The recently completed contract with Milliman USA resulted in the provision of this required
data and consulting services in a more efficient, cost-effective, and reliable manner than depending on various
consulting actuaries retained by the various retirement plans. The annual actuarial consulting fee paid to
Milliman USA totaled less than three one-thousandths of one percent of the total covered payroll of all
applicable Minnesota public retirement plans, totaled two one-hundredths of one percent of the annual total
actuarial cost of all applicable Minnesota public retirement plans, and totaled two one-hundredths of one
percent of the annual total contributions to all applicable Minnesota public retirement plans.

If you have any questions regarding this report, please contact me (296-6806.)

sy Page 1 LM073102-2
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 12 Aug 2009 15:00:03 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/12/2009.

project: Website Maintenance and Enhancements
id_part1: H7D

id_part2: 2071

cfms: A84733

vendor: G L Suite

agency: Pharmacy Board

evaluator: Patricia Eggers

eval_date: 08/12/2009

email_list: pat.a.eggers@state.mn.us

purpose: To enhance the on-line services section of our web page,
enhancements or changes to specific areas in our data base, and
development of specific reports.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2008

actual_date: 12/23/2008

contract_cost: 60015.06

actual_cost: 60015.06

cost_effective: G L Suite is a single source provider
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 21 Aug 2009, 8:04 Page 1 of 1
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 5 Oct 2009 14:54:42 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 10/05/2009.

project: EDMS implementation and records management program development
id_part1: r32

id_part2: 2284

cfms: B20543

vendor: The Macro Group

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Chris Johnson

eval_date: 10/05/2009

email_list: sanderson@macrogroup.net, barb@blackburnconsultinginc.com,
myrna.halbach@state.mn.us, chris.j.johnson@state.mn.us

purpose: Assist in planning and development of a taxonomy interface;
continue the creation and updating of records retention schedule; develop
a document typename dictionary/ thesaurus for use with the taxonomy;
assist in developing records management training; assist in OnBase
deployment as needed as a business analyst.

accomplished: No

accomplished_e: The contractor completed the retention schedule update.
The state had to assign resources to a different area of training,

however, the contractor participated in that new training to help the

state complete its objective. The state was unable to provide the
necessary resources to work on the taxonomy interface. The contractor
provided business analyst work as needed and as requested. The contractor
completed the dictionary/thesaurus with the information provided by the
state at the time.

contract_date: 09/30/2008

actual_date: 9/30/2008

contract_cost: $165,000

actual_cost: $125,000

cost_effective: Due to the state not have enough resources to complete
this project, it has been a very good investment to hire a knowledgeable
and unbiased contractor to fill in the resource voids and help keep the
project on track.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: The contractor was very flexible and easy to work with. The
state caused project setbacks due to resource shortages, yet the
contractor was able to fill some of the voids to keep the project moving.
The final cost of the contract was under budget.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 5 Oct 2009, 14:59 Page 1 of 2
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 28 Jul 2009 14:34:35 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/28/2009.

project: Security Monitoring 24x7x365

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 2032

cfms: BO7035

vendor: BT Counterpane

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Brian Matheson

eval_date: 07/28/2009

purpose: We have been using Counterpane as our security monitoring service
through a previous state contract (ITG, now OET) since early 2003 and need
to continue this arrangement, at least until the state has done another
RFP for the Enterprise on this type of service, because of the nature of
the service setup, and the importance of the service to the Agencies
information security program. It also appears that OET will not have a
solution this year, so we will need to extend the contract in October for
one additional year at least.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 10/12/2008

amended_date: 10/11/2009

actual_date: 10/11/2009

contract_cost: $63,272.15

actual_cost: $63,272.15

cost_effective: We do not have the resources internally, nor does OET, to
currently provide this service which is fital to our security program.

(from above) We have been using Counterpane as our security monitoring
service through a previous state contract (ITG, now OET) since early 2003
and need to continue this arrangement, at least until the state has done
another RFP for the Enterprise on this type of service, because of the
nature of the service setup, and the importance of the service to the
Agencies information security program. It also appears that OET will not
have a solution this year, so we will need to extend the contract in
October for one additional year at least.

amended: Yes

amended_e: We were given the option to extend it for the same amount in
one year increments up to 3 years. This is a drastically reduced price
from other services of this type because of prior state contracts.
terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: This is extremely valuable to the security program at the PCA.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 29 Jul 2009, 8:13 Page 1 of 2



Until OET has a SIEM solution to offer Agencies, which they are working
towards, but not there yet, we need to continue with this service.

| Printed for Kelly Heffron, 29 Jul 2009, 8:13 Page 2 of 2



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 10 Mar 2009 10:07:51 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 03/10/2009.

project: Lake Pepin TMDL Technology Focus

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1853

cfms: A92174

vendor: Advanced Strategies Inc.

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Mark Olsen

eval date: 3/10/2009

purpose: This project will result in the development of a Business Data
(Object) Model that will characterize all of the components necessary to
develop a comprehensive data management solution to support the Lake Pepin
TMDL project specifically and MPCA s TMDL program in general. Based on the
scope of the business processes included in this effort, and the expected
complexity of the model and the data types it will represent, a highly
trained specialist in business object modeling is necessary to effectively
accomplish this task.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 11/30/2006

amended_date: 6/30/2007

actual_date: 6/30/2007

contract_cost: 50,000

actual_cost: 46,876.85

cost_effective: The Lake Pepin TMDL is the highest priority TMDL being
conducted by the MPCA. A Business Data (Object) Model was essential to
characterize all of the components necessary to develop a comprehensive
data management solution to support this effort and the TMDL program in
general. Because of the complexity of this effort, a highly trained

modeling specialist was contracted to lead this effort. In that way we

were able to minimize the participation time of the large number of

subject matter experts needed for the modeling sessions while at the same
time maximizing the value of the results.

amended: Yes

amended_e: A time extension was necessary to accommodate the schedules of
the numerous agency subject matter participants. There was no change to
costs.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The products and services delivered by the contractor were fully
in compliance with the contract. The contractor was highly effective at

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 10 Mar 2009, 10:10 Page 1 of 2



capturing the essential information components and depicting them. We
have used the resulting model and have found it to be extremely valuable
and complete.
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: City of Pelican Rapids . CFMS Contract Number: A92700

Project Name (if applicable): See attached Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): See attached
applicable): See attached

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

This contract related to a petroleum leak site in the City of Pelican Rapids. Leak site #8524, had polluted groundwater within the Munici'})al Well Field which provided
drinking water to the City. A Joint Powers Agreement with the City of Pelican Rapids provided for the pumping of Municipal Well #14, which was contaminated with
petroleum, thereby preventing the contamination’s spread to other, nearby municipal wells.

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

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

This Joint Powers Agreement was offered to the City of Pelican Rapids as a single source of the needed service due to the fact that the City was the sole owner of the
municipal well.

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

The City was the sole owner of Municipal Well #14.

_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.

Agency Head Signature: 1 ,{iﬂfza ol Date:
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+ Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

Contractor/Grantee Information

Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

o 5
(Contract staff use only)

CR:

Contractor/

Grantee name: City of Pelican Rapids Total Value: _ $50,000
Contract/Grant \ Funding

number: A92700 source: Petrofund
Evaluation Evaluation

start date: 8/29/06 end date: 9/5/08

Project title: Pelican Rapids Well #14 - pump water to waste to control ground water flow direction

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Project Management

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning X O O O O ] ] ([
2. | Resource utilization O O ] X O O O O
3. | Special situations X O O ] O ] U O
4. | Subcontractor management O O O O | [ O
5. | Responsiveness [ O ] 0| O O O
6. | Communication:
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [X O O O O O O O
b. General O O O ] ] O ]
c. Delivery X O O O O O O O
d. Schedule X O ] 0O ] [ O O
e. Budget X D O O O O O O
7. | Proactive communication X O O O O O O ]
Deliverables
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory] Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports X O O O O ] I:] O
2. | Work plan objectives met O O O X O 1 O 1
3. | Deliverables received X Yes [ No
4. | Quality of deliverables O ’ | ‘ O | X t O I O l d ]
Schedule
Very Un- -
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
Schedule maintenance X O O O O O O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? | X Yes [ No

If no, why:

[T] Contractor staffing problems
] MPCA staffing problems
[] Other (describe): ’

[J Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
[J MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule

-3, Deliverable received on time?

1 X Yes [JNo

j-admin2-06
10/26/07

Page 1 of 2



Budget

Improvement shown?

Score (select one)

Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O X O O O ]
a. Were any change orders needed , ‘
to adjust the budget? X Yes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
b. Were any contract amendments
needed to adjust the budget? Yes [1No .
If yes, how many: 1 Why: To extend the term of the contract and add funds for well repairs
2. | Management of budget O O O X O (| O O
3. | Accurate invoicing: O O O X O O O O
a. Any disputed invoices? [JYes XINo
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted :
invoices? [dYes No
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un- :
N/A | Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O O [] X O O O O
2. | Data quality X O O O O O O 1
3. | Adherence to program requirements X O O O O O O O
4. | Creativity/innovation X O O O O O ] O
Overall Performance
Very Un- )
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O O X L] | O [
- Conclusion/Comments
Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us
(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”) ‘
If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246
i-admin2-06 , ,
10/26/07 Page 2 of 2



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: Perficient CFMS Contract Number: B12962

Project Name (if applicable): See attached : Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): See attached
- applicable): See attached

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
The contractor was tasked to obtain customer input and use it to recommend approaches to ensure that the MPCA website (www.pca.state.mn.us):
1. Reflected MPCA’s mission and strategic direction.

2. Provided excellent service to our customers.
3. Presented a public face of the agency that is engaging and timely.

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

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

MPCA staff had conversations with the Office of Enterprise Technology (OET), a state government organization that provides technical services to other state
agencies. It was determined that while they do provide web consulting services, the scale of the customér research required by this proposal was beyond their capacity.
In fact, OET is in the process of preparing a proposed contract for similar services.

Within the agency, expertise on customer research was found to exist; however, the particular difficulties in getting feedback on web sites was not something that
agency staff had experience in, and outside help seemed to be warranted.

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.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date: '
/bk brﬂm - 8 SeirEumbeL TooF
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Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

Contractor/Grantee Information

Contkactor/ Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

CR:

1003

(Contract staff use only)

Contractor/

Grantee name: Perficient Total Value: 111,200
Contract/Grant Funding

number: B12962 source: 200 D510 P52
Evaluation Evaluation

start date: 1/1/2006 end date: 6/30/2008
Project title: WebsSite Integration

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the conftract/grant.)

Project Management Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un- . )
N/A Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O O O O O X O O
2. | Resource utilization O O O O O X O O
3. | Special situations O O O O O X O O
4. | Subcontractor management O O O O O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O O O O X J O
6. | Communication: :
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [] O O [ O X O |
b. General |1 a O O O O X O Ol
c. Delivery O O O O O X O O
d. Schedule O O O O O X ] O
e. Budget O O O ] X O O ]
7.- | Proactive communication O O O O O X O O
Deliverables
. Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory Satisfactory] Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O O X O O
2. | Work plan objectives met O O O O O X O ]
3. | Deliverables received Yes []No
4. | Quality of deliverables ojlo] o | o o]l r | O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory] Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Schedule maintenance O O O O O X O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? | [X] Yes [] No
If no, why: . '
[ Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
] MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule
. [] Contractor staffing problems
; [J] MPCA staffing problems
[ Other (describe): ,
3. | Deliverable received on time? | X Yes []No
i-admin2-06
10/26/07 Page 1 of 2



Budgét

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory] Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O O O X O O
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? [dYes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
b.. Were any contract amendments
needed to adjust the budget? dYes X No
If yes, how many: Why: :
2. | Management of budget O O O O O X [ |
3. | Accurate invoicing: O a . O O X O O O
a. Any disputed invoices? X Yes []No
If yes, why: ’
b. Any incorrectly submitted
invoices? X Yes [1No
Included expenses that were not called for in the work order. They fixed without
If yes, why: argument. \

Technical Competence and Innovation

Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactor)J Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) | [J | O O O X O [
2. | Data quality O O O O O X O O
3. | Adherence to program requirements O O O O O X O ]
4. | Creativity/innovation O O O O O X O 1
Overall Performance
' Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O O O O X O O

Conclusion/Comments

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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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.

“Istructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: MPCA

Contractor Name: Itasca County Environmental Services » CFMS Contract Number: B01275

Project Name (if applicable): Itasca County Tire Clean-up Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 5/1/07 - 10/31/07
applicable):

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: Itasca County will provide the proper steps to complete the removal of
approximately 50,000 tires at their demolition landfill. Itasca County will oversee the proper removal and recycling of these tires and ensure the process meets MPCA
criteria as it relates to disposal of tires.

Billable Hours (if applicable): ‘ Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
$50,000 State

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

Removal and proper disposal of these tires will help to ensure a reduction in the potential environmental impacts that storing over 50,000 bailed tires outside can cause.
This impact may include the reduction in potential for fire, the reduction in the generation of leachate as well as any health issues that result from the storage of waste
tires. :

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

- This governmental unit was selected as a result of volunteering to store these tires for the MPCA as the result of a 1990-1991 MPCA enforcement action. The MPCA
needed a place to store the tires until final disposal options were determined. They had been stored at the Itasca County Demolition Landfill ever since 1991.

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

Performance was good.

Agency Head Signature: é(&Q@f Title:bgﬂ‘% Date:
' o M A o LR I SR G ooen ber 220
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Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

Contractor/Grantee Information

Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

Contractor/ ‘

Grantee name: Itasca County Environmental Services Total Value:  $50,000
Contract/Grant Funding

number: B01275 source: 330 B315 G19 NOMA
Evaluation Evaluation

start date: 05/01/07 end date: 10/31/07

Project title: ltasca County Tire Clean-up

CR:
(Contract staff use only)

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Project Management

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O O o O X O O O
2. | Resource utilization O O O O X O O O
3. | Special situations O O O O X ] ] ]
4. | Subcontractor management O O O O X O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O [ O X ] ] O
6. | Communication:
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [] ] O O DX( O O O
b. General O O ] O X U ] O
c. Delivery | O O O X O O O
d.  Schedule O O O | X O ] O
e. Budget O O O O X O ] O
7. | Proactive communication O O O O X ] O O
Deliverables
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory] Good| Excellent Yes .No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O X O ] O
2. | Work plan objectives met O O O O D | O O
3. | Deliverables received X Yes [No
4. | Quality of deliverables ojlo| o | o | x| g | O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Schedule maintenance O O ] O X O O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? | []Yes []No

If no, why:

[J Contractor staffing problems
1 MPCA staffing problems
[[] Other (describe):

[] Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
[J MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule

/ 3. | Deliverable received on time?

][EYes I No

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Budget Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O O X 1 O O
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? [JYes Xl No
If yes, how many: Why:
b. Were any contract amendments
needed to adjust the budget? [Yes XINo
If yes, how many: Why:
Management of budget O O O O X ] O [
3. | Accurate invoicing: O O O O D O O O
a. Any disputed invoices? [dYes [No
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted
invoices? - [1Yes [INo
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O O O 1 X O O O
2. | Data quality O O ] O X O O ]
3. | Adherence to program requirements 1 O O O X [ O O
4. | Creativity/innovation O O O O O Ll ]
Overall Performance
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| - Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O O | X O O ]
Conclusion/Comments
Submit completed form to:  contracts@pca.state.mn.us
(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)
If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246
i-admin2-06
10/26/07 Page 2 of 2



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: MPCA

Contractor Name: Basset Creek Watershed Management Commission CFMS Contract Number: A99335

Project Name (if applicable): Sweeny Lake TMDL Project Number (if applicable): | Project Duration (Dates): 3/29/07 — 6/30/08

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: The local watershed listed above will undertake a series
of activities via this contract that will lead to the completion of a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) study for impairments in
Sweeny Lake #27-0035-01 which is listed on Minnesota’s 303(d) list.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding:
' $84,000 State & federal

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

Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission is clearly and legitimately the single source to conduct the TMDL for Sweeney Lake 27-0035-01, being a joint
powers between the cities that encompass the watershed of Sweeney Lake.

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

Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commiission is clearly and legitimately the single source to conduct the TMDL for Sweeney Lake 27-0035-01, being a joint
powers between the cities that encompass the watershed of Sweeney Lake.

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

Performance was satisfactory. Worked closely with the subcontractor, did not see much project management other than finacial from the contractor.

Dsvtersa

' Y2
Agency Head Signature: y /) bé Title: ;bl et Date: -é,
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innesota Pollution
g"

Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

Cohtractor/Grantee Information

Contractor/

Grantee name: Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission Total Value:

Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

R_LO1K
(Contract staff use only)

Contract/Grant
number: A99335
Evaluation

6-30-08

start date:

Project title:

Sweeney Lake Excess Nutrients TMDL (Phase 1)

84,000.00

Funding
source:

State and Federal

Evaluation
end date:

6-30-08

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Project Management

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-

) N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O O O X O O Ol [
2. | Resource utilization O O O O O O O
3. | Special situations O O - Od X O | O O O
4. | Subcontractor management O O O X O O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O O X O O O O
6. | Communication:

a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [0 | [ O X ] ] L] 0
b. General O O O X O O | ]
c. Delivery O O O X O O O O
d.  Schedule O | O | X O O O O
e. Budget O O O X O O O ]
7. | Proactive communication O O X O O O ] ]
Deliverables
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O X O O O
2. | Work plan objectives met O O O O X O O ]
3. | Deliverables received X Yes [No
4. | Quality of deliverables olo] o | ®x [O] O O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
Schedule maintenance O ] ] X O ] O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? X Yes []No

If no, why:

[J Contractor staffing problems
[J MPCA staffing problems
[] Other (describe):

[J Contractor's unavailability to keep schedule
[J MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule

3. | Deliverable received on time?

IIZ]Yes [INo

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Budget

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O X O O O O
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? [ Yes No
If yes, how many: Why:
b. Were any contract amendments :
needed to adjust the budget? [JYes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
2. | Management of budget O O O X O O O O
3. | Accurate invoicing: O O O O O X O O
a. Any disputed invoices? dYes [INo
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted
invoices? [dYes [INo
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O O O X O O O O
2. | Data quality O O O O X O O O
3. | Adherence to program requirements O O O X O O O |
4. | Creativity/innovation O O X O O O O |
Overall Performance
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O O X O | O O

Conclusion/Comments

Worked closely with the subcontractor, did not see much project management other than finaf\:ial from the contractor.

n

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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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
‘zommissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00.

Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: ICF Consulting Services, LLC CFMS Contract Number: B01090 '
Project Name (if applicable): Method Project Number (if | Project Duration (Dates): 05/14/07 -
development for evaluating risks of applicable): 4/14/08

consumng non-mercury, PBT-contaminated

fish

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

The contractor was hired to develop a model to predict the uptake and bioaccumulation of (non-mercury)
pollutants into fish tissue. These pollutants are anticipated to be emitted in quantities above existing ambient
air concentrations and are associated with projects being proposed by industrial facilities. Predicted fish tissue
concentrations can be used to estimate risks to people who may routinely eat the fish. Pohcy and permitting
decisions will be informed by the results of these modeling exercises.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Source of Funding: 330 E617 A01
Amount: TTLS5
$118,229.09

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

Due to the specialized knowledge and experience needed, workforce limitations, and the insurance
requirements, no state employee can perform this type of service. Results of the model requested by the
contract would assist the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency in meeting statutory directive Minn. Statutes
116.02, subd. 6 to "make final decisions on the following matters.... (2) the need for an environmental impact
statement following preparation of an environmental assessment worksheet under applicable rules ...... (3) the
scope and adequacy of environmental impact statements". Results of the model will provide information on
the potential for significant harm from air emissions from a given project, which is one of the criteria
considered in making these decisions.

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.

Agency Head Signature: Title: | Date:
gency & b il ecxreld
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Contractor/Grantee Ihformation

Contractor/
Grantee name:

Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

| Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

ICF Consulting Services, LLC

Total Value:

~ Contract/Grant

number:

$118,229.09

R O\

(Contract staff use only)

Funding

source:

Evaluation
start date:

May 14, 2007

330 E617 AO1 TTLS

Evaluation

end date:

Project title:

April 14, 2008

Method development for evaluating risks of consumng non-mercury, PBT-contaminated fish

Project Management

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O O O O X O O O
2. | Resource utilization O O O O X O O O
3. | Special situations O O O O X O O O
4. | Subcontractor management X | O O [ | O |
5. | Responsiveness n| O [ O O X ] ]
6. | Communication: '
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | X O O O O ] O ]
b. General O O O | O X O ]
c. - Delivery O O O O X ] O ]
d.  Schedule O | O [l L] X [ ] ]
e. Budget O O O O O X O |
7. | Proactive communication O O] O ] O X [ O
Deliverables
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O X O O O
2. | Work plan objectives met O ] | X | ] [l [l
3. | Deliverables received X Yes []No '
4. | Quality of deliverables Ooj]o] o [ o | x| O O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Schedule maintenance O O O O X O | O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? X Yes []No

If no, why:

[] Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
[C] MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule
[ Contractor staffing problems

[J MPCA staffing problems

[] Other (describe):

Deliverable received on time?

| X Yes []No

i-admin2-06

10/26/07
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Budget

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O] Od O O O X O O
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? X Yes [ No
If yes, how many: 2 Why: transferred money from some tasks to other tasks (<10% of budget)
b. Were any contract amendments ‘
needed to adjust the budget? [dYes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
2. | Management of budget O O O O D O O Ll
3. | Accurate invoicing: O O O O X O O [
a. Any disputed invoices? [JYes X No
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted '
invoices? OYes XINo -
If yes, why:
- Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O [ O O X O | O
2. | Data quality O] Od O O O X O O
3. | Adherence to program requirements | [] O O O X O 1 [l
4. | Creativity/innovation O O O ] O X O I
Overall Performance
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O O O X | | Ll

Conclusion/Comments

| would consider hiring this contractor again to help with complex projects

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name:  Dr. William W. Walker, Jr. CFMS Contract Number: A99417

Project Name (if applicable): P8-Stormwater | Prbj ect Number (if | Project Duration (Dates): 04/03/07-
Software Upgrade : applicable): 06/30/07

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract:
To develop a working version of P8 Windows and the interface software distributed through the P8 web site.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Source of Funding: 330 B225 WT8
: Amount: $60,000 NOMA

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

The contract was necessary to assess the effectiveness of municipal stormwater treatment measures. There
are about 300 Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s) requiring permits from the MPCA. The
MPCA is charged with the responsibility to regulate and oversee the implementation of stormwater treatment
measures conducted by the municipalities across Minnesota. To do so, we must employ standard assessment
tools that can be efficiently crafted per town and then reviewed by regulatory staff.

‘| If this was a single source contract, explain why the agency determined there was only a single source for the
. services: ’ '

P8 is the only public domain model for predicting the generation and transport of stormwater runoff
pollutants in urban watersheds. The model is widely used in Minnesota to examine the water quality
implications of stormwater treatment Best Management Practices by municipalities. The model upgrades
under this contract, were necessary for more automated use of the model by Minnesota’s municipalities with
many Best Management Practices (such as stormwater ponds, rain gardens, infiltration ponds), and to
improve the small storm runoff predictions.

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.

Dryise

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date: ‘ o
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Minnesota Pollution
- Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road

St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

Contractor/Grantee Information

CR:

Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

S

(Contract staff use only)

Contractor/

Grantee name: Dr. William W. Walker, Jr. Total Value:  $60,000
Contract/Grant Funding

number: A99417 source: State
Evaluation Evaluation

start date: April 7, 2007 end date: June 30, 2007

Project title:

P8 Stormwater Software Upgrade

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Project Management Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O B O O | X O O
2. | Resource utilization O O O O O ] O
3. | Special situations O O O [l O X O |
4. | Subcontractor management X O O O O - O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O ] ] O [l |
6. | Communication:
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [] O O [ O X [l I:]
b. General O O O O O X O |
c. Delivery O O O O O X O O
d. Schedule O O O O O X O L]
e. Budget O O O O O X O O
7. | Proactive communication O O O O O D( O Il
Deliverables =
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes \ No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O X O O L]
2. | Work plan objectives met O O . O O X O O
3. | Deliverables received X Yes []No '
4. | Quality of deliverables olo ] o | o |o]l] ®x | O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Schedule maintenance X O O O O O O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? X Yes [JNo
if no, why:
[] Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
[] MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule
[] Contractor staffing problems
] MPCA staffing problems
[] Other (describe):
3. | Deliverable received on time? ‘ X Yes []No
i-admin2-06
10/26/07 Page 1 of 2



Budget Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory| Good| Excelient Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O O O X O O
a. Were any change orders needed ’
to adjust the budget? [[1Yes X No
If yes, how many: Why: '
b. Were any contract amendments
needed to adjust the budget? [dYes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
Management of budget O O l O O X O ]
Accurate invoicing: O O O 1 O X O O
a. Any disputed invoices? [dYes X No
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted
invoices? [dYes X No
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un- '
» N/A | Poor satisfactory, Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) | [] O O O O X O O
2. | Data quality : X O O O ] 1 O O
3. | Adherence to program requirements O ] O O O X O O
4. | Creativity/innovation O O O O O X O |
Overall Performance
Very Un-
N/A-| Poor |- satisfactory -Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance ] O O O O X O O

Conclusion/Comments

On this contract, Dr. Walker worked with Minnesota Pollution Control Agency staff , Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources,
Minnesota consulting companies (inkind) and University of Wisconsin -Madison researchers (inkind contributions) to provide state of
the art upgrades for his public domain software. This model has been widely used in Minnesota and was in need of three key
component upgrades - that were accomplished on time and within budget. This contractor is a nationally recognized water quality
modeling authority whose model, P8 has been peer reviewed and widely recognized tool for stormwater management evaluations.
All of the project participants were very pleased with work provided by Dr. Walker. This model has been available as public domain

software (free).

http://www.wwwalker.net/p8/

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
‘Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: RTI International CFMS Contract Number: B00361
Project Name (if applicable): Life Cycle Project Number (if | Project Duration (Dates): 04/17/07 -
Analysis applicable): 06/30/08

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

The MPCA needed to use a particular life cycle analysis model to perform life cycle analysis of a wide range
of waste management options.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Total Contract Source of Funding: 330 B314 G19
Amount: $65,928 NOMA

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

The model was developed with direction and support from the U.S. EPA, and nothing comparable to it was
available within the state system. In addition, the contractor was one of the principle designers and builders
of the model, and no one else (certainly no one within the state) was remotely familiar with, or qualified to
operate, the model. In addition, the model is licensed, and access to it is restricted. Unlike other life-cycle
models, this model eventually will be made available to the general public at a nominal charge. The MPCA
Solid Waste Program is planning to purchase a working copy of the model for future in-house use.

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

In conjunction with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), this firm developed a particular
computer model which the MPCA needed to use to perform life cycle analysis of diverse waste management
options.

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.
Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:
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Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194

&

Contractor/Grantee Information

Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Contract Unit

CR:

(Contract staff use only)

Contractor/
Grantee name: RTI International Total Value: 65,928
Contract/Grant Funding
number: B00361 source: 330 B314 G19 NOMA
Evaluation Evaluation
start date: 4-17-07 end date: 6/30/08
Project title: Life Cycle Analysis
(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)
Project Management Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning | O O O O X O O
2. | Resource utilization O O O O O X ] H
3. | Special situations O O O O O X O O
4. | Subcontractor management X O O O O O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O O O O O O
6. | Communication:
‘a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [] O O O O X O O
b. General O O O O O X O O
c. Delivery O O O O O O 1
d.  Schedule O | O O O O X O O
e. Budget O O O O O X O O
7. | Proactive communication O O O O O X O O
Deliverables
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O O X O ]
2. | Work plan objectives met O O O [l O O X O
3. | Deliverables received Yes []No :
4. | Quality of deliverables Oo|lOo] O | O |o] B | O O
Schedule
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
Schedule maintenance O O O O O X O O
2. | Was project completed within the original schedule? [JYes X No

If no, why:

[J Contractor staffing problems
[] MPCA staffing problems
[] Other (describe):

[J Contractor's unavailability to keep schedule
X MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule

3. | Deliverable received on time?

’IZIYes [J No

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Budget

Score (select one)

Improvement shown?

Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O [l [l [l X | [l
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? X Yes [1No
If yes, how many: 2 Why: MPCA changed the scope of the project as it progressed
b. Were any contract amendments )
needed to adjust the budget? X Yes []No
If yes, how many: Why: MPCA changed the scope of the project which impacted total costs.
Management of budget O O O O O X O O
Accurate invoicing: O O O O O O X O
a. Any disputed invoices? [JYes X No
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted
invoices? [JYes X No
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O O | O O X | [
2. | Data quality O O O O O X O O
3. | Adherence to program requirements O O O O O X O O
4. | Creativity/innovation O O O O O X O |
Overall Performance
Very Un-
N/A Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O O ] ] O X O O

Conclusion/Comments

RTI has been the most accomodating contractors | have ever worked with. MPCA management and staff were constantly changing
the scope of work when ever they engaged the project. RTI simply took notes and did anything and everything they could to
accommodate the wishes of the Agency.

i-admin2-06
10/26/07

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

Page 2 of 2



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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

‘Contractor Name: Clearwater River Watershed District CFMS Contract Number: A76451
Project Name (if applicable): Clearwater Project Number (if | Project Duration (Dates): 06/21/05-
River & Lake Louisa Phase Il TMDL applicable): 12/31/07

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

The Clearwater River Watershed District was the only unit of government working in the watershed with the
required authority and expertise to complete the work. : :

Billable Hours (if applicable): : Total Contract " | Source of Funding: 300 R32 R214
' Amount: $149,628 | WV1 FY06 FEDR

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

The price of the contract was fairly and reasonably established, as shown by a comparison'to similar TMDL
work done in other watersheds. The MPCA looked at the expertise requlred the number of hours budgeted
and the hourly rate.

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

The Clearwater River Watershed District was clearly and legitimately the single source to conduct the TMDL
work within the watershed because they were the only unit of government working in the watershed with the
required authority and expertise.

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.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:
bteerol-
L4/L /My@&/@(&% OPERNTTOLA SUPHT (ST SEABMBET Z05S
d/v’% DiCisot v

(Rev. 6/03)




Minnesota Pollution Contractor/Grantee Evaluation

Control Agency Contract Unit
i

520 Lafayette Road
St.Paul, MN 55155-4194 CR:

(Contract staff use only)

Contractor/Grantee Information

Contractor/ .

Grantee name: Clearwater River Watershed District Total Value: 149,628

Contract/Grant Funding

number: - A76451/A83842 source: 300 R32 R214 WV1 FY06 Fedr
Evaluation ' Evaluation

start date: 9/8/08 end date: 9/8/08

Project title: Clearwater River & Lake Louisa Phase || TMDL

(Project title: Briefly summarize the scope of the contract/grant.)

Project Management Score (select one) Improvement shown?
: Very Un-
N/A | Poor satisfactory| Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Project planning O O O | O X O O
2. | Resource utilization O O 1 O O X O ]
3. | Special situations X | O | ] ] O ]
4. | Subcontractor management O O O O O O O
5. | Responsiveness O O O ] O B O O
6. | Communication: : )
a.  With stakeholders, if applicable | [1 | [ O O O X O O
b. General O | O O O X O O
c. Delivery O O O O O X O O
d.  Schedule O O ] O O ] ]
e. Budget O O O O O X O ]
7. | Proactive communication (| ] O ™ O X | O
Deliverables
Very Un- .
N/A | Poor satisfactory Satisfactory| Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Clarity/completeness of reports O O O O O X O O
2. | Work plan objectives met O O | O O O X O O
3. | Deliverables received X Yes []No '
4. | Quality of deliverables o|lo] o | o |o]l x® | o | O
Schedule ,
Very Un- .
N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory| Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Schedule maintenance O O O O O X | O
2. | Was project.completed within the original schedule? X Yes [1No
If no, why:
[] Contractor’s unavailability to keep schedule
[J MPCA initiated project changes impacted schedule
[] Contractor staffing problems
[] MPCA staffing problems
[] Other (describe):
3. | Deliverable received on time? l X Yes [JNo
i-admin2-06
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Budget Score (select one) Improvement shown?
Very Un-
: N/A | Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory] Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accuracy of budget development O O O O O X O O
a. Were any change orders needed
to adjust the budget? [dYes X No
If yes, how many: Why:
b. Were any contract amendments
needed to adjust the budget? [JYyes K No
If yes, how many: Why:
2. | Management of budget O O O O O X O O
3. | Accurate invoicing: O O O O O X - O ]
a. Any disputed invoices? [JYes No ‘
If yes, why:
b. Any incorrectly submitted
" invoices? OYes XINo
If yes, why:
Technical Competence and Innovation
. Very Un-

: N/A | Poor satisfactory Satisfactory] Good| Excellent Yes No
1. | Accomplishment of contract goals(s) O O (| O O X O O
2. | Data quality O O O ] O Ol O
3. | Adherence to program requirements | O O O O X ] [
4. | Creativity/innovation X O O [ O . ] ]
Overall Performance
: Very Un-

N/A Poor satisfactory] Satisfactory] Good | Excellent Yes No
1. | Overall performance O] Od O O O X ] O

Conclusion/Comments

The Clearwater River Watershed District is a professional organization that runs its projects in conjunction with a subcontractor
(Wenck) for technical and engineering expertise. Both entities are high caliber and responsive. All deliverables are high quality,

complete and on time.

Submit completed form to: contracts@pca.state.mn.us

(subject line: “Contractor Evaluation”)

If you have questions regarding this form, contact:
Romelda Kascht at 651-296-7246

i-admin2-06
10/26/07
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 5 Feb 2009 14:47:55 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 02/05/2009.

project: Computer Security Monitoring Service-24X7X365

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 2092

cfms: BO7035

vendor: BT Counterpane

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Brian Matheson

eval date: 02/05/2009

purpose: Security monitoring service. - Provide 24x7x365 real time
monitoring of security devices and sensors from a SOC. Monitoring services
shall be provided from a SOC, which shall be fully supported by a
redundant SOC that is geographically separated by more than 500 miles.
Guarantee that a SOC will be available to the Internet 99.99% of the time
measured on a monthly basis excluding failures based on Force Majeure. -
Provide a Sentry Unit, which is capable of automatic fail-over to a
redundant SOC should the primary SOC cease service capabilities. In the
event of a Sentry Unit hardware failure, ship a replacement Sentry Unit to
MPCA within 48 hours of failure identification. - Provide 24x7x365 real
time event response, in accordance with alert guidelines and escalation
and notification using a contact tree provided by MPCA. - Make available
to MPCA reporting information via Web Portal. - Retain MPCA s event
information that is transmitted to SOCs per the following parameters: a)
Three (3) months of detailed information will be retained on-line; b) Six

(6) months of weekly reports will be retained on-line; c) One (1) year of
online storage for monthly reports; and d) Retain data detail offline for

the term of this Agreement. 3 - Retain MPCA s Firewall traffic log
information that is transmitted to SOCs per the following parameters,
subject to MPCA s Firewall Reporting purchase option. a) A daily summary
will be computed for total bytes and connections; b) Ninety (90) days of
daily summary information will be retained online; c) Will not retain

data detail or summary information offline for firewall traffic logs. d)
Ticketed events from Firewall Threshold violations as per |. above -
Provide a weekly report outlining all security events during the previous
seven days, as well as trend data from previous weeks to allow the MPCA
to see how well their security is working, and to identify aspects that

need improvement. Every incident that requires an analyst to contact the
MPCA is summarized in the report. - In the event of expiration or
termination of this Agreement, continue to store MPCA data within its data
backup complex and continue to safeguard such data at the same levels as
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existing MPCAs. Through use of approved commercial services destroy
storage media at determined intervals or upon media failure. - If out of
band access is provided, provide an analog dial backup modem that is
secured through ID, password, dial-back, and encryption features as part
of its device management services.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 10/11/2008

actual_date: 10/11/2009

contract_cost: $63,272.15

actual_cost: $63,272.15

cost_effective: This is an existing service for the PCA that OET is
attempting to provide in house eventially, but at this time has no

solution in place. To hire a staff person (if one would be enough - 24x7)
would be more expensive than outsourcing it at this time.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Extension - yearly up to three years total, or when OET can
provide the service itself.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: This is an existing service for the PCA that OET is attempting
to provide in house eventially, but at this time has no solution in place.
To hire a staff person (if one would be enough - 24x7) would be more
expensive than outsourcing it at this time.

comments: | am working on a sub-team in the OET/ESO office to provide some
type of SIEM solution and right now it looks to be a few years in the
future.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 22 Jul 2008 14:54:11 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, July 22, 2008 at 14:54:11

_config: vendeval

project: Remediation Division ArcGIS Software

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1970

cfms: A99789

vendor: Rowekamp Associates

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Richard Jolley

eval_date: 07/22/2008

email_list: mary.heininger@pca.state.mn.us

purpose: To provide software training for MPCA Remediation technical
staff on the use of ArcGIS software which is the MPCA Geographical
Information System standard desktop application for managing spatial
data.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 03/29/2007

contract_cost: 22,000

actual_cost: 22000

cost_effective: The agency was obtaining services not available within
the state agency system but available through an experienced private
vendor.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: They were well qualified, well prepared and effective in
providing training to staff.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 23 Jul 2008, 8:18 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 22 Jul 2008 14:55:27 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, July 22, 2008 at 14:55:27

_config: vendeval

project: Remediation Division ArcGIS Software

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1970

cfms: A99789

vendor: Rowekamp Associates

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Richard Jolley

eval_date: 07/22/2008

email_list: mary.heininger@pca.state.mn.us

purpose: To provide software training for MPCA Remediation technical
staff on the use of ArcGIS software which is the MPCA Geographical
Information System standard desktop application for managing spatial
data.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 04/01/2008

actual_date: 04/01/2008

contract_cost: 22,000

actual_cost: 22000

cost_effective: The agency was obtaining services not available within
the state agency system but available through an experienced private
vendor.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: They were well qualified, well prepared and effective in
providing training to staff.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 17 Jul 2008 12:22:11 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, July 17, 2008 at 12:22:11

_config: vendeval

project: Electronic Discharge Monitoring Report System Development
id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1989

cfms: BO0611

vendor: Northeast Technical Services

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Dwayne Nelson

eval_date: 07/17/2008

email_list: dwayne.nelson@pca.state.mn.us; mark.olsen@pca.state.mn.us
purpose: Prior to this contract the MPCA had planned, designed and
built a web and XML based data receiving system. The system had basic
functionality to receive XML data based upon a defined schema, then
extract, translate and load the data elements into the MPCA's legacy
database system. The initial project for this systems use was for
regulated wastewater treatment facilities to submit monthly discharge
monitoring data. An RFP was issued to solicit interest in piloting

this system. Northeast Technical Services (NTS) was one of the
sel_ected bidders from the RFP. NTS was issued this contract to design
and build a computer application for the Virginia, Minnesota,

wastewater facility. The system was required to generate and submit an
XML file in accordance with an MPCA schema for wastewater data.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2007

contract_cost: 10,900

actual_cost: 10,900 ,

cost_effective: The MPCA built the web-based electronic receiving
system to is enable customers to move away from the current burden of
paper submittals. The goal of the system was and remains to be
increased efficiency for reporting entities and the MPCA. It was

decided that the best way to get regulated entities interested in

moving to electronic submittal was to fund pilot projects. The pilots
would enable MPCA to accurately assess level of effort for reporting
entities and use the information obtained to market the electronic
system capabilities.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes
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engage_e: They proved to be very capable in meeting our tight deadlines
and creating a quality product.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 16 Jul 2008 14:33:50 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Wednesday, July 16, 2008 at 14:33:50

_config: vendeval

project: MPCA Enterprise Document Management System Project - Phase 3
id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1816

cfms: A85763

vendor: The Macro Group

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Chris Johnson

eval date: 07/16/2008

email_list: chris.j.johnson@pca.state.mn.us; myrna.halbach@state.mn.us;
sanderson@macrogroup.net; barb@blackburnconsultinginc.com

purpose: Continued implmentation of Hyland OnBase electronic document
management technical solution and development of recordkeeping program.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 05/01/2006

amended_date: 07/01/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2008

contract_cost: 150000

amended_cost: 305900

actual_cost: 259400

cost_effective: State did not have technical expertise to do this work.
Hyland OnBase is an electronic document management application which
the MPCA purchased to manage information efficiently and integrate with
other established business applications.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Project is multi phase. Amendment was needed to move into
new phases.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Vendor is very knowledgeable about implementing and
integrating software application, as well as developing a records
management program.

comments: We are very satisfied working with this vendor.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 14 Jul 2008 14:00:04 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Monday, July 14, 2008 at 14:00:04

_config: vendeval

project: FLUX Software Upgrade

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1854

cfms: BO0668

vendor: US Army Engineer Research and Development Center

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Patrick Baskfield

eval_date: 07/14/2008

purpose: The FLUX software was originally written in the FORTRAN
programming language under the Microsoft DOS (MSDOS) operating system
for use on personal computers. The final revision to the FORTRAN/MSDOS
version was in 1999 (version 5.1). Subsequent, rapid developments in
personal computers and operating systems has rendered this original
version obsolete and difficult to use, although its functionality is

still needed in many applications, including those of the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency. The purpose of this contract was to upgrade
the Flux software program from the original MSDOS operating platform to
the Windows operating platform, thus allowing for the continued life of
this valuable software.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 09/30/2007

actual_date: 09/30/2007

contract_cost: $55,000

actual_cost: $55,000

cost_effective: Software programs operating with MSDOS operating
systems are more labor intensive and inefficient with regard to time

than those utilizing the Windows operating platform. As state agencies
shift to the Windows Vista operating system, DOS programs are obsolete.
In this case, MPCA staff would not be able to use "Flux" software.
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: We are still working with the vendor to fix glitches we
discover in the program. The vendor has been very cooperative.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 14 Jul 2008 13:59:27 -0500 (CDT)
T Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Monday, July 14, 2008 at 13:59:27

_config: vendeval

project: FLUX Software Upgrade

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 1854

cfms: BO0O668

vendor: US Army Engineer Research and Development Center

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Patrick Baskfield

eval_date: 07/14/2008

purpose: The FLUX software was originally written in the FORTRAN
programming language under the Microsoft DOS (MSDOS) operating system
for use on personal computers. The final revision to the FORTRAN/MSDOS
version was in 1999 (version 5.1). Subsequent, rapid developments in
personal computers and operating systems has rendered this original
version obsolete and difficult to use, although its functionality is

still needed in many applications, including those of the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency. The purpose of this contract was to upgrade
the Flux software program from the original MSDOS operating platform to
the Windows operating platform, thus allowing for the continued life of
this valuable software.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 09/30/2007

contract_cost: 55,000

cost_effective: Software programs operating with MSDOS operating
systems are more labor intensive and inefficient with regard to time

than those utilizing the Windows operating platform. As state agencies
shift to the Windows Vista operating system, DOS programs are obsolete.
In this case, MPCA staff would not be able to use "Flux" software.
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: We are still working with the vendor to fix glitches we
discover in the program. The vendor has been very cooperative.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 26 Jun 2008 14:04:00 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, June 26, 2008 at 14:04:00

_config: vendeval

project: Software Upgrades to the P8 Urban Catchment Model

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 2015

cfms: A99417

vendor: Dr. William Walker

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: C. Bruce Wilson

eval_date: 06/26/2008

email_list: kurtis.soular@pca.state.mn.us

purpose: P8 is a public domain urban stormwater runoff model that is

the main software tool used in Minnesota. Several areas of upgrade
were necessary to reflect advances in the field of stormwater
management including: adapting for GIS use; improving storm intensity
coverage; increasing the number of BMPs that can be assessed,;
evaluating street sweeping; and general error and manual modifications.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 04/03/2007

actual_date: 04/03/2007

contract_cost: $60,000

actual_cost: $60,000

cost_effective: P8 is a nationnally recognized, peer reviwed and
accepted stormwater runoff model was modified on time and within budget
in partnership with the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and
UW-Madison expertise. We pooled our resources to focus on nationally
identified needs. ‘P8 can be used for diverse cases ranging from simple
to complete city stormwater networks. This all boils down to providing
the best public domain standard assessment methodologies to support the
developing MPCA stormwater regulatory program.  We need to have tools
that will be widely used and able to support the program including
litigation. This upgrade was accomplished on time and within budget.
This software allows MPCA staff the chance to observe model application
"dials turned" to efficiently review estimated conditions relating to

permit and management options.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Dr. Walker provides exceptional value for the State by
providing a product that the consulting engineers were requesting, the
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cities will use and will provide regulatory level assessment

capacities.

comments: Dr.Walker is a prominent national and international water
quality expert (primary national expert behind the Florida Everglades
restoration) who has pioneered the "gold"standard lake and stream
modeling software that was critical to advancement of the MPCA's
watershed management efforts. P8 is another "gold" standard in public
domain software - for stormwater. '
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 26 Jun 2008 14:03:35 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Thursday, June 26, 2008 at 14:03:35

_config: vendeval

project: Software Upgrades to the P8 Urban Catchment Model

id_part1: R32

id_part2: 2015

cfms: A99417

vendor: Dr. William Walker

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: C. Bruce Wilson

eval_date: 06/26/2008

email_list: kurtis.soular@pca.state.mn.us

purpose: P8 is a public domain urban stormwater runoff model that is

the main software tool used in Minnesota. Several areas of upgrade
were necessary to reflect advances in the field of stormwater
management including: adapting for GIS use; improving storm intensity
coverage; increasing the number of BMPs that can be assessed,;
evaluating street sweeping; and general error and manual modifications.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 04/03/2007

contract_cost: $60,000

actual_cost: $60,000

cost_effective: P8 is a nationnally recognized, peer reviwed and

accepted stormwater runoff model was modified on time and within budget
in partnership with the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and
UW-Madison expertise. We pooled our resources to focus on nationally
identified needs. P8 can be used for diverse cases ranging from simple
to complete city stormwater networks. This all boils down to providing
the best public domain standard assessment methodologies to support the
developing MPCA stormwater regulatory program.  We need to have tools
that will be widely used and able to support the program including
litigation. This upgrade was accomplished on time and within budget.
This software allows MPCA staff the chance to observe model application
"dials turned" to efficiently review estimated condltlons relating to

permit and management options.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Dr. Walker provides exceptional value for the State by
providing a product that the consulting engineers were requesting, the
cities will use and will provide regulatory level assessment

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 26 Jun 2008, 14.08 = Page 1 of 2



capacities.

comments: Dr.Walker is a prominent national and international water
quality expert (primary national expert behind the Florida Everglades
restoration) who has pioneered the "gold"standard lake and stream
modeling software that was critical to advancement of the MPCA's
watershed management efforts. P8 is another "gold" standard in public
domain software - for stormwater.
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Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

Jent: Friday, September 22, 2006 8:23 AM

io: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by

(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Friday, September 22, 2006 at 08:23:08
_config: vendeval
project: Grants Management System
id_partl: R32
id_part2: 1786
cfms: A75238
vendor: eDocument Resources
agency: Pollution Control Agency
evaluator: Chris Johnson
eval_date: 09/21/2006
email_list: myrna.halbach@pca.state.mn.us, barb.blackburn@pca.state.mn.us
purpose: To provide a grants management system as directed bythe USEPA.

The state does not hae experienced staff to develop several components necessary for
integration with the OnBase document management system currently in place. The vendor is
the only one of the master roster with experience to develop these components.
accomplished: No
accomplished_e: The vendor had 4 deliverables to complete. They were:
completion of workflow configuration, completion of eforms scripting, completion of data
interchange sripting and its integration with
workflow and eforms, and successful testing of all components. Due to
problems encountered during development, testing was not able to be done within the
timeframe of the contract.
rontract_date: 06/06/2005
amended_date: 08/31/2005
actual_date: 06/30/2006
contract_cost: 31,448
amended_cost: 0
actual_cost: 31,448
cost_effective: The state does not have the experience to develop the complex development
needed for an effective grants management system interface with the OnBase document
management systm.
amended: Yes .
amended_e: The contract was amended 2 times to extend the timeframe.

As stated above, there were problems encountered during development that delayed the
testing of all components.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: A new contract was executed to complete the deveopment of the grants management
system, and to provide several training events as well as additional development that may
be needed for other applications.



Jake Carson

From: Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us

‘ent: Tuesday, August 08, 2006 7:54 AM

.0 Steve.Gustafson @state.mn.us; Sandy.Lueth @ state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steve.gustafson@state.mn.us) on Tuesday, August 08, 2006 at 07:54:15

_config: vendeval

project: Phase II: EDMS Implementation Analysis, Planning and Project Management

id_partl: R32

id_part2: 1472

cfms: A68681

vendor: Macro Group

agency: Pollution Control Agency

evaluator: Chris Johnson

eval_date: 08/08/2006

email_list: Sanderson@macrogroup.net, barb.blackburn@pca.state.mn.us,

myrna.halbach@pca.state.mn.us

purpose: The state is in need of contractor to manage the implementation of an EDMS

solution for 2 pilot projects, analyze and

plan for agencywide implementation. The state's plan is to be able to
fully implement this system without external assistance but to do would
require training and learning. The state failed to complete all

objectives in the original work order contract due to lack of time, knowledge and skills

on its part. The contractor is needed to assist in the completion of the objectives.

accomplished: No

accomplished_e: The contractor provided all deliverables identified in the work order.

However, several of the objectives were not meet because the state failed to complete
asks assigned to it within a

reasonable time which caused a change in the timeline.

contract_date: 09/15/2004

amended_date: 07/1/2005

actual_date: 03/31/2006

contract_cost: 200,000

amended_cost: 112,000

actual_cost: 312,000

cost_effective: The state does not have the knowledge or skills to

implement the chosen EDMS solution. Therefore, it needs a contractor

to teach and develop those skills, develop implementation plans, and develop a electronic

recordkeeping program.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Due to budget constraints, the state was unable to hire the

staff it needed to complete its tasks. As a result, the contractor's

hours were increased to keep the project from falling too far behind .schedule.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contactor has been exceptionally helpful in teaching, planning and project

management. The state is very pleased to be working with this contractor.



Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: Lakes Environmental Consultants, Inc., Waterloo, Ontario ' CFMS Contract Number: A48247
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):

Statewide Cumulative Assess. & Development of applicable): May 19, 2003 to December 31, 2003
Screening Air Emissions

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

The purpose of the proposed contract was to develop cumulative risk estimates using specific air and human health multi-pathway impact analysis software with the
assistance of the software developer, Lakes Environmental. Chemicals evaluated would include those that may be bioaccumulative, persistent or toxic (PBTs) and
where exposure pathways other than inhalation are a concern because of potential impacts to human health. This effort could also provide thresholds below which
significant levels of air pollutants in surrounding soil, water and foods grown in the environment would not be anticipated to adversely impact human heath. Use of
threshold emission quantities will enable staff to screen facilities so that further public health analysis should not be required, thereby saving significant staff time and
accelerating the permitting process. The work integrates emissions databases, air dispersion modeling, chemical & toxicity information, risk modeling, and Minnesota
geographical information into a software tool

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

$100,000 State Air Quality Fees charged to develop and administer
the permit program requirements of Title V of the federal
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.

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

Lakes Environmental Software has agreed to perform this work at a reduced price so that the project can be used as an example for future marketing efforts. Though
MPCA staff are knowledgeable with the modules that this work incorporates, they do not currently have the time nor the expertise necessary to manipulate and develop
4 programs that integrate these modules that would yield scientifically plausible results acceptable to staff and to the regulated community.

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

While a few local consulting firms own the software used to calculate risks once dispersion modeling files are set up for integration with the software, they do not have
the middle ware software designed for extracting state-wide emissions inventory information for input into the risk calculation software. Nor do they have the
expertise at performing the cumulative-type of risk assessment required for this project. Lakes Environmental, the software and middle-ware developer, has submitted
examples of similar types of analyses they have performed.

Dillingham Software Engineering, Inc. has developed similar software for use in the state of California. Because this software was developed to comply with
California’s Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment guidelines for risk analysis methodology, it would require significant review and revision for
consistency with the methodology widely used by EPA, currently contained in the Lakes software.

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

of the contract:
Work:
o The tool is incorporating what was described in the contract. While we understood that this integration would be complex, the extensive computing power needed

was not anticipated.
Lakes Environmental:

©  Kept the MPCA informed with personal visits, providing progress reports and presentations to answer questions and to seek input.
Engaged in regular phone calls with MPCA staff as needed regarding project details and delays.

° Informed the MPCA in advance when it became clear that additional time would be required because of unanticipated computing needs due to the large amounts of
Minnesota data requiring processing and because of loss of information due to the general power outage in the Northeastern states and Canada.

o]

Implemented diligent quality assurance procedures to ensure correct computations and that interim deliverables functioned properly.
©  Most likely spent considerably more than was invoiced to produce a quality product because of the national interest that will likely ensue upon project completion
Exceeded MPCA’s expectations of incorporating Minnesota-specific information.

°  Actively solicited MPCA’s suggested improvements and attempted to implement even the most difficult requests in order to customize the product to meet our
needs.

Overall, met or exceeded quality expectations while finding ways to integrate efficiencies into the process and tool.
Were generally very cooperative and accommodating.

Agency Head Signature: Title: )\ Ve (/b { Date: | / 30 / [N}
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Report on Professional/Technical Contracts Over $50,000

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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)

Contractor Name: MacDonald Environmental Sciences Ltd. (MESL) CFMS Contract Number: A18514

Project Name (if applicable): GIS-based Sediment Quality Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): 03/19/01 to 9/30/03 for
Database for the St. Louis River Area of Concern applicable): length of contract

(AOC) GL97536301-1

Summarize the purpose of the contract, including why it was necessary to enter into a contract: The Contractor assisted the State with developing a
GIS-based sediment quality database for the St. Louis River Area of Concern (AOC), preparing documentation of the database and
accompanying GIS tools, assisting with a training workshop on how to use and query the database, and preparing a technical memo
which provided a comparison of mean probable effect concentration quotients for sediment chemistry data from the St. Louis River
AOC with other sites in the Great Lakes region and in North America. The MPCA did not have the in-house technical resources
(e.g., staff availability and knowledge) to carry out the development of the GIS-based sediment quality database. In addition, the
State needed to use the Contractor’s unique, proprietary SEDTOX database for this project.

Billable Hours (if applicable): The number of billable hours was | Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: GLNPO grant # GL.97536301-1
not tracked by the State in the Contractor’s contract. $76,000

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

The MPCA, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, and various stakeholders had identified a need to develop a GIS-based
sediment quality database for the St. Louis River AOC as part of the Remedial Action Plan for this AOC. The MPCA secured a
grant from the U.S. EPA’s Great Lakes National Program Office (GLNPO) to conduct this project, but did not have the in-house
resources to carry-out the project. The Contractor (MESL) had previously been under contract with the MPCA for another

* GLNPO grant in which they developed a matching sediment chemistry and toxicity database for the St. Louis River AOC. Thus,

| they not only were familiar with the study area and the types of sediment studies that have been conducted there, but they also had
access to a larger, proprietary database (SEDTOX) that could help the MPCA rank the severity of sediment contamination in the St.
Louis River AOC with other sites in the Great Lakes region and nationally. This project also benefited from the Contractor’s
collaborative relationship with the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (INOAA) in terms of obtaining free technical
assistance from NOAA staff to put the database in their free Query Manager software. The daily charge out rates for the Contractor
staff were low (i.e., Don MacDonald: $575/day, MESL technical staff: $300/day; and Mary Lou Haines: $250/day) due to their
small business status and low overhead. Thus, they were a very cost effective Contractor for this project.

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

One of the tasks of the Contractor was to provide comparisons of the mean probable effect concentration quotients (PEC-Qs) for
surficial sediment chemistry data from the St. Louis River AOC with other surficial sediment sites from the Great Lakes area and in
North America. This task involved the use of a high quality, unique proprietary SEDTOX database of matching sediment chemistry
and toxicity data for freshwater sites in North America. The Contractor developed the SEDTOX database, and they regularly
update it with new data. The Contractor was the only available source for this information, and they have conducted extensive
quality assurance/quality control checks of the SEDTOX database to ensure the accuracy of the data.

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 team did an excellent job on this project, and they provided exceptional customer service to the MPCA and to
stakeholders within the St. Louis River AOC. The Contractor team did have two significant, unexpected delays which were worked
around in the scheduling of work. The Contractor’s Project Coordinator got pregnant and was off on maternity leave for about 5
months during 2002; as a result of her absence, the GLNPO grant and the Contractor’s contract were extended an additional year.
Another Contractor (the President) encountered some health problems during the first half of 2003, and he worked at a reduced
capacity; although he was not a major contributor on the project, other staff had to fill in for him. Since the Contractor is a small
business, they do not have as much capacity for filling in for absent staff over a prolonged period of time. However, all of the

deliverables were completed within the time frame needed for providing project deliverables to GLNPO.

1A ency Head Sign Title: Contract/Lease Date:
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~commissioner of Administration upon completion of a professional/technical services contract over $50,000.00.

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

/Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: Barr Engineering Company CFMS Contract Number: A45712

Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if : ProjectrDuration (Dates): 3/4/03 - 9/30/03
Assess Impact of Federal Regional Haze Rules on the applicable):
Taconite Industry in Minnesota.

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

The taconite industry is a potential contributor to visibility impairment in Class I areas in and around Minnesota and so is subject to
the provisions of the federal Regional Haze Rules. Over the next few years these rules will require the industry to conduict detailed
assessments of its impacts on the Class I areas. The MPCA will be required to update the State Implementation Plan based on this
and other information. The purpose of the contract was to provide a baseline analysis of the impact of the rules and a framework
that individual facilities and the MPCA could use to design and review more detailed, facility-specific analyses in the future. In
particular the contract addressed the Best Available Reduction Technology (BART) provisions of the rules. BART requires a
detailed technology and cost based analysis on a pollutant by pollutant basis. The air emission sources in this industry are
somewhat unique and not amenable to application of generic BART determinations that may have been done for more widespread
industries, so a project specific to this industry was thought to be necessary.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: | Source of Funding: Federal — Performance
$79,900 Partnership Grant

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

In addition to providing useful preliminary information, the project should have the long term benefit of helping individual facilities
conducting a detailed BART analysis to do so in a consistent manner across the industry. The project highlighted some of the
information gaps that will need to be filled in the future, for example a need to develop emission factors specific to the smallest size
range of particulate matter. By working with the industry to fill these gaps sooner, the eventual detailed work will be more accurate
and less demanding of staff resources when it comes to reviewing the data. '

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 met or exceeded expectations in the areas of timeliness, quality and overall performance. The cost was reasonable
for the services provided. The contractor maintained regular contact with MPCA staff assigned to the project and was always
willing to make last minute changes to work products in order to ensure that the product was accurate, complete and substantial.

Agency Head Signature: Title: 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.

C

Instructions: Submit this form to Materials Management Division, 112 Administration Building, St. Paul, MN 55155, within 30 days of contract completion.

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: Barr Engineering Company CFMS Contract Number: A45712

Project Name (if applicable): : Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): ~ 3/4/03 — 9/30/03 '
Assess Impact of Federal Regional Haze Rules on the applicable):
Taconite Industry in Minnesota.

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

The taconite industry is a potential contributor to visibility impairment in Class I areas in and around Minnesota and so is subject to
the provisions of the federal Regional Haze Rules. Over the next few years these rules will require the industry to conduct detailed
assessments of its impacts on the Class I areas. The MPCA will be required to update the State Implementation Plan based on this
and other information. The purpose of the contract was to provide a baseline analysis of the impact of the rules and a framework
that individual facilities and the MPCA could use to design and review more detailed, facility-specific analyses in the future. In
particular the contract addressed the Best Available Reduction Technology (BART) provisions of the rules. BART requires a
detailed technology and cost based analysis on a pollutant by pollutant basis. The air emission sources in this industry are
somewhat unique and not amenable to application of generic BART determinations that may have been done for more widespread
industries, so a project specific to this industry was thought to be necessary.

Billable Hours (if applicaBle): N/A Total Contract Amount: | Source of Funding: Federal — Performance
$79,900 Partnership Grant

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

In addition to providing useful preliminary information, the project should have the long term benefit of helping individual facilities
conducting a detailed BART analysis to do so in a consistent manner across the industry. The project highlighted some of the
information gaps that will need to be filled in the future, for example a need to develop emission factors specific to the smallest size
range of particulate matter. By working with the industry to fill these gaps sooner, the eventual detailed work will be more accurate
and less demanding of staff resources when it comes to reviewing the data.

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 met or exceeded expectations in the areas of timeliness, quality and overall performance. The cost was reasonable
for the services provided. The contractor maintained regular contact with MPCA staff assigned to the project and was always
willing to make last minute changes to work products in order to ensure that the product was accurate, complete and substantial.

Agency Head Signature: Title: 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

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Contractor Name: United States Geological Survey National Mapping Division CFMS Contract Number: A44257
Project Name (if applicable): Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates):
High Resolution Hydrographic Data Development applicable): N/A 1/10/03 - 6/30/03

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

The MPCA has been working to establish high resolution hydrographic data as the common reference from which to
organize, track, integrate and report on the agency’s surface water data collection, monitoring and assessment activities.
The MPCA’s overall goal is to develop National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) compliant data at a scale of 1:24,000 for
the entire state of Minnesota. This Agreement represents work to be accomplished for some high priority watersheds
within the state.

The U.S. Geological Survey, as the principal national mapping agency for the United States, has developed the NHD
data model that MPCA uses to track and report on its surface water quality monitoring activities. They were charged
with and have developed the tools and techniques that are necessary to create data that are consistent with this standard.
As such, they are currently the only organization with the knowledge, tools and expertise to develop these data and
assure that they are compliant with National Hydrography Dataset standards.

Billable Hours (if applicable): N/A Total Contract Amount: Source of Funding: 300 E24N C19

$200,000 EPA PPC Grad

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

This work was accomplished through a Joint Funding Agreement (JFA) with the USGS. Through this agreement the
USGS contributed an additional $200,000 of their internal resources towards this project. By leveraging state funding
with federal contributions the MPCA was able to get data developed for 20 watersheds. Only 10 watersheds would have
been developed without the USGS’ contribution. Consequently this agreement provided the most cost effective way to
accomplish this task.

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

This work was accomplished through a Joint Funding Agreement with the USGS. The USGS has been directed to
develop a nationally consistent hydrographic database that can be used throughout the United States. The result of their
efforts was the NHD. They have developed the standards as well as the tools and techniques that are necessary to
produce the NHD data. They have also developed and are responsible for maintaining the repository where these data are
stored and accessible to the public. Consequently the USGS is currently the only organization with the knowledge and
experience necessary to produce and verify that the data required for this project are compliant with the NHD.

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 USGS completed the required tasks within the timeline and costs associated with this agreement. As the
organization responsible for maintaining the national NHD repository and assuring its quality, they have developed the
tools and procedures through which all data must pass. The data that was developed under this agreement passed those
tests and has been officially accepted into the repository, making it available to the MPCA for it’s use.

Agency Head Signature: Title: Date:
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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 the

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

Agency: Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA)

Contractor Name: SRF Consulting Group CFMS Contract Number: A45678
Project Name (if applicable): Report on odor measurement | Project Number (if Project Duration (Dates): March 3 — June 30,
methods and regulatory tools to address nuisance odors. applicable): N/A 2003

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

The MPCA was in need of a report on odor measurement methods and regulatory tools to address nuisance odors in order to establish future
policy and determine if there is a need for formal actions such as rulemaking. Odor issues are raised during the permitting and environmental
review processes for new sources and odor complaints regarding some existing sources are received by the MPCA. However, the MPCA does not
have a clear regulatory framework or policy in place to respond to these issues. The MPCA does not have staff with both the expertise and
available time to devote to such a project, so the work was offered for contract.

Billable Hours (if applicable): Not known as of July | Total Contract Amount: $81913 Source of Funding: State Environmental Fund —
21,2003 Air Fees

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

This project demanded a concentrated effort over a short period of time in order to conduct literature review and survey other regulatory agencies.

. MPCA staff could not, on short notice, be released from other projects in order to work on odor issue research. Also, as the results of the project

1 could have been a recommendation that odor regulation is not feasible given technological and resource constraints, it would not be a good use of
MPCA resources to train people to a sufficient degree to be able to perform this work. Since odor is an often contentious and sometimes
subjective issue, there was some advantage in having the work conducted by an independent third party rather than by staff that had already been
exposed to the issues.

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 initial draft of the written report fell below expectations, particular in the important end chapters. MPCA staff has spent considerable time
commenting on this initial draft and in redefining what the concluding chapter should look like. SRF has been willing to fix the problems
identified by MPCA staff. The consultant has maintained a good working relationship with the MPCA, including regular and open discussion
pertaining to the project.

Work products have generally been timely, but quality issues were raised in regard to the draft report. The final report is satisfactory.

The initial cost proposal was in line with that of other consultants.

Agency Head Signatu S‘hg Title: W n Date:
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pEPARTMENT: POLLUTION CONTROL AGENCY STATE OF MINNESOTA

Office Memorandum

DATE: September 10, 1996

T10: Elaine Hansen

Commissioner of Administration
Professional/Technical Contract Section
Materials Management Division

-

FROM : ,Peder LarsorQM/\/\/»‘t
K Commissioner

PHONE: 296-7301

SUBJECT: Systems Analysis Contract Summary

This memo is a summary of the contract between the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
(MPCA) and GKA, Inc. of Cambridge, MA to conduct a systems analysis of the agency and to
develop organizational design options for implementation.

Vendor: GKA, Inc. Contract number: 411534

125 CambridgePark Drive

Cambridge, MA 02140 Dollars spent: $220,157
Contract duration: 4/22/96 - 8/30/96 Source of funding: General, Petroleum

Contract purpose:

Reason for contract:

Cost-effectiveness:

Tank Release, Environmental, Metro Landfill
Contingency, Solid Waste and Miscellaneous
Special Revenue Funds

The Contractor assisted the MPCA in developing: 1) a systems model of
the agency, which describes key agency functions and their interactions;
2) an organizational design, consisting of several options for strategic
agency directions; and 3) a plan for implementing the design.

The agency did not have expertise in the area of systems analysis and,
therefore, required the services of a consultant experienced in that
discipline.

The project results are currently being used to re-design the agency,
helping us improve our environmental protection capabilities, our
alliances with customers, and our internal organization. Also, one of the
completed project objectives was to teach the agency to use systems
analysis tools. This learning will allow the agency to perform systems
analysis in the future without the need for a consultant.

TDD (for hearing and speech impaired only): (612)282-5332

Printed on recycled paper containing at least 10% fibers from paper recycled by consumers



Page: 2
If you have questions about this contract, please .contact Paul Schmiechen in the Environmental
Planning and Review Office at 296-7795.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 18 Mar 2010 07:26:51 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 03/18/2010.

project: CriMNet Pilot Program

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2300

cfms: B17376

vendor: St. Louis County

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Maureen Janke

eval_date: 11/16/2009

email_list: paul. mathe@state.mn.us, maureen.janke@state.mn.us
purpose: The state needed the vendor to create an adapter for their Record
Management System to meet the Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Apprehension's
specifications to establish bidirectional communication between the
Governmental Unit and the MN BCA systems of Comprehensive Incident-based
Reporting Service (CIBRS), Name Event Index Service (NEIS), and
eCharging.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 04/30/2009

amended_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 09/30/2009

contract_cost: 120,000.00

amended_cost: 144,000.00

actual_cost: 144,000.00

cost_effective: The complexities of the work was under estimated. Having
this work complete lead the way for other counties to follow in the
communication path.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Technical issies encountereed during the development of the
adapters delayed both the construction and the rollout of the eCharging
project.

terminated: No

engage: Yes




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 26 Feb 2010 16:05:09 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 02/26/2010.

project: MCSIA Project

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2235

cfms: B15796

vendor: Knowledge IT: a Cooperative

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 02/26/2010

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us,
Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us

purpose: Commercial Drivers License Information System (CDLIS), a federal
database is part of the Motor Carrier Systems Inprovement Act (MCSIA)
Project, and addressed Federal Motor Carrier Systems Administration
(FMCSA) compliance review findings in order to implement revisions to the
State of Minnesota drivers license databases.

accomplished: No

accomplished_e: i) Pilot roll-out of CDLIS/PDPS checks to a DL Agent and
an Exam Station. ii) State-wide roll-out of CDLIS/PDPS checks. iii)
Consecutive vs concurrent disqualifications for 5xx withdrawals. iv) VO1
Programming Revised v) Disqualification Table Code Changes vi) NF6, NF7,
NF8, & NF9 Conviction Fix vii) Separate Incident Logic viii) HR2
Conviction Fix ix) DI6 Conviction Fix x) DV2 Conviction Fix xi) DVS
continues to pursue the collection of additional elements by the courts so
those elements can be supplied to DVS. The courts systems were under a
Code Freeze in 2009, in addition, legislation may be required to support
this. Note: Diversion of business and technical resources during the
60-day emergency MCSIA Implementation project, additional time needed to
develop testing procedures to ensure system stabilization, and the loss of
key business resources during the final 4 months of the project have
negatively impacted the team s ability to complete these tasks during the
current contract term.

contract_date: 09/30/2009

amended_date: 01/29/2010

actual_date: 01/29/2010

contract_cost: 1,030,000.

amended_cost: -0-

actual_cost: 1,030,000.

cost_effective: This project is a federally mandated program effort to
implement changes to the State of MN Drivers License databases and




associated computer system applications.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Amendments were implemented for 3 revisions of resources
assigned to the project and for one end date change to the expiration date
of the contract.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The vendor would be engaged again because additional Federal
Grant Funds have been applied for, to perform this work, and because it is
not totally complete at this time.

comments: Note that as stated above, legislation may be required to
support the final implementation of the requirements, for the

courts-related portion of the electronic requirements.




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 26 Feb 2010 15:37:26 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subiject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 02/26/2010.

project: MCSIA Project

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2363

cfms: B25908

vendor: Systems Advantage

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 02/26/2010

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us,
Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us

purpose: The purpose of the contract was to assist the State of Minnesota
to implement the federal requirements of the Motor Carrier Safety
Improvement Act of 1999 (MCSIA). The contractor has extensive and special
knowledge of the mainframe computer system used as the system of record
for Driver & Vehicle Services Division of DPS.

accomplished: No

accomplished_e: DVS continues to pursue the collection of additional
elements by the courts so those elements can be supplied to DVS.
Legislation may be required to support this.

contract_date: 09/30/2009

amended_date: 12/31/2009

actual_date: 01/29/2010

contract_cost: 194,000.00

amended_cost: 239,000.00

actual_cost: 239,000.00

cost_effective: The special expertise and knowledge of the vendor was
needed to implement the difficult changes mandated by this project.
amended: Yes

amended_e: Amendment 1 extended the time, from original end date of
09/30/2009 to 12/31/2009. Amendment 2 extended the time to 01/31.2010 and
funding increased by $30,000.00 Amendment 3 extended the time to
02/12/2010 and funding increased by $15,000.00

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor has the expert knowledge to update the system,
which is known by very few people.

comments: DVS continues to pursue the collection of additional elements by
the courts so those elements can be supplied to DVS. Legislation may be
required to support this.




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 26 Feb 2010 14:02:57 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 02/26/2010.

project: Local and Regional Public Safety Interoperable Communications
Assessment

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2186

cfms: B18449

vendor: Federal Engineering

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Scott Wiggins

eval_date: 02/26/2010

purpose: The purpose of this contracgt was to complete a county-specific
radio communications analysis for 47 counties and the emergecy response
organizations within those counties. This was necessary to inform local
units of government about what pieces of equipment will need to be replace
to meet the FCC's narrowbanding deadline.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/05/2008

amended_date: 02/09/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2010

contract_cost: 1802222.24

amended_cost: 2002222.24

actual_cost: 2002222.24

cost_effective: These services were obtain through an open bid RFP
process.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Needed some additional work completed

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: They were excellent.

comments: Highly recommended.




Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 30 Oct 2009 13:33:50 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 10/30/2009.

project: Pobject-Oriented Analysis & Design Training

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2403

cfms: B29911

vendor: Intertech, Inc.

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Maureen Janke

eval date: 10/30/2009

email_list: paul.mathe@state.mn.us, maureen.janke@state.mn.us
purpose: Provide Object-Oriented Analysis & Design Training
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 8/14/2009

actual_date: 08/14/2009

contract_cost: $40,000.00

actual_cost: $40,000.00

cost_effective: This was a new program for the BCA MNJIS staff. No one in
State Government was available or knowledgeable to provide the training.
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: It was very easy to coordinate with the contractor to arrive at
agreeable dates for training. The training was very well received by
staff.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 2 Nov 2009, 8:15 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 2 Nov 2009 07:19:46 -0600 (CST)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 11/02/2009.

project: ITIL v3 Training

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2387

cfms: B27212

vendor: Knowledge Peak

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Diane Przybelski

eval_date: 11/02/2009

email_list: dprzybelski@state.mn.us

purpose: BCA MNJIS required customized ITIL v3 training for BCA staff.
Five different levels/types of training were provided to BCA staff,

including an ITIL v3 Foundations overview, an ITIL v3 Foundations overview
with a case study focusing on current BCA MNJIS Service Operations and
Transitions requirements, and a full ITIL v3 Foundations class, all with a
focus on BCA MNJIS needs and services. The ITIL training provided both
awareness and training to BCA MNJIS staff to enable us to most effectively
implement service delivery and service management processes in line with
ITIL v3 best practices.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 4/20/2009

actual_date: 4/20/2009

contract_cost: $22,995.00

actual_cost: $22,995.00

cost_effective: The customized training made ITIL concepts much more
concrete to staff by relating concepts and practices to our business. We
were also able to customize the level of training provided to different
groups based on their roles within our IT service management and service
delivery organization structure. Last, by brining training in-house, We

were able to train a large number of employees while minimizing out of
office time.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: In addition to being very knowledgeable about ITIL v3 concepts
and an excellent trainer, the contractor went to great lengths to

customize the training to our requirements. The ITIL v3 training was a

very positive experience for our staff and for MNJIS as a whole.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 2 Nov 2009, 8:15 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 13 Oct 2009 09:00:33 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 10/13/2009.

project: Enterprise Service BUS (ESB) Java Developers

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2077

cfms: B06584

vendor: n-Tier

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Maureen Janke

eval_date: 10/13/2009

email_list: paul. mathe@state.mn.us

purpose: This was a staff augmentation contract for java development for
the BCA ESB

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 09/30/2008

amended_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 210,000.00

amended_cost: 420,000.00

actual_cost: 363,615.00

cost_effective: This skill was not available through a state employee and
needed to develop the BCA ESB.

amended: Yes

amended_e: To extend the services of the developer

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: The staff resource, Doug Wheeler, was a very focused developer.
He was easy to work with and able to discuss his work with non-technical
staff.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 13 Oct 2009, 8:59 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 2 Oct 2009 13:46:07 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 10/02/2009.

project: laboratory information management system (lims) - dna
id_part1: p07

id_part2: 2385

cfms: B28376

vendor: StaCS DNA

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: sue birkholz-maniak/jim iverson

eval_date: 10/02/2009

purpose: The DPS BCA purchased a commercial off the shelf llaboratory
information system for the DNA serology section of the BCA laboratory to
track an evidence specimen from its reception to the full import /export
integration with the combined dna index system.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 09/30/2009

contract_cost: 139500.00

actual_cost: 139500.00

cost_effective: due to the nature of the software the vendor was able to
integrate the current data and merge intrument data with little to no
service interuptions of the scientific work flow

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 5 Oct 2009, 8:18 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 25 Aug 2009 16:04:41 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subiject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/25/2009.

project: Social Security On-Line Verification (SSOLV)

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2274

cfms: B20867

vendor: Knowledge: IT, a Cooperative

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval date: 08/25/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The goal of the effort for development of new federal
requirements pertaining to the Social Security On-Line Verification
(SSOLV) and the State's systems.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

amended_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 09/13/2009

contract_cost: 230,688.00

amended_cost: 240,180.00

actual_cost: 240,180.00

cost_effective: This vendor was extremely knowledgeable of the state
systems and in a position to be able to update to new requirements.
amended: Yes

amended_e: Staff was revised, and the available funding was added to the
original amount allocated to the project.

~ terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The vendor has been engaged again, due to the valuable
assistance given to the state via the specific knowledge of the resources
involved.

comments: The vendor has been a valuable addition to achieve the goals of
this project.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 26 Aug 2009, 8:10 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 13 Aug 2009 16:43:30 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/13/2009.

project: Meeting Facilitation and Coordination of Training for DVS
Pre-Design Project

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 1234

cfms: B12766

vendor: Human Systems Dynamics Institute

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 08/13/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul. Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: Design, develop and facilitate meetings, coaching in human
systems dynamics, conduct evaluation and adaptation meetings, provide
training and support culture change, conduct large group transformation
sessions, coordinate and facilitiate activities related to the Simple
Interactive Protocol (SIP) process, support and collaborate on DPS and
ITIL interaction, plan and implement a process to engage stakeholders.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 92,000.00

actual_cost: 92,000.00

cost_effective: Various communication concepts were needed and this vendor
provided the complete spectrum of activities to support the project.
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: Work was completed within the contract period.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 21 Aug 2009, 8:03 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 5 Aug 2009 15:30:11 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 08/05/2009.

project: Social Security On-Line Verification

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2362

cfms: B25909

vendor: Systems Advantage Inc

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 08/05/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The purpose of the contract was to work on software development
for the on-line verification of teh Social Security Number on a Driver's
License application or renewal, for verification between the State of
Minnesota database and the American Association of Motor Vehicle
Administrators (AAMVA), which is a national database.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 09/30/2009

actual_date: 07/28/2009

contract_cost: 114,000.00

actual_cost: 114,000.00

cost_effective: This vendor is a trusted resource for the AAMVA and State
of Minnesota applications and also for knowledge of the Minnesota Driver's
License systems databases.

amended: No

terminated: Yes

terminated_e: The funded amount was not-to-exceed and the financial limit
of the contract was reached.

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor's knowledge of the Minnesota Driver's License
system is extremely extensive.

comments: Systems Advantage has assisted the State of Minnesota for
several years and is unusually qualified for the AAMVA applications.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 5 Aug 2009, 15:44 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 30 Jul 2009 14:14:12 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/30/20009.

project: Domestice Abuse No Contact Order (DANCO)

id_part1: PO7 '

id_part2: 2294

cfms: B23239

vendor: Macro Group

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Jay Kuechenmeister

eval_date: 07/30/2009

purpose: Staff augmentation to provide assistance to BCA MNJIS staff with
the development to enable integration of information between the Minnesota
Supreme Court and BCA.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: $ 88,400

actual_cost: $ 88,400

cost_effective: A temporary project to provide staff augmentation in an
area we needed additional expertise.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Contractor was knowledgeable, a team player and provided
services to the BCA that we were defecient in.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 31 Jul 2009, 8:05 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 30 Jul 2009 08:18:03 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/30/2009.

project: PSNext Phase 2

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2333

cfms: B26085

vendor: Fissure Corp

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Sara Bechel Hutton

eval_date: 07/30/2009

email_list: oded.galili@state.mn.us

purpose: Fissure provided training and consultation services for project
management overview and risk management were sought that were applicable
to a customized tool the MNJIS Section utilizes. MNJIS was in need of
customized training applicable to the PSNext Tool.

accomplished: Yes

accomplished_e: N/A

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 39,700

actual_cost: 36,100

cost_effective: The outcome of these trainings were an all inclusive
project management approach that meets MNJIS existing and future needs
that can be utilized by the BCA for project planning, time tracking,
resource management, cost tracking, knowledge management and risk
management.

amended: No

amended_e: N/A

terminated: No

terminated_e: N/A

engage: Yes

engage_e: Absolutely - the contractor met all of MNJIS' needs and was
extremely accomodating to ensure all needs were met to BCA's standards.
comments: This training was extremely beneficial to MNJIS and future
project success.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 30 Jul 2009, 8:20 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 30 Jul 2009 07:12:08 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/30/2009.

project: CriMNet System Architect

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2199

cfms: B14294

vendor: WTVIII

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Oded Galili

eval_date: 07/30/2009

purpose: Provide architecture and XML work
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 289500

actual_cost: 289500

cost_effective: No other resources available to do the job
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 30 Jul 2009, 8:06 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 30 Jul 2009 06:29:42 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/30/2009.

project: Predatory Offender Registration System (POR) Upgrade
id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2293

cfms: B22938

vendor: Macro Group

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Lee A. Field

eval_date: 07/28/2009

email_list:

lee.field@state.mn.us, maureen.janke@state.mn.us paul.mathe@state.mn.us
purpose: Professional/technical services are needed from Macro Group Inc.,
to provide the services of Walt Cygan, a developer, to provide new
programming for the Predatory Offender Registration System.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 07/01/2007

amended_date: 01/02/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 114,400.00

actual_cost: 110,000.00

cost_effective: Skill set for this particular contractor not available

with state paid staff. State staff time consumed with higher priority
projects. Needed contractor augmentation to complete project tasks and
help support in production applications.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Needed more time to accomplish additional requirements
identified by the BCA POR business unit.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: All work was done in a professional, timely and workmanlike
manner.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 30 Jul 2009, 8:06 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 28 Jul 2009 16:09:24 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/28/2009.

project: Laboratory Information Management System (LIMS) Support
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2229

cfms: B16145

vendor: Porter Lee Corp.

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Tony Petracca

eval_date: 07/28/2009

purpose: Porter Lee is the proprietary developer of the BCA LABORATORY'S
Lab Information Managment System. They are the only source for phone tech
support and program upgrades for this system.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2008

contract_cost: 48,958.00

actual_cost: 48,958.00

cost_effective: The support and upgrades provided are essential to the
functioning of the Lab Information Managment System. Porter Lee is the
proprietary provider of this support and these upgrades.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The Porter Lee service is excellent, has met the contract
requirements, and is needed by the BCA LABORATORY.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 29 Jul 2009, 8:13 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 28 Jul 2009 21:40:55 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/28/20009.

project: State Agency Integration Assessment

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2166

cfms: B14022

vendor: SEH

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Scott Wiggins

eval_date: 07/28/2009

purpose: The contractor provided additional technical assistance to DOC to
determine various options available to DOC to address their wireless
communication needs, provide technical assistance to DOC in discussions of
alternatives with the Minnesota Department of Transportation, provide
technical assistance to DOC in presenting wireless communication needs and
assessments to DOC management, including but not limited to the
development of budgetary cost estimates.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 04/21/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 118,355

actual_cost: 118,355

cost_effective: This was done through an open bid RFP

amended: Yes

amended_e: Needed more time

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: These forms are duplicative documentation. | already have to
fill out a similar form based on contracts over $50K

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 29 Jul 2009, 8:13 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 14 Jul 2009 12:46:22 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/14/20009.

project: Public Safety Answering Points (PSAP)

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 2269

cfms: B21379

vendor: Short, Elliott Hendrickson, Inc.

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Mark A. Dunaski, Chief

eval_date: 07/14/2009

email_list: ernest. mattila@state.mn.us

purpose: 1. It was necessary to contract with SEH, Inc. in order to

conduct an assessment of the issues related to restructuring
(consolidating, realigning and/or combining operations into regional
centers) any or all of the Public Safety Answering Points (PSAP) operated
by the Minnesota Department of Public Safety, State Patrol Division (State
Patrol). The assessment must examine the impact that restructuring would
have individually and collectively on the cost of operating the existing
PSAPs operated by the State Patrol, the costs of maintaining the 911
network and the potential costs of integrating services from other PSAP s
into a regional operation. The assessment must identify and examine
whether any proposed restructuring will provide operational efficiencies
and/or improve the delivery of services to the public.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 12/31/2008

amended_date: 12/08/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: $100,000

actual_cost: $100,000

cost_effective: 5. A PSAP Shared Services Center that could be the result
of this project should take into consideration personnel structures, and

the costs to support personnel at each PSAP location; analyze the core
responsibilities of personnel, and any additional services they provide
outside answering the 9-1-1 calls; and estimate the personnel costs for
staffing a co-located or merged center and the costs to maintain the
present services necessary at the present local agencies in Minnesota.
amended: Yes

amended_e: 6. The original Contract was executed on October 27, 2008 and
was due to expire on December 31, 2008. This was a short time frame and
the consultant needed more time to complete the PSAP study. So, the
contract was amended on December 8, 2008 extending the expiration date

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 14 Jul 2009, 13:02 Page 1 of 2



from December 31, 2008 to June 30, 2009.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor provided excellent service and in a timely
manner.

comments: None.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 14 Jul 2009, 13:02 Page 2 of 2



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 13 Jul 2009 16:05:43 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/13/2009.

project: NetScaler DVS Network Services Project

id_part1: P07

id_part2: 3333

cfms: B28975

vendor: Knowledge: IT, a Cooperative

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Tom Rowland

eval_date: 07/13/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us,
Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us

purpose: DVS Network Services (NetScaler) Project: The purpose was to
configure network equipment in the DPS network architecture to balance the
application(s) data transaction utilization among the DVS E-Support
servers and to maximize the efficiency of web services by caching the
server memory.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 05/26/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 22,400.00

actual_cost: 20,800.00

cost_effective: This requires a specialized hardware device, specific
proprietary Citrix software and a proficient technician who is trained in
this product usage.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contract was completed early and under budget.
comments: Very satisfactory work was performed.

Printed for Kelly Heffron, 14 Jul 2009, 8:06 Page 1 of 1



Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 13 Jul 2009 08:59:04 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/13/2009.

project: Motorola AFIS Enhancements

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2378

cfms: B27766

vendor: MorphoTrak

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Jerrold Olson

eval date: 07/13/2009

email_list: jerrold.olson@state.mn.us, margarita.rock@state.mn.us,
maureen.janke@state.mn.us

purpose: The enhancements improve the overall accuracy of the AFIS by
changing the workflows internal to the AFIS. The result of the
enhancements is that the AFIS workflows will better match the business
processes at the BCA and eliminates some error messages that result from
new fingerprints being submitted for a person before the BCA has completed
an optional audit step in the workflow. The workflow changes will allow
the fingerprints to be fully committed to the database after the
identification is complete and before the audit. The audit will be treated
as a data maintenance function rather than part of the initial

identification process. Another enhancement being added is to give the
BCA control of what cases are sent to audit from the BCA developed and
managed Biometric Identification Service (BiolD) application. A flag will
be added to the fingerprints before they are sent to the AFIS. This flag
will allow BiolD to skip the audit on specific transactions.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 109320.00

actual_cost: 109320.00

cost_effective: This effort requires modification to vendor proprietary
software. The State does not have access to this proprietary

information.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The State has had a long-term relationship with this vendor and
they have consistently met contract requirements.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 13 Jul 2009 07:40:11 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/13/2009.

project: BCA Case Management System Project

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2369

cfms: B28278

vendor: ACISS Systems Inc.

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Maureen Janke

eval date: 07/13/2009

email_list: Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us

purpose: BCA investigations needed a solution to manage their
investigative information. The current systems the BCA uses are outdated
and not able to be serviced by the vendor.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 06/30/2009

actual_date: 6/30/2009

contract_cost: $365,967.1

actual_cost: $365,967.0

cost_effective: This contract was let by a competitive bid. The cost and
the deliverables made this a best value system for the BCA.

amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes

comments: The vendor was easy to work with and accommodating in the BCA
needs.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 10 Jul 2009 14:44:45 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/10/2009.

project: Public Safety Network Integration Study
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2254

cfms: B21955

vendor: BearingPoint

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Scott Wiggins

eval_date: 07/10/2009

purpose: To look at leverageing state networks
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 11/19/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: $129,835

actual_cost: $129,835

cost_effective: yes, it was done through an open bid process
amended: No

terminated: No

engage: Yes
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 10 Jul 2009 14:39:51 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/10/2009.

project: I-35W Bridge Collapse-ARMER After Action Report
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2177

cfms: B14061

vendor: GeoComm

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Scott Wiggins

eval _date: 07/10/2009

purpose: To determine how the ARMER system performed during and
immediately after I-35W bridge collapse

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 05/19/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 44,750

amended_cost: 44,750

actual_cost: 44,750

cost_effective: This was done through an RFP and they were the selected
bidder

amended: Yes

amended_e: Needed more time

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Maybe, depends on the service we are seeking
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 8 Jul 2009 15:46:56 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/08/2009.

project: DVS Network/Security Operations

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2222

cfms: B11664

vendor: Midwave Corporation

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin/Tom Rowland

eval_date: 07/08/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The purpose was to address issues in the DVS web-based service
delivery system.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 02/16/2008

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 728,000.00

amended_cost: 688,100.00

actual_cost: 688,100.00

cost_effective: Previous experience addressing this network gave Midwave
invaluable experience and knowledge to address this area.

amended: Yes .

amended_e: A reduction in cost was realized.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Midwave possesses a depth of knowledge and expertise about the
DVS Network that no other vendor is able to realize.

comments: Their detailed proposals and documentation are an added
benefit.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 8 Jul 2009 13:33:47 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/08/2009.

project: DVS Pre-Design Project

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2158

cfms: B09911

vendor: Cogitant Solutions Inc

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 07/08/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,

Paul. Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The DVS Pre-Design Project was completed in the time allotted to
plan for a completely re-designed set of systems and processes to meet the
statutory mission of the department.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 10/01/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 259,200.00

amended_cost: -30,000.0

actual_cost: 229,200.99

cost_effective: The vendor assisted the department in a manner which
supported the tasks at hand and accomplished the goals outlined for the
project.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Amendment was made to reduce cost.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: This contractor played a strategic and valuable role in the DVS
Pre-Design Project.

comments: The work was carried out in a very professional manner and
proved to be of pivotal importance to the project.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 8 Jul 2009 10:17:57 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/08/2009.

project: DVS Pre-Design Project

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 1111

cfms: B09911

vendor: Cogitant Solutions

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 07/08/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The DVS Pre-Design Project was completed in the time allotted to
plan for a completely re-designed set of systems and processes to meet the
statutory mission of the department.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 10/01/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 259,200.00

amended_cost: (-30,000.0

actual_cost: 229,200.99

cost_effective: The vendor assisted the department in a manner which
supported the tasks at hand and accomplished the goals outlined for the
project.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Amendment was made to reduce cost.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: This contractor played a strategic and valuable role in the DVS
Pre-Design Project.

comments: The work was carried out in a very professional manner and
proved to be of pivotal importance to the project.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 8 Jul 2009 08:50:20 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/08/2009.

project: DVS Security, Stability and Operations

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2024

cfms: A99254

vendor: Orthogonal Software Corporation

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 07/08/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us

purpose: This contract resulted from an Emergency Authorization dated
02/01/2007. The purpose was to stabilize the DVS E-Support application,
including Security and Operational abilities. This system is critical to

live, health and safety of the public.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 02/01/2007

amended_date: 06/2/2009

actual_date: 06/26/2009

contract_cost: 136,760.00

amended_cost: 373,290.00

actual_cost: 510,050.00

cost_effective: Without this system, law enforcement is unable to use
technology to support identification verification of the public, and the

state is unable to issue state ID cards and all types of driver

licenses.

amended: Yes

amended_e: During the course of this contract, the cost was increased and
reduced, and the contractor staff was adjusted as the need arose.
Additional problems were discovered, which needed immediate attention and
these were resolved.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor has been used previously and has received a
highly satisfactory review of the work that was done.

comments: This contractor responded to many unknown issues with
professional and thorough work, which has been noted previously, also.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 7 Jul 2009 14:26:20 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/07/2009.

project: DVS Pre-Design

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2158

cfms: B0O7337

vendor: Knowledge: IT, a Cooperative

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 07/07/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: This contract was entered into for assistance in conducting and
completing a pre-design project required to prepare, publish and evaluate

an RFP for a replacement system for DVS automated support systems.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 10/01/2007

actual_date: 06/30/2009

contract_cost: 1,326.000.

amended_cost: 141,031.00

actual_cost: 1,467,031.

cost_effective: The Actual Cost in box above is: $1,467,031.00 The

vendor was one of three vendors able to provide DVS with the necessary
knowledge, expertise, experience, and professional/technical services
needed to assist DVS and the DPS Office of Technology & Support Services
with the pre-design project.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Adjustments in direction from the DPS Commissioner's Office
have made it necessary to allow more time and resources to complete two of
the stated deliverables for this contract and to revise the resources for

the contract.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The DVS Pre-Design Project was completed in the time allotted to
plan for a completely re-designed set of systems and processes to meet the
statutory mission of the department.

comments: The vendor assisted the department in a manner which supported
the tasks at hand and accomplished the goals outlined for the project.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Tue, 7 Jul 2009 09:34:42 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 07/07/2009.

project: DVS E-Support Applications

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2030

cfms: A99253

vendor: Knowledge: IT, a Cooperative

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Meekin

eval_date: 07/07/2009

email_list: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us, Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us,
Paul.Meekin@state.mn.us, Tom.Rowland@state.mn.us, Mary.Jonikas@state.mn.us
purpose: The contract was entered into as a result of an Emergency
Authorization to address stability issues in the DVS Network.
accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 02/01/2007

amended_date: 06/26/2009

actual_date: 06/26/2009

contract_cost: 555,320.00

amended_cost: 2,705,091.

actual_cost: see below

cost_effective: The box above will not accept the correct number of
characters to denote the cost, the amended cost is correctly noted as:
$2,705.091.50

amended: Yes

amended_e: The funding was adjusted downward, then upward and then
downward to accommodate the issues which were encountered. Also the staff
was revised, both in the contractor group and the OTSS group.
terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor performed the needed effort to stabilize, support
and integrate the DVS Network services.

comments: The contractor has been engaged since the inception of this
project for other duties.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 28 May 2009 15:05:51 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 05/28/2009.

project: Criminal Justice Information System Staff Augmentation
id_part1: P07

id_part2: 1806

cfms: A92415

vendor: Tortuga Design Inc

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Lee A. Field

eval_date: 05/28/2009

email_list:

lee field@state.mn.us . paul. mathe@state.mn.us maureen.janke@state.mn.us
purpose: Staff Augmentation for development work on the Computerized
Criminal History system (CCH), Agency Interface (Al) and Livescan Message
Enhancement (LME)

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/07/2006

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 1171720.00

actual_cost: 1171720.00

cost_effective: State staff time consumed with higher priority projects.
Needed contractor augmentation to complete project tasks and help support
in production applications.

amended: Yes

amended_e: Extend time and money to complete additonal tasks
terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: This contractor finished assigned work on time and was of
superior quality
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Thu, 21 May 2009 07:39:14 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 05/21/2009.

project: Integrated Computer System Enhancement

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2218

cfms: c-777

vendor: Explore Information Services

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Marge Noll

eval_date: 05/21/2009

purpose: Received Federal Funding for a Federal mandated system
enhancement, therefore it was necessary to process an addendum to the
current contract.

accomplished: No

accomplished_e: There were delays in the state system that we ran out of
time to complete the project by the end of March.

contract_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 40,000

actual_cost: 10000

cost_effective: The system enhancement meant MN complicance to the Federal
program denying motor carriers vehicle registration if the carrier was
placed out of service by Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration
amended: No ‘

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Explore Information Services has met the expectations and
deliverables outlined in the contract
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 4 May 2009 16:34:31 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 05/04/2009.

project: Data Submsiions to the Comprehensive Incident Reporting System
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2106

cfms: B04573

vendor: Courtview Justice Solutions

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Schoen

eval _date: 05/04/2009

email_list: Maureen.janke@state.mn.us,Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us
purpose: The purpose of the contract was to assist the State in enabling
greater law enforcement participation in the submission of data to the BCA
s Comprehensive Incident-Based Reporting System (CIBRS). Contracts were
entered into with records management system (RMS) vendors who currently
have customers in Minnesota

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 11/21/2008

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 127,200

actual_cost: 127,200

cost_effective: This amount was a negotiated amount and less than
originally submitted for the work to be performed. This vendor represents

a consortium of agencies using one Record Management System in the
northern part of our state. This enabled us to have a broad group of data
submissions from law enforcement agencies throughout the state.
amended: Yes

amended_e: The contractor originally underestimated the amount of work and
the skills required to complete the work, thus a contract amendment was
needed.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: The contractor was very professional in dealin with the changes
and issues in the performance of the contract. The contractor aquired the
addtional staff with skills necessary to complete the work.

comments: The contractor has an excellent relationship with the law
enforcement agencies they work with and this helped the project and the
agecnies invloved.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Mon, 4 May 2009 16:04:35 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 05/04/2009.

project: Data Submsiions to the Comprehensive Incident Reporting System
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2106

cfms: B04573

vendor: Courtview Justice Solutions

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Schoen

eval_date: 05/04/2009

email_list: Maureen.janke@state.mn.us,Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us
purpose: The purpose of the contract was to assist the State in enabling
greater law enforcement participation in the submission of data to the BCA
s Comprehensive Incident-Based Reporting System (CIBRS). Contracts were
entered into with records management system (RMS) vendors who currently
have customers in Minnesota.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 11/21/2008

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 127,200

actual_cost: 127,200

cost_effective: This amount was a negotiated amount and less than
originally submitted for the work to be performed. This vendor represents

a consortium of agencies using one Record Management System in the
northern part of our state. This enabled us to have a broad group of data
submissions from law enforcement agencies throughout the state.
amended: Yes

amended_e: The contractor originally underestimated the amount of work and
the skills required to complete the work, thus a contract amendment was
needed. There was not an increase in the cost of the contract.

terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Contractor was professional in dealing with this complex project
and responded by getting more staff with skills needed to complete the
work.

comments: Contractor has an excellent relationship with the law
enforcement agecencis and this assisted in the sucessful completion of the
project.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 24 Apr 2009 15:46:57 -0500 (CDT)

To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,
From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 04/24/2009.

project: Data Submsiions to the Comprehensive Incident Reporting System
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2106

cfms: B04575

vendor: Law Enforcement Technology Group

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Schoen

eval_date: 04/24/2009

email_list: Maureen.janke@state.mn.us,Paul. Mathe@state.mn.us

purpose: The purpose of the contract was to assist the State in enabling
greater law enforcement participation in the submission of data to the BCA
s Comprehensive Incident-Based Reporting System (CIBRS). Contracts were
entered into with records management system (RMS) vendors who currently
have customers in Minnesota

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 08/01/2007

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 48,500

amended_cost: 64,000

actual_cost: 50,000

cost_effective: This amount was a negotiated amount and less than
originally submitted for the work to be performed. This vendor has a
significant group of MN law enforcement agencies using their RMS product.
This enabled us to have a broad group of data submissions from law
enforcement agencies throughout the state.

amended: Yes

amended_e: The contract was amended to extend the time necessary to
complete the work and add additionl law enforcement agencies.
terminated: No :

engage: Yes

engage_e: Contractor was very responsive to this complicated project.
Vendor wasvery professional and willing to work with the State at every
level to meet the objectives of the project. Vendor has a good

relationship with their customers and was evident in our rollout.

comments: The overall project was more sucessful due to the invlovement of
this vendor.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Fri, 24 Apr 2009 14:26:33 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us
Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 04/24/2009.

project: Data Submsiions to the Comprehensive Incident Reporting System
id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2106

cfms: B04554

vendor: Local Government Information Systems

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Paul Schoen

eval_date: 04/24/2009

email_list: Maureen.janke@state.mn.us,Paul.Mathe@state.mn.us

purpose: The purpose of the contract was to assist the State in enabling
greater law enforcement participation in the submission of data to the BCA

s Comprehensive Incident-Based Reporting System (CIBRS). Contracts were
entered into with records management system (RMS) vendors who currently
have customers in Minnesota.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 11/21/2008

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: 49841

amended_cost: 52981

actual_cost: 46181

cost_effective: This amount was a negotiated amount and less than
originally submitted for the work to be performed. This vendor is one of

the largest Record Management System providers for MN law enforcement
agencies. This enabled us to have a broad group of data submissions from
law enforcement agencies throughout the state.

amended: Yes

amended_e: The contract was amended to allow the vendor more time to add
addtional agencies. Some agencies swithed to the LOGIS product and were
added thus the amendment to add $3,140 to the original contract cost.
terminated: No

engage: Yes

engage_e: Vendor was second out of nine vendors to complete the primary
objective of the project. Assisted the state in resolving many technical
issues in both our test and production environments. Future agencies will
benefit from the work completed.

comments: LOGIS's technical team performed well and went above and beyond
to resolve technical issues that were unexpected and not a result of their
work.
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Kelly Heffron

Date sent: Wed, 15 Apr 2009 08:22:51 -0500 (CDT)
To: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us,

From: Steve.Gustafson@state.mn.us

Subject: Vendor Evaluation Form

Web site information request on 04/15/2009.

project: Unisys Infolmage Software Maintenance and Upgrade

id_part1: PO7

id_part2: 2334

cfms: B24156

vendor: Unisys Corporation

agency: Public Safety Dept

evaluator: Lee A. Field

eval date: 04/15/2009

email_list:

steve.gustafson@state.mn.us lee.field@state.mn.us.maureen.janke@state.mn.u
s,paul.mathe@state.mn.us, oded.galili@state.mn.us

purpose: Unisys upgraded our Infolmage software to version 8.2 for the
server and workstations as well as moved the location of the application
to our application VM environment.

accomplished: Yes

contract_date: 02/02/2009

amended_date: 03/31/2009

actual_date: 03/31/2009

contract_cost: $36,473.00

actual_cost: $36,473.00

cost_effective: Propri<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>