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What is a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)?

A local, state, and federally approved document of staged, multi-year transportation improve-
ments for the St. Cloud APO.

A five year document that is updated and approved by the APO, state and federal agencies, and
public transit operators every year.

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), such as the APO, and transit providers are re-
quired to have a minimum of four years represented in their TIP documents. The APO TIP is on a
rotating 5-year/4-year cycle because the APO programs two years of federal funds every other
year.

The St. Cloud APO TIP document includes projects from the Minnesota Department of Transpor-
tation (MnDOT) District 3 in the APO planning area, St. Cloud Metro Bus projects, and local pro-
jects with federal funding. Local projects that are fully funded by a township, city, or county are
not included in the APO TIP. All regionally significant projects regardless of funding source can
also be included.

Projects included in the TIP must be consistent with APO’s Transportation Plan.

Planning & Programming
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How are Projects Programmed into the TIP?

e The TIP project solicitation and development process

Federal begins in November every other year. Projects originate from
e three main areas: 1) APO Transportation System
Management report, 2) APO Transportation Plan, and 3)

) u 1mplementing agency project submittals.

MN Area
Transportation
Partherships
(ATPs)

MN Statewide | ¢ Projects meeting the minimum qualifying criteria are

prioritized by the APO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
into one intermodal project list. Prioritization
considerations include the following:
Other 7 MN District 3: - Technical engineering criteria developed by the
ATPs Central MN ATP . .
Central MN Area Transportation Partnership;

- APO non-technical considerations including public
involvement, project deliverability, regional benefit,

Local Projects: District 3 funding equity and non-vehicular accommodations;
AP5(,) 35{%‘2“5 yr';'jzgl - APO sub-targeted local federal funding available.
e A prioritized list is then forwarded to the APO’s Executive
I ] Board and APO Policy Board for approval or modification.
The prioritized list is presented for public input at APO
APO §1.56

Policy Board meetings. Appendix C outlines the process and

million per year . . U . . .
criteria for prioritizing APO TIP projects in greater detail.
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Summary Funding Distribution for Projects

by Jurisdiction or Agency

City of Sartell, 1.5%

City of St. Cloud, 2

City of St. Joseph, 0.6%

.3%

Metro Bus, 21.5%

FY il Cooe | MetroBus | S0

2015 | $2.708242 | $100000 | $762.716 | $8.636.051 | $879.439 | $832,000 $0 $53,719,435
2016 | $5.797,989 | $26.500 $0 $9,853,009 $0 $494 459 $0 $34,908,208
2017 | $638,000 $0 $1,779,608 | $10,200,981 $0 $1,555,000 | $1,181,800 | $23.730,000
2018 | $620,431 $0 $3,225,000 | $11,094,600 $0 $0 $0 $20,280,000
2019 $0 $0 $0 $358,000 | $3,400,000 $0 $0 $0
Totals | $9,764,662 | $126,500 | $5,767,324 | $40,142,641 | $4,279,439 | $2,881,459 | $1,181,800 | $132,637,643
;/;fafl 3.1% 21.5% 2.3%

Percentage of Total FY 2015-19 TIP Funding by Agency or Jurisdiction

(Note #1: Funding totals include a combination of local, state, and/or federal dollars programmed in the TIP.
\Note #2: Funding is indicated based on project lead agency and not on project location.
[Note #3: Funding totals for local jurisdictions do not include unsolicited FY 2016-2019 Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) funds.
[Note #4: Advance Construction (AC) paybacks are included in funding totals, but local match funds are not double counted
Ifrom original fiscal year totals.

Benton County, 5.2%

Sherburne County, 0.1%

Stearns County, 3.1%

A project is generally considered regionally significant if: it adds one or more travel lanes for over one mile, or it involves the addition of an interchange, or it involves the re-
configuration of an interchange such that a movement is added or eliminated. Local projects that are fully funded by a township, city, or county are not included in the APO
TIP. Information on locally funded projects may be obtained from the individual jurisdiction’s Capital Improvement Program.



Summary of Funding Distribution for Projects by Project Type

FY

Transit

2015

$8,636,051

$33,768,147

Safety

Non-
Motorized

$805,961

$1,107,724

$23,320,000

2016

$9,853,009

$24,405,339

$1,827,358

$494,459

$14,500,000

2017

$10,200,981

$3,881,800

$5,600,000

$1,272,608

$18,130,000

2018

$11,094,600

$1,575,000

$5,800,000

$2,020,431

$14,730,000

2019

$358,000

$3,400,000

$0

$0

$0

Totals

$40,142,641

$67,030,286

% of To-
tal

21.5%

$14,033,319

$4,895,222

$70,680,000

7.5%

2.6%

Percentage of Total FY 2015-19 TIP Funding by Project Type

Safety, 7.5%

Non-
Motorized, 2.6%

Note #1: Funding totals include a combination of local, state, and/or federal dollars programmed in the TIP.

Note #2: Advance Construction (AC) paybacks are included in funding totals, but local match funds are not double counted from original
fiscal year totals.

Category Definition Notes:

“Transit” includes Metro Bus funding totals.

“Road and Bridge” projects do not include MNDOT District Set Asides, which may also be road and bridge focused.

“Safety” includes projects funded by HSIP, railroad crossing, other safety focused projects, and MnDOT Safety Improvement set asides.
“Non-Motorized” includes Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) funding for bicycle and pedestrian projects and ADA set asides.
“District Set Asides" include Cooperative Agreements, Consultant Agreements, Misc Agreements, Landscaping, ROW, Misc. Road and
Bridge repair, and Supplemental Agreements.

A project is generally considered regionally significant if: it adds one or more travel lanes for over one mile, or it involves the addition of an interchange, or it involves the re-
configuration of an interchange such that a movement is added or eliminated. Local projects that are fully funded by a township, city, or county are not included in the APO
TIP. Information on locally funded projects may be obtained from the individual jurisdiction’s Capital Improvement Program.



Funding Program Descriptions
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP): Provides flexible funding that may be used by States and

localities for projects to preserve and improve the conditions and performance on any Federal-aid highway, bridge
and tunnel project, eligible public roadways, pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and transit capital projects.
This is the federal funding directly available to the APO member agencies through the project solicitation process.

Project Example: FY 2016 Benton County construction of roadway expansion project to four lanes on CSAH
3 from Benton Dr. to TH 10.
STP Award: $1,632,400, Total Programmed Project Cost: $5,842,770 (Including FY 2018 Payback)

miles in Sartell, grade and surface including storm sewer and drainage improvements.
STP Award: $547,600, Total Programmed Project Cost: $1,555,000

Project Example: FY 2018 Stearns County resurfacing CSAH 75 from Old Collegeville Road to CSAH 81.
STP Award: $1,260,000, Total Programmed Project Cost: $1,575,000

Project Example: FY 2019 City of St. Cloud construction of roadway expansion project to four lane divided
on 33rd St. S from Southway Dr. to Cooper Ave. with sidewalk and trail.
STP Award: $1,300,000, Total Programmed Project Cost: $3,400,000

@Projcct Example: FY 2017 City of Sartell construction on 50th Ave./MSAS 117 from Heritage Dr. to N 0.5

MINNESOTA 162 HIGH PRIORITY PROJECTS: Projects marked as **MN162** in TIP project table.
Congressionally earmarked funding designated in the SAFETEA-LU Transportation Authorization Bill as “High
Priority Projects”.

|§ Project Example: FY2015 ROW acquisition for Benton County CSAH 3 from Benton Dr. to TH 10 in Sauk

Rapids. Earmarked Funding: $658,242 Total Programmed Project Cost: $2,708,242

Heritage Dr. and from Heritage Dr. N to 2nd St. S, 1.8 miles.
Earmarked Funding: $470,001 Total Programmed Project Cost: $590,000

@Project Example: FY2015 ROW acquisition for City of Sartell 50th Ave./MSAS 117 from 23rd St. S to
|

HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP): 1t is a core Federal-aid program. The goal of the
program is to achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on public roads, including
non-State-owned public roads. The program requires a data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway
safety on all public roads that focuses on safety performance.

Minnesota St. HSIP Award: $126,000 Total Project Cost: $140,000

I@ Project Example: FY 2015 Stearns County rural intersection conflict warning system at CSAH 2 and

TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (TAP): The 2012 federal transportation funding bill MAP-
21 established a new program to provide for a variety of alternative transportation projects, including many that
were previously eligible activities under separately funded programs. TAP replaces the funding from pre-MAP-21
programs including Transportation Enhancements, Recreational Trails, Safe Routes to School, and several other
discretionary programs, wrapping them into a single funding source.

Rivers Edge Park in Waite Park.
TAP Award: $922,678, Total Programmed Project Cost: $1,650,000

Funding Program Description Source: FHWA
Contact the APO if you have questions, comments, or need additional information.

Phone: (320) 252-7568
Mail: 1040 County Rd. 4, St. Cloud, MN 56303
Email: hubbard@stcloudapo.org

@Projcct Example: FY2018 Stearns County construction of Lake Wobegon Trail extension from St. Joseph to
|

Website: www.stcloudapo.org




INTRODUCTION

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a multi-year program
of transportation improvements for the St. Cloud metropolitan area. The
TIP must be updated and approved at least every four years by the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in cooperation with the
Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) and St. Cloud Metro
Bus. The St. Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO), the MPO for the
area, updates the TIP annually. The MnDOT Commissioner approves
the TIP and incorporates the St. Cloud metropolitan area projects into
the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

The APO is responsible for development of the TIP and accomplishes
this in cooperation with State agencies, local jurisdictions, St. Cloud
Metro Bus, and other affected planning and implementing agencies. The
responsibilities between the State and public transportation operators are
clearly identified in written agreements (i.e. Memorandum of
Understanding) with MnDOT and St. Cloud Metro Bus. The TIP
development process begins within 90 days of the end of each program
year. These agencies are represented on the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) of the APO. TAC membership consists of technical
representatives from three counties, six municipalities, two townships, St.
Cloud Metro Bus, MnDOT and APO staff. A listing of implementing
agencies, TAC membership, and an APO Planning Area map are
included in Appendix A.

The FHWA and FTA must jointly find that this TIP is based on a
continuing, comprehensive transportation planning process carried out
cooperatively with MnDOT and St. Cloud Metro Bus. This finding is
based, in part, on the Self-Certification included in the TIP.

Federal transportation legislation requires states, MPOs and transit
providers to have a minimum of four (4) years represented in their
TIP/STIP documents. This four (4) year process is represented in this
TIP document (FY 2015 to FY 2019) for local federal projects, MnDOT
District 3 projects, and St. Cloud Metro Bus projects in the APO planning
area. The APO solicits project applications every other year for local
federal funding. Programming projects every other year allows for the
consideration of programming larger projects. Project applications were
submitted, prioritized, and approved this year (2014) for FY 2018 and FY
2019 funding. The four or five year programming period is consistent with
the capital improvement programs of local implementing agencies and
provides an adequate time-frame for programming projects from the St.
Cloud Metropolitan Area 2035 Transportation Plan (Plan).

The TIP includes a list of all federal transportation projects within the St.
Cloud Metropolitan Area consistent with the Plan and proposed for
funding under Title 23, USC, or Title 49, USC. The St. Cloud APO TIP
document includes projects from the Minnesota Department of
Transportation (MnDOT) District 3 in the APO planning area, St. Cloud
Metro Bus projects, and local projects with federal funding. The TIP also
includes regionally significant projects, which might include A project is
generally considered regionally significant if: it adds one or more travel
lanes for over one mile, or it involves the addition of an interchange, or it

2-1

What is the TIP?

e A multi-year program of
transportation
improvements for the St.
Cloud Metropolitan Area

» Updated at least every
two years by
Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO)

What is the TIP Approval
Process?

Projects solicited &
applications
accepted for review
and scoring

Projects are prioritized &
approved by APO TAC,
Executive and Policy
Boards

Projects
incorporated into
St. Cloud APO TIP

Projects
incorporated into
District 3 Area TIP

Projects

incorporated into
STIP




involves the reconfiguration of an interchange such that a movement is
added or eliminated. Local projects that are fully funded by a township,
city, or county are not included in the APO TIP.state and not federal
funding.

As a management tool for monitoring the progress of implementing the
Plan, the TIP identifies criteria and a process for prioritizing
implementation of the transportation projects and any changes in
priorities from previous TIPs. It includes a list of major projects from the
previous TIP that were implemented and identifies any significant delays
in the planned implementation of other projects. A list of the previous
TIP projects and their status can be found in Section 5.

The APO affords reasonable opportunities for the public and other
interested parties to comment on the proposed and approved TIP.
Public meeting notices are published and the TIP document is made
readily available for review and comment. Appendix B contains a copy
of the Public Information Meeting notices published in the St. Cloud
Times, as well as the Affidavit of Publication for the meeting. The Public
Participation element of the Plan details current and proposed methods
for facilitating public input. To aid in the public involvement process the
Draft 2015-2019 TIP was made available on the St. Cloud APO website
(www.stcloudapo.org).

The TIP public participation process was consistent with the APO’s
Public Participation Plan, updated in December 2012 for MAP-21
compliance. The process provided stakeholders a reasonable
opportunity to comment on the TIP. This TIP is financially constrained by
year and includes a financial analysis that demonstrates which projects
are to be implemented using existing and anticipated revenue sources,
while the existing transportation system is being adequately maintained
and operated. The financial analysis was developed by the APO in
cooperation with MnDOT, St. Cloud Metro Bus, and local jurisdictions
who provided the APO with historic transportation expenditures and
forecasted transportation revenue. Only projects for which funds can
reasonably be expected to be available are included in the TIP. In
developing the financial plan, the APO took into account all projects and
strategies funded under Title 23, USC, and the Federal Transit Act, other
federal funds, local sources, State assistance, and private participation.

This TIP also includes an environmental justice evaluation to determine if
programmed projects will have a disproportionate impact on minority or
low-income populations, consistent with the 1994 Executive Order
12898.

The TIP Public
Participation Process is
Compliant with MAP-21
Requirements:

The process provided a
reasonable opportunity for
review and comment from all
stakeholders including:

vV ¥V VWV ¥V Y V VYVVYVY

Citizens

Affected public agencies
Freight shippers
Providers of freight
transportation services
Providers of
transportation

Users of public
transportation

Users of pedestrian &
bicycle facilities
Representatives of the
disabled

Indian tribal governments
(to the extent practicable)
Federal land
management agencies
(to the extent practicable)
Other interested parties


http://www.stcloudapo.org/

PLANNING PROCESS & SELF-CERTIFICATION

Planning Process

The metropolitan transportation planning process includes both long-
range and short-range strategies, facilitating the efficient movement of
people and goods on an intermodal transportation system. Projects
included in the TIP come from the Transportation System Management
(TSM) Plan, the 2035 Transportation Plan, and from implementing
agencies. This process involves two specific elements:

Long-Range:

Based on a time frame of twenty years or greater, these documents
establish goals, examine past trends, and identify areas of future
congestion based on forecasted land use. Projects originating from
these documents may involve substantial costs and impacts.

Short-Range:

Based on a time frame of usually less than 5 years, these documents
examine specific details of the transportation system. Emphasis is
toward low-cost, low impact improvements to increase system efficiency
and safety.

The policies and strategies developed at the long-range level (APO 2035
Transportation Plan: Table 3-2, pg. 3-5) provide a framework for the
development of strategies at the short-range level. Long-range plans
may affect the types of short-range strategies pursued in the interim. A
combination of short-range operational strategies could preclude the
implementation (and need) of a capital-intensive project, or possibly alter
its design. Projects originating from these elements are merged into the
program based on the APO’s continuing, comprehensive planning
process carried on cooperatively by the State and local communities.

MAP-21 requires the APO to consider eight general planning areas (to
the right) when developing short and long-range transportation plan
elements.

What are the MAP-21
Planning Areas & their

Function?

Metropolitan Vitality

» Support economic
vitality of the metro
area through global
competitiveness,
productivity, and
efficiency

Safety

» Support increased
safety of the
transportation system
for motorized & non-
motorized users

Security

» Support increased
security of the
transportation system
for motorized & non-
motorized users

Accessibility & Mobility

» Support increased
accessibility & mobility
options to move people
and freight

Energy & Environment

» Protect & enhance the
environment, promote
energy consumption,
improve quality of life &
promote consistency
between transportation
improvements and State
& local planned growth
and economic patterns

System Connectivity

» Support the integration
and connectivity of the
transportation system,
across and between
modes, for people and
freight

System Management

» Promote efficient
system management
and operation

System Preservation

» Support preservation of
the existing
transportation system



Public Participation

To the right is a list of public participation activities including interagency
coordination for this TIP. The APO’s TAC is involved in the TIP
development and review process. The TAC provides a forum for the
deliberation of regional transportation issues among state, regional, and
local staff.

The APQO’s Policy Board has also instituted a public participation process
for implementing agencies. To identify potential projects for which public
participation is necessary, the project proposer answers the questions
below about the project. A "yes" answer to any of the six questions
means that a public information meeting is recommended prior to
submittal for federal funding. This affords abutting property owners and
other stakeholders the opportunity for specific involvement in the full
scope of proposed improvements. After the meeting has been held, it is
encouraged that a resolution be passed by the governing agency
providing confirmation of the meeting. A "no" answer to all six questions
means that no specific public involvement activities are needed for the
project in the TIP process. It is also encouraged that a resolution be
passed by the governing agency noting this finding.
1. Will the proposed construction project expand the number of
through traffic lanes?
2. Could the proposed construction project involve the purchase of
right-of-way?
3. Could the adjacent property owners be assessed for a portion of
the proposed construction project costs?
4. Could the proposed construction project expand the roadway
curb-to-curb width by more than six feet?
5. Could the proposed construction project result in new parking
restrictions?
6. Are there other reasons why the project may be controversial?

In addition, the District 3 Area Transportation Partnership (ATP) has
adopted policies relative to the project development process for TIP
projects and the public involvement process. These policies are as
follows:

1. The project development process shall be initiated as soon as

possible after final State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) approval.

2. Local jurisdictions are encouraged to provide an annual update
to their respective ATP sub-regions and District 3 State-Aid
Engineer regarding the project development status of their
programmed projects.

3. Cost and project delivery updates on programmed projects
should be provided to the ATP sub-regions and District 3 State-
Aid Engineer during the annual project solicitation period.

4. Project cost overruns will be managed by each ATP sub-region

and subtracted from a sub-region’s Federal funding target, if
approved.

Public Participation for TIP

11/18/13: Project solicitation
packets emailed & mailed.
11/24/13: FY 2018-2019 project
solicitation notice in St. Cloud
Times

1/7/14: FY 2018-2019 project
applications due at APO office
1/9/14: Preliminary review of FY
2018-2019 project applications at
St. Cloud APO Executive Board
meeting

1/16/2014: Preliminary review of
FY 2018-2019 project application
submittals by Central MN ATP 3
2/6/14: APO Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) prioritizes FY
2018-2019 project applications and
makes funding recommendation to
APO Executive Board

2/13/14: APO Executive Board
discusses FY 2018-2019 project
applications and TAC
recommendation. Sends funding
recommendation back to APO TAC
for reconsideration.

2/21/14: APO TAC confirms funding
recommendation for FY 2018-2019
projects to APO Policy Board.
2/27/14: APO Policy Board meeting
includes a public meeting on draft
APO project prioritization and
MnDOT proposed projects to all
interested stakeholders. APO Policy
Board approves programming of FY
2018-2019 projects.

3/5/14: D3 Area Transportation
Improvement Program (ATIP)
Development Committee merges
APO and regional priorities and
develops draft D3 ATIP

4/3/14: Central Minnesota ATP
reviews, modifies, and approves
draft ATIP

5/18/14: Public Information &
Review meeting notice for Draft FY
2015-2019 TIP published with St.
Cloud Times

5/22/14: APO Board approves Draft
FY 2015-2019 TIP for 30-Day Public
Comment Period

5/22/14: Notice of Draft FY 2015-
2019 TIP on APO website sent to
MPCA, MnDOT, and St. Cloud Metro
Bus for review and comment
6/24/14: End of 30-day public
comment period for Draft FY 2015-
2019 TIP

7/24/14: APO Policy Board
approves final FY 2015-2019 TIP
Document for inclusion in the STIP



Self-Certification

The State and the APO must annually certify to FHWA and FTA that the
planning process is addressing the major issues facing the area and is
being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of:

1. 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;

2. In non-attainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c)
and (d) of the Clean Air Act as amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c)
and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 USC 2000d-
1) and 49 CFR part 21;

4. 49 USC 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color,
creed, national origin, sex, or age in employment or business
opportunity;

5. Sections 1101(b) of the MAP-21 (Pub. L. 109-59) and 49 CFR Part
26 regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises
in the US DOT funded projects;

6. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal
employment opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid
highway construction contracts;

7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42
U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR Parts 27, 37, and 38;

8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C 6101), prohibiting
discrimination on the basis of age in programs or activities receiving
Federal financial assistance;

9. Section 324 of title 23, U.S.C regarding the prohibition of
discrimination based on gender; and

10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49
CFR 27 regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities.

The FHWA and FTA must jointly find that the TIP is based on a
continuing, comprehensive transportation planning process carried out
cooperatively by MnDOT, APO, and St. Cloud Metro Bus. This finding
shall be based on the self-certification statement submitted by MnDOT
and the APO. Joint certification action will remain in effect for three
years unless a new certification determination is made sooner.

The APO certifies that the planning process meets these federal
requirements through the actions stated below.

1. 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;

The APO has been designated by the Governor as the MPO for the
St. Cloud Urbanized Area. The APO is made up of representatives
from twelve (12) local jurisdictions and agencies. It is an APO policy
that all transportation-related planning is carried out through a
Continuing, Cooperative, and Comprehensive (3-C) planning



process, as indicated in this section and other documents. The APO
meets the requirements of FTA and FHWA by:

a. Annual adoption of a Planning Work Program identifying
work activities, products, funding sources and staff hours
(approved October 2013).

b. Updating the Transportation Plan every four years (2035
Plan approved April 2010).

c. Annual consideration of TSM strategies to make efficient
use of existing transportation systems (approved in
November 2012).

d. Annual adoption of at least a four-year Transportation
Improvement Program (approved August 2013).

e. Consideration of the general planning areas, identified in
SAFETEA-LU/MAP-21 when adopting the 2035
Transportation Plan (approved April 2010) and the 2014-
2017 TIP (approved August 2013).

2. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 USC
2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;

3. 49 USC 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of
race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age in
employment or business opportunity;

4. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C 6101),
prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in programs
or activities receiving Federal financial assistance;

5. Section 324 of title 23, U.S.C regarding the prohibition of
discrimination based on gender; and

The APO maintains a Title VI Non-Discrimination Plan/Limited
English Proficiency Plan. It was adopted on August 9, 2012. The
document includes a list of processes to follow for Title VI
assurances and auxiliary aids and services in the area to assist
individuals with disabilities or other needs.

The APO must submit its Title VI Program to MnDOT every three
years. The APO adopted its Report and submitted it to the MnDOT
Office of Transit in August 2012. The APO will be updating the Title
VI program to reflect the most recent FTA guidance from Circular
4702.1B (October 1, 2012). In addition, as a recipient of FTA funds,
the APO maintains the following information, submitted to the
MnDOT Office of Transit in August 2012:

a. There are no lawsuits or complaints naming the
applicant, which allege discrimination on the basis of
race, color, or national origin with respect to service or
other transit benefits.

b. There are no pending applications for financial
assistance, or financial assistance currently provided by
other Federal agencies.

c. There has been no civil rights compliance review
activities conducted in the last three years.

d. A signed FTA Civil Rights Assurance that all of the
records and other information required under Title VI has



been compiled as appropriate, and maintained by the
applicant.

e. A signed DOT Title VI Standard Assurance. This
assurance is maintained as a part of a one-time
submission file kept by Mn/DOT.

6. Sections 1201 of the MAP-21 (Pub. L. 112-141) and 49 CFR
Part 26 regarding the involvement of disadvantaged
business enterprises in the US DOT funded projects;

7. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal
employment opportunity program on Federal and Federal-
aid highway construction contracts;

The APO must show a good faith effort to solicit Disadvantage
Business Enterprises (DBEs) when procuring assistance from private
contractors. The APO maintains a list of DBEs, which are contacted
whenever an appropriate work task is contracted. The APO
coordinates with the MnDOT Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO)
Office and APO representatives to set DBE Goals for all projects.
The APO Title VI and Non-Discrimination Plan addresses specific
processes followed by the APO to meet these requirements.

8. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR Parts 27, 37, and
38;

9. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794)
and 49 CFR 27 regarding discrimination against individuals
with disabilities.

The APO submitted an Assurance Concerning Non-discrimination on
the Basis of Handicap in August 2013. The 3-C planning activities of
the APO are also sensitive to the needs of the elderly and
handicapped persons by:

a. Soliciting comments from the elderly and handicapped
service agencies on the 2035 Transportation Plan.

b. Giving consideration to elderly and handicapped needs
relative to all transportation studies.

c. Following the procedures outlined in the APO Title VI
and Non-Discrimination Plan.




PROGRAM PROCESS

MnDOT has established eight (8) Area Transportation Partnerships
(ATPs) throughout the State to manage the programming of federal
transportation projects. Each of these ATPs is responsible for
developing a financially constrained Area Transportation Improvement
Program (ATIP) that is submitted for funding approval and incorporation
into a financially constrained State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP). As the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
the St. Cloud Area, the APO must develop its own Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) that is incorporated into the Central
Minnesota ATIP and the STIP.

Projects originate from three main areas: 1) TSM, 2) current (valid)
Transportation Plan, and 3) implementing agencies who submit projects.
All projects identified and programmed in the TIP must be consistent with
the current APO Transportation Plan. Submitting agencies are instructed
to apply inflation adjustments of 4% per year to project cost submittals to
calculate year of construction cost estimate. These projects are then
presented to the APO Policy Board and the public for initial review and
comment. Projects not meeting the minimum qualifying criteria are
eliminated from consideration (i.e. projects not consistent with the APO
Transportation Plan). The remaining projects are grouped into three
categories, road and bridge expansion, roadway safety and preservation,
and transit.

Projects meeting the minimum qualifying criteria are then prioritized by
the APO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) into one intermodal
project list.  Prioritization considerations include the following: 1)
technical engineering criteria developed by the ATP; 2) APO non-
technical considerations including public involvement, project
deliverability, regional benefit, funding equity and non-vehicular
accommodations; 3) miscellaneous factors and 4) APO sub-targeted
local federal funding availability. This prioritized list is then forwarded to
the APO’s Executive Board and APO Policy Board for approval or
modification. Appendix C outlines the process and criteria for prioritizing
APO TIP projects in greater detail.

Projects identified within the APO’s local federal sub-target, as well as
State and other regionally significant projects, are incorporated in the
APO TIP. Projects in the TIP are subject to U.S. Department of
Transportation approval of the STIP. Appendix D illustrates details of the
entire Central Minnesota ATP process.

Projects programmed from the Central Minnesota ATP process are
identified under Tab 6: 2015-2019 TIP Project Lists & Map. Tab 5:
Previous TIP Project Updates has been included as a management tool
for monitoring the progress of programmed projects and contains a
status report of projects from the previous 2014-2017 TIP.

crpposn

S

Mn/DOT Area Transportation
Partnerships (ATPS)



PREVIOUS TIP PROJECT UPDATES

The Central Minnesota Area Transportation Partnership (ATP) requires
the St. Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO) to submit annual
updates for projects programmed in the TIP. The annual project updates
allow the District (3) State-Aid Engineer to assess project costs and
project development status for federally funded projects. The project
updates also allow the APO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to
meet and discuss at the beginning of every year, the status of currently
programmed federal projects within the APO Area.

These status reports (i.e. project updates) are intended to encourage
early initiation of project development work, so unforeseen issues can be
addressed without delaying project implementation. If unavoidable
delays occur, project status reports provide a mechanism for the
implementing agency to communicate project issues and associated
delays directly to the APO, MnDOT, and any potentially affected local
units of government.

The following pages include a 2015-2017 TIP project status table for
federally programmed projects. This table lists projects as seen in the
previous TIP that are still included in the current TIP and details project
changes within the table. A 2014 Federally Obligated Project Summary
is also included. This table indicates which projects received funding
and how much funding each project received. The corresponding project
update form distributed to APO TAC members in January 2014 is also
included.



Fiscal

St. Cloud APO FY 2014 Obligated Project Summary

County

Program

Proposed

Total AC

Current

Amount

Route System Project #

Year

Who Agency

Project Description
SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL

City Location

Location

Code

Fund Type Total FHWA

Total AC

Payback

FTA

Total TH

Bond

Other

Project Total

FY

Orig. FY

Project Update/Summary
Buses funded with State

Obligated

BB TRF-0048-140 2014 |L METRO BUS PURCHASES, 2 SMALL BUSES SAINT CLOUD |MULTICOUNTY (B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $288,000 S0 S0 $72,000 $360,000 2014 2014 [funds. S0
**AC** BENTON DRIVETO TH 10 IN
SAUK RAPIDS, CONDUCT
EVIRONMENTAL STUDY (AC PAYBACK, 1
CSAH 3 005-603-027AC |2014 [L BENTON COUNTY OF 1) SAUK RAPIDS |BENTON PL STP S0 S0 $130,137 S0 S0 S0 S0 $130,137 2014 2014 [Complete June 2014 $130,137
**MN162** BENTON DRIVE TO TH 10,
RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION (SAFETEA{
CSAH 3 005-603-028 2014 |L BENTON COUNTY LU) SAUK RAPIDS |BENTON RW HPP $658,242 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $3,841,758| $4,500,000 2015 2014 [Moved to FY 2015 S0
T
**TED10** CONSTRUCT NEW construction. Completion
INTERCHANGE AT TH 15 AND 33RD expected by Fall 2014 with
STREET IN SAINT CLOUD AND WAITE remaining landscape items
MN 15 7303-48 2014 |S SAINT CLOUD PARK, NEW BRIDGE #73046 SAINT CLOUD |STEARNS AM BF S0 S0 S0 S0 $0 $8,400,000 [$4,000,000]$12,400,000] 2014 2014 [finished in 2015. $12,400,000
33RD STREET SOUTH PHASE 1:400' E
OF CSAH 75 TO 500' W OF SOUTHWAY
DRIVE, EXPAND TO 4-LANE, INCL
ROUNDABOUT AT SOUTHWAY DR AND Project has been awarded
MSAS 151/ ASSOCIATED FRONTAGE ROAD and construction to begin
LOCAL 999 162-151-001 2014 (L SAINT CLOUD REVISIONS SAINT CLOUD |STEARNS MC STP $1,900,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 N $1,600,000] $3,500,000 2014 2014 [June 30, 2014. $3,500,000
**AC** EXTEND BEAVER ISLAND
BIKE/PED TRAIL, ST CLOUD CIVIC
CENTER NORTH TO 5TH AVENUE
ALONG MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN ST
CLOUD (AC PROJECT - PAYBACK IN Project will be re-bid with
PED/BIKE 999 |162-090-005 2014 |L SAINT CLOUD 2015) SAINT CLOUD |STEARNS EN TAP $493,465 $601,439 S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,955,096| $3,050,000 2015 2014 |openings onJuly 1,2014 TBD
**AC** GRADING, AGG BASE,
BITUMINOUS SURFACING, CONCRETE
CURB & GUTTER, ROUNDABOUTS,
STORM SEWER & WATER MAIN FOR
50TH AVENUE FROM JCT.CR 120 &
50TH AVE TO 0.429 MI. N OF 50TH
LOCAL 999 220-117-002AC1 |2014 |L SARTELL AVE (AC PAYBACK, 1 OF 2) SARTELL STEARNS MC STP S0 S0 $172,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 $172,000 2014 2014 [Complete $172,000
**MN162** ROW ACQUISITION FROM
23RD ST SOUTH TO HERITAGE DR AND
FROM HERITAGE DR NORTH TO 2ND ST
MSAS 117 220-117-003 2014 [L SARTELL SOUTH, 1.8 MILES (SAFETEA-LU) SARTELL STEARNS RW HPP $470,001 S0 S0 S0 $0 S0 $119,999 $590,000 2015 2014 [Moved to FY 2015 S0
**SRTS** INFRASTRUCTURE SAUK Open bids 06/25/2014
RAPIDS CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING $64,000 over in Engineer's
& CONSTRUCTION FOR SIDEWALKS Estimate Project will either
ALONG 11TH STREET NORTH AND 6TH be rescoped or re-let on
PED/BIKE 999 |191-591-002 2014 |L SAUK RAPIDS AVE NORTH SAUK RAPIDS |BENTON BT SRTS $276,600 S0 S0 S0 $0 S0 $3,700 $280,300 2015 2014 [10/14/2014 S0
LOCAL 999 071-070-023 2014 [L SHERBURNE COUNTY |COUNTYWIDE 6" EDGELINE STRIPING SHERBURNE SH HSIP, LF $126,900 S0 N N S0 S0 $14,100 $141,000 2014 2014 |Open bids 07/08/2014 TBD
STEARNS COUNTY INTERSECTION Awarded, not authorized or
LOCAL 999 073-070-009 2014 [L STEARNS COUNTY STREET LIGHTING STEARNS SH HSIP, LF $81,900 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $9,100 $91,000 2014 2014 [emcombered $91,000
CSAH 133/19TH AVENUE, CONSTRUCT Open bids Funding
CSAH 133 073-070-010 2014 [L STEARNS COUNTY ROUNDABOUT SARTELL STEARNS SH HSIP, LF $405,000 S0 S0 S0 $0 S0 $45,000 $450,000 2014 2014 |Authorized $450,000
**¥AC** CSAH 4 TO CSAH 75,
ROADWAY RESURFACING (AC PROJECT
CSAH 2 073-602-045 2014 [L STEARNS COUNTY PAYBACK IN 2017) STEARNS RS STP $792,000 S0 S0 S0 $0 S0 $198,000 $990,000 2014 2014 |[Open bids 06/27/2014 TBD
**TED12** INTERCHANGE
IMPROVEMENTS AT TH 10 AND $2,934,000 Federal
BENTON CSAH 3 IN SAUK RAPIDS (STATE) Authorizatio
(BENTON COUNTY IS THE LEAD $1,956,000 Under Construction (Mayto [n
US 10 0502-107 2014 |S MNDOT AGENCY) BENTON AM TED S0 S0 S0 S0 $0 S0 (LOCAL) $4,890,000 2014 2014 |[October) $1,688,800
TH 10 AND TH 23 INTERCHANGE AREA, Let 6/1/2014 Awarded
US 10 0501-29 2014 |S MNDOT RESURFACING SAINT CLOUD |BENTON RS NHPP, SF $1,280,000 S0 S0 S0 $320,000 S0 S0 $1,600,000 2014 2014 |7/2/14 $1,096,609
Project eliminated. Funding
INSTALL TRAFFIC QUEUE DETECTION transferred to Rural
SYSTEM BETWEEN 3RD ST. AND 8TH ST. Intersection Warning System
MN 15 7321-48 2014 s MNDOT IN ST. CLOUD SAINT CLOUD [STEARNS SC SF S0 $0 S0 S0 $200,000 S0 S0 $200,000 None | 2014 |general project. S0
LANDSCAPING AT TH 15/STEARNS CO.
CSAH 120 INTERCHANGE AREA IN ST. Let 5/16/2014 Awarded
MN 15 7321-50 2014 [S MNDOT CLOUD AND SARTELL MULTI STEARNS RB SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $100,000 S0 $0 $100,000 2014 2014 |6/3/2014 $121,132
**ADA** 2014 ADA PROJECTTH 23 IN
ST. CLOUD AND WAITE PARK,+NCEUDE- $300,000 $300,000 Project Let 4/25/2014
MN 999 7305-119 2014 [S MNDOT HBER-GPHC DISTRICTWIDE |SC SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $460,000 S0 S0 $460,000 2014 2014 |Awarded 5/14/14 $395,095

5-2




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2017 TIP Project Programming Updates

Fiscal County Total AC Current

Program Proposed

Route System Project # Year Who Agency Project Description City Location Location Code Fund Type Total FHWA Total AC Payback FTA Total TH Bond Other Project Total FY Orig. FY  Project Update/Summary
Project funded with State
Motor Vehicle Sales Tax
Funding. APO STP funding
was not reprogrammed to an
APO priority. MNnDOT
reallocated the funding to a
SFCELOUB-METRO-BUSPURCHASE 3 statewide priority. See APO
BB- FRS-0048-15 2015 METFRO-BUS SMALLBUSES SAINFCLOUD [MULHCOUNTY |TR SH— $326,606 $0 $0 $6 $o $0 $1606,000 | $480,006 2015 2014 |Resolution #2014-04
**AC** EXTEND BEAVER ISLAND
BIKE/PED TRAIL, ST CLOUD CIVIC
CENTER NORTH TO 5TH AVENUE
ALONG MISSISSIPPI RIVER IN ST
PED/BIKE 999 |162-090-005AC (2015 SAINT CLOUD CLOUD (PAYBACK 1 OF 1) SAINT CLOUD [STEARNS EN TAP S0 S0 $601,439 S0 S0 S0 S0 $601,439 2015 2015 |No Change
**¥AC** BEAVER ISLAND TRAIL
EXTENSION FROM 33RD STREET
SOUTH TO MISSISSIPPI RIVER BLUFFS
REGIONAL PARK IN THE CITY OF ST.
PED/BIKE 999 |162-090-006AC (2015 SAINT CLOUD CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) SAINT CLOUD [STEARNS EN TAP S0 S0 $278,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 $278,000 2015 2015 |No Change
MHNNESOTA-STW-PEDESTRIANTFRAH-
FROMATFH-AVENW TO 025 MIWEST
SMHNNESOTA-STW-HGHTFNG- Project termini extended and
PED/BHEG99 |233-056-604 2015 SAINTJOSERH HAPROVEMENTS- SAHNTJOSERH [STEARNS EN FAR $110,000 $0 $0 $6 $0 $0 $335,000 | $445,0068 2017 2015 |moved to FY 2017.
**AC** GRADING, AGG BASE,
BITUMINOUS SURFACING, CONCRETE
CURB AND GUTTER, ROUNDABOUTS,
STORM SEWER AND WATER MAIN FOR
50TH AVE FROM JCT. CR 120 AND
50TH AVE TO 0.429 MI. N OF 50TH
LOCAL 999 220-117-002AC2 |2015 SARTELL AVE (AC PAYBACK 2 OF 2) SARTELL STEARNS MC STP S0 S0 $192,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 $192,000 2015 2015 |No Change
VARIOUS COUNTY ROADS - 8" RUMBLE
LOCAL 999 071-070-025 2015 SHERBURNE COUNTY [STRIP, 6" EDGELINE STRIPE SHERBURNE SH HSIP $90,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $10,000 $100,000 2015 2015 |No Change
**¥AC** SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FROM
500 FEET WEST OF 50TH AVENUE TO
CONNECTICUT AVENUE IN SARTELL (AC $398,561 $398,561
CSAH 120 073-720-002AC |2015 STEARNS COUNTY PAYBACK 1 OF 1) SARTELL STEARNS SC STP S0 S0 $372.092 SO SO S0 S0 $372.092 2015 2015 |Increasein federal share.
**ELLA** BENTON CO CSAH 4 TO 0.2
MI N OF ST. GERMAIN W-SFRAHROAD
CROSSING-NEAR-ST-GERMAIN IN ST
CLOUD, (WBL & EBL) UNBONDED
CONCRETE OVERLAY,-EB-&-WB-AND ON
TH 15 FROM JCTTH 10 TO 1.0 MI $15103,628 $3.775,907
SOUTH/BENTON CSAH 33, ! ’ ! ! L
RECONSTRUCTION - let date 6/6/14 $14-400,000 £3.600.000 Cost Increase. Description
US 10 0502-103 2015 MNDOT SAINT CLOUD [BENTON RC NHS $44-540-008 S0 S0 S0 $2-885-060 S0 $98,900 $372,092 2015 2015 |Change.
475 W OR SN ST RAHL & Project line deleted. Work
Us10 71+63-58 2045 MNBOF OVEREAY SHERBURNE RS STR-SF $4-632-600 $0 $0 56 $488-060 $O 5B $2-040-660 | 2015 2015 |Moved to SP 8680-167




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2017 TIP Project Programming Updates

Route System

Project #

Fiscal
Year

Who Agency

Project Description

City Location

County
Location

Program Proposed

Code

Fund Type Total FHWA Total AC

Total AC
Payback

FTA

Total TH

Bond

Other

Project Total

Current

[

Orig. FY

Project Update/Summary

ST CLOUD METRO BUS PURCHASE 2 $132,400 $400,000
BB TRS-0048-16 2016 (L METRO BUS SMALL CNG BUSES SAINT CLOUD [MULTICOUNTY |TR STP $267,600 SO SO S0 S0 SO $72,400 $340.000 2016 2016 |CostlIncrease.
2016 Cost Increase. Description
FEACH* CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DRAVE- (PARTIAL Change: Addition of Bike/Ped.
TO TH 10 - EXPANSION Fo-FOUR- $4,089,939| S5,722,339 AC trail to project. AC Payback
LANES, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL (AC $4.167600| $5,920.431 | PAYBACK of Bike/Ped. trail funds in
CSAH 3 005-603-029 2016 |L BENTON COUNTY PAYBACK IN 2018) SAUK RAPIDS |BENTON RS STP $1,632,400 | $120,431 S0 SO S0 S0 $408,100 | $2,046,506 | 2018) 2016 |2018.
**pPV40** 0.1 MIN.OFJCTTH 23 TO S.
END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER
MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND
OVERLAY, INCLUDE CONSTRUCT DUAL
SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST. NIN
ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 $1,778,400 $444,600 $2,223,000 Cost Increase. Description
MN 15 7321-51 2016 [S MNDOT IN SARTELL STEARNS SC NHPP $1538256 S0 S0 SO $384,564 S0 S0 $1,922.820 2016 2016 |change.
**PV40** 0.1 MI N. OF JCT TH 23 TO S.
END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER
MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND
OVERLAY, INCLUDE CONSTRUCT DUAL
SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST. N IN
ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 $715,000 $79,444 $794,444 Cost Increase. Description
MN 15 7321-51S 2016 (S MNDOT IN SARTELL (HSIP PROJECT) STEARNS SC HSIP $324-060 SO SO S0 $36,000 SO SO $360-680 2016 2016 |change.
STEARNS CR 159 AT COLLEGEVILLE ETO Project line deleted. Work
STEARNS CO CSAH 75-4EB-&- B}~ combined with Project SP
UNBONDED-CONCRETE-OVEREAY-MIILL $3,150,000 £350,000 $3,500,000 7380-239. Changed to mill
+94 7380223 2016 (S MNDOF & OVERLAY STEARNS RC NHPP $6,048.000 S0 S0 $672,000 $6,720,000 2016 2016 |and overlay.
**PVA0M** FROM STEARNS CO CSAH
75 W OF ST. JOSEPH TO W END OF
BR.S #73865 & #73866 OVER SAUK
RIVER+EB-&-A/B} UNBONDED
CONCRETE OVERLAY AND ON | 94
FROM STEARNS CR 159 AT
COLLEGEVILLE E TO STEARNS CO CSAH $14,814,000 $1,646,000 $16,460,000 Added work from former SP
194 7380-239 2016 (S MNDOT 75, MILL & OVERLAY STEARNS RS NHPP $41,664-600 SO SO S0 $4-296-060 SO SO $12.960;008| 2016 2016 |#7380-239. CostIncrease.
MN999 8803-ADA16 2016 S MNDOT AXADAK* 2016 ADA DROIECT DISTRICPMIDE [SE STR— $200,000 $0 $6 $6 $56,000 $6 $6 $250.000 | 2016 | 2016 |Projectidentified.
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 1 FROM TH 23
TO CSAH 3 (GOLDEN SPIKE RD) IN
BENTON COUNTY, ROADWAY
CSAH 1 005-601-010 2017 (L BENTON COUNTY RESURFACING SAUK RAPIDS [BENTON RS STP $510,400 S0 S0 SO SO SO $127,600 $638,000 2017 2017 |Description change.
ON SARTELL MSAS 117 (50TH AVE),
FROM HERITAGE DR TO NORTH 0.5
MILES IN SARTELL, GRADE AND
SURFACE, INCL. STORM SEWER AND
MSAS 117 220-117-004 2017 (L SARTELL DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS SARTELL STEARNS RS STP $547,600 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,007,400| $1,555,000 2017 2017 |Description change.
Increase in federal funding
amount reflects increased
**¥AC** STEARNS CSAH 4 TO CSAH 75, project cost and changein
ROADWAY RESURFACING (AC PAYBACK $1,688,800 $1,688,800 funding type for local match
CSAH 2 073-602-045AC [2017|L STEARNS COUNTY 10F1) STEARNS RS STP S0 S0 $792.000 SO SO SO SO $792,000 2017 2017 |amountin 2014,
BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND
FLASHING LIGHTS, T5, 32ND ST SE,
HAVEN TOWNSHIP (1.5 MI SE ST.
RR 71-00124 2017 |S MNDOT CLOUD) SHERBURNE SR RRS $350,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $350,000 2017 2017 |No Change
BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND
FLASHING LIGHTS, T14, 52ND ST SE,
HAVEN TOWNSHIP (4 MI NW CLEAR
RR 71-00125 2017 [S MNDOT LAKE) SHERBURNE SR RRS $350,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $0 $350,000 2017 2017 |No Change




Project Status Report Form: distributed to TAC in January 2014

St. Cloud Area Planning Organization
Federal Transportation Project Status Report

Federal Project Number:

Report Date:

Implementing Agency:

Project Contact:

Telephone:

Facility or Route:

Termini (From/To):

0 N @R W e

Project Description:

9. Initial Programmed FY:

10.  Current Programmed FY:

11. Federal Funds Programmed in STIP:
12.  State Funds Programmed in STIP:

13. Local Funds Programmed in STIP:
14. Total Funds Programmed in STIP:

15. Has the federal project development process been initiated (Y or N)j?

Explain:

16. Isthe project a candidate for advancement in the STIP (Y or N)?

17.  Are there issues that may delay the project beyond its current program year
(Y or N)?

Explain:




FY 2015-2019 TIP PROJECT LIST AND MAP

This section includes the programmed projects for FY 2015-2019 in the
St. Cloud Metropolitan Planning Area. The project table is organized by
project year. Submitting agencies are instructed to apply inflation
adjustments of 4% per year to project cost submittals to calculate the
year of construction cost estimate, which appears in the table. New
projects are included in the full table and also listed separately in an
additional table. The map at the end of this section shows project
locations and visually differentiates new project locations.



St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: 2015

Program

Proposed

Total AC

Route System Project # Fiscal Year Who Description City Location County Name Total FHWA  Total AC Total TH Bond Other Project Total
Code Funds Payback
BB TRF-0048-15B 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST. CLOUD FR TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $1,252,074 S0 S0 $6,318,884| $7,570,958
BB TRF-0048-15D 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT AND COMPUTERS SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $40,000 S0 S0 $10,000 $50,000
BB TRF-0048-15E 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $8,000 S0 S0 $2,000 $10,000
BB TRF-0048-15F 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA Nl Nl S0 $740,074 Nl S0 $185,019 $925,093
BB TRF-0048-15V 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, BUS SHELTER TRANSIT AMENITY SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $20,000 S0 S0 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-15W 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST. CLOUD TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, ITS PROJECTS SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 Nl S0 $20,000 Nl S0 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-15X 2015 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: OPERATIONS AUTOMOBILE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $24,000 S0 S0 $6,000 $30,000
CSAH 133 073-070-010AC 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY **AC** CSAH 133/19TH AVENUE, CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUT (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) STEARNS SH HSIP S0 Nl $167,400 S0 Nl S0 Nl $167,400
LOCAL999 071-070-025 2015 L SHERBURNE COUNTY VARIOUS COUNTY ROADS - 8" RUMBLE STRIP, 6" EDGELINE STRIPE SHERBURNE SH HSIP $90,000 Nl S0 $So $S0 S0 $10,000 $100,000
LOCAL999 073-070-011 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 2 - MINNESOTA STREET RURAL INTERSECTION CONFLICT WARNING SYSTEM STEARNS SH HSIP $126,000 Nl S0 S0 Nl S0 $14,000 $140,000
CSAH 3 005-603-028 2015 L BENTON COUNTY **MN162** BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3: BENTON DRIVE TO TH 10, RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION (SAFETEA-LU) SAUK RAPIDS BENTON RW DEMO $658,242 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $2,050,000( $2,708,242
*¥*¥AC**SRTS**INFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA, CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH ST. FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO TAP
PED/BIKE 073-591-003 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY |CSAH 7 AND FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF ST. MARY-HELP CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC PROJECT, PAYBACK IN STEARNS STATEWID S0 $90,808 S0 Nl $S0 S0 $56,755 $56,755
2017) E
MSAS 117 220-117-003 2015 L SARTELL **MN162** ROW ACQUISITION FROM 23RD ST SOUTH TO HERITAGE DR AND FROM HERITAGE DR NORTH TO 4TH AVE SARTELL STEARNS RW DEMO $470,001 %0 0 %0 %0 0 $119,099 $590,000
CONNECTION AT 2ND ST SOUTH, 1.8 MILES (SAFETEA-LU) ! ! ’
EX YL 3 _
CSAH 120 073-720-002AC 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY AC** SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FROM 500 FEET WEST OF 50TH AVENUE TO CONNECTICUT AVENUE IN SARTELL (AC SARTELL STEARNS sc STP 5K 50 0 $398,561 0 0 0 0 $398,561
PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 200K
PED/BIKE 162-090-005AC 2015 L ST CLOUD **AC** EXTEND BEAVER ISLAND BIKE/PED TRAIL, ST CLOUD CIVIC CENTER NORTH TO 5TH AVENUE ALONG MISSISSIPPI SAINT CLOUD STEARNS EN TAP 5K- 50 %0 $601,439 %0 %0 0 %0 $601,439
R RIVER IN ST CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 200K ’ ¢
PED/BIKE 220-591-003 2015 L SARTELL *¥*SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING INCLUDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS, DESIGN, STEARNS BT TAP 5K- $40,000 50 0 50 50 0 $10,000 $50,000
PLANS, AND SPECIFICATION FOR SARTELL'S SRTS PROJECT 200K ’ ! !
PED/BIKE 162-090-006AC 2015 L <T. CLOUD **AC** BEAVER ISLAND TRAIL EXTENSION FROM 33RD STREET SOUTH TO MISSISSIPPI RIVER BLUFFS REGIONAL PARK IN SAINT CLOUD STEARNS EN TAP 5K- %0 %0 $278,000 %0 %0 %0 %0 $278,000
) ) ’ THE CITY OF ST CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 200K ! ’
- - kKN (kK :
LOCAL 999 220-117 2015 L SARTELL AC** GRADING, AGG BASE, BITUMINOUS SURFACING, CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER, ROUNDABOUTS, STORM SEWER SARTELL STEARNS MC STP 5K 0 0 $192,000 0 0 0 0 $192,000
002AC2 AND WATER MAIN FOR 50TH AVE FROM JCT CR 120 AND 50TH AVE TO 0.429 MI N OF 50TH AVE (AC PAYBACK, 2 OF 2) 200K
**PVAOM**ELLA** ON TH 10, BENTON CSAH 4 TO 0.2 MI N OF ST. GERMAIN IN ST CLOUD (WBL & EBL), UNBONDED
US 10 0502-103 2015 S MNDOT CONCRETE OVERLAY; AND ON TH 15, FROM TH 10 TO 1.0 MI SOUTH/BENTON CSAH 33, RECONSTRUCTION - let date SAINT CLOUD BENTON RC NHPP $15,103,628 S0 S0 S0 $3,775,907 S0 $98,900 [$18,978,435
6/6/14
US 10 0502-110 2015 S MNDOT US 10, WB ONLY FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW IN RICE TO CSAH 33, AND ON US, EB ONLY FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW BENTON RS SE 50 %0 0 %0 $2,300,000 0 %0 $2,300,000
; IN RICE TO CSAH 4, MILL AND OVERLAY ! ! ! !
194 7380-247 2015 S MNDOT SE END OF BRIDGE# 73865 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73866 (EB) OVER SAUK RIVER TO NW END OF BRIDGE #73853 (WB) AND STEARNS RS SF 50 50 0 $2,999,470 $2,999,470
BRIDGE# 73854 (EB) OVER STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND OVERLAY ! ! ! !
194 8680-167 2015 S MNDOT 1 94, FROM WRIGHT COUNTY CSAH 75 AT MONTICELLO TO MN 241, MILL AND OVERLAY EB ONLY, AND US 10, FROM 1.2 WRIGHT RS NHPP $5,196,000 %0 %0 %0 $804,000 %0 %0 $6,000,000
; MI E OF MN 23 IN ST CLOUD TO 0.2 MI W OF MN 24, MILL AND OVERLAY EB ONLY ’ ! ’ ! !
LOCAL999 088-090-001 2015 L MNDOT LOCAL SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ST. CLOUD TO HEADWATERS MULTICOUNTY BT Sta::vtide $74,114 S0 N S0 $31,896 $106,010
MN 999 8823-293 2015 S MNDOT TH SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ELK RIVER TO HEADWATERS MULTICOUNTY BT Sta::vtide $9,600 S0 S0 S0 $2,400 $12,000
MN 999 8823-293A 2015 S MNDOT TH SIGN FABRICATION FOR SP 8823-293 MULTICOUNTY BT StaIeAvtide $2,816 Nl S0 Nl $704 $3,520
MN 999 8823-243 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SIGNING UPGRADE PROJECT DISTRICTWIDE SC SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $450,000 S0 S0 $450,000
MN 999 8803-AM-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE AM SF $0 S0 S0 $0 $1,000,000 N S0 $1,000,000
MN 999 8803-CA-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - CONSULTANT AGREEMENTS - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE CA SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,200,000 S0 S0 $1,200,000
MN 999 8803-MA-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISC AGREEMENTS - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE MA SF S0 $S0 S0 Nl $800,000 S0 Nl $800,000
MN 999 8803-RB-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - LANDSCAPING - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE RB SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $30,000 S0 S0 $30,000
MN 999 8803-RW-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - RIGHT-OF-WAY - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE RW SF S0 Nl S0 S0 $9,340,000 S0 Nl $9,340,000
MN 999 8803-RX-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISC ROAD & BRIDGE REPAIR (BARC) - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE RX SF S0 S0 S0 Nl $5,900,000 S0 S0 $5,900,000
MN 999 8803-SA-15 2015 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENTS/OVERRUNS - 2015 DISTRICTWIDE SA SF S0 Nl S0 Nl $4,600,000 S0 S0 $4,600,000




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: 2016

Program Proposed

Total AC

Route System Project # Fiscal Year Who Description City Location County Name Total FHWA Total AC Total TH Bond Other Project Total
Code Funds Payback
BB TRF-0048-16B 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING ASSISTANCE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 SO $1,277,115 S0 S0 $7,145,000| $8,422,115
BB TRF-0048-16D 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $40,000 S0 S0 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
BB TRF-0048-16E 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $8,000 S0 S0 $2,000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-16F 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: STCLOUD '\'/\I/IZT\I?_EBNU:NEQPITALIZED PREVENTIVE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA SO SO SO $736,715 SO SO $184,179 $920,894
BB TRF-0048-16V 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CENTER IMPROVEMENTS SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $20,000 S0 S0 $5,000 $25,000
E : L E, B ELTE
BB TRF-0048-16W 2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307 TRANSITCAPITAA“:;\':%MS » BUS SHELTER TRANSIT SAINT CLOUD [ MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $20,000 S0 S0 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRS-0048-16 2016 L METRO BUS ST CLOUD METRO BUS PURCHASE 2 SMALL CNG BUSES SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY TR S;Z;’E $267,600 S0 SO SO SO SO $132,400 $400,000
**SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, CE AND CONSTRUCTION OF
PED/BIKE 220-591-004 2016 L SARTELL SIDEWALK AND CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS IN THE VICINITY OF STEARNS BT TAP 5K- $395,567 SO SO S0 SO S0 $98,892 $494,459
PINE MEADOW ELEMENTARY, SARTELL MIDDLE AND HIGH 200K
SCHOOLS
**AC** CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DR TO TH 10 - ROADWAY STP 5K-
CSAH 3 005-603-029 2016 L BENTON COUNTY EXPANSION, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL (AC PROJECT - PAYBACK IN SAUK RAPIDS BENTON RS 200K TAP | $1,632,400 $120,431 S0 S0 S0 S0 $4,089,939| $5,722,339
2018) 5K-200K
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3 FROM EAST LIMITS OF SAUK RAPIDS TO
LOCAL 999 005-070-002 2016 L BENTON COUNTY | CSAH 4 IN BENTON COUNTY, GROUND IN WET-REFLECTIVE EPOXY BENTON SH HSIP $48,960 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $5,440 $54,400
MARKINGS
LOCAL 999 005-070-003 2016 L BENTON COUNTY BENTON COUNTY CSAH 4 FROM US 10 TO CSAH 1 BENTON BENTON SH HSIP $19,125 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $2,125 $21,250
COUNTY, GROUND IN WET-REFLECTIVE EPOXY MARKINGS
LOCAL 999 071-070-031 2016 L |SHERBURNE COUNTY SHERBURNE COUNTY, 8" RUMBLE STRIP, 6" EDGELINE STRIPE SHERBURNE SH HSIP $23,850 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $2,650 $26,500
ALONG VARIOUS COUNTY ROADS
**¥PV40M** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCT TH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE
MN 15 7321-51 2016 S MNDOT #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY, INCLUDE STEARNS SC NHPP $1,778,400 S0 S0 S0 $444,600 S0 S0 $2,223,000
CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD
AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL
**¥PV40M** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCTTH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE
MN 15 7321-51S 2016 S MNDOT #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY, INCLUDE STEARNS SH HSIP $715,000 S0 S0 S0 $79,444 S0 S0 $794,444
i CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD ! ! !
AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL (HSIP PROJECT)
**PVAOM** | 94, FROM STEARNS CO CSAH 75 W OF ST. JOSEPH
TO W END OF BR #73865 AND BR #73866 OVER SAUK RIVER,
194 7380-239 2016 S MNDOT UNBONDED CONCRETE OVERLAY; AND ON | 94 FROM STEARNS CO STEARNS RS NHPP  [$14,814,000 S0 S0 S0 $1,646,000 S0 S0 $16,460,000
CR 159 AT COLLEGEVILLE E TO STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND
OVERLAY
MN 999 8803-AM-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE AM SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,000,000 S0 S0 $1,000,000
MN 999 8803-CA-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - CONSULTANT AGREEMENTS - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE CA SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,200,000 S0 S0 $1,200,000
MN 999 8803-MA-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISC AGREEMENTS - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE MA SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $800,000 S0 S0 $800,000
MN 999 8803-RB-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - LANDSCAPING - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE RB SF SO S0 SO S0 $30,000 SO S0 $30,000
MN 999 8803-RW-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - RIGHT-OF-WAY - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE RW SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $600,000 S0 S0 $600,000
MN 999 8803-RX-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISZCO};(SAD & BRIDGE REPAIR (BARC) - DISTRICTWIDE RX SF S0 SO SO S0 $6,000,000 S0 S0 $6,000,000
MN 999 8803-SA-15 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SUPPLEMENTAL DISTRICTWIDE SA SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $4,870,000 S0 S0 $4,870,000
AGREEMENTS/OVERRUNS - 2016
MN 999 8803-SC-16 2016 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - 2016 DISTRICTWIDE SC SF SO SO S0 S0 $300,000 S0 S0 $300,000
LOCAL 999 8803-SHL-16 2016 L MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICTWIDE SH HSIP $567,688 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $63,076 $630,764

PROGRAM - 2016




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: 2017

Route System

Project #

Fiscal Year

Who

Description

City Location

County Name

Program Proposed

Total FHWA

Total AC

Total AC

Total TH

Other

Project Total

SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING

Code

Funds

Payback

BB TRF-0048-17B 2017 L METRO BUS ASSISTANCE ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA $0 S0 S0 $1,302,658 S0 $0 $7,770,000| $9,072,658
ECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE
BB TRF-0048-17D 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 530 SITC URCHASES ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA SO S0 S0 $40,000 S0 S0 $10,000 $50,000
OFFICE EQUIPMENT AND COMPUTERS
BB TRF-0048-17E 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $8,000 N S0 $2,000 $10,000
MAINTENANCE TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT
E : LOUD ME B
BB TRF-0048-17F 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: STCLOUD METRO BUS ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $786,658 S0 $0 $196,665 | $983,323
CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
BB TRF-0048-17V 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, BUS ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA $0 $0 S0 $20,000 S0 $0 $5,000 $25,000
SHELTER TRANSIT AMENITY
BB TRF-0048-17W 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: MAINTENANCE VEHICLE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 $0 $28,000 S0 $0 $7,000 $35,000
BB TRF-0048-17X 2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSF"';C;A::'TTSAL PURCHASE, ITS SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA $0 $0 $0 $20,000 $S0 $0 $5,000 $25,000
RR 71-00124 2017 A MNDOT BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND FLASHING SHERBURNE SR RRS $350,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $350,000
LIGHTS, T5, 32ND ST SE, HAVEN TOWNSHIP
BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND FLASHING
RR 71-00125 2017 A MNDOT LIGHTS, T14, 52ND ST SE, HAVEN TOWNSHIP SHERBURNE SR RRS $350,000 $0 $0 $0 S0 S0 $S0 $350,000
(4 MI NW CLEAR LAKE)
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 1, FROM MN 23 TO
CSAH 1 005-601-010 2017 L BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3 (GOLDEN SPIKE ROAD) IN BENTON BENTON RS STP<5K $510,400 S0 S0 $0 S0 S0 $127,600 | $638,000
COUNTY, ROADWAY RESURFACING
**AC** STEARNS CSAH 4 TO CSAH 75,
CSAH 2 073-602-045AC | 2017 L STEARNS COUNTY | ROADWAY RESURFACING (AC PAYBACK 1 OF STEARNS RS STP<5K $0 S0 $1,688,800 $0 S0 S0 S0 $1,688,800
1)
SARTELL MSAS 117 (50TH AVE), FROM
MSAS 117 220-117-004 2017 L SARTELL HERITAGE DR TO NORTH 0.5 MILES IN SARTELL STEARNS RS STP<5K $547,600 S0 S0 $0 S0 $0 $1,007,400| $1,555,000
SARTELL, GRADE AND SURFACE, INCL. STORM
SEWER AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
ON MINNESOTA STREET (STEARNS CO CSAH 2)
PED/BIKE 233-090-001 2017 L ST. JOSEPH IN ST. JOSEPH, FROM 4TH AVE NW TO SAINT JOSEPH STEARNS BT TAP SK- $483,512 S0 $0 $0 S0 S0 $698,288 | $1,181,800
STEARNS CO CSAH 51, CONSTRUCT BIKE/PED 200K
TRAIL WITH LIGHTING
**AC**SRTS**|NFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA,
CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH AP
PED/BIKE [073-591-003AC| 2017 L STEARNS COUNTY ST. FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO CSAH 7 AND STEARNS BT STATEWID S0 S0 $90,808 $0 S0 $0 $90,808
FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF £
ST. MARY-HELP CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC
PAYBACK 1 OF 1)
MN 999 8803-AM-17 2017 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - COOPERATIVE DISTRICTWIDE AM SF $0 $0 S0 S0 $1,500,000 S0 $0 $1,500,000
AGREEMENTS - 2017
D DE SETASIDE - L
MN 999 8803-CA-17 2017 S MNDOT ISTRICTWIDE SETAS| CONSULTANT DISTRICTWIDE CA SF S0 S0 S0 $0 $800,000 S0 S0 $800,000
AGREEMENTS - 2017
MN 999 8803-MA-17 2017 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETAS'Z?)El;M'SC AGREEMENTS DISTRICTWIDE MA SF $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 S0 S0 $400,000
MN 999 8803-RB-17 2017 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETZASEE - LANDSCAPING - DISTRICTWIDE RB SF S0 S0 S0 $0 $30,000 S0 S0 $30,000
DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - RIGHT-OF-WAY -
MN 999 8803-RW-17 2017 S MNDOT STRIC S ’2‘;17 GHT-0 DISTRICTWIDE RW SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $6,000,000 S0 N $6,000,000
MN 999 8803-RX-17 2017 S 611- DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISC ROAD & DISTRICTWIDE RX SF S0 $0 S0 S0 $6,000,000 S0 S0 $6,000,000
BRIDGE REPAIR (BARC) - 2017
D DE SETASIDE - LEMENTAL
MN 999 8803-SA-17 2017 S MNDOT ISTRICTWIDE SETASI SUPPLEMENTA DISTRICTWIDE SA SF S0 S0 S0 $0 $3,400,000 S0 S0 $3,400,000
AGREEMENTS/OVERRUNS - 2017
MN 999 8803-SC-17 2017 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SAFETY DISTRICTWIDE e SF $0 $0 $0 S0 $300,000 $0 S0 $300,000
IMPROVEMENTS - 2017
LOCAL 999 8803-SHL-17 2017 L MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDES - HIGHWAY SAFETY DISTRICTWIDE SH HSIP $2,600,000 S0 S0 $0 S0 $0 $288,889 | $2,888,889
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - 2017
MN 999 8803-SHS-17 2017 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDES - DISTRICT 3 HSIP DISTRICTWIDE SH HSIP $1,540,000 S0 S0 ] $171,111 S0 S0 $1,711,111

SETASIDE - 2017




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: 2018

Program

Proposed

Total AC

Route System Project # Fiscal Year Who Agency Description City Location County Name Total FHWA Total AC Total TH Bond Other Project Total
Code Funds Payback
BB TRF-0048-18B 2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING ASSISTANCE ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $1,328,711 S0 S0 $8,600,000| $9,928,711
BB TRF-0048-18D 2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $40,000 SO S0 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
BB TRF-0048-18E 2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 $0 S0 $8,000 S0 SO $2,000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-18F 2018 L METRO BUS SECT5307:STCLOUD T/IZF:\I(')I'EBNUASNS:TEP”AUZED PREVENTIVE ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $840,711 S0 S0 $210,178 | $1,050,889
BB TRF-0048-18V 2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPIT':I;\;):Nﬁf_;'ASE’ BUS SHELTER TRANSIT ST CLOUD MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $20,000 SO SO $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-18W 2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: OPERATIONS AUTOMOBILE SAINT CLOUD | MULTICOUNTY B9 FTA S0 S0 S0 $24,000 S0 S0 $6,000 $30,000
CSAH 75 073-675-037 2018 L STEARNS COUNTY STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 75, FROM OLD COLLEGEVILLE ROAD TO STEARNS RS STP 5K- $1,260,000 SO S0 S0 SO SO $315,000 | $1,575,000
CSAH 81 IN STEARNS COUNTY, RESURFACING 200K
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 33, INTERSECTION OPERATIONAL
CSAH 33 005-629-013 2018 L BENTON COUNTY | IMPROVEMENTS AT CSAH 29 (1ST ST.)/CSAH 33 INTERSECTION IN SARTELL BENTON RC STP<5K $400,000 S0 S0 S0 SO SO $100,000 $500,000
SARTELL
* %k *k - -
PED/BIKE | 005-603-029AC 2018 L BENTON COUNTY ACT* CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DR TO TH 10 - ROADWAY SAUK RAPIDS BENTON BT TAP 5K S0 S0 $120,431 S0 S0 S0 S0 $120,431
EXPANSION, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL (AC PAYABCK 1 OF 1) 200K
PED/BIKE 073-090-010 2018 L STEARNS COUNTY CONSTRUCT LAKE WOBEGON TRAIL EXTENSION FROM STJOSEPH STEARNS BT STAI'@SVID $922,678 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $727,322 | $1,650,000
) : TO RIVERS EDGE PARK IN WAITE PARK £ ! ! ! !
MN 999 8803-AM-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE AM SF S0 $0 S0 $0 $1,000,000 SO S0 $1,000,000
MN 999 8803-CA-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - CONSULTANT AGREEMENTS - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE CA SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $1,200,000 S0 S0 $1,200,000
MN 999 8803-MA-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - MISC AGREEMENTS - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE MA SF S0 $0 S0 S0 $500,000 SO SO $500,000
MN 999 8803-RB-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - LANDSCAPING - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE RB SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $30,000 S0 S0 $30,000
MN 999 8803-RW-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - RIGHT OF WAY - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE RW SF S0 $0 S0 S0 $2,000,000 S0 S0 $2,000,000
D DE SE DE - . D & BRIDGE RE B -
MN 999 8803-RX-18 2018 S MNDOT ISTRICTWIDE SETASI MISEOF;ZA & BRIDGE REPAIR (BARC) DISTRICTWIDE RX SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $6,000,000 SO SO $6,000,000
MN 999 8803-SA-18 2018 MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENTS - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE SA SF S0 S0 S0 $0 $4,000,000 S0 SO $4,000,000
MN 999 8803-SC-18 2018 MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - 2018 DISTRICTWIDE SC SF S0 S0 S0 S0 $300,000 S0 S0 $300,000
MN 999 8803-SHS-18 2018 S MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICTWIDE SH HSIP SF | $1,900,000 $0 S0 $0 $211,111 S0 SO $2,111,111
PROGRAM -2018
LOCAL 999 8803-SHL-18 2018 L MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDES - HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT DISTRICTWIDE SH HSIP $2,600,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $288,889 | $2,888,889

PROGRAM - 2018

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: 2019

Route System Project # Fiscal Year Who Description City Location County Name Program  Proposed Total FHWA Total AC Total AC Total TH Project Total
Code Funds Payback
BB TBD 2019 L METRO BUS REPLACE 2 CLASS 500 PARATRANSIT VEHICLES SAINT CLOUD [MULTI COUNTY B9 STP $160,000 S0 S0 S0 S0 S0 $198,000 $358,000
MSAS 151/ 33RD STREET SOUTH PHASE 2: SOUTHWAY DR TO COOPER AVE
LOCAL 999 TBD 2019 L ST. CLOUD EXPAND TO 4 LANE DIVIDED ROADWAY WITH SIDEWALK AND SAINT CLOUD STEARNS MC STP $1,300,000 S0 S0 S0 SO SO $2,100,000( $3,400,000

TRAIL




New Projects in FY 2015-2019 TIP

Proposed Total AC

Route System Project # Fiscal Year Who Description Total FHWA Total AC Total TH Project Total
Funds Payback
LOCAL 999 073-070-011 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 2 - MINNESOTA STREET RURAL INTERSECTION CONFLICT WARNING SYSTEM HSIP $126,000 SO SO SO $14,000 $140,000
**AC**SRTS**INFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA, CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH ST. TAP
PED/BIKE 073-591-003 2015 L STEARNS COUNTY FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO CSAH 7 AND FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF ST. [STATEWID S0 $90,808 S0 SO $56,755 $56,755
MARY-HELP CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC PROJECT, PAYBACK IN 2017) E
**SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING INCLUDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL | TAP 5K-
PED/BIKE 220-591-003 2015 L SARTELL $40,000 SO SO SO $10,000 $50,000

DOCUMENTS, DESIGN, PLANS, AND SPECIFICATION FOR SARTELL'S SRTS PROJECT 200K

US 10 0502-110 2015 S MNDOT US 10, WB ONLY FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW IN RICE TO CSAH 33, AND ON US, EB ONLY S %0 %0 %0 $2.300,000 %0 $2.300,000
i FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW IN RICE TO CSAH 4, MILL AND OVERLAY T e

SE END OF BRIDGE# 73865 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73866 (EB) OVER SAUK RIVER TO NW END

194 7380-247 2015 S MNDOT OF BRIDGE #73853 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73854 (EB) OVER STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND SF S0 o) S0 $2,999,470 S0 $2,999,470
OVERLAY
1 94, FROM WRIGHT COUNTY CSAH 75 AT MONTICELLO TO MN 241, MILL AND OVERLAY EB
194 8680-167 2015 S MNDOT ONLY, AND US 10, FROM 1.2 MI EOF MN 23 IN ST CLOUD TO 0.2 MI W OF MN 24, MILL AND NHPP $5,196,000 S0 S0 $804,000 S0 $6,000,000
OVERLAY EB ONLY
LOCAL 999 088-090-001 2015 L MNDOT LOCAL SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ST. CLOUD TO TAP. $74.114 $0 $0 %0 431,896 $106,010
HEADWATERS Statewide
MN 999 8823-293 2015 S MNDOT TH SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ELK RIVER TO TAP. $9.600 $0 $0 $0 $2.400 $12,000
HEADWATERS Statewide
MN 999 8823-293A 2015 S MNDOT TH SIGN FABRICATION FOR SP 8823-293 StatT:\AF:ide $2,816 SO SO SO $704 $3,520
**SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, CE AND CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALK AND CROSSING TAP 5K-
PED/BIKE 220-591-004 2016 L SARTELL IMPROVEMENTS IN THE VICINITY OF PINE MEADOW ELEMENTARY, SARTELL MIDDLE AND 200K $395,567 SO0 SO0 S0 $98,392 $494,459
HIGH SCHOOLS
LOCAL 999 005-070-002 2016 L BENTON COUNTY BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3 FROM EAST LIMITS OF SAUK RAPIDS TO CSAH 4 IN BENTON HSIP $48 960 $0 $0 $0 $5,440 $54.400
COUNTY, GROUND IN WET-REFLECTIVE EPOXY MARKINGS
LOCAL 999 005-070-003 2016 L BENTON COUNTY BENTON COUNTY CSAH 4 FROM US 10 TO CSAH 1 BENTON COUNTY, GROUND IN WET- HSIP $19,125 SO SO SO $2,125 $21,250
REFLECTIVE EPOXY MARKINGS
LOCAL 999 071-070-031 2016 L |SHERBURNE COUNTY SHERBURNE COUNTY, 8" RUMBLE STRI P'RGO:DDSELINE STRIPE ALONG VARIOUS COUNTY HSIP $23,850 SO SO SO $2,650 $26,500
PED/BIKE 233-090-001 2017 L ST. JOSEPH ON MINNESOTA STREET (STEARNS CO CSAH 2) IN ST. JOSEPH, FROM 4TH AVE NW TO TAP 5K- $483 512 $0 $0 %0 $698.288 | $1.181,800
et ’ STEARNS CO CSAH 51, CONSTRUCT BIKE/PED TRAIL WITH LIGHTING 200K ! ! e
*RAC**SRTS**INFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA, CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH ST. TAP
PED/BIKE [073-591-003AC 2017 L STEARNS COUNTY | FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO CSAH 7 AND FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF ST. [ STATEWID SO SO $90,808 SO $90,808
MARY-HELP CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) E
CSAH 75 073-675-037 2018 L STEARNS COUNTY STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 75, FROM OLD COLLEGEVILLE ROAD TO CSAH 81 IN STEARNS STP 5K- $1,260,000 $0 $0 $0 $315,000 | $1,575,000
COUNTY, RESURFACING 200K

CSAH 33 005-629-013 2018 L BENTON COUNTY BENTON COUNTY CSAH 33, INTERSECTION OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS AT CSAH 29 (1ST STP<5K $400,000 %0 %0 %0 $100,000 $500,000
e ST.)/CSAH 33 INTERSECTION IN SARTELL ! ’ ’

*¥AC** CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DR TO TH 10 - ROADWAY EXPANSION, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL | TAP 5K-

PED/BIKE | 005-603-029AC 2018 L BENTON COUNTY SO SO $120,431 SO SO $120,431
(AC PAYABCK 1 OF 1) 200K
CONSTRUCT LAKE WOBEGON TRAIL EXTENSION FROM ST JOSEPH TO RIVERS EDGE PARK IN TAP
PED/BIKE 073-090-010 2018 L STEARNS COUNTY WAITE PARK STATEWID | $922,678 S0 S0 S0 $727,322 | $1,650,000
E
BB TBD 2019 L METRO BUS REPLACE 2 CLASS 500 PARATRANSIT VEHICLES STP $160,000 S0 S0 S0 $198,000 $358,000
MSAS 151/ 8D 2019 L ST. CLOUD 33RD STREET SOUTH PHASE 2: SOUTHWAY DR TO COOPER AVE EXPAND TO 4 LANE DIVIDED TP $1,300,000 $0 $0 $0 $2,100,000| $3.400,000
LOCAL 999 ’ ROADWAY WITH SIDEWALK AND TRAIL T e T
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jurisdictions

FINANCIAL CAPACITY ANALYSIS

General Legislative & Policy Background

The most recent surface transportation bill, MAP-21, and the Clean Air
Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA) have prescribed the following financial
planning requirements for Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPQOs),
state Departments of Transportation (DOTSs), and public transit agencies.

At the state level, MAP-21 requires a Long Range Statewide
Transportation Plan. MAP-21 also requires at least a 4-year State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The STIP is to be
financially constrained.

At the metropolitan level, MPOs and transit operators are required to
prepare a financial plan as part of the Long Range Plan and the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

The financial plans must demonstrate how the Long Range Plan and
TIP can be implemented, indicate public and private resources that
are reasonably expected to be available (new funding sources such
as tolls and congestion pricing, strategies to ensure funding
availability must be identified), and recommend innovative financing
techniques to finance projects and programs.

Fiscal constraint is required by the federal metropolitan planning
requirements specifically identified in 23 CFR 450.322 (f)(210)(viii)
and 23 CFR 450.324 (o).

In addition to federal metropolitan planning requirements (see above
bullet), air quality regulations state metropolitan transportation plans
and TIPs must be fiscally constrained consistent with DOT’s
metropolitan planning regulations in order to be found in conformity.

MAP-21 & CAAA Financial TIP Requirements

Be financially constrained by year and include a financial plan that
demonstrates through current and projected revenue streams, how
implementing agencies requesting federal funds can provide the
required local match, while adequately operating and maintaining their
existing transportation system;

Include only projects for which construction and operating funds are
reasonably expected to be available. In the case of new funding
sources, strategies for ensuring their availability shall be identified,;
The MPO must consider all projects and strategies funded under title
23 U.S.C. and the Federal Transit Act, other federal funds, local
sources, state assistance, and private participation. The amount of
funding assumed for future years from federal sources should not
exceed currently authorized amounts;

Show the amount of federal funds proposed to be obligated in each
program year, the proposed sources of federal and non-federal funds,
and the estimated cost for each project; and

Meet all criteria in the Metropolitan and Statewide Planning
Regulations.

Financial Analysis Preparation

To illustrate the current financial condition of each of the APO member

requesting Federal funds, local transportation dollars

expended on maintenance and operation of the existing system and on
expansion of the existing system are summarized from 1989 to 2012.

7-1

Three (3) activities needed
to be addressed in the TIP
when preparing the
Financial Analysis

Current financial condition

>

Looks at overall financial
health of agency or
jurisdiction

Future financial condition

>

Looks at an estimation of
expense and revenue
streams, while
addressing future flows

Financial capability finding

>

Looks at agency or
jurisdiction ability to
provide designated local
match for federally
funded projects while
adequately maintaining &
operating their existing
transportation system



Summarized local maintenance and operation expenditures include
traditional low-cost activities such as snow plowing, ditch mowing,
pothole filling (see Appendix E), and non-traditional construction-oriented
maintenance and operation activities, as defined by the investment
definitions of preservation, management and operations, and
replacement (see below).

To determine future financial condition, local transportation revenue
available, local tax levies, special assessments, state, state-aid, bonding
and any other miscellaneous local revenue streams were projected by
each jurisdiction for the TIP program period. Projections include dollars
to be spent on maintenance and operation and expansion of the system.

To determine if projected local funds are adequate to provide the
necessary local match for Federal funds, without compromising
maintenance and operation of the system, each jurisdiction’s required
local match must be estimated. A summary of federal funds and
corresponding local match requirements are estimated for all projects,
and all programmed federal projects are identified as either maintenance
or expansion projects using the following investment category definitions.

Expansion & Maintenance Investment Category Definitions

e Preservation: To maintain existing systems at a minimum level that
will provide for the safe movement of people and freight. Focus is on
activities that retain or restore the existing condition without
necessarily extending the service life or increasing capacity.
Preservation includes traditional program categories of road repair,
resurfacing, reconditioning and bridge repair.

e Management and Operation: To safely and efficiently manage and
operate existing systems, effectively addressing critical safety and
operations problems through minor and moderate cost
improvements. Management and operations includes traditional
program categories of cooperative agreements, enhancement,
junkyard screening, planning, rest area beautification, safety
capacity, safety high hazard, safety rail, and traffic management.

e Replacement: To enhance economic development by replacing
eligible system pieces or elements; reduce barriers such as weight
restrictions, bottlenecks and system disruptions. Replacement
includes traditional program categories of bridge replacement and
reconstruction. This category addresses system deficiencies and
facilities that are identified as “end of useful life”.

e Expansion: To attain a competitive advantage for the State by
adding roadway capacity through construction of a new alignment
roadway or adding additional travel lanes to an existing roadway.
This category improves the safety and mobility of the transportation
system.

The reason for preparing the financial capability finding is to determine

if a jurisdiction that is programmed to receive federal funds can provide

the local match requirement without compromising maintenance and
operation of the existing system.

Local match amounts allocated to federal “Preservation”, “Management

and Operations” or “Replacement” projects are assumed to enhance

maintenance and operation of the existing system. Local match amounts

allocated to “Expansion” projects should not adversely impact a

jurisdiction’s historic local maintenance operation investment for a

jurisdiction to be found in financial conformance.



Financial Capability Finding

The pages that follow summarize the existing and forecasted financial
condition of implementing agencies and the ability to provide adequate
local funding to match federal dollars programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP.

The first (pie) chart illustrates historically how local transportation dollars
have been spent on maintenance and operations and expansion
projects. The second (bar) chart shows total projected local investments
for maintenance and operations and expansion projects during the 2015-
2019 TIP timeframe. The final (bar) chart represents local money
available, less the historical average spent on maintenance and
operations, to match federal funds programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP.

A brief financial capability summary narrative (i.e. finding) is included for
each implementing agency. Detailed financial data used for the charts in
this analysis is located in Appendix F.



CITY OF ST. CLOUD

Current Financial Condition for City of 5t. Cloud:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)

$2,527,562
local expansion

5,307,845 Current Financial Condition:
maint Joperations Local Investment on Maintenance/
Operations and Expansion
(1990-2012 Annual Average)

- LocalMoney Spent on Maintenance/Operations
- Local Money Spent on Expansion

Future Financial Condition for City of 5t. Cloud:

2015-2019 Projected Local Invest t for Maint e/Operations & Expansion

58,000,000
§7.000,000 +

o (= o o =
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$5,000,000 ¢ 5 B 5 5 5 Future Financial Condition (FFC):
54000000 + 2015-2019 Projected Local
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$3.000,000 ¢ Operations & Expansion
52,000,000 +
$1,000,000 +
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Financial Capability for City of St. Cloud:
2015-2019 Projected vs. Actual Local Money Needed to Match Federal Funds

$12,000,000
$10,000,000
$8,000,000
Financial Capability:
$6,000,000 2015-2019 Projected Local Money
(minus 71% for maintenance/
$4,000,000 operations) vs. Actual Local Money
Needed to Match Federal Funds
$2.000,000 Programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP
80
Projected Local Money Avaiable to Match _ Local Match Required for
Federal Funds (less T1% historica Frogrammed Federal Projects
maint Joperations investment} {maint.foperations & expansion)




Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, approximately $10.3 million will be
available to match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the existing system.

This figure compares to a required local match of $2.1 million for city of
St. Cloud projects programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP. Accordingly, the
city of St. Cloud will be able to provide this local match without
compromising maintenance and operation of the existing system.



CITY OF WAITE PARK

Current Financial Condition for City of Waite Park
Locallnwestment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)

- Local Money Spent on Maintenance/Operations
- Local Money Spent on Expansion

local expansion

$884,748

$1,115.486

maint./operations

Future Financial Condition for City of Waite Park:

2015-2019 Projected Local Investment for Maintenance/Operations & Expansion
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Financial Capability for City of Waite Park:

2015-2019 Projected vs. Actual Local Money Needed to Match Federal Funds
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The City of Waite Park =
has no federal projects
programmed from  ——
2015-2019
: -
Frojected Local Money Available to Match Local Match Requined for
Federal Funds {le=s 583% historics Programmed Federal Projects
maint joperations investment) (maint /operations & expansion}
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Current Financial Condition:
Local Investment on Maintenance/
Operations and Expansion
(1990-2012 Annual Average)

Future Financial Condition (FFC):
2015-2019 Projected Local
Investment for Maintenance/
Operations & Expansion

Financial Capability:

2015-2019 Projected Local Money
(minus 56% for maintenance/
operations) vs. Actual Local Money
Needed to Match Federal Funds
Programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP



Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, approximately $1 million will be
available to match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the existing system. However, the City of
Waite Park has no projects requiring local match in the 2015-2019 TIP.



CITY OF SARTELL

Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)

Current Financial Condition for City of Sartell:

52%

$591,384

16%

maint./operations

$2,775.848
local expansion

- Local Money Spent on Maintenance/Operations
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Future Financial Condition for City of Sartell:
2015-2019 Projected Local Investment for Maintenance/Operations & Expansion
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2015-2019 Projected vs. Actual Local Money Needed to Match Federal Funds

Financial Capability for City of Sartell:
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Programmed Federal Projects

{maint./operations & expansion)

7-8

Current Financial Condition:
Local Investment on Maintenance/
Operations and Expansion
(1990-2012 Annual Average)

Future Financial Condition (FFC):
2015-2019 Projected Local
Investment for Maintenance/
Operations & Expansion

Financial Capability:
2015-2019 Projected Local
Money (minus 18% for
maintenance/ operations) vs.
Actual Local Money Needed to
Match Federal Funds
Programmed in the 2015-2019
TIP



Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, approximately $5.5 million will be
available to match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the existing system. The necessary local
match for city of Sartell projects in the 2015-2019 TIP is $1,236,291.
Sartell will be able to provide this local match without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system.



CITY OF SAUK RAPIDS

Current Financial Condition for City of Sauk Rapids:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)
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Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, approximately $2.2 million will be
available to match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the existing system. The city of Sauk
Rapids has no federal projects requiring a local match in the 2015-2019
TIP.



CITY OF ST. JOSEPH

Current Financial Condition for City of St. Joseph:

Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)

54%
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local expansion
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Future Financial Condition for City of 5t. Joseph:
2015-2019 Projected Local Investment for Maintenance/Operations & Expansion
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Financial Capability for City of St. Joseph:
2015-2019 Projected vs. Actual Local Money Needed to Match Federal Funds
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Current Financial Condition:
Local Investment on Maintenance/
Operations and Expansion
(1990-2012 Annual Average)

Future Financial Condition (FFC):
2015-2019 Projected Local
Investment for Maintenance/
Operations & Expansion

Financial Capability:

2015-2019 Projected Local Money
(minus 46% for maintenance/
operations) vs. Actual Local Money
Needed to Match Federal Funds
Programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP



Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, $986,040 will be available to match
federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without compromising maintenance of
the existing system. This figure compares to a required local match of
$698,288 for city of St. Joseph projects programmed in the 2015-2019
TIP. Accordingly, the city of St. Joseph will be able to provide this local
match without compromising maintenance and operation of the existing
system.



STEARNS COUNTY

Current Financial Condition for Stearns County:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)
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local expansion
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Future Financial Condition for Stearns County:
2015-2019 Projected Local Investment for Maintenance/Operations & Expansion
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Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic overall local funding
and maintenance investment levels, approximately $3.4 million will be
available to match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the existing system. This figure is greater
than the required local match of $1.1 million for Stearns County projects
programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP. Additionally, one federal project
being matched is a pavement replacement project, which will improve
overall maintenance of the existing system. Accordingly, Stearns County
will be able to provide this local match without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system.



BENTON COUNTY

Current Financial Condition for Benton County:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)
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Total projected available matching funds are $6,188,509.
Compared to $6,139,939 needed for expansion projects.
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Current Financial Condition:
Local Investment on Maintenance/
Operations and Expansion
(1990-2012 Annual Average)

This is the historical total for 12%
of the County’s expenditures. This
is based on the percentage of
County lane miles in the APO
Planning Area.

The average per year historical
maintenance/op. cost for 100% of
Benton County = $5,223,409

Future Financial Condition (FFC):
2015-2019 Projected Local
Investment for Maintenance/
Operations & Expansion

This is the total for 12% of the
County. This is based on the
percentage of County lane miles in
the APO Planning Area.

The projected 5-year total funds for
100% of the County = $31,504,649

Financial Capability:
2015-2019 Projected Local Money
vs. Actual Local Money Needed to
Match Federal Funds Programmed
in the 2015-2019 TIP

Financial Capability:

The city of Sauk Rapids’ available
local match is included. Their
remaining projected available
funding is $2,257,610. Total
projected available matching funds
are $6,188,509. Compared to
$6,139,939 needed for expansion
projects.



Total Projected Local Total Local Maintenance/ Projected Local
Funds for 100% of Oper. Cost for 100% of Money Available to
Benton County (5 years) Benton County (5 years) Match Federal Funds
$31,504,649 $27,573,750 $3,930,899
See Appendix Page G-7 for details.

Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic funding and
maintenance investment levels, $3,930,899 is available to match federal
funds from 2015 to 2019 without compromising the maintenance and
operation of the existing system (100% Benton County). This analysis is
derived from an alternate process of considering the county’s 100%
funding level and maintenance and operation costs, rather than only the
12% APO portion usually considered as available. This is due to the
circumstance of need for local match for one-time projects.

Four of the six projects requiring local match are classified as
maintenance and operations projects. For example, project #005-601-
010, requiring $127,600 in local match, has a program code of RS, which
means Resurfacing. The Resurfacing category is intended to restore the
roadway surface and/or shoulders. These projects are not expansion
projects, so they contribute to the maintenance and operations of the
overall system in Benton County.

Benton County is required to provide the remaining local match
requirement for expansion projects of $6,139,939 without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system. This is a $2,209,040
shortfall in projected local match funding from the county. However, this
match is for the expansion of CSAH 3 in the city of Sauk Rapids.
According to the Agreement for Joint Construction of the project, the city
is responsible for Right of Way costs within city limits. Therefore, the city
of Sauk Rapids remaining projected available funding of $2,257,610 was
added to the amount available to match federal funding. This equals a
total of $6,188,509 projected available matching funds compared to
$6,139,939 needed for expansion projects. This is technically an excess
of $48,570, but this process is an illustrative estimate and this is a very
small difference considering the overall project cost.

In addition, this process took a closer look at the percentage spent on
maintenance and operations versus the amount spent on expansion
(94% versus 6%, respectively). Benton County does not have an
extensive history of expansion projects, which dilutes the percentage of
funds typically used on these types of projects (see Appendix Page F-7).
Due to this historical analysis, the average per year local maintenance
cost amount was used to project the future local maintenance and
operation cost estimates. This process is an estimate to illustrate local
funding projections versus local spending on maintenance and operation
expenses. To offset any negative available cost projections, Benton
County may consider additional revenue sources such as a Bond in
order to provide local match funding. The finding is supported by Benton
County’s resolutions for local match for the specified grant funded
projects. In conclusion, Benton County (in partnership with the city of
Sauk Rapids) will be able to provide this local match without
compromising maintenance and operation of the existing system.



SHERBURNE COUNTY

Current Financial Condition for Sherburne County:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)
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Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic funding and
maintenance investment levels (for Haven Township), $0 are available to
match federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system. Sherburne County
has two federal projects programmed in the FY 2015-2019 TIP that
requires a local match of $12,650. However, since these projects are
maintenance/operation projects, the required local match can be
provided by deferring another local maintenance/operation project
without adverse maintenance/operation impacts to the existing system.

In addition, Sherburne County does not have an extensive history of
expansion projects (in Haven Township), which dilutes the percentage of
funds typically used on these types of projects (see Appendix Page F-8).
Due to this historical analysis, the average per year local maintenance
cost amount was used to project the future local maintenance and
operation cost estimates. This process is an estimate to illustrate local
funding projections versus local spending on maintenance and operation
expenses. Without previous expansion projects to project an historical
average, the projected amount was zero. In addition, the two projects in
the TIP for Sherburne County are identified as “countywide”. Thus the
financial analysis based on solely Haven Township is less than is
actually available for a countywide project. Overall, Sherburne County
will be able to provide this local match without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system.



MnDOT DISTRICT 3

Current Financial Condition for MnDOT District 3:
Local Investment on Maintenance/Operations & Expansion (1990-2012 Annual Average)

$559,43
local expansion

$4,167,580
maint foperations

88%

- Local Money Spent on Maintenance/Operations
B LocalMoney Spent on Expansion
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Financial Capability:

One-time projects are included in
the State Match Requirement. All of
the projects requiring match are
maintenance projects. See
Appendix Page F-9.
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Financial Capability Finding: Based on historic funding and
maintenance investment levels, approximately $2.2 million will be
available to match federal funds for expansion projects from 2015 to
2019. There are no expansion projects programmed requiring State
match funds. All programmed projects are maintenance, safety or
operations related projects that will improve maintenance and operation
of the existing system. The projected State funding available for
maintenance and operations projects is about $16 million. The
programmed projects require a State amount of $12.6 million. Thus,
MnDOT District 3 will be able to provide the local match without
compromising the maintenance and operation of the existing system.

The MnDOT District 3 project programming method focuses on risk
management of the system. The program is dynamic and responds to
needs throughout the District. Following the risk management model,
one-time projects are often included in the APO area. Some years there
are more projects within the APO than others. This is why a historical
average is used when looking at the overall amount of funding available
to MnDOT District 3. See Appendix Page F-9 for further detail.



ST. CLOUD APO

Current Financial Condition for 5t. Cloud APO:
Local Planning Funds (1990-2012 Annual Average)
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Financial Capability Finding: The APO is anticipating approximately
$2,214,556 of federal planning funds from FY 2015 to 2019. These
federal funds will require a total local match of $553,639. When
comparing this amount to projected local planning revenue, APO will
have adequate funds to provide the local match.



ST. CLOUD METRO BUS

Current Financial Condition for St. Cloud Metro Bus:

Local and State Revenues: 1990-2012 Annual Average
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Financial Capability Finding: St. Cloud Metro Bus has $ 9,100,316 in
federal funds programmed in the FY 2015-2019 TIP that will require a
minimum (20%) match of $1,820,179. Metro Bus will be able to provide
their required local match for federal funds programmed. Metro Bus has
$31,042,325 of local and state match programmed to match federal
funds in the FY 2015-2019 TIP, with a projected capacity of $49,547,500.
Metro Bus funding projection is sufficient to provide the programmed
amount. Projects without federal funds, such as Dial-A-Ride services
were not included in the TIP or in this financial analysis. Additional
projects receiving federal funds will be added via TIP amendments. See
Appendix F for project level details.



ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ANALYSIS

Background

In 1994, President Clinton signed Executive Order 12898: “Federal
Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations.” The Executive Order required that each
Federal agency, to the greatest extent allowed by law, administer and
implement its programs, policies, and activities that affect human health
or the environment so as to identify and avoid “disproportionately high
and adverse” effects on minority and low-income populations.

In order to clarify and expand upon Executive Order 12898 for purposes
of federally funded transportation activities, the United States
Department of Transportation (USDOT) issued an Order to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income
Populations. The USDOT addressed persons belonging to any of the
following groups: Black, Hispanic, Asian American, American Indian and
Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander, and Low-
Income.’

According to the USDOT, there are three core principles of
Environmental Justice:

e To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental effects, including social
and economic effects, on minority populations and low-income
populations.

e To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected
communities in the transportation decision-making process, and

e To prevent the denial of, reduction in or significant delay in the
receipt of benefits by minority populations and low-income
populations.

tus Department of Transportation: An Overview of Transportation and
Environmental Justice

- Black — a person having origins in any of the black racial groups of
Africa.

- Hispanic — a person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or
South American, or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of
race.

- Asian — a person having origins in any of the original peoples of
the Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Indian Subcontinent.

- American Indian and Alaskan Native — a person having origins in
any of the original people of North America and who maintains
cultural identification through tribal affiliation or community
recognition.

- Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander — a person having
origins in any of the original peoples of Hawaii, Guam, Samoa, or
other Pacific Islands.

- Low-Income — a person whose household income (or in the case
of a community or group, whose median household income) is at
or below the US Department of Health and Human Services
poverty guidelines.

What is Environmental
Justice (EJ)?

The confluence of social and
environmental movements,
which deals with the
inequitable impact on groups
such as racial minorities, low-
income, elderly, women, or
children populations

>

The U.S. EPA defines EJ
as the "fair treatment for
people of all races,
cultures, and incomes,
regarding the
development of
environmental laws,
regulations, and policies."

Over the last decade,
attention to the impact of
environmental pollution
on particular segments of
our society has been
steadily growing.



As the primary forum for the cooperative development of regional
transportation plans, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) are
required to be in compliance with Title VI and incorporate EJ concerns.
MPO responsibilities include:

e |dentify low-income and minority populations so needs can be
identified and addressed, and the benefits as well as the
burdens of transportation investments can be fairly distributed
throughout the planning area.

e Enhance existing analyses processes to ensure that the Long
Range Plan and TIP comply with Title VI requirements.

¢ Evaluate the existing public involvement processes and improve
if necessary to include minority and low-income populations in
the decision making process.

The methodology utilized to meet these responsibilities and requirements
entailed mapping census block group areas where low-income (poverty)
and minority population concentrations exceeded the population
averages for the APO planning area. The 2015-2019 TIP projects were
overlaid on the population map and the potential impacts were visually
analyzed. This chapter explains how the guidance of the USDOT 1997
Final Order (revised in 2012) was followed.

Methodology

In order to identify concentrations of low-income and minority
populations, data on race/ethnicity, median household income, and
poverty were examined for census block groups within the study area.
This data was compared with data on race/ethnicity, median household
income, and poverty for the entire study area. For purposes of this
analysis, the study area was defined as the aggregate of the census
blocks identified within or partially within the study area. Following the
USDOT 2000 clarifications, minority and low-income populations were
assessed separately.

The first step to determine areas of potential impact involved creating
thresholds equal to the percentages of each variable for the whole
planning area. The planning area is equal to the sum of the block groups
identified within, or partially within the study area.

The thresholds would then equal the total number exhibiting the
characteristic of concern divided by the total.

e Population within or partially within the planning area who are a
race/ethnicity other than “white non-Hispanic” (11,329) divided
by the total population of the planning area (130,225) equals 8.7
percent.

e Population within the planning area living below poverty (20,450)
divided by the total population (130,225) equals 15.7 percent.

The next and final steps involved in creating categories for very high
impact, high impact, and low to moderate impact. The process
included:



1. Calculating the standard deviation for each variable to create a
low to moderate category equal to one standard deviation
greater than the mean. The deviations from the means for
minority (values to the left of bars) and low-income (values to
the right of bars) populations are:
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2. Querying for census block groups that experienced percentages
less than or equal to the upper bound of the moderate range
(17.6 percent for minority and 32.9 percent for low-income) and
categorized them as low to moderate impact.

3. Repeat Step 2 for high and very high impacts regarding minority
and low-income populations.

Identification of Minority & Low Income Populations:

Very Low to . .

Less than or | Greater than 17.6%
Minority equal to and less than or

Greater

0
17.6% equal to 26.5% e 248520

Less than or | Greater than 32.9%
LR equal to and less or equal to | Sreater
Income 9 q than 50%

32.9% 50%

4. Created maps illustrating very high minority and low-income
population areas. Overlaid the map with 2015-2019 TIP
projects.

The following pages include project maps illustrating the process.
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Environmental Justice Analysis

A project was defined as having the potential to have an adverse effect on the environmental justice of an area if any portion of a project intersected with the defined boundaries of a Census block group
with a high percentage of minority population or a block group with a high percentage of population below poverty level. Eleven (11) projects numbers representing eight projects intersect with block
groups with a high percentage of minority population, and seven project numbers (five projects) intersect with block groups with a high percentage of population below poverty level. The projects identified
in the table below include one bicycle and pedestrian project (identified as an AC payback), one safety project, six resurfacing projects, and one sign fabrication and installation project (identified with three
project numbers). Overall, projects in Environmental Justice areas focus on safety and preservation of the roadway system. These projects are not expected to have adverse impacts on the block group

population areas identified.

Projects in the TIP using federal funding with an adverse impact on an Environmental Justice area will need to identify and mitigate any adverse impacts from these projects. Mitigation of impacts will take
place through the project development and implementation phases of the projects. During the construction phase, adverse impacts may occur due to delays, detours, noise, or dust. Once complete,
however, projects in the TIP result in positive benefits such as increased capacity, lower commute times, increased safety, and the addition of bicycle and pedestrian facilities to neighborhoods.

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Environmental Justice Analysis

High % of
High % of Population
Minori Bel
Route System Project # Fiscal Year Description City Location Project Total morl.ty elow
Population Poverty
Affected Level
Affected
**AC** EXTEND BEAVER ISLAND BIKE/PED TRAIL, ST CLOUD CIVIC CENTER NORTH TO 5TH AVENUE ALONG MISSISSIPPI RIVER
PED/BIKE 162-090-005AC 2015 ST CLOUD IN ST CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) SAINT CLOUD $601,439 X X
**PVAOM**ELLA** ON TH 10, BENTON CSAH 4 TO 0.2 MI N OF ST. GERMAIN IN ST CLOUD (WBL & EBL), UNBONDED
Us 10 0502-103 2015 MNDOT CONCRETE OVERLAY; AND ON TH 15, FROM TH 10 TO 1.0 MI SOUTH/BENTON CSAH 33, RECONSTRUCTION - let date 6/6/14 SAINT CLOUD »18,978,435 X X
SE END OF BRIDGE# 73865 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73866 (EB) OVER SAUK RIVER TO NW END OF BRIDGE #73853 (WB) AND
194 7380-247 2015 MNDOT BRIDGE# 73854 (EB) OVER STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND OVERLAY 32,999,470 X
1 94, FROM WRIGHT COUNTY CSAH 75 AT MONTICELLO TO MN 241, MILL AND OVERLAY EB ONLY, AND US 10, FROM 1.2 MI E
194 8680-167 2015 MNDOT OF MN 23 IN ST CLOUD TO 0.2 MI W OF MN 24, MILL AND OVERLAY EB ONLY 36,000,000 X X
LOCAL 999 088-090-001 2015 MNDOT LOCAL SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ST. CLOUD TO HEADWATERS $106,010 X X
MN 999 8823-293 2015 MNDOT TH SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ELK RIVER TO HEADWATERS $12,000
MN 999 8823-293A 2015 MNDOT TH SIGN FABRICATION FOR SP 8823-293 $3’520
**p\V40M** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCT TH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY,
MN 15 7321-51 2016 MNDOT INCLUDE CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL 2222008 2
**pV40M** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCT TH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY,
MN 15 7321-51S 2016 MNDOT INCLUDE CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL (HSIP $794,444 X
PROJECT)
CSAH 1 005-601-010 2017 BENTON COUNTY BENTON COUNTY CSAH 1, FROM MN 23 TO CSAH 3 (GOLDEN SPIKE ROAD) IN BENTON COUNTY, ROADWAY RESURFACING $638,000 X X
CSAH 75 073-675-037 2018 STEARNS COUNTY STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 75, FROM OLD COLLEGEVILLE ROAD TO CSAH 81 IN STEARNS COUNTY, RESURFACING $1,575,000 X




METROPOLITAN TRANSIT OVERVIEW

Projects programmed in the TIP are identified in the Metropolitan Transit
Commission (Metro Bus) Long Range Transit Plan, updated in 2010, in
conjunction with the APQO’s 2035 St. Cloud Metropolitan Area
Transportation Plan along with the annual Capital Improvement Program
(CIP). The updated plan reflects programmed transit service and capital
improvements with associated revenue and expense projections through
the year 2035. Metro Bus will begin updating the 2035 long range transit
plan with associated capital and operations forecasts in 2014 with
completion in 2015.

Facilities and Equipment

Metro Bus identifies facility and equipment replacement needs and will
be continuing to upgrade office computers and replacing maintenance
tools and equipment for increasing productivity and keeping up with
changes in technology. Metro Bus utilizes FTA Section 5339, 5307,
STP, MnDOT and local capital funding programs for its capital program.
Replacement of 23 fixed route buses was completed in 2014 with
purchase of Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) fueled buses. All of the
buses were manufactured by New Flyer located in St. Cloud. Metro Bus
received a US DOT Clean Fuels grant in 2012 to construct a CNG
fueling station and storage facility renovations for monitoring and safety
improvements. Projected replacement of Dial-a-Ride buses will be
completed periodically as programmed and will also be CNG fueled.

Metro Bus completed a remodeling construction project in 2014 of the
downtown Mobility Training Center to house the Community Outreach,
Travel Training and employee training programs with the aid of STP
funds authorized through MnDOT Office of Transit. An Operations
Center Facility Master Plan originally adopted in 2004, and updated
annually, has served as a guide for future use and expansion of the
facility. The master plan identified a vehicle storage addition extension
to the existing Dial-a-Ride storage area, funded through the 2014
Minnesota Legislature’s capital bonding program. Construction is
projected to begin in early 2015. On-going replacement, improvement
and expansion of the bus shelter and courtesy bench transit amenity
program is completed annually.

Dial-a-Ride System

Metro Bus Dial-a-Ride (DAR) services will expand due to growth in aging
and disabled population bases. The Community Outreach and Travel
Training programs with help traditional ADA riders adapt to using fixed
route services. For those that cannot utilize the Fixed Route system,
ADA Specialized Services will continue to be the backbone of the DAR
program. To aid Metro Bus with the DAR program and the small bus fleet
replacement, STP funded small buses have been approved in 2016 and
2019.

MBURO BUS

the people picker-uppers.

What Facilities &
Equipment Needs has
Metro Bus Identified for
Replacement?

e Expansion of Fixed Route
transit routes

e Growth in ADA Dial-a-Ride
services

e Vehicle storage facility
expansion and roof

replacement

' wetro Bus opa
665

o NS S
e Replacement of Dial-a-Ride
buses
e Expansion of Transit
Amenity shelter and bench
program

e Upgrade of fare collection
systems to allow smart
cards

e Two-way radio
communications upgrade

e Continued investment in
ITS and customer real time
schedule technologies

e Replacement of office
equipment, maintenance
tools & equipment

Northstar Commuter
Services

e Northstar Link commuter
bus service ridership
continues to grow

e Northstar Commuter Rail
Phase Il, extension from
Big Lake to St. Cloud
continues to be explored



Fixed Route Transit

The 2035 Long Range Plan identified Fixed Route system restructuring
needs through restructuring and additional service hours. The Fixed
Route operational plan identified improvements and expansion of
services into St. Joseph, west and south St. Cloud, Waite Park, Sartell,
Sauk Rapids, the SCSU area, including longer span of service,
weeknights and weekends. Some service change recommendations
delayed due to the economic recession are being reconsidered.
Expansion of service was completed in 2014 to southwest Waite Park
along with a restructuring of multiple routes to improve connections in the
growing eastern side of Sartell. An update to that plan will be completed
in 2015 with the aid of planning dollars through the APO and MnDOT.

Technologies

Continued ITS-related investments, including improved fixed route AVL
applications, voice and visual stop annunciation, automated passenger
counting, real-time web-based schedule information, and continued
upgrading of the fixed route and Dial-a-Ride dispatch communications
systems have also been programmed. The Transit Signal Priority
system which became fully operational in 2003 will also receive
improvements as part of the cooperative relationship with City of St.
Cloud and MnDOT. Additional investments have been identified for
upgrading fare collection systems to adopt smart cards and to the two-
way radio communications system.

Northstar Commuter Services

Metro Bus operates the Northstar Link commuter bus service between
St. Cloud and Big Lake with seven-day and special event service.
Operating financial assistance was obtained from MnDOT for the first
time in 2013 to assist Northstar Corridor Development Authority (NCDA)
member counties provide operating financing. Ridership continues to
grow annually on the Link routes while extension of Northstar rail service
remains an important transportation priority for the St. Cloud Metro Area.

Financial Capacity Analysis

The FTA issued Circular 7008.1 entitled Urban Mass Transportation
Financial Capacity Policy. The Circular requires recipients of grants
under Sections 3 (5309) and 9 (5307) to assess their financial capacity to
undertake the programmed projects and successfully meet future
operating and capital financial requirements. Metro Bus is in full
compliance with this Circular completed on an annual basis. The APO
has reviewed this report and has determined that Metro Bus has
established their financial capacity to undertake projects programmed in
the TIP.

Metro Bus has begun using
Natural Gas as its primary
vehicle fuel in 2014

New Flyer has been chosen as
the supplier of the first CNG
buses in the Metro Bus fleet —
first in the state of Minnesota

All future Dial-a-Ride bus
purchases will be CNG fueled



APPENDIX A

Implementing Agencies, TAC Membership & APO Planning Area
Implementing Agencies:

City of Sartell

City of Sauk Rapids
City of St. Augusta

City of St. Cloud
City of St. Joseph

City of Waite Park

Benton County

Sherburne County

Stearns County
Haven Township

LeSauk Township
Minnesota Department of Transportation
Metro Bus (Metropolitan Transit Commission)

Technical Advisory Committee Membership:
Voting Members
Eligible voting membership shall be as listed below. In the absence of the voting member listed, a substitute
(proxy) can serve. All representing agencies and jurisdictions listed as Voting Members are allowed one vote
with the exception of St. Cloud, which is allowed two votes.

1) St. Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO):

a.
b.
C.

Sr. Transportation Planner
Executive Director (proxy in absence of Sr. Transportation Planner)
Any APO staff (proxy in absence of Sr. Transportation Planner & Executive Director)

2) Metropolitan Transit Commission — Metro Bus:

a.
b.

Planning and Marketing Director
Any Appointed Metro Bus Staff (proxy in absence of Planning and Marketing Director)

3) Mn/DOT - District 3:

a.
b.
c.

District Planning Director

District State Aid Engineer (proxy in absence of District Planning Director)

Any member of the District planning staff (proxy in absence of District Planning
Director & District State Aid Engineer)

4) City of Sartell:

a.
b.
C.

d.

Planning and Community Development Director

City Engineer (proxy in absence of Planning & Community Development Director)
City Administrator (proxy in absence of Planning & Community Development Director
& City Engineer)

Any City staff (proxy in absence of Planning & Community Development Director, City
Engineer & City Administrator)

5) City of Sauk Rapids:

a.
b.
c.

d.

City Administrator

Public Works Technician (proxy in absence of City Administrator)

City Engineer or Planner (proxy in absence of City Administrator & Public Works
Technician)

Any City staff (proxy in absence of City Administrator, Public Works Technician & City
Engineer or Planner)

6) City of St. Augusta:

a.

City Administrator



b. City Engineer (proxy in absence of City Administrator)
c. Any City staff (proxy in absence of City Administrator & City Engineer)
7) City of St. Cloud (1 of 2):
a. Public Services Director
b. City Engineer (proxy in absence of Public Services Director)
c. Any City staff (proxy in absence of Public Services Director & City Engineer)
8) City of St. Cloud (2 of 2):
a. Planning & Community Development Director
b. City Planner (proxy in absence of Planning & Community Development Director)
c. Any City staff (proxy in absence of Planning & Community Development Director &
City Planner)
9) City of St. Joseph:
a. City Administrator
b. Street Superintendent (proxy in absence of City Administrator)
c. City Engineer (proxy in absence of City Administrator & Street Superintendent)
d. Any City staff (proxy in absence of City Administrator, Street Superintendent or City
Engineer)
10) Benton County:
a. County Engineer
b. Assistant County Engineer (proxy in absence of County Engineer)
c. Any County staff (proxy in absence of County Engineer & Assistant County Engineer)
11) Sherburne County:
a. County Engineer
b. Assistant County Engineer (proxy in absence of County Engineer)
c. Any County staff (proxy in absence of County Engineer & Assistant County Engineer)
12) Stearns County:
a. County Engineer
b. Assistant County Engineer (proxy in absence of County Engineer)
c. Any County staff (proxy in absence of County Engineer & Assistant County Engineer)
13) City of Waite Park:
a. Public Works Director
b. City Administrator (proxy in absence of Public Works Director)
c. City Engineer (proxy in absence of Public Works Director & City Administrator)
d. Any City staff (proxy in absence of Public Works Director, City Administrator or City
Engineer)
14) Each Township: Township Engineer or Planner

Ex-Officio Members:

Ex-officio members may attend and participate in any Technical Advisory Committee meeting, but may not
vote unless indicated above under appointment by proxy. They shall receive the Committee meeting agendas
and minutes:

1) APO Executive and/or Policy Board Members

2) Environmental Protection Agency (EPA): Regional Office

3) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA): District Office

4) Federal Transit Administration (FTA): Regional Office

5) Minnesota Pollution Control Agency: Air Quality Division

6) Mn/DOT: District State Aid Engineer

7) Mn/DOT: Office of Transit and/or District Transit Project Manager
8) Mn/DOT: Office of Investment Management

9) St. Cloud APO Bike/Pedestrian Advisory Committee Representative
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APPENDIX B

Affidavit of Publication for Public Information Meetings & Notices

Printers Affidavit of Publication

STATE OF MINNESOTA
COUNTY OF STEARNS

Angela Amundson, being duly sworn on oath, says that she is the publisher or
authorized agent and employee of the newspaper known as the St. Cloud Times,
and has full knowledge cf the facts which are stated below:

———— (a) The St. Cloud Times has complied with all of the requirements constituting a
Pustic Norices qualified newspaper, as defined by Minnesota Statutes 331A.01 to 331A.11 and
| other applicable laws, as amended.

NOTIFICATION OF

‘— VAILABILITY &

PUBLIC INFORMA - . i ) e
TIONI'JOEU%I}I:%\ (b) She further states that the printed Notification of Availability & Public
ST'chIANmN Information Mtg. hereto attached as a part hereof was cut from the columns of the

O%A#s%%yxﬁ%%m St. Cloud Times, and was printed and published therein in the English language,
PA%E%%‘;’E“E%}\, \‘ that it was so published on: Sunday, May 18, 2014. The following is a printed

A;g_&ggl eI copy of the lower case alphabet from 'a' to 'z', both inclusive, and is hereby
wlt?wmng:!eza! High- acknowledged as being the size and kind of type used in the composition and

ay Administration, Mir | - publication of said notice, to-wit:

1
pose of the TIP docu abcdefghijkimnopgrstuvwxyz

plgp.&sgi;ga%;ng Tee | ela Amundson
iy,
e St. Glou S " ‘
Planning Area in the Subscribed and sworn to before me 1 I q Z OJ L{ .
-

coming fiscal years.
e full gralt T!Fvwill be
available, pending ap-
oval, for review be- /
22692%1“'_“){;6";'6;‘ Notary Public, Minnesota

i]unie 2?653%10% ;trs ok My commission expires January 31, 2016.
Wi H
Smc"f:’: 1040 County Rd.

Torg: Great River e Rate Information

1. Lowest classified rate paid by commercial users for comparable space: 0.99 / 1.31 daily/Sunday per agate line

scheduled for Thurs 2. Maximum rate allowed by law for the above matter: 0.99 / 1.31 daily/Sunday per agate line
dndvé May 22&! 2014 at
P=a i E!" 1‘18,191‘3‘3“19% 3. Rate actually charged for 6pt line: 0.99 / 1.31 daily/Sunday
Ave. N, Waite Park, MN.
raft TIP document will 4, Rate actually charged for bold inch: 17.85/ 22.05 dai!y/Sunday

ill be an opg?g:sﬂeﬂvmfg' 5. The rates above will carry a 10% surcharge for Thanksgiving and Christmas Day.

320-252-7568 to re-
uest special accommo-
tions to participate in
this meeting.
Submit comments on
the draft TIP by Tues-
day, June 24, 2014 to

EMILY A. BRISTOW §
5 NOTARY PURLIC - MINNESOTA ¢
My Comm. Exp. Jan. 81, 2018 §

FAX: 320-252-
557, EMAIL: stenson@

‘ iﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ& 2014 l




APPENDIX C

Process and Criteria for Prioritizing APO TIP Projects

The following documents are process and programming worksheets used during project solicitation years
(every other year). This year’'s TIP cycle (2014) was a project solicitation year. The material from the 2013-
2014 TIP project solicitation process is included as a reference.

Sainl Clowd

rganization

1040 County Road 4, St. Cloud, \l\ 56303-0643

(320) 252-7568 « (320) 252-6557 (FAX) » E-mail: admin@stcloudapo.org » www.stcloudapo.org
MEMORANDUM
TO: St. Cloud Area Transportation Stakeholders
FROM: Angie Stenson, Senior Transportation Planner
RE: St. Cloud Metropolitan Area FY 2015-2019 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) Solicitation and TIP Development Schedule
DATE: November 15, 2013

The St. Cloud APO is zoliciting for FY 2018 and FY 2019 candidate federal projects for the five
year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Federal transportation funding of $1.85
million per year ($3.7 million combined for FY 2018 & 2019) is available for eligible local projects.
Project categories being considered for this solicitation include: Urban and Rural Road, Urban
and Rural Bridge, Transit Capital, Preservation, Right-of-Way, and Project Development Studies.

Eligible projects will be prioritized at the February APO TAC, Executive Board, and Policy Board
meetings. Prioritized projects will be recommended to the Central Minnesota Area
Transportation Partnership (ATP) for inclusion in the Area Transportation Program (ATIP). The
ATIP is a prioritized list of projects from a twelve county area of Central Minnesota that the ATP
recommends for inclusion in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Once a
project is in the STIP, it becomes eligible for federal transportation funding. Please review the
TIP project solicitation and development schedule on the following page for the application
deadline and meeting dates.

Project eligibility requirements and resources were discussed at the November 6th, 2013 Technical
Advisory Committee meeting. These resources are included in the application packet
attachments. The attachment titled “FY 2018 & 2019 APO & District 3 ATP Federal Road/Bridge
Funding Eligibility Criteria” identifies all the qualifying criteria for a project to be considered
eligible for this project solicitation. Projects must completely address all gualifying
criteria prior to the January 7. 2014 deadline ito be considered for funding. _A
resolution from the implementing agency regarding assurance of local match must be
submitted with the application by the application deadline.

The 2035 Transportation Plan map and the roadway functional class map are attached for
reference. Expansion projects must be identified on the fiscally constrained 2035
Transportation Map to be eligible for consideration by the APO. Likewise, the minimum
functional classification, as identified on the Funding Eligibility Criteria list, must be met for a
preservation praject to be considered by the APO. The St. Cloud APO Federal Cost Increase
Policy iz also included. This policy identifies restrictions for repeat project applications
requesting additional federal transportation funding through the APO’s process. Additional
procedures are identified in the application packet attachments. All applicants must ensure that
their project meets the qualifying criteria and address any special criteria to complete the
appropriate application materials pertaining to the proposed project.

C-1
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TIP Development Schedule

DATE

ACTION

November 18, 2013

Federal-aid project solicitation packets emailed to agencies/jurisdictions within APO
Planning Area.

January 7, 2014

Deadline for submittal of FY 2018-2019 project applications to APO Office.
Deadline to submit resolution of local match support for applicant projects.
Failure to submut local maich resolution by 4:30 pm on January 7, 2014 will result in
project inehigibility and project will not be constdered for APO project list.

January 8, 2014

APO TAC Meeting held to discuss status of FY 2014-2017 programmed projects and
preliminary review of FY 2018-2019 project applications.

January 9, 2014

Preliminary review of project applications by APO Executive Board.

January 16, 2014

Preliminary review of project application submittals by Central MN ATP.

February 6, 2014

APO TAC Meeting: Recommend draft APO project prioritization to APO
Executive Board, including review and comment on proposed MnDOT projects.

February 13, 2014

APO Executive Board Meeting: Recommend draft APO prioritized project list to
APO Policy Poard, including review and comment on proposed MnDOT
projects.

Mid-February, 2014

Public meeting notice published for draft APO project pricritization and MnDOT
proposed projects.

February 27, 2014

APO Policy Board holds public meeting on drafi APO progject
prioritization and MnDOT proposed projects to all interested stakeholders and
approves programming of new projects.

March 5, 2014

ATIP Development Committee merges regional priorities and develops draft ATIF.

April 3, 2014

Central Minnesota ATP reviews, modifies, and approves draft ATIP.

Mid-April, 2014

Draft St. Cloud Metropolitan Area TIP document distributed to MnDOT and MPCA for
review and comment.

Mid-May, 2014

Notice of TIP document public information meeting and 30-day comment period.

May 22, 2014

APO Policy Board holds public meeting on draft TIP document. TIP document
is approved, subject to minor technical corrections.

August 14, 2014

APO Executive Board approves final TIP document.

Mid-August, 2014

Final review of TIP with MnDOT via Self-Certification Checklist.

Late-August, 2014

APO distributes final TIP document to MnDOT for inclusion in STIP.

September, 2014

MnDOT approves draft STIP and submits to FHWA,

November, 2014

FHWA approves STIP.

Completed project nomination forms are to be submitted no later than Tuesday, January 7,

2014. Applications received after this deadline will not be considered for funding. Flease
contact me at 320-252-7568 or stenson@stcloudapo.org if you have any questions regarding

this solicitation or the enclosed forms.
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List of Attachments
Attachments in bold must be completed for each application submittal.

Attachment A

Map of 5t. Cloud APO TIP Solicitation Area

Attachment B

APOFY 20 16 & 2017 Federal Transportation Checklist
**Please ensure this checklist is submitted with application
materials**

Attachment C

Local Match Resolution

Attachment D

Multi-Jurisdictional Project Support Resolution

Attachment B Public Participation Policy for TIP Project Submittals
Attachment F Public Participation Certification Resolution (if applicable)
Attachment G Federal Cost Increase Policy

Attachment H Digtrict 3 ATP Management of Federal Projects Policy

Attachment I Local Surface Transportation Program Funding Application

Guidance

Attachment J

Local Surface Transportation Program Application

Attachment K St. Cloud APO Federal Project Evaluation Worksheet (Provided for
reference onlv. APO staff will score applications)

Attachment 1. St. Cloud APO TSM Location Rankings & Project Initiation
Information

Attachment M Right-of-Way & Project Development Application Rules

Attachment N Map of St. Cloud Metro Area 2035 Plan financially congtrained
projects. Fiscally Constrained Roadway Plan Project Table from 2035
Plan. (Projects eligible for consideration of “expansion” funding.)

Attachment O Functional Classification Reference Map from 2035 Plan
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FY 2018-2019 APO & District 3 ATP Federal Road/Bridge Funding Eligibility Criteria.

Projects must completely address all qualifying criteria prior to the January 7, 2014 deadline to be considered for funding.

Minimum ADT

Project meets minimum ADT requirements.
(2,000 existing urban, 3,000 non-existing urban)
(200 existing rural, 400 non-existing rural)

Minimum Functional Classification

Project is identified on the Mn/DOT Functional Classification Map and has the
minimum functional classification.

(urban projects: collector or above)

(rural projects: major collector or above)

Permanent Improvement
Project is a permanent improvement.

Minimum Federal Funds Requested
The minimum $200,000 federal funding amount is being requested.

(Minimum $50,000 for right-of-way or project development studies)

Capital Improvement Program
The project is included in an adopted City ar County Capital Improvement Program.

Consistency with APO Transportation Plan & submitting jurisdiction
Comprehensive/Transportation Plan

The project is consistent with the APO 2035 financially constrained Transportation Plan
& local Comprehensive or Transportation Plan.

Assured Coordination with all Jurisdictions
A letter or resolution of support for the project has been obtained from other roadway
jurisdictions directly impacted by the project (sample resolution attached).

Assured Local Match by Applicant
A resolution from the implementing agency has been approved assuring that the necessary

local matching funds will be provided for the project (sample resolution attached).

Movement of People and Goods
The project provides for or improves the movement of people and goods.

20-Year ADT
St. Cloud APO 20 year forecasted ADT has been used in the ATP funding application.

Project Cost Breakdown
Federal, local and total construction costs are itemized in the project description text.

Project Location Map
A project location map has been prepared.

Public Involvement

A resolution has been adopted by the implementing agency documenting that a specific
public meeting has been held for the project or plan that includes the project

(optional — sample resolution attached)



i o ST.CLOUDAPO
FEDERAL PROJECT EVALUATION WORKSHEET

OVERALL RANKING

Agency Name: Project (Work) Type:
Route No.: &/or Street Name:

Beginning Ending

Termini: Termini:

Project Evaluation Considerations

Comments

Rank - (H)igh
(M)edium (L)ow

A) Accessibility and Mobility - Explain how the project increases
the accessibility and mobility options for people and freight.
APQ 2035 “No Build” Forecast L.O.S. E/F OR > 10,000 2035 ADT High

AFPQ 2035 “No Build' Forecast L.O.5. C/D OR 5000 to 10,000 2035 ADT Medium
APQ 2035 “No Build" Forecast L.O.S. A/B OR < 5000 2035 ADT Low

B) System Connectivity - Explain how the project enhances the
integration and connectivity of the transportation system for people
and freight.

Improves a Frincipal Arterial, Minor Arterial or Increases Structural
Capacity toa 10 Ton Route: High

Improves an Urban Collector: Medium

Improves a Rural Major Collector. Low

C) Multimodal - Explain how the project promotes walking,
bicycling, transit and other modes as an integral component of the
transportation system.

Sidewalk and Designated Bikeway/Wide Shoulder: High
Sidewalk or Designated Bikeway/Wide Shoulder. Medium

No Multi-Modal Accommodations. Low

D) System Condition - Explain the current system conditions and
how this project will preserve or enhance the transportation
infrastructure and/or operations.

20+ Year Old Pavement or Structurally Deficient Bridge: High

10-19 Year Old FPavement. Medium
< 10 Year Ofd Pavement: Low

E) Safety - Explain how the project or elements of the project may
improve safety.

Addresses APO TSM Crash Locatfon or MnDOT
Recommended RR Crossing Safety Improvement. High
Addresses Other Documented Crash/Safety Location: Low

F) Economic Vitality - Explain how the project supports the
economic development and job retention/creation goals in the
community and region.

Improves Commercial/industrial Access and Promotes Economic
Development Plans and Recruitment Efforts. High

Does not Directly tie to Improved Commercial/industrial Access or
Economic Development Plans or Recruitment Efforts: Low

G) Equity — Explain how APO provision of federal funding for the
project will contribute to regional funding equity.

Jurisdiction is Below Equity Compared to % of VMT: High
Jurisdiction is At or Near Equity Compared to % of VMT: Medium
Jurisdiction is Above Equity Compared to % of VMT: Low

H) Project Deliverability — Identify the required federal NEPA
document and discuss issues that may delay project deliverability
(i.e. community concerns, funding, ROW, historical/cultural issues).

No Known Controversy or Issues: High
Limited Potential for Controversy or Issues: Medium
Significant Potential for Controversy of Issues. Low




APO TAC Project Funding Recommendation February 21, 2014

St. Cloud Area Planning Organization
FY 2018 & 2019 Federal Formula Project Requests®

Project Information

(Sponsoring Submitted

Agency') Federal Submitted Total
Project Jurisdiction Project Type Short Title Description APO TAC Recommendation Request Local Match |Project Cost
Road & Bridge (Expansion) - APO 2035 Plan Investment Target ($1,060,000)

Expansion of two-lane undivided roadway
33rd 5t. S: Southway Dr. to Cooper to a four-lane divided roadway with
Ave. City of St. Cloud Roadway Expansion sidewalk and trail amenities. $1,300,000 38% $1,900,000 $1,500,000 $3,400,000

i consideration of Total Road/Bridge Expansion
re) = $1,125.000 - $1,290,000 Requests $1,300,000 $1,900,000 | $1,500,000 | $3,400,000

APO 2035 Plan Investment Target ($1,900,000)

Reconstruct Benton Dr. from 2nd Ave S to

TH 10, roadway, sidewalk, drainage, and
Benton Dr.: Second Ave. Sto TH 10 |City of Sauk Rapids |Roadway Reconstruction lighting. $1,785,000 $1,785,000 $3,570,000
County Rd 135 (2nd Ave S): CSAH
137/7th St. S to CSAH 75/Division Roadway Reclamation, County Road 135 Resurfacing from CSAH
St Stearns County Reconditioning & Resurfacing [137 to CSAH 75 $400,000 $100,000 $500,000
CSAH 75: Old Collegeville Rd to Roadway Reclamation, CSAH 75 Resurfacing from Old
CSAH 81 Stearns County Reconditioning & Resurfacing |Collegeville Road to CSAH 81 $1,260,000 80% $1,260,000 $315,000 $1,575,000
CSAH 29/1st St.; CSAH 33 Intersection Operation CSAH 29/CSAH 33 Intersection
intersection Benton County Improvement operational improvements $400,000 80% $400,000 $100,000 $500,000

Mill and resurface roadway surface and

Roadway Reclamation, reconstruct pedestrian ramps as required

9th Ave S 4th St. Sto 22nd St. S |City of St. Cloud Reconditioning & Resurfacing [for current ADA compliance. $1,120,000 $280,000 $1,400,000

Total Safety/Preservation
Requests $1,660,000 $4,965,000 $2,580,000 | $6,145,000

Two Class 500 CNG Bus
Replacements

Replace two class 500 paratransit vehicles $160,000 45% $286,400 $71,600 $358,000

Total Multi-Modal Requests $160,000 $286,400 $71,600 $358,000
Federal Local Total
Total of All Requests $3,120,000 $7,151,400 $4,151,600 | $9,903,000

APO Federal Funding Target
(FY 2018 & 2019) $3,120,000

*Projects listed in the order received and not in prioritized order.



APO Policy Board Federal Funding Approval February 27, 2014

St. Cloud Area Planning Organization

FY 2018 & 2019 Federal Formula Fund Projects

Project Information

(Sponsoring Federal Funding
Agency) Approved by APO Total Proposed
Project Jurisdiction Project Type Short Title Deseription Policy Board Praject Cost| Fiseal Year
Expansion of two-lane undivided roadway
33rd St. 8: Southway Dr. to Cooper to a four-lane divided roadway with
Ave. City of 5t. Cloud Roadway Expansion sidewalk and trail amenities. $1,300,000 $3,400,000 2019
CSAH 75: Old Collegeville Rd to Roadway Reclamation, CBAH 75 Resurfacing from Old
CSAH 81 Stearns County Reconditioning & Resurfacing |Collegeville Road to CSAH 81 $1,260,000 %1,575,000 2018/2019
CSAH 29/1st 5t.: CSAH 33 Intersection Operation CSAH 29/CSAH 33 Intersection
intersection Benton County Improvement operational improvements $400,000 $500,000 2018
Two Class 500 CNG Bus St. Cloud Metro
Replacements Bus Bus Replacement Replace two class 500 paratransit vehicles $160,000 $358,000 2019
APO Federal Funding Target
(FY 2018 & 2019) $3,120,000
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APPENDIX D
Central Minnesota ATP Operations & Policy Manual

Minnesota Department of Transportation
Disirict 3 - Planning

7694 Industrial Park Road Office Tel: (218) 828-5779

Baxter, MN 56425 Fax: (218) B28-5815
Memo
TO: Robert Hofstad
Office of| ap-wl Programs and Performance Measures
FROM: Steve Vo &&
District Plarihing Director
DATE: April 12, o
SUBJECT: ATP-3 Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP) Amendment and

Administrative Modification Policy

On April 8, 2010, ATP-3 took action to approve a policy that provides guidance on when formal action is
required to amend its four-year Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIF) and when sueh action
is not warranted. The approved policy took into account the guidance developed by Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA}, and the MnIDDr Urfne quapltal Programs
and Performance Measures (OCPPM) for pi and ions to the
State Transportation Improvement ngram fSTIPJ

ATP-3's policy builds upon its past practices for managing state and local projects in the ATIP, as putlined

in the ATP-3 Gperations and Policy Manual. ATP-3 made an effort to better translate its current ATIP

1t policies into an ATIP policy that is more closely aligned with the

and guidance by OCPPM In consultation with

FHWA and FTA. The result is a policy that better clarifies ATP-3's ATIP amendment requirements, serves

to streamline the ATIP amendment decisian-making process, and minimizes potential delays to projects
that would otherwise require formal action by ATP-3.

The following is ATP-3's official approved guidance for ring ATIP d and
maodifications. ATP-3 will be incorporating this guidance inta future updates of the ATP-3 Operotions ond
Policy Manual.

\TP Action equired:

1. The total cost of a project increases to warrant an amendment under OCPPM's guidance. The
increase is not caused by a scope change. The lead agency agrees to fund the difference in project
cost. Fiscal constraint of the ATIP s maintained. For state projects, Mn/DOT District 3 may approve
cost and scope changes 5o long as local federal projects are not adversely affected.

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Robert Hofstad, Office of Capita! Programs and Performance Measures

Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP) Amendment and Modification Palicy
April 12, 2010

Page 3

3. ATP-3 experiences an increase or reduction in its federal funding target that cannot be addressed as
part of its normal ATIP update process. ATP-3 isasked to manage the increase or reduction in federal
funding to ensure fiscal constraint of the ATIP is maintained. The changes required to the program
are complicated and do not otherwise neatly conform to ATP-3's existing policy on managing
increases and reductions in federal funding. ATP-3 meets to consider these requests and takes action
as it deems appropriate.

4. Any i itating an that is not already covered by this pelicy.
Mn/DOT District 3 staff will pravide regular updates to ATP-3 regarding changes to the ATIP and will keep
members posted of actions that may require an or modification of the STIP,
ATP-3 reserves the right to act independently from these policies at its discretion

Please call if you wish to discuss or have questions relating this policy.
min

-~} ATP-3 Membership
Robert Busch — Mn/DOT District 3, Baxter
Shawn Chambers — Mn/DOT Mail Stop 440
Kelvin Howleson — Mn/DOT District 3, Baxter
Abigail McKenzie - Mn/DOT Mail Stop 440
Susan Moe — FHWA St. Paul Division
Jim Povich — Mn/DOT District 3, 5t. Cloud
Mary Safgren ~ Mn/DOT District 3, Baxter
Susan Siemers ~ Mn/DOT District 3, 5t. Cloud
Marisol Simon, FTA Region V
Derrell Turner, FHWA St. Paul Division

An Equal Opportunity Employer
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Robert Hofstad, Office of Capital Programs and Performance Measures

Area e ion Imp Program (ATIP) and ifi Palicy
April 12,2010
Page2

2. There is a minor change in the scope of a project whereby the changes to the praject scope remain
consistent with the original intent of the programmed project. The lead agency agrees to fund the
difference in project cost. Fiscal constraint of the ATIP is maintained.

3. The scope of a local project is changed to warrant an amendment under OCPPM's guidance. The
propased scope is significantly different from the original programmed project. The region (e.g., RDC
or MPO) originally responsible for ranking the project agrees with the change. Fiscal constraint of the
ATIP is maintained.

s

The scope of a project is changed that also affects the overall total cost of the project. Both of these
changes meet the amendment requirements under OCPPM's guidance. The regian (e.g., RDC or
MPO} originally responsible for ranking the project agrees with the changes. The lead agency agrees
to fund the difference in project cost. Fiscal constraint of the ATIP is maintained.

5. Advancements and deferrals of local projects recommended by the District 3 State Aid Engineer
necessary to maintain fiscal constraint of the local federal aid program in the first year of the ATIP,

.,

Advancements, deferrals, and additions of state trunk highway projects recommended by Mn/DOT
District 3 to maintain fiscal constraint of the state trunk highway construction program in the first
year of the ATIP.

A new project is being recommended for inclusion in the STIP, whereby the funding source(s) for this
project do not involve the use of the federal formula funds targeted to ATP-3. These projects may
include federal high priority, appropriations, and earmark projects determined by Congress and the
President; FTA Section 5309 transit capital projects; Public Lands; Forest Highways, Scenic Byways,
and various state funded projects determined by the State Legislature and Governor.

-

A new project is being recommended for inclusion in the STIP, whereby ATP-3 is not granted the
oppartunity to participate in the project solicitation and selection process. These type of projects
include those fisted in item 3 but may also include any federal or state funded projects where
Mn/DOT is chiefly responsible for project selection, Recent examples include projects funded by the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, Minnesota Chapter 152, Certain Allocated Funds, Safe
Routes ta School, Highway Safety Improvement Program, etc.

A { uired:

1. The scope of a local project is changed to warrant an amendment under OCPPM's guidance. The
change in scope is significantly different from the original programmed project. The lead agency is
not seeking additional federal funding. The region (e.g., RDC or MPO) responsible for originally
ranking the project does not agree with the scope change. The lead agency is appealing the region’s
decision. ATP-3 meets to consider the request and takes action as it deems appropriate.

2. The total cost of a project increases to warrant an amendment under OCPPM's guidance. The change
in total project cost may affect either the original programmed project or is caused by a scope change
to this project. The lead agency is seeking additional federal formula funding from ATP-3 to cover the
difference. ATP-3 meets ta consider the request and, if approval is granted, ensures fiscal constraint
of the ATIP Is maintained.

An Equal Opportunity Emplayer
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CENTRAL MINNESOTA
AREA TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP

OPERATIONS AND POLICY MANUAL

Adopted
June 20, 1996

Revised
October 20, 1999
November 2, 2001
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1. INTRODUCTION
A, PURFOSE

his Opeations. and Policy Mawaal v prepared and adopted by the Central
I Area T b (P ipl. The
Pamership with an overall framewark ta develop the Area Transpor
Improvernent Program (ATI®).  The ATIP is an iniegrated st of transporsation
pricrities that the Parmership recommends for melwion in the Stae Transporation
Improvernent Program (ST} The manual offers guidance for managing the
Partnership's operations. It also contains guidance for administering the projects in
the ATIP after they have been included in the STIP and awhorized for
implementation.

The objectives of this manual ae (o

1. Paovide i ding Mo/ DOT's i

2, P, rales, and. thilities of the P

3 umiform p for the solicitatiom, ranking, uml selection of
projects seeking federal funds

4. Set framewark for the equitable distribution of federal funds for local projects

5

. P(cmck g\ndanl:e for integrating modal and regional mpmum priorities
pragedhaes for F—— 1 in the ATTF

The appendicas of this mamal provide the Pamesship with supplementary
information 1o suppen its operations. Appendix 1 includes the project nomination
forms and evaluation criteria that will be used in the project selection process.
Appendix 2 contains the Cwidoce for Development qf.ﬂdbvemm: A‘sa?ﬂutde
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP G ing of inf

about the Transpomation Equity Act for the 21st Centary  (TEA-21), the statewide
investment process, the STIP development schedule, and STIP management. The
STP fanding pidance is also included in this appendic and provides an updated
eatimate of available federal and siade fands for which fo develop the Padnesship’s
ATIP, Appendices 3-7 are reserved for storing relevant materials associsted with the
Parmership™s process: mesting mimtes, cument ATI®, Fmancial analyses, the
MoDOT Diswict 3 Work PlanProject Studies Plan, and the Minnesota
Transportation Revolving Loan Fund.

While the manual attenpts 1o sandudize may ecuning activities by establi
speaific. policies and procedunes, there winy be mstanses where the Partnerzhip
act ind from the g ihed hersin  Tn these cases, the
Parnership must operate in a manner consistent with the itent of the policies
comaimed in this mamal and those contained in the Siate’s STIF guidance.

ng
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B, BACKGROUMND

L

T

State Transportation Improvement Program and TEA-21

The passage of TEA2ZL in 1998, baill upen its predecessor the Tndermodal
Surface Tnuu sportation Efficiency  Act, which aeatsd a pew focus foo
T the Nation. Hoth acts requirald sach
state to produce a STIP®. The STIF i3 a comprehensive three-year schedule of
planned wanspertation projects cligible for federal tanspertation aid. The STLIP is
Bacally constrained according fo the fanding that the Parmership can reasonably
expect o be available for the life of the document.

The STIP must include capital and most non-capital wansportation projects
propased for fanding under Tile 23 (Highuay) and Tile 49 (Transit) of the 1.5
Cods. The STTP must also contain all regionally

projects requiring an action by the Federal Highway Administtion (FHWA) and
the Federal Transit Administeation (FTA). For imformation] purposes, the $T79
should mclude all regionally significant projects propesed to be funded with other
federal and/or non-federal fands despite jurisdictional sponsor or mede.

T]’."A-&I n:quins states aml 1} areas ta public 1
plans and Since many
decmun: Jmludnd in llw S'ITP have potentially far-reaching ei’ﬂeﬂs, TEA-21

sexquites plning prosesses to consides such faotors as Tl use and the ovecall

social, energy, and envi 1 sffects of ion decisions.
Singe thess planning activities provide iput into the programming process, there
st also be E ities for pubslic in the D of
the STLP.

. Area Transportation Partnerships
Mi has llished a d i pracess relying upon the

ingat and dations of eight Area P hips (ATPs)
thwoughout the state. The primary 1ole of the various ATPs is 1o bring togsther
the tnsportation recommendations of the Regional Tevelopment Commissions
(RN, Titan Flanming O MPOY), MTOT, and othes
interests requesting federal wansportation funding inte an integrated list of
transpartation investments or draft ATIP.

ATPs prepare their deall ATPs annually, The ATPs cover a minimmm three
year time frama, ATPs should respect the transportation priorities of the RICs,
MPOs, and the Mo/TOFT Dhistricts in developing their ATIPs. ATPs can elect to
eatablish criteria to help in project selection. They can alse develop policies and
procedures 1o manage their mdividual programs and activities. Omee the ATPs
develop their draft ATI's, they recommend that the decurnent be inchaded in the
STIP.

AP Opreaticea i ~Bew. LOL20GD & 1020001




3. ATP, RDL, and MEFO Boundaries

ATP boundades generally follow MoDOT State Aid District boundardes. The
peographic area represented by the Central Minnesota ATE encompasses a 12-
county area. The counties included in this area are as follows: Benton, Cass,
Crow Wing, Lsanti, Eanabec, Mille Lacs, Mormison, Sherbume, Steamns, Todd,
Wadena, and Wrght  Aitkin County, which is part of the MDOT Distret 3
Stats Aid arsa, was exdendsd an appartunity ta join the Distict 3 AT but chass
to align itself with its respective RDC area. Therefore, Aitkin County is now part
af the District 1 ATF. Figure I1 is 2 map illustrating the eight ATF boundaries.

Area
Transportation
Partnerships

%] os

o [k

=
5
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. CENTRALDMINNESOTA AREA TRANSPORTATION PARTNERSHIP
A, GENERAL

Sound planming and public invalvement pravide the hags for good trnsportation dessions.
Planning pracessss muost appropriately involve spscial interests, citizens, non-traditional
partners, profassionals, and regional and local povernmuents. The products decved fror
these processes becorne the foundation for project selection. A proup that respects these
processss can bast acsomplish priodty setting, involving tradeoffs betwsen compsting
needs within an ATEs prgrarruing ared.

B. MEMBERSHIF

The Partnership™s sucsessiil aperation rests with its membership. Pérsons serving an the
Partnership roust possess troad, multi-modal, and oooltijursdictional pempectives and
senativities regarding transportation 1ssues. They should also be closely nvelved in the
abovs deseribad planning A ta the SIF Guidancs, the B hip st
include representation from Mn/DOT District 3, the 8t Clond AFD, and the area’s BDCs
at a minimurm.

In rasponss t the basic eriteda abave, the P ip was sstablished
comsisting of 18 vating and six non-voting members. Tabls IL1 reports the fimetional
group reprasintatives comprising the Partnership’s memberstdp.  Functional groups ars

pangbls for ing their appoi and appainting alternate members o attend
mestings in the absenee of regular voling membars. Tabls IL2 on the folliwing pags lists
the current voling and non-voting merbership. Section ILC. contains spaefic guidanes m

harvp appointroents are made,

TableI11
FARTNERSHIF MEMBER SHIF

Vating Membeers
Reprecenting No. Representing No.
MUDOT District 3 Saff (ATP Facllitater) | 3
RDAC 5 St 1
1
1

Non-Vating Mem bers

MTOT Distriet3
D05
EDLTE

.F:)Tmﬂ EDCTW

KD 7E St
Tribal Hatien dvizer
gt Clewd AR

County Engineer (Heorth Hal of District 3
County Engineer {South Half of District 3)
ity Engineer {Merth Half of District 3)
ity Engineer {South Half of District 3)
Leach Lake Band

ille Lacs Band

Fural Transit

4t Clowd MTC

TOTAL

[ O R S S O ET T R e

Blee e

TOTAL 4
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The area served by the Partnership has twa active BDCs and ime desipnated
MED. They indlude the Region 5 Development Corooission, the Bast Central
Rapional Development Coroission {Region 7B), and the St Clond Area
Planning Crganization The Fartrership’s programming area alsa includes farmer
Eegion 7W. That region has organized a special transportation advisory
corurnittes and sepamte palicy boamd to assune programraing respansibilitiss,
The authonty for this opamzation was made posable through 4 Joint Poveers
Apmerent mutially scscutsd by Benton, Sherbume, Stearns, and Wright
Counties. Figure L2 depicts the BDC and MPO boundaries

RDCs

Regional Development
Commission

{Inactive or Dissolved)

RDCs
Regional Development
Commission

MPOs
Metropolitan
Planning Organization
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Table11.2

District 3 ATF Membership List

VUOTIN G MEMBERS

NAMETITLE
St Backowan, Momsin Comey B

Diow Eoeie, Cow Vg Courey Erganeer

FPHOME
(320 832010 Fax i20) Giadsi0

(2U) 541110 Fax (U E) B2l

REPRESENTING

i3

Conory Brpre ses o, Half afistece 3

“Toen Cralear, Teret Flaoows SCkiod hIC (320) 250-Lagh W 320) 2513080 S Clond M
aen Desvgecy, O € oot oo E (208) E26 T W (1) B29Ta3E RS
Jawquehion Forcer, Chomgodmct Co Traar

: (7R S8 Fax (%) 6398134 | Hoocsd rmcat
Tactard Heva, bt Conoty Ergrese (7A) SE Lo e (Y] 302 | RDOLTE

Xt Rowasoo, Datent 3 State 403 Erggemste

QLTI TS Rax (L) 1E2U0

MO T Datent

S phacs Kixawwy, Bl Rrvee biagoe (73] 44180 Fax Retgpo TR, Sewcburon oty Cans
Eob Koz, Bacten Coucty Bogaonar (420) 562 5051 Fax (00) $6E5331 Concdy Ergarees, Souh Half
‘e Ly, 3¢ Ciotrd Cy Coumvl (320] 2400000 Fax L Chod A

‘Melao asoc, Cambeity: Top. Clrkc (7] S5 2 Fax RDETE

ot Mareds, 5t Clourd APQ T, Placcer (320)252. 7548 Fax 120] 2528557 | S Chnd AP

st bt Wit ooty & Faxgi) iaTsis | Fommelemn TH Wag Coxty
it Mo, Phaccee (320) S92 TEFaxiae] 241 | Mk Laes Baod
Jxn Fownch, 119 5B Flncuy & Peogracnciore (320 S54- 5190 Fa (320) 2553257 MaDOT Dt 3

et Vangrae, 101, T Dovectoe Temal oy

e (20F) 35000 Fax(uE) HsRop | Leew Lk Band
e Weaty, boct e lio Cy Engomer (TR 27T R () 2a4ace | Caty Brgareers oot Halfof Inzact 3
mﬁmm&mmay (320) 2264300 Fax (220] 2594301 Caty Ergarmers ot Halfof Inzact 3

NON-VOTING MEMEBERS

NAMETITLE FHONE REFRESENTING

ob Ballecessle, Tracegortation Faocer (320) ST 4063 Fax (20) 6704120 | RDCTE
s B, T i ) (IS Rl Sz | RDCS
g fobcene, KA Baadp () T5L200 Fax(2E) TslssaT | Aoy St

‘e st e, Tt Tpestog, € rgessscnan
M;ﬁx b

(74 85k L0 Fax

Mary Tufyren, TrcgportiionPhocae (20%)525 254 Fax QUE) SEAL0S | MaDT Daoetd
e v, Tarar Flaooe (201200 6LTR2E 20 2524257 | M Dameeed
v Vaas, Dot Plrcece (28525 24M Fax @8] §280008 | M Dozt d

2 CoonrR) Mxeeson A F g B000a acrd Paly Manm)- Jev, L L200L d LLIRA200L



C.

F.

TERMS/APPOINTMENTS

There are no prascribed tarms or limits on service length far Parmership members
However, fanctional groups sust teview their memhership at least svery taro years
from the time of app or teapy 1o the hip. Omee apy

members contime fo serve a the Partnership until such time that the funetional

group appointing the member selects a new appointment.

Individuals may resign their ip on the P members
should congact their respective functional group as early as possible 10 nuhfy them of
their decision so a new appointment can be made. Similarly, if a member becomes
tempararily incapacitated or is unable to attend a meeting for any reason, they should

contact their fnctional group s an alte ppaintment iy be assigned

Bach region is tesponsitle for appointing two voling members 1o serve on the
Partnership. At least one of these members must be an elected official. Further, each
regicn is authorized one non-voting member who shall be an employes of an active
RDC ar MPO from within the region unless an employes from one of thess agencies
has alrendy heen appointed 10 serve as a voring mermber on the Parmershi

At aegion

wo county

The Ddstrict 3 County Engi " Uroup is for
engineers 1o serve on the Pmslup one ‘D up'uenl the nnlIl\ half amd the other 10
represent the south half of the P '8 area.  Simdlarly, the

MnDOT District 3 Ciry Es ' Group is ible for infing twa city
enginesrs to serve on the Partnership 10 represent cities over 5,000 population: ame 1o
sepesent the nouh half and the oiher to represent the south | :

programing aea Other functional groups, ie, b
1 on the ihip shall have discretion in making their appointments.

The Parmership shall appeint a Chair to preside ever its meetings and to represent the.
body at various functions, A simple majority vote of the voring members present
shall decide the appointment of the Chair. The Chair’s term shall be a period of two
years. The Parmership shall determine selection of the Chair at the final meeting of
the AT development process. The term of service shall cormence at the frst
meeting of the next ATIP development process following selection

The Partnership shall also appoint & Vice Chair to preside over meetings of the
Partnzeship and to represent the body o s funclions i the Clair's absence
Appeintment of the Vice Chair shall be determined in the same manner and during
the same time frame a3 the Chair. The termn of service for this appointment shall be
two years. [t shall commence at the first meeting of the next ATIP developroent
process following selection

At Miuraal - Yew, VAT & AR OL

COMMITTEES

The Partnership may establish various committees to provide suppent in the
execution of its duties. Such committees fypically serve in an advisory capacity io
the Parmership unless oﬂu:rwme noted, and may be formed on a permanent or

parary basis at the P hip's di icn These i may be formed 10
conduct mvenmm.l program reviews, to help in project solicitation and selection, or
o study particular issues and concerns of the Partnership.

beashi ition may vary depending upon the 's e o

functicn Grnrl ally, the Partnesship should select wmmitiee members from ils
voting and nen-voting mernbership. [n selecting appeintments, the Parmership must
exercize good judgment. It must ensure fair and udbq\n!c representation in selecting
the size and make up of each ip should alse be i ma
way that contributes toward the development uE responsible products for the

Pantnership to conside

The ip may external appei o serve on i In
these instances, the Parmership must ensure that prospective appointees adequately
reflect the interests of the groups they are representing, possess expertise m the area
1o be studied by the committes, or offer some special contribution to the commities
which could not have otherwise been obtained from the existing membership on the
Parmership.

These ave two active standing committess to assist the Parnecship. They mclude

1) ATTP Development Committes
2} “Transit Committes

-

. ATIP Development Commiffee

The primary role of the ATIP Development Committes is o merge the local and
state ransportation priorities of the RDCs, APO, and Mo/DOT District 3 into an
inteprated list of projeces called the daft ATIP. The comminee presents s
recommendation to the Partnership as a reconmendation for approval. Tn
addition to developing the deafl ATTP, the committes may adviss the Patnership
on olher mattces selating 1o the development and mansgement of the ATIE,
However, the committee shall not serve a3 a policy maldng body unless the full
Parmership has granted them permission to do 0.

Membership shall consist of the following individuals: Mo/DOT DHstrict 3 State
Aid Enginesr; ane representative from each BDC; one representative from the St
Cloud APO; ome person ing transit; one ive from Mn/DOT
District 3 Planning and Programming, wnl one perion representing the area's
iomal MwDOT Dhistrict 3 staff person meay be assigned to
nd AP plasmes sy also
pamc:pn:, if et already in an ex-officio capacity represented on the regular
mermnbership of this comminee.

Ceential Mireescty ATP Operuions und Poliy Mussal - Frv. 1630/199 & 1102200
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o4

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The rale of the Parmership is multifaceted bt focused primarily on the development
of the diaft ATTP. This chargs involves establishing and maintaining a proces for
img, ol selecting condidate projects for inchision i the deafl ATTP. Tt also
mvolves developing relevant criteria to aid the Patnesship in the scieening amd
selection of projects.

00

Another one of it responsibilities i3 to manage the ATIP following approval of the
STIP. The Partnership accomplishes this through the development and enactment of
various policies and procedures governing such things as changes in project scopes or
cost estimates that may result in revisions or amendments to the STIP.  These
pelicies may also provide guidance to the Pasnership in managing increases o
n faderal or stats funding that have boen tugeted to (he area foe

reduction

imyplementing projects in the AT

Neon-voting menbers play an i rale in assisting the P: Despite not
having exclusive vating privileges, none vmingmembﬁs may attend regular mestings
of the Partnership. Further they may Pmlnpnlﬂ in the activities of, and hald full

ip o, various of At regal tings of the
voting members shall hn ilentilied ||.\|m|r woll call aml their name
et fron the voting meshenship to reflect theis siats

ATTENDANCE

The P. hip strongly d; and icipation at its
meetings. The Chair shall take rall call at the beginning of each meeting. The Chair
shall z]elt the Partnership of members who have two or more absences within aane
weship vy fake approp
imclude vesbal or written nuln

o the functionsl group

Voting members unable 1o atiend a meeting may send an altemate member in their
absence. Alternate members shall be entitled 1o vote. [f netther the designated nor
the alternate mermber can attend the meeting, the other delegate representative for
that functicnal group (if there is more than one) shall not be entitled 10 cast a vote for
the absent member.

AT VILIOL & | 1ARr0

2. Transit Commitiee

The Transit Committes i3 resporaible for soliciting transit vehicle capital requests
within the geographic area served by the Parmership. The commifiee works in
consultation with the Mn/DOT Office of Transit and local transit system
managers 1o identify a list of candidate projects requesting federal ranspartation
funding under the TEA-21 Surface Transpomation Program. Projects 1o be
Fuw:lrd hy the Federal Transit Administration are not required 1o he reviewed by

After iddentifying a list of candidate projects, the commitiee reviews sach request
on the basis of need and develops a rank-crdered listing of projects to submit to
the B, APO, and Ddstrict. In tum, !h:ae ulgumzmnm are l:apmsib!b for

i the iftee"s in mg their itized hiat
of local wansportation projects seeking federal finds for Ilmr Tegions.

Membesship on the Transit Committes shall consist of one representative: from
each rural, small wrban, and whan wansit systern within the Parinership's
prograrrring area. The Mn/DOT District 3 Transit Program Manager shall be
assigned 1o this committes, The Mo/DOT District 3 Transit Program Manager
shall be responsible for facilitating amd presiding over the mestings of the
committee. Each person assigned to serve on the comminee shall be entitled 10
vole.

ATF Cymath Fow. VILAG0L 11002500




LI TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT PROCESS

A, CENERAT,

o i s

The ¥ Tuip ennploys a d lized approach
investrasnl process. Tt doss 50 by sesking the participation of the ares’s two active
BDCs (Region 5 Development Cornrnission and East Ceniral Regional Development
Commission} and eme MPO (St Clond APD). A special wansporiation advisery
commitiee and policy board have been created to assume the roles of these regional
agencies in former Region W owside the St Cloud APO's designated 20-year
metropolitan planning area.

I lization of the Parnershiy
comidersd o Fedderal funds reflec

proces asswes that ojscts
segional tamsportation. priorities,  Regional
agencies paiciating in s process snse the proposed prsjecs heing submitied
adequately address their area’s unique aansportation needs. Since each region has its
own designated palicy board consisting of locally elected officials, there is a greater
sense of political accountability back to the citizenry for the proposed projects. This

sesults in creaned ownership concerming the projects selected in sach ragion

The ¥ hip's ol lized i process effective use af
existing izational theough the mvol of the AP and the aea'’s
tovs RDCa. This avoids unnecessary duplication. lh:ae regienal planming bodies are
logical forams for di marters.  They are funther

poaitioned to evaluate how umnumpun&tmn issues impact the development and
quality of life within their respective regions.

B. REGIONAL FEDERAL FUNDING TARGETS

Reginnal tagets e a flexible, shot-rangs (thiee year) planming (0ol to wsist ATPs
in a level of i Fow msues and
problems within their areas, Targeis provide an estimate 30 the ATPs can develop
their respective ATIFs, They do not provide ATPs amy assurance that they will
receive their anmual target amount of federal fmds. The average annual targets
should be expected to vary throughout the time frame of the STIF and its subsequent
updates.

Fach year, MaDOT Office of Investment Management wdates the STTP funding
igheway and state tronk
wailabde for developing the thies yeu STP. Taget regional
fdees] foneing is an est e federal highway Fund flable to the ATPs
for developing thewr ATIPs. This trget Fanding exclades High Priority Project
(DEMOS), Federal Lands (Forest Highway, Public Lands, and Indian Reservation
Hoads), Scemic Byways, Intelligent Travsponiation System (IT8) funding, and other
discretionary programs.

e containg (he estimated federal aid

aTE - Rew RN & | LIDROM

*s STTP guidunce,

Drefimitions to thess investment priceities, s tadken fom the sta
firllirwr

PRESERVATION: To maintain excisting systerm at a minimurm level that will provide
tor the safe movement Df pcq)]e and feight. A focus 13 on activities that retain or
restare the existing without fing the service life or adding
capacity.  Traditional program categories inchude road repair, resurfacing
reconditioning, and bridge repair.  Transit projects considered under this category

inclade  opewating assistance  [or et bansil  servics,  bus

hus

with same size bus, bus replacement dus

Mo e of

iefuil Tife, andl Facility veporin (garage, teminals, shelters, st )

MANAGEMENT AND OPERATION: To safely and efficiently manage and operate
existing systerns, effectively addressing critical sakety and operations pmgunu
through riner and moderate cosl vl cx ol i program

inchude ight. junbyard

planning, lat areabeautification, saﬁety capadry, saﬂely high hazard, safety rail, and
traffic managemem. Transit activities inclade administration, training, studies, and
planning activities

REPLACEMENT: To enhance i devel by eligible system
pieces or elememis; reduce bamiers such as wclgn restrictions, bettlenscks, and
systern disruptions. Traditional program categories inchade bridge replacement and
reconstraction.  ‘Transit projects under this categery include bus replacement with
larger size bus.

WAN‘Q'ON Tﬂ alhm a competitive arlvaruage for the state by reducing wavel
ik that do not favor drive alone

itional | program . categor
prajects inghade cperating assistnce fon new transit servics, (eel expansions, and
constraction of new facilities (garage terminals, shelters, etc.).

The investment ranges reflected above are based on histarical averages. Actual
lovels of imvestment may vary fom yeardoyea depending o comped
needs, The lip should use thase v

evahiting its investment progracn. They should not bs used in evahinting regional
investment programs and projects which the Parmership does not include in its ATLE,
Further, the investment goals are not intended to restrict or disqualify prejects from
being considered for TEA-21 fands,

The Parmership may elect 1o develop its own investment goals which mare closely
reflect the wanspomation needs of the area.  If the Panmership elects to do so, &t
should derive thess goals from a comprehensive planning process that considers the
36 of TEA-2] mansgsment systsms and is o
imvolvensent

clenieed by substantial public
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m1

m3

.

The target formula is based on a 40/60 percent split between system size and system
usage. Factors measuring system size and system usage are used as prowdes for
sdsting deficiencies ond reflsct fonire usage rather than o backlog of sdsting
m size factors eflect MnDOT s commitment 1o preserving the
sportation system and include the following statewide hridge mea,
federal aid Tame miles, and public tonsporation/buses, The wsage facions caphare the
impact of vehicle use on the system and the comwibution made by users to the
highway tust find. Systern wiage factors imchude the fellowing toial vehicle miles
waveled (VMTY), heavy commercial vehicle miles traveled (HCVMT), and forecasied
population. For a more complete explanation of these factors and the target formvala,
refer to Appendix 2, the STIP Guidance.

il

ate fun

on to sstting the ragional federal funding targsts, MwDOT estimates the
available 1o each ATP programming area  Generally, the same
percentages used in caloulating the regional federal fnding tupets e wsed 1o
determine the amount of state funds to be available to the Mo/DOT Listrict Offices
for exclasive use on the trunk highway system. The ATPs must include the projects
where these fimds are used in their ATIPs. Cmvﬁwly, projects funded with State
Add funds distibuted 1o counties and ias cver 5,000 laticn are mot
requited to be included nothe 8TTF unless these funds are vsed to match fedeal
transpontation fnds

Upen receipt of the regional federal funding iargets, the Parmership develops siate
and local subiargets te provide Mn/Ox2T Drstrict 3 and local govemments with a
place to sont in developing the dmft ATIP. In developing these subtargets, the
Parmership targets 75 percent of its targeted available federal funds for projects on
the mumk highway system. The remaining 25 percent of funds may be used for
locally-sponsored wansporation pm]ects Further, the Parmership allows for a
modest Tevel of over programming of the federal fands fugeted to the area in
preparing the diafl ATTP though there is no pua at it will receive this
additiomal Funding:. These lavels are el in the STTP funding guidance

iee

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT GOALS

‘The sate’s wansportation ivestment process is based on statewide goals and
abjectives. These goals are drawm from statewide planning and policy stadies. From
these plans and studies, a set of principles has been created that are used to sen
mansportation investment pnunt\es for the state. There are four hasr investment
e o poals p and and
expansion. A greates emphasis <howld be phacad o preservation and managerant of
the sxisting tansportation syster, with safety as 2 key criterion in all the calegories

Shown below are priorities to be used in determining an appropriate level of
imwvestment for each category.

Priarity 1 - Preservation Goal: 3040 percent of investment

Priarity 2 - Management and Operations Goal: 5-15 percent of investment
Priority 3 - Replacement Goal: 25-35 percent of investment

Priority 4 - Expansion Goal: 1525 percent of investment

WAL & | I

0. DISTRICT, RDC, AND MPO INVOLVEMENT

ma

1. Distriet

M DOT Dristrict 3 is involved inthe Partnership’s affairs in several ways. Part
of this involvement enfails assuring that a process exists to solicit, select, and
prioritize projects for inclusion in the Parmership's ATIP. In this capacity,
WaTHOT THerict 3 provides staff suppont 1o facilitate the 'P:mnr.mhp (3 au—nvms
Somme af the duties. per formed by safl serving in s capacity mclde (il
anly)

»  Preparing agendas, mailings, and minuates pertaining {0 Parmership meetings

»  Producing and presenting necessary information and materials to assist the
Parmership in conducting their operations

*  Warking with the RDCs, APO, Pannership, and others, to help in candidare
[..u]m ot sulicitation and selection associated with AT development

& pating in anl the Partnesship and theis
cmmmcm’subemmtm m pc:(iomnng their duties

Hot enly does Mw/DHOT District 3 provide support as described abeve, it also has
two voting members on the Pannership. One of these members has been
appointed 1o represent the state trunk highway construction program. The other
persan has been appointed to represent local road and bridge projects eligible for
Siate Aid The lamter persan is the designated Mo/TOT Tharicr 3 Stare Aid
Baginees

Another role of Mn/TXOT District 3 55 to manage the Patnership's ATIP. This
mcludes:  managing revisions fo cost estimates; increases, swpluses, and
reductions in state or federal funding; mmd processing amendments or revisions to
the STIP for both local and state projects. The Paninership has emacted various
policies and procedures 1o assist M/DOT District 3 with these activities. Section
WV outlines some of these policies and provides additional information on the rale
of Mn/DOT District 3 in managing the STIP.

Fimlly, MwDOT Distried 3 i sesponsible for mninfaining, n process for

lidate projects. i federal fands in former Region 7%
Hinco this region has sn insctive RDC, n specis] wamportation advisory
committee and policy board were esiablished to review, rank, and pricritize the
Tegion’s wanspertation projects.  Mn/DOT District 3 stadl provides suppont to
these committees in 3 manner similar to the roles performed by the transponation
plmmng staffs of the regions with active RDCs.  This invalves sendmg ot

ials o solicit fidate projects and assisting parties in the
application process for TEA-21 fimding. It also involves Fan:ﬂ)\‘a.lmg the meetings
of buoth the transportation advisory it and policy
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2. Regional D P

hip's ATTP development process
i al, ic, aned

ihutes 1o enhanced

the 5o

sovironments]l issues facing their regioms. This o
tansportation decisions. They also serve as 2 clearinghouse for delermining
regional transportation pricrifies. They do this by involving counties, cities,
transii, and cther interests in their decision-making processes.  Use of their
advizony i further the P ip’s program

process. These commintess provide a technical resource for regions to help
palicy makers in making sound wansportation decisions. Regional policy makers
consider the recommendations of their advisory committees in approving the

repivmal toansputation pirities

Under am mmm.n with Ma/TIOT, RIS recaive state fanding to develop and
planming work program. As a condition for
receiving llu: ﬁmrlmg, RDCs provide local matching funds and have their work
programs approved by Mo/DOT.  Since the STIP Guidance requires RDC
membership on ATPs, the two RT3Cs in this area have programmed staff tims in
their wark progsa hip. The balance of
their wark | repional transportati
planning and providing assistance 1o local governmental units. Products
from implomenting their werk programs, such a3 nal long-range
uransporiation plans, provide the basis for setfing transporiation pricrities in the
regions.

% politan Planning O

The St Cloud AP is the only designal
progring wea The APO i

ive, and coordinated (3-07) tansg: planming process for the St
Clowd metopolitan aes,  As e desigmated MPO, i must prepme a
‘Transportation Improvement Program (T1P} at least every two years for the
metropolitan area.

Projects in the AFO's politan TIP must be with the products
derived from its planning process. Upon approval by the APO Policy Board and
the Gowvernor of Minnesota, the TIP becames part of the STIP. Therefore, the
APO rrust ensure that the updbste of its TP is comyutible with the development of

Since the Partnership's ATIP pepre: gt ik the STTE,

at the Partnership and APO coordinate their activities

5 the ares

The APO"s planning p: are well i and should be
usefl 1o the l'aﬂmﬂnp in understanding the wanspertation pricnities for the St
Cloud metropolitan area.  The candidate projects identified through the APOs
TIP development process provide inpat into the Partnership’s ATIP development
process. Similar to the two RDCs in the area, the APO is complemented with a

advisory ; This assists the agency in
reviewing various allentives to addess existing and flure temnspes tation needs
R i from this i are then to the APC Policy

Beomrd where official action is taken.
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IV. DEVELOPMENT OF AREA TRANSPORTATION
IMFROVEMENT PROGR AM

A, CANDIDATE PROJECT SOLICITATION

The Pannership's project solicitation process stresses strong regional involvement.
Thc RDCs, APO, and Mo/DOT Dhstrict 3 are responsible for mhl:]tmg eligible
idates projects in thei ragions. Eligible projects incl

B .,-umh, Tifle 23 of the United States Code (0907 (highway) 'T|I'|u49 vsc
(ansit), M TOT Dhistricd 3 is vesponsible o initiating the solicitation process and
cnvsing s comgpletion (via he we of the Pautncrship). Figwe IV.1 depicts the
Partnership’s ATLP development process,

Only projects eligible for federal funding as defined above may be considered in the
Parnership's solicitation process. A 20 percent local match (state or local funds) is
required to leverage federal funding on most eligible projects. A ten percent local
malch & authorized for projects sesking fnding under the TEA-21 Hazad
Elimiration Safety (HES). Mno/DOT permits overmatching of federal funds but
lirnits this type of matching cption to only lecally-sponsored projects.  State projects
requesting federal finds must adhere to the local matching requirement.

All roadway constraction projects muast be on roads functionally classified as minor
collectar ar above in raral and small urban areas. In metropolitan areas, roads must
e classified as collscior or above 10 be eligible. A maximwm of 15 percan of
25,000 Surface Transportation Program (3TP) fuds may e spent on nal mino
collectors. Statewide this amounts 1o a total af £24 ol ol MnTRIT doss net
ot this ammount to exceed $3 million in any given yeor during the life of TEA-21,
ATPs should consider their target funding level amd needs on the remaining federal
aid eligible system before recommending to fund prejects on rural miner collectors.

The Dridge Replacement or Rehabilitation Program (BREF) provides assistance for
any ¢ligible bridge on a public road as long as the length of the bridge is at least 20
feet.  However, the state must spend a minimam of 15 percent, but not more than 35
pescent, of the BRRP funding on projects nol otherwise sligihle for ST fnding, e,
off system bridges. ST9 famdig fox bridge projects may bo wsed on any fodenl
eligible bislge on any public soad and is nol ™ 1

Projects competing for federal HES fimding are not reswicted Gom consideration on
the basis of fimetional classification. The normal federal share for HES projects is S0
percent federal as noted above. Funding may be used for projects on any public road.
Project utilizing HIES funding, which include railroad-kghway grade crossing safery
projects, are required to complete an appropriate analysis 1o prove cost-cffectivensss.
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E. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

TEA21, ke ISTEA before it, emphasizes smong public pmhnp'mﬂn i the
levelop aof pl ul The P 1! i
e fon developing ils ll.li!n ATTP ﬁl'JFTk the spict and il ent ufT'R.'\ 21, The
decision fo dnvolve the RTMCs amd APC in the Partnership's investment decision
mmaking process greatly enhances its ability to ensure carly and contimucus public
involvemnent in developing the drafi ATIP. These agencies pwwdc a wide amay of
programs and services, and are highly 1 into the F s

activities.

In delivering these programs and services, opportanities are provided 1w involve the
public,  As public agencies, the RDCs and APD are sesponsible for making the
P wl services dle to the public.  Additionally, the
organizatiom] stractures of these bodies provide a link to various constil
within the regions they serve. Furthermore, all meetings are open to and accessible
o the public. At these mestings, the public is imvited to provide inpat into the
activities of these agencies. In tum, the regions consider this input in developing
their produsts and delivering services.

tluencies

MoDOT Dhsetricd 3 uses Ilm [mu semses enlak -c]rn! by the RDCs and APO in

g its public p ly cited i Section TLD, it
also facilitates the p:bhc. involvement activities m former Region TW, am area
without 8 fineiening ROC, In addition to these activities, Mn/DOT Dhstrict 3 staff
regularly meets and receives input from the public, local governments, and other
special interests in the development and execution of its runk: highway constraction
program.

The Parinzeship suggests that the RS and AP hald special public informational
meatings prior o project solicitation 1o allow for ealy public mvolvement i the
procass, MnDOT Thsicd 3 would assume this role in foomer Region W The
public meetings e intended (0 provide e sogions with it in wda to identify
candidate projects for the drafl ATIP.  They also educate the public en the
Parmership™s ATIE development process. 1F a region decides to hold one of these
meetings, it should publish a public meeting netice in the efficial newspapers of the

Tegion.

To raise more public the P! hi Mo/DOT District 3, the

RDCH, and APO to send oul peess releases to all of the general circalation
e the i ing, projecd solic al the beginning of the

process, These agencies are 1t maintain conti ‘public invol

ond contact with the media throughowt the ATIE development process,  Mn/DOT
Ceniral Otfice pablishes & notice in the Siate Register 1o provide for public review
and corrnent of the Draft STIP befors the MnDOT Commissioner officially
approves it
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Tramportation Eohancement projects are {ransportation-related activities that are
designed 1o swengthen the cultural, aesthetic, and envirenmental aspects of the
‘wansportation system. This program provides for the implementation of a variety of
projects ranging from ion of historic P facilities, 10 bike and

ian facilities, 1o ing and scenic b i icm, and to the mitigation of
water polhution from highway ranoff. Normally, these projects are funded at 80
percent federal. A 20 percent local financial match is required. However, a soft
match may ales be allowed,  See the STTP Guidance at Appendixz 2 for more

infisnmation on this topic

The TEA-21 programs exchided from the Parinesship's solicitation process includs
Federal Lands (Ferest Highway, Public Lands, and Indisn ®eservation Reads) and
Scemic Byways, These progrms are fanded by the US. DOT which will be
principally involved in project selection regarding the use of these funds,

Trait capital and operating projects that eceive FYA funding st appear in the
STP. The Partmesslip does pot solicit these types of activities.  Instead, the
MnDOT Office of Transit perferms project selicitation and selection of these
activities. To ensure inclusion in the STIP, the Office of Transit provides ts st of
selected projects to the Partnership, which mcludes them in s ATIP for
‘informational purposes.

Federal formula fands are not 1o be used for the acquisition of right-of-way or
iminary enginsering and constraction Engrinsering. Althaugh eligible for federal
funding, thess are nol considsred econor Further, the
Putnership has adopted a policy excluding these types of activities from being
eligible for fedesal formula funds,  An excep o this policy pertains o the
enbancernent provision which allows for the of
railread corriders, and scemic or historic sites. This policy is consistent with the STIP
Guidance,

1 uses of such

Ewven though planning activities are eligible far federal forrmala funds, the Parmership
has taken action 10 preclude these types of activities for inclusion in s ATIP.

] e activities that take place belore the selsction of a prefened
transportation. aliemative, ie, planing dudies, comidor studiss, srvironmental
documentation, T4 plaming, elc. The Pastnership -with help from the RO, APO,
aund /TR T Districd 3-- must screcn oul projocts whech have been determined to be
‘incligible to qualify for federal funding under the process.
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2. Siaie Frojects

Mo'DOT District 3 beging its candidate projest solicitation process by
astablishing several set-agde catepories ta pravide the necessary finding for the
dewel f, 14 , and tion of thc trank highway system. Thess
tatsporias include: dghtaf-way, suppl and oot overrims,
cooperative construction agresments for pamc:paum in local projects, landscape
partnerships, road repair, replacement of railroad cressings an trunk highways,
and congultant services for planning.

Ths abovs districtuids sot-asides are funded nsing anly stats finds, this ensorng
that the madmom ameunt of federal funds go toward the comstroction of
transportation facilities. BInDOT Distriet 3 staff persons, wha are respongble
for sach of the above categories, sstirate the amourt of funds necessary fr sach
set-aside. They base their estimates primanly on past and projected needs.

Ths next step in the pracess imvalves determining the size of MoDOT Distdct 3%

trunk lughway construction program.  This is accomplished by reviewing the

Tatevdde i fals ined in Section MLC. of this manual. Thers are

four statewsde investmert goals listed. They melude: preservation, mana gment
and

and it P '

Functional group leaders are responsble for idsntifdng projscts for songd deration
in the distdel’s trunk highwaly construction program.  To naminats 4 praject,
funetiomal group leaders complsts 4 Mo/DOT Distict 3 Prijéel Scoping
Dacurent for sach pmyject seeking funding. Functional griap Jeaders retum ther
completed Priject Scopng Docurnerds to the Planming & Prgramming Secton
whers staff asserbles the requasts and forvards thern to other functional groups
Tar further review and scoping.  Froject Seoping Documents are then retumed to
the Flanning & Programrning Ssetion.  Inforrmation about sach prajsct contained
an the Project Scoping Docurnents ars then suramarized on a Master Projest
Scoping Docuraent. Adjacert distoets are also soliated donng the same time
period and asked to use the sare process and forms.
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1. Lacal Prajects

Local praject solicitation is performed by the EDCs in Eegion 5 and 7E, the 4FPD
in the 8t Cloud metropalitan area, and Mo/DOT District 3 in former Begion 7W,
Solicitatian beging fallowing the publication and release of the STIP Gudance
althaugh it may cammenss sooner at the diseretiom of the Partnership. The STIF
Guidanee provides the Partnership with the ST deweloprent tims ling and
regional faderal funding target necessary for developing the ATIE.

Thers are sie basic categones of non-WIV/DOT prijects that the Partnership
salicits as part of its ATIP deweeloproent process. They include: Urban and Rural
Raad, Urban and Rural Bridges, Trnspartation Enhancsrent Activitiss, Transit
Capital, Bailrpad-Highway Grade Crossing Safety, and Hazard Elimination
Safety {HES). The Partnership has developed applications spacifically dedgned
Tar soliciting projedts in each of thess catepan: dditionally, it has established
intera for each categary to asast the repions in dewvelopimg thedr Lst of
transportati on prir ties

The BEDCs, APD, and MnoDOT Distrct 3 cornmence thedr solicitation activities
by distributing complets project solicitation packets to 4ll countiss, dties aver
5,000 population, and the Mills Lacs Band and Leech Lake Band. Thess packets
inélude 4 canplets set of project nominatian forms pertaining to the e projest
tatsporiss noted abows.  Organizations recetwing the coraplete packets ars also
Turnished with general instructions concerning the sdlicitation mroesss, ie,
submittal deadlings, qualifying eritera, #1¢. Appendic 1 of this manual containg
copigs of the projsst nominatim forms used.

Citiss less than 5000, townships, ety and comty historical socistiss, the
IMinnssata Histarical Saciety, the Minnesata Department of Matural Resourees,
the Mo/DOT Office of Bailrnads and Waterways, and area legidators are also
notifisd of the Parmership’s local project solicitation. These groups do naot
rabeive the complste set of prajact nomination forms destribed above. Instzad,
they ars notified of the solicitation by letter. If they ars interssted in applying to
any ane of the sx catepories, they are instrocied in the lstier ta contact their
regional confact persam 4r county engineer ta obtain the apprapriate mroject
normination farmngs).

Deadlinss fir soliciting candidate prijects wary according to the projset
nordnation submitted. Generally the solicitation period for Urban and Rural
Faad and Bridge projects will remain open for the foll doration. Salicitations for
Transportation Enhancement Activities, Trnsit, and HES projects will terminate
ang or i wesks prior to alleve tms for review of the submitted applications by
AT sortmt D prr to the & af the repional ranking
and prionitization protessss
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B. CANDIDATE FROJECT RANKING

s

The Partnarship uses varions oriteria o snsurs all candidate projects solicited by the
EDCs, APD, and Mo/DOT Distoet 3 raceive a far and comprehensive revisw,
Criteria are wsed to acciraplish sexeral objectives. OQualifbing Criteria are nsed to
dseids whether 4 prajact is sligibls to receive federal finding. Rankihg and Priarisy
Critzvin are used to award points to projects on the basis of some set of factors or
charactedstics about a particular project. These criteda may be highly teclnical or
canplée on one sxdrams, or may be rather general on the ather.

1. Lacal Prajects

The Partnership has developed qualifying and rarking eriteda to review locally
submittsd Urban and Bural Boad and Urban and Bural Bridgs projects for TEA-
21 funding. The repiins wse specially desipned computer software application
that produces 4 technical score for road and bridgs project subraittals.  The
technical factors and ratings vnsed to scors thess projects should be peooadically
manitored to ensure that the critera reflects current transportation trends and is in
keeping with the best use of TEA-21 funding.

Eath région 15 respansible for establishing a process fir reviewing and rankingall
alzphmhnm that are reesived in their area  requesting  Transportation

finds. In revisvwing sach application, regions should uss the
qualifying and pranty iritera approved by the Partnemhip 45 a tool in
detenmining sach project’s elipibility and ranking. The resoltant ranking then
provides a basis for ach regon to set therr individual regional transpodtation
pranties.

The Parinership®s Tramsil Committes reviews the tmnst capital requests
requesting federal highway fonding under TEA-21 This committes bas
astablished 4 Public Transit Managsment System {FTMS) to frecast futurs
tramsit vehicle needs. PTHIS moritors the usefil 1ife of all trangt vehicles within
the Partnership’s proprarning area. Usefnl ife i svaluated sccording to sach
wehicle’s clasdfication, age, mileage, and condiion  The commities usss the
infarmation from the FTME in recomruending the transit vehicls capital raquests
that they propose fr inclusion in the draft ATIF.  The committes’s
retanmendations are then forvearded to the regions whers they are considered in
ssfting re g onal franspottation priortiss.

The Mo/DOT Difice of Freipht, Railroads and Waterways {OFRW) prepares 2
rank-orderad listing of Railroad-Highway Grade Crossing Safety prajects for the
Fartnership to congder in developing the draft ATIE. Typical projects indude
safety irprovernents at crosdng locations sueh as: sipnal installation, pate
installation, 4gnal modemization, circuitey upgradss, durable surfacs installation,
£
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In preparing its lit for the Parmership, OFRW reviews the operating
characteristics of the roadway and raflroad, accident history, vehicle'pedestrian
use, and various other safeay related concerns in techmically evakuating candidate
projects. Tt also condhsts site v al varimas crossing locations To rank the
prjects, CFRW compares petential projects with projects of simila types wde
considaration elsswhere in the state Fusthes it considers program goals, project
deliverability, priorities of other interests, and the magmetude of the safety
problem.

OFRW submits its rank-ardered list of projects to the Parmership before the
project salicitation process commences. MnDOT Diswrict 3 is responsible for
notifying local governments and other members of MwDOT District 3 staff 1o
secure commitments for the weguived local matching funds. OFRW is iespansihle
Y R -
by the rail companies. When there has haen o commdment 1o maich the fedeal
funds by the sponzormg agency, the project is considered eligible to compets for
TEA-21 funding Mn/DOT District 3 staff will notify the regions of the eligible
profects and give them a copy of OFRW"s rank-crdered list to use in setting
Tagional mansportation priorities

. State Projects

Mn/DOT District 3 staff performs the ranking of ok highway projects,
Funcriomal group leaders begin thes process by individunlly ranking the candidate
projects which they have identified for consideration in the district’s trunk:
highway construction program. Each groap leader uses a different set of criteria
to rank projects within their area of responsibility.  They use these criterda w0
develop a rank-ordered listing of projects which will be presented to internal
district stail lor review

MDOT Thistrict 3 staff helds a mesting to review the Master Project Ssoping
Drocumments, roferoced in Section VA2 of this mamal, At this meeting, staff
considers md approves the scoping and costs of the projects nominated.  Staff
proceeds 1o rank the projects and merge them into an integrated list representing
the district’s proposed trunk highomy ion pregram. The 1 fist i3
then financially-constrained according to the state and federal fnding expected 10
be available to the diswict, plas allowable over programming.

Fullowing the development of its proposed prograe, MDOT District 3 forwmds
it vk ondered Tist of p o the regions fia thein review and comment
Since regions are only asksd (o review and comment on fhe district's fadaral
subrrittals, disricteride set-asides for the development, mainienance, and
operation of the mumk highwy system, as well a3 cther projects using exclusively
state fands, are forwseded for informational parposes only.
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relative impottance, By going thiough this sxercise, tegions can ensure (hat the
most mnpnlumt projects (regardless of mode) receive 2 high pricrity, See Figure
IV 2 for an iem of this modal 1 sategy.

As part of the regiomal prioritization process, regions are asked 1o review
MnDOT District 3% proposed munk highway constraction program.  Regions
may provide comments to MnDOT Distrct 3 on such things as the project’s
priority, program year, scape of work (type of fx), or ather factars that may
it project devalopment. Regions may alio ideatify new pojscts mot included
in the distret"s proposed constrction program. MoDOT Distoct 3 will ider
the comuments made by the tegiony pertaining to the proposed tmk highway
COMITUCHion program.

Heglonz submit thew twe priontized lisis of state and local projects to the
Parmership’s staff facilitator at Mn/DOT District 3 so that the Panmership’s ATIP
Drevelogament can begin meging the lists of taspodtation priosities Gom the

. Regionnl Federal Funding Subtargets

‘The Parmership has established regional federal funding subtargets to assist
regions in setting their locally-sponsored wansportation priorities.  These
subtargets were based on the methodology and data Mo/DOT uses in setting the
target distributions for the ATPs around the state. Whereae MaTIOT bages its
formmala cn o AQB0 pescent plit between sy sage, the Partnerdip
has adopted a 90050 spla and has adjosded the st Gotors accondingly 1o
reflect the Jiffarent weightad pecentages. Table TV 1 eports the Partneship’s
targed formula and provides the basis for determinmg each region’s share of
federal Fanding for locally-sponsored projects.

e il

Table IV.1
TARGET FORMULA
MEASURE FACTOR WEIGHT
Bridge Arma 12 508
Systemn Sire T

v Federal Aid Lane Miles 31.25%
Humes 245
WMT 20.85%

Usage Presemt | % T I
S04, | HOVMT | A
! I'ulnn: 20_2_5 P_npu_hlin_n 35.&?%

Application of the above target formula resulted i the subtargets shown m Table
IV.2 below. HNote, Region 7W and APO were combined since some of the data
used in calculating the ATE targets on a statewide basis was only available ata
county level Therefore, the APC and Region W consulted 1o determine their
respective pescentage split of 5353 percent subdargets 1o the combined repion
Table TV 2 Tists i

et percentages mutaally agreed (o by both egions A
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C. CANDIDATE PROJICT PRIORITIZATION

™

Regianal \ 1 1 far identifing the area’s i

privrities. The P A the iy af this inval: il
a resall, has decentralized |I-| imvestment decision making process down o the
vegional level  The P: hip is 1 to o Tization fesling that the
regions are in a good pesition 1o make decisi 10 their

‘wansportation systems. Therefore, o has developed a pmms 1hat provides regions
with maccirmum fleccibility in setting regional ransponation priorities. The success of
this process relies upon the expenise of various technical advisory committees and
palicy committees committed to making scund wansponation decisions that
effectively address local and regional needs.

1. Regional Prioritization Process

Regions are n:qu\n:d to prepare nnd mtum T pmmm:d lists of projects from
their

areas to the P far in the draft ATIP. Cne
of the '.hnn is a pnmmnmm Df M.m'DOT Dristrict 3's pmposl:d trunk: highway
progmm. The other Tiat i om of o1l Tocally: 1 profects. The

Tocal Tist must integrate !‘I categories of Tocal projects requeding TEA 21
funding.Thess catsporion inchade: Uiban and Rural Road, Utban amd Rural
Bridge, T ® jes, Transit Capital, Railond
Highway Gnrlo Croszing Safety, and Hazard Elimination Safety projects. In
developing both the state md local praject bists, regions should actively invobe
their advisory cornmittees as well as their policy beards.

Regions may use a variety of factors 1o prioritize their list of local projects. The
ATP recommends that regions develop and use regional significance to prieritize
projects fo previde an additional Tevel of review beyond a prsjed’s tschnical
evaluation

Agplicants, nominating o local road er bridge project for TEA-21 fanding, ae
required to complete a Profeet Descriprion Form as pant of their application
submmittal, This foom asks the applicant i0 describe the relaonship of the
wcpnsﬂl project to a localregional plan and explain the degree to which the
praject is ng‘ml\zﬂymgmf]cm\. Regions should review the applicant’s fesponse
to these areas in i their local ion projects. Again, regions
oy consider other factors as well o mpncnlmnz their project lsts.

The Partnership has developed a stetegy that tegions may wse o develop thea
integrated list of Tocal projects. The strdegy is bsed on o tees tier seals which
evaluates projects accerding 1o their rchnvt !mpunmbe within their particular
mode.  ‘The strategy was i to the in making
apples-to-apples comparisons between projects of d'Lﬂerm transponation modes,

The strategy works by having regions first rank: projects within the individual
transpartation maodes according to the three groupings, i.e., urgent, important, and
desired. After the projects have been grouped in this manner, regions can
compare & project in one mode with 2 project from another mods using the e

tier scale of relative mpontnce. The theory behind this concept i3 to merge all of
the prejects in one mede with projects in different modes that thare the same

AT
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taget fomula update will be triggered when the dats used in Ma/DOT's taget
formula to the ATPs has been updated or when the ATP determines & change is
necessary,

Table 1V.2
REGIONAL FEDERAL FUNDING SUBTARGETS

Region Target l
5 32655
TE | 13.82%
W 3% 0085
APO | 20.53% |
The Partmership shall set azide 93 percent of the 25 percemt total federal funds
targeted for local projects to establish the regional targets. The remaining five
percent shall be held back in a special Dhicommined Reserve category for the

Parmership 1o use at s discretion to consider Bmding priorities sxceeding sach
segion’s fargel amoust

Reicns may e theit tupeted fanding to progi sligible local projects. Fach
region may clect fo apply Mo/DK¥T's inflationary adjusirment faciors to amy
project it recommends for programming i the Draft ATIP. Once a project is
programmed in the ATLE, the spensoring Jecal jurisdiction 13 held to the federal
Bunding level agreed 1 by the region.
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. Mimmesata Transpartation Revolving Loan Fund

DMinngsata established a Transpartation Revolving Loan Fund {TRLF) in 1987, The
purpase of the TELF is to attraet new funding inta transpertation, to encouraps
imirvative approaches to Anancing transpirtation projscts, and to help bodd nesded
transportation infrastrocties by providing lovi-cost financing to eligibls barreviers for
transportation proj ects.

Eligible applicants includs the stats, countiss, qities, and other povermaental with
projects ehgble for federal-aid funding as set forth under Title 23 (Highways) or
Titls 23 {Transit Capital) of the United States Cods and Mimesata Statutss
4464085, subd.wumn 2 {1998). E:hg;ble projects include {but are not hmned o)
road and bndge , Tepair, , AL € i itian of
night-of-way; rail and air safety projects; emhancamem iterns; trangat capital prigsets;
and pre deggn studies. Additional infmnation on Minnesota™s TELF progrm ¢an
be faund at Appendia T

Figure IV 3 a flovechart illustrating the process the Partnership has established for the
TELF pragram. The Davwchart details the parties rasponsible for sxeenting sach step
in the process starting vwith the soliaitation of new TELF candidates and ending with
final subrrattal of the Partnership®s poontized list of projects seeking inclusion in the
STIP. The Partnership and other 4 gencies identifisd will nse the infimmation shawn
inths flovechart as 4 prids in rovting applications thergh the process

The Partnerchip is msponsbls for soliciting new TRLE project proposals within its
programming aréa. The applicatiin period 15 the same 45 the schedule adopted by the
Partnership in developing the draft ATIP. The Partnership 1s required to resiew,
tank, and priontize the applications recsived  This takes placs durng the
Fartnership’s normal pragram development procsss and schedule IF a mroject
possessing regiondl significancs is located within the APOD"s 20-year planning arey,
the APD raust approve the application and place it inits TIF if fnally appraved by
the Partrerdhip in its ATIP.

Applicants requesting faderal finds as a souree for laan repayment must mest all
exsting faderal funding elipibility criteda shown in Ssction VA, of this manual
Federal fands may anly be requacted for the year following the program year that
nevw candidate projects are being solicited by the Partnership, or any fuceesave year
thereafter.  For exaraple, if the Partnership is solisiting candidate projects far the
third year of its three-year pmpgram, applicants requesting federal funds could da so
begiming with the fourth year af the program {ar the qut year of the STIE).

Applicants sseking federal funding should make their mquest for the sarly ysars of
the loan repagmosnt ta avoid long-term obligatioms of these finds by the Partnership
Rapions ronst agres to corarait future fedeml allocations if the TRLF application 15
appraved for funding. Any federal finds that are cammitted for loan repayment will
count against each region’s local federal funding sublarget. See Secim IV.C I a
région declings to sommit futurs federal finds toward the fnanding of the projact,
the applicart will be acked if they wish to contimue to pursue the prajsct without
Tederal funds and will be given an opportunity to resubroit their application.
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3. Merging Reglonal Transportation Friorities

The Partnership has agresd to respect the regional priorties as long as the
retanmendsd projects are elighle for inclugn m the draft ATIP. The ATIE
Developrment Cormraities has besn delsgated the task of merging the poodtiss
Tram the regions. This process culminates with the somrmittes developing a draft
ATIF tion for the P; ip ta consider for appraval and inclugon
in the STIF.

The ATIF Develapment Corrniftes initiates this process by reviswing the
prionitized lists subraitted by the repions. After reviswing the Lists, the next step
calls for the cammities to establish a process for merging the locall y-spansored
projects, snsuring the pracess does nat valate regional prioritiss. Upin dedding
4n an acceptable process, the commuittes proseeds to merpe the projects. It
continues to merge the régonal lists until the faderal funding subtarpeted for
locally-spimsorsd transportation projscts is Anancially-constrained to the lewels
allowabls in the STIP Guidancs

The comunittes sontinues to prépars 4 priontized lst of local prijects for those
projects enceeding the levels alloweed in the STIP puidanee. Thas is done so that
projects are identified for posgble advancement in case addibonal fMnding
hecares atailabls to the Partnership or if thers 1s slippage to a projsct indluded in
the approved STIF. The reader should nate that these projects will need ta be
amendsd into the STIF if conditions warrant such 2etion duting the program year.
Further, gnce thess prujem arg net recomendsd in the draft ATIE dus to
fnancial £ priject will be required to re-
subrnit their apphcaham an thess projects if they wish to be conddersd for
Tederal funding in future ATIF development pracessss

After local prajects have been merged, the ATIF Develapment Corumittes beging
to integrate Mn/DOT Digtrict 3% propased trunk highvay pmgram inta the list,
After the tnmk bighviay projects have been inteprated with the local projects, the
committes conducts a Anancial analysis of its meommended draft ATIF. This
analysis may consist of evaluating the draft ATIF according to the Sllowing
arsas statevids investment goals, modal mix, and distibution of investrents by
region.  Following this analyds, the comoiftes makss any nedsssary
modifications to the draft ATIP befor recommending the documaent to the
Partnership for appraval.

The F. i i) the ATIF dewel it process by holding 2 mesting
to review, modify, and approve the draft ATIE. The draft ATIF is then forvarded
to Mn/DOT Distriet 3% Transportation Distrct Enginser {TDE). The TDE
revisvig the draft ATIF and validates that the procsss nsed to develop the draft
docurnent was opsn, participatory, and responable. Finally, the TDE transnits
the draft ATIF to Mn/DOT s Oofice of Investment Management for inclusion in
the draft STIF. The Partmemship is provided an opportunity to review and
corrnent on its slement of the draft STIP befors the document is approved by the
Mo'DOT Corurnisa mmer and farvearded for resiew and approval ta the U.S. DOT.
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Rapins must conduct a prelivinary revisw of all TRLF applications subrdtted in
their areas ta determine their eligibility. After reviewing the applications, regions
rank the TELF applications regardless of the propased loan repayment fnding
sturces. The ranked lst is priontized and subzaitted with the ra gon’s other projects
sstking foderal funding and inclusion in the STIP. The prontized list is then
forwarded to the Partnership for revdeww and appmroval. I tum, the Partnership
merges the priordties of the regions and autherizes submitial of the pragram by
Mo/DOT District 3 staff to the MoDOT Office of Inve stment Mana gement {OIW).

OIM intsprates and poontizes Distnet ATPs TELF lists by applying certifi catitm
svaluation critera provided in adrministrative roles and the handbook actompanying
the APP].\catmn DI subrmits its rscormmendatioms to MoDOT’s Transpertation

Cammittes {TEIC) for certification and final appraval by
lhe Mlinnesota Public Facilities Authority {FFA). Flease note a project does not
raéeive Anal funding approval unti] it has been cedtified by Mn/DOT and a loan has
beenapmraved by the FFA.
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V. MANAGEMENT OF AREA TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGIAM

A, CENERAL

Onse the STIE has been approved, the Mo/DTHOT District 3 Oilice i3 responsible for
rmanaging the projects that were recormmended and mcluded in the document. Simce
the STLP 13 a listing of approved projects seeking federal finds from each ATE, the
Parmership has adopted several policies 10 aid in the management of its ATIP. The
ATIP i3 a sub-set of the STIP showing bath state and local projects from this area
that were incladed in the ST

MwDOT District 3 s puimaily imvolved in the day-to-dy management of the ATTP
Basically, this fvolvement can be broken down il two major areas:  the
management of the distict’s tunk highway program and the management of the
locally-sporecred projects in the ATIF.  Mn/DOT District 3°3 Planning &
Programming Section i3 primarily respensible for managing the tnmk highway
prograrm, and the Mo/DOT District 5 State Aid Engineer, with input from regions, is
responsible for managing the local projects in the ATIP

While the general ovesal] responsibility for managing the ATTP rests with Ma/TOT
Dristriet 3, the Pautucsship b approved the use of various policies and critaia fo
rmanaging changes affecting projects that have been selected for implementation in
the STIP. Possible changes to the ATIP inchude: dealing with revisions to praject
cost estimates; managing changes in project scope; and managing increases or
reductions in federal fanding. The level of direct Pannership involvement may vary
depending on the change that is being requested.

re the orderly

The Partnership has adopted the following geeral policies o e
management and delivery of the ATTP

1. The project development process shall ke initiated a3 scon as possible afler fnal
State Transporintion Improvernent Program (STIP) approval,

1. Lecal jurisdictions are encouraged to provide an annual update 1o their respective
region and the District 3 State Aid Engineer regarding the projea development
statas of their programmed projects.

2 Taocal juisdictions should povide cost and project delivery updates on
programmed projects o thein respective egion and the Distict 3 State Aid
Fagineer during the annual project solicitation period

3. A local project may be granted a muccmuam of two deferrals from s eriginal
BIOgram year,

a. The Diswict 3 State Aid Engineer may grant the request, provided the
deferral will not adversely affect other projects inthe ATIP.

IF promting the request will advesssly affect ofher projects in the ATIP, the
ATP shall censider the request.

aTE - Rew RN & | LIDROM

Y MANAGTNG CHANGES TN PROJECT SCOFE

Changes in project scope are discouraged by the Parnership. A change in preject
scope can resalt W project cost increases. I the recommended scoping changes are
wabstantial, an amendment to the STIE® may be required in order to authorize the
change. If the change in project scope does not significantly alter the programming
category of the project for which it was inchuded in the STIP, an amendment would
not be t\rqmlrd Howrever, the change in scope could result in a project cost increase
If a scoping decision has affected the project cost, refer to Section V. B of this
manual for guidance

If n project scope significanily aliers the program category, the Parmership must
proceed with an amendment to the ST if the approval of such action 13 warranted,
1Ethe Partnership is not convinced that the project scoping change is warranted, it has
the right to disapprove the reqaest. If this ocours, the Partnership shall novify the
project’s sponsoring agency of its decision, and the sponsoring agency will he asked
if they wish to proceed with the project as originally scped or if they wish 1o
proceed in developing the newly re-scoped project. If the spensoring agency chooses
to proceed with the re-scoped project, the project will be removed from the ATLE,
and will not be eligible for federal reimbursement.

. MANAGING INCREASES AND REDUCTIONS IN FEDERAL FUNDING

The STIP ds prepared hased on an estimate of available federal fimding.  The
estiate can be highly variable over time. Consequent]
Muchuste from yearto year depending on the new teveme
! d by MaDOT, Therefore, the Pasmnership has adopted ol
manage changes in federal fanding to ensure that projects in the approved AT can
e implemented.

e Patnerships federal

To manage increases in federal funding, the Parmership has adopted a policy 10
advance projects incladed in the ATIP by year and then by priority. Defore
advancing a project, the Partnership must notify the sponsoring agency of the project
for appropriate auhorization I7 projects in the approved ATTP cannat be advanced
in sufficient mumbers 0 manage the federal fnding inciease, the Painership shall
smeaintain a Tist of prajects fhad represent projects tal wess prioitieed beyond the over
progrananing levels autherzeed in the ST Lo the last year of the ATIE and consider
them for advancement in the AT, Since these projects were not i an approved
ST, an amnendment to the STIP would be required before advancement could be
authorized.

To manage reductions in federal funding, a policy has bem adopted by the
Parnership relating to the deferment of projects in the ATIP. The policy is initiated
by first aking, spansoring, agencies with projects in the AT to volintuily defer
theit projects. 1T projects. cumot be dsfemed in sufficient nunbers 1o manags the
funding decrsass trough this y process, the ¥ Inip shall be audh

to defer additional projects by pricrity order to the top of the list of the following
year, and would continue this process until such time that the ATIP i Bnancially-
conatrained nccording 1o the new federal finding estimate,
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4. Alocal project requiring a third deferral from its original program year shall be
removed from the ATIP. The lead agency for the project will be directed by the
Parmership to utilize an allemarive fmding source, or recompets for fmding

5 Regions with a Tocal project that has heen vemoved fom the AT because of
prerject delivery filures cr eligibility shall be granted the fist cight of fual for

progammmng new projects with the unexpended finding.

6. When selecting projects to advance 1o compensate for project skippage, the
ATPs first priority shall be 1o maintain a 75 percent share to Mo/DOT DHstricr 3
and a 25 percent share to District 3 local jurisdictions.

MANAGING REVISIONS TO PROJECT COST ESTIMATES

A vevision fo a project cost estimate can occar when the projet in the ATTP has been
let 10 a bidder for construction. The change ocours when the lat amount of the
project is different from the estimate used in programming the project in the ATIP.
Sometimes the let amount is less than the 'pmyammcd estimate; other times it is
greater than the estimate. When the amount is greater than the sstimate, vlm =
mean that a decision to approve an inorease, which
amount of federal fLods requested, could adversely affect other projects in the ATTP

The P hip has the i of maintaining a i 0
projects mclmled in its AILP At the :amc time, they recognize that programmed
amounts are estimates and, a3 such, are subject to change. Howewver, they also
recognize that approving an increase 1o a praject cast could affect funding for another
project where a commitment has been made.  Therefore, the Parmership has
developed guidance that provides for the approval of project cost increases.

“The Partnership has pranted MoTOT District 3 authority to apuove increases. to
MDOT projects in the ATIP, as long as such action does not adversely affect
locally-spomsored prgjects in the STIE, In other words, Mo/DOT District 3 s
authorized to approve a project cost increase for one of its projects as long as the
fimding of a locally-sponsored project within the same program year is not affected.
“This iz not to preclude ancther trunk: highway preject from adversely being affected
by the action.

The Partnership has adopted a similar policy goveming increases to local projects
included in the AT, This policy grats regions the authority to commil their fabure
federal taugeted funding o cover cost overuns of previously programmed local
projects in the caent ATTP as long as there is no change to the original project
scope. LEa region agrees o such an increase, the local project sponser must agree to
upfront the cost of the overran and be reimbarsed for the amewmnt programmed by the
region in the year specified. Regions may not exceed their targeted fmding level i
approving such requests. Further, granting such a request shall not adversely atfect
funding of any state or local project in the ATIP.
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TINKING PROJECTS TN THE STTF

one or more juri: rmay have projects that are programmed in
different years of the ATLP. In some cases, these projects may be closely tied to each
other. In these instances, the sponsoring agencies may wish to link these projects
together so they may be implemented in the same programming year. Thee are a
mumnber of reasons that meight justify the linking of rwo or mare projects in the ATIP.
One reason might include raducing the number of impediments caused by detours 1o
the teveling pabilic

Another reason for linking two or more projects niight be financial in nature where
the finking of projects would be a more cost-effective altemative than implementing
the projects separately. Additicnally, linking the projects might allow for improved
coordination between two or more jurisdictions. This i3 the case when the
implementation of ane of the projects in one year has an impact on another
jurisdiction’s project programmed in o different year Tn these cases, it may be
necessary 1o link the two uojects togethes

“The Parmership has adopied a policy that makes it permissible to link projects in the
AT, The pelicy amhorizes the Parmership to consider an agency’s request o link
two of more projects programmed in different years with one another in one program
year on a case-by-case basis as long as the projects are included in an approved
ATIP. Defore the Partnership shall consider such requests, sponscring agencies are
required 1o provide sound jusificaion 1o wamant their requests.  OF courss, the
Partneaship will be responsible for emsuring
aversely amgnet othes projects in the ATTP withoul the consent of the agencies that
Toight b affscted by such action.
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS

D:ﬁmtu:m \ln.l are germane 1o the uldenlmdmg of this manaal are listed b:_]ow The

Accessd Accessibility

Americans with Disabilities Act

Arca Transportation

Improvement Program (ATIP}

Area Transportation
Parfucrship (ATP)

Attainment Area
Bikeway

Car Pool

Congestion Mitigation and Air

Quality (CMAQ)

ncked fo establish cons

ency i the interpretation of the
s other commonly used tansports

The eppertunity to reach o desired Tocation within a
centain time  fame, withowt being impeded by
physical or economic bamiers,

The passage of the Americans with Disabifities Actin
Haly 1950 gave direction to local agencies for
nnnmlg ﬁlTl access to ansportation persons with

ili
lh:, Axcn Transportation  lmprovemnent Program
(AT} covers three years and inchides all siate and
luca] prajects tmam:.ed w-m\ itd.elai highway or tramsit
other i £i projects; and
all projects on the trunk highway system. Each Area
Transporation Pannership prepares a draft ATIP for

consideration and  mclusion w0 the  State

Transportation Tproverent Program (3TTF). Onee
in the STTP, projects from the ATTP become slipible
fin federal tansportation fending,
Uroups that have been esiablished m each of
Mn/DOT"s eight district sreas to integrate state and
local  prierities  oand  recommend  area-wide
transportation investment for a three-year program.
Am area that meets federal air quality standards.
A facility intended 1o accommodate bicycle wavel for
'l o mp parposes Rik ane
not necessuily sepaated facilities, they may be
designed and operated 1o be dhared with ofher navel
modes
An amangement where people share the use and cost
of privately cwned autornobiles in waveling to and
from pre-amanged destinations.
A program in the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act that directs funds to programs and
projects that improve air quality in arsas that exccaed

Federal standands for zone and catbon monoxide

- Rew RN & | LIDROM

High Occupancy Vehicles
OVs)

Highway User Tax Distribution

Fund (HUTDF)

Tnfrastruciu
{Transpurtation)

Intelligent Transportation
System (ITS)

Intermodal

Intermodal Surface

The term High Occupancy Vehicle is generally
applied 1o vehicles camying two or more people.
Freeways, sxpressways and other largs vohime roads
may have lanes designated for HOV use, HOWV Janes
may be designated for use by car pools, van pools,
and buses. The tenn HOV is alse sometimes used (o
refer io high occupancy vehicle lanes thernselves.

The Highway User Tax Distribution Fund was
established  through a2 1956 Constitutional
4 d and 1957 legislati The Fund is
dedicated to highway purposes and is made wp of
motar fuel taxes and motor vehicle reg'lmantm fees.

A tenm connoting the lllq'-mn] lespinmings. of
S0 !

A systern that u!:s wmgmlu and corrmucations
technelogy to provide information to iravelers about
road and twransit conditions and te meniter, guide, or
contral the operation of wvehicles. Included are
concepts such as “Feeway management systems,”
“yrhan signal comtrol systems” and “automated
ighways."

Intesmaodal means using more dhan one foom of
teanspertation. (mode) or part of the tansportation
system to meet the service needs of e and
freight, with an emphasis on connecting ditferent
pants of the wansporation system.

Tntenmadalism  focuses on the  intenelationships

among all of the parts of the tansportation system,

including the access linkages; the line-haul; and the

transfers amd  imterchanges amemg  the modes.

Lnlumorlahm looks for wavs to enhance the

of the everall
the

up the ratal wip.
ISTEA establithes 2 new

of 1991 (ISTRA}

mass transportation. O feially sapived in fane 1905
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County State Aid Highway

(CSAH)

Enhaneements

FAA
TIWA
FRA

Fra

Highways In Recreational

Arcas (HIRA)

Metropalitan Council

Medropolitan Counties

Metropalitan Flanning
Chrganization (VPO

The county state-aid highway (CSAH) system of
approccimately 20,100 miles provides for a secondary
lewel of intra-and inter-county wavel

Projects  eligible under  Intermedal  Surface
Transportation  Efficiency Act for the following
activities:

histeic sites,

Seente or historie highway programs.

Landscaping and other scenic beautitication.

Historie preservation.

Rehabilitation and  operation of historic

transpartation buildings, swactures or facilities

(inclading  historic maiload facilities and

canals)

- Preservation of abandoned smilway coreidons
(inchuding the conversion and uss thereof for
pedestrian or bieycle mails).

. Comtrol and remeval of outdoor advertising.

. Archacological planning and research.

. Mitigation of water pollution due 1o highway
runaff.

The main source of funding s the Surface
Trnsportation Propram, of which 10 percent is
earmarked for thess activities

Federal Aviation Admimistation of the T8
Department of Transpartation.

Federal Iighway Admindstration of the TS
Department of Transpartation.

Federal Railtoad  Administration of the U8
Thepartment of Transports
Fedeal  Trax Advimistiation of the T8
Departrnent of Transportation.

A Highway In Becreational Areas Plan was prepared
by MnDOT and the Depanment of Nanral
Resources in 1952, The le outlines l process and
proced for h i for
recteational projects along highway rights-of-way.

The Metropolitan Council is the agency that prepares
regional plans  within the Minneapolis-St. Paul
Metrapalitn region comprised of Anoka, Carver,
TDrakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, Scott and Washington
Crunties.

A metropolitan county is any comty designated in the
1990 census a3 part of a Metropolitan Statistical Area
(MSA}. Metropolitan statistical areas are defined by
the Office of Management and Budget. An area
qualifies as an MSA if t contains a city of 50,000
population.  An MSA is defined in terms of entire
counties. In addition 1o the county cnmmmng Ihs
Sity, additional counties are incloded §

iF they are socially 2 wormically integrat |w|l!|
the central county. An MSA may confain mors than
ene city of 50,000 population wnd may cross state
lines. I Mimmescta, there are 16 metropolitan
counties, They are Anoln, Benton, Carver, Chisagn,
Clay, Dakeota, Hennepin, [santi, lmsted, Bamaey, St
Lowis, Scom, Sherbume, Stearns, Washington and
Wright Counties.

An arganization of general pumpose, locally elected
officials and designated by the govemor {o coordinate
transportation. planning in an wbanized area of the
state. The locations af the MPOs in Monesola ae
Minneapelis/St.  Paal, 5t Cloud, Rochester,
LaCrosse/LaCreseni, Drubath/Superier,
F head mﬂ Urand E Urand Forks,

ical areas are defined by the

il e

(MBA}

Mun/DOT

Office of Malmmwnl and Budget. DBy curmrent
atandar s, an e qualifies for recogmition as an MSA
in one of two ways: if theve is a city of at least 50,000
population, or a Census Bureau defined urbanized
aren of at least 100,000 (75,000 in New England).
Except i the New England States, an MEA i3 defined
in terms of entire counties. In addition 1o the county
containing the main city, additional counties are
included in an MSA if they are socially and
sconommically integrated with (he central county. An
MSA may oo mare than one ity of 50,000




Maobility
Mode

Multimadal
Municipal State Add Streets
(MSEAS)

Motor Vehiele Exeise Tax

(MVET)

National Highway System
(NHS)

Non-Attainment Area

Person Trip

Palicy

Regional Development
Comemission {RDC)

Being able to move eaaily from placeto place.

A transponiation mode i3 & means of moving people
and goods. Transporation modes inclade moter
wehicles, transit, railroads, airplanes, ships and barges,
pipelines, bicycles and walking.

e of transportation

ety (MSAS) penenally provide
the secomdary aiterial function in wban municialities
fthese ower 5,000 in population} and total
approximately 2,300 miles.

The Motor Vehicle Excise Tax is o sales tax on motor
wehicle sales. A portion of MVET was once
dedicated 10 transportation purposes, but now can be
used for other govarnment purposes identified by the
Legistatare

of major highways authorized by the
I lal Surface T o Elfics At
camprised of Dnterstate Highways ond roads

i as i for i tm\e] nanmal

defense, i . ioms, and

commerce. Federal fands are designated for projects
on the NHS. Official designation of the NS was
enacted into law in 1555,

An area that exceeds fedaral air quality standards for

withes cathon monoxide of oeone.

A person trip i a trip by one person in any mode of
transportation. [ more than one person uses the same.
means of wavel then each person is considersd as
making one person trip.

A plan or course of action, designed 1o influsnce and
deterrmine decisions, actions, and other maners.

m.y oy i villages, or towns of
n ive Order

of countie:

hic: regio L
ur the Govemor or as established by the Regional
Development Act of 1969; for the pupose of
planning llB sclutions 1o econormic, social, physical,
and g 3

i 5
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Sustainable Development

Target

Telecommuting

Traffie Calming

Transit

Transportation Equity Act for
the 21 st Cenfury

Transportation Toprn
Frogram (TIF}

Transportation Management
Area (TMA}

Meeting the needs of the presemt  without
compromising the ability of funre generations
mrest their own neads
A flexible short rangs estimats of fadsral fanding for
planning puiposes fo assist Aten Transpos
Patnerships in developing their Area Transportation
Improvernent Programs.  Targets inclade all federal
highway funding exeept that carmaked for
congressionally-designated High Pricrity Projects as
provided by the Transportation Equity Act for the
2131 Century.
Telecommuting means working at home or at a
satellite telecompmuting location close to home at Teasd
ome days instead of daily commuting 1o the normal
wank placa,
Amny action or program that reduces sweet waffic and
slows dewn moter wehicle waffic  within
neighborhoeds, making these areas safer and more
people oriented.
All forms of shared ridership; at least two persons
nding per wp. The term includes fixed-route and
ara-ransit services as well as ridecharing
Hm]ll-s on the inilistives  esls |'h'|ul|n(l under  the
dal Husface T Effic Act
TEA-2I covers the period 19982003, Tt combines
the continuation and improvement of current federal
programs with new indtiatives to improve safety,
pretect and emhance corumumities and the nataral
and promots i growth thiough
efficient and Dexible tansportation
A tlwee year Tist of transportation project priorities
prepared by itan Plarming O for
urbanized areas with mere than 30,000 peoplc
Includes all M i Planning
with more than 200,/ IJI'.IU pereoms.  In lhe Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act, TMAs have
increased  awhority  and  respomsibiliy  for
transporfation planning and programming activities.
The Metopolian Council in the Twin  Cifies
metropali ea is the only designated TMA in
Minnesola

i
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Regionally Significant Project

Statewide Transportation
Tmprovement Program (STTF}

Strategie Dircetion

Strategic Management

Surface Transpuortation
Program (STP}

Transportation Pariners

‘Transportation System

‘Transportation System
Management Measures

Trunk Highway (TH)

Urbanized Area

Vehicles Miles of Travel

Vehiele Trip

A project on facilities which  serve  repional
transportation needs, sugh as access to and fom the
area gutside of the region, major activity centers i
the region, major planned  developments, or

pmj:éls are usually expensive and would nommally be
included in the modeling of an area’s wansportation
network.
The S ide T i ™
laee years and mcludes all state and local
projects. finmnced with federa] highway ot ta
olber regs psiects, and
all projects om the state trunk: highway system.
Siaternents of strategic direction - or pal! -t help
point fixtare toward the of
the overall mission and vision
An on-going process of leaming and adaptation that
has been initiated by the Minnesota Dcpamnem of
ansportation W guide it tdwough a changing and
tain enviromment Gowands the realization of

G

defined mission and vision

A progam in the Intennedsl Swiace Transportation

Efficiency Act that fands the following eligible

activities:

. Highway construction, reconstniction,
resur facing, restoration, and rehabilitation.

. Highway cperational improvernants.

. Capital costs for transit prajects and publicly
oumed intracily. or inlercity bus leentinals of
[ac

E Highway and framsit safoty improvenents

. Surface transportation planning, highway and
wansit technology transfer activities, and

e

research and development.

= Capital and  operating  costs for walfic

sement and conzol

- Frings and corridor parking facilities

. Car peol and van pool projects.

L Mest wransperiation contrel measures W the
Clean Air Act.

. Transperttion enhancements.

" Participation in  wetland  mitigation  and
wetland banking.

. Dicycle facilities and pedestrian walloways.

- Sitate bicycle and pedesty ian coor dinator

Federal, state, regioml, metopolitn and local
governments a3 well a3 private sector companies,
associstions, interest groups and individuals invelved
in transporiation related activifies,
A network of facilities and services for moving
people, goods and services from cne place to another;
it inchades roads, streets and highways, public wansi,
demand-regponss 'nlmpmlalhrvn‘ aimorts, railroads,
y and marins facilities, hicycls
paths anul pesdestrian walkuiay
Techaic For @ i the  effisi safely
capacity or level of service of a transportation facility
without mereasing its size. Examples include waffic
sigral improvements, gaffic conmol devices including
installing medians  and  paking  removal,
hannslizati s anp meering,
and vestriping for highway occpancy velicls (HOV)
lanes,
The state trank: highway system provides the primary
aervice on the intra and interstate level, and totals
a'ppmx\lnately 12,100 miles.
An area is iwed of an i
area and an adjacent d.ensn]y settled s\lmuni:lg area
that together have 3 mindmum population of 50,000
1990 Ceavsus
to meange vehicle ravel made by a privae
vehicle, such mobile, truck, or motorcycle,
Each mile waveled i3 counted as eme vehicle mile
regardless of the munber of persors in the vehicle.
A wip by a single vehicle regardless of the mumber of
persons in the vehicle.

a

|




APPENDIX E

Non-Project Specific Local Maintenance/Operation Expense Definitions

General Maintenance/Operation Expense Definitions
A. Routine Maintenance Expenses
¢ Includes maintaining the status quo even though deteriorated. To keep at the original condition or use.

B. Repairs and Replacements
e Includes restoration to original condition. To make the surface as it was before, even though material used is
better.

C. Betterments
e Any "improvement" over the original condition or design. The first time something is done to a roadway it is a
betterment.

Specific Maintenance/Operation Expenditures
A. Routine Maintenance Expenses
1. Smoothing Surface
e blading gravel roads
2. Minor Surface Repair
e patching with bituminous

repairing/crack filling concrete
sealing patches
cleaning/sweeping roadways
crack filling with bituminous

e blading shoulders with no extra material
3. Cleaning Culverts and Ditches
cleaning and thawing culverts
minor ditch cleaning
repairing title lines
marking culvert ends
picking debris off roadway
working on beaver dams
relaying culvert ends
maintaining driveways and approaches

e checking driveways and utility permits
4. Brush and Weed Control

e mowing grass and weed

e spraying weeds and brush

e minor clearing and grubbing
5. Snow and Ice Removal

e maintaining snow fence
plowing and winging snow
sanding and salting roads
cleaning snow off bridges and rails
mixing sand material
fixing mail boxes
6. Traffic Services
maintaining posted signs
maintaining traffic signals
stripping pavement
patrolling roads for load restriction
putting up barricades
flagging for safety
road inspection



B. Repairs and Replacements
1. Reshaping
e minor shoulder, roadbeds, ditch, or backslope reshaping
2. Resurfacing
e spot graveling of roads

continuous graveling of roads
adding binder to the road surface
stabilizing the gravel surface
aggregate shouldering
3. Culverts, Bridges and Guard Rails
replacing, lowering or raising culverts
repairing bridges
painting bridges
repairing guard rails
repairing culverts

e drainage ditch repair assessments
4. Washouts

e repairing roadbed, shoulder, ditch, backslope and culvert washouts
5. Subgrade

e prospecting for gravel

e mud jacking pavement

e repairing frost boils

C. Betterments
1. New Culverts, Rails or Tiling
e delivery of new or larger culverts
e installing new guard rails, tile lines, rip rap, erosion control, and
2. approaches or drives
e culvert extensions
3. -drainage correction
e Cuts & Fills
- major reshaping of shoulders, roadbeds, ditches, and backslopes
- filling swamps
- rumble strips
- repair of road dips
e Seeding and Sodding
- turf establishment
- tree and shrub planting
4. Bituminous Treatment
- spot retreating bituminous
- bituminous overlays not approved as a construction project
- seal coating bituminous and county forces
- railroad crossing replacement
- concrete overlays not approved as a construction project



Appendix F: Financial Analysis by Jurisdiction

City of 5t. Cloud Current Financial Condition:

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of 5t. Cloud Future Financial Condition:

Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of St. Cloud --

; i i ; 3 Non-Project |Project Related Total Total Local Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Total
Financial Capability Finding Related Locall  Local Local Local Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015-2019
Year | Maintenance| Maintenance” | Maintenance | Expansion Investment Funding Source |Local Funds| Local Funds| Local Funds| Local Funds | Local Funds| Projected Local Funds
L] 51,567,369 52,296 705) 53864074  §231.8671  $4.095941) ™ General Tax Levy | 52.083.200( 52.083.200] 52.083.200] 52.083.200] $2.083.200 $10,416,000
Based on historic overall local 1991 51,699 189 542684900 99.947.079  $534578)  $6.482.2°7 " State-Aid Funds | 52664000 52664000 52664.000] 52.664.000] $2.664.000 §13,320,000
:gﬁ g;gfgigg Efgj?g; iggﬁgfg g;gg;:g :g?ﬁ;g?f Assessments 52.500,000] 52.500.000] 52.500.000] 52.500,000] $2.500,000 $12,500,000
funding and maintenance 1994 52,231,393 51973404 54204797 51675616 55,880,413 Tﬁ[::'lj_';fal 52.400.000 $2.400.000) $2.00.0001 2,400,000 52200.000 $12,000,000
199 32,485,000 52.171.9560 54,696,986 51,188,014 35,845,000 Funds Projected $9,647,200]  $9,647,200] $9,647,200] $9,647.200]  $9,647,200 $48,236,000
investment levels, approximately 1996 52 528,000 53.488,000]  $6.016.000 §555000 $6.671.000] ——m e
' 1997 52.629.000 §2.637.000]  $5.266.000 5877.000 56.143.000 Projected Less
1998 §2 685,000 $3.618,000] 56,303,000 50 $6.303.000
$10.3 million will be available to 1999 $2,874.000 52,851,000 $5.725.000]  $1.596.000 57.323.000] = Aﬁ_mc_’"e'f“; == ST.147,200) S7.147.200] ST.147.200] S$7.147.200] $7.147.200 535,736,000
2000 52,674,000 53,131.000f  $6.005.000]  $2.472.000 35.477,000] >ource: Lity of St Clou
2001 53.037.000 53.014.000]  $6.051.000]  $3.686.000 59.737.000
match federal funds from 2015 to 2002 53.154.000 54.730.000]  57.884.000]  $2.818.000 510.702.000] City of St. Cloud Financial Capability
2003 $3,577.000 $1.358,000]  $4.935.000]  $4.324 000 59.259.000 . o o .
2019  without  compromising 2004 $3.713.000 5765.000]  54.478.000]  52.282.000] 56,760,000 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required
2005 §3.777.000 52 458 000]  $6.235.000]  $3.718.000 59.953.000 Less (-) Equals (=)
maintenance of the existin 2006 $4.063,000 $6.132,000f  §10,185.000 $7.621,000 $17.806,000 Historic Local |Projected Local| Local Match
9 20070 34,281,000 35,405,000 59,666,000 $710,000 £10,396,000 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match
2008 $3,720,000 34,303,000 $8,023.000 $5,299,000 513,322,000 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total
system. 2009 $3,642.000 $1.,445.000 55,087,000 $3,147.000 58,234,000 (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion |Local Match
2010 54,302,788 53,419,911 57,722,699 34,677 598 512,400,297 FY assessments) (719%") of Total Funds Projects Projects Required
2011 54 434 139 53445 765]  §7.879.905]  $4.916 491 $12.796.396 2015 $7,147,200 $5,074,512 $2,072,688 $0 $0 $0
2012 34,565,491 53,471,620 58,037,111 $5,155,384 513,192,495 2016 $7,147,200 $5,074,512 $2,072,688 $0 $0 $0
Total 571,774 353 §73,306,076] $145,080.429 $58,133,931]  $203,214,360 2017 $7.147.200 $5.074.512 $2.072.688 $0 $0 $0
Th|S ﬁgure Compal’eS tO a required Average $3_120_524 $3_18T_221 55,3[}7,545 $2.52T.552 $3_535_40T 2018 $7’147’200 $5’074’512 $2,072,688 $0 $0 $O
1?‘ tﬂfl 2019 $7,147,200 $5,074,512 $2,072,688 $0]  $2,100,000] $2,100,000
- : L / / o 0 g Total $35,736,000 $25,372,560 $10,363,440 $0| $2,100,000] $2,100,000
local match of $2.1 million for city Local WA A "M% 29% 100% _— - T —— ——
Expense ased on the City of St. Cloud's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local

Source: City of St. Cloud local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

miscellaneous local funds.

* Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance
categories in this Chapter.

** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category
. . in this Chapter.

the city of St. Cloud will be able to I

of St. Cloud projects programmed

in the 2015-2019 TIP. Accordingly,

rovide this local match without
P St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: City of Saint Cloud

Proposed
Fund

Type

compromising maintenance and Total AC

Payback

Total
FHWA

Fiscal
Year

Project #

Project Description Project Total

operatlon of the eXIStIng SyStem' **AC** EXTEND BEAVER ISLAND BIKE/PED TRAIL, ST CLOUD

PED/BIKE CIVIC CENTER NORTH TO 5TH AVENUE ALONG MISSISSIPPI

999 162-090-005AC | 2015 | SAINT CLOUD RIVER IN ST CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) TAP SO $601,439 SO $601,439
**AC** BEAVER ISLAND TRAIL EXTENSION FROM 33RD

PED/BIKE STREET SOUTH TO MISSISSIPPI RIVER BLUFFS REGIONAL

999 162-090-006AC | 2015 | SAINT CLOUD PARK IN THE CITY OF ST CLOUD (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) TAP SO $278,000 SO $278,000
33RD STREET SOUTH PHASE 2: SOUTHWAY DR TO COOPER

MSAS 151/ AVE EXPAND TO 4 LANE DIVIDED ROADWAY WITH

LOCAL 999 TBD 2019 | SAINT CLOUD SIDEWALK AND TRAIL STP $1,300,000 SO $2,100,000 $3,400,000

Total Local Match $2,100,000



City of Waite Park --
Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic overall local

funding and maintenance

investment levels, approximately
$1 million will be available to match
federal funds from 2015 to 2019
without compromising maintenance
of the existing system. However,
the City of Waite Park has no

projects requiring local match in

the 2015-2019 TIP.

City of Waite Park Current Financial Condition:

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of Waite Park Future Financial Condition:
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

Non-Project |Project Related Total Total Local Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Total
Related Local Local Local Local Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019
Year Maintenance | Maintenance™ | Maintenance | Expansion™ Investment Funding Source Local Funds | Local Funds] Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Projected Local Funds
1990 5256,095 51,010,032 51,266 127, 50 $1,266,127| General Tax Levy $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $250,000
1991 5266,872 5198,897] 3465 769 50 5465 769 State-Aid Funds $190,000 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000 $950,000
1992 5274 906 5308,202 $683,108 5307050 5890,158 Assessments $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,500,000
1993 $283.135 $650,087| $933,222 50 $933,222 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
1994 5290.385 5344 205 51,234,590 545,667 §1.280.257 Other Local $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $1,000,000
1995 5295 615 5945 692 51,244 307 5129200 §1,373,507 Total Local
1996 5307 432 $5631,000 5938 432 5222000 51,160,432 Funds Projected $740,000 $740,000 $740,000 $740,000 $740,000 $3,700,000
1997 £314 486 527078 5341 564 5996771 £1,338,335 Total Local Funds
1998 $319.385 50 $319,385 51,069,233 $1,378,618 Projected Less
1999 $326,439 50 $5326.439 $2,300,000 52,626,439 Assessments $440,000 $440,000 $440,000 $440,000 $440,000 $2,200,000
2000 5337 411 5147000 3484 411 5367000 5851 411 Source: City of Waite Park
2001 $347.012 $565,500 $912,512 $107,000 §1.019.5612] City of Waite Park Financial Capability
2002 $352.499 $868,750 51,221,249 50 $1,221,249
2003 5360 141 52 122 000 52 482 141 T644 330 53 126.471 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required
2004 $523,265 $155,000 5675,265 5220,000 $898,265
2005 $650,989 $956,400 31,607,389 50 31,607,389 Histlz)?;sslfc))cal ProjEeqcutzldslfo)cal Local Match
2006 5670519 5985092 51,6565 611 5391411 52,047,022 . . .
2007 3887 663 $549 000 51430 663 5178 000 51603 663 Total Projected Malntena_mce/ D_oIIars Regunred for Local_ Match
2008 5700 655 51 550,000 52 250 655 50 52 250 B5E Loce.ll Investment Operation Available to Malntengnce/ Requweq for Total
2009 $650.464 30 5650 464 37 562.000 35212464 (without local Investment Match Federal Oper.atlon Expgnsmn Local Match
2010 5702 035 5798 475 1500 510 51834 337 53334 847 FY assessments) (56%*) of Total Funds Projects Projects Required
2011 5726.536 5814.454]  51.543290]  51.939.647 53.483.138 2015 $440,000 $246,400 $193,600 $0 $0 $0
2012 §755,638 5830.433[  $1.586.071] 52,045,357 §3,631,428 2016 $440,000 $246,400 $193,600 $0 $0 $0
Total $10,598.876 515,057,295 525656174 520,349 204 §46,005,378 2017 $440,000 $246,400 $193,600 $0 $0 $0
Average 5460821 5654 665 51,115 486 5884748 §2.000,234 2018 $440,000 $246,400 $193,600 $0 $0 $0
% of 2019 $440,000 $246,400 $193,600 $0 $0 $0
Total N/A N/A 56% 44% 100% Total $2,200,000 $1,232,000 $968,000 $0 $0 $0
—— * Based on the City of Waite Park's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local
Expense transportation funds 1990 to 2012.
Source: City of Waite Park local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other
miscellaneous local funds.
* Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance
categories in this Chapter.
** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category
in this Chapter.
St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: City of Waite Park
ST/Z?;; Project # Agency Project Description Project Type FHWA State Advance Const. |Local Match Total
N/A /A N/A No Programmed Projects N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A




City of Sartell --
Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic overall local

funding and maintenance

investment levels, approximately

$5.5 million will be available to
match federal funds from 2015 to
2019

without compromising

maintenance of the existing

system. The necessary local
match for city of Sartell projects in
the 2015-2019 TIP is $1,236,291.
Sartell will be able to provide this
local match without compromising
maintenance and operation of the

existing system.

City of Sartell Current Financial Condition:

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of Sartell Future Financial Condition:
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

Non-Project |Project Related Total Total Local Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Total
Related Local Local Local Local Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019

Year | Maintenance | Maintenance” | Maintenance | Expansion™ | Investment Funding Source | Local Funds]Local Funds| Local Funds|Local Funds|Local Funds| Projected Local Funds

1990 $53,000 $234.379 $353.379 $438,948 5792327} ™ General Tax Levy $500,000]  $500,000]  $500,000]  $500,000]  $500,000 $2,500,000

Lo $59,000 $201,530 52605308 5320064 5580 534} ™ State-Aid Funds $151,000]  $151,000  $151,000]  $151,000]  $151,000 $755,000

e 359,000 5168153 5227, 153) 51,589,347 31,816,480 Assessments $72,000 $72,000 $72,000 $72,000 $72,000 $360,000

T e - e — — — :

:g: gggggg g;;gé;g :g;‘;égg ggég?g; $1$:,i?gig (-?(t)f:zlr LL(()):::II $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $3,500,000

1997 529,000 5483900 5242900 52.126.000 52 638,900 Tl;li;fji(:’::i(jﬁ:g $1,423,000] $1,423,000] $1,423,000] $1,423,000] $1,423,000 $7,115,000

1998 594,000 $218,000 $312,000 $1.432,500 51,744,500 o

% E?:ggg %94'323 gﬁgggg g?gggggg g?g?gggg Assess.,ments $1,351,000f $1,351,000f $1,351,000f $1,351,000f $1,351,000 $6,755,000

2001 5115750 50 5115.750] _57.212.980] __ 57.326.730] “ource: City of Sartell

2002 5115750 524,798 5140 548 53,089 384 53,229 932 . . . -

2003 5117.295 50 5117295 _ 52661532 52.768.627] (=i Of Sartell Financial Capability

2004 $123.153 $1.217.422]  $51.,346.581)  $6.076.635 57,423,216 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required

2005 5349 050 50 5349 050 53147 367 53,496 417

2006 $349,050 51,705,630 $2.054.680]  $2.950,231 55,004,911 Less () Equals (=)

2007 $522 455 50 £522 455 51.074.405 51 596860 Historic Local |Projected Local| Local Match

2008 5547 800 £875.557 51423 352 5721.644 52 144 996 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match

2009 £180.000 $542 955 5722 955 £8.900.236 59 623191 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total

2010 $373.900 $153.000 $526.900 $4 567.000 $5.093.900 (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion |Local Match

2011 $386.335 $534 289 $920 623 $5.001.137] $5.921 760 FY assessments) (18%*) of Total Funds Projects Projects Required

2012 3405, 938 5547 609 5953 547 55,223 666 56,177,213 2015 $1,351,000 $243,180 $1,107,820 $10,000 $119,999 $129,999

Total 54,376,962 59,224 852] 513,601,834 563,544 435 577,446,329 2016 $1,351,000 $243,180 $1,107,820 $98,892 $0 $98,892
Average $190,304 $401,081 5591,354 52,775,848 53,367,232 2017 $1,351,000 $243,180 $1,107,820 $0] $1,007,400] $1,007,400

% of 2018 $1,351,000 $243,180 $1,107,820 $0 $0 $0

Total YA NIA 189, 829, 100% 2019 $1,351,000 $243,180 $1,107,820 $0 $0 $0
EI::;TSE Total $6,755,000 $1,215,900 $5,539,100 $108,892] $1,127,399| $1,236,291

Source: City of Sartell local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other
miscellaneous local funds.
* Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance
categories in this Chapter.
** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category
in this Chapter.

Fiscal

* Based on the City of Sartell's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local
transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: City of Sartell

Proposed

Total AC

Route System Project #

MSAS 117

220-117-003

Year

2015

Agency

SARTELL

Project Description

**MN162** ROW ACQUISITION FROM 23RD ST SOUTH TO
HERITAGE DR AND FROM HERITAGE DR NORTH TO 4TH AVE
CONNECTION AT 2ND ST SOUTH, 1.8 MILES (SAFETEA-LU)

Fund Type Total FHWA

DEMO

$470,001

Payback

S0

Local Match

$119,999

$590,000

Project Total

PED/BIKE

220-591-003

2015

SARTELL

**SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
INCLUDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS, DESIGN, PLANS,
AND SPECIFICATION FOR SARTELL'S SRTS PROJECT

TAP

$40,000

S0

$10,000

$50,000

LOCAL 999

220-117-002AC2

2015

SARTELL

**AC** GRADING, AGG BASE, BITUMINOUS SURFACING,
CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER, ROUNDABOUTS, STORM SEWER
AND WATER MAIN FOR 50TH AVE FROM JCT CR 120 AND 50TH
AVE TO 0.429 MI N OF 50TH AVE (AC PAYBACK, 2 OF 2)

STP

S0

$192,000

)

$192,000

PED/BIKE

220-591-004

2016

SARTELL

**SRTS**INFRA. IN SARTELL, CE AND CONSTRUCTION OF
SIDEWALK AND CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS IN THE VICINITY OF
PINE MEADOW ELEMENTARY, SARTELL MIDDLE AND HIGH
SCHOOLS

TAP

$395,567

S0

$98,892

$494,459

MSAS 117

220-117-004

2017

SARTELL

SARTELL MSAS 117 (50TH AVE), FROM HERITAGE DR TO NORTH
0.5 MILES IN SARTELL, GRADE AND SURFACE, INCL. STORM SEWER
AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

STP

$547,600

S0

$1,007,400

$1,555,000

Required Local Match

$1,236,291




City of Sauk Rapids --
Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic overall local
funding and maintenance
investment levels, approximately

$2.2 million will be available to

match federal funds from 2015 to
2019

without compromising

maintenance of the existing
system. The city of Sauk Rapids
has no federal projects requiring a

local match in the 2015-2019 TIP.

City of S3auk Rapids Current Financial Condition:

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of Sauk Rapids Future Financial Condition:
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

Non-Project |Project Related]  Total Total Local Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Total
Related Local | Local ~f = Local Local | Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019
Year Maintenance Maintenance® | Maintenance | Expansion Investment R .
1990 5283 530 5425 391 5717 221 5132 010 5849 231 Funding Source Local Funds] Local Funds]Local Funds|Local Funds]Local Funds|Projected Local Funds
1991 §291,230 $471.777] §763.007]  §745.263 §1.508,270 General Tax Levy $984,183] $1,003,228] $1,022,337] $1,022,337] $1,022,337 $5,054,422
1992 5349530 5354.092 703,622 5318.760 51,022,382 State-Aid Funds $490,738 $490,738 $490,738 $490,738 $490,738 $2,453,690
1993 5342125 $329,344 3671,469 $377,611 51,049,080
1994 $342 930 $82.050 5424 980 $828,045 §1.253 025 Assessments 20 20 20 20 30 30
1995 §349.839 $703.501] _ 51.053.340] 5225638 $1.278.978 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
1996 $391,828 582 484 5474312 5498761 $973.073 Other Local $55,350 $55,350 $55,350 $55,350 $55,350 $276,750
1997 5416,021 50 5416,021]  $844,889 $1,260,910 Total Local
1998 $432,228 $450.137 $882,365 30 382,365 Funds Projected $1,530,271]  $1,549,316] $1,568,425]  $1,568,425| $1,568,425 $7,784,862
1999 5430 349 564 982 5495331 52422 811 52,918,142
2000 5490 544 522239 $512.783] _ $453.483 5996.066] | 1otal Local Funds
2001 5667 630 50 $557,630] 51,308,992 51,866,622 Projected Less
2002 §514,339 50 §514,339 §187.762 $702,101 Assessments $1,530,271] $1,549,316] $1,568,425] $1,568,425] $1,568,425 $7,784,862
2003 $518,005 50 §516.005] §1.086.350 $1.604.35] Source: City of Sauk Rapids
2004 641,673 $813,582 51,455 255 30 51,455 255
2005 $670,023 $0 $670,023 50 $670,023
2006 5695516 53,253,641 53,949,357 50 53,949,357 . . . . -
2007 $828.791 $1.178.313] _ $2.007.104 50 52007 104] City of Sauk Rapids Financial Capability
2008 877,226 556 260 5932 486 50 5932 486 . - " . . .
— 5777 708 5355 119 51636 8527 %0 31636827 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required
2010 5818,761 5649 054 51,667,615 5210976 51,878,790 Less () Equals (=)
2011 $848,136 $886,349 51,734,485 $186,019 51,920,504 Hi icL | Proi dL | L M h
2012 5877512 5923 644] _ 51.801.156] _ 5161.063 51,962,219 _ Jstge Lecs e wesl e
Total 512 750,773 $11.808.159] $24.558.932| $10.018.433 534 677,365 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for Local Match
Average $564, 381 $513,398 $1,067,780 $435,584 $1,5603,364 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total
% of (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion | Local Match
LT:::ZII MN/A NAA 1% 29% 100% FY assessments) (719" of Total Funds Projects Projects Required
Expense 2015 $1,530,271 $1,086,492 $443,779 $0 $0 $0
Source: City of Sauk Rapids local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other 2016 $1,549,316 $1,100,014 $449,302 $0 $0 $0
miscallaneous local funds. " _ 2017 $1,568,425 $1,113,582 $454,843 $0 $0 $0
* Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance
categories in this Chapter. 2018 $1,568,425 $1,113,582 $454,843 $0 $0 $0
** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category 2019 $1,568,425 $1,113,582 $454,843 $0 $0 $0
in this Chapter Total $7,784,862 $5,527,252 $2,257,610 $0 $0 $0
* Based on the City of Sauk Rapids historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local
transportation funds 1990 to 2012.
St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: City of Sauk Rapids
Fiscal
Route System |Project Number| Year Agency Project Description Project Type FHWA | State]Advance Const. |Local Match| Total
N/A N/A N/A _ [N/A NO PROGRAMMED PROJECTS N/A N/A N/A _N/A N/A N/A
Total Match |N/A




City of St. Joseph --
Financial Capability Finding

local

Based on historic overall

funding and maintenance
investment levels, $986,040 will be
available to match federal funds
from 2015 to 2019 without
compromising maintenance of the
existing system. This figure
compares to a required local match
of $698,288 for city of St. Joseph
projects programmed in the 2015-
2019 TIP. Accordingly, the city of
St. Joseph will be able to provide
this local match without
compromising maintenance and

operation of the existing system.

City of 8t. Joseph Current Financial Condition:

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

City of St. Joseph Future Financial Condition:
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

Non-Project |Project Related]  Total Total Local Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Total
Related Local Local Local Local Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015-2019

Year Maintenance { Maintenance” | Maintenance} Expansion™ ] Investment Funding Source Local Funds|Local Funds| Local Funds|Local Funds]Local Funds|Projected Local Funds

1990 597 174 5727881 5825 055 30 5825 055

1991 5112 343 50 T112 343 50 T112 343 General Tax Levy $85,000 $85,000 $85,000 $85,000 $85,000 $425,000

1992 5107.074 5691417 5798491 $113.836 5912 327 State-Aid Funds $6,200 $6,200 $6,200 $6,200 $6,200 $31,000

1993 $140,071 5766559 $906,630 50 $906,630 Assessments $363,000 $363,000 $363,000 $363,000 $363,000 $1,815,000

1994 $117.565 80,218 $197,783 §252,664 5450447 Bonding $247,000 $247,000 $247,000 $247,000 $247,000 $1,235,000

1335 $115,662 530,411 $146,073 50 $146,073 Other Local $27,000 $27,000 $27,000 $27,000 $27,000 $135,000

1996 5140,702 51,140,938 51,281,640 30 51,281,640 Total Local

oo sl sl swprl  sworel  oml | pyndoprojedted | sszoo]  srosooo]  siosaoo|  srosoon| srosoon 53641,00

1999 5115.619 $992.390] _ 51.108,009] __ $261,112 51.369,121] | Total Local Funds

2000 5171.088 50 5171.086 50 5171.086 Projected Less

2001 5192 207 %0 5192 207 $936.428 51128635 Assessments $365,200 $365,200 $365,200 $365,200 $365,200 $1,826,000

2002 5212 252 53,647 523 53,859,775 51,216, 400 $5.076,175] Source: City of St. Joseph

2003 5218,619 5606,726 5825,345 5245742 51,071,087

2004 5225 178 5624 928 5850106 5253 114 51,103,220

2005 $231,934 50 $231,934]  $1,709,740 $1.941,674]  City of St. Joseph Financial Capability

2006 $238,892 50 $238,892 51,641,026 51,879,918

2007 520.630 54 654 334 54 674 964]  54.853.610 59 528474 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required

2008 557 425 $3.333,671 $3,391,096 54,161,784 57,552 830

2009 5137726 5170,625 5308.351]  $4.853.510 35,161,861 Less() Equals (=)

2010 5174,282 51.780,695] 51,954,977 _ $3.280,074 35,235,051 Historic Local |Projected Local | Local Match

2011 5176.371 51.865.121 52 041493 53.491.706 55 633.199 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match

2012 $178,461 $1.949 547 $2,128,008 $3,703,338 $5,831,346 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total

Total $3,575,945 $23,479,818] $27,055 763 $31,633,925 $58,669,688 (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion |Local Match
Average 3155476 $1.020,862 $1,176,338] §1,375,368 52,551,726 FY assessments) (469%) of Total Funds Projects Projects Required

* of 2015 $365,200 $167,992 $197,208 $0 $0 $0

LT{)”;:,' /A N/ 46% 54% 100% 2016 $365,200 $167,992 $197,208 $0 $0 $0
Expense 2017 $365,200 $167,992 $197,208 $698,288 $0 $698,288
Source: City of 5t. Joseph local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other 2018 $365,200 $167,992 $197,208 $0 $0 $0
miscellaneous local funds. S o _ 2019 $365,200 $167,992 $197,208 $0 $0 $0

Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance Total $1.826,000 $839,960 $986,040 $698,288 $0 $698,288

categories in this Chapter.
** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category
in this Chapter.

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: City of St. Joseph

Fiscal
Year

Route System Project #

Agency Project Description

Proposed
Fund Type Total FHWA

ON MINNESOTA STREET (STEARNS CO CSAH 2) IN ST. JOSEPH,
FROM 4TH AVE NW TO STEARNS CO CSAH 51, CONSTRUCT

PED/BIKE 233-090-001 2017 [ST. JOSEPH BIKE/PED TRAIL WITH LIGHTING

TAP

$483,512

Total AC
Payback

o)

Local Match

$698,288

* Based on the City of St. Joseph's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local
transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

Project Total

$1,181,800

Required Local Match

$698,288




Stearns County --
Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic overall local
funding and maintenance
investment levels, approximately

$3.4 million will be available to
match federal funds from 2015 to
2019

without compromising

maintenance of the existing
system. This figure is greater than
the required local match of $1.1
million for Stearns County projects
programmed in the 2015-2019 TIP.
one federal

Additionally, project

being matched is a pavement

replacement project, which will
improve overall maintenance of the
existing system. Accordingly,
Stearns County will be able to
provide this local match without
compromising maintenance and

operation of the existing system.

County of Stearns Financial Condition (APO Area):

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

County of Stearns Future Financial Condition (APO Area):
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

RN?TPJ{I)_iECtl Projef‘ Rpi'a“"d ITmaII Local LTD‘a: Local Projected Projected Projected Projected | Projected Total

v erared ~oca oeal o Loca oca’ oca Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019

ear Maintenance Maintenance® | Maintenance | Expansion Investment . .

1990 5341 675 5375 138 5716516 50 5716816 Funding Source Local Funds] Local Funds| Local Funds | Local Funds]Local Funds]Projected Local Funds
1991 £405.189 $500.520 £905.709 50 £905.709 General Tax Levy $1,037,938 $1,037,938 $1,037,938 $l,037,938 $1,037,938 $5,189,690
1992 5421 869 £491 530 $913.399 %0 $913.399 State-Aid Funds $1,498,784 $1,498,784 $1,498,784] $1,498,784] $1,498,784 $7,493,920
1993 5410,010 5497 100 $907,110 50 5907110 Assessments $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
1994 $397.911 5404 937 5802843 5137.000 5939843 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
L] $406,736 So54 1400 5960336 50 $960,336 Other Local $303,784]  $303,784 $303,784]  $303,784]  $303,784 $1,518,920
1996 5414 932 57,253 255 57,668 187 50 57,668 187 Total Local

1997 5266,931 5374492 5641,423 50 5641,423 .

1998 $539 893 3317 802 $857 695 50 $857 695 Funds Projected $2,840,506 $2,840,506 $2,840,506] $2,840,506] $2,840,506 $14,202,530
1999 $490,500 $827.206] __ $1.317.706 50 51.317.706] | 1otal Local Funds

2000 $531.665 52.215491]  $2.747.156 50 52,747 156 Projected Less

2001 5556 501 52 924 BEA 52 781 456 51110 173 53 891 629 Assessments $2,840,506 $2,840,506 $2,840,506] $2,840,506] $2,840,506 $14,202,530

2002 $618.689 412,062 51,030,971 50 $1.030,971] Source: Stearns County Highway Department & APO estimates - 14.5% of County totals were used based on

2003 $637 455 £726,399 51,363,854 50 51,363,854 percentage of County lane miles in APO Planning Area.

2004 5643,068 51,942,822 52,585,890 50 52,585,890

2005 5844073 51436,066] $2.280.139] $1.293.180 53573.319] County of Stearns Financial Capability

2006 5864,925 54.069,114 54,934,039 5844300 55,778,339

2007 $966,199 $4,879,973 55,846,172 54,283,550 $10,129,722 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required

2008 51,010,419 $1.425 383 52,435,802 50 52,435,802

2009 51,010,419 54424 557]  §5.434.976] 5063483 510,498 459 Less() Equals (=)

2010 $964,103 53.270.600]  §4.234.703]  $2.116.720 $6,351,423 Historic Local |Projected Local| Local Match

2011 $999,830 $3.413,738 $4.413,668|  $2.257 685 $6,671,253 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match

2012 $1.035,557] $3.556.877] $4.592434] 52,398,650 56,991,084 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total

Total $14.778.302| $45.594,087] 960372389 $13.504.741) $79.877.730 (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion [Local Match
A";'z?e 3642,561 $1982.352)  $2,624,913 $848,032 33,472,345 FY assessments) (76%") of Total Funds Projects Projects Required

2015 $2,840,506 $2,158,785 $681,721 $70,755 $0 $70,755

LIt N/A NIA 76% 24% 100%

Local ) ) o 2016 $2,840,506 $2,158,785 $681,721 $0 $0 $0
Expense 2017 $2,840,506 $2,158,785 $681,721 $0 $0 $0
;?Sucr;:aa:nfouuusn}'gcuafl ?::da;ns local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other 2018 $2,840,506 $2,158,785 $681,721 $1,042,322 so| 1,042,322
*Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance 2019 $2,840,506 $2,158,785 $681,721 $0 $0 $0
categaries in this Chapter. Total $14,202,530 $10,793,925 $3,408,605 $1,113,077 $0] $1,113,077

** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category

in this Chapter.
|

transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: Stearns County

Route System

CSAH 133

Project #

073-070-010AC

2015

STEARNS COUNTY

Project Description

Proposed

Fund Type

*¥AC** CSAH 133/19TH AVENUE, CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUT (AC
PAYBACK 1 OF 1)

HSIP

$0

Total FHWA Total AC

$0

Total AC
Payback

$167,400

$0

* Based on the Stearns County's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local

Local Match Project Tota

$167,400

LOCAL 999

073-070-011

2015

STEARNS COUNTY

CSAH 2 - MINNESOTA STREET RURAL INTERSECTION CONFLICT
WARNING SYSTEM

HSIP

$126,000

$0

$0

$14,000

$140,000

PED/BIKE

073-591-003

2015

STEARNS COUNTY

**AC**SRTS**INFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA, CONSTRUCTION OF
SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH ST. FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO CSAH 7
AND FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF ST. MARY-HELP
CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC PROJECT, PAYBACK IN 2017)

TAP

S0

$90,808

S0

$56,755

$56,755

CSAH 120

073-720-002AC

2015

STEARNS COUNTY

**AC** SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS FROM 500 FEET WEST OF 50TH
AVENUE TO CONNECTICUT AVENUE IN SARTELL (AC PAYBACK 1 OF
1)

STP

S0

S0

$398,561

S0

$398,561

CSAH 2

073-602-045AC

2017

STEARNS COUNTY

**AC** STEARNS CSAH 4 TO CSAH 75, ROADWAY RESURFACING
(AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1)

STP

S0

S0

$1,688,800

S0

$1,688,800

PED/BIKE

073-591-003AC

2017

STEARNS COUNTY

**AC**SRTS**INFRA. IN ST. AUGUSTA, CONSTRUCTION OF
SIDEWALK ALONG 245TH ST. FROM STEARNS CSAH 75 TO CSAH 7
AND FLASHING SPEED SIGNS ON CR 7 IN FRONT OF ST. MARY-HELP
CHRISTIAN SCHOOL (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1)

TAP

S0

S0

$90,808

S0

$90,808

CSAH 75

073-675-037

2018

STEARNS COUNTY

STEARNS COUNTY CSAH 75, FROM OLD COLLEGEVILLE ROAD TO
CSAH 81 IN STEARNS COUNTY, RESURFACING

STP

$1,260,000

S0

$0

$315,000

$1,575,000

PED/BIKE

073-090-010

2018

STEARNS COUNTY

CONSTRUCT LAKE WOBEGON TRAIL EXTENSION FROM ST JOSEPH
TO RIVERS EDGE PARK IN WAITE PARK

TAP

$922,678

S0

S0

$727,322

$1,650,000

F-6

Required Local Match

$1,113,077




Benton County -- Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic funding and maintenance investment
levels, $3,930,899 is available to match federal funds from
2015 to 2019 without compromising the maintenance and
operation of the existing system (100% Benton County).
This analysis is derived from an alternate process of
considering the county’'s 100% funding level and
maintenance and operation costs, rather than only the 12%
APO portion usually considered as available. This is due to
the circumstance of need for local match for one-time
projects.

Four of the seven projects requiring local match are
classified as maintenance and operations projects. These
projects are not expansion projects, so they contribute to the
maintenance and operations of the overall system in Benton
County.

Benton County is required to provide the remaining local
match requirement for expansion projects of $6,139,939
without compromising maintenance and operation of the
existing system. This is a $2,209,040 shortfall in projected
local match funding from the county. However, this match is
for the expansion of CSAH 3 in the city of Sauk Rapids.
According to the Agreement for Joint Construction of the
project, the city is responsible for Right of Way costs within
city limits. Therefore, the city of Sauk Rapids remaining
projected available funding of $2,257,610 was added to the
amount available to match federal funding. This equals a
total of $6,188,509 projected available matching funds
compared to $6,139,939 needed for expansion projects.
This is technically an excess of $48,570, but this process is
an illustrative estimate and this is a very small difference
considering the overall project cost.

In addition, this process took a closer look at the percentage
spent on maintenance and operations versus the amount
spent on expansion (94% versus 6%, respectively). Benton
County does not have an extensive history of expansion
projects, which dilutes the percentage of funds typically used
on these types of projects. Due to this historical analysis, the
average per year local maintenance cost amount was used
to project the future local maintenance and operation cost
estimates. This process is an estimate to illustrate local
funding projections versus local spending on maintenance
and operation expenses.

County of Benton Current Financial Condition (APO Area):

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

County of Benton Future Financial Condition (APO Area):
Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

Non-Project |Project Related Total Total Local Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Total
y '::'?'“’-d Local e wiEl " Local : STEL | Local Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019
1;;; a'mea;"%:c;ﬂ a'"ten;_:%c;% a'"?{é?}"ﬁi xpansmnm WBS;TB?JHQH Funding Source Local Funds]Local Funds]Local Funds]Local Funds]Local Funds| Projected Local Funds
1991 5109 490 5107 303 5216793 50 5216.793 General .Tax Levy $324,000 $324,000 $324,000 $324,000 $324,000 $1,620,000
1992 5110138 586,534 5198672 50 5198 672 State-Aid Funds $372,600 $372,600 $372,600 $372,600 $372,600 $1,863,000
1993 5111.819 §134.750 5246.569 50 5246.569 ESSEsSENLS $0 $£0 $0 $0 $0 £0
1994 511,541 $179,888 $291,429 50 $291,429 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
1995 $5183,735 $152 500 $336,235 50 $336,235 Other Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
1996 $187.735 50 5187735 30 $187.735 Total Local
1997 590 174 50 590,174 50 590174 Funds Projected $696,600 $725,161 $754,892 $785,843 $818,062 $3,780,558
1998 5188.000 5999.694]  $1.187.694 50 51.187.694] | Total Local Funds
1939 5224 968 50 5224 968 5782.000 51,006,968 Projected Less
2000 $224,968 §726.425 $951,333 50 $951,333 Assessments $696,600]  $725,161]  $754,892]  $785,843]  $818,062 $3,780,558
2001 212,549 578,508 $291.057) 50 $291.057 Source: Benton County Highway Department & APO estimates - 12% of County totals were used based on
2002 $217.276 $512.561 5723.857) 50 5729.857) percentage of County lane miles in APO Planning Area.
2003 5148 744 $566,096 5714 840 50 5714 840
% g;gﬁgg: $594-2§g ggggggg gg ggggggg Total Projected Local Total Local Maintenance/ Projected Local
: : : 0 0 i
2006 5198 930 585576 5284 656 50 5284 556 Funds for 100% of Oper. Cost for 100% of Money Available to
2007 5204 925 560 621 5265 546 50 5265 546 Benton County (5 years)] Benton County (5 years) Match Federal Funds
2008 $5149,134 3446891 5596,025 50 $596,025 $31,504,649 $27,573,750 $3,930,899
2009 5101640 53,236,514 $3,338,154 50 53,338,154
2010 $266,160 §414 662 $680,822 50 $680,822 County of Benton Financial Capability
2011 5215.145 5324 0a8 51,139,233 50 51,139,233 Average Total Local Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required
2012 5219 443 5971,032 51,190 475 30 $1,190.475] Maintenance Cost for 12% las 0 Equals (=)
€ess (- quals (=
Total $3.959.863]  $10.456.745] 514.416.608]  5782.000]  $15.198.608]  of Benton County P o cciod Loc! NN
Average 3172.168 5454641 $626,809 $34.000 $660.809 $626,809) Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match
% of Average Total Local Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total
P (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion | Local Match
Sl MNIA MAA, a5% 5% 100% Maintenance Cost for FY assessments) (95%*) of Total Funds Projects Projects Required
Local 100% of Benton County
Expense $5.223.409 2015 $696,600) $661,770 $34,830 $0]  $2,050,000] $2,050,000
L=l 2016 $725,161 $661,770 $63,391 $7,565]  $4,089,939]  $4,097,504
2017 $754,892 $661,770 $93,122 $127,600 $0|  $127,600
2018 $785,843 $661,770 $124,073 $100,000 $0|  $100,000
2019 $818,062 $661,770 $156,292 $0| $0) $0
Total $3,780,558 $3,308,850 $471,708 $235,165| _ $6,139,939] $6,375,104

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: Benton County

Route System Project #

Fiscal
Year

Agency

Project Description

* Based on the Benton County's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local
transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

Proposed

Fund Type Total FHWA

Total AC

Total AC

Payback

Local Match

Project Total

**MN162** BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3: BENTON DRIVE TO TH 10,

CSAH 3 005-603-028 2015 |BENTON COUNTY RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION (SAFETEA-LU) DEMO $658,242 SO S0 $2,050,000 $2,708,242
*¥*¥AC** CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DR TO TH 10 - ROADWAY
EXPANSION, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL (AC PROJECT - PAYBACK IN

CSAH 3 005-603-029 2016 |BENTON COUNTY 2018) STP & TAP | $1,632,400 | $120,431 SO $4,089,939 $5,722,339
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 3 FROM EAST LIMITS OF SAUK RAPIDS TO
CSAH 4 IN BENTON COUNTY, GROUND IN WET-REFLECTIVE EPOXY

LOCAL 999 005-070-002 2016 |BENTON COUNTY MARKINGS HSIP $48,960 SO SO $5,440 $54,400
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 4 FROM US 10 TO CSAH 1 BENTON

LOCAL 999 005-070-003 2016 |BENTON COUNTY COUNTY, GROUND IN WET-REFLECTIVE EPOXY MARKINGS HSIP $19,125 SO SO $2,125 $21,250
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 1, FROM MN 23 TO CSAH 3 (GOLDEN

CSAH 1 005-601-010 2017 |BENTON COUNTY SPIKE ROAD) IN BENTON COUNTY, ROADWAY RESURFACING STP $510,400 S0 S0 $127,600 $638,000
BENTON COUNTY CSAH 33, INTERSECTION OPERATIONAL
IMPROVEMENTS AT CSAH 29 (1ST ST.)/CSAH 33 INTERSECTION IN

CSAH 33 005-629-013 2018 |BENTON COUNTY SARTELL STP $400,000 SO SO $100,000 $500,000
**¥*AC** CSAH 3 FROM BENTON DR TO TH 10 - ROADWAY

PED/BIKE 005-603-029AC (2018 |BENTON COUNTY EXPANSION, INCL BIKE/PED TRAIL (AC PAYABCK 1 OF 1) TAP SO SO $120,431 SO $120,431

Required Local Match  $6,375,104




Sherburne County --

Financial Capability Finding

Based on historic funding and maintenance investment
levels (for Haven Township), $0 are available to match
federal funds from 2015 to 2019 without compromising
maintenance and operation of the existing system.
County two
programmed in the FY 2015-2019 TIP that requires a
match of $12,650.
projects are maintenance/ operation projects, the

Sherburne has federal projects

local However, since these
required local match can be provided by deferring
another local maintenance/operation project without
adverse maintenance/operation impacts to the existing

system.

In addition, Sherburne County does not have an
extensive history of expansion projects (in Haven
Township), which dilutes the percentage of funds
typically used on these types of projects. Due to this
historical analysis, the average per year local
maintenance cost amount was used to project the
future local maintenance and operation cost estimates.
This process is an estimate to illustrate local funding
projections versus local spending on maintenance and
Without

projects to project an historical average, the projected

operation expenses. previous expansion
amount was zero. In addition, the two projects in the

TIP for Sherburne County are identified as

‘countywide”. Thus the financial analysis based on
solely Haven Township is less than is actually available
for a countywide project. Overall, Sherburne County
will be able to provide this local match without
compromising maintenance and operation of the

existing system.

County of Sherburne Current Financial Condition (APO Area):

Historical Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

County of Sherburne Future Financial Condition (APO Area):

- - Projected Local Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion
Non-Project |Project Related Total Total - - - - -
Related Local Local Local Local Local Local . Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Total

Year Maintenance | Maintenance® | Maintenance | Expansion™ Investment Tran.sportatlon 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 . 2015 - 2019

1990 582 127 572 799 5154 926 50 5154 926 Funding Source Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds| Projected Local Funds

1991 £89 167 5142 156 231,323 50 5231323 General Tax Levy $408,032 $419,685 $431,396 $431,396 $431,396 $2,121,906

1992 5101577 575830 5177407 50 5177 407 State-Aid Funds $263,871 $271,407 $278,980 $278,980 $278,980 $1,372,217

1993 5110.748 575,751 $186.499 50 5136.499 Assessments $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

1994 §112 519 5147 464 §269 953 50 269 983 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

1995 $126.011 £301.000 §427 011 50 5427 011 Other Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

1996 5137828 526 485 §163.313 50 £163,313 Total Local

1997 5$139.206 5149.090 $288.296 50 $288.296 Funds Projected $671,903 $691,092 $710,376 $710,376 $710,376 $3,494,123

1998 £91.178 50 $91.178 50 $91,178| | Total Local Funds

1999 $93.605 50 $93.605 30 $93,604 Projected Less

2000 $96,413 50 596 413 50 $96.413 Assessments $671,903 $691,092 $710,376 $710,376 $710,376 $3,494,123

2001 $241,507] $1,155,043 $1,396,550 30 $1,396,550] Source: Sherburne County Highway Department & APO estimates - 12% of County totals were used based

2002 5225 625 $1.109 580 51,335 205 50 $1.335,205] on percentage of County lane miles in APO Planning Area.

2003 5268143 565 505 £333.648 50 £333,648 . . L

2004 $283.098 $32.034 $315.332 50 3315.332] County of Sherburne Financial Capability

ggg :ig;gg; gg;gg:g g:gg:gg gg gggg:gg Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required

2007 $309,349 $226,858 $636,207 30 $636,207 Less () Equals (=)

2008 $318.629 $233,664 $552,293 50 $552,293 Historic Local Projected Local Local Match

2009 $328 187 $240,674 $568,861 30 3568 861 Total Projected Maintenance/ Dollars Required for |Local Match

2010 5340018 §348.688 §688.706 50 §688,706 . . . .

2011 5354 559 3360 528 5715 087 50 5715 087 Local Investment Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total

2012 5369099 5372 369 5741468 50 5741468 (without local Investment Match Federal Operation Expansion |Local Match

Total 54 810,523 55 568,803 510,379 376 50 510,379,326 FY assessments) (1009%6*) of Total Funds Projects Projects Required
Average $209,153 §242 122 $451,275 30 §451,275 2015 $671,903 $671,903 $0 $10,000 $0 $10,000

% of 2016 $691,092 $691,092 $0 $2,650 $0 $2,650

LT /A N/A 100% 0% 100% 2017 $710,376 $710,376 $0 $0 $0 $0
E';?P';ZLE 2017 $710,376 $710,376 $0 $0 $0 $0
Source: County of Sherburne local tax levy, special assessments, bonding, state-aid or other 2017 $710,376 $710,376 $0 $0 $0 $0
miscellaneous local funds. Total $3,494,123 $3,494,123 $0 $12,650 $0 $12,650

* Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance

* Based on the Sherburne County's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local

categories in this Chapter.
** Includes local funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category
in this Chapter.

transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: Sherburne County

Fiscal Proposed Total AC
Route System Project # Year Agency Project Description Fund Type Total FHWA Payback Local Match Project Total
LOCAL 999 071-070-025 2015 |SHERBURNE COUNTY [VARIOUS COUNTY ROADS - 8" RUMBLE STRIP, 6" EDGELINE STRIPE |HSIP $90,000 SO $10,000 $100,000
LOCAL 999 071-070-031 2016 |SHERBURNE COUNTY [VARIOUS COUNTY ROADS - 8" RUMBLE STRIP, 6" EDGELINE STRIPE |HSIP $23,850 SO $2,650 $26,500
Required Local Match $12,650



MnDOT District 3 Current Financial Condition (APO Area):

Historical Local Transpertation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion

MnDOT District 3 -- MnDOT District 3 Future Financial Condition (APO Area):

. . L . . Projected State Transportation Funds Invested in Maintenance/Operation and Expansion
Financial Capablllty Flndlng Non-Project Project Total State State Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Total
Related State | Specific State | Total State | Total State Expansion & Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019
555 Mai“‘;ggg%m Mai“‘;:‘;ﬂ‘:gm Ma;‘:‘?g;%ﬁﬂ Expansion$0 Mai“;?'}jg%ﬁm Funding Source State Funds | State Funds | State Funds | State Funds | State Funds Projected State Funds
Based on historic fundlng and 1990 $964 550 $779.000 $1,743 550 51,356,000 53,099,550
1991 51,490,320 30 51,490,320 30 51,490,320 State Non-Project
maintenance investment levels, 1992 §2.317.032 50 $2.317.032 50 §2.317.032 o
1993 51855003 50 51.655.003 5775000 52 630.003 Specific Ma.lnt. $ $5,944,057 $5,944,057, $5,944,057 $5,944,057 $5,944,057 $29,720,285
_ o _ 1994 51508792 5446000 §1.954 792 $920,000 52 874 792 State Project
approximately $2.2 million will be 1995 57170.863 51372000 52544563 5310 000 53 384,863 Specific Funds $124,444 $124,444 $124,444 $124,444 $124,444 $622,220
1996 51,176,000 5490, 324 51,666,324 30 51,666,324 Bonding $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
H 1997 51,293,600 51,488,973 52,782 573 5724 090 53,506,663 Other State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
available to match federal funds for 1998 51.422.960 $996.000 $2.418.960 51,139.000 53.6567.960 Total State Historical projection
. ) 1999 51,665 256 51,198,520 52,763,776 30 52,763,776 Funds
expansion projects from 2015 to 2019. 2000 $1.721.782 $1.148.880 32,870,662 50 $2.870.662 Projected $6,068,501]  $6,068,501]  $6,068,501]  $6,068,501]  $6,068,501 $30,342,505
2001 51,893,960 5748.329]  $2.642,289 $439.630 53.081.919] Source: MnDOT District 3
There are no eXpanSion prOjectS 2002 52 083,356 5107 707 52,191 063 30 52,191,063
2003 52,291,691 $5218.156 52,509,647 30 52,509,847 . . . . -
2004 52,520,860 5218.156] _ $2.739.016] 5950564 53 608 e00] MNDOT District 3 Financial Capability (APO Area)
prog q g s 53,050 241 3535 000l $3 585 241 5 53,505 241 Projected/Historic Investment Situation Local Match Required
2007 53,355 265 51,087 916 54 443 181 30 54 443 181 =
: Less (- Equals (=
All programmed projects are 2008 33.690.791 $947.365]  $4.638.156]  55.704.000]  510.342.156 e g ’ b - . d(St)t S
2009 54.050.870]  $23.040.830] 527.100.700 50| $27.100.700 Istoric State rojected tate até Matc
i f i | d 2010 $3.411.575 $1.095.082 $4.506.657] 50 %4 506.657] Maintenance/ Dollars Requlred for State Match
maintenance, safety or operations relate 2011 $3.534,900 $503,365 $4.038 265 50 $4.038 265 Total Projected Operation Available to Maintenance/ |Required for Total
2012 3,658,224 54,274 371 $7.932,595 50 §7.932.595 State Investment | Investment (88%)* | Match Federal Operation Expansion | State Match
projects that will improve maintenance —otal B s ML $:ifg;§:g el ST | 205 $6,068,501 $5,340,281 $728,220 $9,879,377 $0|  $9,879,377
werage ZBS SIS S ZLLE E 2016 $6,068,501 $5,340,281 $728,220 $2,170,044 0| $2,170,044
and operation of the existing system. Total WA WA 88% 129% 100% 2017 $6,068,501 $5,340,281 $728,220 $171,111 $0|  $171,111
ELocal 2018 $6,068,501 $5,340,281 $728,220 $461,111 $0] 461,111
. . . xpense
The prOJeCted State fundlng available for Source: MnDOT District 3 State funds. Zue $6,068,501 $5,340,281 B2 e h il
* Includes State funding invested in projects that fall within the defined maintenance Total $18,205,503 $16,020,843 $2,184,660 $12,681,643 $0] $12,681,643

categories in this Chapter.

** Includes State funding invested in projects that fall within the defined expansion category

in this Chapter.

Mote: Figures reflect estimates of dollars invested in the APO Planning Area. General,
non-project specific, maintenance is increased 10 percent per year after 1996, as requested by
MnDOT District 3 staff.

* Based on MnDOT District 3's historic maintenance/operation investment percentage of total local

maintenance and operations projects is ,
transportation funds 1990 to 2012.

about $16 million. The programmed

projects require a State amount of $12.6

St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: MnDOT
Total AC
Payback

Proposed

m||||0n . Thus’ MnDOT D|Str|ct 3 will be Route System Project # Description Total FHWA Total TH Local Match  Project Total

Funds

%k %k k% .
bsio | osodos faoms|  NooT | NI 10 O 1. Ml SOUTHYGENTON CSAH 35, RECONSTRUCTION - It antegfo/2t - | NP [s15103628| 50 | $3775507 |  ssmsoo |sussrsess
. . , . , - let date
able to prOVIde the |oca| matCh WIthOUt US 10, WB ONLY FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW IN RICE TO CSAH 33, AND ON US, EB ONLY FROM .3 MI N OF 115 ST NW IN RICE TO CSAH 4
us 10 0502-110 2015 MNDOT ’ ! ’ ! SF Nl S0 $2,300,000 S0 $2,300,000
MILL AND OVERLAY
R ~f 5 SE END OF BRIDGE# 73865 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73866 (EB) OVER SAUK RIVER TO NW END OF BRIDGE #73853 (WB) AND BRIDGE# 73854
194 7380-247 2015 MNDOT SF 0 0 2,999,470 0 2,999,470
CompromISIng the malntenance and (EB) OVER STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND OVERLAY 3 3 3 3 s
) f h o |94 2680-167 2015 MNDOT 1 94, FROM WRIGHT COUNTY CSAH 7??2!283]28%;0'\;?\,\72::/'1’\,‘ l;/IZ:LI;\AAlltlll_)AO'\I\éE(F;I\./AEYREEYOEI\;LYO,:TYD US 10, FROM 1.2 MI EOF MN 23 IN NHPP 45,196,000 0 $804,000 0 $6,000,000
ration XIstin m. : :
Ope at ono t ee St g SySte MN 999 8823-293 2015 MNDOT TH SEGMENTS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRAIL SIGN INSTALLATION FROM ELK RIVER TO HEADWATERS TAP $9,600 S0 S0 $2,400 $12,000
MN 999 8823-293A 2015 MNDOT TH SIGN FABRICATION FOR SP 8823-293 TAP $2,816 S0 S0 $704 $3,520
*k *k
MN 15 7321-51 2016 MNDOT PV40M** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCT TH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY, INCLUDE NHPP $1,778,400 0 $444,600 0 $2,223,000
CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL
*k *k
MN 15 7321-515 2016 MNDOT PVAOM** MN 25, 0.1 MI N OF JCT TH 23 TO S END OF BRIDGE #05011 OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MILL AND OVERLAY, INCLUDE HSIP $715,000 0 $79,444 0 $794,444
CONSTRUCT DUAL SB LEFT TURN LANES AT 12TH ST N IN ST. CLOUD AND AT STEARNS CO CSAH 1 IN SARTELL (HSIP PROJECT)
194 2380-239 2016 VINDOT. **pV40M** | 94, FROM STEARNS CO CSAH 75 W OF ST. JOSEPH TO W END OF BR #73865 AND BR #73866 OVER SAUK RIVER, UNBONDED NHEP $14,814,000 %0 $1,646,000 %0 $16,460,000
CONCRETE OVERLAY; AND ON | 94 FROM STEARNS CO CR 159 AT COLLEGEVILLE E TO STEARNS CO CSAH 75, MILL AND OVERLAY ! ! ! ! ! !
RR 71-00124 2017 MNDOT BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND FLASHING LIGHTS, T5, 32ND ST SE, HAVEN TOWNSHIP (1.5 MI SE ST CLOUD) RRS $350,000 S0 S0 S0 $350,000
RR 71-00125 2017 MNDOT BNSF RR, INSTALL GATES AND FLASHING LIGHTS, T14, 52ND ST SE, HAVEN TOWNSHIP (4 MI NW CLEAR LAKE) RRS $350,000 SO S0 SO $350,000
MN 999 8803-SHS-17 (2017 MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDES - DISTRICT 3 HSIP SETASIDE - 2017 HSIP $1,540,000 S0 $171,111 S0 $1,711,111
MN 999 8803-ADA-18 |[2018 MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - ADA - 2018 SF S0 S0 $250,000 S0 $250,000
MN 999 8803-SHS-18 |2018 MNDOT DISTRICTWIDE SETASIDE - HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - 2018 HSIP $1,900,000 S0 $211,111 S0 $2,111,111
Required State Funds  $12,681,643



St. Cloud APO --
Financial Capability Finding

The APO is anticipating
approximately $2,214,556 of
federal planning funds from FY
2015 to 2019. These federal funds
will require a total local match of
$553,639. When comparing this
amount to projected local planning
revenue, APO will have adequate

funds to provide the local match.

St. Cloud APO Current Financial Condition

Historical Local Planning Revenue

Year Local Assessments| Other Local Income Total
1990 589,936 $12 146 $102 082
1991 598,948 511,862 $110,810
1992 581,003 57,047 588,050
1993 581,003 54,588 385,591
1994 597,191 56,000 5103191
1995 113,151 510,017 $123,168
1996 116,318 59,689 3125907
1997 5143 567 $13,638 $167.205
1998 $139,955 315,173 $155,128
1999 5136,953 514 674 5151627
2000 5138,365 313122 3151 487
2001 $136,205 $12 878 5149 083
2002 $134.350 5411 51347611 st. Cloud APO Financial Capability
2003 5114,138 348,015 $162,153
2004 5113,997 57,042 $121.039
2005 116,536 57,032 $123 568 1990-2012 2015 - 2019
2006 $121.461 $13.947 $135.428 Anticipated Average Projected
2007 $128.852 $20.531 $149.383 Federal CPG Historic Local | Local Planning Local Match
2008 5136232 529729 3165 961 FY Funding Planning Revenue Revenue Requirement (20%)
2009 5115,256 313,227 $125.483 2015 $401,552 $130,529 $125,298 $100,388
2010 $121.236 515139 136,375 2016 $421,628 $130,529 $127,170 $105,407
2011 5107087 514 502 5121 589 2017 $442,710 $130,529 $129,040 $110,678
2012 107,319 312,775 3120094 2018 $463,792 $130,529 $130,911 $115,948
Total 52 689,079 $313.084 $3.002 163 2019 $484,874 $130,529 $132,782 $121,219
Average $5116,916 513,612 5130529 Total $2,214,556 $652,645 $645,202 $553,639
% 90% 10% 100%| Source: St. Cloud APO
Source: St. Cloud APD
St. Cloud APO Future Financial Condition:
Projected Local Planning Revenue
Local Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Total
Revenue 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015 - 2019
Source Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds | Projected Local Funds
Assessments $115,298 $117,170 $119,040 $120,911 $122,782 $595,202
Other Local
Revenue $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $50,000
Total $125,298 $127,170 $129,040 $130,911 $132,782 $645,202

Source: St. Cloud APO




St. Cloud Metro Bus --
Financial Capability Finding

St. Cloud Metro Bus has $9,100,316 in
federal funds programmed in the FY 2015-
2019 TIP that will require a minimum (20%)
match of $1,820,179. Metro Bus will be able
to provide their required local match for
federal funds programmed. Metro Bus has
$31,042,325 of local and state match
programmed to match federal funds in the
FY 2015-2019 TIP, with a projected capacity
of  $49,547,500.

Metro Bus funding

projection is sufficient to provide the

programmed amount. Projects without
federal funds, such as Dial-A-Ride services
were not included in the TIP or in this
financial analysis.  Additional projects
receiving federal funds will be added via TIP
amendments. See Appendix F for project

level details.

5t. Cloud Metro Bus Current Financial Condition
Historical State/Local Transit Funds

Fares/Other Tax Levy Total
Year Local Funds State Funds | Local Funds | Local Funds
1990 $439.198 $926,131 $422 935 $1,788,264
1991 3448098 $843,930 5604954 51,896,982
1992 5439 844 732,694 $623.103 $1,795 641
1993 $522 502 $810,450 5620 485 $1,953,437
1994 $578,000 51,031,104 $683.050 52,292 154
1995 $631,242 51,214,732 $693,500 52,639,474
1996 5664, 788 51,326,148 5754053 52,744 989
1997 704,000 51,607,192 $693.000 53,004,192
1998 $812.,000 51,670,284 $819.000 53,301,284
1999 5832242 51,742 468 $1,127,378 53,702,088
2000 $935,718 52,062,000 $1,149 118 54,136,536
2001 5939479 52,192 887 $1,631,036 54,663,402
2002 $940,000 53,267,012 $698.000 54,905,012
2003 $1,003,090 53,349,850 5759950 55,112,890
2004 51,023,861 53,631,584 $598.067 556,253,512
2005 $1.200,967 53,704,436 $671.830 55,677,233
2006 $1,336,702 $3,850,000 750372 556,937,074
2007 $1,400,000 $3,968,000 7a7. 774 56,155,774
2008 51,490,955 34,470,000 5843 987 56,804,946
2009 51,678,556 34,607 867 a72 441 57,058,564
2010 51,618,038 34,680,032 5927 343 57,125,413
2011 $1,670,000 34,718,000 51,046,545 57,434 545
2012 51,653,369 55,090,412 5973629 7,717 411
Total 522 762,653 $61.487,513] $18,651,550] 5102,901, 717
Average $989,681 $2,673,370 $810,937 $4,473,988
% of total
local
funds 22% 60% 18% 100%
Source: 5t. Cloud Metro Bus
St. Cloud Metro Bus Future Financial Condition:
Projected State/local Funds
Local Projected | Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected
Transportation 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2015-2019
Funding Source Local Funds]Local Funds|Local Funds|Local Funds|Local Funds] Local Funds
Local Tax Levy $1,432,000f $1,154,000] $1,201,000] $1,248,000] $1,295,000] $6,330,000
Fares/Other Local $1,824,000] $1,910,000] $1,998,000] $2,084,667| $2,171,667 $9,988,333
State Funds $5,400,000f $6,000,000] $6,655,000] $7,273,333] $7,900,833] $33,229,167
Total $8,656,000] $9,064,000] $9,854,000] $10,606,000] $11,367,500] $49,547,500
Source: St. Cloud Metro Bus St. Cloud Metro Bus Financial Capability
2015 - 2019 Local Match Actual
1990 - 2012 Projected Required for Local Match
Programmed Average State/Local State/Local Transit Programmed
FY Federal Funds Funds Available Funds Available | Projects (20%) for Transit
2015 $2,104,148 $4,473,988 $8,656,000 $526,037 $6,531,903
2016 $2,101,830 $4,473,988 $9,064,000 $525,458 $7,483,579
2017 $2,205,316 $4,473,988 $9,854,000 $551,329 $7,995,665
2018 $2,261,422 $4,473,988 $10,606,000 $565,356 $8,833,178
2019 $160,000 $4,473,988 $11,367,500 $40,000 $198,000
Total $8,832,716 $22,369,940 $49,547,500 $2,208,179 $31,042,325




St. Cloud APO FY 2015-2019 TIP Project Programming: Metro Bus

Fiscal Proposed
Route System Project # Year Who Agency Project Description Fund Type Total FHWA Local Match Project Total
BB TRF-0048-15B [2015( L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST. CLOUD FR TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE FTA S0 $1,252,074 | 56,318,884 $7,570,958
E : L E EE E
BB TRF-0048-15D [2015( L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT FTA SO $40,000 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
BB TRE-0048-15E |2015] L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS ETA $0 $8,000 $2,000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-15F [2015| L METRO BUS SECT 5307: CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FTA SO $740,074 $185,019 $925,093
ECT 7: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, B HELTER TRANSIT
BB TRF-0048-15V [2015( L METRO BUS SECT530 SITC URCHASE, BUS S S FTA S0 $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
AMENITY
BB TRF-0048-15W |2015| L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST. CLOUD TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, ITS PROJECTS FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-15X |[2015 METRO BUS SECT 5307: OPERATIONS AUTOMOBILE FTA SO $24,000 $6,000 $30,000
BB TRF-0048-16B |[2016 METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING ASSISTANCE FTA SO $1,277,115 | $7,145,000 $8,422,115
ECT 7: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-16D [2016( L METRO BUS SECT 530 SITC URCHASES OFFICE EQU FTA SO $40,000 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
BB TRE-0048-16E |2016] L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS ETA $0 $8,000 $2,000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-16F (2016 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD METRO BUS CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE FTA SO $736,715 $184,179 $920,894
MAINTENANCE
BB TRF-0048-16V [2016| L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CENTER IMPROVEMENTS FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
ECT 7: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, B HELTER TRANSIT
BB TRF-0048-16W |2016| L METRO BUS SECT 530 SITC AM:NISI:'YAS ,BUSS S FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRS-0048-16 (2016 METRO BUS ST CLOUD METRO BUS PURCHASE 2 SMALL CNG BUSES TP 5K-200K| $267,600 SO $132,400 $400,000
BB TRF-0048-17B |[2017 METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING ASSISTANCE FTA SO $1,302,658 | $7,770,000 $9,072,658
BB TRE-0028-17D |2017| L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT ETA $0 $40,000 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
BB TRF-0048-17E |2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE TOOLS ETA $0 $8,000 $2.000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-17F (2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD METRO BUS CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE FTA SO $786,658 $196,665 $983,323
MAINTENANCE
BB TRF-0048-17V (2017 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPIT’?:J;\I;?;IASE' BUS SHELTER TRANSIT FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-17W |2017 METRO BUS SECT 5307: MAINTENANCE VEHICLE FTA SO $28,000 $7,000 $35,000
BB TRF-0048-17X 2017 METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASE, ITS PROJECTS FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-18B [2018 METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD RR OPERATING ASSISTANCE FTA SO $1,328,711 | $8,600,000 $9,928,711
BB TRE-0028-18D |2018!| L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES OFFICE EQUIPMENT ETA $0 $40,000 $10,000 $50,000
AND COMPUTERS
ECT 7: TRANSIT CAPITAL PURCHASES MAINTENANCE T
BB TRF-0048-18E (2018 L METRO BUS SECT 530 SITC URCHASES CETOOLS FTA SO $8,000 $2,000 $10,000
AND EQUIPMENT
BB TRF-0048-18F (2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: ST CLOUD METRO BUS CAPITALIZED PREVENTIVE FTA SO $840,711 $210,178 $1,050,889
MAINTENANCE
BB TRF-0048-18V (2018 L METRO BUS SECT 5307: TRANSIT CAPITQL'\::J%-IASE' BUS SHELTER TRANSIT FTA SO $20,000 $5,000 $25,000
BB TRF-0048-18W |2018 METRO BUS SECT 5307: OPERATIONS AUTOMOBILE FTA SO $24,000 $6,000 $30,000
BB TBD 2019 METRO BUS REPLACE 2 CLASS 500 PARATRANSIT VEHICLES STP $160,000 SO $198,000 $358,000

Total Required Local Match $31,042,325



APPENDIX G

Common Acronyms and STIP Codes: Route System, Program, and Proposed Fund Categories

3-C — Comprehensive, Cooperative & Continuing
AA — Affirmative Action

AC — Advance Construction

ADA — Americans with Disabilities Act

ADT — Average Daily Traffic

APO — Area Planning Organization

AQ — Air Quality

ATIP — Area Transportation Improvement Program
ATP — Area Transportation Partnership

BARC — Bridge & Road Construction

BF — Bond Fund

BRRP — Bridge Replacement or Rehabilitation
Program

CAA — Clean Air Act

CAAA - Clean Air Act Amendment

CBD - Central Business District

CFR — Code of Federal Regulations

CMAQ - Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality
CO — Carbon Monoxide

CR - County Road

CSAH — County State Aid Highway

DBE — Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
D3 — District 3

EB - Eastbound

EEO — Equal Employment Opportunity

EJ — Environmental Justice

EPA — Environmental Protection Agency

FAA — Federal Aviation Administration

FHWA — Federal Highway Administration

FRA — Federal Railroad Administration

FTA — Federal Transit Administration

FY — Fiscal Year

HCVMT — Heavy Commercial Vehicle Miles
Traveled

HES — Hazard Elimination Safety

HOV - High Occupancy Vehicle

HPP — High Priority Project

HSIP — Highway Safety Improvement Program
IM — Interstate Maintenance

ITS — Intelligent Transportation System

LOS — Level of Service

MN - Minnesota

Mn/DOT — Minnesota Department of Transportation
MPCA — Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
MPO — Metropolitan Planning Organization

MSA — Metropolitan Statistical Area

MSAS — Municipal State-Aid Street

MTC — St. Cloud Metro Bus

NAAQS — National Ambient Air Quality Standards
NB — Northbound

NEPA — National Environmental Policy Act

NHS — National Highway System

OIM — Mn/DOT Office of Investment Management
SAFETEA-LU — Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users

SB - Southbound

PNR — Park and Ride

PTMS — Public Transit Management System
RDC — Regional Development Commission

SE - Southeast

SF — State Fund

SIP — State Implementation Plan (for Air Quality)
SOV - Single Occupancy Vehicle

SRTS — Safe Routes to School

STIP — State Transportation Improvement Program
STP — Surface Transportation Program

TH — Trunk Highway

TAC — St. Cloud APO Technical Advisory
Committee

TEA — Transportation Enhancement Activities or
Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century
TIP — Transportation Improvement Program
TCM — Transportation Control Measures

TCP — Transportation Control Plan

TCSP — Transportation, Community & System
Preservation

TDM — Transportation Demand Management
TMA — Transportation Management Area

TP — Transportation Plan

TRLF — Transportation Revolving Loan Fund
TSM — Transportation System Management
UPWP — Unified Planning Work Program

U.S.C. — United States Code

U.S. DOT - United States Department of
Transportation

V/C — Volume to Capacity Ratio

VMT — Vehicle Miles Traveled

WB — Westbound



Programming Codes from MnDOT STIP Document

III.

PROGRAM LISTING

The following section contains the FY 2012-2015 STIP
project listing sorted by District/ ATP.

The first page of each District/ ATP shows the
District/ ATP location within the state and the counties
included within each District/ ATP. The name of the
District Transportation Engineer. phone number. and
address are shown as well as a general information
telephone number.

The second page begins the listing of projects in that
District/ATP sorted by Fiscal Year. Within each Fiscal
Year, projects are sorted by Route System with transit
projects first followed by rail. local roadway. and then
state projects.

The following information is provided for each project

Seq# - The sequence number is a unique
number assigned to each project in this
project listing.

Route - The route name and number on which

System the project is located. See Figure 5.

Figure 5
Route System Categories
Route System Description
BB Transit (buses)
CITY City project
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
CR County Road
CSAH County State Aid Highway
DA Disability Act
EN Enhancement (not assigned to a specific
road and not a pedestrian or bicycle
path)
FH Forest Highway
1 Interstate Highway
IRR Indian Reservation Roads and Bridges
ITS Intelligent Transportation Systems
LOCAL 999 Local project not associated with a road
MSAS Municipal State Aid Street
MUN Municipal Street

PED/BIKE

Pedestrian or Bike Path/Trail (not
assigned to a specific road)

PL Pl

RECTRAIL DNR Recreational Trail

RR Railroad

MN or US Trunk Highway

TH 999 State project not associated with a road
(not an Enhancement)

TWN Township Road

-1




Project

Number -  Project identifier. Most trunk highway projects Figure 6
start with the control section numbers. Local Program Categories
projects start with either the county number or Program | Description
the city number. AM Municipal Agreement
e o : : . BI Bridge Improvement
Agency - The jurisdiction responsible for implementing BR Bridge Replacement
projects or for opening bids. BT Bike Trail (not an Enh t)
CA Consultant Agreement
Description - The location and/or type of project. DR Drainage
P ¢ FPROEPIIR EN Enhancement (STP)
i . s ; IR Indian Reservation Roads
Miles - The length of the project. MA Miscellaneous Agreements
MC ajor Construction
Programs - The program category. See Figure 6. NA Mot Applicable (Uncommitted)
NO Noise Walls
Typeof - The intent of the project. PL Planning
Work PM Preventive Maintenance
RB Rest Area/Beautification
- . : RC Reconstruction
Proposed - Preliminary fund assignment with exact RD Recondition
Funds determination of funding determined upon RS Resurfacing
authorization. See Figure 7. RT Recreational Trail (DNR conly)
RW Right of Way Acquisition
Total - The total estimated cost of the project relative to \Rj}\\ E(oad‘Repatr l(fi“d?-e and 1'({_oad :-;0“5'1'”0“0") (BARC)
o . i S E tal Agreement/Cost Overruns
federal funding to be used in year of letting. d =y dLogrecmentt ost verruis
This includes advance construction (AC) e SHilegy Capactty
S HI LTS G AL EID . i SH Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
conversion funding, It does not include the SR Safety Railroads
original advance construction funding. ™ Transportation Management
TR Transit (FHWA)
FHWA - The total estimated federal aid highway funding B9 FTA Urbanized Area Formula — Section 5307
to be used for the project. This includes advance CF Clean f“‘_'ls Section 3308 __
constriction catversion Fandin B3 FTA Capital Program - Section 5309
g NB FTA Elderly and Person with Disabilities — Section 5310
OB FTA Non-urbanized Areas - Section 5311
JA FTA Job Access and Reverse Commute — Section 5316
NF New Freedom Section 5317
I1-2
Figure 7
Proposed Fund Categories
LU D“:'”“':; AC - The total estimated amount of future federal
BF Bond Fun . AR o, tactl front-
e Bridge Rehabiliaion funds (AC) bmlng wl?nmth.d to a project. front
BR Bridge Replacement ended by local/state funds.
BROS Off System Bridge
CBl Coordinated Border Infrastructure FTA - The total estimated federal aid transit funding to
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality bensad Fopil i
DPS Department of Public Safety ¢ used for the project.
ER Emergency Relief
FFM Federal Fund Miscellanecus (TCSP, Special Appr.) TH - The total estimated state trunk highway funding
FH Forest Highway g T
FTA Federal Transit Administration to be used for the project.
HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
HSR High Spead Rail
HPP High Pricrity Project (Earmarked) Other -  Estimate of funding other than FHWA, FTA or
IM Interstate Maint b ) : S L
RE R e p———— state TH to be used l"(::r the project. This includes
TS Tntelligent Transportation Syst local match and special legislative
LF Local Funds or Other appropriations.
NCIP National Corndor Infrastructure (Earmarked)
NHS National Highway System
PNRS Projects of National and Regional Significance (Eanmarked)
PUB Public Lands
RES Research
RRS STP Rail Safety
RT Recreational Trail
SB Scenic Byways
SF State Funds
STP Surface Transportation Program
U STP Small Urban
TEA Transportation Ent t (STP)
TIL Transportation Improvements (Earmarked)
TRLF Transportation Revolving Loan Fund
G STP Urban Guarantee
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Appendix H
ST. CLOUD AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
SELF-CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION 2014-06

Approving the St. Cloud Metropolitan Area 2015-2019
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

WHEREAS; in accordance with 23 CFR 450.334(a) the St. Cloud Area Planning Organization hereby certifies
that the metropolitan transportation planning process is addressing major issues facing the metropolitan
planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of:

23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;

In non-attainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act as

amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 USC 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;

49 USC 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age in

employment or business opportunity;

Section 1101(b) of the MAP-21 (Pub. L. 112-141) and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the involvement of

disadvantaged business enterprises in the US DOT funded projects;

6. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on Federal
and Federal-aid highway construction contracts;

7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR Parts
27, 37, and 38;

8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in
programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance;

9. Section 324 of title 23, U.S.C regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and

10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR 27 regarding discrimination

against individuals with disabilities.

N =

P

o

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the APO hereby certifies that the 2015-2019 TIP has been developed
in conformance with all mentioned applicable state and federal MPO requirements.

ATTEST: :

Rick Schultz, - Angelé/Stenson,

St. Cloud APO Chair St. Cloud APO Executive Director
July 24, 2014 July 24, 2014

Date Date



MPO:

St. Cloud Area Planning Organization

MINNESOTA MPO TIP CHECK LIST

MPO Contact:

Angie Stenson

Executive Director

TIP PERIOD Covered: From:

SEY 2015 To:

SEY 2019

(month year)

Phone:

(name)

(title)

(month year)
(320) 252-7568

The table below identifies information that should be covered by the MPO'’s TIP, as required by CFR 450. Please fill in the
requested information, where applicable. Most items should first be completed by the MPO. Shaded boxes will be completed by
MnDOT staff.

Regulatory Key Content of Review Guidance Where in TIP? Comments
Citation Rule Page(s)
CFR 450.316 | Public Involvement | TIP uses visualization, is available on Executive Summary, Yes/No
. . Page 2-1 “What is the TIP PowerPoint TIP . APO Policy Board
€)) the web, process was consistent with Approval Process?” owerPoint TIP presentation to olicy Board,
.. . . raphic, Page 6-7 Project which Was_also public information meeting. TIP
DUb|IC involvement plan, final action Eocatioh Map, Page 3-2 document illustrates various graphics and maps to
includes documentation of significant “Public Participation for ﬁl‘fj‘s‘trr‘;tt‘grf?grg‘vfﬁjrg“jj'F‘)’;‘O’:t‘l‘;‘];e;ggﬁg‘;ﬁ'y Sidebar
comments and diSpOSitiOI’l. -éfrr;nﬁgr?éndlx J Public information throughout the document.
CFR 450.316 | Consultation TIP process includes consultation with Z'?thogjgﬁf’;g’;gﬁfaﬁ;] & | Yes/No
(b) other planning organizations and Page 3-2, Program
stakeholders, including applicable tribes | Process Page 4-1
and federal land management agencies.
CFR 459.320 | Congestion TMA's TIP reflects multimodal N/A Yes/No/NA
(b) Management measures/strategies from congestion
management process
CFR 450.324 | Cooperation with TIP was developed in cooperation with | Bxecutive Summary, Yes/No
. . . Introduction Pages 2-1 & —
€) State and public the State (DOT) and (any) public transit | 22, participation Page 3-
; 2, Self-Certification Pages
transit operators operators. S35 E: Program
Process Page 4-1
> Introduction Page 2-1,
> 4 years TIP covers at least 4 years. TIP Projoct List and Map Yes/No
Pages 6-2 — 6-7
TIP cycle matches STIP. Executive Summary, Yes/No

Introduction Page 2-1,
TIP Project List and Map
Pages 6-2 — 6-7




Regulatory Key Content Guidance Where in TIP? Comments
Citation Page(s)
CFR450.324 | MPO approval of Date TIP approved by the MPO’s Policy Eggg'r:’é:g”psgé‘;?f N Date: Approval of Draft TIP on 5/22/14
(a) con’t TIP Board. Resolution 2014-07: Approval of Final TIP on 7/24/14
Signed copy of the resolution is Appendix page I-1
included. Yes/No
Approval recommended by the District. Date: District review and recommendation on
07/16/2014.
ATP approval on 4/3/14 subject to minor technical
corrections.
Governor’'s Approval | Approval by Mn/DOT. Date:
MPO Conformity If a nonattainment/maintenance area, a | VA Yes/No/NA
Determination conformity determination was made. Date:
CFR450.324 | Reasonable TIP identifies options provided for public Eﬁf;(;ﬁ'c"t?oﬁ‘;";g‘:gfz Yes/No
(b) Opportunity for review/comment, documentation of Planning Process & Self-
Public Comment meetings, notices, TIP published on- ggggincjgog Page 3-2,
line, other document availability,
accommodations, etc.
CFR450.324 | Specific types of TIP includes capital and non-capital Infroduction Pages 24 & | Yes/No
(c) projects to be surface transportation projects within the | ypdates Pages 5-1 _‘5_3,
included in TIP metropolitan planning area proposed for | TIP Project List and Map

funding under 23 USC or 49 USC chapter
53, including enhancement projects.

May exclude safety projects under 23
USC 402 and 49 USC 31102,
metropolitan planning under 23 USC
104(f), 49 USC 5305(d) and 5339; state
planning and research; emergency relief
projects (unless involving substantial
functional, locational, or capacity
changes); national planning and research
under 49 USC 5314; and project
management oversight projects under 49
USC 5327.

Pages 6-1 — 6-7




Regulatory Key Content Guidance Where in TIP? Comments
Citation Page(s)
CFR450.324 | Lists all regionally TIP lists all regionally significant antroduction Pages 2-1& | Yes/No
(d) significant projects projects requiring FHWA or FTA action, | projects Updates Pages
i 5-1 — 5-3, TIP Project List

regardless of funding source. ond Map Phges .1 6.7
CFR450.324 | Information required | Sufficient scope description (type, B;%V;‘t-"g;g;ze"s“gft_ .5 | Yes/No
(e) about each project | termini, length, etc.). TIP Project List and Map | MPO uses MnDOT STIP template to ensure

Pages 6-1 — 6-7

uniformity and consistency of programming details.

Estimated total cost (including costs
that extend beyond the 4 years of the
TIP).

Previous TIP Project
Updates Pages 5-1 — 5-3,
TIP Project List and Map
Pages 6-1 — 6-7

Yes/No

Submitting agencies are instructed to apply
inflation adjustments of 4% per year to project cost
submittals to calculate the year of construction cost
estimate.

Federal funds proposed, by year.

Previous TIP Project
Updates Pages 5-1 — 5-3,
TIP Project List and Map

Yes/No

APO federal funding is consistent with the District 3
ATP federal funding distribution method.

Pages 6-1 — 6-7
i Previous TIP Project
Proposed category(ies) and source(s) of Updates Pages .1 - 5.3, Yes/No
federal and non-federal funds. TIP Project List and Map
Pages 6-1 — 6-7
ini i Previous TIP Project
.Rempllent/responsmle agency(s) Updates Pages .1 - 5.3, Yes/No
identified. TIP Project List and Map
Pages 6-1 — 6-7
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
TCMs from SIP are identified.
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
project information provides sufficient
detail for air quality analysis.
Identification of projects that will TIP Project ListandMap | Yas/No

implement ADA paratransit or key
station plans.

Pages 6-1 — 6-7




Regulatory Key Content Guidance Where in TIP? Comments
Citation Page(s)
CFR450.324 | Small Projects TIP identifies small projects by function Egzvéﬁgsgézezfg_eft_ .5 | Yes/No
)] or geographic area or work type. TIP Project List and Map
Pages 6-1 — 6-7
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
small project classification is consistent
with exempt category for EPA
conformity requirements.
CFR450.324 | Consistency with Each project is consistent with the ESSZ'é’é?i”piZi“ﬁ on | Yes/No
Q) approved plans MPQ's transportation plan. Executive Summary,
Planning Process & Self-
Certification Pages 3-1-
3-5, Program Process
Page 4-1, TIP Project List
and Map Pages 6-1 — 6-7
CFR450.324 | Financial Plan Demonstrates TIP can be implemented, Introduction Pages 2-1& | Yag/No
(h) indicates public and private resources, and | %2 Financial Capacity
recommends financing strategies for needed | ,5 prendif,:
projects and programs.
Total costs are consistent with DOT Introduction Pages 2-1& | Yes/No
. R 2-2, Financial Capacity —
estimate of available federal and state Analysis Pages 7-1 — 7-
funds. 25, Appendix F
Construction or operating funds are 'zﬁgogl:gtvig;ﬁ?gspféjlei Yes/No
reasonably expected to be available for | updates Pages 5-1 - 5-3,
all listed projects. o P“gelct Lgsga”d Map
ages 6-1 — 6-7,
Financial Capacity
Analysis Pages 7-1—7-
25, Appendix F
For new funding sources, strategies lﬁ;é’g"é?f‘}g‘:; &Map | Yes/No/NA
have been Identlfled to ensure fund Financial Capac’ity Specifically includes_projects using STP, MN 162,
. o . HSIP, and TAP funding
availability. foalysis Pages 71— 1-
, Appendix
Includes all projects and strategies 'Zﬁgogf;tgrg;ggfé 214 | Yes/No
funded under 23 USC and Federal Map Pages 6-1 — 6-7
i i i ifi Financial Capacity
Transit Act and regionally significant Aralvsic Panes 24— 7-
projects. 25, Appendix F
Regulatory Key Content Guidance Where in TIP? Comments




Citation Page(s)
CER450 324 Contains system-level estimates of ';‘;"?#S;’Q,,Zi?ﬁ.i tzaf\ (‘f‘ Yes/No
(h) continued costs and revenues expecte.d to be Map Pages 6-1 - 6-7,
available to operate and maintain ;‘::I;g:g' ggg:g't?y .
Federal-aid highways and transit. 25, Appendix F
Revenue and cost estimates are inflated | Introduction Pages 2-1& | Yag/No

to reflect year of expenditure (required
by December 7, 2007).

2-2, Program Process
Page 4-1, Previous TIP

Project Updates Pages 5-

1-5-3, TIP Project List

and Map Pages 6-1 — 6-7,

Financial Capacity
Analysis Pages 7-1 - 7-
25, Appendix F

APO agencies and jurisdictions are instructed to
apply inflation adjustments of 4% per year to
project cost submittals to calculate year of
construction cost estimate.

CFR450.324 | Financial Constraint | Full funding for each project is 'T’}gOSfocjggpLﬁ’;gaenﬁ'aap Yes/No
0] reasonably anticipated to be available Pages 6-1 — 6-7,
within the identified time frame. Financial Capacity
Analysis Pages 7-1 — 7-
25, Appendix F
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
the first two years’ projects are only
those for which funds are available or
committed.
ic fi i i Introduction Page 2-2,
TIP is flna_nqlally constrained by year, TP Project Lictand Map Yes/No
while providing for adequate operation Pages 6-1 — 6-7,
and maintenance of the federal-aid Financial Capacity
Analysis Pages 7-1—7-
system. 25, Appendix F
Financial Constraint | If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
priority was given to TCMs identified in
the SIP.
CFR450.324 | Sub-allocated Funds | Sub-allocation of STP or 49 USC 5307 | Introduction Pages 2-1& | Yag/NQ
. . 2-2, TIP Project List and = ial estimates in TIP ar nsistent with APO
()] funds is not allowed unless TIP Map Pages 6-1 — 6-7, T';;f}';;'gﬁg;(;’:gﬁ; in TIP are consistent wi
demonstrates how transportation plan Financial Capacity '
. . Analysis Pages 7-1—7-
objectives are fully met. 25, Appendix F
Regulatory Key Content Guidance Where in TIP? Comments




Citation Page(s)
CFR 450.324 | 5309 Projects Total federal share in first year of TIP is | Notincludedinthe TIP | Yag/No
(k) less than funding committed to the 'rl)'fz;n,\gir:?jicr)gctci)ga(.:e of No 5309 projects are includgd in the TIP. P_rojects
MPO. Funding in future years is less ?TL???JSIES?;?J,“”"'”Q il be amended into the
than what is reasonably expected to be
available.
CFR450.324 | Monitoring Progress | TIP identifies criteria (including i’f%%gigfs“}clgsgrzﬁf 4| Yes/No
) multimodal tradeoffs), describes Updates 5-1 - 5-3,
prioritization process, and notes Appendix C, Appendix D
changes in priorities from prior years.
TIP lists major projects (from previous B;}%";‘ggjg;';ggiid_ .5 | Yes/No
TIP) that have been implemented or
significantly delayed.
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
progress implementing TCMs is
described.
CFR 450.326 | TIP/STIP Approved TIP included within STIP phoduclonPages21& | YesNo
Relationship without change. apPages 0167 | L B0l b e D s
standalone element in MPO section of STIP.
If a nonattainment/maintenance area, N/A Yes/No/NA
TIP includes conformity finding.
CFR 450.332 | Annual Listing of TIP includes annual list of obligated éﬂﬁ‘m%‘?:;g;;‘ifg?ized Yes/No
Obligated Projects projects, including bike and/or
pedestrian facilities.
CFR450.334 | Certification TIP includes or is accompanied by Resolution 2014-06: Yes/No

resolution whereby MPO self-certifies
compliance with all applicable
provisions of CFR450.334 and federal
lobbying restrictions of 49 CFR 20.110

Appendix page H-1 &
Resolution 2014-07:
Appendix page I-1,
Planning Process and
Self-Certification Pages
3-1-3-5

Additional Comments regarding TIP or Issues it Poses: None




Appendix |
ST. CLOUD AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
LOBBYING-CERTIFICATION RESOLUTION 2014-07

Affirming Certification Regarding Lobbying Under
49 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR), Section 20.110

WHEREAS; 49 CFR, 20.110 states that a certification and disclosure form shall be filed, if required, with each
submission that initiates agency consideration for award of a Federal contract, grant, or cooperative agreement
exceeding $100,000; or an award of a Federal loan or a commitment providing for the United States to insure or
guarantee a loan exceeding $150,000.

WHEREAS; the APO assures completion and submittal of Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities," as required by 49 CFR 20.110 and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352, if any funds other than federal funds
have been or will be paid to any person to influence or attempt to influence an officer or employee of any
Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of
Congress in connection with any application for federal assistance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED; the St. Cloud APO hereby certifies that no federally funds have been
or will be paid by or on behalf of the APO to any person to influence or attempt to influence an officer or
employee of any Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee
of a Member of Congress regarding the award of Federal assistance, or the extension, continuation, renewal,
amendment, or modification of any Federal assistance agreement.

ATTEST:

e Shbe yy
Mayor Rick Schultz ngejd/Stenson,

St. Cloud APO Chair St. ud APO Executive Director
July 24, 2014 July 24, 2014

Date Date



DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

COMPLETE THIS FORM TO DISCLOSE LOBBYING ACTIVITIES PURSUANT TO 31 U.S.C. 1352

1. Type of Federal Action: 2. Status of Federal Action: 3. Report Type:
B | a. contract B |a. bid/offer/application B | a initial
b. grant b. initial award b. material change
c. cooperative agreement c. post-award
d. loan For Material Change Only:
e. loan guarantee Year 2014 quarter
f. loan insurance date of last report 08/2013
4. Name and Address of Reporting Entity 5. If Reporting Entity in No. 4 is Subawardee,

Enter Name and Address of Prime:

D Prime D Subawardee

Tier , if known
St. Cloud Area Planning Organization
1040 County Road 4
St. Cloud, MN 56303

Congressional District, if known Congressional District, if known
Michele Bachmann — District 6 Deb Steiskal — Waite Park Office — District 6
6. Federal Department/Agency: 7. Federal Program Name/Description:
Federal Highway Administration Annual Appropriations
High Priority Projects (HPPs)
CFDA Number, if applicable
8. Federal Action Number, if known: 9. Award Amount, if known:
HPP — Federal Highway Adminstration $658,242 (HPP Amount in FY 2015-2019 APO TIP)
10. a. Name and Address of Lobby Entity b. Individuals Performing Services
David Turch & Associates Turch, David
517 2™ Street Northeast Kroll, Chase
Washington, D.C. 20002 Morken, Madolynn
(attach Continuation Sheet(s) if necessary)
Type of Payment (check all that apply)
11.  Amount of Payment (check all that apply) 13. a. retainer
b one-time fee
$ 36,000 actual D planned x| ¢ commission
| | d. contingent fee
12.  Form of Payment (check all that apply): | | e deferred
a. cash [ | . other, specify
[ | b. in-kind; specify: nature ||
value ||
14. Brief Description of Services Performed or to be performed and Date(s) of Service, including
officer(s), employee(s), or member(s) contacted, for Payment Indicated in Item 11:
David Turch and Associates advocate for federal transportation funding and provide updates on
legislation that is related to this funding. David Turch and Associates has worked with APO since
January 1, 2001.
(attach Continuation Sheet(s) if necessary)
15. Continuation Sheet(s) attached: Yes |:| No m

T
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16.

Information requested through this form is authorized by Title

31 U.S.C. Section 1352. This disclosure of lobbying reliance Signature:
was placed by the tier above when this transaction was made

or entered into. This disclosure is required pursuant to 31 Print Name:
U.S.C. 1352. This information will be reported to Congress ’
semiannually and will be available for public inspection. Any Title:

person who fails to file the required disclosure shall be subject
to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than
$100,000 for each such failure.

Telephone No.:

Date:

Federal Use Only: Standard Form - LLL

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form LLL Rev. 09-12-97
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL, DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whether subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the initiation or receipt of covered
Federal action or a material change to previous filing pursuant to Title 31 U.S.C. Section 1352. The filing of a form is required for such payment or
agreement to make payment to lobbying entity for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an
officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with a covered Federal action. Attach a continuation sheet for
additional information if the space on the form is inadequate. Complete all items that apply for both the initial filing and material change report. Refer to
the implementing guidance published by the Office of Management and Budget for additional information.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

Identify the type of covered Federal action for which lobbying activity is and/or has been secured to influence the outcome of a covered Federal
action.

Identify the status of the covered Federal action.

Identify the appropriate classification of this report. If this is a follow-up report caused by a material change to the information previously
reported, enter the year and quarter in which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last previously submitted report by this reporting entity
for this covered Federal action.

Enter the full name, address, city, state, and zip code of the reporting entity. Include Congressional District, if known. Check the appropriate
classification of the reporting entity that designates if it is or expects to be a prime or subaward recipient. Identify the tier of the subawardee
(e.g., the first subawardee of the prime is the first tier). Subawards include, but are not limited to, subcontracts, subgrants, and contract awards
under grants.

If the organization filing the report in ltem 4 checks "Subawardee," then enter the full name, address, city, state, and zip code of the prime
Federal recipient. Include Congressional District, if known.

Enter the name of the Federal agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organization level below agency name, if
known. For example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard.

Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action (Item 1). If known, enter the full Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance (CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agreements, loans, and loan commitments.

Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identification in Item 1 (e.g., Request for Proposal [RFP]
number, Invitation for Bid [IFB] number, grant announcement number, the contract grant or loan award number, the application/proposal
control number assigned by the Federal agency). Include prefixes (e.g., "RFP-DE-90-001)."

For a covered Federal action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the Federal amount of the
award/loan commitments for the prime entity identified in Item 4 or 5.

(a) Enter the full name, address, city, state, and zip code of the lobbying entity engaged by the reporting entity identified in Item 4 to influence
the covered Federal action.

(b) Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services and include full address if different from 10 (a). Enter Last Name, First Name,
and Middle Initial (MI).

Enter the amount of compensation paid or reasonably expected to be paid by the reporting entity (Item 4) to the lobbying entity (Item 10).
Indicate whether the payment has been made (actual) or will be made (planned). Check all boxes that apply. If this is a material change report,
enter the cumulative amount of payment made or planned to be made.

Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If payment is made through an in-kind contribution, specify the nature and value of
the in-kind payment.

Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If other, specify nature.

Provide a specific and detailed description of the services that the lobbyist has performed or will be expected to perform and the date(s) of any
services rendered. Include all preparatory and related activity, not just time spent in actual contact with Federal officials. Identify the Federal
officer(s) or employee(s) contacted or the officer(s) employee(s) or Member(s) of Congress that were contacted.

Check whether or not a continuation sheet(s) is attached.

The certifying official shall sign and date the form and print his/her name title and telephone number.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instruction,
searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments
regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of
Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0046), Washington, D.C. 20503.
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APPENDIX J

Public Comments Received & APO Response

Below is the comment sheet included with each copy of the Draft TIP during the Public Comment Period. No
public comments were received during the comment period.

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY & PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING: ST. CLOUD AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION (APO)
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) FY 2015-2019

The APQ in coordination with the Federal Highway Administration, Minnesota Department of Transportation, Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency, St. Cloud Metro Bus, and local jurisdictions has prepared a draft TIP for FY 2015-2019. The primary purpose of the
TIP document is to program transportation projects including roadway, bridge, bicycle, pedestrian, safety, and transit projects
receiving state and/or federal funds in the St. Cloud Metropolitan Planning Area in the upcoming fiscal years.

The full draft TIP will be available for review between Thursday, May 22, 2014 and Tuesday, June 24, 2014 at the following locations:
APO Office: 1040 County Rd. 4, 5t. Cloud; APO website: www.stcloudapo.org; Great River Regional Library: 1300 W. 5t. Germain St.,
St. Cloud. Submit comments on the draft TIP by Tuesday, June 24, 2014 to Angie Stenson at St. Cloud APO, 1040 County Rd. 4, St.
Cloud, MN 56303, FAX: 320-252-6557, EMAIL: stenson@stcloudapo.org

You may leave comments on the Draft TIP below:

Name:
Contact Information (for follow-up):

Comment on Draft TIP:

Name:
Contact Information (for follow-up):
Comment on Draft TIP:

Name:
Contact Information (for follow-up):
Comment on Draft TIP:




