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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

c.s.A.H. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment - 1958 Through 1982 

The information listed below is presented as historical data for the 24 years of 

County State Aid Apportionments and preliminary data for the 25th year. 

Since 1958, the first year of State Aid Apportionment, County State Aid mileage has 

increased more than 1,000 miles of which over 740 miles can be attributed to the turnback 

law which was enacted in 1965. Needs have increased since 1958 substantially due to re­

vised design standards, increasing traffic, and ever rising construction costs. 

For comparison purposes the apportionment for 1982 has been estimated to be the same 

as the 1981 apportionment figure. This is purposely done to alleviate any misconceptions 

which could arise from an overestimate and also to show the apportionment effects of the 

various needs revisions. The actual apportionment which will be made by the Commissioner 

in January will reflect any increase in income to the County State Aid Highway Fund. 



1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

c.s.A.H. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment - 1958 Throygh 1982 

Accumulative 
~ Mileage Needs Apportionment Apportionment 

1958 29,003.30 $ 705,318,817 $23,895,255 $ 
1959 29,128.00 792,766,387 26,520,631 50,415,886 
1960 29,109.15 781,163,725 26,986,118 77,402,004 

1961 29,177.31 881,168,466 29,195,071 106,597,075 
1962 29,183.50 836,684,473 28,398,346 134,995,421 
1963 29,206.63 812,379,561 30,058,060 165,053,481 

1964 29,250.40 844,850,828 34,655,816 199,709,297 
1965 29,285.26 1,096,704,147 35,639,932 235,349,229 
1966 29,430.36 961,713,095 36,393,775 271,743,004 

1967 29,518.48 956,436,709 39,056,521 310,799,525 
1968 29,614.63 920,824,895 45,244,948 356,044,473 
1969 29,671.50 907,383,704 47,316,647 403,361,120 

1970 29,732.84 871,363,426 51,248,592 454,609,712 
1971 29,763.66 872,716,257 56,306,623 510,916,335 
1972 29,814.83 978,175,117 56,579,342 567,495,677 

1973 29,806ci67 1,153,027,326 56,666,390 624,162,067 
1974 29,807.37 1,220,a57,594 67,556,282 691,718,349 
1975 29,857.90 1,570,593,707 69,460,645 761,178,994 

1976 29,905.06 1,876,982,838 68,892,738 830,071,732 
1977 29,929.57 2,014,15a,273 84,221,382 914,293,114 
1978 29,952.03 1,886,535,596 86,001,153 1,000,294,267 

1979 30,ooa.47 1,964,328,702 93,482,005 1,093,776,272 
1980 30,000.25 2,210,694,426 100,581,191 1,194,357,463 
1981 30,012.55 2,524,102,659 104,003,792 1,298,361,255 

1982 30,069.75* $2,992,026,350 1104,003,792 Eat. $1,402,365,047] 

I * Does not include 1981 Trunk Highwa,y Turnback Mileage. 1\) 
I 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Comparison of the Basic 1980 to the Basic 1981 25-Year c.s.A.H. Construction Needs 

The following tabulation indicates the three phases of the 1981 C.S.A.H. needs study update that 
have been completed and shows the needs effect each phase produced. 

Normal Update 

1980 Unit Prices 

Traffic Update and 
Traffic Factor Update 

- Reflects the needs change due to 1980 construction, system revisions 

and any other necessary correctionso Under normal conditions, this 

phase should show a decrease in needs, however, instances do arise 

where the needs remain the same or actually increase. 

- Shows the needs impact of the unit prices approved at the June 25-26, 

1981 meeting. This includes the revisions in the needs costs on some 

railroad crossings and on all minor drainage structures. 

- Indicates the needs change from the use of the new traffic counts 

in the 12 counties which were co1mted in 1980. These figures also 

reflect the needs change resulting from the use of the new 20-year 

traffic projection factors computed using the new traffic co1mtso A 

map showing the new factors is included in the "Reference Material" 

section. 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OOTOBER, 1981 

Restriction of 25-Year Construction Needs Increases 

In erder to temper any large needs increases, the County Screening Committee adopted the resolution 

below: 

That, for the 1976 c.s.A.H. Apportionment, the increase in basic 25-year c.s.A.H. 
construction needs of any one county, from the 1974 to the 1975 c.s.A.H. needs 
studies, shall be restricted to 20 percentage points greater than the statewide 
average percent increase from the 1974 to the 1975 basic 25-year c.s •. A.H. con­
struction needs. ~or future years• apportionments, the c.s.A.H. needs change in 
any one county from the previous year's restricted o.s.A.H. needs to the current 
year's basic 25-year c.s.A.H. construction needs shall be restricted to 20 per­
ceritage points greater than the statewide avera&e percent change from the previous 
year's restricted c.s.A.H. needs to the current year's basic 25-year c.s.A.H. 
construction needs. 

This year the statewide needs increased 18.7%, thereby limitillg any individual county's needs increase 

to 38.7'1,. The following tabulation indicates the method of computing the restrictions necessary for 

1981. 



1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

FAS Fund Balance Deductions 

The following resolution was adopted by the County Screening Committee in 
1973 and revised in June, 1980. 

That in the event any county's FAS fund balance exceeds 
either an amount which equals a total of the last five 
years of their FAS allotments or $350,000; whichever is 
greater, the excess over the aforementioned amount shall 
be deducted from the 25-year County State Aid Highway 
construction needs in their regular account. This deduc­
tion will be based on the FAS fund balance as of June 30 
of each year. The needs adjustment resulting from this 
resolution may be waived if extenuating circumstances 
are justified to the satisfaction of the State Aid Dir­
ector and the Screening Committee. 

In conforming with this resolution, the following data is presented for the 
Screening Committee's information. 

Tentative Deduction 
FAS Fund From the 1981 

Balance as of Maximum 25-Year c.s.A.H. 
County June 30, 1981 Balance Construction Needs 

Cook $ 566,027 $397,592 $ 168,435 

Hennepin 1,741,293 515,260 1,226,033 

Ramsey 357,048 350,000 7,048 

Wright 872,609 743,340 129,269 

A letter of justification has been received from Hennepin County and follows 
this write-up. We have not received any written justification from Cook, 
Ramsey or Wright Counties. 

The Screening Committee must review this data and determine which counties, 
if any, are to receive a deduction in their 1981 25-year c.s.A.H. construction 
needs. 
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HENNEPIN 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
320 Washington Av. South 
Hopkins, Mrnnesota 55343 

935-3381 

CS.AH Screening Corrnnittee 
c/o Gordon M. Fay, Director 
Office of State Aid 
Minnesota Department of Transportation 
420 Transportation Building · 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Gentlemen: 

August 12, 1981 

Re: Excess Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Account Balance 

One year ago, I reported in a letter to the Screening Connnittee our anticipation 
of awarding a contract in 1981 for a project on Hennepin County State Aid Highway 
144. As it was then designed, the contract award would have reduced our FAS 
balance to within the Screening Connnittee's limit. 

Late last fall, however, we were denied final approval on that project by the two 
nrunicipalities involved. Local residents want the road upgraded but object to 
some federal standards, particularly the 30 foot clear zones, which would require 
the taking of additional right of way including some buildings. 

Since that time, the department has scaled down the project and is resubmitting it 
. as a federal RRR project. We feel the project as redesigned will be acceptable to 

the two nrunicipalities since it no longer requires a 30 foot clear zone on each 
side of the roadway. The department submitted a revised final Location and Design 
Study Report to Mn/DOT on July 22 and we now anticipate a letting in the spring of 
1982. 

In addition, the department has been advancing plans through federal procedures for 
a project on CSAH 110 in western Hennepin County. A combined Project Development 
Report/Environmental Assessment was submitted to Mn/DOT for this project on July 31, 
1981, and the department anticipates that the project will be let for contract in 
1982. 

We estimate the federal share on these projects to be sufficient to bring our 
federal aid secondary balance within the Screening Committee's limit. Consequently, 
we request the Committee to waive the penalty to Hennepin County for excess FAS 
funds for the 1982 CS.AH apportionment. 

Sine a, 
e, P.E. 

Ass iate County Administrator 
and aunty Engineer 

AJL/DJJ: pj 
cc: c.E. Weichselbaum 

HENNEPIN COUNTY 
an equal opportunity employer 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DAT A 

OCTOBER, 1981 

Rural Design Grading Cost Adjustments 

The following explanation is to reacquaint you with how we arrive at the rural design grading cost adjustments. 

If, in the six years from 1975 through 1980, a coup.ty has constructed 30 percent or more of its rural design 
grading, then 100 percent of the rural grading cost factor is applied to that county's total rural complete 
grading cost. 

If, in the same period, a county constructed less than 30 percent of its rural design grading, then the rural 
grading cost factor is proportioned to the percent of rural design grading constructed. 

The adjusted rural factor, can range from zero, when less than 1 percent of the system is graded, to 100, when 
30 percent or more of the system is graded dependent on the actual and estimated costs in the needs study. 

Only State Aid and Federal Aid projects have been used in the grading comparison since these are the only pro­
jects for which we have data on file. 

Below is an example of Cook County's grading cost adjustment computationz 

• During the years 1975-1980, inclusive, 2% of their CaS.A.H. system has been graded. 

• 1980 rural grading cost factor is +45%. 

(Difference between average construction cost/mile ($165,869) and average needs cost/mile 
($114,679) divided by the average needs cost/mile). 

• Adjusted grading cost factor is 2/30 of 45%, or +3%. 

• 3% of $5,722,204 (complete rural grading cost in the 1981 needs study)= +$171,666 (the effect 
on the 25-year construction needs). 

• The approximate increase in the 1982 c.s.A.H. Apportionment, due to this adjustment is $3,583. 
This is a result of the $171,666 noted above times $20.87 (apportionment earnings per $1,000 
of needs). 

The next ten pages show the results of this study by individual counties by district. These adjustments 
(effect on 25-year construction needs) have been used in computing the 1981 annual County State Aid Highway 
money needs. 



Cotmty 

CAR.LTOlJ 

~ooK_ 

ITh~ij} 

k~H IC.JI ( l\J(,-

l-frK'E 
p , H:· / I\. , 

Sr. Louis 

. 

D 1ST: I 1oTAL$ 

I ..... 
0 
I 

1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMI'l'TEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

pomparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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1981 COUN'rY SCREE.l"\J"ING COMMITrEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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Comnarison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Desi,g;n Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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pomparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Studv Costs 
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Comnarison of 197,-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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Comparison of 1975-1980 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Special Resurfacing Projects 

Due to the necessity for some counties to resurface certain substandard bituminous 
County State Aid Highways, the 1967 County Screening Committee adopted the following 
resolution: 

That any county using County State Aid Highway construction funds for spe­
cial resurfacing projects shall have the cost of such special resurfacing 
projects annually deducted from its 25-?ear County State Aid Highway con­
struction needs for a period of ten (10) years. 

The following list shows the counties, by district, that awarded special resurfacing 
projects from 1971 through 1980, the number of projects awarded and the project costs 
in each account which have been deducted from the 1981 County State Aid Highway Money 
needs. In 1980 alone, over $8.7 million of special resurfacing projects were awarded. 

Number of Total Special 
Special Resurfacing Cost 

Resurfacing Regular Municipal Deducted from the 
Projects Account Account 1981-25 Yr. Con-
1971-1980 Deduction Deduction struction Needs 

Carlton 3 $ 226,402 $ $ 226,402 
Cook 3 364,677 34,445 399,122 
Itasca 12 1,801,789 66,933 1,868,722 
Koochiching 11 734,746 36,474 771,220 
Lake 8 539,767 12,263 552,030 
:Pine 15 1,352,317 149,152 1,501,469 
St. Louis 12 1,031,539 15,187 1,046,726 

District 1 Totals 64 6,051,237 314,454 6,365,691 

Beltrami 16 1,639,654 45,801 1,685,455 
Clearwater 8 681,748 28,136 709,884 
Hubbard 5 681,821 3,288 685,109 
Kittson 4 383,888 27,101 410,989 
Lake of the Woods 1 150,120 150,120 
Marshall 9 2,195,304 51,284 2,246,588 
Norman 12 584,890 33,813 618,703 
:Polk 17 1,546,248 49,557 1,595,805 
Red Lake 5 199,415 50,736 250,151 
Roseau 3 346,333 4,079 350,412 

District 2 Totals 80 8,409,421 293,795 8,703,216 
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Number of Total Special 
Special Resurfacing Cost 

Resurfacing Regular Mlmicipal Deducted from the 
Projects Account Account 1981-25 Yr. Con-
1971-1980 Deduction Deduction struction Needs 

Aitkin 3 $ 86,155 $ 14,111 $ 100,266 
Benton 4 318,392 3,605 321,997 
Cass 10 568,339 125,201 693,540 
Crow Wing 1 51,619 51,619 
Isanti 8 664,026 664,026 
Kanabec 4 402,860 7,127 409,987 
Mille Lacs 13 205,860 18,830 224,690 
Morrison 9 987,188 115,297 1,102,485 
Stearns 15 2,241,683 101,059 2,342,742 
Todd 7 1,390,172 14,151 1,404,323 
Wadena 3 ao,035 21,267 101,302 
Wright 3 40,773 4,620 45,393 

District 3 Totals 80 7,037,102 425,268 7,462,370 

Becker 8 237,788 15,258 253,046 
Big Stone 1 122,973 12,311 135,284 
Douglas 5 507,930 15,073 523,003 
Grant 11 1,017,597 35,658 1,053,255 
Mahnomen 4 298,717 298,717 
Pope 6 684,593 684,593 
Stevens 11 1,2a7,092 111,139 1,398,231 
Swif't 14 2,012,196 91,888 2,104,084 
Traverse 1 30,037 21,751 51,788 
Wilkin 1 183,133 183,133 

District 4 Totals 62 6,382,056 303,078 6,685,134 

Anoka 5 184,342 95,893 280,235 
Carver 2 59,139 59,139 
Scott 2 121,060 9,188 130,248 

District 5 Totals 9 364,541 105,081 469,622 

Dodge 3 142,665 18,016 160,681 
Fillmore 8 396,042 18,917 414,959 
Freeborn 16 1,409,078 12,528 1,421,606 
Goodhue 1 136,395 136,395 
Houston 1 66,455 66,455 
Mower 9 780,571 34,770 815,341 
Rice 1 4,624 4,624 
Steele 11 399,212 33,430 432,642 
Wabasha 8 512,484 17,400 529,884 
Winona 7 369,347 369,347 

District 6 Totals 65 4,212,249 139,685 4,351,934 
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Number of Total Special 
Special Resurfacing Cost 

Resurfacing Regular Municipal Deducted from the 
Projects Account Account 1981-25 Yr. Con-
1981-1980 Deduction Deduction struction Needs 

Blue Earth 3 $ 282,352 $24,166 $ 306,518 
Brown 5 392,615 5,074 397,689 
Cottonwood 12 1,070,368 23,550 1,093,918 
Faribault 13 746,905 36,263 783,168 
Jackson 16 828,093 20,327 848,420 
Le Sueur 1 195,709 195,709 
Martin 2 199,189 11,151 210,340 
Nicollet 3 964,787 964,787 
Nobles 12 1,440,186 1,440,186 
Rock 5 809,637 12,234 821,871 
Sibley 12 449,951 18,374 468,325 
Waseca 3 291,244 291,244 
Watonwan 14 751,772 14,986 766,758 

District 7 Totals 101 8,422,808 166,125 8,588,933 

Chippewa 3 157,986 17,224 175,210 
Kandiyohi 16 372,063 47,711 419,774 
Lac Qui Parle 4 399,199 13,578 412,777 
Lincoln 6 866,392 24,251 890,643 
Lyon 6 366,810 139,809 506,619 
McLeod 12 988,664 5,898 994,562 
Meeker 2 105,546 105,546 
Murray 12 1,177,950 50,564 1,228,514 
Redwood 3 151,419 11,656 163,075 
RenVille 19 1,523,904 84,253 1,608,157 
Yellow Medicine 4 340,953 126,518 467,471 

District 8 Totals 87 6,450,886 521,462 6,972,348 

Chisago 4 740,431 31,223 771,654 
District 9 Totals 4 740,431 31,223 771,654 

STATE TOTALS 552 $48,070,731 $2,300,171 $50,370,902 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Bond Account Adjustments 

To compensate for unpaid County State Aid Highway Bond obligations that are not reflected in the County 
State Aid Highway Needs Studies, the County Engineers' Screening Committee passed a resolution which provides 
that a separate annual adjustment shall be made to the total money needs of a county that has sold and issued 
bonds pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 162.181, for use on State Aid projects. This Bond Account Adjust­
ment, which covers the amortization period, and which annually reflects the net unamortized bonded debt, shall 
be accomplished by adding the adjustment to the 25-year construction needs of the county. 

The Bond Account Adjustment consists of the unamortized bond balance less the unencumbered balance avail­
able as of December 31st of the preceding year. 

ST.ATE AID BOND RECORD AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1980 

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

County Issue Balance to December 31, 1980 Available Adjustment 

Beltrami $ 1,955,000 $ 905,000 $ 1,938,246 $ 16,754 $ 888,246 
Carver 1,585,000 1,1ao,ooo 1,585,000 -0- 1,1ao,ooo 
Chippewa 1,000,000 400,000 1,000,000 -0- 400,000 

Chisago 1,100,000 1,200,000 1,329,258 370,742 829,258 
Clearwater 990,000 400,000 990,000 -0- 400,000 
Faribault 1,025,000 325,000 1,025,000 -0- 325,000 

Fillmore 1,220,000 100,000 1,220,000 -0- 190,000 
Freeborn 1,450,000 775,000 1,450,000 ..;o- 775,000 
Koochiching 1,400,000 600,000 982,272 417,728 182,272 
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Colilty 

Lac Qui Parle 
Lake 
Lake of the Woods 

Le Sueur 
Marshall 
Meeker 

Nicollet 
Nobles 
Norman 

Pennington 
Pipestone 
Polk 

Red Lake 
Rice 
Steele 

Waseca 
Watonwan 
Wilkin 

Yellow Medicine 

TarALS 

Unamortized 
Amount of Bond 

Issue Balance 

$ 890,000 $ 200,000 
500,000 300,000 
500,000 500,000 

1,300,000 1,200,000 
1,250,000 1,150,000 

890,000 115,000 

1,000,000 800,000 
1,000,000 550,000 
1,135,000 355,000 

1,200,000 800,000 
940,000 655,000 

1,000,000 380,000 

500,000 100,000 
750,000 220,000 
900,000 80,000 

1,250,000 625,000 
1,250,000 1,250,000 
1,100,000 660,000 

1,250,000 1,150,000 

$30,930,000 $16,975,000 

Total Disbursements Unencumbered Bond 
and Obligations Balance Account 

to December 31, 1980 Available Adjustment 

$ 890,000 $ -0- $ 200,000 
500,000 -0- 300,000 
315,949 184,051 315,949 

1,213,639 86,361 1,113,639 
976,024 273,976 876,024 
890,000 -0- 115,000 

442,095 557,905 242,095 
1,000,000 -0- 550,000 
1,135,000 -0- 355,000 

800,000 400,000 400,000 
935,013 4,987 650,013 

1,000,000 -0- 380,000 

500,000 -0- 100,000 
693,142 56,858 163,142 
900,000 -0- 80,000 

1,250,000 -0- 625,000 
413,609 836,391 413,609 

1,100,000 -0- 660,000 

248,493 1,001,507 148,493 

$26,722,740 $4,207,260 $12,767,740 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

County State Aid Construction Fund Balance "Needs" Deductions 

The resolution below was adopted by the Screening Committee at its July 8-9, 1976 meeting. 

That, for the determination of the 1976 County State Aid Highway 
needs and all future needs, the amount of the unencumbered con­
struction fund balance as of September 1 of the current year; not 
including the current year's regular account construction appro­
tionment and not including the last three years of municipal ac­
count construction apportionment or $100,000, whichever is greater; 
shall be deducted from the 25-year construction needs of each in­
dividual county. Also, that for the computation of this deduction, 
the estimated cost of right of way acquisition which is being 
actively engaged in shall be considered encumbered funds. 

The following listing indicates the balance, the maximum allowable balances, and the "needs" 

deductions, in the respective accounts, which will be made to the 198$ 25-year construction 

needs pursuant to this resolution. 



1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1 981 

MILL LEVY DEDUCTIONS 

Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 162.07, Subdivision 3 and 4 requires that a 
two-mill levy on each rural county, and a one and two-tenths mill levy on 
each urban county be computed and subtracted from such county's total esti­
mated construction cost. 

The 1971 Legislature amended laws pertaining to taxation and assessment of 
property valuations. Previously, the term "full and true" (1/3 of market 
value) was interpreted to mean Taxable Value. The 1971 Legislature deleted 
the term 11fuJ.l and true" and inserted "market" value where applicable. Also, 
all adjustments made to market value to arrive at the full and true value 
were negated. The result of this change in legislation was an increase in 
Taxable Value by approximately 30o%o 

To obviate any conflict, the 1971 Legislature enacted the following: 

Chapter 273.1102 RATE OF TAXATION, TERMINOLOGY OF LAWS OR CHARTERS. 
The rate of taxation by arr:, political subdivision or of the public 
corporation for any purpose for which arr:, law or charter now pro­
vides a maximum tax rate expressed in mills times the assessed 
value or times the fuJ.l and true value of taxable property (except 
any value determined by the state equalization aid review commit­
tee) shall not exceed 33 1/3 percent of such maximum tax rate until 
and unless such law or charter is amended to provide a different 
maximum tax rate. (1971 C 424 S 241) 

We have, therefore, reduced the mill rate by the required 33 i/3% to equal a 
0.6667 mill levy for rural counties and a 004000 mill levy for urban counties. 

The following listed figures comply with the above requirements of computationo 

1981 
County Total Mill Levy 

County Tax Valuation Deduction 

Carlton $ 101,607,778 $ 67,742 
Cook 24,444,325 16,297 
Itasca 265,563,147 177,051 
Koochiching 57,755,716 38,506 
Lake 32,046,187 21,365 
Pine 63,264,375 42,178 
St. Louis* 733,807,339 293,523 

District 1 Totals 1,278,488,867 656,662 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING CO.MMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

County State Aid Construction Fund Balance "Needs" Deductions 
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Fund Balance Balance 
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Construction 
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1981 
County Total Mill Levy 

Countz Tax Valuation Deduction 

Beltrami $ 78,639,795 $ 52,429 
Clearwater 31,436,377 20,959 
Hubbard 74,808,577 49,875 
Kittson 60,218,149 40,147 
Lake of the Woods 15,363,671 10,243 
Marshall 86,612,611 57,745 
Norman 73,879,300 49,255 
Pennington 60,124,800 40,085 
Polk 192,749,721 128,506 
Red Lake 26,275,352 17,518 
Roseau 56,892,515 37,930 

District 2 Totals 757 ,ooo ,868 504,692 

Aitkin 67,518,392 45,015 
Benton 87,090,225 58,063 
Cass 109,067,614 72,715 
Crow Wing 180,569,917 120,386 
Isanti 70,573,748 47,052 
Kanabec 32,851,977 21,902 
Mille Lacs 55,006,139 36,673 
Morrison 85,997,360 57,334 
Sherburne 203,668,869 135,786 
Stea.ms 394,392,306 262,941 
Todd 77,295,141 51,533 
Wadena 36,850,962 24,569 
Wright 267,965,060 178,652 

District 3 Totals 1,668,847,710 1,112,621 

Becker 112,211,635 74,812 
Big Stone 43,228,365 28,820 
Clay 192,068,084 128,052 
Douglas 123,903,008 82,606 
Grant 54,994,471 36,665 
Mahnomen 21,426,398 14,285 
Otter Tail 222,626,475 148,425 
Pope 66,344,452 44,232 
Stevens 68,178,664 45,455 
Swift 91,452,472 60,971 
Traverse 52,271,781 34,850 
Wilkin 75,492,593 50,331 

District 4 Totals 1,124,198,398 749,504 

.Anoka 834,216,133 556,172 
Carver 178,883,725 119,262 
Hennepin* 6,140,967,776 2,456,387 
Scott 239,624,126 159,757 

District 5 Totals 7,393,691,760 3,291,578 
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1981 
County Total Mill Levy 

County Tax Valuation Deduction 

Dodge $ 99,360,133 $ 66,243 
Fillmore 122,924,406 81,954 
Freeborn 232,832,000 155,229 
Goodhue 337,997,357 225,343 
Houston 77,894,037 51,932 
Mower 212,725,062 141,824 
Olmsted 463,089,561 308,742 
Rice 184,148,940 122,772 
Steele 164,288,900 109,531 
Wabasha 98,040,779 65,364 
Winona 182,862,483 121,914 

District 6 Totals 2,176,163,658 1,450,848 

Blue Earth 286,514,428 191,019 
Brown 160,828,383 107,224 
Cottonwood 140,736,297 93,829 
Faribault 191,137,174 127,431 
Jackson 158,422,133 105,620 
Le Sueur 103,277,538 68,855 
Martin 211,543,749 141,036 
Nicollet 129,900,838 86,605 
Nobles 155,631,027 103,759 
Rock 89,126,943 59,421 
Sibley 116,061,161 77,378 
Waseca 114,744,894 76,500 
Watonwan 106,169,584 70,783 

District 7 Totals 1,964,094,149 1,309,460 

Chippewa 98,679,271 65,790 
Kandiyohi 187,975,601 125,323 
Lac Qui Parle 84,661,467 56,444 
Lincoln 52,164,502 34,778 
Lyon 140,183,730 93,461 
McLeod 136,426,316 90,955 
Meeker 113,146,098 75,435 
Murray 101,858,809 67,909 
Pipestone 67,540,342 45,029 
Redwood 171,281,267 114,193 
Renville 181,460,177 120,980 
Yellow Medicine 103,774,713 69,187 

District 8 Totals 1,439,152,293 959,484 

Chisago 94,674,051 63,119 
Dakota 984,135,251 656,123 
Ramser 2,468,039,205 987,216 
Washington 536,662,349 357,793 

District 9 Totals 4,os3,510,s56 2,064,251 

ST.ATE TOTALS $21,885,148,559 $12,099,100 

* Denotes Urban Counties 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Development of the Tentative 1982 c.s.A.H. Money l\Teeds Apportionment 

(Based on the 1981 A.pportioillllent S'WD.) 

Thia chart was prepared in order to determine an annual money needs figure 

for each county. These figures, along with each county's mileage, must be 

presented to the Commissioner on or before Novellber 1, for his use iil appor­

tioning the 1982 County State Aid Highway Jlund. This tabulation al.so indi­

cates a tentative 1982 money needs apportionment figure for each cotmty 

based on the 1981 apportionment sum. 

The Trunk Highwa;y Turnback Adjustment column is the same as was used for 

the 1981 money needs apportionment determination because more current data 

was not available at the time the chart was printed. Current data will be 

used for the final 1982 apportionment. 

Minor adjustments must be made for any turnback activity in 1981 and pos­

sibly for any ~AS fund balance deductions deemed necessary by this Committee. 





October 30, 1981 

Richard P. Braun, Commissioner 
Minnesota Department of Trimsportation 
·Room 411 
Transportation Buildil'.lg 
st. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

In reply refer to: 702 

Dear Commissioner Braun: 

We, the undersigned, as members of the 1981 County Screening Committee, having 
reviewed all information aTailable in relation to the mileage and money needs of 
the County State Aid Hi8hwa,y System, do hereby submit our findiilgs on the attaohed 
sheets. 

In ma.king this recommendation, we have considered the needs impact resulting from 
changes in unit costs, construction accomplishments, traffic revisions and new traf­
fic factors. After determining the annual needs, adjustments as required by law and 
Screening CoDill:i.ttee Resolutions were made to arrive at the money needs as listed. 
Due to turnback activity 1n 1981, and possible deductions caused by excessive PAS 
fund balances; adjustments to the mileage and money needs will be necessary before 
January 1, 1982. 

This Commi.ttee, therefore, recommends that the :mileage and money needs as listed 
be modified as required and used as the basis for apportioning to the counties the 
1982 Apportionment Sum as provided in .Mimlesota Statutes, Chapter 162.07, Sub­
division 5. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Demus Carlson, Secretar1 
County Screening Committee 

.APl'ROVED 

Douglas Grindall, District 1 

Roger Diesen, District 2 

Duane Blanck, District 3 

Dennis Berend, District 4 

A. J. Lee, District 5 

John Dolan, District 6 
(Chairman) 

Michael Wagner, District 7 

Marlyn Hanson, District 8 

Kenneth Weltzin, District 9 

Enclosure: 
Mileage and .Annual Money Needs Listing 
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1981 COUNTY Br.ATE AID HIGHWAY NEEDS STUDY 
(1982 c.s • .A.H. FUND APPORTIONMENT) 

TABULATION OJ.i' THE COUNTY ST.ATE AID HIGHWAY MILEAGE AND MONEY NEEDS 
AS RECOMMENDED BY THE COUNTY ENGINEERS' SCREENING COMMITTEE 

FOR USE BY THE COMMISSIONER OF TRANSPORTATION 
IN APPORTIO~ING THE 1982 COUNTY ST.ATE AID HIGHWAY 1!'tJND 

.Annual 
County State Aid County State Aid 
Hu:hw!!i,I 11:ile!!eie High•& Monel Needs 

Carlton 294.41 $ 911,083 
Cook 178.08 716,626 
Itasca 651.28 2,150,000 
Koochiching 248.93 1,470,536 
Lake 214.12 984,845 
Pine 473.12 1,841,807 
St. Louis 1,362.26 6,922,931 

District 1 Totals 3,422.20 14,997,828 

Beltrami 465.41 1,541,280 
Clearwater 327c39 715,354 
Hubbard 325.80 691,670 
Kittson 372.54 895,649 
Lake of the Woods 186.96 931,122 
Marshall 640.19 1,160,898 
Norman 393.53 1,126,825 
Pennington 260.80 644,632 
Polk 809.48 2,655,672 
Red Lake 186.39 576,337 
Roseau 482.62 1,087,681 

District 2 Totals 4,451.11 12,027,120 

Aitkin 368.53 1,377,011 
Benton 224.30 620,273 
Cass 530.35 1,462,551 
Crow Wing 373.58 1,430,9€33 
Isanti 226.24 656,344 
Kanabec 211.67 644,733 
Mille Lacs 249.76 605,412 
Morrison 428.98 808,630 
Sherburne 217.39 400,215 
Stearns 602.78 1,602,033 
Todd 412.56 927,989 
Wadena 229.50 489,124 
Wright 403.49 1,611,491 

District 3 Totals 4,479.13 12,636,789 

Becker 467.70 849,489 
Big Stone 211.60 507,593 
Olq 406.69 1,668,466 
Douglas 387 .17 874,414 
Grant 228.85 469,982 
Mahnomen 195.20 558,629 
Otter Tail 912.72 2,321,896 
Pope 299-23 486,890 
Stevens 243.91 424,913 
Swift 329.76 827,312 
Traverse 243.82 522,036 
Wilkin 312.56 662,410 

District 4 Totals 4,239.21 10,174,030 



Anoka 
Carver 
Hennepin 
Scott 

District 5 Totals 

Dodge 
Fillmore 
Freeborn 
Goodhue 
Houston 
l!llower 
Olmsted 
Rice 
Steele 
Wabasha 
Winona 

District 6 Totals 

Blue Earth 
Brown 
Cottonwood 
Faribault 
Jackson 
Le Sueur 
Martin 
Nicollet 
Nobles 
Rock 
Sibley 
Waseca 
Watonwan 

District 7 Totals 

Chippewa 
Kandiyohi 
Lac Qui Parle 
Lincoln 
Lyon 
McLeod 
Meeker 
.Murra;r 
Pipe atone 
Redwood 
Renville 
Yellow Medicine 

District 8 Totals 

Chisago 
Dakota 
Ramsey 
WasbJngton 

District 9 Totals 

grATE TOT.ALS 

County State Aid 
Highway Mileage 

243.38 
207.11 
500.68 
186.64 

1,137.81 

250.13 
395.49 
447.84 
326.92 
250.65 
374.28 
320.12 
280.88 
292.48 
277.50 
316.11 

3,532.40 

416.07 
317.57 
316.75 
341.42 
370.75 
268.34 
378.08 
244.72 
343.75 
258.98 
287.62 
250.58 
228.86 

4,023.49 

244.32 
418.95 
361.89 
255.18 
317.64 
236.80 
272.02 
355 .14 
227.31 
385.14 
449.75 
342.98 

3,867.12 

226.26 
274.74 
228.07 
188.21 
917.28 

30,069.75* 

* Does not include 1981 T.H. Turnba.ck :lfi.leage. 

.Annual 
County State Aid 

Highway Money Needs 

$ 918,852 
1,308,865 
6,923,242 
1,403,320 

10,554,279 

823,862 
2,276,877 
1,104,207 
1,442,592 
1,198,913 
1,229,630 
1,454,766 

927,530 
780,972 

1,556,425 
1,403,368 

14,199,142 

1,929,984 
866,354 
842,146 

1,373,929 
1,305,181 
1,061,318 
1,381,286 

569,612 
1,056,907 

640,758 
1,043,152 

949,260 
956,979 

13,976,866 

741,082 
1,215,921 
1,002,188 

614,967 
1,208,761 

889,434 
551,951 
748,258 
546,118 

1,006,129 
1,576,761 

824,246 
11,005,016 

988,358 
1,806,183 
2,867,695 
1,312,601 
6,974,837 

$106,546,707 

-34-
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Total Tentative 1982 C~S.A.H. Apportionment 

(Based· on 1981 Apportionment Sum) 

The following tabulation lists a tentative 1982 Apportionment based on the 1981 allotment 

sum. The Equalization Apportionment naturally remains the same. The Motor Vehicle Registration 

Apportionment reflects changes caused by the new registration figures. The Mileage Apportionment 

was computed using the actual 1981 c.s.A.H. needs study mileage but the 1981 Trunk Highway Turn­

back mileage is not includedo The Money Needs Apportionment is based on the actual 1981 25-year 

construction needs, however, these needs will be adjusted by 1981 turnback activity, by deductions 

caused by excessive FAS fund balances, and possibly by other action taken at this meetingo 

We wish to emphasize that the apportionment as shown is tentative and the final apportionment 

will be determined in January, 1982, by the Commissioner with the assistance of recommendations by 

your Screening Committeeo 



Total Tentative 1982 C.S.A.H. A;eEortionment 
(Based on 1981 Apportionment SUm) 

Mileage 
Apportionment Total 

Motor Vehicle ( 1961 TlfrB Money Tentative 
Equalization Registration Mileage Needs 19a2 c.s.A.H. 

County A;e2ortionment ~Eortionment Not Include A:e:eortionment A:e:eortionment 

Carlton $ 119,544 $ 81,747 $ 305,490 s 444,669 $ 951,450 
Cook 119,544 12,512 184,773 349,761 666,590 
Itasca 119,544 119,188 675,785 1,049,343 1,963,860 
Koochiching 119,544 48,289 258,283 717,720 1,143,836 
Lake 119,545 36,006 222,183 480,670 858,404 
Pine 119,545 51,898 490,919 898,925 1,561,287 
St. Louis 119,545 552,198 1,413,505 3,378,852 5,464,100 

District 1 Totals 836,811 901,838 3,550,938 7,319,940 12,609,527 

Beltrami 119,544 75,694 482,931 752,247 1,430,416 
Clearwater 119,544 23,515 339,718 349,140 831,917 
Hubbard 119,544 37,899 338,064 337,581 833,088 
Kittson 119,544 21,560 386,551 437,136 964,791 
Lake of the Woods 119,545 11,430 194,009 454,450 779,.434 
Marshal.l 119,545 41,425 664,272 566,596 1,391,838 
Norman 119,545 29,984 408,329 549,966 1,101,a24 
Pemlln8ton 119,545 44,992 270,608 314,623 749,768 
Polk 119,545 100,436 839,935 1,296,145 2,356,061 
Red Lake 119,545 16,027 193,416 281,291 610,279 
Roseau 119,545 37,566 500,778 530,861 1,188,750 

District 2 Totals 1,314,991 440,528 4,618,611 5,870,036 12,244,166 

Aitkin 119,544 37,712 382,401 672,073 1,211,730 
Benton 119,544 56,380 232,729 302,735 711,388 
Cass 119,544 54,508 550,295 713,822 1,438,169 
Crow Wing 119,544 115,340 387,643 698,415 1,320,942 
Isanti 119,544 56,890 234,757 320,339 731,530 
Kanabec 119,544 31,503 219,625 314,673 685,345 
Mille Lacs 119,545 53,354 259,157 295,482 727,538 
Morrison .119,545 74,175 445,115 394,665 1,033,500 
Sherburne 119,545 69,818 225,584 195,332 610,279 
Stearns 119,545 263,764 625,458 781,899 1,790,666 
Todd 119,545 61,445 428,080 452,920 1,061,990 
Wadena 119,545 37,857 238,127 238,725 634,254 

I Wright 119,545 148,653 418,657 786,515 1,473,370 
\>I 
0', District 3 Totals $ 1,554,079 $ 1,061,399 S 4,647,628 $6,167,595 $13,430,701 I 



I 
'\.>I 
-.J 
I Kileage 

Apportionment Total 
Motor Vehicle ( 1981 Tlffll Money Tentative 

Equalization Registration Mileage Needs 19a2 c.s.A.H. 
County AfJ20rtionment AJ2I?Ortionment Not Included AJ2J20rtionment Apportionment 

Becker s 119544 $ 75,954 $ 485,303 I 414,607 $ 1,095,408 
Big Stone 119,544 23,432 219,562 247,739 610,277 
Clay 119,544 119,365 421,995 814,323 1,475,227 
Douglas 119,544 73,905 401,746 426,772 1,021,967 
Grant 119,544 23,879 237,472 229,382 610,277 
Mahnomen 119,545 15,528 202,558 272,648 610,279 
Otter Tail 119,545 140,915 947,048 1,133,240 2,340,748 
Pope 119,545 30,296 310,483 237,635 697,959 
Stevena 119,545 30,276 253,072 207,386 610,279 
Swift 119,545 40,104 342,183 403,783 905,615 
Traverse 119,545 18,866 252,979 254,789 646,179 
Wilkin 119,545 25,450 324,305 323,300 792,600 

District 4 Totals 1,434,535 617,970 4,398,706 4,965,604 11,416,815 

.Anoka 119,544 418,917 252,542 448,461 1,239,464 
Carver 119,544 86,219 214,913 638,813 1,059,489 
Hennepin 119,544 2,367,272 519,530 3,379,004 6,385,350 
Scott 119,545 116,661 193,665 684,914 1,114,785 

District 5 Totals 478,177 2,989,069 1,180,650 5,151,192 9,799,088 

Dodge 119,544 41,539 259,531 402,099 822,713 
Fillmore 119,544 61,352 410,357 1,111,268 1,702,521 
Freeborn 119,544 101,580 464,679 538,927 1,224,730 
Goodhue 119,544 107,478 339,219 704,081 1,210,322 
Houston 119,544 49,859 260,093 585,149 1,014,645 
Mower 119,545 114,019 388,361 600,141 1,222,066 
Olmsted 119,545 239,594 332,167 710,023 1,401,329 
Rice 119,545 106,677 291,450 452,696 970,368 
Steele 119,545 81,903 303,493 381,167 886,108 
Wabasha 119,545 54,269 · 287,955 759,639 1,221,408 
Winona 119,545 106,167 328,018 684,937 1,238,667 

District 6 Totals $ 1,314,990 s 1,064,437 $3,665,323 8 6,930,127 $12,974,877 



Mileage 
.!pportionment Total 

Motor Vehicle ( 1981 THTB Money Tentative 
F,qualization Registration Mileage Needs 19a2 c.s.A.H. 

County A.,eportionm.ent A12eortionment Not Include ApEortionment A;e,eortionment 

Blue Earth $ 119,544 $ 135,787 $ 431,730 $ 941,961 $ 1,629,022 
Brown 119,544 81,591 329,515 422,838 953,488 
Cottonwood 119,544 45,179 328,673 411,024 904,420 
Faribault 119,544 59,989 354,258 670,569 1,204,360 
Jackson 119,544 39,833 384,710 637,015 1,1a1,102 
Le Sueur 119,545 63,203 278,439 517,994 979,181 
Martin 119,545 74,103 392,292 674,160 1,260,100 
Nicollet 119,545 58,263 253,915 278,008 709,731 
Nobles 119,545 64,420 356,691 515,841 1,056,497 
Rock 119,545 30,317 268,735 312,733 731,330 
Sibley 119,545 43,422 298,439 509,128 970,534 
Waseca 119,545 50,504 259,999 463,302 893,350 
Watonwan 119,545 37,348 237,472 467,070 861,435 

District 7 •.rotala 1,554,080 783,959 4,174,868 6,821,643 13,334,550 

Chippewa 119,544 44,836 253,509 361,698 779,587 
Kandiyohi 119,544 100,405 434,725 593,450 1,248,124 
Lac Qui Parle 119,545 31,721 375,506 489,135 1,015,907 
Lincoln 119,545 22,236 264,773 300,145 706,699 
Lyon 119,545 69,724 329,578 589,956 1,1oa,ao3 
McLeod 119,545 87,509 245,709 434,103 886,866 
Meeker 119,545 55,996 282,246 269,389 727,176 
Murray 119,545 33,271 368,517 365,200 886,533 
Pipestone 119,545 33,292 235,849 266,542 655,228 
Redwood 119,545 58,357 399,624 530,103 1,107,629 
Renville 119,545 63,838 466,675 769,565 1,419,623 
Yellow Medicine 119,545 41,498 355,880 402,287 919,210 

District 8 Totals 1,434,538 642,683 4,012,591 5,371,573 11,461;385 

Chisago 119,544 72,376 234,789 482,385 909,094 
Dakota 119,544 442,682 285,085 881,538 1,728,849 
Ramsey 119,545 1,126,538 236,661 1,399,626 2,882,370 
Washington 119,545 256,900 195,288 640,637 1,212,370 

District 9 Totals 478,178 1,898,496 951,823 3,404,186 6,732,683 

ST ATE TO'.r ALS $10,400,379 $10,400,379 $31,201,138 $52,001,896 $104,003,792 

I 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Comparison of the Actual 1981 to the 
Tentative 1982 c.s.A.H. Apportionment 

(Based on the 1981 C.S.A.H Apportionment Sum) 

The following two pages show what each county's 1982 County State 

Aid Apportionment would be if all mileage, needs and adjustments 

remained as published in this booklet and if the road user fund 

for 1982 remained the same as 1981. However, as we stated in the 

previous write-ups, some revised figures will be used to deter­

mine the final 1982 Apportionment. This data is being presented 

simply to show the approximate comparison to last year's appor-

tionment if the Committee approves the mileage and money needs as 

presented. 



1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE D~A 
OCTOBER, 1981 

Com arisen of the Actual 1981 to the Tentative 1982 C.S.A.H. ortionments 
Based on the 1981 c.s.A.H. Apportionment Sum 

.Actual Tentative Increase 
1981 C.S.A.H. 1982 c.s.A.H. or % 
A:e:eortionment A;e:Eortionment Decrease + or -

(Using 1981 Funds) 

Carlton $ 918,261 $ 951,450 $+ 33,189 + 3.6 
Cook 655,023 666,590 + 11,567 + 1.8 
Itasca 1,942,804 1,963,860 + 21,056 + 1 .1 
Koochiching 1,143,836 1,143,836 * Lake 835,236 858,404 + 23,168 + 2.8 
Pine 1,664,038 1,561,287 - 102,751 - 6.2 
St. Louis 5,651,166 5,464,100 - 187,066 - 3.3 

District 1 Totals 12,810,364 12,609,527 - 200,837 - 1.6 

Beltrami. 1,453,191 1,430,416 - 22,775 - 1.6 
Clearwater 809,613 831,917 + 22,304 + 2.8 
Hubbard 843,914 833,088 - 10,826 - 1.3 
Kittson 955,562 964,791 + 9,229 + 1.0 
Lake of the Woods 779,433 779,434 + 1 * 
Marshall 1,387,745 1,391,838 + 4,093 + 0.3 
Norman 1,111,350 1,107,824 3,526 - 0.3 
Pennington 720,612 749,768 + 29,156 + 4.0 
Polk 2,310,160 2,356,061 + 45,901 + 2.0 
Red Lake 610,278 610,279 + 1 * Roseau 1,128,685 1,188,750 + 60,065 + 5.3 

District 2 Totals 12,110,543 12,244,166 + 133,623 + 1.1 

.Aitkin 1,181,583 1,211,730 + 30,147 + 2.6 
Benton 719,695 711,388 8,307 - 1.2 
Cass 1,493,047 1,438,169 - 54,878 - 3.7 
Crow Wing 1,276,578 1,320,942 + 44,364 + 3.5 
Isanti 728,434 731,530 + 3,096 + 0.4 
Kanabec 690,683 685,345 5,338 - 0.8 
Mille Lacs 719,719 727,538 + 7,819 + 1.1 
Morrison 1,013,940 1,033,500 + 19,560 + 1.9 
Sherburne 610,279 610,279 * Stearns 1,814,755 1,790,666 - 24,089 - 1.3 
Todd 1,071,362 1,061,990 9,372 - 0.9 
Wadena 624,819 634,254 + 9,435 + 1.5 
Wright 1,498,629 1,473,370 - 25,259 - 1.7 

District 3 Totals 13,443,523 13,430,701 - 12,822 - o. 1 

Becker 1,073,012 1,095,408 + 22,396 + 2.1 
Big Stone 610,277 610,277 * 
Clay 1,429,798 1,475,227 + 45,429 + 3.2 
Douglas 1,034,249 1,021,967 - 12,282 - 1.2 
Grant 610,278 610,277 1 * 
Mahnomen 610,279 610,279 * 
Otter Tail 2,329,859 2,340,748 + 10,889 + 0.5 
Pope 697,363 697,959 + 596 + 0.1 
Stevens 610,279 610,279 * Swift 848,217 905,615 + 57,398 + 6.8 
Traverse 610,279 646,179 + 35,900 + 5.9 
Wilkin 784,516 792,600 + 8,084 + 1.0 

District 4 Totals 11,248,406 11,416,815 + 168,409 + 1.5 

* Less than o. 1% -40-



Actual Tentative Increase 
1981 c.s.A.H. 1982 c.s.A.H. or % 
AE:eortionment A:eEortionment 

(Using 1981 Funds) 
Decrease + or -

.Anoka $ 1,171,243 $ 1,239,464 $+ 68,221 + 5.8 
Carver 1,046,711 1,059,489 + 12,778 + 1.2 
Hennepin 6,931,635 6,385,350 - 546,285 - 7.,9 
Scott 1,037,294 1,114,705 + 77,491 + 7.5 

District 5 Totals 10,186,883 9,799,088 - 387,795 - 3.8 

Dodge 826,299 822,713 3,586 - 0.4 
Fillmore 1,747,799 1,702,521 - 45,278 - 2.6 
Freeborn 1,225,638 1,224,730 908 - 0.1 
Goodhue 1,328,382 1,270,322 - 58,060 - 4.4 
Houston 1,037,115 1,014,645 - 22,470 - 2.2 
Mower 1,219,141 1,222,066 + 2,925 +0.2 
Olmsted 1,360,211 1,401,329 + 41,118 + 3.0 
Rice 971,853 970,368 1,485 - 0.2 
Steele 868,880 886,108 + 17,228 + 2.0 
Wabasha 1,239,469 1,221,408 - 18,061 - 1.5 
Winona 1,297,733 1,238,667 - 59,066 - 4.6 

District 6 Totals 13,122,520 12,974,877 - 147,643 - 1.1 

Blue Earth 1,587,295 1,629,022 + 41,727 + 2.6 
Brown 964,701 953,488 - 11,213 - 1.2 
Cottonwood 904,781 904,420 361 * 
Faribault 1,238,655 1,204,360 - 34,295 - 2.8 
Jackson 1,110,453 1,181,102 + 70,649 + 6.4 
Le Sueur 1,032,028 979,181 - 52,847 - 5. 1 
Martin 1,175,934 1,260,100 + 84,166 + 7.2 
Nicollet 734,820 709,731 - 25,089 - 3.4 
Nobles 1,049,450 1,056,497 + 7,047 + 0.7 
Rock 708,913 731,330 + 22,417 + 3.2 
Sibley 946,957 970,534 + 23,577 + 2.5 
Waseca 848,612 893,350 + 44,738 + 5.3 
Watonwan 788,913 861,435 + 72,522 + 9.2 

District 7 Totals 13,091,512 13,334,550 + 243,038 + 1.9 

Chippewa 782,737 779,587 3,150 - 0.4 
Kandiyohi 1,208,926 1,248,124 + 39,198 + 3.2 
Lac Qui Parle 997,980 1,015,907 + 17,927 + 1.8 
Lincoln 673,809 706,699 + 32,890 + 4.9 
Lyon 1,017,481 1,108,803 + 91,322 + 9.0 
McLeod 820,636 886,866 + 66,230 + 8.1 
Meeker 706,520 727,176 + 20,656 + 2.9 
Murra.y 869,456 886,533 + 17,077 + 2.0 
Pipestone 643,350 655,228 + 11,878 + 1.8 
Redwood 1,087,575 1,107,629 + 20,054 + 1.8 
RenVille 1,353,969 1,419,623 + 65,654 + 4.a 
Yellow Medicine 902,803 919,210 + 16,407 + 1.8 

District 8 Totals 11,065,242 11,461,385 + 396,143 + 3.6 

Chisago 830,757 909,094 + 78,337 + 9.4 
Dakota 1,751,187 1,12a,a49 - 22,338 - 1.3 
Ramsey 3,085,731 2,882,370 - 203,361 - 6.6 
Washington 1,257,124 1,212,370 - 44,754 - 3.6 

District 9 Totals 6,924,799 6,732,683 - 192,116 - 2.8 

STATE TOI'ALS $104,003,792 $104,003,792 * 
-41- * Less than 0.1% 
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1981 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA 

Criteria Necessary for County State Aid Highway Designation 

In the past, there has been considerable speculation as to which require­

ments a road must meet in order to qualify for designation as a County State Aid 

Highway. The following section of the Minnesota Department of Transportation 

Rules which was updated in January, 1977 definitely sets forth what criteria 

are necessary. 

Portion of Minn. Rule Hwy. 32, (E) (2): 

State Aid routes shall be selected on the basis of the following cri­

teria: 

a. County state-aid highways which: 

(1) Carry relatively heavier traffic volumes or are 
functional classified as collector or arterial 
as identified on the county's functional plans 
as approved by the county board; 

(2) And connect towns, communities, shipping points, 
and markets within a county or in adjacent coun­
ties; 

(a) Or provide access to rural churches, schools, 
comm.unity meeting halls, industrial areas, 
state institutions, and recreational areas; 

(b) Or serve as principal rural mail routes and 
school bus routes; 

(3) And occur at reasonable intervals consistent 
with the density of population; 

(4) And provide an integrated and coordinated high­
way system, affording within practical limits a 
State-Aid highway network consistent with traffic 
demands. 



11 

1958 - 1965-
1964 

I 
1969 197) 1971 

'1 "lck(n 
I 6 . I 0 

U2 Anoka I t. 33 0 . 71 
01 Rec~er 10 . 07 

I Bel c. ram! 6 . 84* 0. 69 J4 
J 5 Renton 3 . 18* 
16 8 i't St-one 1 . 40 

n1 Blue ~ar th • ts. 29* 
08 Sro• . .rn 3. 81 3 . 63 0 . 13 

' 
09 ::a rl ton 3. 62 I 

IJ C'a rve:r I . SS 0 . 94 
II Ca s • 7. 90 
12 Chippewa 14. 00 1.00 

13 Ch hogo 3. 24 

' 
14 Cl ay t . 18 0 . 82 
n Cle:arvater o. JO,, 1. 00 

-
16 -:ook 3. 60 

I 17 Co t tonwood 3 . 37 1.80 I. 10 
18 Crow Wing 13.00* 

l 9 Oakota l . 6S* 
20 Dodge 
21 Dougla s 7. 40,, 3.25 

22 faribaul t 0 . 08 0.29 1 . 20 
23 Fl I I more I . 12 
24 Fre eborn 0. 05 0. 90 

25 Goodhue 
26 Crant 5 . 30 0 . 12 

27 Hennepin 4 . 5:> 0 . 19 

28 Houston 
29 Hubbar d o. 60 t.25 
JI) l s ant i 1.06 o. 74 

31 l ta sea 
32 Jackson 0 . 10 
33 Kanabec 

34 Kand i yohi 0 . 44 
3 5 Kitt s on 6 . 60,, 
36 Koochiching 9 . 27* 

37 Lac Qui Parle 1 . 70 0 . 23 
38 Lake 3. 24* l. 58 0 . 56 
39 Lake of t h e lloods 0 . 56 0 . 33 

40 Le Sueur 2 . 70 
41 Llncol n 5.65* . Q. 90 
42 Lyon 2.00 l. 

4) HcLeod 0.09 1 . 50 
44 Ha.hnO".llen t.00 0 . 42 
45 Marsh•ll 15. 00* 

I 
46 H4t"tin I 1.52 I 41 'te~lc.er " . 81 
W3 Mille Lies I I I 

l I I 
1,Q Mot"'ri son 

I 
j"\ :to·--1er 9 . 28* 3.83 
51 Hurr 1y J . 52 1. 10 

I 
57 'llcol let 
5) Nob! es 13. 71 J . I I 
54 'lorman I.JI 

I 5·, Olm ted 10 . 77• 4 . 55 
;~ Otter ra i I 
51 Pennington 0 . 84 

58 Pine 9 . 25 
59 Pi pestone 0 . 50 
60 Polk 4 . 00 

6 1 Pope 1.6) 2 . 00 1. 20 
62 bms ey 9 . 45* 0 . 67 0 . 21 
6) Red Lake 0. 50 -
64 Redwood 2 .30 \. 11 
65 Renv ille 
66 Ri c e .~ l . 70 

67 Rock 
II 

0 . 50 A 
68 Roseau 5. 20 1 . 60 
69 S t . Louis 7 . 71* 11 . 43 

70 Scott 8 . 65* ) .44 ) . 51 
7l Shnburne 5. 42 
72 Si bley 1.50 

73 St«Tn:i 0 , 08 o. 70 
74 Steele l.28 0 .27 
7 5 Stev ens 

~ 
l . 00 

76 S-.,H t 0 . 78 
77 rodd l . 90* 
78 Tr.-verse 0 . 20 0 . 07 

79 1.labasha 0 . 43* 
80 'l a dena 
81 r/aseca 4 . 10 0. 43 

82 Was hing ton 2 . 33* 
83 '-laton..,a.n 
84 'lllkln 

8 5 'Jt.nona 7.40* 
86 \/right 0.45 
87 Yellow Medicine 

TOTALS 246 . 60 8 7. 05 5.38 ll . 38 

* Some Trunk Hi ghway Turnback Hl lea ge 

l 972 

o. 16 

o. 10 

0 . 07 

o.os 

O. I 2 

0 . 08 

\.OJ 

I 

0. 55 

1.07 

0. 14 

3 .34 

) ' ·r, 

·11 -;tOt"'\' of .: .s. \.II. \'1:Jition3l 'ii lf'age Re9ue-.t1 
,\pproved by rhc 

~ounty Engineer's Screcninr. Corrrni ttcc 

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1918 

o. 16 

0 . 2s 

0 . 48 

0 . 2() 

2 . 40 

0 . 65 

o.oa 

0 . 26 0 . 06 

~ 

I 

o. 75 

l. 50 
0 . 7!. I 

O. I 2 

0 . 36 

1 . 00 

0 . 40 

0 . 57 

) . 90 

0 . 49 

0 . 20 o. 10 

0 . 4~ 
0 . 0 4 o. oa 

1 . 39 

6.08 l.85 1.61 l , 39 0 . 50 4 . 15 

l 919 

0 . 52 

I 

:). 39 

0 . 67 

o. 12 

1.38 

2 . 78 

---
rot.i 1 

198 ) l 981 1982 198) 1934 1985 Mileage 
tcqucsted 

. .\pprovet1 

,o ::late 

0 . 60 6. 70 
2 . )4 

11.17 

1 . 6Y 
3. 18 
I . 56 

1 s. 54 
7. ;; 
J. 62 

2.97 
7 . 9 

IS . J 

3. 2. 
2 . 1 , 
1.) 

3.6 
6. 4 7 

13. J 

4. 12 
-

10 .65 

l. 57 
1. 10 2.22 

I 1.6) 

I O. JS 
5.42 

I ; . 2• 

I o. 12 
2. I 7 
1.80 

-
D. I I 

-
J . 4> 
6 . o ,-
9.27 

1.93 

I I 5.38 
0 .89 

i 
I 

3 . n 
6 . 5, 

I I 2 . JO I 

I I I o. ;9 
I. ,2 

16. ') 

I 
I I 

I. ;2 
1.3 

I • 7 

-- -

I 
-

IJ. 21 

I I l.. ~2 

-

I 
IJ . QI. 
I.JI 

l 5. )2 
J .)6 

I :i.a. 

9 . 23 
:i. 51 
6 - 22 

I 

I IJ •. 9) 
I). 7) 

1 . 5') 

0 . 13 J.54 
-

l.7J 

) . 5 I 
6.8) 

19 . 14 

17.36 
5. 42 
l . 50 

4.~8 I 

l. 5~ 
l. vO 

0 .24 1 . 02 
l .9n 
o. 76 

o.n 
-

4. 67 

0 .33 3.06 
0 . 60 0 .12 

-
7 .40 
1.83 
t.39 
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Mn/DOT-TP30758-02 
( 10-80) 

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
REQUEST FOR STATE AID SYSTEM REVISION 

DATE 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

1-3'CJ- $/ 

Director, Highway Studies Section 

_...aJe--·=R:...;,_..J,"""','--'J_..s=-4"-,4'--'--'c;;..;>::;._d_J _______ District State Aid Engineer 

Request for Approval of a System Revision 1 
(MuRicipaJit~) (County) of-~t~.✓"""--'o=~~at=-~4~A./~-----------

Attached is a request and supporting data for the revision to the State 
Aid system. 

The proposed route meets the following criteria (indicated by an "X") 
necessary for designation: 

C.S.A.H. CRITERIA 

✓ c.a.Nr1..eA Jr.ei.JLtlvei.y hea.v.ieJL bta.6 fi.lc. volumeA; 

and c.onneca towtl.4, c.ormrl.lJiltleA, 4h,ipp.ing po.i~, and ma1tke.u W.U:lun 
ii:'"c:'owtty oJr. .in adj ac.ent c.ount.ieA; 

✓ oJr. pJr.ov.ide ac.c.eA4 to Jr.uJr.al c.huJr.c.heA, 4C.hool.4, c.orrrnu.ni.:ttJ mee.:tlng h.a.ihi, 
'Znd.LUdJr.i.al pl.a~, 4.ta;te .ltl.4:t.Uuti.c t1.4 and Jr.eCJtea.Uo nal alt~; 

oJr. 4ellVeA ~ a. pJr..inupal Jr.uJr.al mail Jr.oute and 4C.hool bu.6 Jr.oute; 

v oJr. a.ca ~ a c.oUec.toJr. ofi bta.fifi,lc. fiJr.om 4e_veJLal Jr.oad& ofi lac.al .ur.teJLeA:t; 

and oc.c.U!r.4 at a Jr.~onable .intellval c.ott.4.l4:tent wlth the de.n&Uy ofi 
../ popu£.a,,tlc n; 

and pJr.ov.ideA an .integ!r.ated and c.ooJr.d.lna.ted hi.ghway 4IJ4:tem afifioJr.d.lng 

✓ 
W-U.ft.i.n pJr.ac.:Uc.al ~ a S.ta.:te-A.ld h.lghwo.lJ ne.:twoJr.k c.olt4.l4tent wlth 
lac.al t!r.a66.ic. demand&. 

M.S.A.S. CRITERIA 

c.aNr1..eA Jr.ei.JLtlvei.y heav.i.eJL bta.6 6,lc. volumeA; 

and c.omieca the po~ 06 ma.joJr. bta.66.ic. .inteJLeA:t W.U:lun a.n uJr.ban 
miin-i.upalliy; 

Olr. c.onnew wlth IU.tl1..a.l. Jr.oa.d& oJr. uJr.ba.n Jr.outeA a 6 c.ormru.n,lty .ur.teJr.eA:t 
and c.aNr1..eA ma.joJr. bta.66,ic. .into and th!r.Ough a.n uJr.ba.n mwuc..lpallitJ; 

a.nd fio!U714 a 4 fj4tem o 6 4:tJr.ew whi.c.h will efi6 ec.Uvei.y .6 e1r.ve. bta.fi 6.ic. 
w.i:tft.i.n the uJr.ba.n mun.iupalliy. 

COMMENTS: 

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL: 

Date 1 

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OR DENIAL: 

Director, Highway Studies Section Date 
-44-

APPROVAL OR DENIAL: ---------------
State Aid Engineer Date 



RONALD C. RASMUSSON 
HIGHWAY ENGINEER 

NORMAN COUNTY 

July 14, 1981 

Mr. Jack Isaacson, PE 
District State Aid Engineer 

DEPARTMENT OF ROAOS 

ADA. MINNESOTA- 56510 

Minnesota Department·of Transportation 
Bemidji, MN 56601 

RE: Request for addition to Norman County's and the City of Hendrum's 
County State Aid Highway System. 

Dear Mr. Isaacson, 

OFFICE PHONE 784-712, 

COUNTY GARAGE 784-472, 

Norman County respe.ctfully requests that the portion of County State Aid 
Highway No. 46 be extended within the City of Hendrum from U.S. #75 to CSAH #25 
as shown on the attached map. 

The Norman County Board of Commissioners and the City Council of Hendrum 
has requested that this section be included in the County State Aid System 
for the following reasons: 

1.) The addition of this highway will provide continuity in the CSAH 
system and a direct link with the west side on Hendrum and U.S. 
# 75. Increase State Aid System 0.19 mile. 

2.) This improvement would provide a hard surface road to the west 
side of Hendrum and to Hendrum Manufacturing, a large employer 
and the only manufacturing facility for miles around. 

3.) Provide an adequate outlet for the new Norman County Shop- located 
adjacent to Hendrum Manufacturing. 

4.) U.S. #75 is a 10 Ton route and the extension of CSAH #46 would 
provide for large truck loads off U.S. #75 to Hendrum Manufacturing 
and from Hendrum Manufacturing to U.S. #75. 

5.) The existing street does not meet the needs of the area. 
6.) Traffic studies indicate a traffic forecast of 300+ UPD. Much of 

it would be large trucks. 

Please review this request and if it is in order, transmit it to the 
State Aid Office for processing through the screening committee. 

Sincerely, 

,;;;~.YI_,! c;';{. ~ 1/:1, ... _ . .,,_,,_..;:__,; __ ,,.-,-,::,_,, 
Ronald Rasmusson 
Norman County Engineer 

RR/kah 

cc: City of Hendrum 
County Auditor 

-45- John Storsved-Commissioner 
- AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER -
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Minutes of the County Engineers Screening Committee Meeting 

June 25 & 26, 1981 

The meeting was called to order by chairman Jack Dolan at 1:05 P.M. on 
June 25, 1981. 

The secretary called the roll of the Committee Members: 

District 1 
District 2 
District 3 
District 4 
District 5 
District 6 
District 7 
District 8 
District 9 

Others present were: 

Doug Grindall •.•••••..• 
Roger Diesen .••.••••••. 
Duane Blanck ••••..•.•.• 
Dennis Berend •.•.•••••• 
Art Lee ............... . 
Jack Dolan ...•••••.•••• 
Mike Wagner •.••..••...• 
Marlyn Hanson •.•••••••• 
Ken Weltzin •••••••••••. 

Koochiching County ••••• 
Marshall County ••••..•• 
Crow Wing County •..•.•• 
Ottertail County •.•.••. 
Hennepin County •••.•••• 
Olmsted County •.••••••• 
Nobles County .••••.•.•. 
LacQui Parle County •••. 
Ramsey County •.•..••••• 

Gordon Fay ••••..••••••••.••••.•••.•• Director of State Aid 
, Roy Hanson .••••••••••.••••.•.••.•••• Office of State Aid 

Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 
Present 

Bill Strand •••..••.•••••••••••..•••• Policy and Planning Unit - Mn/DOT 
Ken Hoeschen ••.••••••••••••••••••••• Policy and Planning Unit - Mn/DOT 
David Zech •••...•••••••.•••••.•••••• Cook County - Alternate District 1 
Ron Rasmusson ••.••..••.•••••••.•.••• Norman County for Alternate District 2 
Boyd Paulu •••...••.•••.••.••••••.•.• Kanabec County - Alternate District 3 
Galen Narum .•.....•••••.•••.•••••.•• Wilkin County - Alternate District 4 
Don Wisniewski ••••.••.•..•••••.•••.• Carver County for Alternate District 5 
Earl Welshon •.....••.•..••••••••.••• Winona County - Alternate District 6 
Bob Witty •..•..•••..••.•••.•••••.••• Martin County - Alternate District 7 
Dennis Stoeckman ••••••.•••••••••••.. Renville County= Alternate District 8 
Jim Worcester •.••••.••..••••••.••••. Cass County - Sub-Committee Spokesman 
Dave Reed ••.•..•...•••••••.••••••.•• District III State Aid Engineer 
Dennis Carlson ...•.•.•..••.••.•••••• Benton County Screening Committee Secretary 

Chairman Dolan introduced Mn/DOT personnel. 

Chairman Dolan asked for approval of the October, 1980 County Screening Committee 
Meeting minutes. Ken Weltzin moved their adoption as mailed and Roger Diesen 
second the motion. Motion passed unanimously. 

Chairman Dolan opened the floor for nom-inations to fill the vacant Vice Chairmans 
position on the committee. Art Lee nominated Duane Blanck, Doug Grindall 
second the nomination. Doug Grindall moved to close nominations and cast a white 
ballot for Duane Blanck, Ken Weltzin second the motion and it carried unanimously 
thereby electing Duane Blanck as Vice Chairman. 

Chairman Dolan then asked Ken Hoeschen to lead the discussion in reviewing the 
Screening Committee booklet. 

-50-
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Page 1-9 

Ken Hoeschen noted that the first 9 pages are historical data and unless there 
were questions he would begin on page 10. 

- . -

Page 10 - Rural Design Gravel Base Unit Price Data 

Ken Hoeschen mention that because sane counties got a good price on gravel base 
and didn't use gravel sub-base the State average for gravel base ended up cheaper 
then the state average gravel sub-base. He then reviewed the map legend.explaining 
what each number represented on the statewide.map opposite page 10. He also 
explained how the inflation factors were arrived at by the Sub-Ccmnittee. 
Ken Hoeschen.noted that the counties identified.by squares have a base unit price 
established at $0.13.less than their five year average sub-base unit price. Doug 
Grindall said that subtracting $0.13 from the sub-base price would be.doubly hard 
on counties that already are below their actual cost of base material. 

- - - -
Ken then explained that those counties identified by_circles on the map have had 
the surrotmding counties used to establish their gravel base unit prices. 

- - . 
Jim Worcester said.it is the opinion of the Sub-Ccmnittee that the base and 
sub-base price should be the same (no differential). The sub-carmittee could 
see no logic in having a higher unit price for a lessor quality material. 

.. . 

Gordy mentioned that the_average haul was not included in detennining the 
differential of the 2 classes of material. Doug Grindall then read a letter. 
dated June 19, 1981 from lake County regarding their gravel base unit prices. 
Rather than repeating the entire letter in the minutes a copy can be obtained 
from the State Aid Office if anyone is interested. Lake County's individual 
projects were discussed to see if anything unusual occurred that should be 
considered in establishing their unit prices. Other cases were discussed such 
as Dakota Cotmty which is only 2,000 ton short of their mininrum and end up with 
an unusually high unit price. Dennis Berend.suggested.supplementing a county's 
tonnage from adjacent.counties to.make a total of 50,000 ton. It was suggested 
that the number.of years be increased to 7 .or 10 or whatever is necessary to 
make 50,-000 ton.. Gordy noted that mobilization is not included in the unit 
prices and can affect the cost conderably. Art.Lee asked if a mininrum size __ 
of job could be established.rather than tonnage. A 6 mile.job may be representative 
in_size_but the haul could vary and flucuate the cost by 50 to 100%. Duane. 
Blanck and.Jim Worcester both agreed with Dennis Berend suggestion to use each 
county's sample first and.supplement from adjacent counties only as necessary to 
make the mininrum of 50,000 Ton. 

- .. . - - -
The suggestion was madeto use only the counties that have representative samples 
of both base and sub~base to establish the differential .for statewide averages. 
Dennis Berend then suggested that.the first source of data should be base 
unit prices and supplement with sub-base unit prices, if necessary the third 
source would be adjacent counties to supplement the first 2 sources to reach 
the 50,000 ton mininrum. 

Ken Hoeschen then brought up the problem of fast rising oil prices and the 
affect on deep strength bituminous base unit pr±ces. The sub-comnittee.recarmended 
the cost of the oil be removed from the computation of base unit prices •. Sample 
computation sheets were distributed and reviewed in detail by Bill Strand. 
Dennis Berend asked how the cost of concrete compared to deep strength bituminous. 
The idea of removing a portion of the cost of oil was discussed but what pro-



portion is fair could not be determined. 

After a short break Ken Hoeschen read off the revised prices using the base 
unit price and supplementing with the adjacent counties prices to bring the 
sample to 50,000 Ton including proportionally weighted amounts. Discussion 
continued conceming using sub-base prices in conjunction with gravel base prices 
and further study was requested to be presented at themoming session. 

Page 12 and Figure B - CSAH - "MSAS Unit Price Canparison 

Ken Hoeschen reviewed Figure "B" in detail. 

Rural Desigr;i 
The Subccmru.ttee's reconmendation for all items was to determine an increment 
between the 1980 CSAH average unit price of gravel base and that of each 
item and to add- that increment to each county'.s previously determined gravel 
base unit price. The exceptions were sub-base which was reccmnended to be the 
same as the gravel base unit price and for 2301 concrete surface for which a 
1980 CSAH average price was developed by increasing the average 1980 needs study 
price of $12.80 by 10% and then use the increment method as described above. 

Urban Design 
The grading price is the same as the MSAS recoomendation. The other items in 
this category were arrived at using the increment method fran rural design 
gravel base to the "MSAS recoomended unit price of the item with the exception 
of 2351-2361 bituninous surface where the same increment as that for rural 
design was recarmended. 

Miscellaneous ·-
The CSAfI Subcci:nmittee is reconmending the storm sewer prices arrived at by Mn/OOT 
Hydraulics Section rather than repeat last years as recoomended by the "MSAS 
Subccmnittee. All the other items were reccmnended to concur with MSAS 
Subccmnittee recoomendation. 

Brid~es · 
TheSAfl.Subconmittee reconmended keeping the prices the same as last years 
Needs Study. 

Railroad Protection 
The CSAfl Subccmnittee concurred in the Mn/OOT Railroad Section reconmendation 
to have only.l signal.unit price. oL$55,000 and the other items remain the same 
as last year. 

Page 13 - Miscellaneous Structure Unit Prices 

This page is merely an update of structure unit prices. 

Page 16-24 - Mileage Requests 

Aitkin County - Duane Blanck discussed their request and filled in additional 
details pertaining to need. There was some discussion on the mileage lost thru 
construction and determined that generally speaking it had no relevance. 

Watonwan County - Mike Wagner reviewed details surrounding this request and 
canplexity of actions preceeding the request that the County had no control of. 
Also the need to establish system continuity. 
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There was considerable discussion on Trunk Highway tumbacks in mtm.icipalities, 
on CSAH designated Trunk Highway designa.tionas well.as specific problems 
with this particular jurisdiction road change in St. James. A clear understanding 
of activities to date was reached by those present, but a conclusion of hav;r to 
best resolve the problems could not be reached. 

Page 26 and Figure D - 5 Year Average Subbase Unit Prices 

These pages were discussed earlier along with Base Unit Prices. 

Page 27 -· Unit Pr~ce Inflation Factors 

This explains how the inflation factors were arrived at by the subcomnittee. 

Pae 28 - Traffic Pro'ection Factors 
ere was a iscussion a out t e practicality of boosting a projection factor 

to 1. 7 so that bituminous needs can be drawn on roadways with existing ADT of 
60 VPD. In reality it is unlikely that a majority of these roads will ever be 
surfaced with bituminous. Dennis Berend said the timing was bad.because some 
of these counties worked hard to get legislatioe. passed to increase funding and 
now they will lose part of the increase. Ken Weltzin said this is the best time 
to implement a change of this type because the impact is minimized with new funds 
coming in. Several members agreed they would probably never surface many of the 
roads currently receiving bituminous needs. Special requests for bituminous . 
surfacing can be included in the needs with approval of your District S.A. Engineer. 

District 2 and 4 opposed the Subcommittee recoomendation and District 6 supported 
the reconmendation. · 

Page 29 - FAS Fund Balance Deductions __ , 

Ken Hoeschen checked the balances of the 6 listed counties just before he left 
for this meeting and they were still correct. No action required. 

Construction Accomplishment Needs 
. 

Ken.Hoeschen .said.the last resolution regarding the re-entering.of newly con­
structed (grading) roads into the needs study occurred in 1965 and called for 
a 15 year waiting period. This means that some segments 15 years old are being 
included in the 1981 needs study. Jim Worcester read the present resolution and 
then read the Subconmittees reconmended revised resolution (copy attached). 
There was considerable discussion about widening and drawing full needs when the 
intent is to widen etc. It was decided to have copies of the resolution made 
so members could study it for further discussion of Friday. 

The meeting recessed at 4:50 P.M. 

The meeting reconvened at 9:05 A.M. 

Fage 10 

June 26, 1981. 

Ken Hoeschen redefined the figures on the state map regarding Gravel Base unit 
prices. He also said that by removing the counties without subbase from the. 
computations the differential would be $.06 more for Gravel Base than Subbase. 

For those counties with circles one method would be.to use each county's Gravel 
Base as the primary data source. The secondary data source would be each county's 



subbase and the last data source would be the surrounding counties and use 
whatever is necessary to make the minimum 50,000 ton sample. 

The cotmties with squares would use the same priorities for data sources. 
Dennis Berend moved and Duane Blanck second a motion to establish Gravel Base 
unit prices as follows: 

If a County has at least 50,000 tons of gravel base in their five year average 
unit price study, that five year average unit price, inflated by factors shown 
in the inflation factor report, will be used. 

. 

If a County has less than 50,000 tons of gravel base material in their five year 
average unit price study, then that county's inflated and adjusted subbase 
price will be used with base material to bring the total quantity of material 
to 50,000 tons and then a weighted average unit price for base will be detennined, 
AND, 
If a County still has less than 50,000 tons of gravel base and adjusted subbase 
material in their five year average unit price study, then that County will use 
surrounding counties that have more than 50,000 tons of gravel base in.their 
five year average unit price study to establish a base price for the quantity of 
material needed to bring.the total quantity to 50,000 tons and then a weighted 
average unit price for base will be detennined. 
The ballot vote was 9-0 to approve. 

Ken Hoeschen brought up the subject of Deep Strength Bituminous Base and the fact 
that oil prices are having a substantial· impact on the converted base prices. 

Mike Wagner moved and Ken Weltzin second a motion to leave the canputation as is 
for now~ Art suggested additional study be done during the sumner using 1981 
prices and reconsider at the fall meeting. Gordy Fay concurred with Art. Dennis 
Berend suggested only a portion of the oil be removed to get the converted gravel 
base unit price in line with other gravel base unit prices •. Bill Strand read 
the unit prices that would occur if the bituminous was removed. The question 
was called and the motion carried 7 to 2. 

Page 12 and Figure B - CSAH - MSAS Unit Price Comparison 

Ken Weltzin moved and Mike Wagner second a motion to accept the reccmnendation. 
of the Subcamrittee as show on Figure Band Page 13. The motion carried 7 to 2. 

Mileage Requests 

Aitkin County - Duane Blanck discussed the data submitted with the request. 
Dave Reed noted that the proposed designated road is gravel and carries a lot 
of traffic. In fact the County tried to ~et this segment designated as a Trunk 
Highway but the people at Mn/OOT weren't interested. The ballot vote was 6 to 
approve and 3 to deny the request. 

Watonwan County - Mike Wagner discussed the Watonwan County data and request, 
noting this was a new segment built to current standards and would not receive 
grading needs. After some discussion of alternatives the ballot vote was taken 
and there were 8 to approve and 1 to deny. 
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Page 28 - Traffic Projection Factors 

The Subcommittee recamiended the removal of the last half of the current resolution 
(starting with "In addition, any segment" ----). _ This means. that essentially 
everybody would use their nonnal projection factor rather than.1.6 or 1.7 on low volu 
roads. It would be pennissable to have higher factors on certain segments by 
special request and approval of the District State Aid Engineer. Mike Wagner 
suggested this action be phased in slowly to reduce impact. Dennis Berend was 
concerned about the hardship on small counties. Gordy Fay went through the 
minirm.un counties to try to determine how many counties would actually _be affected, •. 
Ken Weltzin moved and Art Lee second a motion to accept the reccxnmendation of 
the Subcommittee. Motion carried 5 to·4 on a ballot vote. 

Art Lee moved that the counties affected be allowed to update their.needs study 
inmediately. Also the District State Aid Engineers coordinate the update for 
consistency. Motion passed 9-0. 

Dennis Berend asked if action can be taken at the fall meeting? He was told 
that yes further action could be taken at that time. · 

Ken Hoeschen reminded the Screening Corrmittee that the 20% deviation limit 
from the State average may have some bearing on this action. 

Projected Traffic Resolution 

With the advent of the new standards update and the possible revision of the 
Screening Comnittee resolution dealing with projection factors, the Subcorrmittee 
felt that a clarification of "pennissible" needs would be in order. 

A simple resolution similar to the following may suffice. 

That, in all instances, the needs shall be based solely on projected traffic, 
regardless of existing surface type or geometrics. 

-
Mike Wagner .moved and Art Lee second a moti.on to approve the proposed resolution. 
The ballot vote was 6 for and 3 against. 

Construction AccomE,lishments Resolution 

Art Lee asked if it would hurt to delay action until the fall meeting. Ken 
Hoeschen said there would be segments added to the needs study that were con­
structed in 1965. Art Lee moved and Marlyn Hanson second a motion to study this 
further and discuss in each District the years and starting date so that action 
can be taken at the fall meeting. The motion passed 9-0. A copy of the proposed 
resolution is attached to these minutes. 

Variances 

Art Lee mentioned a hold hannless resolution for Mn/DOT and saw this as a red 
flag for attorneys. 

Goray Fay noted that 17 variance requests were processed is.just under 1 year 
and 3 were denied. Considering his office.has processed 500 projects in 1981 
so far, maybe the impact of variances on our standard isn't as significant as 
it first appears. 



Gordy Fay noted that Bernie Lieder is our NACO representative and we should 
let him know if we have ideas or suggestions for him to implement. With the 
FHWA discussing the discontinuation of FAS and FAU maybe if we can get a strong 
support in opposition thru Bernie the NACO organization could have some impact 
on FHWA. 

FHWA has also discussed the use of guard rail be considered on roadways with 
less than current minimum of 750 ADT. 

There was a brief discussion on the revenue increases generated by the 1981 
Legislation. 

It was noted that we have received 80% of our Federal Apportionment and the 
remaining 20% may be available on 8-1-81. The State Aid office has 118 bridges 
ready to be let when money is available. 

Gordy Fay conmended the group on an excellent meeting. 

Dennis Berend asked if the Subcommittee was asked to increase traffic by 1/20th 
of their projection factor each year. Yes they did look at the possibility but 
it was cost prohibitive and the idea was dropped. 

Dennis Berend said that in District 4 the Legislators have become aware of dis­
cussions regarding road jurisdictional changes such as county takeover of 
Trunk Highway Maintenance or Contract Maintenance to reduce administration costs 
and duplication of facilities and equipment. This was not Mn/DOT's idea and the 
concensus seemed to be we didn't want any part of such a change. The Wisconsin 
system was briefly mentioned. Dennis Berend said we should take an independent 
position from Mn/DOT for greater emphasis. Possibly a major study of road juris­
diction will have to be completed. Tort liability, responsibility, level of 
service was discussed and it was agreed that we should let our County Boards 
know of the jurisdictional discussions by our legislators. 

Ken Weltzin moved and Roger Diesen second a motion to adjourn. 

Meeting adjourned at 12:05 P.M. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Dennis C. Carlson 
Screening Committee Secretary 
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RECOMMENDED CONSTRUCTION ACC<l1PLISHMENT RESOLUTION 

'Ihat any grading, or bridge construction accomplished in 1965 or later shall 

be considered as complete construction of the item and shall be excluded from 
- -

the needs for a mininrum of 25 years from the date of project award or force 

account agreement. 

'Ihat at the end of the 25 year time period, needs for complete construction of 
- - . - -

the roadway or bridge, whichever is required, will autanatically be inserted 

in the needs study. 

-

If some :improvement is made to a bridge structure within the 25 year time period, 
- - - . -

the actual cost of the improvement will be added to the needs for a period 
-

of 15 years or untill the end of the 25 year period, whichever canes first. 

-
Also, that needs for surfacing and if applicable, reshouldering shall be given 

- - -
on all County State Aid Highways, except those eligible for Tumback funds. 

- - -

Exceptions to the above limitations are eligible for approval only when the 
- - - - . 

request is based on unforeseen developments or other equally valid data that 

has been adequately justified to the satisfaction of the District State Aid 

Engineer. 



VARIANCES 
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COUNTY SCREENING COMMI~EE DAT.A 

Variances 

Included in the recent adoption of Rules for State Aid Operations is the following 
section dealing with variances: 

M. Variance. 

1. Any formal request by a political subdivision for a variance from 
these rules shall be submitted to the commissioner in writing. 

2. Contents of request. 

a. The specific rule or standard for which the variance is requested. 

b. The reasons for the request. 

c. The economic, social, safety and environmental impacts which may 
res.ult from the requested variance. 

d. Effectiveness of the project in eliminating an existing and pro-
jected deficiency in the transportation system. 

e. Effect on adjacent lands. 

f. Number of persons a.fi'ected. 

g. Safety considerations as they apply to: 

(1) Pedestrians. 

(2) Bicyclists. 

(3) Motoring public. 

(4) Fire, police and emergency units. 

3. The commissioner shall publish notice of variance request in the State 
Register and shall request comments from all interested parties be di­
rected to the commissioner within 20 calendar days from date of pub­
lication. 

4. The commissioner may appoint a committee to serve as required to in­
vestigate and determine a recommendation for each variance. No elected 
or appointed official that represents a political subdivision requesting 
the variance may serve on the committee. 

a. The committee shall consist of any five of the following persons: 

( 1 ) Not more than two county engineers only one of' whom may be 
from a county containing a city of the first class. 

(2) Not more than two city engineers only one whom may be from 
a city of the first class. 



(3) Not more than two county officials only one of whom may 
be from a county containing a city of the first class and 

( 4) Not more than two city officials only one of whom may be 
from a city of the first class. 

b. Operating procedure. 

(1) The committee shall meet on call from the commissioner at 
which time they shall elect a chairperson and establish 
their own procedure to investigate the requested variance. 

(2) The committee shall consider: 

(a) The economic, social, safety and environmental impacts 
which may result from the requested variance in addi­
tion to the following criteria: 

(b) Effectiveness of the project in eliminating an exis­
ting and projected deficiency in the transportation 
system. 

(c) Effect on adjacent lands. 

(d) Number of persons affected. 

(e) Effect on future maintenance .. 

(f) Safety considerations as they apply to: 

(i) Pedestrians. 

(ii) Bicyclists. 

(iii) Motoring public. 

(iv) Fire, police and emergency units. 

(g) Effect that the rule and standards may have in im­
posing an undue burden on a political subdivision. 

(3) The committee after considering all data pertinent to the 
requested variance shall recommend to the commissioner 
approval or disapproval of the request. 

5. The commissioner shall base his decision on the criteria as specified 
in 14 MC.AR 1.5032 M. 4. b. (2), (a)-(g) and shall notify the poli­
tical subdivision in writing of his decision. 

6 • .Any variance objected to in writing or denied by the commissioner is 
subject to a contested case hearing as required by law. 

The next several pages document the variances that have been granted since the last 
Screening Committee meeting. 
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1981 COUNTY SCREEDTllG COMMITTEE DATA 

Blue Earth 

Cook 

Cottonwood 

Hennepin (Mound) 

Hennepin (Minneapolis) 

Hennepin (Mound) 

Hennepin (Hanover) 

Hennepin (Minneapolis) 

County Variance Requests 

Request for variance of 45 MPH curves to 
43 MPH curves at two locations for bitWll­
inous overl~ work. (APPROVED). 362 Am 

Request design speeds of 30 MPH and 20 
MPH instead of 45 MPH. 255 A.DT 
(APPROVED 30 MPH) (DENIED 20 MPH). 

Request design speed of 39 MPH instead 
of 45 MPH (DENIED). 377 Am 

Request for variance from standard of 50 
feet in width to 48 feet in width with 
restricted par~ in selected locations 
(Parallel parking). (.APPROVED) 5,900 Am 

Request for variance on 32 foot width 
street with one-wey traffic to permit 
parking other than from 7 to 9 A.M. and 
4 to 6 P.M. on the east side only. 
(APPROVED). 6,700 AJJ.r 

Request for variance of 30 MPH design 
speed to 25 llCPH design speed for Bridge 
Replacement over Spring Park Channel of 
Lake 14.innetonk:a. (.APPROVED). 4,550 A.Dr 

Request for variance from 40 foot width 
to 32 foot width for bridge reconstruction 
(deck work). (APPROVED) 2,600 Am 
Restricted speed 40 MPH. 

Request street width of 40 feet instead 
of 72 feet. (APPROVED) 9 - 11 , 000 .AD.r 



County Variance Request 

Hemiepin (st. Louis Park) -

Jackson 

Lake of the Woods 

Sibley 

Hemiepin (Crystal.) 

Dodge 

i'aribault (Wells) 

Request street width of 66 feet instead 
of 66 feet. (APPROVED). 20,500 Am 

Request tor variance from standard of 44 
feet w:Lde bridge deck to 36 feet wide -
tor rehabilitation work only w:Lth Ho 
ParkiIJg. (APPROVED). 3,000 JJJr 

Request design s~eed ot 42 !1IPH instead of 
45 MPH. (DENIED). _ 132 Am 

Variance tor diagonal parld.Dg on 60 feet 
w:Ldth street from standard of 66 feet. 
The work to be completed bituminous 
overlay-. (.APP.ROVED). Should additional 
improvement in future be required, the 
street should be constructed to standard 
66 feet w:Ldth or by variance request if 
not meeting standards. 
(M!ltJIH ~. Less than 3,000 Am 

Request street width of 48 feet with re­
stricted parld.ng instead of 52 feet with 
no parking or 72 feet with parJc:1.cg. 
(PENDING). 

Request 20 MPH design speed instead of 
40 JlfPH design speed. (PENDING). 

Request 30° diagonal parking on a street 
width of 60 feet instead of 45° diagonal 
parkillg on a street width of 66 feet. 
(PERDDiG). 
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Minnesota 
Department of Transportation 
Transportation Building 
St. Pa"ul, Minnesota 55155 

Pho ne (612) 296-1660 

Octor er 16, 1981 

TO County Engineers 
Dfatrict State ld.d Engineer s 

FR.OM 

StJ13J.EC'i' ~ :Supplement t o "t;hf! ·198"'1 • Ii'al1. Count ;v 
Screenii1g CoLJ.11:i t t e e Repcn.·t 

As we stated in t he t ransm:l. t~.tal . ··n.erno . sent, with , the Screening 

Cm.11j_i~t ~~ e F..epor t, the ef:fect of t he elim:.i.uat ion of' the auto-

when the books we.re printed . 

The enclosed pages au.d foldout s ind:i cate t he effect of t:he 

elimi.nati.on of these autoro.B.t:te f' netors$ They will talr:e t be 

place of the correspondtng pag es im d foldout~~ in your Screen-

ing Committ~e Repo.rt"' 

I f you h ave m12.r r,1u.estionfl on t his transmittal , please contact 

An Equal OpportZfnity Employer 

~@ 
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STEA~~~- ---- _ -~~sa64S_ 48,19~,10/ __ + q;534S)50 .±J5.5__ __ j _ -- t _ _ _ _ 
TODD d~,q~4, I03 ~6.)1d.4~ +-3. 19Il3a-3 -1- \S,9 1 

WADENA . t- ~fuYD,C06 +iJ$}6,c\~ d-,d-.'3/o??i4 _.:l-d-15 - . 
WRIGHT _ - --- ,Qb<tfil,( _ -~Y:1~ + 5) 41~,61 l _ + J3.9 t 
DISTRICT 3 TOTALS .::}qQ_Q3b3m 1 

' 
t · - - -·--·- · -,--

- --· j -
- --·. - - - -

- _l - --~ 
I 

BEC~~ _ -- _. _ /'2?,6912>33 d.l,Y43;:!3L ±-3)3lJ.bOQ:,l, I + tI~ ~lt -- ~ _ i --- _ 
BIG sToNE ?Ate; b~ a d-,at1zr-+ .3.o . _-_ --· ; I 

CLAY ~'2J23!:l0_&5_ t(}J~~47 + 9;33~~~ 1 +~5.5 I -- 1 --- . ~ -

DOUGLAS . _J .. 0-1.l.8~5¼ J.3~9,2:.73 ~~L8J4J + ]Q._S 1 
·- 1 _ _ _ ·r 

GRANT ~ i,55 57~J 'l,!03J/J3'o-_5dQ,93(o - 6,{ ~- __ f __ _ 

OTTER TAIL _ .51, iqJ,d01 , ~.QQI,?>% +I0,13~13 + H5 _ I \ 
POPE \ I Q~() ~I l~ ~:l4t"J~ ..i- I /,.J.J-~?l09 I + 13.1 t _ ___ t_- _ I 
STEl,IENS _ .. _ Lf, W~6:}-f .-=i,Qlf l+L·faj - - ~4' (,~~ - _ 5.'7 _ I . . . I - - t - -
~w,~T L'l2:Ftk-aS~aJl ~~-t~9 + CLCBi»_s~ d 1l.9___ _ _ 1 _ ___ 1 
TRAVERSE ~ 0 6,$; I c;:. 0 +59.'6 l __± ;3b.<:!:. __j_J3 ,9bi, 414:1-d,39d 1% L 
WILKIN -- l5~0YL968 11b+4b,l~+-1)4-d31 l~0 +9.:t I __ l - ·t 

_DIST~CT 4 TOTALS ~\?iJirol~W_ --- 1- - .. .... .. r -- - -I i 

~NOKA - -- _¢t3\'l,JO~ : :k,b'::O,-pf31.t 1,:3331-5~:H+ -±_~5.0 ! .. -- - I j 

CA~VER _ __ _ ___ ~r~1]M 3Lfi~£L~ 1~]4 _j- ~~52,:)_: + lfi _ j_ __ -- I - - - + 
HENNEPIN ·d.d,<..J ., ,.., ?, , "~9.:,c;q .=I' ~5'..G ~~ + . 1----- I - --- - I" -

SCOTT_ --- I 941 , 39,5(7,543·+_~,c:HY1'.3% + .3d, \ I ... - : ~ 
'"' . ..... T,...., . ,.. "T"' ,- ----· • _ '1 • • , '} , "' , /)f") -1----=-~ -.----r , _.___ , i 



cA~VE~_ -- ~ -- _ _ 
1 6A'rii1J~· 3l£Zfl~'.~i4f S,IS,iSQ;:i : +-,u _ i __ ·-- i - - + 

HENNEPIN ~ d'IS •• ,,, ?j ~;:sc;g .1 ~ 5:Jd cs~ + . t--- I _ __ _ 

SCO~! _ ____ 1 ~941 li,5I7,5l{3+_C\,':H413% +_3d.\ I _ -- : _ -t ---
DI s_i::R! ~'. _5 :!:OT!'LS J l Ll36':>.1.(:,9q 1 

_ _ _ _ I _ _ _ } _ ' I 
--i--;- - - - I -- _ _ 1 

DODG~ - -- -- - J9,.fil132i1 ~IJ53/5S1+ l,b'-tV16i .. +:..i.4 -+ ---- ! - - j 
FI LLMORE "' =--~ • 5~,S.4107~ ,:BJoJbJ'S3 !+ 5iE_~3.01r/ + \ \. 0 _ , _ _ _ __ J _ . ___ ___ l _ 
FREEBORN 8'b,eo1i,o~s -3lJ33 23 1 1+-s \io dex:, -t \q,5 ___ _ __ i ___ -~ 

GOODHUE .. _ 1 39, 13_6]_'-JS_ 43,4_Z,St5531+_4,d225:>1.:U _+ \O.'Q ~ 
HOUSTON t 0-1, ~ 1l094 -3 l, 11] 14 ~:-t 3,%6//fti + 13.1 1 
Mowrn _ -4 d9. 630.Wd- ?lb4d.,_.;,f 3'1)• 4n 94,.:)8} 1

1

,. _± L6,d ~-

I JLMSTEO ?.-·;: ~. -~: ~ • - 43 '1 ~I;-_..: · 'I --\ 
1 ( ·,,_r/.f'~(\J L ~.-, \ f .. ...1- ...__,. \..,, ? o-J J ()'-...r , . ....,, , 7' . 1 ov iv-J. 7 C/' , IO 

R; c £ ,.. , -'": -1 ~ , • 2;.._ lo 71 '"' '"' ; L! -/r • ~ -, :.. _ -t : ) ) . 0 
-'1 ~- • I • - ~ f • J:::j\ • t • t ~ ...r1 • '-:" • ~ 

_ sru:.1..-E t--•~1· .. Gf.1:i/ ,dd;72~\dlYJ 1+ LLL-u~-,f(;;j_ i ;:-,,0 __ L 
I wABAsH~ _ 1 36,Q~Q::¾:O _ 40

1
4 !3,o(Q, H- :....; 1 Tl,.}3~ + I \.5 

WINONA_ _ _ ! .%,o9S,q S:) ::R, 75!; ~3':,~ 3,b ::~r33: t {Q, I _ 
-t -

- - -- + - -+ 

DISTRICT 6 :' ,r;~uS : 3Y3,JJLt43~--- - ; 1 

! J I j 
I 

- ---r- -

B~UE ___ EARTH --------- -~'43. ~diS:o:~S3,!o]:i,15o [+_~9~ ¥[. _ _±_J@~r _-c l ~~ ~- I' 
BROWN 3'1 ~ h 93 ,_dS,O8),055 1431 \d. + I I . 

COTTONWOOD ---- a_~;),fi5 d~,_~Z~4►J7~11 ~<3 I 'llO ±J9~ -I 

FARIBAULT _ _ 33,(5~'L.._3Y,'l_lf:J.T_. :: _' .. ~,..~~ ~ _:____: t-

JACKSON ~ -, ·7c;~ 33q. 36 
, -

!--~ SUEUR_ _ 503,94~dl_rt'"'---' -,-=--•. ' I"'-'-'""- = ~ .. - - • ~ - - ---- __, __ ___ _ 

MARTIN dB\1i9a1 L ~, 13~-4G_,"'"'~ . II w , .,.,,_""' •~ - • - " --- ~ - - - ------ -+- - - -- - - - --

NICOLLET 15 40( 7 4/~"''"~~~ .. ·-- · · .... 
NOBLES 'J{/ 9o4 ~ .3QE\6()~-{<3v1, ~,v ,_ ,v_,.,, ~~- ~ - - - l---- -!.- - -- --- --~ --~.:I, I -----,~r----------- + 
ROCK , 

·s1BLEY 1 ~~''tl~omrlA,§~T.1~~-.J,• ,w = -• ·" ·- - ~ --- • - - --- - • - - -- - - - · -

~ASECA 1Jq;?,~l14! d-Lh'J/9$31+:bis./'-' 1,>J--' 11- • v 1
' ~ 

WATON_WAN _ _ . lo ala, t C'k,~q .9 \ b.930 _+_3-b!_O 
DISTRICT 7 TOTALS - - ' - - •••• 

---- - -- - - -- - - - -¾ ._ 

CHIPPEWA 

KANDIYOHI ~ 
LAC QUI PARLE 

LINCOLN 

MEEKER 

MURRAY 

PIPESTONE 

REDWOOD 
RENVILLE 1 ;i,tJ. uw 111 1 u~~tj_,, • ,,- ..-- ~, • -- '" .... 

IY:-' ~ 

YELLOW MEDICINE l __ ,~,~~,~~~id0.~,9q 11 I \C l ,y ·-,,n..,_,,, I I,,-

DISTRICT 8 TOTALS 

CHISAGO .'4flo4J1 I 1 111 'll ,v,-1 1 "WV•'--' 1 -t36,4 l~<b~L-- '16/-\'l' 
DAKOTA 
- - ·- ·- - · -
RAMSEY 

WASHINGTON 
- -------
DISTRICT 9 TOTALS tYY'?',_,,, 

1------ - - ----1----- - --- - - +------ - - - - - --+- - - - · -

STATE TOTALS ~350:78 + l{o.4 
~-



I 
I 

I 
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. TABUL/1'..r.ION 013' 'l'l!E COUN1l1Y S'l'NJ:E MD lfIGBV/AY MILEAGE AHJJ UOI·IE~{ JITEEDS 
Jili HECOI6/iiEHDED 11Y i'HJ,; COUJJTY LI'WiiHlElW~ SCHEENitW COTfMUtL'E 

Beltrami 
Clearwater 
Hubbard 
Kittson 

APPOil'l'lONING 1i'Irn 1902 CUUHTY sv:rn .AID HlG:iJ8AY J?LJND 

County State Aid 
~"il\Y,~ JHle~e 

29~-. 41 
17[L08 
65L,28 
24-8(>93 
214.12 
4T-So 12 

1,362026 
3,422c;20 

An.nunl 
County Stute Aid 

Hj._g_l}_v~1Y. Money Ncedn 

$ 888,584 
713~449 

2,059,556 
1,438,878 

964,500 
1,790,240 
6,690t796 

14, 54-6, 003 

1,598,228 
733,930 
684,339 

Lake of the Woods 

465 ""s.1 
327.39 
32~5.80 
372"54 
1864196 
640. 19 
393<>53 
260.80 
809c48 
186039 
482.62 

· 833,007 
911,;077 

1,113,435 
1,099,032 

641,778 
2,584,384 

563,929 
1,098,291 

11,861,430 

Marshall 
Norman 
Penn:i.ngton 
Polk 
Red Lake 
Roseau 

District 

Aitk"in 
Benton 
Cass 
Crow Wing 
Isantj_ 
Kanabec 
Mille Lacs 
Morrison 
Sherburne 
Stearns 
Todd 
Wadena 
Wright 

District 

Becker 
Big Stone 
Clay 
Douglas 
Grant 
Mrumomcn 
Otter Tail 
Pope 
Stevens 
Swift 
'l'ravcrse 
Wilkin 

Dintr:tct 

2 'l'otals 

3 '11otals 

4 Totnl.o 

4,45L,11 

368.53 
224.30 

• 530.35 
373.58 
226.24 
211.,67 
249e76 
428098 
217,,39 
602.78 
412.56 
229050 
403e49 

4,479e13 

467.70 
211.60 
4-06.69 
387" 17 
228.85 
195.20 
912~72 
299023 
243.91 
329 ,/76 
24 3,,02 
312056 

4,239~~!1 

1,344:r386 
620,030 

1,440, lt66 
1 , 422, 14-5 

653, 'i-36 
649,457 
602,731 
ao5,o.is 
391,599 

1,594,534 
915,146 
478,690 

1,604,356 
12,522,021 

792,619 
496,665 

1,661,057 
824,594 
459,864 
546,602 

2,305,958 
461,977 
4.15, 765 
751r571 
510,505 
614.,05·1 

9 ,<H1 , ~:oo 



/✓() 

S\Jv 
f\ • t\1 

1 imoko. 
~ Carver 

Ilennepin 

/ Scott 
Dintrict 5 Totnls 

Dodge 
Fill.more 
Freeborn 
Goodhue 
Houston 
Mower 
Olmsted 
Rice 
Steele 
.Wabasha 
Winona 

Distr:Lct 6 Totals 

Blue Earth 
Brovn.1 
Cottonwood 
Faribault 
Jackson 
Le Sueur 
Martin 
Nicollet 
Nobles 
Rock 
Sibley 
Waseca 
Watonwan 

District 7 ~;otals 

Chippewa 
Kandiyohi 
Lac Qui Parle 
Lincoln 
Lyon 
McLeod 
Meeker 
Murray 
Pipestone 
Redwood 
Renville 
Yellow Medicine 

])istrfot 8 Totals 

Chisago 
DaJcota 
Ramsey 
Washington 

DisLrict 9 Totals 

sr M' E i'O'r ALS 

Coimty ~3tatfJ .~id 
Hy;lw:u;v. MJlcnr;y 

24-3.38 
207., 1 'i 
500068 
186"6/} 

1,137.81 

250.13 
395049 
44'7"84 
326 .. 92 
250.65 
374c28 
320 .. 12 
280088 
292.48 
277.50 
316.11 

3si532o40 

416.07 
31'7.57 
316e75 
341.42 
370.75 
268.34 
378.08 
244. 72 
343075 
258e98 
287.62 
250.58 
228.86 

4,023.49 

244.,32 
418.95 
361 089 
255e 18 
317.64 
236.80 
272.,02 
355 .14 
227. 31 
385.14 
449~75 
342098 

3,867.12 

226.,26 
274.,74 
220.07 
188~21 
917.28 

* Docs not include 1981 T "Ho 'J:ut'nlwck Milcw;o. 

AnnunJ~ 
Cou.nty S ~ate A:id 

H:lD!JY•'ny l\'!on~.Y 1J e 0cJr3 

$ 914,322 
1,303,066 
6,092,574 
1 1.397j 10:5 

10,507,065 

774,812 
2,226,219 
1,090,907 
1,4-36,203 
1,192,499 
1s,189,541 
1, 41}8, 324 

922si394 
777,150 

1,496,998 
1~396,641 

13,951,688 

1,911,322 
862s51? 
838,418 

1,231, 6/f-2 
1,282s,070 
1,056f616 
1,374-,989 

55'7,470 
1,041,780 

611,513 
1 f038,531 

907, L:, 13 
952,701 

13,666,982 

685,357 
1,214,501 

887,757 
587,291 

1,130,283 
885,495 
521,525 
658,758 
506,582 

1,030,746 
1,566,64-7 

740,647 
10,415,589 

980,990 
1,798,182 
2,0,4,993 
1j306,785 
6,940~950 

$104,252,936 

-34-



/ 

/~ ,1/I '\)V l' \,1 \ Total ·.rentative 1982 C.S .. A .. H .. Apportionment 

i
\\ 

1 
/1\ b ~, g5 · (:Based on 1981 Apportionment Sum) 

~ 
/ fV \~ @ IV'rileage 

, {1.. ; 0 6 Apportionment Total 
/ r ~• '-Ii· ? Motor Vehicle ( 1981 r:I·lfi'B Money Tentative 

fr\ of.Jl 6 Equalization Registration M.:ileage Needs 1982 C .. S .. A.H. 
Co~y ~~ &0 Apportionment Apportionment Not Included A212ortionment A:e:eortionment 

car1~'4 $ 119,544 $ 81,747 $ 305,490 $ 443,230 $ 950,011 
Cook 119,·544 12,512 184,773 355,872 6721 701 
Itasca 119,544 119,188 675.,785 1,027,317 1 , 941 , 834-
Koochiching 119,544 48,289 258,283 717,720 1,143,836 
La..."\ce 119,545 36,006 222,183 481,098 858,832 

Pine 119,545 51,898 490,919 892,981 1,555,343 
St. Louis 119,545 552,198 1,4139505 3,337,403 5,422,65i 

Dis~rict 1 Totals 836,811 901,838 3,550,938 7,255,621 12,545,208 

Beltrami 119,544 75,694 482,931 797,204 1,475,373 
Clearwa-cer 119,544 23,515 339,718 366,088 848,865 
Hubbc.rd 119 7 54.4 3751899 338,064 341,352 836,859 
Kittson 119,544 21,560 386,551 415,508 943,163 
Lake of the Woods 119,545 11,430 194,009 454,450 779,434 
Marshall 119,545 41,425 664,272 555,387 1,380,629 
Nor~1. 119,545 29,984 408,329 548,203 1,106,061 

.Per1P . .ington 119,545 44,992 2709608 320,122 ~ 755,267 

Polle 119,545 100,436 839,935 1,289,104 2,349,020 
Red Lake 119,545 16,027 193,416 281,291 610,279 

Roseau 119,545 37,566 500,778 547,833 1,205,722 

District 2 Totals 1,314,991 440,528 4,618,611 5,916;542 12,290,672 

Aitkin 119,544 37,712 382,401 670,587 1,210,244 
Ben"ton 119,544 56?380 232,729 309,274 717,927 
Cass 119,544 54,,508 550j295 718,512 1,442,859 
Crow Wing 119,544 115,340 387,643 709,373 1,331,900 
Isanti 119,544 56,890 234,757 325,937 737,128 
Kanabec 1199544 31,503 219,625 323,953 694,625 
1lille Lacs 119,54.5 53,354 259,157 300,645 732,701 
M.or:rison 11911545 74,175 445,115 401,561 1,040,396 
~:5herburne 119,545 69,818 225,584 195,332 610,279 
Stearns 119,545 263,764 625,458 795,362 1,804,129 
ifodd 119,545 61,445 428,080 456,479 1,065,549 
Wadena 1199545 37,857 238,127 238,773 634,302 

I Wright; 119,545 148,653 418,657 800,261 1,487,116 
'v,l $13,509,155 0\ District 3 Totals $ i, 554-,079 $1,061,399 $4,647,628 $6,246,049 
l 



t 
• )'~/ v.: 

-.J 
i \SfN Mileage 

Apportionment Total 

()) ?✓ Motor Vehicle 
( 

1981 THTB Money Tentative 
Equalization Registration Mileage Needs 1982 C .,S. A.H .. 

Count~ v Ap-eo:rtiOY1'"112Ut .Ap:eortio:nJr.,:!n t liot Included Apportionment Apportiionnen~ 

3ecker $ 119,544 $ 75,954 $ 485,303 $ 395,363 $ i, 076, 164 
Big Stone 1199544 23,432 219,562 247,739 610,277 
Clay 119,544 119,365 421,995 828,544 1,489,448 
Douglas 1-191544 73,905 401,746 411,312 1,006,507 
Gr2n.t 119:0544 23,879 237,472 229,382 610,277 
Y2.l:1nomen 119,545 15,528 202,558 272,648 610,279 
Ot-cer Tail 119,545 140,915 947,048 1,150,224 2,357,732 
Pope 119,545 30,296 310,463 230,436 690,760 
S-cevens 119,545 30,276 253,072 207,386 610,279 
Swift 119,545 40,104 342,183 374,887 876,719 
ifraverse l19,545 189866 252,979 254,642 646,032 
Willdn 119,545 25,450 324,305 306,282 775,582 

Dis~rict 4 Totals 1,434,535 617,970 4,39Bj706 4,908,845 11,360,056 

lm:oka 119,544 418,917 252,542 456,069 1,247,072 
Carver 119,544 86,219 214,913 649,976 , 1,070,652 
Hennepin 119,544 2,367,272 519,530 3,438,051 6t,444,397 
Seo-ct 119;545 116,-661 1931665 696,882 1,126,753 

District 5 Totals 478,177 2,989,069 1,180,650 5,240,978 9,888,874 

Dodge i 19 s 54-4 41,539 259,531 386,480 807., 094 

Fillmore 119~544 61,352 410,357 1,110,449 1,701'.f702 
Freeborn 119!;544 101,580 464,679 544,150. 1,229,953 
Goodhue 119,544 107,478 339,219 716,385 1,282,626 
Housto11 119,544 49,859 260?093 594,825 1 , 024, 321 
Mower 119,545 114,019 3881361 593,349 1,215,274 
Olms-ced 119,545 239,594 332,167 722,431 1,413,737 
Ric.e 119,545 106,677 291,450 460,095 977,767 
Steele 119,545 81,903 303,493 387,647 8929588 
Wabasha 119,545 54,269 287,955 746,710 1,208,479 
Winona 119,545 106,167 328,018 696,652 1.,250,362 

District 6 Totals $1,314,990 $1,064,437 $3,665,323 $6,959,173 $13,003,923 



-r-;p/ , 5t) Mileage 

,nt;t\J\ 
Apportionment Total 

Motor Vehicle 

( 

1981 'fHTB Money Tentative 
i/J1f Eq -y.ali z ati on Registration Mileage Needs 1982 C.S.A .. H. / ~\ 

~ ·oun--i:r Apportionment . Apportionment Not Inc.lude Aooortionment .Apportionment v -'v~ 

Blue Earth $ 119jl544 $ 135,787 $ 431,730 $ 953,377 $ 1,640 t L~38 

Brov,n 119,544 81,591 329,515 430,228 960,878 
Cottonwood 119,544 45,179 328,673 418,207 9119603 
Faribault; 119,544 59,989 354,258 614,349 1,148,140 
Jackson 119~544 39,833 384,710 639,503 1,183,590 
Le Sueur 119,545 63,203 278,439 527,045 98$,232 
!'lartin 119,545 74,103 392,292 685,851 1,271,791 

Nicolle-c 119,545 58,263 253,915 278,069 709,792 
Nobles 119,545 64,420 356,691 519,645 1,060,301 
Rock 119,545 30,317 268,735 305,026 723,623 
Sibley 119,545 43,422 298,-1r39 518,025 9799431 
Waseca 119~545 50,504 259,999 452,622 882,670 
Watonwan 119,545 37,348 237,472 475,212 869,577 

District 7 ·:rotals 1,554,080 783,959 4,174,868 6,817,159 13,330,066 

Chippewa 119,544 44,836 253,509 341,859 759,748 
Ka'1.diyohi 119,544 100,405 434,725 605,799 1,260,473 
Lac Qui Parle 119,54-5 31 , 721 375,506 442,817 969,589 
Lincoln 119s545 22,236 264,773 292,944 699,498 

. Lyon 119,545 691724 329,578 563,791 1,082,638 
McLeod 119,545 87,509 245,709 441,690 894,453 
N:ee.ker 119,545 55,996 ·2s2,246 260,139 717,926 
U1J:r2y 119,54-5 33,271 368,517 328,592 849,925 
Pipes1:one 119,545 33,292 235,849 252,685 641,371 
?.edvvood 119si545 58,357 399,624 514,141 1,091,667 
Renville. 119,545 63,838 466,675 781,452 1,431,510 
Yellow Medicine 1191545 41,498 355,880 369,439 886,362 

llistric~ 8 Totals 1,434,538 642,683 4,012,591 5,195,348 11,285,160 

Chisago 119,544 72,376 234,789 489,323 916,032 
Dakota 119,544 442,682 285,085 896,942 1,744,253 
Ram.sey i19,545 1,12651538 2;f;,661 1,424,085 2,906,829 
Via.s~i ngton 119,545 256,900 195,288 651,.831 1,223,564 

• District 9 Totals 478,178 1,898,496 951,823 3,462,181 6,790,678 

STATE TOTALS $10,400,379 $10,400,379 $31,201,138 $52,001,896 $104-,003,792 

t 
\..>-l 
-co 

& 



Pine 
St. Louis 

District 1 Totals 

Beltrami 
Clearwater 
Hubbard 
Kittson 
Lake of the Woods 
Marshall 
Norman 
Pennington 
Polk 
Red Lake 
Roseau 

District 2 Totals 

Aitkin 
Benton 
Cass 
Crow Wing 
Isanti 
Kanabec 
l'ftl.lle Lacs 
.Morrison 
Sherburne 
Stearns 
Todd 
Wadena 
Wright 

Distrj_ct 3 Totals 

'Becker 
Big Stone 
Clay 
Douglas 
Grant 
Mahnomen 
Otter Tail 
Pope 
Stevens 
Swift 
Traverse 
Wilk1n 

District 4 'l'otals 

1981 COUN'l~Y fiCHEENING- COMMrr1rEE DA:1.A 
OC'l'OBBH t 1981 

19f31 to the 'l'entative 19B2 c .. S.,A .. II._J1E.POrtionments 
the 1981 C .. S.A,H .. Apportionment t,um) 

918,261 
655,023 

1,942,804 
1,143,836 

835,.236 
1,664,038 
5,651,166 

12,810,364 

1,453,191 
809,613 
843,914 
955,562 
779,433 

1,387,74-5 
1,111,350 

720,612 
2,310,160 

610,278 
1,128,685 

12,110,543 

1,181,583 
719,695 

1,493,047 
1,276,578 

728,434 
690,683 
719,719 

1,013,940 
610,279 

1,814,755 
1,071,362 

624,819 
1,498,629 

13,443,523 

1,073,012 
610,277 

1,429,798 
1,034,249 

610,278 
610,279 

2,329,859 
697,363 
610,279 
848,217 
610,279 
784,516 

11,248,406 

Tentative 
19s2 c.s .. A.H. 
~portionment. 

(Using 1981 Funds) 

950,011 
672,701 

1,941,83£'1.-
1,143,836 

858,832 
1,555,343 
5,422,651 

12,545,208 

1,475,373 
848,865 
836,859 
943,163 
779,434 

1,380,629 
1,106,061 

755,267 
2,349,020 

610,279 
1,205,722 

12,290,672 

1,210,244 
717,927 

1,442,859 
1,331,900 

737,128 
694,625 
732,701 

1,040,396 
610,279 

1,804,129 
1,065,549 

634,302 
1,487 ~ 116 

13,509,155 

1,076,164 
610,277 

1,489,448 
1,006,507 

610,277 
610,279 

2,357,732 
690,760 
610,279 
876,719 
646,032 
775,582 

11,360,056" 

Increase 
or 

Decrease 

+ 31,750 
+ 17,678 

970 

+ 23,596 
- 108.695 
- 228,515 
- 265,156 

+ 22,182 
+ 39,252 

7,055 
- 12,399 
+ 1 

7,116 
5,289 

+ 34,655 
+ 38,860 
+ 1 
+ 77,037 
+ 180,129 

+ 28,661 
1,768 

- 50,188 
+ 559322 
+ 8,694 
+ 3,942 
+ 12,982 
+ 26,456 

- 10,626 
5,813 

+ 9,483 
- 11,513 
+ 65,632 

+ 3,152 

+ 59,650 
- 27,742 

1 

+ 27,873 
6,603 

+ 28,502 
+ 35,753 

8,934 
+ 111,650 

% 
+ or -

* 
+ 2.8 
- 6.5 
·- 4.,0 
- 2.1 

+ 1.5 
+ 4s8 
- 0.8 
- 1.3 

* 
~ 0.5 
- 0.5 
+ 4.8 
+ 1.7 

* 
+ 6.8 
+ 1.5 

+ 2.4 
- 0412 
- 3.4 
+ 4.3 
+ 1 .. 2 
+ 0.6 
+ 1.8 
+ 2.6 

* 
- o.6 
- 0.5 
+ 1.5 
- 0.8 
+· 0.5 

+ 0.3 
* 

+ 4.2 
- 2.7 

* 
* 

+ 1.2 
- 0.9 

* 
+ 3.4 
+ 5.9 
.... 1 e 1 
+ 1.0 



Actual ~'en tntivC:? Increase 
1981 C S.A .. IL 1982 CoS.,A<>H .. or % 

~l' .AE.EE! U onmen t ~~t j. o nme n t DecreasH + 
(Uaing 1981 l!unds) 

f
. /A~oka. $ 1,171,243 $ 1,247,072 + 75,829 + 6.5 

' 

Carver 1 , 04-6, 711 1,070,652 + 23, 94-1 + 2.,3 /··· . 
6,9:$1,,635 6,444,397 - 487,238 7.0 .-· Henne p1.n -

Scott 1,037,294 1,126,753 + 89,4:59 + 8 .. 6 
District 5 rrotals 10,186,883 ·9,ooa,e74 -~ 298,009 - ~2 .,9 

Dodge 826,299 807,094 - 19,205 - 2,.3 
]'illmore 1,747,799 1,701,702 - 46,09'1 - 2.6 
l!1reeborn 1,225,.638 1,229,953 + 4, 3·15 + 0.4 
Goodhue 1,328,382 1,282,626 - 45,756 - 3.,4 
Houston 1,037,115 1,,024,321 - 12,794 - 1.2 
Mower. 1,219,141 1,215,274 3,867 - 0 .. 3 
Olmsted 1,360,211 1,413,737 + 53,526 + 3.,9 
Rice 971,853 977,767 + 5,914 + 0.,6 
Steele 868,880 892,588 + 23,708 + 2 .. 7. 
Wabasha 1,239?469 1,208,479 - 30,990 - 2&5 
Wj.nona 1,297,733 1,250$382 - 47,351 - 3.6 

District 6 Totals 13,122,520 13,00j,923 - 1 "18,597 -· 0,,9 

Blue Earth 1,587,295 1, 61r0s,438 + 53, 143 + 3~3 
Brown 964,701 960,878 3 ,8~23 - 0 .. 4 
Cottonwood 904,781 911,603 + 6,822 + 008 
.E'ari baul t 1,238,655 1,148,140 - 90t515 - 7.,3 
Jackson 1,110r453 1,183,590 + 73,137 + 6.,6 
Le Sueur 19032,028 988,232 - 43,796 - 4 .. 2 
Martin 1,175,934 1,271,791 + 95,857 + 8.,2 
Nicollet 734,820 709,792 - 25,028 - 3,,4. 
lfobles 1,049,450 1,060,301 + 10,851 + 1.0 
Rock 708;913 723,623 + 14,710 + 2c. 1 
Sibley 946,957 979,431 + 32,474 + 3.,4 
Waseca 848,612 882,670 + 34,058 + 4.,0 
Watonwan 788,913 869,577 + 80,664 +10 .. 2 

District 7 Totals 13,091,512 13,330,066 + 238,554 + LS 

Chippcvm 782,737 759,748 - 22,989 - 2.9 
Kandiyohi 1,208,926 1,260,473 + 51,547 + 4.3 
Lac Quj_ Pa.rle 997,980 969,589 - 28,391 - 2.8 
Lincoln 673,809 699,498 + 25,689 + 3.8 
Lyon 1,017,481 1,082,638 + 65,157 + 6.4 
McLeod 820,636 894, 45:3 + 73,817 + 9.0 
Meeln':r 706,520 717,926 + 11,406 + 1..6 
Murray 869,456 849,925 - 19,531 - 2.2 

• Pipestone 643,350 641,371 1,979 - 0.3 
Redwood 1,087,575 1,091,667 + 4,092 + 0.4 
Henville 1,353,969 1,431,510 + 77,541 + 5.7 
Yellow Medic:i.ne 902,803 886,362 - 16,441 - 1.8 

District 8 Totals 11,065,242 11,285,160 + 219,918 + 2.0 

ChisBgo 830,757 916,032 + 85,275 +10"3 
JJako La 1 , 75 i , 187 1,744,253 6,934 - 0.4 
Rau1<Jey 3,085,731 2,906,829 - 178,902 - 5.8 
W asb_ingt on 1,257,124 11223,564 - 33,560 - 2.7 

l)istrict 9 'fotuls 6,924~799 6,'/90,67B - 134, 121 - 1.9 

S'.P A~~E T011 ALS $104,003,792 ~~104, 003, 792 

-41- ·K Lesa than o,.1c;l 




