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OCTOBER, 1983

C.S.A.H. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment - 1958 Through 1984

The information listed below is presented as historical data for the 26 years of County State

Aid Apportionments and preliminary data for the 27th year.

Since 1958, the first year of State Aid Apportionment, County State Aid mileage has increased
more than 1,000 miles of which more than 760 miles can be attributed to the turnback law which
was enacted in 1965. Needs have increased since 1958 substantially due to revised design stand-

ards, increasing traffic, and ever rising construction costs.

For comparison purposes the apportionment for 1984 has been estimated to be the same as the 1983
apportionment figure. This is purposely done 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 resulting from the gas tax

increase.
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C.S.A.H. Mileage, Needs and Apportionment - 1958 Through 1984

Accumulative
Year 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 29,806.67 1,153,027,326 56,666,390 624,162,067
1974 29,807.37 1,220,857,594 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 2,014,158,273 84,221,382 914,293,114
1978 29,952.03 1,886,535,596 86,001,153 1,000,294,267
1979 30,008.47 1,964,328,702 93,482,005 1,093,776,272
1980 30,008.25 2,210,694,426 100,581,191 1,194,357,463
1981 30,072.55 2,524,102,659 104,003,792 1,298,361,255
1982 30,086.79 2,934,808,695 122,909,078 1,421,270,333
1983 30,084.16 3,269,243,767 127,310,171 1,548,580,504
1984 30,087.14% $3,363,269,043 [ $127,310,171 EST. $1,675,890,675 ]

* Does Not Include 1983 Trunk Highway Turnback Mileage.
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Comparison of the Basic 1982 to the Basic 1983 25-Year C.S.A.H. Construction Needs

The following tabulation indicates the various phases of the 1983 C.S.A.H. needs study update that have been
completed and shows the needs effect each phase produced.

Design Standards Update -

Normal Update -

1983 Unit Prices -

1982 Traffic Update and
Traffic Factors Update

3-Inch Additional Surface
on Certain High ADT Groups

2-Inch Additional Surface on__

Select Rural Design Groups

Shows the remaining 50% effect of the new State Aid standards which were adopted
in August, 1980. The initial 50% effect of the change in standards was made to
the 1982 needs study.

Indicates the needs changes due to 1982 construction, system revisions and any
other necessary corrections. Also, under the revised Screening Committee resolu-
tion dealing with construction accomplishments, any segments graded prior to 1958
were eligible for complete needs. This increased several counties' needs consid-
erably.

Reflect the needs impact of the unit prices approved at the June 9-10, 1983
meeting.

Indicates the needs change resulting from the use of the new traffic counts in
the 13 counties counted in 1982. Also reflected is the needs effect of the new
traffic projection factors used due to the revision in the number of counts used
to arrive at a new factor (four counts rather than three counts). A map showing
the new traffic factors and the counties counted in 1982 is included in the
"Reference Material"” section.

The needs effect of this change was initially reported at the June, 1983 meeting,
but action was deferred till the Fall meeting. Essentially the change consists of
revising the additional surfacing needs on all proposed 2-lane segments with 5,000
proj. ADT & over, and proposed 4-~lane segments with 10,000 proj. ADT & over, from
l-inch of #2361 to 3-inches of #2341. These revisions were recommended by the
General Subcommittee.

This column reflects the effect of revising the depth of additional bituminous
surfacing needs from 1) inches to 2 inches on all rural design segments, except
those covered by the previously suggested revision (5,000 & over 2-lane and
10,000 & over 4-lane). This study was requested by the Committee at your Junme,
1983 meeting.
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Restriction of 25-Year Construction Needs Changes

In order 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.S5.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. For future years' apportionments, the C.S5.A.H. needs change in
any one county 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 shall be restricted to 20 per-
centage points greater than the statewide average percent change from the previous
year's restricted C.S.A.H. needs to the currént year's basic 25-year C.S.A.H.
construction needs.

This year the statewide needs increased 5.2%, thereby limiting any individual county's needs increase
to a 25.2% and any individual county's needs decrease to a -14.8%. The following tabulation indicates

the method of computing the restrictions necessary for 1983 and the actual needs restrictions to the

eight counties involved.
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FAS Fund Balance Deductions

OCTOBER, 1983

The following resolution was adopted by the County Screening Committee
in 1973, revised in June, 1980, and revised again in October, 1982.

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.

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

County

Chisago

Hennepin

Ramsey

Scott

FAS Fund
Balance as of
June 30, 1983

$ 543,720

1,609,044

375,663

460,831

Maximum

’Bélance

$415,239

612,904

350,000

389,236

Needs Deduction
From the 1983
25-Year C.S.A.H.
Construction Needs

$128,481

996,140

25,663

71,595
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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 eight years from 1975 through 1982, a county 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 Itasca County's grading cost adjustment computation:
. During the years 1975-1982, inclusive, 4% of their C.S.A.H. system has been graded.

. 1983 rural grading cost factor is +407%.

(Difference between average construction cost/mile ($65,489) and average needs cost/mile
($46,636) divided by the average needs cost/mile).

. Adjusted grading cost factor is 4/30 of +40% or +5%.

. 5% of $15,643,948 (Complete rural grading cost in the 1983 needs study) = +$782,197 (the effect
on the 25~year construction needs).

. The approximate increase in the 1984 C.S.A.H. Apportionment, due to this adjustment is $15,699.
This is a result of the $782,197 noted above times $20.07 (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 1983 annual County State Aid Highway
money needs.
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

pISTRICT |

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted|Rural Com- Approx + or -

%z of . Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment

, # of Design {Constructio Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983

. County Proj.| Miles | System | Cost/Mile 7 Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
caetton | |as | 3% [ saua | wgsny b 5hle 1% [ress 83 [h 0252 [ L4ia
Coolw 3 (43| 3% [162649 | 111,927 [+ 46"+ B [THT9SH [ 437396 |4+ 750k
TTRsch 2 1239 | 4% | 65483 | Hebdb [+ HO%[+ 5% |I5643348] + 123,T | 415,699
Fooetenwo| b 169 | 776 | 51706 | 39,183 i+ 33% |+ 17 | 5274,625] + 3724 |+ 1,55|

LAKE b | 83| 4°, | 1175% | 80294 K 1% |+ 16% [218450] +1,218452. | + 4T 676
Puoe A 1A ] 3% | 123421 | 62,646 [ 3% |+ 1 [10930,133] +1,807514 | +-34,34]
St Lous 10 {219 | A% | 155345 | 165997 (= H9% [+ 3%, T34 +2,156,203 | 4375

Dt L toas | 5111080 3% 109,664 [ Hood b 5% o5 b3589 (%1250




1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA -
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

© DISTRICT &
1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -
% of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH
Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment
A # of Design |Constructio} Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983
, . County Proj. Miles |System | Cost/Mile Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
Becieans | LL{1nY | 0% |° 54956 | U538 [+a3 %ol 3% |31 300 [Y w1 [*t 1497
CLerRwATER] 7 [a79 | 9% | 36492 | 32 184 HST L [ 17% [43A44TH] + 033461 | + 4T3
noeenkp | G Y] | 37330 | 31619 H 8% 1+ Yol 41965290+ 198616 | + 398k
R irreon 3 4% | 16208 | 25463 [+800% - Q% 16534178 [+ [Tb4.328 | + 35,403
Lawe olitibdddd | | b | 3% [ 3044b| 28197 [+ 6%+ 1’k [d86Lb3bl+ 8Ll |+ 574
Maeswace |14 1579 9% | 34460 | 18743 H 871% 36T [bHod 20| 130,172 | + 33,721
Doeeen 1] [Uda] )1 | 89,802 | 22203 | 32%|+12% (4415334 + 529840 | + 10,634
Coomneron | 4 1a43 ] Q| 82316 | 20200 [+ (2% [+ 4% [a3T71%0[+ 95085 | +  1,90%
Ay 29 Il 15% | 37,303 | 88,010 H35% [+ 1% 064IHA]|+ 1915456 | + 2,447
Reo bere | 51 104] 6% b51TY | 53,38 1+ al% [+ H% | 1984200(+ Taom4 |+ 1,597
r@gﬁf:ﬁ\x 3 12306] 5% a9084 | 23791 H-aa% |+ 4% | 5023 44|+ 201326 + Y04l
(Listanemes 45 B2Lal 9% “39°101 a5l botot %8,3|3,|Eb " |=9,020

ﬂ.
7,423,207
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

DISTRI{CT\S

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -

% of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH
Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionmgpt

# of Design |Constructio} Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983
County Proj.] Miles | System | Cost/Mile Cost/Mile Factor Factor Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
ARERALY b lai? | L% | 15HoT | 5424 [+ 39% [+ 8L, *S,aﬁ%%ﬂl}&w,\srt VR
BenTan T {168 | &% | 48059 36223 [+ 33% |+ 9% |2,588089|+ 922992 |+ 4,615
Cpss 9 1381 | 6% | 59289 | 45733 [+31%|+ b’ [1$469043]+ 262,143 |+ 17,434
(RowWwe | 9 1209 | 6% | GbSH | Y215 [+56%% [+ 1% | 9085637|+ 499430 |+ 2005%
donemy [ b {13 ] 5% 79153 | 48202 {49 [+ &% 133801711+ B4Todb |+ 6365
Kampett | b |30.5] 10% | 51376 | 37307 [+ 28% [4-12° |4373350]+ DLBHOb |+ 11,403
Micte Lres |13 926 Q| 44227 | 45179 |- 8% = 1°h [HSHU3|—  YoudL|- 1>
Horrisorl |5 169 | Y% | Q420 | 85838 |- bl \T |3357589|— 33576 |—  bY
1SHERBUFLE [T 1322 | V9%, | 20498 | 25430 |- 20% |12 |1,9318T5]— 25054k | — 5,098
SterRrSs 1Y 1362 | 6% | 38110 | 48296 |+ 310 |+ 17 | 1812186+ 51,132 |4 11,06]
TobD 5 2ol | 5% | a49559 | 47493 |= 1% |- A% |So44MS |- 1002qY |- 2,039
Whaoene 14 | bb | 3%[ 26500 | 33055 |-20% |- 2% [2,330449|—~ 4409 [— 93]
Deedt |7 |5t | 7| 10,239 | 34594 |+105% ) 847% (6059998 | L UsH Yoo |+ 29,190
Diow 37omis[9% Patb] % 41210 [ 26505 [+ 29% B1a0us L 5 Tl B (15,02

1
—
7
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

DISTRICT Lf ;

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -

% of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment

) # of Design |Constructio} Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983

County Proj.| Miles |System | Cost/Mile | Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)

Beexee |19 [31.0] 1% ["30861 | 2196 b 41 % 9L [Hoslom [ 365497 [+ 137

e SToNE | QA | L1 | 1% | 49320 | 10196 [ 194%|4 bbb | SHOHI Y+ 33735 |+ bS5

CLAY A 154 | H% | 259553] IT.813 [t 42% |+ blo 6507460 + DU+ 7,595

DovelAs | B |a4d | Tole | 2DHGS| 20,117 1 58% |+ 12% 3494877 + 38907+  T.319

Granvt | | | 50] 2% | 16536 | 92000 |- 25% |- A% R2%0158| —  4560d(= 915

MaHNodEN | D 189 [ 10% | a4AIT | 20614 H 1T% |+ b7 |1 1322¢2] + 10497 |+ 3043

OTTERTAIL[20 [b | 9% | 3bbl7 | 29547 | adh it L 11886561+ T2 194 |+ 14214

PopE 3 | 5a] 20| 20243 | 33533 |- 1% ] 1% Juaeedws|-  dalio|— 885

Grevens |4 B3] %) 16192 19,787 |- 15% - 3% |348948% |~ 10425 |- 8,10|

Swiet | |206] %] 19586 | 2161 |=10% |- 27032579%4|— (5,160~ 1,302
TRAVERSE |—

ik | 1LO] Y4%| 17998 | 16,293 [+ 7|1 1" |n954n95l+ 29543 |+ 593

Dist Yrorms| 5 [AT | 5% 729,05 " 23,120 [+ 227 g 'L rssame [ 2sa00
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

i
[
[y

I

DISTRICT 5
1975-1982 Rural Design Grading' Adjusted |Rural Com— Approx + or -
% of . Rural Rural |[plete Grad-~ Effect on in 1984 CSAH
Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionmept
# of Design |Construction  Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983
County Proj. Miles |System | Cost/Mile | Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |[Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
) & ) e B %
ALOKA S 1939 | (4% | 1961k | 9,624 [+ 14 % |\ [ %%%o,%% + HULSY [+ 2962
CarveRr 110 [138 | 79| 980k | 95538 1+ 3% [+ | 7o 44023 + 9ol |+ 1925
CHisaco | b [0S 5% | Y3213 | Y942 |- 2% |- | % |7,3557133| = 13,557 |— |41k
Daromn 2159 3% 56091 | 51034 |- 2% | —

Seorr |7 1124 ] T | 57.6T3| 49,247 H 17% = Mo [41%699 ]+ 121,068 |+ 3835
WaskineToN] T 110.2] T [103 b | 10V - 3% [+ V7 614830+ 61,489 |+ 1224

Dt 5 Tores[HO [15:7 | 7% " 453 | 11,529 [+ 1% 11,399320 " (871063 [ft 12,17
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

 prsmicr 6 |

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -

7 of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in{1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment

A i of Design ConstructioT Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983
i . County Proj.f Miles | System Cost/Mile Cost/Mile Factor Factor Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
Donete |12 1352 14 [Fuwreo [* 36389 [ aa% b 1 o Betemq [t 918487 [+ 1b4a
TiemorE | 511831 5% [ 109848 | 94202+ b 3% 9652191+ 529584 | + |123%
[RLERORM 110 |Sblb| bTo| 34538 | 2396 |- 9% |- 2% |T13042%8[- 36T | — 3,133
GoobHVE | @ 1986 | 9% | 57983 | T,5201-a3%|- 7% 4ai11{~ 948443 | — 20,029
Houston | 1 190 | % | 62,051 | 49347} 96 [+ 7% |9 43604t |+ Gb0%BE | + |3251
MowER. 8 (264 | 1] 4aHAl | 8147 B 5% - 12% [5710406l+ 150161 |+ 15,056
Otmsren |10 1230 Th | 631D | 31,38] [+110%[+35% | 6,4201381+ |, b0T,685 |+ 32260
Rice 2 11Sb] b% | 32997 Y7080 |- 18%[- 4% |b5SeL519]- 26346] |- 536%
STEELE | bl | 6% | 20341 | 94120 1+ 80% |+ 4 Tl ) Yeb e+ 58T |+ [ 177
WashAske {11 1252 | (0% | 65756 | 63390 1 Y%+ 1% piat i |+ (20970 |+ 4%
(wone |15 19631 9% | SblbT | LT [=83% |- T% [lbidest]- 315,136 |— 162k
[Dist b Tores 105 Pel Y] 3% [P54323 | 50029 - 3% lolot5.581k 43150 [Y 40es
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

1
s
B~

1

DISTRICT '7

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -

% of Rural Rural plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

, Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year Apportionmgpt

# of Design |Constructio Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983

' . County Proj.| Miles {System | Cost/Mile | Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor [Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)

Clue Eremit | 5 [JOY| 3% " Lenyo |*20493 i aklr 137, Z,s%aw "t 857552 [N 17,905

BRown) S |llof M | 44851 | 99660 |+ 98% [+ 13% |3410,0ba|+ 509,08 |+ 10202

Corronwood | & 158 | 5% | 30837 | 20934 [+ 4% |t 27 |a139.335[+ 419047 |+ 4,298

FARBOLT | [ 1102 AT | 37321 | 82902 |+ 65% [+ % 19017274+ 355409 [+ 1,133

Jhekcon |9 {974 | 3% | 96399 [ AYB0 [+ bhit 2% 4185308+ 8304 |+ 1,6%0

Le Sveve (13 1502 [20% | 4054 | 2a51] [ 36% [+ 1% (4090431 |+ A58 [+ 13,963

MaRTv 2 1369 T% | 37748 | 44,235 [+ S5% [+ 13%, 43402355+ 4otk |+ (2,290
MicorceT | 9 [203] 9% | 22215 | 32055 [+ 19| —

NoBLES |3 12T 9% | 26231 | 26530 |— 1%

Roc i 2 ot ] Yo | 26525 | 20,181 [+ 28% |+ Y% [33bTT1S [+ 154708 |+ 2,105

Sieet |0 | db| 4% | 25598 | Wipdo |- 90% |~ 11, [154,B8l= 1547 |—  hS1y

DpoEehs |5 V30 ] 8% | 4U ] 297169 [+ Ho% |+ T [3.0TeA44YH 215337 |+ 4 223

Wiraowwai) (10 1415 | 16T | SLHIS | 19,953 [+ 6% [+-30% 2,084,605+ 41 [+ 3363

Die Tionel29 [0d | 6% [135659 ['26,699 |+ 33% 5541902 H4,013239 [+ 81,7152,
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Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

" DISTRICT é%

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- _ Approx + or -

% of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment

; # of Design |Construction  Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983

_ County Proj.| Miles |System | Cost/Mile |} Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)

ceeewA | 8 |44 | o | OT431 [ Te708] [+ 1%l 1% o188l sakTs [T+ 4S5

Kenwowort | & 1239 | Q| 3L 104 | 890 [+ b+ 2% RAUY S+ 1182892 | + 232k

Lac Guibhee| 3 [30b | Q| 22061 | 22308 [+ 44% [+13% |34573M ]+ 449459 | + 9020

LineoLn T 1905 | Rl 2449 | 16337 {4 |+12% [2,198863 |+ Ab386b4 | + 599k

Ltow [ 1137 | 4% | 876947 | ITeb4 + ST% [+ 77 (2349008 |+ 234431 | + 4105

Meleod 14 (631 9% | 492429 | 20495 i 3971+ 9%, |3 103252]+ 979,303 |4~ 5,60k

MeexeR 1Y (262 [ 10% [3645( | 33,907 W S58%(+19% P, 116 T [+ 516175 |+ 10,360
MURRAY 5142 Y| 17969 | (2490~ 2%] —
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Construction Costs to Needs Study Costs

DISTRICTQ ;
1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted |Rural Com- Approx + or -
% of Rural Rural |plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH
Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in|1983 - 25 Year | Apportionmept
# of Design |Constructiog Needs Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 193%
. County Proj.| Miles |System | Cost/Mile | Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor [Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
- 3 & % & #
HennePn | 4 | L[ 1% 119704 | S6006 [+a52% |1+ 3% [16307319] 41204586 | + 8,182
Ramsey |6 139 a6 [190485] 67876 - 185" 1+ 159%] 1993836 +2057,1%3 | + 41,008
B tamsio [5.0] a% Faiae ety oot *‘ : oy
|Disr 9 e o] &% 1919+ [, 797 fr19e% 601,45 5261169 [ L7477
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA

OCTOBER, 1983

Comparison of 1975-1982 Rural Design Gradingrconstruction Costs to Needs Study Costs

" DISTRICT HLL

1975-1982 Rural Design Grading Adjusted|Rural Com- Approx + or -

% of _ Rural Rural |[plete Grad- Effect on in 1984 CSAH

Rural Average Average Grading | Grading |ing Cost in}1983 - 25 Year | Apportionment

, ## of Design |Constructiod - Needs | Cost Cost the 1983 Construction (Using 1983

' . County Proj.| Miles | System | Cost/Mile } Cost/Mile | Factor | Factor |[Needs Study Needs Apport. Sum)
Disteier (] 51 logol 8% [1otedt] oot 57% o8] 4345118 % 187360
Osteiet a2 9513263 9% | 28701 | a756l [+ Ho 52,213,166|4-"1.993,207 | + 15%,030
Disterer 2199 26| % | 47810] 36505k 29%)| 8Ha045] 4+ 5.1T6], 4T |+ | |5 637
bisteiet 4] 65 RITI] 5% | 83097 431301+ 33% 45779771+ 1,755,258 |+ 55,893
bt 5[Mol 75| 7% | T6453] T,5a9H 1% 14,399330/+ k87063 [+ 137190
gt LI10D A6 ¥ | 24333| 506394 %% 10,0T5.58 | i 4.375,014 [+ HT(b5
Wisteaet Y 3919532 6% | 25659 262991 337 5543799 4013329 |+ 3|, 76&
Dsrper 2] 393 6% | 31065] 89294 |+ 357, HAHTB 150+ 8,301,343 |+ bg
Dsteier 9110 50 3% 1191943 ] 477 | 196% 17,601145H 3,361,769 [+ UH ‘(
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA

OCTOBER, 1983

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 follow-

ing resolution:

That any county using County State Aid Highway construction funds for
special resurfacing projects shall have the cost of such special re-
surfacing projects annually deducted from its 25-year County State Aid
Highway construction needs for a period of ten (10) years.

The following list shows the counties, by districts, that awarded special resurfac-
ing projects from 1973 through 1982, the number of projects awarded and the project
costs in each account which have been deducted from the 1983 County State Aid High-

way Money needs.
were awarded.

County

Carlton
Cook
Itasca
Koochiching
Lake

Pine

St. Louis

District 1 Totals

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

Red Lake
Roseau

District 2 Totals

In 1982 alone, over $13.9 million of special resurfacing projects

Number of Total Special
Special Resurfacing Cost
Resurfacing Regular Municipal Deducted from the
Projects Account Account 1983-25 Yr. Con-=
1973-1982 Deduction Deduction struction Needs
2 156,827 §  —— $ 156,827
8 1,181,778 34,445 1,216,223
14 2,536,491 201,931 2,738,422
8 526,646 36,474 563,120
9 554,751 12,263 567,014
9 924,580 114,490 1,039,070
15 1,646,208 15,187 1,661,395
65 7,527,281 414,790 7,942,071
11 1,330,595 95,764 1,426,359
5 450,023 21,420 471,443
6 952,799 3,288 956,087
5 1,328,042 42,347 1,370,389
3 624,427 29,461 653,888
8 2,017,212 51,284 2,068,496
5 315,044 13,893 328,937
1 165,962 —— 165,962
13 1,241,168 27,048 1,268,216
3 132,462 48,655 181,117
4 370,901 4,079 374,980
64 8,928,635 337,239 9,265,874
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County

Aitkin
Benton
Cass

Crow Wing
Isanti
Kanabec
Mille Lacs
Morrison
Stearns
Todd
Wadena
Wright

District

Becker
Big Stone
Douglas
Grant
Mahnomen
Otter Tail
Pope
Stevens
Swift
Traverse
Wilkin

District

Anoka
Carver
Scott

District

Dodge
Fillmore
Freeborn
Goodhue
Houston
Mower
Olmsted
Rice
Steele
Wabasha
Winona

District

3 Totals

4 Totals

5 Totals

6 Totals

Number of

Total Special

Special Resurfacing Cost
Resurfacing Regular Municipal Deducted from the
Projects Account Account 1983-25 Yr. Con-
1973-1982 Deduction Deduction struction Needs
4 $ 284,983 § 14,111 § 299,09
3 265,626 3,605 269,231
12 819,264 143,520 962,784
1 51,619 — 51,619
11 1,049,616 e 1,049,616
5 672,048 7,127 679,175
7 65,887 41,493 107,380
11 1,481,344 157,689 1,639,033
19 3,581,240 155,594 3,736,834
10 1,811,378 14,151 1,825,529
4 721,019 21,267 742,286
3 —_— 24,999 24,999
90 10,804,024 583,556 11,387,580
8 337,892 15,258 353,150
2 122,973 35,426 158,399
6 857,740 9,411 867,151
9 973,561 27,522 1,001,083
4 192,840 5,437 198,277
2 597,998 — 597,998
7 980,624 —_— 980,624
13 1,530,202 185,235 1,715,437
16 2,293,675 129,901 2,423,576
2 342,207 49,635 391,842
3 419,667 11,644 431,311
72 8,649,379 469,469 9,118,848
4 75,479 95,893 171,372
4 207,652 4,086 211,738
2 121,060 9,188 130,248
10 404,191 109,167 513,358
7 876,356 18,016 894,372
2 122,950 7,248 130,198
21 1,976,727 33,213 2,009,940
4 301,845 45,274 347,119
2 202,011 — 202,011
15 1,479,849 55,751 1,535,600
2 165,012 e 165,012
7 1,366,919 —— 1,366,919
3 106,783 33,430 140,213
8 673,204 17,400 690,604
7 320,262 12,421 332,683
78 7,591,918 222,753 7,814,671



County

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

District 7 Totals

Chippewa
Kandiyohi

Lac Qui Parle
Lincoln

Lyon

McLeod

Meeker

Murray
Pipestone
Redwood
Renville
Yellow Medicine

District 8 Totals
Chisago
Ramsey

Washington

District 9 Totals

STATE TOTALS

Number of

Total Special

Special Resurfacing Cost
Resurfacing Regular Municipal Deducted from the
Projects Account Account 1983-25 Yr. Con-
1973-1982 Deduction Deduction struction Needs
8 1,737,024 $ 13,128 $ 1,750,152
12 697,602 46,914 744,516
15 1,825,911 23,550 1,849,461
17 1,135,525 82,177 1,217,702
13 650,536 16,289 666,825
1 195,709 — 195,709
6 1,684,034 — 1,684,034
13 1,583,652 42,590 1,626,242
5 809,637 12,234 821,871
18 1,106,675 55,739 1,162,414
3 291,244 —_— 291,244
17 1,258,443 4,906 1,263,349
128 12,975,992 297,527 13,273,519
4 355,397 17,224 372,621
7 314,224 13,735 327,959
3 397,808 13,578 411,386
7 994,244 24,251 1,018,495
8 551,920 169,058 720,978
7 1,023,023 5,898 1,028,921
2 105,546 —_— 105,546
14 1,915,954 61,785 1,977,739
2 94,536 29,863 124,399
5 401,634 19,919 421,553
19 2,177,237 118,019 2,295,256
10 821,584 184,260 1,005,844
88 . 9,153,107 657,590 9,810,697
7 871,030 55,042 926,072
1 — 94,690 94,690
1 — 69,646 69,646
9 871,030 219,378 1,090,408
604 $66,905,557 $3,311,469 $70,217,026
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

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 Adjustment,
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 available
as of December 31st of the preceding year.

STATE AID BOND RECORD AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1982

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

County Issue Balance to December 31, 1982 Available Adjustment
Koochiching $ 600,000 $ 450,000 $ . 600,000 $ 0 $ 450,000
Lake 500,000 200,000 500,000 0 200,000

District 1 Totals 1,100,000 650,000 1,100,000 0 650,000
Beltrami 1,400,000 560,000 1,400,000 0 560,000
Clearwater 990,000 200,000 990,000 0 200,000
Lake of the Woods 500,000 300, 000 315,949 184,051 115,949
Marshall 1,250,000 940,000 1,250,000 0 940,000
Norman 1,135,000 140,000 1,135,000 0 140,000
Pennington 1,775,000 1,125,000 1,775,000 0 1,125,000
Polk 1,000,000 125,000 1,000,000 0 125,000
Red Lake 1,280,000 765,000 701,831 578,169 186,831

District 2 Totals 9,330,000 4,155,000 8,567,780 762,220 3,392,780
Crow Wing 1,000,000 750,000 650,000 350,000 400,000
Wadena 635,000 535,000 374,691 260,309 274,691

District 3 Totals 1,635,000 1,285,000 1,024,691 610,309 674,691



County
Wilkin
District 4 Totals

Carver
District 5 Totals

Dodge
Freeborn
Rice
Steele
Wabasha
District 6 Totals

Faribault
Le Sueur
Nicollet
Nobles
Sibley
Waseca
Watonwan
District 7 Totals

Chippewa

Lac Qui Parle

Pipestone

Yellow Medicine
District 8 Totals

Chisago
District 9 Totals

STATE TOTALS

Unamortized

Amount of Bond
Issue Balance
$ 1,100,000 $ 440,000
1,100,000 440,000
1,585,000 1,020,000
1,585,000 1,026,000
1,775,000 1,775,000
1,450,000 465,000
750,000 110,000
900,000 0
1,250,000 1,250,000
6,125,000 3,600,000
1,025,000 125,000
1,300,000 975,000
1,000,000 600,000
1,000,000 350,000
990, 000 990, 000
1,250,000 255,000
1,250,000 1,130,000
7,815,000 4,425,000
1,000,000 200,000
890,000 0
940,000 485,000
1,250,000 1,000,000
4,080,000 1,685,000
1,330,000 900,000
1,330,000 900,000
$34,100,000 518,160,000

Total Disbursements
and Obligations
to December 31,

1982

$ 1,100,000
1,100, 000

1,585,000
1,585,000

557,729
1,450,000
747,927
900,000
1,225,676
4,881,332

1,025,000
1,300,000
1,000, 000
1,000,000

925,773
1,250,000
1,250,000
7,750,773

1,000,000
890,000
935,013

1,197,065

4,022,078

1,161,890
1,161,890

$31,193,544

Unencumbered
Balance

Available

$ 0
0

1,217,271
0

2,073

0

24,324
1,243,668

4,987
52,935
57,922

168,110
168,110

$2,906,456

Bond
Account

Adjustment
$ 440,000
440,000

1,020,000
1,020,000

557,729
465,000
107,927

0
1,225,676
2,356,332

125,000
975,000
600,000
350,000
925,773
255,000
1,130,000
4,360,773

200,000

0

480,013
947,065
1,627,078

731,890
731,890

$15,253,544




1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

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 High-
way needs and all future needs, the amount of the unencumbered
construction fund balance as of September 1 of the current year;
not including the current year's regular account construction
apportionment and not including the last three years of munici-
pal account construction apportionment or $100,000 whichever is
greater; shall be deducted from the 25-year construction needs
of each individual 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 encum-
bered funds.

The following listing indicates the balances, the maximum allowable balances, and the
"needs" deduction, in the respective accounts, which will be made to the 1983 25-year

struction needs pursuant to this resolution.

con~—



1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

County State Aid Construction Fund Balance 'Needs" Deductions

Regular Account Municipal Account
Unencumbered 1984 Unencumbered Maximum Balance 1984 Total 1984
Construction Maximum Construction Construction Larger of Either Construction Construction
Fund Balance Balance Fund Balance Fund Balance $100,000 or Fund Balance Fund Balance
As of 1983 Comst. ""Needs" As of 1981-1983 "Needs" "Needs"
County Sept. 1, 1983  Apportiomment Deduction Sept. 1, 1983 Const. Apport. Deduction Deduction
Carlton $ 383,080 $ 616,172 $ — $ 43,486 $ 178,737 $ — $ -
Cook 485,443 466,258 19,185 71,141 100,000 — 19,185
Itasca 1,094,916 1,341,672 —_— 5,142 255,856 -— -—
Koochiching 188,742 762,723 —_— 230,849 231,882 — —
Lake 818,993 564,166 254,827 33,532 107,007 -— 254,827
Pine 719,337 1,014,976 ——— 313,059 435,226 — ——
St. Louis 5,993,063 3,972,724 2,020,339 720,625 719,769 856 2,021,195
District 1 Totals 2,294,351 856 2,295,207
Beltrami 850,794 1,000,030 - 166,259 103,974 62,285 62,285
Clearwater 118,880 600,161 — 72,963 115,997 - —
Hubbard 481,512 582,175 - 260,655 131,178 129,477 129,477
Kittson 553,667 665, 486 — 231,983 139,443 92,540 92,540
Lake of the Woods 226,612 559,520 —-— 82,878 100,000 - —
Marshall 367,197 1,062,144 — ' 1 109,067 —_— -
Norman 122,149 775,288 —_— 35,687 161,055 -— -
Pennington 428,843 528,137 — 68,179 100,000 —_— —
Polk 1 1,649,647 —_— 50,488 283,134 —_— ——
Red Lake 106,342 421,912 - 18,509 100,000 — —
Roseau 251,182 890,299 - 148,237 110,482 37,755 37,755
District 2 Totals ——— 322,057 322,057

|
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Regular Account Municipal Account
Unencumbered 1984 Unencumbered Maximum Balance 1984 Total 1984
Construction Maximum Construction Construction Larger of Either Construction Construction
Fund Balance Balance Fund Balance  Fund Balance $100,000 or Fund Balance  Fund Balance
As of 1983 Const. "Needs" - As of 1981-1983 "Needs" "Needs"
County Sept. 1, 1983  Apportionment Deduction Sept. 1, 1983 Const. Apport. Deduction Deduction
Aitkin $ 1,057,903 § 852,859 $ 205,044 $ 92,421 $ 100,000 $ - $ 205,044
Benton 755,29 434,860 320,434 403,754 212,402 191,352 511,786
Cass 652,256 923,152 —— 532,368 363,862 168,506 168,506
Crow Wing 377,780 726,362 e 478,517 698,143 —— —
Isanti 62,966 501,840 - 111,320 100, 000 11,320 11,320
Kanabec 1 495,784 —_— 44,190 100,000 -— -
Mille Lacs 174,403 464,774 —_— 194,323 236,372 ——— ——
Morrison 208,416 644,557 ——— 43,523 303,637 - —
Sherburne 36,547 432,445 - 4,484 100,000 e ——
Stearns 701,848 1,152,679 e 79,403 567,235 -_— -
Todd 672,363 695,111 —— 350,131 247,037 103,094 103,094
Wadena 1 390,652 — 28,187 197,603 - ——
Wright 622,533 841,768 - 378,320 595,058 - ————
District 3 Totals 525,478 474,272 999,750
Becker 251,901 781,066 - 242,020 162,284 79,736 79,736
Big Stome 727,928 380,003 347,925 3,700 359,586 —_— 347,925
Clay 1,014,918 951,311 63,607 441,159 171,844 269,315 332,922
Douglas 69,019 657,798 —— 89,597 239,443 —— —
Grant 205,617 422,225 —— 1 100,000 - -—
Mahnomen 167,017 426,349 —— 140,804 100,000 40,804 40,804
Otter Tail 1,072,039 1,564,968 —-— 379,293 368,175 11,118 11,118
Pope 25,742 488,523 —— 258,430 158,754 99,676 99,676
Stevens 454,162 397,483 56,679 61,441 131,996 e 56,679
Swift 289,296 586,410 - 224,637 222,965 1,672 1,672
Traverse 1,582 442,016 — 237,097 198,894 38,203 38,203
Wilkin 353,492 536,528 - 92,290 116,517 — ——

District 4 Totals 468,211 540,524 1,008,735



Regular Account

Municipal Account

Unencunmbered 1984 Unencumbered Maximum Balance 1984 Total 1984
Construction Maximum Construction Construction Larger of Either Construction Construction
Fund Balance Balance Fund Balance  Fund Balance $100,000 or Fund Balance Fund Balance
As of 1983 Const. ""Needs" As of 1981-1983 "Needs" "Needs"
County Sept. 1, 1983 Apportionment Deduction Sept. 1, 1983 Const. Apport. Deduction Deduction
Anoka $ 707,732 $ 754,334 $ — $ 263,216 $ 395,850 $ —— $ -
Carver 719,217 636,403 82,814 78,880 233,760 - 82,814
Hennepin 5,537,999 3,626,147 1,911,852 3,223,541 2,691,102 532,439 2,444,291
Scott 96,955 494,876 - 462,056 906,632 —_— -
Distyict 5 Totals 1,994,666 532,439 2,527,105
Dodge 404,913 601,696 — 263,083 116,856 146,227 146,227
Fillmore 686,130 1,100,310 — 1 359,082 ——— —
Freeborn 1 824,971 — 128,767 155,465 —— ——
Goodhue 1 850,790 — 198,089 172,893 25,196 25,196
Houston 205,965 737,925 e 47,102 135,135 - ——
Mower 77,332 887,815 ——— 44,819 170,820 - —
Olmsted 7,864 1,010,651 —— 188,779 138,203 50,576 50,576
Rice 2 674,877 —— 176,959 165,317 11,642 11,642
Steele 1 632,245 — 110,218 100,202 10,016 10,016
Wabasha 115,163 718,569 —— 189,635 411,729 — —_—
Winona 432,231 854,423 —— 1 115,199 -— -
District 6 Totals —— 243,657 243,657
Blue Earth 1 1,108,936 — 1 313,368 —_— —
Brown 175,260 619,388 — 182,134 242,696 —— —_—
Cottonwood 75,391 596,479 —_— 213,263 215,523 — —
Faribault 40,654 792,293 —— 22,822 464,052 —— —
Jackson 2,418 748,906 —_— 4,423 360,049 - —
Le Sueur 2,018 573,694 - 168,306 380,641 — ——
Martin 68,540 863,908 — 1 167,482 — -
Nicollet 142,225 521,823 —_— 23,547 100,000 — -
Nobles 222,050 776,757 — 125,006 221,084 — ———
Rock 998,403 471,630 526,773 168,477 132,108 36,369 563,142
Sibley 188,891 667,547 - 50,997 110,475 — -
Waseca 200,001 626,273 —_— 1,787 109,747 —— -
Watonwan 580,450 549,372 31,078 34,189 243,345 —~—— 31,078
District 7 Totals 557,851 36,369 594,220
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Regular Account

Municipal Account

Unencumbered 1984 Unencumbered Maximum Balance 1§84 Total 1984

Construction Maximum Construction Construction Larger of Either Construction Construction

Fund Balance Balance Fund Balance Fund Balance $100,000 or Fund Balance Fund Balance

As of 1983 Const. "Needs" As of 1981-1983 "Needs" "Needs"
County Sept. 1, 1983 Apportionment Deduction Sept. 1, 1983 Const. Apport. Deduction Deduction
Chippewa $ 1 $ 518,833 $ e $ 1 $ 127,036 $ -— $ -—-
Kandiyohi 167,758 821,830 - 56,946 254,989 - —
Lac Qui Parle 313,340 678,682 - 132,892 136,494 —— —_—
Lincoln 12,111 421,850 —-— 108,399 258,196 —-— ——
Lyon 1 716,640 —-— 60,959 310,915 —-— —_—
McLeod 103,296 599,813 —— 170,456 224,176 ——— —-—
Meeker 305,408 543,189 —— 89,703 100,000 —_— —-—
Murray 49,630 585,978 —— 60,984 141,972 —— —
Pipestone 893,578 420,800 472,778 179,455 176,139 3,316 476,094
Redwood 180,664 704,873 — 210,181 280,909 —-— -—
Renville 34,382 961,687 — 128,047 172,008 - -
Yellow Medicine 84,901 598,244 — 78,987 202,038 — —
District 8 Totals 472,778 3,316 476,094
Chisago 356,061 564,320 - 216,513 464,072 —_—— -
Dakota 601,370 1,088,729 — 179,867 262,335 —-— —
Ramsey 3,378,589 2,151,285 1,227,304 135,137 251,229 — 1,227,304
Washington 661,351 543,149 118,202 801,544 897,568 - 118,202
District 9 Totals 1,345,506 — 1,345,506

STATE TOTALS $41,976,026 $7,658,841 $16,445,253 $2,153,490 $9,812,331



1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

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 estimated
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 "full 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 300%.

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 any political subdivision or of the public
corporation for any purpose for which any law or charter now pro-
vides a maximum tax rate expressed iIn mills times the assessed
value or times the full 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 1/3% to equal a
0.6667 mill levy for rural counties and a 0.4000 mill levy for urban counties.

The following listed figures comply with the above requirements of computation.

1983
County Total Mill Levy
County Tax Valuation Deduction
Carlton $ 124,025,532 $ 82,688
Cook 34,905,031 23,271
Itasca 309,092,540 206,072
Koochiching 64,107,718 42,741
Lake 43,160,543 28,775
Pine 89,286,569 59,527
St. Louis#* 843,336,212 337,334
District 1 Totals $ 1,507,914,145 $§ 780,408
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‘1983

County Total - Mill Levy

County Tax Valuation Deduction
Beltrami $ 109,769,710 $ 73,183
Clearwater 39,486,130 26,325
Hubbard 92,255,111 61,506
Kittson 81,160,268 54,110
Lake of the Woods 19,368,408 12,913
Marshall 126,646,442 84,435
Norman 95,208,960 63,476
Pennington 77,408,255 51,608
Polk. 257,067,533 171,387
Red Lake 39,894,780 26,598
Roseau 83,024,106 55,352
District 2 Totals 1,021,289,703 680,893
Aitkin 87,795,178 58,533
Benton 116,200,220 77,471
Cass 146,782,946 97,860
Crow Wing 238,803,286 159,210
Isanti 83,963,290 55,978
Kanabec 46,350,455 30,902
Mille Lacs 76,457,856 50,974
Morrison 127,914,739 85,281
Sherburne 227,909,753 151,947
Stearns 487,814,298 325,226
Todd 95,773,854 63,852
Wadena 45,246,436 30,166
Wright 345,708,162 230,484
District 3 Totals 2,126,720,473 1,417,884
Becker 150,413,261 100,281
Big Stone 51,291,113 34,196
Clay 218,589,032 145,733
Douglas 149,694,779 99,801
Grant 72,435,361 48,293
Mahnomen 30,481,375 20,322
Otter Tail 269,159,507 179,449
Pope 85,250,762 56,837
Stevens 82,074,604 54,719
Swift 106,609,909 71,077
Traverse 62,829,733 41,889
Wilkin 93,316,272 62,214
District 4 Totals 1,372,145,708 914,811
Anoka 1,048,689,298 699,161
Carver 247,313,905 164,884
Hennepin* 7,846,262,382 3,138,505
Scott 274,146,477 182,773
District 5 Totals $ 9,416,412,062 $ 4,185,323



1983

County Total Mill Levy

County Tax Valuation Deduction
Dodge $ 128,100,986 85,405
Fillmore 160,381,894 106,927
Freeborn 280,054,962 186,713
Goodhue 390,616,743 260,424
Houston 80,622,454 53,751
Mower 276,754,397 184,512
Olmsted 527,629,380 351,770
Rice 213,365,821 142,251
Steele 192,262,725 128,182
Wabasha 110,519,581 73,683
Winona 203,548,654 135,706
District 6 Totals 2,563,857,597 1,709,324
Blue Earth 361,970,343 241,326
Brown 208,296,988 138,872
Cottonwood 185,145,518 123,437
Faribault 234,332,114 156,229
Jackson 204,785,039 136,530
Le Sueur 129,065,314 86,048
Martin 278,092,003 185,404
Nicollet 164,681,231 109,793
Nobles 189,778,306 126,525
Rock 109,342,320 72,899
Sihley 148,496,486 99,003
Waseca 152,625,586 101,755
Watonwan 127,428,337 84,956
District 7 Totals 2,494,039,585 1,662,777
Chippewa 127,778,615 85,190
Kandiyohi 244,774,874 163,191
Lac Qui Parle 102,864,637 68,580
Lincoln 69,193,977 46,132
Lyon 176,675,799 117,790
McLeod 178,362,632 118,914
Meeker 149,420,697 99,619
Murray 139,772,108 93,186
Pipestone 84,638,038 56,428
Redwood 228,260,423 152,181
Renville 256,270,533 170,856
Yellow Medicine 127,542,667 85,033
District 8 Totals 1,885,555,000 1,257,100
Chisago 121,446,426 80,968
Dakota 1,263,673,767 842,491
Ramsey# 3,108,270,152 1,243,308
Washington 697,371,879 464,938
District 9 Totals 5,190,762,224 2,631,705
STATE TOTALS $27,578,696,497 $15,240,225

% Denotes Urban Counties
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

"After The Fact" Bridge Deck Rehabilitation Needs

Included in the recently revised construction accomplishment resolu-
tion is a paragraph dealing with bridge deck rehabilitation needs

which reads as follows:

Needs for bridge deck rehabilitation shall be earned for
a period of 15 years after the construction has been com-
pleted and shall consist of only those costs actually in-
curred by the county. It shall be the County Engineer's
responsibility to justify any costs incurred and to report
said costs to the State Aid office by July 1 of the year
following the year of construction.

Pursuant to this resolution, Jackson County reported and justified
bridge deck rehabilitation costs of $5,646 for the year 1982. This
adjustment is shown on the tentative 1984 Money Needs Apportionment

form.



TENTATIVE

APPORTIONMENT

DATA
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

Development of the Tentative 1984 C.S.A.H. Money Needs Apportionment

(Based on the 1983 Apportionment Sum)

This 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 November
1, for his use in apportioning the 1984 County State Aid Highway Fund.
This tabulation also indicates a tentative 1984 money needs apportion-

ment figure for each county based on the 1983 apportionment sum.

The Trunk Highway Turnback Adjustment column is the same as was used
for the 1983 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 1984 apportionment.

Minor adjustments must be made for any turnback activity in 1983 and

possibly for any action taken by this Committee.









October 28, 1983

Richard P. Braun, Commissioner
Minnesota Department of Transportation
Room 411, Transportation Building

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155

Dear Commissioner Braun:

We, the undersigned, as members of the 1983 County Screening Committee, having
reviewed all information available in relation to the mileage and money needs of
the County State Aid Highway System, do hereby submit our findings on the attached
sheets.

In making this recommendation, we have considered the needs impact resulting from
new design standards, changes in unit costs, construction accomplishments, traffic
revisions and new traffic factors. After determining the annual needs, adjustments
as required by law and Screening Committee Resolutions were made to arrive at the
money needs as listed. Due to turnback activity in 1983, adjustments to the mile-
age and money needs will be necessary before January 1, 1984.

This Committee, 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
1984 Apportionment Sum as provided in Minnesota Statutes, Chapter 162.07, Subdi-
vision 5.

Respectfully submitted,

Dennis Carlson, Secretary
County Screening Committee

APPROVED
David Zech, District 1 Earl Welshons, District 6
Arthur Tobkin (Chairman), District 2 Ronald Sandvik, District 7
Wayne Fingalson, District 3 Dennis Stoeckman, District 8
John Cousins, District 4 - Charles Swanson, District 9

Donald Wisniewski, District 5

Enclosure: Mileage and Annual Money Needs Listing
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1983 COUNTY STATE AID HIGHWAY NEEDS STUDY

(1984 C.S.A.H. FUND APPORTIONMENT)

TABULATION OF THE COUNTY STATE AID HIGHWAY MILEAGE AND.- MONEY NEEDS
AS RECOMMENDED BY THE COUNTY ENGINEERS' SCREENING COMMITTEE
FOR USE BY THE COMMISSIONER OF TRANSPORTATION
IN APPORTIONING THE 1984 COUNTY STATE AID HIGHWAY FUND

County
Carlton
Cook
Itasca
Koochiching
Lake
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
Mille Lacs
Morrison
Sherburne
Stearns
Todd
Wadena
Wright
District 3 Totals

Becker
Big Stone
Clay
Douglas
Grant
Mahnomen
Otter Tail
Pope
Stevens
Swift
Traverse
Wilkin
District 4 Totals

County State Aid
Highway Mileage

Annual
County State Aid
Highway Money Needs

294 .44
178.08
649.98
248.93
214.02
473.22
1,361.75
3,420.42

466.29
327.59
325.80
372.54
186.96
640.29
393.33
260.60
810.18
186.39
482.62
4,452.79

.369.13
224.30
530.05
373.48
226.24
211.67
253.67
430.08
217.09
602.78
412.56
229.50
403.63

4,484.18

467.50
211.70
406.69
387.11
228.85
195.10
912.44
299.23
243.91
329.76
243.82
312.56
4,238.67

$ 1,071,868
957,893
2,308,820
1,622,119
1,012,637
2,153,080
7,583,654
16,710,071

1,723,971
852,634
766,040

1,011,345

1,026,529

1,545,070

1,551,759
595,831

2,842,303
637,013

1,129,586

13,682,081

1,565,800
571,573
1,673,117
1,477,495
644,714
711,558
725,050
921,104
429,911
1,880,967
1,014,772
509,611
1,585,030
13,710,702

976,771
560,421
1,989,460
1,043,313
516,996
617,460
2,350,563
660,200
467,984
1,024,252
547,576
838,435
11,593,431



County
Anoka
Carver
Hennepin
Scott
District 5 Totals

Dodge
Fillmore
Freeborn
Goodhue
Houston
Mower
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

Murray

Pipestone

Redwood

Renville

Yellow Medicine
District 8 Totals

Chisago
Dakota
Ramsey
Washington
District 9 Totals

STATE TOTALS

* Does not include 1983 T.H. Turnback Mileage.

County State Aid
Highway Mileage

County State Aid
Highway Money Needs

Annual

243.28
207.01
499.31
186.59
1,136.19

249.63
395.64
447.78
326.92
250.68
373.80
319.97
280.88
292.48
276.90
315.82
3,530.50

415.95
317.61
316.75
349.91
370.69
268.17
378.08
244,72
343.75
259.48
287.63
250.58
232.97
4,036.29

244.22
418.99
361.79
255.05
317.51
236.80
272.12
354.96
227.31
385.10
449.75
346.88
3,870.48

226.26
274.46
228.25
188.65
917.62

30,087.14%

$

917,420
1,298,068
6,423,492
1,172,827
9,811,807

1,063,668
2,433,212
1,456,130
1,484,819
1,470,662
1,436,668
1,651,282
1,002,142

784,655
1,614,298
1,574,706

15,972,242

2,072,249
905,645
883,612

1,915,326

1,538,598

1,121,713

1,715,186
693,045

1,486,457
852,717

1,108,986

1,248,874
928,963

16,471,371

799,728
1,324,047
1,102,453

650,403
1,255,761
1,060,938

791,486

782,274

687,287
1,082,025
1,759,330
1,072,580

12,368,312

1,180,471
1,567,555
3,100,262
1,196,283
7,044,571

$117,364,588
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

Total Tentative 1984 C.S.A.H. Apportionment

{(Based on 1983 Apportionment Sum)

The following tabulation lists a tentative 1984 Apportionment based on the 1983 allotment

sum. The Equalization Apportionment naturally remains the same. The Motor Vehicle Regis-

tration Apportionment reflects changes caused by the new registration figures. The Mileage
Apportionment was computed using the actual 1983 C.S5.A.H. needs study mileage, but the 1983
Trunk Highway Turnback mileage is not included. The Money Needs Apportionment is based on

the actual 1983 25-year construction needs; however, these needs will be adjusted by 1983

turnback activity, and possibly by other action taken at this meeting.

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

ment will be determined in January, 1984, by the Commissioner with the assistance of recom-

mendations by your Screening Committee.



Total Tentative 1984 C.S.A.H. Apportiomment
(Based on 1983 Apportionment Sum)

Mileage
Motor Apportionment Total
Vehicle 1983 THTB Tentative
Equalization Registration Mileage Money Needs 1984 C.S.A.H.
County Apportionment Apportionment Not Included Apportionment Apportionment
Carlton $ 146,333 $ 98,793 $ 373,681 $ 581,350 $ 1,200,157
Cook 146,333 15,494 225,988 519,533 907,348
Itasca 146,333 145,630 824,894 1,252,236 2,369,093
Koochiching 146,333 58,104 315,933 879,789 1,400,159
Lake 146,333 42,012 271,629 549,224 1,009,198
Pine 146,334 62,853 600,548 1,167,767 1,977,502
St. Louis 146,334 649,944 1,728,197 4,113,150 6,637,625
District 1 Total 1,024,333 1,072,830 4,340,870 9,063,049 15,501,082
Beltrami 146,333 94,197 593,291 935,031 1,768,852
Clearwater 146,333 28,136 415,731 462,443 1,052,643
Hubbard 146,333 48,340 413,478 415,477 1,023,628
Kittson 146,333 25,144 472,792 548,524 1,192,793
Lake of the Woods 146,333 13,750 237,255 556,759 954,097
Marshall 146,334 49,104 812,595 838,000 1,846,033
Norman 146,334 35,507 499,412 841,628 1,522,881
Pennington 146,334 51,637 330,714 323,161 851,846
Polk 146,334 116,591 1,031,098 1,541,581 2,835,604
Red Lake 146,334 18,676 236,530 345,497 747,037
Roseau 146,334 44,138 612,502 612,654 1,415,628
District 2 Total 1,609,669 525,220 5,655,398 7,420,755 15,211,042




_6€_

Mileage
Motor Apportionment Total
Vehicle 1983 THTB Tentative
Equalization Registration (, Mileage :) Money Needs 1984 C.S.A.H.
County Apportionment Apportionment Not Included Apportionment Apportiomment
Aitkin $ 146,333 $ 47,321 $ 468,476 $ 849,244 $ 1,511,374
Benton 146,333 71,574 284,653 310,004 812,564
Cass 146,333 67,092 672,694 907,449 1,793,568
Crow Wing 146,333 144,472 473,976 801,350 1,566,131
Isanti 146,333 71,561 287,135 349,674 854,703
Kanabec 146,333 38,715 268,650 385,928 839,626
Mille Lacs 146,334 63,744 327,123 393,246 930,447
Morrison 146,334 92,147 545,817 499,580 1,283,878
Sherburne 146,334 92,007 275,525 233,171 747,037
Stearns 146,334 333,362 764,969 1,020,181 2,264,846
Todd 146,334 75,877 523,589 550,382 1,296,182
Wadena 146,334 46,328 291,260 276,398 760,320
Wright 146,334 186,942 512,245 859,673 1,705,194
District 3 Total 1,902,336 1,331,142 5,696,112 7,436,280 16,365,870
Becker 146,333 91,371 593,291 529,772 1,360,767
Big Stomne 146,333 28,097 268,650 303,956 747,036
Clay 146,333 135,484 516,141 1,079,024 1,876,982
Douglas 146,333 92,962 491,277 565,862 1,296,434
Grant 146,333 29,880 290,420 280,403 747,036
Mahnomen 146,334 18,205 247,606 334,892 747,037
Otter Tail 146,334 176,146 1,157,975 1,274,876 2,755,331
Pope 146,334 37,035 379,753 358,073 921,195
Stevens 146,334 37,327 309,555 253,821 747,037
Swift 146,334 48,327 418,481 555,524 1,168,666
Traverse 146,334 22,636 309,440 296,989 775,399
Wilkin 146,334 30,491 396,673 454,742 1,028,240

District 4 Total 1,756,003 747,961 5,379,262 6,287,934 14,171,160



Mileage

._017_

Motor Apportionment Total
Vehicle 1983 THTB Tentative
Equalization Registration Mileage Money Needs 1984 C.S.A.H.
County Apportionment Apportionment Not Include Apportionment Apportionment
Anoka $ 146,333 $ 538,369 $ 308,753 $ 497,582 $ 1,491,037
Carver 146,333 110,276 262,730 704,034 1,223,373
Hennepin 146,333 2,870,946 633,661 3,483,912 7,134,852
Scott 146,334 151,665 236,797 636,107 1,170,903
District 5 Total 585,333 3,671,256 1,441,941 5,321,635 11,020,165
Dodge 146,333 50,886 316,811 576,902 1,090,932
Fillmore 146,333 73,343 502,124 1,319,702 2,041,502
Freeborn 146,333 121,097 568,274 789,762 1,625,466
Goodhue 146,333 131,651 414,891 805,322 1,498,197
Houston 146,333 58,983 318,148 797,644 1,321,108
Mower 146,334 135,840 474,396 779,206 1,535,776
Olmsted 146,334 300,758 406,069 895,607 1,748,768
Rice 146,334 133,421 356,456 543,532 1,179,743
Steele 146,334 100,180 371,198 425,574 1,043,286
Wabasha 146,334 68,187 351,414 875,548 1,441,483
Winona 146,334 128,914 400,798 854,074 1,530,120
District 6 Total 1,609,669 1,303,260 4,480,579 8,662,873 16,056,381
Blue Earth 146,333 164,077 527,866 1,123,927 1,962,203
Brown 146,333 102,166 403,089 491,195 1,142,783
Cottonwood 146,333 54,667 401,982 479,245 1,082,227
Faribault 146,333 73,254 444,071 1,038,816 1,702,474
Jackson 146,333 48,327 470,424 834,490 1,499,574
Le Sueur 146,333 79,365 340,338 608,384 1,174,420
Martin 146,334 92,720 479,819 930,266 1,649,139
Nicollet 146,334 73,980 310,586 375,887 906,787
Nobles 146,334 79,034 436,241 806,210 1,467,819
Rock 146,334 35,520 329,300 462,489 973,643
Sibley 146,334 52,948 365,049 601,481 1,165,812
Waseca 146,334 63,324 317,995 677,352 1,205,005
Watonwan 146,334 45,653 295,652 503,842 991,481
District 7 Total 1,902,336 965, 035 5,122,412 8,933,584 16,923,367




County

Chippewa
Kandiyohi

Lac Qui Parile
Lincoln

Lyon

McLeod

Meeker

Murray
Pipestone
Redwood
Renville
Yellow Medicine

District 8 Total
Chisago
Dakota
Ramsey

Washington

District 9 Total

STATE TOTALS

Mileage
Motor Apportionment Total
Vehicle (; 1983 THTB Tentative
Equalization Registration Mileage Money Needs 1984 C.S.A.H.
Apportionment Apportionment ot Included Apportionment Apportionment
$ 146,333 ] 53,305 $ 309,937 $ 433,749 $ 943,324
146,333 124,369 531,724 718,124 1,520,550
146,333 37,798 459,157 597,938 1,241,226
146,333 26,468 323,686 352,759 849,246
146,334 82,892 402,937 681,088 1,313,251
146,334 109,538 300,503 575,421 1,131,796
146,334 69,295 345,342 429,279 990,250
146,334 39,466 450,487 424,282 1,060,569
146,334 39,555 288,472 372,764 847,125
146,334 70,530 488,718 586,858 1,292,440
146,334 76,959 570,757 954,209 1,748,259
146,334 49,040 440,213 581,736 1,217,323
1,756,004 779,215 4,911,933 6,708,207 14,155,359
146,333 89,537 287,135 640,253 1,163,258
146,333 568,364 348,321 850,196 1,913,214
146,334 1,351,181 289,656 1,681,491 3,468,662
146,334 326,016 239,432 648,829 1,360,611
585,334 2,335,098 1,164,544 3,820,769 7,905,745
$12,731,017 $12,731,017 $38,193,051 $63,655,086 $127,310,171



NOTES & COMMENTS
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

Comparison of the Actual 1983 to the
Tentative 1984 C.S.A.H. Apportionment

(Based on the 1983 C.S.A.H. Apportionment Sum)

The following two pages show what each county's 1984 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 1984 remained the same as 1983. How-
ever, as we stated in the previous write-ups, some revised
figures especially relative to the gas tax increase will be
used to determine the final 1984 Apportionment. This data is

being presented simply to show the approximate comparison to

last year's apportiomment, if the Committee approves the

mileage and money needs as presented.



1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

Comparison of the Actual 1983 to the Tentative 1984 C.S.A.H. Apportionments
(Based on the 1983 C.S.A.H. Apportionment Sum)

Actual Tentative Increase
1983 C.S.A.H. 1984 C.S.A.H. or %

County Apportionment Apportionment Decrease + or -
Carlton $ 1,123,335 $ 1,200,157 + 76,822 + 6.8
Cook 818,341 907,348 + 89,007 + 10.9
Itasca 2,372,881 2,369,093 - 3,788 - 0.2
Koochiching 1,400,160 1,400,159 - 1 *
Lake 996,162 1,009,198 + 13,036 + 1.3
Pine 1,943,059 1,977,502 + 34,443 + 1.8
St. Louis 7,042,339 6,637,625 - 404,714 - 5.7

District 1 Totals 15,696,277 15,501,082 - 195,195 - 1.2
Beltrami 1,730,479 1,768,852 + 38,373 + 2.2
Clearwater 1,066,384 1,052,643 - 13,741 - 1.3
Hubbard 1,041,420 1,023,628 - 17,792 - 1.7
Kittson 1,192,627 1,192,793 + 166 *
Lake of the Woods 954,097 954,097 — *
Marshall 1,827,816 1,846,033 + 18,217 + 1.0
Norman 1,365,184 1,522,881 + 157,697 + 11.6
Pennington 892,726 851,846 - 40,880 - 4.6
Polk 2,900,835 2,835,604 - 65,231 - 2.2
Red Lake 747,037 747,037 e *
Roseau 1,540,522 1,415,628 - 124,894 - 8.1

District 2 Totals 15,259,127 15,211,042 - 48,085 - 0.3
Aitkin 1,463,885 1,511,374 + 47,489 + 3.2
Benton 837,492 812,564 - 24,928 - 3.0
Cass 1,741,271 1,793,568 + 52,297 + 3.0
Crow Wing 1,598,156 1,566,131 - 32,025 - 2.0
Isanti ,454 854,703 - 30,751 - 3.5
Kanabec 856,898 839,626 - 17,272 - 2.0
Mille Lacs 925,586 930,447 + 4,861 + 0.5
Morrison - 1,245,955 1,283,878 + 37,923 + 3.0
Sherburne 747,038 747,037 - 1 *
Stearns 2,258,671 2,264,846 + 6,175 + 0.3
Todd 1,296,463 1,296,182 - 281 *
Wadena 758,576 760,320 + 1,744 + 0.2
Wright 1,743,679 1,705,194 - 38,485 + 2.2

District 3 Totals 16,359,124 16,365,870 + 6,746 *
Becker 1,391,680 1,360,767 - 30,913 - 2.2
Big Stone 747,037 747,036 - 1 *
Clay 1,679,574 1,876,982 + 197,408 + 11.8
Douglas 1,222,900 1,296,434 + 73,534 + 6.0
Grant 747,036 747,036 - *
Mahnomen 747,036 747,037 + 1 *
Otter Tail 2,817,326 2,755,331 - 61,995 - 2.2
Pope 898,086 921,195 + 23,109 + 2.6
Stevens 747,037 747,037 — *
Swift 1,100,248 1,168,666 + 68,418 + 6.2
Traverse 847,260 775,399 - 71,861 - 8.5
Wilkin 956,071 1,028,240 + 72,169 + 7.5

District 4 Totals 13,901,291 14,171,160 ° + 269,869 + 1.9

* Less than 0.17%
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County
Anoka
Carver
Hennepin
Scott
District 5 Totals

Dodge
Fillmore
Freeborn
Goodhue
Houston
Mower
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

Murray

Pipestone

Redwood

Renville

Yellow Medicine
District 8 Totals

Chisago

Dakota

Ramsey

Washington
District 9 Totals

STATE TOTALS

* Less than 0.17

1983 C.S.A.H.
Apportionment

Actual

$

1,416,969
1,188,028
7,498,804
1,305,467

11,409,268

1,073,115
2,039,424
1,490,077
1,503,695
1,308,378
1,576,991
1,758,817
1,213,895
1,103,092
1,440,826
1,481,367

15,989,677

2,013,538
1,163,825
1,108,902
1,585,187
1,446,659
1,154,082
1,529,636

882,949
1,414,549

891,113
1,171,013
1,105,006
1,043,010

16,509,469

935,946
1,509,496
1,205,132

847,293
1,375,562
1,121,733

928,243
1,050,818

805,574
1,313,934
1,697,355
1,115,322

13,906,408

1,203,345
1,923,414
3,668,756
1,484,015
8,279,530

$127,310,171

Tentative Increase
1984 C.S.A.H. or %
Apportionment Decrease + or -
$ 1,491,037 + 74,068 + 5.2
1,223,373 + 35,345 + 3.0
7,134,852 - 363,952 - 4.9
1,170,903 - 134,564 - 10,3
11,020,165 - 389,103 - 3.4
1,090,932 + 17,817 + 1.7
2,041,502 + 2,078 + 0.1
1,625,466 + 135,389 + 9.1
1,498,197 - 5,498 - 0.4
1,321,108 + 12,730 + 1.0
1,535,776 - 41,215 - 2.6
1,748,768 - 10,049 - 0.6
1,179,743 - 34,152 - 2.8
1,043,286 - 59,806 - 5.4
1,441,483 + 657 *
1,530,120 + 48,753 + 3.3
16,056,381 + 66,704 + 0.4
1,962,203 - 51,335 - 2.5
1,142,783 - 21,042 - 1.8
1,082,227 - 26,675 - 2.4
1,702,474 + 117,287 + 7.4
1,499,574 + 52,915 + 3.7
1,174,420 + 20,338 + 1.8
1,649,139 + 119,503 + 7.8
906,787 + 23,838 + 2.7
1,467,819 + 53,270 + 3.8
973,643 + 82,530 + 9.3
1,165,812 - 5,201 - 0.4
1,205,005 + 99,999 + 9.0
991,481 + 51,529 - 4.9
16,923,367 + 413,898 + 2.5
943,324 + 7,378 + 0.8
1,520,550 + 11,054 + 0.7
1,241,226 + 36,09 + 3.0
849,246 + 1,953 + 0.2
1,313,251 - 62,311 - 4.5
1,131,796 + 10,063 + 0.9
990,250 + 62,007 + 6.7
1,060,569 + 9,751 + 0.9
847,125 + 41,551 + 5.2
1,292,440 - 21,494 + 1.6
1,748,259 + 50,904 + 3.0
1,217,323 + 102,001 + 9.1
14,155,359 + 248,951 + 1.8
1,163,258 - 40,087 - 3.3
1,913,214 - 10,200 - 0.5
3,468,662 - 200,094 - 5.5
1,360,611 ~ 123,404 - 8.3
7,905,745 - 373,785 - 4.5
$127,310,171 —_— *
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA

Criteria Necessary for County State Aid Highway Designation

In the past, there has been considerable speculation as to which re-
quirements 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

criteria:

a. GCounty 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,
community 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.



History of C.S.A.ll. Additional Mileage Requests

Approved by The

County Engineer's Screening Commictee

| ‘ | ]
! 1958- 1965- ’ ! ‘ ! | | Total
! 1964 1969 1970 1971 ;1972 1973 1974 | 1975 1976 1977 1978 [ 1979 1980 1981 1{ 1982 ] 1983 | 1984 1985 | RMilca{(i(.
i ! i | i | equested
; I ; ! ’ i : : ' & Approved
; ] i ! | ! 1 | ! To Datn
B} : ; | . i !
2 atrkin | 6a1D | ‘ j | | . i 0.60 i i f.gi
L2 Anoka | 33 g 0.71 ¢ : | [ K E [ i 15.3'1-
s Becker : 15,07 ; ‘ ‘ { : : ! : ; ’ : i
[ beaex ¢ 016 | | ‘ | ! i | 7.69
J4 Beltrami ] 8 C.69 | ; ! i ‘ \ 3es
%3 Benton i 3.18% i I 1 i | ! | . 4
0% Big Stome | 1.40 | i | 0.16 ' | | ' i 1.5
¢ ; : i i : i -
Blue Earth | 15.20% } i ; ! f 0.25 | | i ] }- 15.5
Brown Io3.81 3.63 L0.13 i ‘ f i : | 1 '-5;
% Carlton io3.62 1’ ! 3 | | i ‘ 3.62
1 ! i i { ' t : -
12 Carver I 1.55 8.94 } : | | 0.48 5 | : | | 2.97
il Case * 7.90 ; | 1 | | i ! \ 7.90
12 Chippewa ' 14000 1.00 [ | 5 ; 5 i ; ‘ i 1 15.00
‘ : ‘ ; ‘ i ! N
3 Chisago [T i | i j } !‘ 5 | 3.2¢
14 Clay i 1.18 G.82 | _] , 0.10 ‘1 ; X ! 2.10
13 Clearvater P G.a0w ‘; 7 100 | | | 5 ; i 1.30
H 5 X ; i | | ; | :
16 ook [ 3.60 | j ] | ‘ l | | 1 i | | 3.60
17 Cottonwood {33 1.80 | 110 i 10,20 i l ( i ; 6,47
18 Crow Wing | 13.00% : ! | | | | i ; : i i 13.00
| : . i i | i | ! .
1% Dakota | 1.65% 10,07 2,40 | ! | | ; | j 412
23 Dodge 1 | i ! 1 1 i ! : -
21 Douglas 7.40% 3.25 i | ! | i i 10.65
22 Faribault | I 0.08 0.29 1.20 | } | 0.09 | ! ! 1.66
23 Fillmore oLz | 1 | 1.10 i | | 2.22
24 Freeborn | 0.05 0.90 i 0.65 i | i : : | 1.62
25 Goodhue i | . ; i 0.08 1 g ] J ] 5.03
26 Grant {530 ) 0.2 | i ‘ i ‘ ; L62
27 hennepin I oaso | {019 loos | ‘ | 0.52 D033 i .50
23 iHouston, ! i ‘ i ! 0,12 ! ! ! : ' 1‘ i 1 a2
2% Hubbard [ 0.60 | 1.25 | ’ | ; 0.26 | 0.06 | ! | ; | i 2.17
3% isanti - I 106 | 076 | l ; ‘, | | | { ; | | 1.30
i ! ' | B : .
31 itasca ; ! ! I‘ ( ! i [ 1 -
32 Jackson 1 | 6.10 ; | 1 5 | ! | ! 0.1%
33 Kanabec I i | 1 ! ! I i ! | ! | -
. H l L “ : 1 : .
. ‘ . | H H R i I .
34 Kandiyohi { D.46 i . i : | ‘ j Bt
35 Kitcson 6.60% | | l ; | ] | ’ 6.63
& Koochiching ! 9.27% . ! ! { i i i i 9.27
L . H
37 Lac Qui Parle L0 | o0 ‘, l | l i { ;' : 1.02
35 Lake | 3.26¢ . 1.58 0.56 | ! | ! | i ; .35
39 Lake of the Woods |  0.56 ' 0.33 | :: ! ; ! i i , ! ; .89
40 Le Sueur 2.70 | 0.08 | | 0.75 | | | | | 3.53
&1 Lincoln 5.65¢ | 0.90 | ; ; i 5.55
42 Lyon 2.00 | { : ! : 2.00
43 NeLeod 0.09 } 0.50 I 5 i 0.50
44 Mahnomen 1.00 0,42 | | | i 1.42
45 Marshall 15.00% ! 1.00 } i : ! i 16,00
46 Marcin I 1.52 | i i 1.52
47 Meeker 0.80 1 0.50 : | 1.30
48 Mille Lacs ; 0.74 , . | 0.74
49 Morrison [ | -
57 Mower ; 9.28%« | 3.83 0.09 i 13.20
51 Murray 3.52 | 1.10 { 1 L.62
I
52 Nicollet [ ] -
53 Nobles i 13.71 0.11 0.12 ! ' 13.94
54 Norman 1.31 ! | 1.31
{ ' . i R
55 Olmsted 10.77% 6,55 | 1 i ; 15.32
55 Orter Tail 0.36 : ! ; O.fG
57 Pennington | 0.84 ) , i i ! 0.564
58 Pine 8.25 I | i ‘ : 9.25
59 Pipestone 0.50 t | i ; 1 O.:O
80 Polk 4,00 0.55 1.00 [ 0.67 | 3 ! ! : 6.22
L : ;
61 Pope 1.63 2.00 1.20 [ 483
52 Ramsey 9.45% 0.67 0.21 0.40 : 0.21 ! 10.94
83 Red Lake 0.50 ' t | 0.50
64 Redwood 2.30 1.11 0.13 ' 3.56
65 Renville | -
66 Rice 1.70 i 1.70
57 Rock 0.50 0.54 1.04
68 Roseau 5.20 1.60 65.80
69 St. Louls T.7x | 11,43 19.14
! -
70 Scott 8.65% 3,44 3.51 1.07 ! 0.57 0.12 12._,:6
71 Sherburne 5.42 5.42
72 sibley 1.50 | 1.50
73 Stearns 0.08 g.70 3.90 A.é.‘z
74 Steele 1.28 0.27 1.55
73 .Stevens 1.00 _ B 1.0
76 Swift 0.78 0.24 1.02
77 Todd 1.90% 1.90
78 Traverse 0.20 - 0.07 0.49 0.76
79 Wabasha 0. 43% 0.20 0.10 0.73
80 Wadena | -
81 Waseca 410 0.43 0.14 | 4.67
82 Washington 2.33% 0.40 0.33 | 3.06
83 Watonwan 0.04 0.08 0.60 0.72
84 Wilkin -
8% Winona T.40% | 7,40
86 Wright 0.45 1.38 i 1.83
. 87 Yellow Medicine 1.39 ] ! i ’ 1.30
TOTALS J 246.60 | 87.05 l 5.38 11.38 3.36 | 6.08 j1.es ] L6l | 1.39 | 0.50 [ w15 | 2.78 | 1.80 1.20 1 0.96 | 0.21 | 376.28
i i

* Some Trunk Highway Turnback Mileage




MnyDOT-TP30758-02 MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

' (10-80) REQUEST FOR STATE AID SYSTEM REVISION
'y
DATE . /7 - 2 / - g 3
TO : Director, Highway Studies Section

FROM  : _mm___ District State Aid Engineer
SUBJECT: Request for Approval of a System Revigion ‘
(Mnteipaitey) (County) of - ANIBOLLET

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

“canies nelatively heavien thaffic volumes;

\

_and connects towns, communities, shipping points, and markets within
0 a county on in adjacan,t coumu,

el provide access to rural churches, schools, community meeting hatls,
Industrial plants, state institutions and necreational areas;

Con serves as a prinedpal nuwral mail noute and school bus route;

Por acts as a collecton of tragfic from several noads of Local interest;

and occuns at a reasonable interval consisient with the density of
population;

provides an integrnated and coordinated highway system affording
wlthin practical £imits a State-Ald highway network consistent with
Local traffic demands.

\\x'\\

M.S.A.S. CRITERIA

carnies nelatively heavien thafgic volumes;

and connects the points of majorn traffic interest within an urban
mundielpality;

or connects with rural roads or urban routes of community interest
and carnnies mafor trhaffic Lnto and through an urban municipality;

and forms a system of stneets which will effectively serve thaffic
within the urban municipality.

COMMENTS : ./ I’A 2 o A S 2 V78B4 71w ) -A Y Y as A, 2 ”
ot 22 L7 DL - 7/.S
"M Lz Fz Lo ez B o/
wss ‘szpzrzc»ég /. /326?/ .

RECOMMENDED APPROVALY

H9-F3
Date

District State Aid Engineer

RECOMMENDED APPROVAL OR DENIAL:

Director, Highway Studies Section Date
-48~
APPROVAL OR DENIAL: o

State Aid Engineer Date
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COUNTY OF NICOLLET
MICHAEL C. WAGNER

County Engineer 0FF|CE OF COUNTY ENG'NEER PHONE: (507) 931-1760

ST. PETER, MINNESOTA 56082

July 22, 1983

Mr, Harvey Suedbeck

District State Aid Engineer

Minnesota Department of Transportation
501 South Victory Drive

Mankato, MN, 56001

RE: Request for State Aid Designation
Dear Mr. Suedbeck:

Nicollet County Road No. 77 from Trunk Highway No. 14 to the Minnesota
River (County Line) was built in cooperation with the City of New Ulm

to serve as a second river crossing. The 0.59 mile county route connects
with New Ulm's Twentieth Street South (M.S.A.S. No. 110). It was opened
to traffic in 1980 and had a Mn/DOT 1981 Traffic Count of 1236 AADT,

It appears this new highway section has all the criteria for a State Aid
system route. Including New Ulm's Municipal State Aid No. 110, it is
not only of major importance as an access to New Ulm; but also an
important link between Trunk Highway No. 14 and Trunk Highway Nos. 15
and 68.

Nicollet County requests the designation of County Road No. 77 as a State
Aid Highway.

Please review the request for submittal to the Screening Committee if
you concur.

Sincerely,

Aol ()

Michael C. Wagner »
County Highway Engineer

MCW:clb

Enclosures 2

~-50~
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

C.S.A.H. 20—Year Traffic Projection Factors

(For Use in the 1983 C.S.A.H. Needs Study)

The map on the following page indicates the old traffic projec-

tion factor and the new traffic projection factor for each county.

The old traffic factors shown were computed using the last three
counts. The Screening Committee resolution was revised at the
October, 1982 meeting so that the last four counts be used to
compute traffic projection factors. These are shown as the new

factors on the map.

The counties whose factors are circled had their traffic counted

in 1982 and updated in the 1983 needs study.
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Minutes of the County Engineers Screening Committee Meeting

June 9 & 10, 1983

Roll call of Committee Member:

District 1 ..... Dave Zech ......¢c00e0.... COOk County .......... Present
District 2 ..... Art Tobkin ........ seoe00e« Clearwater County .... Present
District 3 ..... Wayne Fingalson .......... Wright County ........ Present
District 4 ..... Jack Cousins ...... eeesss. Clay Cotnty .......... Present
District 5 ..... Don Wisniewski ...... vee.. Carver COUNtY evocecese Present
District 6 ..... Earl Welshons ............ Winona County ........ Absent

District 7 ..... Ron Sandvik ...... +seses.. LeSueur County ....... Present
District 8 ..... Dennis Stoeckman ......... Renville County ...... Present
District 9 ..... Chuck Swanson ....ceeecea- Washington County .... Present

Chairman Tobkin called the meeting to order at 1:00 P.M.

Screening Committee Alternates Present:

District 1 Alternate ... Boyd Paulu ........v..... Carlton County
District 2 Alternate ... Bernie Lieder ....... .... Polk County
District 3 Alternate ... Dick Larson ............. Mille Lacs County
District 4 Alternate ... Otho C. Buxton .......... Grant-Pope County
District 6 Alternate ... Bob Egan ..... ceesesccann Wabasha County
District 7 Alternate ... Jerry Engstrom .......... Watonwan County
District 8 Alternate ... Pete Boomgarden ..c..s.. . Lincoln County
District 9 Alternate ... Doug Wieszhaar .......... Chisago County

Others Present were:

Gordon Fay ...... cenee .. Director of State Aid

ROY HansSoN ...cceceececne Office of State Aid

Ken Hoeschen .......cc.c.. Office of State Aid

Bob McPartlin ceeeovcocess Sub-Committee Chairman
Richard Hansen ...... .+.. District 1 State Aid Engineer
Dave Reed ..... creeceeeaa District 3 State Aid Engineer
Vern Korzendorfer ....... District 4 State Aid Engineer
Harvey Suedbeck ......... District 7 State Aid Engineer
Elmer MOXY¥iS .ccevovsacens District 9 State Aid Engineer
Duane Blanck ..... ssseses. Crow Wing County

Dennis Carlson .......... Screening Committee Secretary
Earl Welshons .....c..... District 6 Member arrived at 1:20 P.M.
Doug Haeder ......ceavee. Pipestone County

Don Paulson ............. Yellow Medicine County

Chairman Tobkin announced that Richard Braun was re-appointed as Commissioner of
Transportation and also asked that discussion be limited to committee members unless
specific input was requested from others present.

Chuck Swanson moved and Wayne Fingalson second a motion to approve the October 27
& 28, 1982, December 9, 1982 and January 10, 1983 Screening Committee minutes.
Motion carried.



Duane Blanck handed out the Special Study Committee Report dated June 9, 1983.
He indicated the committee has completed their task and asked the Screening
Committee to review the report and get back to him.

Chairman Tobkin thanked Bob McPartlin for serving on the sub-committee and
commended him for a job well done.

Wayne Fingalson nominated Ron Sandvik for vice-chairman of the Screening Committee
for 1983. Don Wisniewski moved to close nominations and cast a unanimous ballot
for Ron Sandvik. Dennis Stoeckman second the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Tobkin asked Roy Hanson to fill in for Ken Hoeschen until he arrives.

Roy Hanson started the Screening Committee booklet review on Page 10. Gravel Base
unit prices are shown for each county on Figure "A". There were no questions orxr
comments from the committee.

Page 12 & 13 (Recommended Prices for all base related items)

As in the past the increment method is again being recommended using the statewide
average for Class 5 gravel as a base. Roy Hansen reviewed the items individually
and Don Wisniewski asked about the rural design concrete surfacing and Bob McPartlin
explained that the difference from $18.00 to the $14.73 is $3.27 which is the state-
wide Class 5 average.

Gordon Fay was asked for comments until Ken Hoeschen arrived. He mentioned the
gravel tax was repealed except for Stearns, Benton, Sherburne, Wright, Carver, Scott,
Dakota, LeSueur, Kittson, Marshall, Pennington, Red Lake, Polk, Norman, Mahnomen,
Clay, Becker, Wilkin, Traverse, Big Stone, Stevens, Pope, Anoka, Hennepin, Washington,
Ramsey Counties. Gordy said the Department of Revenue will make a determination of
whether tax should be collected on existing contracts even if the tax was repealed.

Gordy also mentioned the investigation in Houston County and cautioned everybody to
use extreme care in documenting Federal projects and have adequate inspectors on
the job to run sufficient tests.

Ken Hoeschen then resumed the review of the Screening Committee booklet.

Pages 17-21 Pipestone County Mileage Request

Dennis Stoeckman requested that Doug Haeder be allowed to address the Committee on

this request. The Committee approved Mr. Stoeckman's request by voice vote. Doug
Faeder handed out additional information (a letter dated June 8, 1983 and some

tables of comparable cities) and noted some errors on the map cn page 21.

The first error that Mr. Haeder noted was to

delete the proposed CSAH desigration on 5th Ave. S.E. from 5th St. S.E. to 7th St. S.E.
(TH 30) and add the proposed CSAH designation on 5th St. S.E. from 5th Ave. S.E. to
4th AVe. S.E. and on 4th Ave. S.E. from 5th St. S.E. to 7th St. S.E. (T.H. 30).

Mr. Haeder also noted that Hiawatha Ave. should be shown as prorosed CSAH designation
from 7th St. S.E. (T.H. 30) to T.H. 23, as well as 13th Ave. S.W. from 8th Ave. S.W.

to 4th Ave. S.W. Mr. Haeder noted that the errors on the map did not affect the

6.61 miles requested. Mr. Haeder discussed the CSAH mileages in other cities noting
that Pipestone had relatively few miles. Ron Sandvik noted that the Legislators

had alloted a portion of their previous Municipal State Aid allocation thru 1985.

The Legislation involved 4 cities, and the allocaztions would phase out by 1/3 the

first year, 2/3 the second year and eliminated the third year. Don Wisniewski felt
the system that is being requested is much to extensive for a CSAH syster in a
municipality. The following discussion included the pcssibility of another reguest,

at a later date, that serves the major traffic generators in the city. Gordcn Fay
said the recently passed legislation could be conflicting within itself and an —56
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opinion would be reguested from the Attorney General's Office.

Pages 23-26 Ramsey Ccunty Mileage Request

Chuck Swanson clarified that the intersection at TH 61 and Co.Rd. D, has limited
movements in scme directions for safety reasons. This intersection will be
eliminated if the redesignation occurs. He also noted that most of the roads
involved have been reconstructed within the last 10 years. He also mentioned the
bridge on Co.Rd. D is closed due to deficiencies and briefly summarized the traffic
volumes ranrging from 2400 to 6200 VPD. Art Tobkin asked about pcssible mileage
trade-offs and also asked about CSAH 68 terminating at FAI 694. Ken Hoeschen
noted that the extension of CSAH 68 is a MSA Street. Elmer Morris said that
Mn/DOT construction has forced the county to make some system changes.

Pages 27-30 Yellow Medicine County Mileage Request

Dennis Stoeckman noted that the elevator is relatively new and is now served by
unit trains which increased the usage of the facility. The large number of trucks
ccming into the elevator results in long lines of waiting vehicles that would back
up on the road being requested for addition to the CSAH system. Wayne Fingalson
asked if they had considered designating the portion from the elevator to TH 23
only? Apparently that would not be adequate to handle the long lines of trucks.
Wayne also asked if the County Engineer had considered revoking similar mileage

ocn CSAH 39 near Lorne. Dennis Stoeckman said Don Paulson was going to look at
that segment and get back to him but he has nct heard from him as of today. It
was also mertioned that the purpose of County State Aid Highways is not to provide
a parking area.

Ken Hoeschen briefly reviewed pages 34 thru 39 as informational only and no action
required.

Pages 40 & 41 Traffic Projection Factors

Ken Hoeschen noted that the resolution changed at last falls Screening Committee
Meeting due to including more counts would probably be better if the last sentence
read twelve years rather than eighteen years. The need for another change resulted
from Mn/DOT's policy change to more frequent counting in the rural counties.

Chuck Swanson concurred in the need to change back to twelve year period.

Page 71-74 Design Standard Changes

Ken Hoeschen noted that only 50% of the affect of the design table changes were
implemented in 1982 and it was apparently understood that the remaining 50% would
be implemented in 1983. The majority of the discussion revolved around the
thicknesses of 1" and 3" additional surfacing. The committee appeared unified in
having the thickness of bituminous overlays in the Needs Study, consistent with
what 1s being done in zctual practice in the field. Bob McPartlin said Mn/DOT
recommended a 3" bituminous overlay on concrete as the most practical.

Ken Hoeschen handed out a copy of current resolutions c¢f the County Screening
Committee dated January 1983. He noted that the constructiorn cut-off date for
recording accomplishments is based on award date, when in actual practice they have
been using the letting date. It would be appropriate to change the resolution or
the practice to make it consistent.



Earl Welshons asked if the mileage process could be simplified by allowing
minor system additions if they stay within the miles set up for each county
at the inception of the current State Aid System (1957). He asked that this
be discussed and considered at a future Screening Committee Meeting.

Don Wisnewski said that Districts 5 & 9 would like the Screening Committee

to discuss the possibility of including R/W in determination of needs. Mn/DOT
& MSA include R/W and CSAH needs should include R/W to be consistent in
evaluating transportation needs. With increased land values the R/W becomes

a larger part of total needs on a roadway. Dave Zech asked what that status
of the Task Force review was regarding R/W? Gordy Fay said they are expanding
their work force to assist the Task Force in making a report to the Screening
Committee. He also noted that some revisions will require legislative changes.
A copy of the MSAS R/W resolution was handed out. The following discussion
included several possible ways to reflect R/W needs.

The inclusion of Administrative costs and Attorneys fees was discussed and there
was a suggestion that Attorneys fees be limited to a percentage for needs
purposes if they are included. Jack Cousins said he would like to see items

that are being studied implemented only after all the studies are complete.

Don Wisniewski suggested that the items be prioritized for the Task Force. Chuck
Swanson suggested that all counties should be asked to submit all their R/W

costs for the past 3 or 5 years to be used in evaluating needs.

Roy Hanson said variance requests for bituminous overlays are being processed
without an appearance before the committee. Application must be made by resolution
and the time can be reduced by submittal of the hold harmless clause at the same
time.

Earl Welshons moved and Dave Zech second a motion to recess until 9:00 A.M., Friday.

Meeting reconvened at 9:00 A.M., Friday.

Chairman Tobkin requested Ken Hoeschen to lead the discussion of items that must
be acted on.

Page 10 Gravel Base Prices

Ken noted that the average change from last year was a $.17 decrease. Jack Cousins
moved and Earl Welshons second a motion to approve the Gravel Base unit prices
as shown on Figure "A" in the Screening Committee booklet. Motion carried.

Pages 12 & 13 Other Construction Item Unit Prices

Dave Zech moved and Wayne Fingalson second a motion to approve the Unit Prices as
shown on Page 13. Motion carried.

Pages 16-30 Mileage Requests

The ballots were distributed to the Screening Committee members.

There were no comments on the Pipestone and Ramsey County requests. Wayne Fingalson
asked Don Paulson if his county had considered revoking the similar mileage near
Lorne on CSAH 39. Don Paulson of Yellow Medicine County indicated they had not
considered that revocation because they wanted to retain their grid system. Dave
Zech asked about land ownership by the elevator and Don Paulson said he thought

they were different owners on each side of the road.
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Ballots cast:
Pipestone County request denied 9-0
Ramsey County request approved 9-0
8-1

Yellow Medicine County request denied

Page 40 CSAH Traffic Projection Factor Resolution

Chuck Swanson moved that the resolution be revised to read a "Twelve" year period
rather than "Eighteen" . Don Wisniewski second the motion. This would involve
7 counts for the metropolitan counties. Motion carried.

Earl Welshons moved and Dennis Stoeckman second a motion to change the construction
cut-off date resolution to read "letting"” date rather than "award” date. Motion
carried.

Dave Zech moved and Ron Sandvik second a motion to implement the second 50% of
the needs changes caused by the Design standard tables changes acted on at the

October 1982 Screening Committee meeting. Motion carried.

Pages 71-74 Design Standard Changes

Visual aids were displayed to clarify how the old tables have changed and the
recommended changes. Earl Welshons moved and Wayne Fingalson second a motion that
the Subcommittees recommended change in the Design Standards for rural and urban
design of over 5,000 and 10,000 ADT be delayed and State Aid be directed to
determine the over all effect on each counties needs to change the additional
surfacing on highways with less than 10,000 projected VADT from 134" to 2" and
report to the fall meeting for consideration.

Jack Cousins suggested acting on the recommended change today rather than
delay the action to the fall meeting.

The question was called and the motion carried.

Dave Zech moved and Chuck Swanson second a motion to direct the General Subcommittee
to study what actual additional surfaces is being placed by the counties and report

to the fall Screening Committee meeting. Earl Welshons noted that there are two

types of overlays, a minimum overlay (cosmetic) and a strengthening overlay

(greater than 2" ) and when a study is performed they should be considered separately..
Motion carried.

Chairman Tobkin accepted the report of the Special Study Committee from Duane Blanck
and asked for comments. Hearing none he noted that their task was complete and
relieved them of their appointment. Duane Blanck, Chuck Swanson, Dave Everds, Dennis
Berend, and Ray Muchlinski served on the committee. Chuck Swanson moved that the
Screening Committee endorse the recommendations of the Special Study Committee and
recommend the State Aid Unit proceed with the necessary studies to implement or

take negative action on each of the areas studied. Don Wishiewski second the motiion.
Chuck Swanson amended his motion to direct the State Aid Unit to study the R/W
expenditures of each county for a period of 2 to 5 years and also Traffic Signals,
Special Lighting, retaining walls, etc. to determine the affect on each county and
report at the fall Screening Committee meeting. Don Wisniewski second the amendment.



Discussion included the flexibility to utilize the General Subcommittee to assist

the State Aid Unit and limit the fall report to a reasonable number of items starting

with R/W. Motion carried.

Earl Welshons moved and Jack Cousins second a motion to adjourn. Motion carried.

Respectfully Submitted

Dennis c¢. Carlson
Screening Committee Secretary
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MINUTES OF THE CASH GENERAL SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING
JULY 6, 1983

Members present : John Walkup == Aitkin County
Tom Behm — Lyon County
(Paul Ruud -— Anoka County — Absent)

Others in attendance: Gordon Fay — State Aid, Mn/DOT
Roy Hanson -— State Aid, Mn/DOT
Ken Hoeschen -— State Aid, Mn/DOT

The meeting was called to order at 10:00 A.M.

The County Screening Committee at their June meeting directed the State Aid
Division along with the General Subcommittee to study the R/W, Traffic Signals,
Lighting, Retaining Walls, etc., expenditures of each county for a period of

2 to 5 years to determine the affect on each county and to report at the Fall
Screening Committee meeting.

After considerable discussion, the following determinations were made:

a) Request reporting of expenditures on County State Aid Highways for
the projects that have been let in the years from 1978 through 1982
(5 YEAR PERIOD) for the following items; R/W, Traffic Signals,
Lighting, Retaining Walls and Sidewalk.

1) R/W — Report the cost of any lands and properties
required to accommodate the design width of
the street or highway as governed by the state aid
standards. Cost 1s restricted to actual monies
paid to property owners.

2) Traffic Signals - Report the cost of the signals that serve the
County State Aid Highway; i.e., at an inter-
section with a CSAH and a road of any other
jurisdiction, only half the cost of the signals
should be reported.

3) Lighting - Report the cost of the lighting at hazardous
or accident-prone locations.

L}

Report the cost of any retaining walls con-

4) Retaining Walls
: structed.
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5) Sidewalk — Report the cost of sidewalk where the construc-

tion necessitated the alteration of existing
sidewalk.

b) The cost of each item shall be reported by project by year.
¢) Each County Engineer shall report any eligible costs by August 5, 1983.

d) The next meeting of the Subcommittee will be called when the Needs Unit
completes the compilation of the reported costs.

Considerable discussion took place regarding the rural design grading cost
study. The Subcommittee was notified that a listing of all rural design seg-
ments with complete grading needs would be sent out to the District State Aid
Engineers as soon as the normal update is completed. It was suggested that
the District State Aid Engineers establish a time frame for reporting the new
costs.

The Needs Unit handed out data on all 1982 resurfacing projects with specific
reference to depth of the overlays. After reviewing this data, the Subcom-
mittee agreed that 2 inches of bituminous resurfacing on rural design road-
ways is a better indication of present-—day practices than the 1-1/2 inches
that is presently allowed in the needs study.

The Subcommittee then discussed 10-ton routes and the possible inclusion of
10-ton needs in the needs study. No recommendations were made at this time.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:40 P.M.
Respectfully submitted,

Ja P

Kenneth M. Hoeschen
Acting Secretary
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VARIANCES
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COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA

Variances

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

M. Variance.

1.

2,

3.

4.

-65-

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

Contents of request.

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

¢e The economic, social, safety and environmental impacts which may
result 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 affected.

g. Safety considerations as they apply to:

(1) Pedestrians.
(2) Bicyclists.
(3) Motoring public.

(4) Pire, police and emergency units.

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.

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 commitiee 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.

(¢) Effect on adjacent lands.

(d) Number of persons affected.

(e) Effect on future maintenance.

(f) sSafety considerations as they apply to:

(1) 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 MCAR 1.5032 M. 4. b. (2), (a)-(g) and shall notify the poli-
tical subdivision in writing of his deecision.

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

Screening Committee meeting.

last
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1983 COUNTY SCREENING COMMITTEE DATA
OCTOBER, 1983

County Variance Requests
(July 28, 1983 Meeting)

LAKE OF THE WOODS -

Request 20 feet width instead of 22 feet width
for roadway resurfacing.
(DENIED)

CLEARWATER Request 1 foot shoulder instead of 4 feet,
inslope of 3:1 instead of 4:1, and recovery

area of 12 feet instead of 20 feet.
(DENIED)

CARLTON

Request design speed of 35 MPH and 40 MPH
instead of 45 MPH.

(APPROVED)

BENTON Request street width of 63.3 feet and 63.7 feet

instead of 66 feet for diagonal 45° parking.
(APPROVED)

ST. LOUIS

Request 28 foot width instead of 30 foot width
for inplace bridge.

(APPROVED)

MURRAY

Request design speed of 20 MPH instead of
30 MPH.

(DENIED)

HE 356 .Mt M54b
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