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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: MBCOL1 Life Safety Improvements

Project Location: City Hall/Courthouse, 350 South Fifth St. Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Project Start Date: 1/1/99 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/31/23
Submitting Department: MBC Department Priority: 1

Contact Person: Igor Melamed Contact Phone Number: (612) 596-9520

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will upgrade and improve the infrastructure of the City Hall / Courthouse so that it abides by International and
Minnesota Building Code for high rise office buildings and incorporates newly adopted code changes and State Amendments.

We are proposing additional work for 2017 that would address life safety concerns not addressed in the current 23 stage
Mechanical / Life Safety Project including adding smoke barriers in the rotunda, 5th street lobbies and ADC; adding fire sprinkling
in the rotunda gallery, corner shafts, attic and 4th Street Tower and 5th Street tower; adding exit signage; and adding attic
occupant notification. Security upgrades would be included with the proposed smoke barriers at the Rotunda and 5th Street
Lobbies to limit access to the east and west corridors in the event of an emergency. The additional life safety work related to
accessibility issues on the East Mezzanine level would be addressed concurrently with Stages 20 and 21.

The MBC is also requesting additional funding for plumbing improvements that would include lead/tin solder replacement and
removal of unnecessary piping and fixtures throughout the building.

The MBC life safety program includes installation of building sprinkler, fire alarm, smoke detection, stairway pressurization, and
public address systems, update of building exits and stairs, and installation of fireproofing, smoke barriers and purge systems.

The Stage related projects are being coordinated with several projects including the MBC’s Mechanical Systems Upgrade,
removal of asbestos, space reconfiguration and computer infrastructure upgrades by the City and County. MBC initiatives to
upgrade the electrical wiring, plumbing, lighting, floor coverings, wall coverings and ceilings are also being completed in the
spaces during the Life Safety project.

Purpose and Justification:

Life/Safety improvements reduce the potential for property, and human loss by fire. A serious fire would have a substantial
adverse effect on the public services provided by City and County departments located in the building. The proposed additional
work as outlined in the 2011 Summit Fire Consulting report would complement the Life Safety work planned for the remaining
stages. In 2011 Summit Fire Consulting prepared an updated life safety study in follow up to the 1989 study. This was prepared
in cooperation with the City of Minneapolis Inspections and Fire Departments

The remaining Life Safety work inside the boundaries of futures stages (including stages 15, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23) will be
simultaneously completed with the MBC Mechanical Systems Upgrade project to gain economies of scale and minimize
disruption.

A serious fire in the City Hall / Courthouse could have a significant effect on critical public services housed in the building
including police, fire, emergency communications (911), Adult Detention Center and courts. The interruption of 911 services due
to a fire in the building, for instance, could have citywide impact. Other important functions include offices for the Mayor, City
Council, Finance Department and Public Works.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Hennepin County Grants 1,275 120 92 103 74 390
Net Debt Bonds 1,470 120 92 103 74 390
Total 2,745 240 184 207 148 779
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Project Title: MBCO1 Life Safety Improvements

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 29 30 30 25 115
Construction Costs 202 147 168 117 634
General Overhead 9 7 8 6 30

Total 240 184 207 148 779

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

The project is coordinated with the Hennepin County Capital Funding program. By agreement, both City and County Capital
Programs must fund the project on a dollar for dollar basis for the project to proceed.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project maintains City Hall, a key public facility, contributing to a more effective and efficient municipal government—in
furtherance of the following City Goals:

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community is serves
*Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form
strategic partnerships

*City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven and customer focused
*Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability
and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth - references

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.1: Coordinate facility planning among city departments and public institutions.

5.1.1 Encourage communication and coordination among city departments, Hennepin County, Minneapolis Park and Recreation
Board, and Minneapolis Public Schools to share use of facilities.

5.1.2 Explore opportunities for co-location of public services where appropriate.

5.1.4 Develop cooperative programming that takes advantage of the resources and missions of various public institutions.
Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.
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Project Title: MBCO1 Life Safety Improvements

Policy 6.1: Integrate environmental, social and economic goals into decision-making processes at all levels.

6.1.1 Increase usage of renewable energy systems consistent with adopted city policy.

6.1.2 Promote efficient use of natural and limited resources when renovating, constructing or operating city facilities and in
general city operations.

6.1.4 Invest in energy efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) and lighting systems, controls and sensors that
minimize emission and noise, use of renewable fuel sources, and utilization of best available control technology to minimize
particulate emissions.

Policy 6.3: Encourage sustainable design practices in the planning, construction and operations of new developments, large
additions and building renovations.

6.3.1 Encourage developments to implement sustainable design practices during programming and design, deconstruction and
construction, and operations and maintenance.

6.3.5 Support the development of sustainable site and building standards on a citywide basis.

6.3.9 Develop regulations to further reduce the heat island effect in the city by increasing green urban spaces for parks and open
spaces, including shading of parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces, promoting installation and maintenance of
green roofs and utilization of highly reflective roofing and paving materials.

6.3.10 Promote climate sensitive site and building design practices.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and design review for this project was conducted April 2008. The project was found consistent with the comprehensive
plan. No additional review is required by the City Planning Commission.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The project is coordinated with Hennepin County Capital Program throughout the five year capital funding cycle. City facility
management staff are collaborating on office reconfigurations to improve space allocation efficiencies. Other upgrades including
plumbing, electrical, lighting, and communications infrastructure upgrades occur during each stage. Maintenance items including
painting, ceiling tiles, and carpet have also been incorporated into the project. Nearly all of these other items are funded outside of
the Capital Project but they have been coordinated with the Mechanical and Life Safety Upgrade for economies of scale and to
reduce relocation expense and swing space rental.

This project receives a dollar for dollar match with Hennepin County Capital Funding.

Is the proposed project on aroute that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide

details.

Not Applicable
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Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 25

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $2,081,233

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Not Applicable.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:
MBC will use operating funding for this. No significant financial impact.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Anticipated schedule for the remaining four Mechanical/Life Safety (MLS) Stages (Stages 15, 19, 20, and 21):

Investigatory Design for fireproofing, sprinkler system, fire alarm, and hazardous materials - 2019
Design, Bidding, Procurement for next MLS Stage(s)- 2020

Construction for next MLS Stage(s) - 2021/2022

Design for future MLS Stage(s) - 2021

Bidding and Procurement for future MLS Stage(s) - 2022

Construction for future MLS Stage(s) - 2022/2023

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Scheduling of the remaining Life Safety and Mechanical stage-work (Stages 15, 29, 20, and 21 - City spaces) will be determined
in collaboration with the City. Planning and design for these remaining stages is anticipated to pick up again in 2020.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Life Safety is critical for any facility. The proposed life safety improvements along with those that are included in the remaining
stages will help ensure the safety of those who work and do business in the building.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: MBC02 Mechanical Systems Upgrade

Project Location: City Hall/Courthouse, 350 South Fifth St. Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Project Start Date: 1/1/99 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/31/23
Submitting Department: MBC Department Priority: 3

Contact Person: Igor Melamed Contact Phone Number: (612) 596-9520

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The MBC Mechanical Systems Upgrade includes renovation and upgrade of the heating, ventilating, and air conditioning systems
in the Minneapolis City Hall/Courthouse building. These upgrades are being completed based on a 1989 report prepared by
Hammel Green and Abrahamson, Inc. The design includes air-handling units, a new ductwork distribution system with VAV
boxes, electronic controls, hot water finned tube radiation, and exhaust systems for special-equipment hoods and
apparatus,restrooms and used ventilation air. The project will upgrade mechanical and life safety systems in approximately
15,000 square-foot sections of the City Hall/Courthouse every six to eight months through the year 2023. The project is being
coordinated with several projects including the MBC's Life Safety Upgrade, removal of ashestos, space reconfiguration and
computer infrastructure upgrades by the City and County. MBC initiatives to upgrade the electrical wiring, plumbing, lighting, floor
coverings, wall coverings and ceilings are also completed in the spaces during the project.

Purpose and Justification:

The 1989 engineering study reported the majority of the existing systems were antiquated and undersized, providing inadequate
ventilation and poor temperature control throughout the building. In some areas, heating piping is severely corroded and
intermittent ruptures have damaged the building and equipment, as well as interrupted work for building tenants. There is concern
that many components of the existing system could fail prior to their scheduled replacement. An aggressive schedule is required
to replace equipment before it ceases functioning.

The HGA Design Development report identified 20 phases of work. Phasing outlined in this report was modified in 2002 to better
allow for work and occupancy of adjoining areas to occur. The first four phases were completed as originally planned. With the
addition of the Interior Court areas in 2003, a new construction schedule with 23 stages was developed. Based on the current
schedule, completion of stages 22 and 23 is anticipated in 2018 and pending City of Minneapolis identification of the future
sequencing of the remaining stages, completion of the entire project is anticipated in 2023. The remaining Stages, 15, 19, 20,
and 21, are considered City space.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 @ Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Hennepin County Grants 850 324 518 598 1,440
Net Debt Bonds 1,630 324 518 598 1,440
Total 2,480 649 1,036 1,196 2,881
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Project Title: MBC02 Mechanical Systems Upgrade

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 @ Total
Design and Project Management 50 50 27 127
Construction Costs 574 946 1,123 2,643
General Overhead 25 40 46 111

Total 649 1,036 1,196 2,881

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

The project is coordinated with the Hennepin County Capital Funding program. By agreement, both City and County Capital
Programs must fund the project on a dollar for dollar basis for the project to proceed.

In 2013, a Minnesota Historical Society 2014 Capital Grant was awarded in the amount of $75,000. Grant funds were used to
offset the cost of finishing system controls updates in previously finished Stages 1 -4.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project improves the sustainability of City Hall, a key public facility, contributing to a more efficient and cost-effective
municipal government—in furtherance of the following City Goals:

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
* Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
*All Mineapolis residents, visitors and employees experience a safe and healthy
environment
*We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste
and using less energy
*The City's infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
*We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning
and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community is serves
*Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form
strategic partnerships
*City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven and customer focused
*Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability
and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth - references

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.1: Coordinate facility planning among city departments and public institutions.

5.1.1 Encourage communication and coordination among city departments, Hennepin County, Minneapolis Park and Recreation
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Project Title: MBC02 Mechanical Systems Upgrade

Board, and Minneapolis Public Schools to share use of facilities.

5.1.2 Explore opportunities for co-location of public services where appropriate.

5.1.4 Develop cooperative programming that takes advantage of the resources and missions of various public institutions.
Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.1: Integrate environmental, social and economic goals into decision-making processes at all levels.

6.1.1 Increase usage of renewable energy systems consistent with adopted city policy.

6.1.2 Promote efficient use of natural and limited resources when renovating, constructing or operating city facilities and in
general city operations.

6.1.4 Invest in energy efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) and lighting systems, controls and sensors that
minimize emission and noise, use of renewable fuel sources, and utilization of best available control technology to minimize
particulate emissions.

Policy 6.3: Encourage sustainable design practices in the planning, construction and operations of new developments, large
additions and building renovations.

6.3.1 Encourage developments to implement sustainable design practices during programming and design, deconstruction and
construction, and operations and maintenance.

6.3.5 Support the development of sustainable site and building standards on a citywide basis.

6.3.9 Develop regulations to further reduce the heat island effect in the city by increasing green urban spaces for parks and open
spaces, including shading of parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces, promoting installation and maintenance of
green roofs and utilization of highly reflective roofing and paving materials.

6.3.10 Promote climate sensitive site and building design practices.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location & Design Review was conducted in 2008. The City Planning Commission found the project consistent with the
comprehensive plan; no additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The project is coordinated with Hennepin County Capital Program. City facility management staff are collaborating on office
reconfigurations to improve space allocation efficiencies. Other upgrades including plumbing, electrical, lighting, and
communications infrastructure are completed during each stage. Maintenance items including painting, ceiling tiles, and carpet
have also been incorporated into the project. Nearly all of these other items are funded outside of the Capital Project but they
have been coordinated with the Mechanical and Life Safety Upgrades for economies of scale and to reduce relocation expense
and swing space rental.
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Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 30

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project? (5,000)
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $1,337,299

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Installation of four energy wheels and a chilled water side economizer have been completed. The energy wheels and water side
economizer capture energy from exhaust air and utilize that energy to heat, cool, or humidify incoming ventilation air. Originally
the outside air intake units were scheduled at the end of the project. They have been rescheduled to capitalize on energy savings
and to coordinate construction sequencing issues

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MBC will use operating funding for this. No significant financial impact.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

The available City & County Mechanical Project balance was approximately $1.3 million as of February 2018, and is sufficient to
provide for the anticipated work in 2018 and 2019.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Anticipated schedule for the remaining four Mechanical/Life Safety (MLS) Stages (Stages 15, 19, 20, and 21):

Design for next MLS Stage(s)- 2020

Bidding and Procurement for next MLS Stage(s) - 2021
Construction for next MLS Stage(s) - 2021/2022

Design for future MLS Stage(s) - 2021

Bidding and Procurement for future MLS Stage(s) - 2022
Construction for future MLS Stage(s) - 2022/2023

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Scheduling of the remaining Life Safety and Mechanical stage-work (Stages 15, 29, 20, and 21 - City spaces) will be determined
in collaboration with the City. Planning and design for these remaining stages is anticipated to pick up again in 2020.
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Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: MBC10 Exterior Improvements

Project Location: City Hall/Courthouse, 350 South Fifth Street Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Project Start Date: 3/1/18 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/30/20
Submitting Department: MBC Department Priority: 4

Contact Person: Royce Wiens Contact Phone Number: (612) 596-9522

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

This project helps to preserve and protect the City Hall / Courthouse building by addressing issues and concerns related to
waterproofing, exterior doors and windows, masonry, exterior lighting, moat access control, and fall protection.

Preserving this asset involves addressing building envelope issues on a regular basis. This project is primarily about asset
preservation, but also about tenant comfort. The project includes limited waterproofing replacement, masonry repointing and
repairs, and exterior window and door repair or replacement. Based on findings in the 2017 Encompass report, the Municipal
Building Commission (MBC) plans to repair the existing aluminum windows for this project.

The City Hall/Courthouse Municipal Building is on the National Register of Historic places and it is an iconic historic landmark for
Minneapolis, Hennepin County and Minnesota. Approximately 60 percent of the useable space is occupied by City of Minneapolis
offices and the balance by Hennepin County programs.

HGA has been awarded the design work for this project and has recently completed an update of the project to help assure a
comprehensive and current project budget.

Purpose and Justification:

Over the past several years, the MBC has identified envelope problems related to waterproofing, masonry, windows and doors. If
left unaddressed, the elements will cause further damage to the building and equipment in the building. The cost for repairs will
only increase.

Waterproofing/ Heat tape / Sub-Basement Work

The remaining areas of concern for waterproofing are the 5th street moat roofs, the areas around shafts one (1) and three (3)
which include related heat tape replacement, all four shaft roofs, and the roof replacement at the 13th floor of the clock tower. The
waterproofing, flashing and heat tape work around shafts 2 and 4 have been completed as these were the most problematic. A
majority of the heat tape around the exterior perimeter of the building is also in need of replacement as it was installed in 1997
and has an expected lifespan of 20 years. Finally, leaks have been an ongoing issue in the Platteville Limestone foundation walls
located on the outside edge of the Southeast and Southwest area ways. These walls will also be addressed as a part of this work.

Masonry

The MBC worked with MacDonald and Mack Architects to first identify the major masonry problems and potential solutions in
2012. The MBC has since addressed a portion of the highest priority masonry problems and engaged MacDonald and Mack to do
further investigation on the moisture issues at the 4th Street Entry, which has resulted in updated recommendations.

Windows

In follow up to the 2012 Braun Intertec report recommending window replacement, the MBC engaged MSR to do further analysis
of the Municipal Building windows to find an effective repair solution that would then be tested. This work has been completed and
the testing results showed little to no improvement. In 2016, the MBC engaged Encompass to perform a more detailed forensic
analysis and test out a simple repair, an extensive repair, and a full replacement, with the goal of having good data to support the
proposed solution. To address the primary problem of air infiltration, the tested recommendation is to add interior sealant, adjust
stops for upper sashes so that they are secured in place, and to replace weatherstripping or seal sashes closed.

Exterior Lighting and Antenna Removal

Per MBC Board Direction, the MBC has already completed a majority of the exterior lighting installation at the 4th and 5th street
towers. The remaining work will be completed after confirming the loading capacity of the 5th street sidewalk, and will include
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: MBC10 Exterior Improvements

removal of the antennas that are no longer in use on the 4th Street tower.

Moat Access and Fall Protection

This work includes replacing an older vehicle gate near the corner of 4th Street and 4th Avenue and installing new gates to limit
access to the moat on the 3rd Avenue side of the building. Fall protection will be addressed along the 5th stree side of the

building for public safety.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 = 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Hennepin County Grants 3,155 2,813 2,813
Net Debt Bonds 3,219 2,813 2,813
Total 6,374 5,626 5,626
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Project Title: MBC10 Exterior Improvements

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories | 2019 | 2020 = 2021 2022 2023 Total

Construction Costs 5,410 5,410
General Overhead 216 216
Total 5,626 5,626

Have Grants for this Project been secured? [ ]

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
|:| A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project improves the sustainability of City Hall, a key public facility, contributing to a more cost-effective and effective
municipal government—in furtherance of the following City Goals:

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

*All Minneapolis residents, visitors and employees experience a safe and healthy environment

*We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
*We manage and improve the city's infrastructure for current and future needs

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community is serves
*Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form
strategic partnerships

*City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven and customer focused
*Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability
and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth - references

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.1: Coordinate facility planning among city departments and public institutions.

5.1.1 Encourage communication and coordination among city departments, Hennepin County, Minneapolis Park and Recreation
Board, and Minneapolis Public Schools to share use of facilities.

5.1.2 Explore opportunities for co-location of public services where appropriate.

5.1.4 Develop cooperative programming that takes advantage of the resources and missions of various public institutions.
Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.
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Project Title: MBC10 Exterior Improvements

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.1: Integrate environmental, social and economic goals into decision-making processes at all levels.

6.1.1 Increase usage of renewable energy systems consistent with adopted city policy.

6.1.2 Promote efficient use of natural and limited resources when renovating, constructing or operating city facilities and in
general city operations.

6.1.3 Apply the city-adopted US Green Building Council’'s LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) standards and
the State of Minnesota Sustainable Building B3 Guidelines as tools for design and decision-making when developing, renovating
or operating city facilities.

6.1.4 Invest in energy efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) and lighting systems, controls and sensors that
minimize emission and noise, use of renewable fuel sources, and utilization of best available control technology to minimize
particulate emissions.

Policy 6.3: Encourage sustainable design practices in the planning, construction and operations of new developments, large
additions and building renovations.

6.3.1 Encourage developments to implement sustainable design practices during programming and design, deconstruction and
construction, and operations and maintenance.

6.3.5 Support the development of sustainable site and building standards on a citywide basis.

6.3.9 Develop regulations to further reduce the heat island effect in the city by increasing green urban spaces for parks and open
spaces, including shading of parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces, promoting installation and maintenance of
green roofs and utilization of highly reflective roofing and paving materials.

6.3.10 Promote climate sensitive site and building design practices.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Not Applicable

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The project is coordinated with Hennepin County Capital Program throughout the five year capital funding cycle.

This project receives a dollar for dollar match with Hennepin County Capital Funding. Funding source and expense breakdowns
show City Funding only.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.
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Project Title: MBC10 Exterior Improvements

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

The construction work will temporarily impact the right of way. It will be up to the contractor as to whether they use lifts or
scaffolding. They will need to follow City of Minneapolis ROW requirements.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 30

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $6,074,483

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Operating costs relating to the Exterior Improvements Project.
Costs below are construction costs only for Waterproofing and Masonry

Year Waterproofing/Heat Tape costs Masonry costs Window Film costs

2012 $157,000.00

2013 $10,400.00

2014  $45,000.00 $46,000.00 $10,400.00
2015 $152,500.00 $10,400.00
Totals $354,500.00 $46,000.00 $31,200.00

Grand Total: $431,700.00

Cost/year based on last 3 years: $143,900.00

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

This project started in 2018. Below is the anticipated schedule for completion:

Pre-Design - Complete by May 2018

Schematic Design — Complete by August 2018

Design Development — Complete by October 2018
Construction Document — Complete by December 2018
Bidding and Contracting - January - March 2019
Construction - April 2019 - November 2020

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The project is planned in Phases as described in the Phasing/Timing section.
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Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The MBC has addressed the cost concern with the window replacement recommendation by taking a deeper look at the existing
window conditions and testing out two repair options as well as the replacement option, with pre and post testing to allow the data
to speak to the best option. The MBC has selected the lower-cost repair option that proved to be as effective as the higher-cost
repair option.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: MBC11 Elevator Upgrades and Modernization

Project Location: City Hall/Courthouse, 350 South Fifth St. Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Project Start Date: 1/1/17 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/31/20
Submitting Department: MBC Department Priority: 5

Contact Person: Royce Wiens Contact Phone Number: (612) 596-9522

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The City Hall / Courthouse is located at 350 South 5th Street in downtown Minneapolis. Approximately 60 percent of the useable
space is occupied by City of Minneapolis offices and the balance by Hennepin County programs. The County's programs are
comprised of District Court, Sheriff's Administration offices, and the Adult Detention Center (4th and 5th floors). City functions that
are housed in the City Hall include the Police Department, Mayor's office, and City Council among others.

This project will upgrade and modernize six(6) of the fourteen(14) existing elevators at the City Hall / Courthouse.

HGA has been awarded the design work for this project and has recently completed an update of the project to help assure a
comprehensive and current project budget.

Purpose and Justification:

The Municipal Building Commission (MBC) engaged Van Deusen and Associates in February 18, 2016 to do a comprehensive
review of all elevators at the City Hall/Courthouse building to establish capital level upgrades that will be required over the next 20
years. This report has been completed and is available upon request. Based on this review, cars 1-6 (Rotunda and 5th Street
Elevators) are in need of modernization and upgrades due to the age of the elevator equipment and systems along with
increasing repair requirements.

Cars 1-6 were originally installed in the 1950’s and have seen 3 controller modernizations. Additionally, the elevator manufacturer
Montgomery, who was purchased by Kone) is no longer providing replacement parts of the drive and controller systems, due to
obsolescence. Furthermore, elevators have been experiencing prolonged wear and are requiring extensive repair as shown with
the recent repairs required for Car 4. The recent work on Car 4 exemplifies that these repairs require that the elevators be out of
service for extended periods of time as Car 4 was recently down for approximately 26 weeks.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 @ 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Hennepin County Grants 410 2,496 2,496
Net Debt Bonds 411 2,496 2,496
Total 821 4,992 4,992
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Project Title: MBC11 Elevator Upgrades and Modernization

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories | 2019 | 2020 = 2021 2022 2023 Total

Construction Costs 4,800 4,800
General Overhead 192 192
Total 4,992 4,992

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

This project is coordinated with the Hennepin County Capital Funding program. By agreement, both City and County Capital
Programs must fund the project on a dollar for dollar basis for the project to proceed.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
|:| A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
|:| Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project maintains City Hall, a key public facility, contributing to a more effective and efficient municipal government—in
furtherance of the following City Goals:

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community is serves
*Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form
strategic partnerships

*City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven and customer focused
*Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability
and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth - references

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.1: Coordinate facility planning among city departments and public institutions.

5.1.1 Encourage communication and coordination among city departments, Hennepin County, Minneapolis Park and Recreation
Board, and Minneapolis Public Schools to share use of facilities.

5.1.2 Explore opportunities for co-location of public services where appropriate.

5.1.4 Develop cooperative programming that takes advantage of the resources and missions of various public institutions.
Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.1: Integrate environmental, social and economic goals into decision-making processes at all levels.
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Project Title: MBC11 Elevator Upgrades and Modernization

6.1.1 Increase usage of renewable energy systems consistent with adopted city policy.

6.1.2 Promote efficient use of natural and limited resources when renovating, constructing or operating city facilities and in
general city operations.

6.1.4 Invest in energy efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) and lighting systems, controls and sensors that
minimize emission and noise, use of renewable fuel sources, and utilization of best available control technology to minimize
particulate emissions.

Policy 6.3: Encourage sustainable design practices in the planning, construction and operations of new developments, large
additions and building renovations.

6.3.1 Encourage developments to implement sustainable design practices during programming and design, deconstruction and
construction, and operations and maintenance.

6.3.5 Support the development of sustainable site and building standards on a citywide basis.

6.3.9 Develop regulations to further reduce the heat island effect in the city by increasing green urban spaces for parks and open
spaces, including shading of parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces, promoting installation and maintenance of
green roofs and utilization of highly reflective roofing and paving materials.

6.3.10 Promote climate sensitive site and building design practices.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Not Applicable

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

This projects is not connected with the comprehensive plan, transit related initiatives or collaboration arrangements.
Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The project is coordinated with Hennepin County Capital Program throughout the five year capital funding cycle.

This project receives a dollar for dollar match with Hennepin County Capital Funding.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:
Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing
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Project Title: MBC11 Elevator Upgrades and Modernization

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 25

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $821,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There will be some electrical cost savings relative to traditional elevators for all upcoming elevator projects because they will
utilize regenerative drive technology, which results in 20-40% energy savings relative to traditional elevators. We do not meter
electrical consumption at each elevator and so the existing consumption and cost is hot known.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Existing funding for this project is being utilized to start the design process.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

2018: Pre-Design, Schematic Design, Design Development, Construction Documents

2019 - 2020: Bidding and Construction

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Not Applicable

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

This project is important to maintain dependable vertical transportation in the building. The current equipment has served its
useful life and should be replaced to avoid further high impact maintenance situations that involve long periods without elevator
service.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: MBC12 Safety Improvements - Non-Stagework Areas

Project Location: City Hall/Courthouse, 350 South Fifth Street Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Project Start Date: 1/1/18 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/31/21
Submitting Department: MBC Department Priority: 2

Contact Person: Royce Wiens Contact Phone Number: (612) 596-9522

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will upgrade and improve the safety and security infrastructure of the City Hall/Courthouse facility so that it abides by
International and Minnesota Building Code for high rise office buildings and incorporates recently adopted code changes and
State Amendments.

The MBC recently proposed additional work for 2017-2019 that would address life safety concerns not addressed in the current
23 stage Mechanical/Life Safety Project including: adding smoke barriers in the rotunda, 5th street lobbies and ADC; adding fire
sprinkling in the rotunda gallery, corner shafts, attic, and 4th and 5th Street Towers; adding exit signage; and adding attic
occupant naotification. Security upgrades would be included with the proposed smoke barriers at the Rotunda and 5th Street
Lobbies to limit access to the east and west corridors in the event of an emergency.

A portion of this work was funded to the MBC 01 budget in 2017 and 2018. Those funds will be used towards this project. The
MBC 12 funding request represents the remaining funds needed to complete the full project. The additional life safety work
related to accessibility issues on the East Mezzanine level will be addressed concurrently with Stages 20 and 21.

Miller Dunwiddie and Associates has been awarded the design work for this project and has recently completed an update of the
project to help assure a comprehensive and current project budget.

Purpose and Justification:

Life/Safety improvements reduce the potential for property, and human loss by fire. A serious fire would have a substantial
adverse effect on the public services provided by City and County departments located in the building, including police, fire,
emergency communications (911), Adult Detention Center, and courts. The interruption of 911 services due to a fire in the
building, for instance, could have citywide impact. Other important functions include offices for the Mayor, City Council, Finance
Department and Public Works.

The additional work as outlined in the 2011 Summit Fire Consulting report complements the Life Safety work planned for the
remaining stages. In 2011 Summit Fire Consulting prepared an updated life safety study in follow up to the 1989 study. This was
prepared in cooperation with the City of Minneapolis Inspections and Fire Departments.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 | 2022 @ 2023 @ Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years

Hennepin County Grants 1,604 2,134 3,738
Net Debt Bonds 1,604 2,134 3,738
Total 3,208 4,267 7,476
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Project Title: MBC12 Safety Improvements - Non-Stagework Areas

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 @ 2021 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 193 201 395
Construction Costs 2,891 3,902 6,793
General Overhead 123 164 288

Total 3,208 4,267 7,476

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

The project is coordinated with the Hennepin County Capital Funding program. By agreement, both City and County Capital
Programs must fund the project on a dollar for dollar basis for the project to proceed.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
|:| A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
|:| Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project maintains City Hall, a key public facility, contributing to a more effective and efficient municipal government in
furtherance of the following City Goals:

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community is serves

*Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

*City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven and customer focused

*Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth - references

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.1: Coordinate facility planning among city departments and public institutions.

5.1.1 Encourage communication and coordination among city departments, Hennepin County, Minneapolis Park and Recreation
Board, and Minneapolis Public Schools to share use of facilities.

5.1.2 Explore opportunities for co-location of public services where appropriate.

5.1.4 Develop cooperative programming that takes advantage of the resources and missions of various public institutions. Policy
5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Apr 4, 2018 2 9:13:43 AM



Project Title: MBC12 Safety Improvements - Non-Stagework Areas

Policy 6.1: Integrate environmental, social and economic goals into decision-making processes at all levels.

6.1.1 Increase usage of renewable energy systems consistent with adopted city policy.

6.1.2 Promote efficient use of natural and limited resources when renovating, constructing or operating city facilities and in
general city operations.

6.1.4 Invest in energy efficient heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) and lighting systems, controls and sensors that
minimize emission and noise, use of renewable fuel sources, and utilization of best available control technology to minimize
particulate emissions.

Policy 6.3: Encourage sustainable design practices in the planning, construction and operations of new developments, large
additions and building renovations.

6.3.1 Encourage developments to implement sustainable design practices during programming and design, deconstruction and
construction, and operations and maintenance.

6.3.5 Support the development of sustainable site and building standards on a citywide basis.

6.3.9 Develop regulations to further reduce the heat island effect in the city by increasing green urban spaces for parks and open
spaces, including shading of parking lots, sidewalks and other impervious surfaces, promoting installation and maintenance of
green roofs and utilization of highly reflective roofing and paving materials.

6.3.10 Promote climate sensitive site and building design practices.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and design review for this project was conducted April 2008. The project was found consistent with the comprehensive
plan. No additional review is required by the City Planning Commission.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The project is coordinated with Hennepin County Capital Program throughout the five year capital funding cycle.

This project receives a dollar for dollar match with Hennepin County Capital Funding.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details
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Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 30

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2018

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project? 5,000
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There will be some additional operating costs for testing and inspections of the fire sprinkler and fire alarm items. We anticipate
additional costs of $5,000 / year. This is equal to the cost of testing one fourth of the building per year.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MBC will use operating funding for this. No significant financial impact.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

The 2017 appropriation for this work has been used to bring Miller Dunwiddie on board for the design work and will be used to
cover the construction costs for Phase A of the proposed work.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Design Development and Construction Drawings for all work: April — September 2018
Phase A Procurement and Contracting: October - December 2018

Phase A Construction: January - August 2019

Phase B Procurement and Contracting: January — April 2019

Phase B Construction: May - December 2019

Phase C Procurement and Contracting: January - April 2020

Phase C Construction: May - December 2020

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Phase B and C could be combined in 2019 to reduce design and construction costs slightly.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Life Safety is critical for any facility. The proposed life safety improvements along with those that are included in the remaining
stages will help ensure the safety of those who work, visit, and do business in the building.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PRKO2 Playground and Site Improvements Program

Project Location: In neighborhood parks throughout the city Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various
Project Start Date: 1/1/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/3/24
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 1

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Critical

Project Description:

Typical playground and site improvements consist of reconfiguring playground containers (both pre-K and elementary age) and
replacing the play equipment. As the budget allows, additional amenities such as walkways, picnic tables, benches, lighting
improvements, landscaping, drinking fountains, etc. would be prioritized and included.

Purpose and Justification:

The playgrounds are recommended for improvement based on conditional analysis and age. Playground improvements will
address acute safety and security concerns as well as meet the need to replace outdated and worn playground equipment that
does not meet current Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.

Beginning in 2018 and continuing into 2019, larger projects in neighborhood parks that may involve play areas are being
consolidated into the PRKCP project or, if they have funding greater than $1,060,000, are being given their own projects.
Examples of other projects that may include play areas include improvements at Currie (PRK34), Keewaydin (PRK35), Sibley
(PRK38) and Whittier (PRK39). PRK02 will remain the project for stand-alone play area improvements, including the MPRB
Capital Levy-funded Playground Rehabilitation program which will commence in 2022.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 @ Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 2,465 1,461 1,604 816 365 4,247
Park Capital Levy 2,320 698 442 23 676 1,065 2,905
Total 4,785 2,160 2,046 840 1,041 1,065 7,152
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 2022 | 2023 | Total
Design and Project Management 415 393 162 200 204 1,374
Construction Costs 1,662 1,574 645 801 820 5,502
General Overhead 83 79 32 40 41 275
Total 2,160 2,046 840 1,041 1,065 7,152

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
None

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project upgrades playgrounds and park site conditions to promote safety and support community use, in furtherance of the
following City Goals.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Amenities to support recreation opportunities for residents and visitors (strategy: residents and visitors alike have ample arts,
cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities) is a focus point of this city goal. Providing high quality, engaging
playgrounds helps ensure residents and visitors have a safe, cost-effective recreation opportunity within the city.

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Playgrounds are public amenities where improvements to access and condition can
increase quality of life for neighborhood residents of every age (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have
opportunities for success at every stage of life). Playgrounds improved with capital funds are required by MPRB policy to be
designed through public participation. This commitment to engaging the public reflects the community voice in decision-making
processes and provides each improvement unique characteristics reflective of resident needs and preferences (strategy:
residents are informed, see themselves represented in City governments and have the opportunity to influence decision-making).
Projects that are located within Racially Concentrated Areas of Poverty (RCAPS) include Peavey, Folwell, Phelps, Cleveland,
Farview, Bottineau, and Whittier, while Matthews is immediately adjacent to an RCAP boundary.

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
provide innovative recreational opportunities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy:
infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce). Playgrounds in particular have a
significant impact on decision-making among prime earners who are both starting families and achieving the wherewithal to start
businesses or relocate to achieve their professional goals.

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED
This goal focuses on the opportunity for built and natural environment of the city to create a sense of place (strategy: iconic,
inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Playgrounds help create a sense of place for a community. They

are places where culture and recreation unite within a community as families, grandparents, caregivers, and children meet on a
regular basis to play, socialize, and share life experiences. The playground design commonly reflects a unique characteristic of
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the community it serves as the community’s feedback informs the playground concept design (strategy: we welcome our growing
and diversifying population with thoughtful planning and design).

Additionally, the project contributes to this city goals by improving infrastructure and focusing on sustainable design principles
(strategy: the city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal. To
that end, MPRB park projects are above all community driven (strategy: City operations are efficient, effective, results driven, and
customer focused). Communication throughout each project is key, and detailed information about budgets, timelines, designs,
and construction sequencing are regularly posted on project-specific web pages and distributed to the public. MPRB follows the
City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish
public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each playground project has a carefully managed budget
(strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, playground improvements contribute to the goal
of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

All of the playground improvements will improve safety and accessibility and renew well-used public amenities. This is consistent
with the following direction from the MPRB’s 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.
Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

These projects will address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of Minneapolis’
Comprehensive Plan. The improvements will include areas suitable for relaxation as well as recreation (see policy 7.1.4 below) All
of the projects will promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors through their intended purpose and the way
they will be designed--compliant with safety and accessibility standards with special focus on Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (see policy 7.1 below).

Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

Policy 7.1.4 Ensure open spaces provide peaceful, meditative, and relaxing areas as well as social, recreational, and exercise
opportunities.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for these projects will take place in the spring or summer of each funding year.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Renovation of playgrounds has no measurable direct economic development potential.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
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guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not applicable.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

None.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Some parks in which playgrounds will be renovated are on routes of various designations included in the Bicycle Master Plan.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Some parks in which playgrounds will be renovated are on transit routes or high-volume pedestrian corridors. In such cases, new
playgrounds will enhance the amenity associated with these routes, especially in the pedestrian experience.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No. In some cases, as budget allows, new sidewalks may offer improved connections to nearby transit stops or pedestrian routes.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

No. Projects do not occur in rights-of-way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 20

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2020

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $1,055,725

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Operating costs are generally decreased, as replacement and updating of playgrounds at the end of the expected lifespan
reduces the need for emergency repairs and removal of damaged or unsafe equipment from public use. However, direct operating
cost savings are unlikely to be realized as there are many playgrounds in the system and operational savings will be shifted to
other aging playgrounds.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not applicable.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

The unspent Net Debt Bonds balance is for three projects already underway and one that is currently delayed. Playgrounds at
Bassett's Creek (2015 NDB), Luxton (2017 NDB), and Washburn Avenue Tot Lot (2017 NDB) have completed community
engagement and are in design. They will be constructed in 2018. Folwell Park (2017 NDB) awaits completion of the North
Service Area Master Plan, of which adoption is expected in mid/late-2018. That plan will determine, through community
engagement, the location and type of playground. Immediately after adoption, MPRB will begin a community engagement process
to design and implement the playground, likely in late 2019. The playground will be implemented in concert with athletic field
improvements at that park (see PRKO04).
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Since last year's request, MPRB has completed and opened playgrounds at Powderhorn, Lake Nokomis, and Matthews. The
playground at Peavey Park (2017 NDB), has been designed and will be constructed in 2018 as part of phase 2 implementation of
that park’'s master plan. Phase 1, as determined in part by the community, focused on a new basketball complex and pathways
and was constructed last year. Though it does not include the playground, funds in excess of the 2017 playground bonds and the
2012/2013 athletic field bonds have already been spent. These older funds are not therefore included in the unspent funds
balance.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

The community engagement process and design development for most 2019 projects is anticipated for the spring of 2019. The
phases of these and projects in other years the typical timing outlined below.

Phase Timing

Community Engagement............. First Quarter of Funded Year

Design/ENgr.......cccceveeeiiiieeneennn. Second Quarter of Funded Year

Construction begins.................... Second and Third Quarter of Funded Year
Completion.......c.ccoocvveveeeeiinee. Fourth Quarter of Funded Year or First Quarter of Following Year

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Projects funded within one year can be moved ahead or back a year depending on funding levels. Moving projects back can result
in greater project costs or the need for costly emergency repairs.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The following documents proposed projects with anticipated funding years and sources (2018-2023 MPRB Neighborhood Park
Capital Program).

Project Year Amount Funding Source
Armatage........c.coeerueenne 2019........ $291,900........ Net Debt Bonds
LOMNG..cvveeeiiierieiee 20109........ $360,000........ Net Debt Bonds
Northeast...........ccceuvnne 2019........ $75,600........ Net Debt Bonds

Bryn Mawr Meadows.....2019........ $291,900........ Net Debt Bonds
Linden Hills................2019...........$291,900........ Net Debt Bonds
Farview....... Net Debt Bonds
Farview.........ccccccoveene Capital Levy
Holmes ........................2019........$291,900........ MPRB Capital Levy
Bottineau............. ...2019..........$80,000......... MPRB Capital Levy
Cleveland...................2019..........$34,630.......... MPRB Capital Levy
Kenny.........cceeee......2020........$306,495....... Net Debt Bonds
Lynnhurst......................2020........$306,495........ Net Debt Bonds
McRae...........................2020........$306,495........ Net Debt Bonds
Marcy......cccoceeeeeeeeee....2020.........$ 306,495........ Net Debt Bonds
Northeast.....................2020........$310,275........ Net Debt Bonds
Bottineau..........cccccvveene Net Debt Bonds
Bottineau......................2020........$135,370........ MPRB Capital Levy
Pearl.............................2020........$306,495........ MPRB Capital Levy
Van Cleve.......................2021........$321,820........ Net Debt Bonds
28th Street Tot Lot.......... 2021........ $200,000........ Net Debt Bonds
(OF: | V=] | FE . 2021........ $294,595........ Net Debt Bonds
Bottineau..........cccccueeene 2021........ $23,216........ MPRB Capital Levy
Cavell.........ooovevveeee. 2022........... $27,225........... Net Debt Bonds
Riverside........c.cco... 2022.......... $338,000........... Net Debt Bonds
Audubon............c........ 2022.......... $338,000........... MPRB Capital Levy
Lake Hiawatha............... 2022.......... $338,000........... MPRB Capital Levy
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North Commons............... 2023.......... $355,000........... MPRB Capital Levy
Stewart.........ccoceeeenne 2023.......... $355,000........... MPRB Capital Levy
Willard..........ccceee. 2023.......... $355,000........... MPRB Capital Levy
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PRKO3 Shelter - Pool - Site Improvements Program

Project Location: 4802 Grand Avenue South Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Southwest Affected Neighborhood(s): Various
Project Start Date: 1/4/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/1/22
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 12

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

Wading pool improvements may include replacement of entire pool facilities with new wading pools or splash pads, updating
mechanicals of existing wading pools, adding shade structures and seating, providing additional spray features within existing
pools, and updating associated site improvements such as paths and lighting. The only activity included in this project in this
request is a replacement of the wading pool at Fuller Park, funded in 2021.

Purpose and Justification:

Most pool and wading pool facilities in the park system are more than 40 years old. Many are experiencing significant mechanical
or structural failures, and pools of that era do not meet current accessibility standards. Nevertheless, aquatic amenities are
regularly among the most highly desired ones in parks, as stated in MPRB's community engagement. Improvements will provide
safe, accessible, and efficient wading pools to Minneapolis residents.

Beginning in 2018 and continuing into 2019, larger projects in neighborhood parks that may involve pools and other aquatic
facilities are being consolidated into the PRKCP project or, if they have funding greater than $1,060,000, are being given their
own projects. Examples of other projects that may include aquatics are North Commons (PRK36), Sibley (PRK38), and Currie
(PRK34). PRKO03 will remain the project for stand-alone wading pool and other aquatic improvements.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 2,600 804 804
Other Local Govts

Park Capital Levy 702

Transfer from Special Revenue Funds

Total 3,302 804 804
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 154 154
Construction Costs 619 619
General Overhead 31 31

Total 804 804

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
None

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project upgrades wading pool facilities and related features for safety and to support community use, in furtherance of the
following City Goals.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

This city goal focuses on recreation opportunities for residents and visitors (strategy: residents and visitors alike have ample arts,
cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities). Wading pool upgrades will provide safe places for children to socialize with
friends and participate in active recreation. They provide a location for caregivers to connect with their neighbors. Providing
facilities for children and youth that are inspiring and challenging demonstrates the value that the city and the Minneapolis Park
and Recreation Board place on developing the next generation of city residents.

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Pools are public amenities where improvements to access and condition can increase
quality of life for neighborhood residents of every age (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for
success at every stage of life). Pools improved with capital funds are required by MPRB policy to be designed through public
participation. This commitment to engaging the public reflects the community voice in decision-making processes and provides
each improvement unique characteristics reflective of resident needs and preferences (strategy: residents are informed, see
themselves represented in City governments and have the opportunity to influence decision-making).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
provide innovative recreational opportunities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy:
infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce). Aquatic opportunities in particular have
a significant impact on decision-making among prime earners who are both starting families and achieving the wherewithal to start
businesses or relocate to achieve their professional goals.

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED
This goal focuses on the opportunity for built and natural environment of the city to create a sense of place (strategy: iconic,
inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Wading pools help create a sense of place for a community. They

are places where culture and recreation unite within a community as families, grandparents, caregivers and children meet on a
regular basis to play, socialize and share life experiences. Wading pool designs commonly reflect unique characteristics of the
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communities they serve as the community’s feedback informs the design of additional play features included within a new
accessible inclusive pool(strategy: we welcome our growing and diversifying population with thoughtful planning and design).

Additionally, the project contributes to this city goals by improving infrastructure and focusing on sustainable design principles
(strategy: the city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though a semi-autonomous agency, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's
goal. To that end, MPRB park projects are above all community driven (strategy: City operations are efficient, effective, results
driven, and customer focused). Communication throughout each project is key, and detailed information about budgets, timelines,
designs, and construction sequencing are regularly posted on project-specific web pages and distributed to the public. MPRB
follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics
establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each wading pool has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, playground improvements contribute to the goal
of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The Fuller wading pool improvements will enhance safety and accessibility and renew well-used public amenities. This is
consistent with the following direction from the MPRB’s 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.
Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Renovation of the Fuller pool will address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan. It will promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors. It will be designed to be
compliant with safety and accessibility standards with special focus on Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (see
policy 7.1 below).

Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for these projects will take place in the spring or summer of the funding year.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Renovation of wading pools has no measurable direct economic development potential.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:
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Project Title: PRKO3 Shelter - Pool - Site Improvements Program

Not applicable.
Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

None.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Fuller Park is located within two blocks or less of the 49th Street Bike Boulevard, the 50th Street Bikeway, and the Pleasant
Avenue Bike Boulevard.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Routes 11, 113, and 46 pass adjacent to or within a block of Fuller Park. However, these routes have limited service.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

No. Projects do not occur within rights-of-way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $388,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Operating costs are generally decreased, as replacement and updating of wading pools at the end of the expected lifespan
reduces the need for emergency repairs and removal of damaged or unsafe equipment from public use, or closure of the pool.
However, direct operating cost savings are unlikely to be realized as there are many wading pools in the system and operational
savings will be shifted to other aging pools.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not applicable.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

The unspent balance is for a single 2013 pool project at Logan Park. The existing conditions, most notably a landmark tree, have
made renovating the Logan Pool and updating water services problematic. The project was redesigned in 2017 and rebid in early
2018. It should be under construction in late 2018 and complete in 2019.

Since the 2018 request, MPRB has completed numerous pool projects--hence the significant reduction in unspent bonds. Newly

renovated pools were open to the public last year or will be by June. They include pools at Van Cleve, Bethune, Bryant Square,
Hiview, Powderhorn, and Matthews Parks.

Apr 4, 2018 4 9:15:24 AM



If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Typical Wading Pool Improvements

Phase Timing

Community Engagement.....First Quarter of Funded Year
Design/Engr.......cccccvveeienns Second Quarter of Funded Year
Construction begins............ Second and Third Quarter of Funded Year
Completion.........cccccveenee. Fourth Quarter of Funded Year

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Projects funded within one year can be moved ahead or back a year depending on funding levels. Moving projects back can result
in greater project costs or the need for costly emergency repairs.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The sole activity within this project is replacement of the Fuller Pool in 2021, with a funding request of $804,050.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRK04 Athletic Fields -Site Improvements Program

Project Location: 1530 Johnsaon Street NE Affected Wards: 1

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Northeast Park
Project Start Date: 3/1/18 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/1/21
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 5

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

Athletic Field improvements may include soil amendments, re-grading, re-seeding, irrigation, lighting, re-alignment of fields to
improve drainage and reduce multiple uses, amenities for players and spectators, parking and other site improvements. Safety
fencing, accessibility accommodations, and shade structures will also be installed where necessary. New systems to provide for
reinforced turf to increase the amount of play that can occur on a field and to maximize the benefits of captured storm water for
irrigation will be explored.

The only activity in this project includes ongoing multi-phase work at Northeast Athletic Field Park.

Purpose and Justification:

Already at a premium in Minneapolis — field availability is far outstripped by demand — athletic fields are a prime social and
recreational resource in this city. Whether sponsored by the parks, public schools, private schools, clubs, or businesses, youth
and adult athletic teams depend on MPRB fields for both practice and games. Because fields are in such high demand, they tend
to be overused and their upkeep is especially challenging. Improving athletic fields to make them more durable, more able to meet
the demands of almost continuous programming needs, and having less need to be reseeded or rehabilitated regularly will
enhance the delivery of recreational services to the residents of Minneapolis.

Field improvements often funded in part through the Hennepin Youth Sports Grant program, a $2.4 million dollar annual program
available through the Twins Stadium Sales Tax. The Park Board continues to partner with youth athletic associations in setting
the priorities for field improvements. To date, the Hennepin Youth Sports Grant Program has funded 13 field projects for a total
contribution of over $1.9 million since the program started in 2009.

Beginning in 2018 and continuing into 2019, larger projects in neighborhood parks that may involve athletic fields are being
consolidated into the PRKCP project or, if they have funding greater than $1,060,000, are being given their own projects. PRK04
will remain the project for stand-alone athletic field improvements.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 1,050 6 6
Park Capital Levy 1,180 249 236 485
Total 2,230 255 236 491

Apr 4, 2018 1 9:16:43 AM



Project Title: PRK04 Athletic Fields -Site Improvements Program

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 49 45 94
Construction Costs 196 182 378
General Overhead 10 9 19

Total 255 236 491

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

Hennepin County Youth Sports Grant program will solicit project applications yearly. To date, the Hennepin Youth Sports Grant
Program has funded 13 field projects for a total contribution of over $1.9 million since the program started in 2009.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project upgrades athletic fields and related features for safety and to support community use—in furtherance of the following
City Goals.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

This city goal focuses on recreation opportunities for residents and visitors (strategy: residents and visitors alike have ample arts,
cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities). For residents and visitors, field sports provide opportunities to socialize,
develop teamwork skills, and improve physical fithess. Field improvement projects will ensure the Minneapolis Park and
Recreation Board continues to provide healthy choices for residents and visitors. Through these resources the Minneapolis Park
and Recreation Board continues its commitment to developing the next generation of engaged and healthy residents.

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Athletic fields are public amenities where improvements to access and condition can
increase quality of life for neighborhood residents of every age (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have
opportunities for success at every stage of life). Athletic fields improved with capital funds are required by MPRB policy to be
designed through public participation. This commitment to engaging the public reflects the community voice in decision-making
processes and provides each improvement unique characteristics reflective of resident needs and preferences (strategy:
residents are informed, see themselves represented in City governments and have the opportunity to influence decision-making).
The sole project, Northeast Athletic Fields, is situated within approximately one-half mile of an RCAP and in an area with a
median income of 30,000-50,000.

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
provide innovative recreational opportunities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy:
infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce). Athletic fields and the sports programs
that happen there have a significant impact on decision-making among prime earners wishing to remain physically active.

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

This goal focuses on decisions that support the environment (strategy: the city restores and protects land, water, air and other
natural resources). Improvements to athletic fields within the Minneapolis parks will focus on best management practices for field
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Project Title: PRK04 Athletic Fields -Site Improvements Program

surfaces that contribute to healthy urban soil conditions. Healthy soil remediation will decrease use of mechanical inputs including
frequency of aeration and irrigation, and provide increased absorbency and retention during storm events. Storm water may then

slowly filter and be cleaned through properly graded and restored athletic field surfaces in advance of entering the city’s discharge
system and surface water bodies.

Additionally, the project contributes to this city goals by improving infrastructure and focusing on sustainable design principles
(strategy: the city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal. To
that end, the Northeast Park athletic fields project has been extensively community driven and improvements will be determined
by an adopted master plan created in direct collaboration with residents (strategy: City operations are efficient, effective, results
driven, and customer focused). Communication throughout the project has been and will continue to be key, and detailed
information about budgets, timelines, designs, and construction sequencing have been and will continue to be regularly posted on
the project-specific web page and distributed to the public. MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair
selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-
project accounting will ensure the Northeast athletic field project has a carefully managed budget (strategy: responsible tax policy
and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB's current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, athletic field improvements contribute to the
goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

This funding source is essential to the basic capital improvements of the fields across the city. It will also be used as matching
dollars to the Hennepin Youth Sports Grant program. Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction
of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Design and implement a community center hub model that serves community members, is sustainable, and taps the
resources of areas neighborhood, community and regional parks.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

Policy 7.1.4 Ensure open spaces provide peaceful, meditative, and relaxing areas as well as social, recreational, and exercise
opportunities.

Policy 7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.
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Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project will take place in the spring or summer of each phase's funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Renovation of athletic fields has no measurable direct economic development potential.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not applicable.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Throughout the city, athletic councils help provide youth athletic programs. They commonly help recruit volunteer coaches and
collect funds to support field improvements.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Northeast Park flanks both sides of Fillmore Street just south of 18th Avenue. Fillmore is shown on the Bicycle Plan as a bicycle
boulevard, while 18th Avenue (just one block north of the park) is shown as a bicycle trail. These routes will provide non-
motorized access to the athletic fields project.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

MetroTransit routes 4 and 30 stop adjacent to the park on Johnson Street. The former is a significant north-south route that
spans the entire city, while the latter is one of the very few east-west routes that does not traverse downtown. The project will
provide additional reason for using these routes, and will encourage residents to access the athletic fields by transit.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

The Northeast Park Master Plan calls for enhanced pedestrian connections within the park.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

No. The project does not occur in right-of-way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $600,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

N/A

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not applicable.
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For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

The unspent balance is from 2012-2013 for Peavey Park, 2014/2015 for Folwell Park, and 2014 for Northeast Park (phase 1).
Construction of Peavey and Northeast Parks is underway. Folwell Park is within the North Service Area and, as such, is being
master planned right now. The North Service Area Master Plan, which will be complete in mid/late-2018, will provide guidance as
to the type and locations of athletic fields in that park. Immediately upon approval of the master plan, MPRB will begin community
engagement around a specific field renovation project. It is possible that construction could begin in late 2019 and be complete in
2020.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Master Planning for the Northeast Park athletic fields, which included extensive community engagement, is complete. Phase one
of field construction has begun. The requested 2018/2019 Net Debt Bonds would fund a second phase of construction that would
most likely take place in 2019. Phase 2 fields would open in 2020 to allow for turf establishment. A third phase is anticipated in
2021/2022, which is reflected by an initial Capital Levy allocation in 2021.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Projects funded within one year can be moved ahead or back a year depending on funding levels. Moving projects back can result
in greater project costs or the need for costly emergency repairs.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The following documents proposed projects with anticipated funding years and sources (2018-2023 MPRB Neighborhood Park
Capital Program).

Project.......ccccceeenns Year........ Amount........ Funding Source
Northeast............ 20109........... $5,550......Net Debt Bonds
Northeast............ 2019........... $249,450......MPRB Capital Levy

Northeast............ 2021........... $235,940......MPRB Capital Levy
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PRK33 Bryn Mawr Meadows Field Improvements

Project Location: Bryn Mawr Meadows Park Affected Wards: 7

City Sector: North Affected Neighborhood(s): Bryn Mawr
Project Start Date: 1/4/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/30/23
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 11

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project would fund a complete renovation and likely new design layout for fields at Bryn Mawr Meadows to better provide
consolidated ball diamond opportunities and soccer field areas in the central portion of the city.

In total, improvements may include soil amendments, re-grading, re-seeding, irrigation, lighting, re-alignment of fields to improve
drainage and reduce multiple uses, amenities for players and spectators, parking, pathways, and other site improvements. Safety
fencing, accessibility accommodations, and shade structures will also be installed where necessary and practical. New systems to
provide for reinforced turf to increase the amount of play that can occur on a field and to maximize the benefits of rainwater for
irrigation will be explored.

Purpose and Justification:

Athletic fields are an integral part of the city’s infrastructure. Already at a premium in Minneapolis — field availability is far
outstripped by demand — athletic fields are a prime social and recreational resource in this city. Whether sponsored by the parks,
public schools, private schools, clubs, or adult leagues, teams depend on Park Board fields for both practice and games. Because
fields are in such high demand, they tend to be overused and their upkeep is especially challenging. Improving athletic fields so
they are more durable, able to meet the demands of almost continuous programming needs, and need to be rested or
rehabilitated far less often will enhance the delivery of recreational services to the residents of Minneapolis.

Even though this Net Debt Bond request is for a fully funded and complete project in 2021/2022, planning for improvements to
Bryn Mawr Meadows has already begun, in concert with the North Service Area Master Planning process. MPRB expects a
master plan for the park to be complete in August or September of 2018, which will set the stage for rapid implementation of field
improvements in 2021.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years 2019 | 2020 | 2021 @ 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 2,303 89 2,392
Park Capital Levy 0 0 777 276 1,053
Total 0 0 3,080 365 3,445
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Project Title: PRK33 Bryn Mawr Meadows Field Improvements

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 591 71 662
Construction Costs 2,370 280 2,651
General Overhead 118 14 132

Total 3,080 365 3,445

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

MPRB is collaborating with the City of Minneapolis and the Bassett's Creek Watershed Management District (BCWMD) to study
the feasibility of a significant regional stormwater amenity incorporated into the design of the park. BCWMD has aligned one of its
own capital allocations in the same year as this request, so a comprehensive project can move forward in 2021.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project upgrades athletic fields and related features for safety and to support community use at Bryn Mawr Meadows, in
furtherance of the following City Goals.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

This city goal focuses on recreation opportunities for residents and visitors (strategy: residents and visitors alike have ample arts,
cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities). Whether it is a team sport or a quick toss of a baseball, good quality
athletic fields encourage youth and adults to be active in their communities. For residents and visitors, field sports provide
opportunities to socialize, develop teamwork skills, and improve physical fitness. Field improvement projects will ensure the
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board continues to provide healthy choices for residents and visitors. Through these resources
the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board continues its commitment to developing the next generation of well-balanced
residents.

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Athletic fields are public amenities where improvements to access and condition can
increase quality of life for neighborhood residents of every age (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have
opportunities for success at every stage of life). Athletic fields improved with capital funds are required by MPRB policy to be
designed through public participation. This commitment to engaging the public reflects the community voice in decision-making
processes and provides each improvement unique characteristics reflective of resident needs and preferences (strategy:
residents are informed, see themselves represented in City governments and have the opportunity to influence decision-making).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES, BIG AND SMALL, START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE

Amenities to support a vibrant community that retains business and workers are contributors to this city goal. Regular renovation
of athletic fields ensures that the many families who participate in organized sports are not tempted to look to the suburbs for
quality athletics, and that these fields continue to be seen as an amenity that helps to create and maintain a strong, positive image
for the City of Lakes. These projects will help ensure that the community has safe, cost effective recreation opportunities so they
don’'t need to leave the city to obtain a high quality of life.

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

This goal focuses on decisions that support the environment (strategy: the city restores and protects land, water, air and other
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Project Title: PRK33 Bryn Mawr Meadows Field Improvements

natural resources). Improvements to athletic fields within the Minneapolis parks will focus on best management practices for field
surfaces that contribute to healthy urban soil conditions. Healthy soil remediation will decrease use of mechanical inputs including
frequency of aeration and irrigation, and provide increased absorbency and retention during storm events. Storm water may then
slowly filter and be cleaned through properly graded and restored athletic field surfaces in advance of entering the city’s discharge
system and surface water bodies.

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

This goal focuses on the opportunity for built and natural environment of the city to create a sense of place (strategy: iconic,
inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Athletic fields help create a sense of place for a community. They
are places where culture and recreation unite within a community as families and active adults meet on a regular basis to play,
socialize, and share life experiences.

Additionally, the project contributes to this city goals by improving infrastructure and focusing on sustainable design principles
(strategy: the city’'s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal. To
that end, MPRB park projects are above all community driven (strategy: City operations are efficient, effective, results driven, and
customer focused). Communication throughout each project is key, and detailed information about budgets, timelines, designs,
and construction sequencing are regularly posted on project-specific web pages and distributed to the public. MPRB follows the
City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish
public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each playground project has a carefully managed budget
(strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB's current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, athletic field improvements contribute to the
goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

This funding source is essential to the basic capital improvements of the fields across the city. Projects funded with these dollars
are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

Policy 7.1.4 Ensure open spaces provide peaceful, meditative, and relaxing areas as well as social, recreational, and exercise
opportunities.

Policy 7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
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Project Title: PRK33 Bryn Mawr Meadows Field Improvements

date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project will take place in the spring or summer of the funding year (2021).
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Athletic field renovation has no direct measurable economic impact.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Improvement of the Bryn Mawr Meadows Fields is supported by the Bassett Creek Valley Master Plan, adopted by the City
Council on January 12, 2007. The plan calls for use and maintenance of the park largely consistent with its historic use.
Considering the park's context in relationship to potential long term development opportunities in nearby areas is also
recommended.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Throughout the city, athletic councils help provide youth athletic programs. They commonly help recruit volunteer coaches and
collect funds to support field improvements.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Bryn Mawr Meadows is located immediately adjacent to several key bicycle trails, including the Cedar Lake Trail, Van
White/Dunwoody Trails, and the Luce Line Trail.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Bryn Mawr Meadows is served by MetroTransit route 9 on Cedar Lake Road. In addition, the Southwest LRT line is planning its
Van White Station to connect directly to the park.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Realignment of the Luce Line Regional Trail is possible in association with this project. Realignment would enhance routing and
surface quality for this trail.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

No.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 20

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2024

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

N/A
If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:
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Project Title: PRK33 Bryn Mawr Meadows Field Improvements

MPRB will bear increased operating costs through its general fund.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

A Master Plan for Bryn Mawr Meadows will be completed as part of the North Service Area Master Planning process, set to
conclude in mid/late-2018. Extensive community engagement has been a hallmark of this planning process. Construction plans
will be completed in early 2021, with construction commencing that same year. Depending on the exact scope of the project,
fields would be expected to be complete and open in either 2022 or 2023.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project sequesters a significant portion of total MPRB Net Debt Bonds for 2021. Moving this project will have significant
impacts on the rest of the MPRB CIP.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

By incorporating master planning for this park into the North Service Area Master Plan, MPRB is addressing previous CLIC
requests to initiate planning in advance of a Net Debt Bond allocation.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRK34 Currie Park Implementation

Project Location: Currie Park, Cedar-Riverside Neighborhood Affected Wards: 6

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Cedar-Riverside
Project Start Date: 2/1/18 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/31/20
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 4

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at Currie Park in the Cedar-Riverside neighborhood, as called
for in the South Service Area Master Plan. The requested funding in 2019 is the second year of funding for phase one
implementation of the master plan. The exact improvements to be implemented are not currently known, because MPRB is
involving the community in a scoping exercise to determine which of the master plan elements should be constructed in this
planned phase one.

The master plan calls for significant changes at Currie—changes that are desired by the community and that address the fact that
Cedar-Riverside is one of the city’s most densely populated neighborhoods and yet has limited park space. The master plan for
Currie Park seeks to increase year-round use and improve recreational amenities in the park overall. Facilities envisioned in the
master plan include new play areas, a splash pad, new tennis and basketball courts, community gathering areas, expanded
premier soccer fields, and a sports dome that can be erected in winter. A new restroom and storage building will also serve as
the airlock entrance for the dome. This request is not large enough to implement all these facilities. Future funding—likely
including private or grant funds—will be necessary to implement a phase two project.

2018 funds were approved last year under the PRKCP project. This year Currie Park improvements have been separated into a
new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and last year CLIC expressed concerns about several significant
projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects suggests they should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

Currie Park phase one implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program. Under this
program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and park
characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while service
area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

Currie Park was included in the South Service Area Master Plan, adopted by MPRB in 2016. Currie Park’s 2017 NPP20 ranking
is #17. This relatively high ranking coupled with the fact that a master plan is complete justifies advancement of phase one
implementation at the park.

The exact facilities to be implemented are being determined through a participatory community process by which users and
residents can help decide what is built in the park in phase one. This process is unfolding now, and will consider those elements
included in the adopted master plan. It will also consider phasing logistics and feasibility, while ensuring that elements of the park
are not decommissioned for long periods of time awaiting phase two. This scoping process is an important way to ensure
continued community decision-making in park projects.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 2021 @ 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 2,212 2,212
Total 2,212 2,212
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Project Title: PRK34 Currie Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 425 425
Construction Costs 1,702 1,702
General Overhead 85 85

Total 2,212 2,212

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at Currie Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the Currie Park master plan was driven
by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each
individual's particular needs. In Cedar-Riverside in particular, park space is limited and the neighborhood has very high density.
Remaking the park for efficiency and year-round activity is critically important in this neighborhood. (strategy: Our neighborhoods
have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy: Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural,
entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin. Cedar-Riverside is a
majority minority neighborhood with a significant population of recent immigrants. Park development in this neighborhood can
specifically benefit some of the most vulnerable youth in our city, as well as adults with some of the greatest economic challenges
(strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quiality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Cedar-Riverside is a dense, urban, vital, and diverse neighborhood. It is
iconic in its own right, with multiple languages spoken on the street and an exciting line-up of restaurants and businesses.
Remaking Currie Park will create yet another unique and inviting place for this vibrant neighborhood (strategy: Iconic, inviting
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Project Title: PRK34 Currie Park Implementation

streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no
matter where they come from (strategy: We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and
design).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB'’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at Currie
Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility,
flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring or summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.
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Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Currie Park is immediately adjacent to the Hiawatha Bike Trail, a major bicycle thoroughfare that connects downtown to
neighborhoods south and east of downtown.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Currie Park is immediately adjacent to the Cedar-Riverside Station of the Blue Line and in close proximity to bus routes on
Riverside Avenue.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

N/A

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project does not take place within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The South Service Area Master Plan included calculations on likely operations increases for each element
included in the master plan. Once project scoping in complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and incorporate
them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.
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Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project scoping, including community engagement, is underway already, utilizing 2018 NPP20 funding. The community
engagement and design process will unfold throughout 2018 with construction likely to take place in 2019 and 2020, depending
on project scope.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The Currie Park project is already underway, because 2018 funding provided a head start on community engagement, site
exploration, and design. Delaying the 2019 funding would create a gap between design and construction. The implications of this
gap would be increased overall project cost and dissatisfaction within a community that is participating significantly in the design
of its park.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

In addition to Net Debt Bonds funding, MPRB is also seeking grants for this project, and has allocated $35,486 of park dedication
fees to project implementation.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRK35 Keewaydin Park Implementation

Project Location: 3030 E 53rd Street Affected Wards: 12

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Keewaydin
Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/30/20
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 7

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at Keewaydin Park in the Nokomis East neighborhood area, as
called for in the South Service Area Master Plan. The requested funding in 2019 and 2020 is for a single phase one
implementation of the master plan. The exact improvements to be implemented are likely to be the construction of new play areas
on park property, including a true outdoor climbing wall—the first of its kind in the Minneapolis park system. Funding will also
likely decommission the existing wading pool, which is located on Minneapolis Public Schools property and is beyond its useful
life. Final decisions will be made through involvement of the community in a scoping exercise once the project initiates.

The master plan calls for moderate changes at Keewaydin, driven in part by the fact that some park amenities were constructed
decades ago on school property. At that time, this was an appropriate choice, but school expansion has created a cramped
situation around the existing wading pool and play area. The master plan calls for decommissioning the wading pool and
providing no aquatics in this park (it is very close to Lake Nokomis and to other parks with wading pools). Instead, a more
significant play area would be built, to include a major climbing wall. Other elements in the master plan call for increased field
space, decommissioning of two ball diamonds, and implementation of walking loops in the park.

Keewaydin Park improvements have been separated into a new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and last
year CLIC expressed concerns about several significant projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects suggests
they should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

Keewaydin Park phase one implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program. Under
this program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and park
characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while service
area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

During implementation of equity metrics into the new CIP, MPRB decided to honor previous allocations in the CIP, regardless of
ranking, in order to keep its promise to the community. Keewaydin previously had allocations for a playground renovation and
wading pool upgrade. Based on master planning, that allocation was changed to a play area-only allocation (climbing wall
included), but it remained in the CIP.

The exact facilities to be implemented will be determined through a participatory community process by which users and residents
can help decide what is built in the park in phase one. The Keewaydin Master Plan does not envision extraordinary change, so it
is likely implementation will focus on play areas and decommissioning of the wading pool.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 @ 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 541 626 1,168
Total 541 626 1,168
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Project Title: PRK35 Keewaydin Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 104 120 224
Construction Costs 417 482 899
General Overhead 21 24 45

Total 541 626 1,168

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at Keewaydin Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the Keewaydin Park master plan was
driven by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each
individual's particular needs. Furthermore, the implementation of a climbing wall in Keewaydin will create a unique facility that is
physically challenging and will allow for social interaction (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and
live a healthy life) (strategy: Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin. At Keewaydin, the
implementation of various types of play, including traditional, nature, and climbing, will allow options for people of a variety of ages
and abilities (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quiality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Minneapolis has no true outdoor climbing venue, as some other desirable
cities do. With the option of programmed activities, multiple types of climbing, and instruction for all ages and abilities, this iconic
feature will attract people from beyond the neighborhood (strategy: Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of
place). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no matter where they come from (strategy: We
welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design).
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Project Title: PRK35 Keewaydin Park Implementation

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at
Keewaydin Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability,
accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring or summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?
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Project Title: PRK35 Keewaydin Park Implementation

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The project would help implement the MPRB-adopted South Service Area Master Plan.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Keewaydin Park is immediately adjacent to the Nokomis Avenue/31st Avenue South Bikeway.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project does not take place within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The South Service Area Master Plan included calculations on likely operations increases for each element
included in the master plan. Once project scoping is complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and incorporate
them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.
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Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project scoping, including community engagement, will initiate in early 2019, once funding becomes available. The community
engagement and design process will likely continue throughout 2019, with construction taking place in 2020 and possibly into
early 2021.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Delaying this project will invariably delay other park
improvement projects called for in the CIP.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

N/A

Apr 4, 2018 5 9:17:55 AM



Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PRK36 North Commons Park Implementation

Project Location: 1801 James Avenue N Affected Wards: 5

City Sector: North Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/30/21
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 6

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at North Commons Park in north Minneapolis. The requested
funding in 2019, 2020, and 2021 is for a single phase one implementation of the forthcoming master plan for the park. The exact
improvements to be implemented are not currently known, because MPRB is in the midst of creating a vision for the park through
the North Service Area Master Plan, and will then involve the community in a scoping exercise to determine which of the master
plan elements should be constructed in this planned phase one. North Commons Park is home to a wide variety of recreational
amenities, including a water park, a smaller wading pool, play areas, basketball and tennis courts, a synthetic turf softball/little
league field, a natural turf multi-use field and ball diamond, and numerous benches, tables, and grills.

MPRB expects completion of the North Service Area Master Plan in mid/late-2018, in advance of this funding request. This
request is not large enough to implement all elements likely to be envisioned in the master plan. Future funding—likely including
private or grant funds—will be necessary to implement a phase two project.

MPRB will begin this project with a participatory community process by which users and residents can help prioritize what is built
in the park. The community process will consider which of those elements included in the adopted master plan should be built
right away. The scoping process also will consider phasing logistics and feasibility, while ensuring that elements of the park are
not decommissioned for long periods of time awaiting a future phase two. This scoping process is an important way to ensure
continued community decision-making in park projects. It does mean, however, that this request is not specifically defined as to
exactly what will be constructed. Requested funding would not move away from North Commons, but it could be used for a
variety of recreational improvements, based on community input.

North Commons Park improvements have been separated into a new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and
last year CLIC expressed concerns about several significant projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects
suggests they should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

North Commons Park phase one implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program.
Under this program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and
park characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while
service area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

North Commons Park was included in the North Service Area Master Plan, which is currently underway. North Commons Park’s
2017 NPP20 ranking is #21. This relatively high ranking coupled with the fact that a master plan is nearly complete justifies
advancement of phase one implementation at the park.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 2021 # 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 368 1,000 800 2,168
Total 368 1,000 800 2,168
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Project Title: PRK36 North Commons Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 @ 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 71 192 154 416
Construction Costs 283 770 616 1,668
General Overhead 14 38 31 83

Total 368 1,000 800 2,168

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at North Commons Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the North Commons Park master plan is
being driven by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet
each individual's particular needs (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life)
(strategy: Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin. North Commons sits within
a Racially Concentrated Area of Poverty (RCAP) (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success
at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Because of the size of and variety in North Commons, it is the geographic
and recreational heart of the north side. The master plan is likely to envision an iconic future for the park, and subsequent
implementation will create new and upgrade existing amenities that welcome everyone in (strategy: Iconic, inviting streets, spaces
and buildings create a sense of place). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no matter where
they come from (strategy: We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design).
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Project Title: PRK36 North Commons Park Implementation

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB'’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at North
Commons Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability,
accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring or summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.
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Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

North Commons park is immediately adjacent to the Golden Valley Road bikeway and the 16th Avenue North bikeway, and is one
block from the Irving Avenue North bike boulevard.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Metro Transit Route 30 runs on Golden Valley Road and stops immediately adjacent to the park.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

N/A

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project does not take place within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The North Service Area Master Plan will include calculations on likely operations increases for each
element included in the master plan. Once project scoping is complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and
incorporate them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A
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If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project scoping, including community engagement, will initiate in 2019, once funding becomes available. The community
engagement and design process will likely continue throughout 2019 and into 2020. Due to the likely complexity of this project and
the real possibility of outside funding creating an even larger project, construction would not likely begin until 2021 and continue
into 2022.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Delaying this project will invariably delay other park
improvement projects called for in the CIP.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

In addition to the funding requested here under PRK36, funding is also requested under PRKO02 in 2023 for play area
improvements. That capital levy-funded project is part of MPRB’s playground rehabilitation program, which based on equipment
longevity and condition. MPRB planners will take this future funding into account when scoping the PRK36 project.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PRK37 Powderhorn Park Implementation

Project Location: 3400 15th Avenue South Affected Wards: 9

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Powderhorn Park
Project Start Date: 1/4/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/30/22
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 10

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at Powderhorn Park, as called for in the South Service Area
Master Plan. The requested funding in 2021 and 2022 will implement phase two of the master plan. Previous funding requests
under PRK02 and PRKO3 allowed for the renovation of playgrounds and the wading pool as directed by the master plan—this was
phase one of implementation. The exact improvements to be implemented under this phase two request are not currently known,
because MPRB will involve the community in a scoping exercise to determine which of the master plan elements should be
constructed.

The master plan calls for relatively modest changes at Powderhorn. People like the park how it is, generally speaking, with a few
targeted improvements. Facilities envisioned in the master plan include continued refurbishment of play areas (including nature-
based and adventure play zones), enhancements to the building and lakeshore gathering areas, a new small-scale premier
soccer field, volleyball courts, and an additional basketball court. Future funding—Ilikely including private or grant funds—will be
necessary to implement a phase three project.

Powderhorn Park improvements have been separated into a new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and last
year CLIC expressed concerns about several significant projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects suggests
they should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

Powderhorn Park phase two implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program. Under
this program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and park
characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while service
area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

Powderhorn Park was included in the South Service Area Master Plan, adopted by MPRB in 2016. At that time, play area and
pool improvements were already envisioned in the CIP and in previous CLIC requests. Powderhorn Park’s 2017 NPP20 ranking is
#12. This high ranking coupled with the fact that a master plan is complete justifies advancement of phase two implementation at
the park.

The exact facilities to be implemented will be determined through a participatory community process by which users and residents
will help decide what is built in the park in phase one. This process will consider those elements included in the adopted master
plan. It will also consider phasing logistics and feasibility, while ensuring that elements of the park are not decommissioned for
long periods of time awaiting phase two. This scoping process is an important way to ensure continued community decision-
making in park projects.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 285 815 1,100
Total 285 815 1,100
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Project Title: PRK37 Powderhorn Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 55 156 211
Construction Costs 219 627 846
General Overhead 11 31 42

Total 285 815 1,100

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at Powderhorn Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE
Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the Powderhorn Park master plan was
driven by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each
individual’s particular needs. (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy:
Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin. Powderhorn Park is a
diverse neighborhood with significant Latino population and median incomes lower than the city average (strategy: all people,
regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Unique among neighborhood parks, Powderhorn is centered around a
natural amenity—Powderhorn Lake. Environmental sustainability has always been a stated priority in this neighborhood, and
steps will be taken to ensure improvement activities preserve and enhance the environment. Powderhorn Park is already iconic
and welcoming with trails for strolling amongst the hills and woods and numerous community arts and cultural festivals.
Improvements will build on that legacy (strategy: Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Ensuring
high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no matter where they come from (strategy: We welcome our
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Project Title: PRK37 Powderhorn Park Implementation

growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design).
A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB's current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at
Powderhorn Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability,
accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring or summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?
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Project Title: PRK37 Powderhorn Park Implementation

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Powderhorn Park is immediately adjacent to the 35th Street bikeway, and is one block from the Park Avenue bikeway, the
Bloomington Avenue bikeway, and the 31st Street bikeway.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Metro Transit Route 14 runs on Bloomington Avenue just two blocks to the east, and Route 5 (and the future D-line bus rapid
transit line) runs on Chicago Avenue just two blocks to the west.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project does not take place within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2023

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The South Service Area Master Plan included calculations on likely operations increases for each element
included in the master plan. Once project scoping is complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and incorporate
them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
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Project Title: PRK37 Powderhorn Park Implementation

their useful lives.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project scoping, including community engagement, will begin early in the first funding year (2021). Community engagement and
design will take place throughout 2021 and into 2022. Depending on the determined scope of the project, construction would
begin in either 2022 or 2023 and be complete within one year to 18 months.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Delaying this project will invariably delay other park
improvement projects called for in the CIP.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

N/A
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRK38 Sibley Field Park Implementation

Project Location: 1900 E 40th Street Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/30/20
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 8

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at Sibley Park in the Standish Neighborhood, as called for in
the South Service Area Master Plan. The requested funding in 2019 and 2020 is for a single phase one implementation of the
master plan. The exact improvements to be implemented are likely to be the construction of new play areas and a wading pool to
replace significantly outdated amenities. Final decisions will be made through involvement of the community in a scoping
exercise once the project initiates.

The master plan calls for moderate changes at Sibley. It reorganizes the main play area and creates more space for playground
and wading pool by decommissioning a tennis court. The large athletic field is maintained, but a different balance of use is
proposed by the decommissioning of two ball diamonds and expansion of multi-use field space. Walking trails would be
improved, and a welcoming promenade would be built between the play and sports areas.

Sibley Park improvements have been separated into a new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and last year
CLIC expressed concerns about several significant projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects suggests they
should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

Sibley Park phase one implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program. Under this
program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and park
characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while service
area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

During implementation of equity metrics into the new CIP, MPRB decided to honor previous allocations in the CIP, regardless of
ranking, in order to keep its promise to the community. Sibley previously had allocations for a playground renovation and wading
pool upgrade. These projects remained in the CIP.

The exact facilities to be implemented will be determined through a participatory community process by which users and residents
can help decide what is built in the park in phase one. The Sibley Master Plan does not envision extraordinary change, so it is
likely implementation will focus on play areas and the wading pool.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 518 503 1,021
Total 518 503 1,021
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Project Title: PRK38 Sibley Field Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 99 97 196
Construction Costs 399 387 786
General Overhead 20 19 39

Total 518 503 1,021

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at Sibley Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE
Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the Sibley Park master plan was driven
by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each
individual’s particular needs (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy:
Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin (strategy: all people,
regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no
matter where they come from (strategy: We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and
design).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
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Project Title: PRK38 Sibley Field Park Implementation

MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB's current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at Sibley
Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility,
flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring and summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:
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Project Title: PRK38 Sibley Field Park Implementation

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Sibley Park is adjacent to or within one block of the RiverLake Greenway, the 38th Street bikeway, and the 21st Avenue bikeway.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Sibley Park is in very close proximity (one block) to Metro Transit Route 23 on 38th Street and Route 14 on Cedar Avenue.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project is not within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The South Service Area Master Plan included calculations on likely operations increases for each element
included in the master plan. Once project scoping is complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and incorporate
them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:
MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.
For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize

the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:
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Project Title: PRK38 Sibley Field Park Implementation

Project scoping, including community engagement, will initiate in early 2019, once funding becomes available. The community
engagement and design process will likely continue throughout 2019, with construction taking place in 2020 and possibly into
early 2021.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Delaying this project will invariably delay other park
improvement projects called for in the CIP.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

In addition to this funding request, MPRB has allocated $86,634 in park dedication fees to implement expanded and enhanced
amenities in the park.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRK39 Whittier Park Implementation

Project Location: 425 West 26th Street Affected Wards: 10

City Sector: Southwest Affected Neighborhood(s): Whittier
Project Start Date: 9/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/1/21
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 9

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project will implement a variety of recreational improvements at Whitter Park. The requested funding in 2019 and 2020 is for
a single phase one implementation of the forthcoming master plan for the park. The exact improvements to be implemented are
not currently known, because MPRB is in the beginning stages of creating a vision for the park through the Southwest Service
Area Master Plan, and will then involve the community in a scoping exercise to determine which of the master plan elements
should be constructed in this planned phase one.

MPRB expects completion of the Southwest Service Area Master Plan in mid-2019, in advance of the bulk of this funding request.
This request is not large enough to implement all elements likely to be envisioned in the master plan. Future funding—likely
including private or grant funds—will be necessary to implement a phase two project.

MPRB will begin this project with a participatory community process by which users and residents can help prioritize what is built
in the park. The community process will consider which of those elements included in the adopted master plan should be built
right away. The scoping process also will consider phasing logistics and feasibility, while ensuring that elements of the park are
not decommissioned for long periods of time awaiting a future phase two. This scoping process is an important way to ensure
continued community decision-making in park projects. It does mean, however, that this request is not specifically defined as to
exactly what will be constructed. Requested funding would not move away from Whittier, but it could be used for a variety of
recreational improvements, based on community input.

Whittier Park improvements have been separated into a new project because the request is greater than $1,060,000 and last year
CLIC expressed concerns about several significant projects being included in PRKCP. The scale of certain projects suggests they
should be considered individually by CLIC.

Purpose and Justification:

Whittier Park phase one implementation is a project funded by the 20-year Neighborhood Parks and Streets Program. Under this
program, MPRB has developed an empirical equity metric for ranking neighborhood parks based on community and park
characteristics. A park’s score and resultant ranking determines when a park receives an allocation in MPRB’s CIP, while service
area master plans determine what amenities are desired by the community and then implemented.

Whittier Park is included in the Southwest Service Area Master Plan, which is currently just beginning. Whittier Park’s 2017
NPP20 ranking is #13. Whittier also previously had fund set aside for playground improvements under a previous PRK02
request. Additional funds were allocated to the park based on its high equity ranking.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 2021 # 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 462 462
Park Capital Levy 45 600 645
Total 45 1,062 1,107
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Project Title: PRK39 Whittier Park Implementation

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 @ 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 9 204 213
Construction Costs 35 817 852
General Overhead 2 41 43

Total 45 1,062 1,107

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Improvements at Whittier Park will meet multiple city and MPRB goals and objectives.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE
Construction projects in parks improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful
activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because the Whittier Park master plan will be
driven by community involvement, implementation of that plan will allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each
individual’s particular needs (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy:
Residents and visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin (strategy: all people,
regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no
matter where they come from (strategy: We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and
design).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
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Project Title: PRK39 Whittier Park Implementation

MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB's current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal like that at Whittier
Park contribute to the goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility,

flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will take place during the spring or summer of the funding year.
Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:
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Project Title: PRK39 Whittier Park Implementation

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Whittier Park sits between the 26th and 28th Street bikeways (adjacent to 26th), and just one-half block from the Pleasant Avenue
bike boulevard.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The closest transit route to Whittier Park is Route 4 on Lyndale Avenue.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

This project does not take place within right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Increases in operating costs are possible depending on which amenities are implemented. Replacement and upgrades of existing
facilities may have minimal operating cost increases, while larger elements like a new restroom building or sports dome will have
significant increases. The Southwest Service Area Master Plan will include calculations on likely operations increases for each
element included in the master plan. Once project scoping is complete, MPRB staff will consider likely cost increases and
incorporate them into existing operations budgets or will address increases through MPRB’s annual budgeting process.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:
MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting process for departmental allocations.
For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize

the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A
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If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project scoping, including community engagement, will initiate in late 2019, once the Southwest Service Area Master Plan is
complete. The community engagement and design process will likely continue throughout 2019 and 2020. Depending on the
actual scope of improvements, construction could begin in late 2020, but would more likely occur in 2021.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Delaying this project will invariably delay other park
improvement projects called for in the CIP.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Improvements at Whittier Park are funded by both Net Debt Bonds and MPRB Capital Levy funds. The chart below provides
funding detail.

2019 MPRB Capital Levy: $45,370
2020 Net Debt Bonds: $462, 107
2020 MPRB Capital Levy: $599,518
Project total: $1,106,995
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

Project Location: In neighborhood parks throughout the city. Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide
Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/3/24
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 2

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project includes a variety of major capital improvements in a variety of parks, which are primarily requested under the 20-
Year Neighborhood Parks Plan (NPP20), a long term funding agreement between the City of Minneapolis and the Minneapolis
Park and Recreation Board. Under the NPP20 agreement, the City of Minneapolis has sole discretion on how to fund the
program. Because it is likely that Net Debt Bonds will be that funding source in the near future, these major new or increased-
budget projects are being requested through the CLIC process. Under this and all Park Board project requests, "Net Debt Bonds"
is used interchangeably with the MPRB source "NPP20" as defined in the MPRB CIP.

MPRB has developed an equity metric for selection of parks that would receive new or enhanced funding under NPP20. In order
to honor already planned projects, MPRB's 2017-2022 CIP includes projects already in the CIP, as well as new projects selected
through the equity criteria. Parks in which a playground, wading pool, or athletic field is the ONLY planned improvement are
requested under PRK02, PRKO03, and PRKO04, respectively. Most of these improvements were already in the CIP and have
therefore been retained for funding. More comprehensive park improvement projects with a variety of activities are included in
PRKCP. Additionally, a series of targeted rehabilitation types are requested under PRKRP. Last year, CLIC expressed concerns
that some projects included in PRKCP were too large to be subsumed into such a large funding request. The stated concern was
that larger projects should be discussed and reviewed by CLIC individually, rather than in concert with the overall PRKCP funding
request. To address this concern, MPRB has extracted from PRKCP the improvements in any park where more than $1,060,000
is being requested. These six park projects now have their own project numbers (PRK34 through PRK39). This has led to a
significant reduction in the PRKCP request when compared to last year’s request.

The exact facilities to be implemented at each park are based on service area master plans, which create visions for the
recreational future of every neighborhood park in the city. The South and Downtown master plans are complete, North and
Northeast/Southeast are well underway, and Southwest is just beginning. MPRB expects all service area master plans will be
complete in mid-2019. Once a master plan is complete and a funding allocation is made, MPRB begins a participatory community
process by which users and residents can help prioritize what is built in the park. A requested allocation for a particular park will
not generally complete that park’s master plan, and should be considered a phase one implementation. The community process
considers which of those elements included in the adopted master plan should be built right away. The scoping process also
considers phasing logistics and feasibility, while ensuring that elements of the park are not decommissioned for long periods of
time awaiting phase two. This scoping process is an important way to ensure continued community decision-making in park
projects. It does mean, however, that requests under PRKCP are not specifically defined, as to exactly what will be constructed.
Requested funding would not move from one park to another, but it could be sued for a variety of recreational improvements,
based on community input.

PRKCP also includes projects that use the MPRB Capital Levy.

Purpose and Justification:

This project fulfills the NPP20 agreement, which recognizes existing shortfalls in rehabilitation and capital improvement across the
Minneapolis park system. Many park assets are near or beyond their useful life, and many parks have an asset mix that does not
exactly meet the needs of the community as a whole. This project and its many and varied park improvements will improve safety
and accessibility, upgrade worn and outdated park assets, and transform parks to better meet the needs of today's population.

The purpose and justification of each individual park improvement is based on two factors: the equity metric and the park master
plan. These two factors work together to ensure that those parks with the greatest need are addressed first, and that the
improvements being made are in line with community desires. The equity metric uses empirical data to establish an "equity
ranking" for each park. The data look at both the community characteristics around the park and the assets in the park (including
historic investment in the park). In 2017, 104 neighborhood park properties (all those with major assets) were assigned equity
rankings. MPRB's 2018-2023 CIP includes parks with rankings through #39. Rankings of specific projects included in this request
are shown below under “Additional Information.” Once a park has been identified for funding, the approved master plan
determines the general amount of funding.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

This project will allow MPRB to more equitably meet the needs of the community as a whole, by focusing early attention on those
parks where there is the most need, but also by implementing improvements the community wants.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 @ Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 14,175 1,694 2,604 1,792 6,131 7,400 19,621
Park Capital Levy 6,433 200 454 458 1,112
Total 20,608 1,894 2,604 2,246 6,589 7,400 20,733
2 9:20:48 AM

Apr 4, 2018



Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 364 500 431 1,265 1,421 3,981
Construction Costs 1,458 2,004 1,728 5,070 5,695 15,955
General Overhead 73 100 86 253 285 797

Total 1,894 2,604 2,246 6,589 7,400 20,733

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Grant requests that will utilize the 2019 grant matching funds will be identified in the year prior to writing those grants.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This program features a wide variety of improvements, all of which are in furtherance of the following City Goals.

LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Construction projects in parks projects improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for
healthful activities (strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Because master plans are driven by
community involvement, implementation of those plans allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each individual's
particular needs (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy: Residents and
visitors alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Improving park facilities and adding desired amenities can increase quality of life for
neighborhood residents of every age, ability level, economic status, race, ethnicity, and national origin (strategy: all people,
regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality and
incorporate desired amenities can contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public
services and community assets support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All park projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Facility renewal and implementation of new amenities are important in
meeting current and future needs for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is
managed and improved for current and future needs). Because these projects will occur throughout the city and are driven
toward where need is greatest, the hope is that each park can be high quality, safe, and iconic, regardless of where in the city it
exists and who it serves (strategy: Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place). Ensuring high quality
parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no matter where they come from (strategy: We welcome our growing and
diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.

Apr 4, 2018 3 9:20:48 AM



Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB involves the public extensively in the scoping and design of park projects and provides detailed and extensive notifications
during construction (strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal contribute to the
goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

This will be determined as projects are identified.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:
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Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

MPRB is in the process of creating master plans for every neighborhood park in the system. The planning is taking place a sector
at a time. As these so-called "service area master plans" are completed, park improvements and funding allocations will
implement those community-driven plans. In the case of parks where service area master plans are complete (South and
Downtown), projects will begin immediately or, in some cases, are already underway. In parks where service area master plans
are not yet complete, allocations have been made under the equity metric criteria, but improvement work will not begin until the
master plans are completed. In general, therefore, when equity rankings are similar, parks in the south and downtown service
areas appear earlier in this request. These are parks where bonds can be spent immediately.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

None

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Varies by project. Projects in close proximity to bicycle routes will consider connections into park areas from adjacent routes.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Varies by project. Projects in close proximity to transitways will consider connections into park areas from transit stations.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Some projects include enhancements to the pedestrian ways within or on the edges of parks.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Projects will not occur within public right of way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

In those areas where service area master plans have been completed (South and Downtown), comprehensive analysis of
maintenance impacts were calculated. This calculation was based on real-world assessments of costs to maintain existing
facilities drawn from MPRB's system as well as national models. Each master planned park includes a maintenance cost change
estimate at full build out. For instance: conversion of a wading pool to splash pad will result in a $20,000 annual maintenance cost
increase--the result of a $15,000 annual credit for removing the wading pool and a $35,000 add for the splash pad. Playground,
conversely, will see no maintenance increase nor decrease, because though newer equipment is easier to maintain, those
maintenance allocations must be shifted elsewhere in the system to cover other aging infrastructure.

An overall maintenance change number has not been provided for PRKCP, however, because the details of many projects are
unknown. In some cases, parks may see increased maintenance costs while at others there may be decreases (for instance, at
parks that will have fewer diamonds and larger multi-use field areas). Though a comprehensive maintenance cost accounting has
not been provided to CLIC under this project, MPRB operations and planning staff are working together to ensure proper
maintenance allocations when individual improvements are implemented, using the service area master plans as a guide.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

In cases where new infrastructure will be implemented, MPRB will pay for cost changes through its annual general fund budgeting
process for departmental allocations.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
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Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

the full expected useful life of the project:

The future capital investment required will depend on the type infrastructure implemented. Aquatic facilities, for instance, may
require significant overhaul only every 30-40 years, while playgrounds tend to have a life of about 20. Athletic fields require more
regular maintenance. Embedded in MPRB's equity metric is a scoring category that considers useful life of assets. Once assets
in a park begin to reach the end of their useful lives, that park’s score will increase, pushing it into the mix for capital improvement.
Essentially, MPRB has developed a built-in alarm clock that will bring assets back into the CIP when they approach the end of
their useful lives.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

PRKCP was previously a capital levy-only project, so there are no prior bond authorizations under this project. Going forward,
however, MPRB will track and document unspent bonds, as it does for other projects.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Project schedules may vary significantly depending on the size of allocation, the specific improvements envisioned, and the scale
of change in the park. In general, all projects will require 6-8 months of community engagement, which can happen in concert
with design development. At the conclusion of community engagement, construction plans for bidding are prepared and the
project is bid for construction. MPRB works to limit inconvenience to the community during construction, and may occasionally
phase construction across two calendar years. Construction scheduling is determined by the project manager in consultation with
the community.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Moving funding from year to year will affect staff ability to implement projects. Because significant work is included in PRKCP,
modifying funding years will create "pinch-points” in the design and community engagement process and will delay projects.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The following chart documents parks in which improvements will take place, including anticipated funding years and sources
(2018-2023 MPRB Neighborhood Park Capital Program). Though the PRKCP project previously was used for MPRB's capital
levy funded rehabilitation and special projects, it now includes major projects added as part of the NPP20 agreement (as long as
the park-specific allocations are below $1,060,000). The bulk of the funding comes from Net Debt Bonds with some capital levy
(see the PRKRP project for NPP20-funded rehabilitation projects).

Selection of nearly all these projects was based on the neighborhood equity metrics developed as part of the NPP20 ordinance.
Equity rankings are re-calculated each year. The 2018-2023 CIP is built on rankings calculated in 2017. Each park's 2017 equity
ranking is included in the chart for reference. Higher numbers demonstrate lower need.

In order to ensure projects move forward in a timely fashion, MPRB is requesting a contingency factor under PRKCP. This
"Replace and Invest Contingency" (R&l Contingency) will be used for project construction, to close the gap on site unknowns,
increased bid amounts, and other construction-related factors out of MPRB control. The most significant reason for project delays
is bidding issues. The contingency will only be used when necessary, and unspent contingency will be used to originate new
projects in later years. The contingency constitutes 10% of the total project-based allocations in the MPRB CIP. In 2019 and
2020, a portion of the contingency has been allocated to renovation of the Phillips Pool. This change is reflected in the numbers
below. Note that some parks that appeared in PRKCP last year have been moved to their own projects and therefore do not
appear any longer below.

Project Equity Rank Year Amount Source

Farwell........... LT, 2019........... $264,100......Net Debt Bonds

Lovell Square.....20.............. 2019........... $50,000....... Net Debt Bonds
Painter........... 23, 2019........... $200,000....Net Debt Bonds
Phelps........... 19.............. 2019............... $500,000........ Net Debt Bonds
Phillips Pool......... ST 2019........... $260,000........ Net Debt Bonds
R&I Contingency.................. 2019........... $420,000......Net Debt Bonds
Grant Matches.........ccccoue... 2019........... $200,000.....MPRB Capital Levy
Corcoran.......... oo, 2020........... $331,975......Net Debt Bonds
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Project Title: PRKCP Neighborhood Parks Capital Infrastructure

Farwell........... LS Y 2020........... $435,900......Net Debt Bonds

Hall.............. [ F— 2020........... $356,375...... Net Debt Bonds

Painter........... 23 2019........... $800,000....Net Debt Bonds

Phillips Pool......... T, 2019........... $260,000........ Net Debt Bonds

R&I Contingency.................. 2020........... $420,000......Net Debt Bonds
Corcoran.......... 1o, 2021........... $618,025......Net Debt Bonds
Hall.............. < T 2021........... $393,625......Net Debt Bonds

Sumner Field......11.............. 2021........... $100,000......Net Debt Bonds

R&I Contingency.................. 2021........... $680,000......Net Debt Bonds

The Mall.......... NR........... 2021........... $89,279....... MPRB Capital Levy

Parade Park.......... 98.......... 2021............. $365,000........ MPRB Capital Levy
Cedar Avenue Field......... 22 . 2022........... $600,000......Net Debt Bonds
East Phillips........ 24............. 2022........... $428,464...... Net Debt Bonds
Folwell................... 15 0. 2022............ $1,000,000.......... Net Debt Bonds
Franklin Steele...28............. 2022........... $740,000......Net Debt Bonds
Harrison.......... 3l 2022........... $390,775....Net Debt Bonds

Murphy Square.....29............. 2022........... $200,000......Net Debt Bonds
Riverside......... 10............. 2022........... $1,060,000.....Net Debt Bonds

Smith Triangle........ 93........... 2022............ $231,525........ Net Debt Bonds
Willard........... 26, 2022........... $1,000,000.....Net Debt Bonds

R&I Contingency.................. 2022........... $680,000......Net Debt Bonds

The Mall.......... NR............ 2022........... $258,011.....MPRB Capital Levy
Bethune............ 36.......... 2023........... $735,000............ Net Debt Bonds
Bohannon............ 18...... 2023........... $1,000,000............ Net Debt Bonds
Cleveland............... 37 .. 2023......... $675,775............. Net Debt Bonds
Cottage................. 27....... 2023............ $500,000............... Net Debt Bonds
Farview................. 33......... 2023............ $850,000............ Net Debt Bonds
Glen Gale............. 32....... 2023 $600,000.......... Net Debt Bonds
Harrison............ 31, 2023.........c..e. $609,225........... Net Debt Bonds
Shingle Creek......... 25....... 2023.............. $1,000,000......... Net Debt Bonds
Victory.............. 39 2023, $750,000............. Net Debt Bonds
R&I Contingency.................. 2023........... $680,000......Net Debt Bonds
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRKDT Diseased Tree Removal

Project Location: Throughout the city. Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 12/29/23
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 13

Contact Person: Ralph Sievert Contact Phone Number: 612-313-7735

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This project entails removal of diseased trees from private property, outside of public street right of ways and other public lands.
Invasive pests such as Dutch Elm disease and Emerald Ash Borer can, and have, wiped out whole regions of certain species, and
more pests are threatening our region. Prompt removal is one of the best methods of control by proactively preventing spread of
a disease from an already infected host.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is an extremely important part of the tool box for controlling tree diseases, and protecting our urban forest. Trees are
desirable for both practical and aesthetic reasons, and are a major and important part of the city’s urban infrastructure due to their
many positive impacts on the environment and our community. Their primary benefits include: mitigating global warming by
reducing Green House Gases, storing and sequestering carbon dioxide, improving air quality, removing pollution, increasing
energy savings through shade and windbreaks, intercepting rainfall, providing stormwater rate control, and reducing pavement
temperature and the heat island effect . The urban forest also provides wildlife habitat and social and psychological benefits to
residents.

Trees also increase property values and contribute to crime reduction. Consumers are willing to pay more for products in business
districts with trees. Diseased trees can be a serious safety threat once a tree transitions into a weakened state. Diseased trees
may look safe on the exterior, but can easily fall over from even a slight force, such as wind or impact, causing severe damage
and a threat to public safety.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Special Assessments Bonds 1,200 300 300 300 300 300 1,500
Total 1,200 300 300 300 300 300 1,500
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Project Title: PRKDT Diseased Tree Removal
Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 | Total
Construction Costs 288 288 288 288 288 1,442
General Overhead 12 12 12 12 12 58
Total 300 300 300 300 300 1,500

Have Grants for this Project been secured? [ ]

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:

|:| Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

|:| A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

|:| A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project maintains the health of our urban forest—in furtherance of the following City Goals.
GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

» We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
« The city restores and protects land, water, air and other natural resources

 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board goals and objectives:

The MPRB's current goals and objectives are contained within its comprehensive plan. Therefore, there will be some overlap in
the response between this question and the following one. This funding source contributes primarily to the MPRB goal of “sound
management techniques provide healthy, diverse and sustainable natural resources.” The Minneapolis tree canopy is dependent
on the health of the urban forest. These funds help the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board remove disease trees throughout
the city so that park and boulevard trees can continue to thrive.

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

This funding source is essential to the basic maintenance of the urban forest. It helps reduce the spread of disease that might
otherwise continue to thrive among trees on private property and spread to boulevard or park trees. Projects funded with these
dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Urban forests, natural areas and waters that endure and captivate.

Goal: Sound management techniques provide healthy, diverse and sustainable natural resources.

Projects funded by this resource address policy from the Environment section of the City of Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Removal of diseased trees helps ensure the entire urban tree canopy remains healthy (Policy 6.8).

Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:
Policy 6.8: Encourage a healthy thriving urban tree canopy and other desirable forms of vegetation.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
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Project Title: PRKDT Diseased Tree Removal

date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

N/A

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? No impact on existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

N/A

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

N/A

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

N/A

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

N/A

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

N/A

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement?

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

N/A

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

N/A

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

N/A
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Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

N/A

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Ongoing - Unspent balance will be applied to future years.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This is an ongoing special assessment fund.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

N/A
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRKRP Neighborhood Parks Rehabilitation Program

Project Location: In neighborhood parks throughout the city. Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide
Project Start Date: 1/2/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 6/3/24
Submitting Department: Park Board Department Priority: 3

Contact Person: Adam Arvidson Contact Phone Number: 612-230-6470

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This program includes rehabilitation in a variety of parks, which is primarily requested under the 20-Year Neighborhood Parks
Plan (NPP20), a long-term funding agreement between the City of Minneapolis and the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board.
Under the NPP20 agreement, the City of Minneapolis has sole discretion on how to fund the program. Because it is likely that Net
Debt Bonds will be that funding source in the near future, this rehabilitation program is being requested through the CLIC process.
Under this and all Park Board project requests, "Net Debt Bonds" is used interchangeably with the MPRB source "NPP20" as
defined in the MPRB CIP.

Rehabilitation projects will considered in ten categories:
-- ADA Improvements

-- General building and recreation center rehabilitation
-- Roofs

-- Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning

-- Neighborhood amenity fund

-- Park lighting

-- Synthetic turf rehabilitation

-- Below-grade infrastructure

-- Sidewalk and pavement

-- Operations facilities

Some of these categories are partially funded through the MPRB capital levy, because those categories were already in the CIP
prior to NPP20.

Purpose and Justification:

This program fulfills the NPP20 agreement, which recognizes existing shortfalls in rehabilitation and capital improvement across
the Minneapolis park system. Many park assets are near or beyond their useful life. This program will touch numerous parks and
will improve safety and accessibility and upgrade worn and outdated park assets.

The specific purpose of each rehabilitation category is as follows:

ADA Improvements:

While all capital projects must meet ADA requirements, the MPRB recognizes that there are some improvements that need to be
made to increase accessibility before or outside of a full capital project. The ADA improvement funding targets improvements to
building and outdoor facilities that are not part of the current capital program, but appear in MPRB's ADA Transition Plan. Of
particular focus now is improving accessibility in recreation center restrooms and ensuring accessible routes from parking lots into
buildings and into restrooms.

Recreation Center Rehabilitation:

The MPRB owns 49 recreation centers. Most were built in the 1960s and 1970s. While the MPRB is working on a system-wide
recreation center facility plan that will help determine long-term capital improvements to recreation centers, this funding will allow
for improvements that are needed to sustain the buildings in the short-term, including building envelope improvements, visitor
services, mitigation projects, and windows.

Roofs:
This category addresses a similar need to the above recreation center rehabilitation, but focuses specifically on rehabilitating
roofs for the long term stability of buildings.

Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning:

This category addresses a similar need to the above recreation center rehabilitation, but focuses specifically on improving or
replacing aging and outdated boilers, heating units, and ventilation systems. It will also install new air conditioning systems in
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PRKRP Neighborhood Parks Rehabilitation Program

some buildings, in the interest of increasing programming availability and allowing more buildings to serve as safe-havens during
stretches of high temperature.

Neighborhood amenity fund:

The neighborhood park system contains more than $100 million in physical assets. Many of these assets are small--such as
picnic tables, grills, benches, horseshoe pits, etc.--and are not often included in larger capital projects or general maintenance and
upkeep. The neighborhood amenity fund allows these key visitor comfort features to be refurbished or replaced into good working
condition. The neighborhood amenity fund is funded by the MPRB Capital Levy.

Park Lighting:

Within Minneapolis neighborhood parks, lighting increases safety and extends operating hours for sports, winter activities, and
general park use. This category focuses on the replacement and upgrade of exterior park lighting, along with supporting
infrastructure.

Synthetic Turf rehabilitation:

The MPRB has installed eight artificial turf fields over the past 10+ years. Over time this type of turf will need to be replaced. This

will be an ongoing fund dedicated to artificial turf replacement. Under an MPRB Board-approved resolution, with any synthetic turf
project MPRB will consider alternative materials to the more typically used crumb rubber infill. The synthetic turf rehabilitation fund
is funded by the MPRB Capital Levy.

Below-grade infrastructure:

Unseen in the neighborhood parks is a network of underground pipes, wiring, and conduits that in some cases dates from the
initial creation of those parks. This category focuses on improving, upgrading, removing, or relocating this blow-grade
infrastructure, in order to create efficiency and improve environmental performance.

Sidewalk and pavement:

This category focuses on sidewalks and internal pedestrian paths within neighborhood parks. It will help the MPRB work
collaboratively with the City of Minneapolis as it implements its annual replacement program for sidewalks across the city. It will
also be used to replace or rehabilitate pathways within neighborhood and community parks. A portion of the sidewalk and
pavement fund is funded by the MPRB Capital Levy.

Operations facilities:

The MPRB is initiating an operation facility plan that will guide future investments in the operations facilities throughout the
system. A key focus of the plan will be to increase safety and efficiency and to provide quality spaces for employees. This
category will address immediate needs within the operational areas of MPRB's system, and then provide funds to implement
changes recommended in the facility plan. Operations facilities improvements are funded by NPP20/Net Debt Bonds, the MPRB
Capital Levy, and allocations from MPRB’s general fund (not included in CLIC accounting).

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 & 2022 @ 2023 @ Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 3,976 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,100 3,100 17,300
Park Capital Levy 332 350 495 690 770 760 3,064
Total 4,308 4,050 4,195 4,390 3,870 3,860 20,364
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 466 483 506 446 444 2,346
Construction Costs 3,428 3,550 3,715 3,275 3,267 17,235
General Overhead 156 161 169 149 148 783
Total 4,050 4,195 4,389 3,870 3,860 20,364

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
N/A

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This program features a wide variety of improvements, all of which are in furtherance of the following City Goals.
LIVING WELL: MINNEAPOLIS IS SAFE AND LIVABLE AND HAS AN ACTIVE AND CONNECTED WAY OF LIFE

Rehabilitation projects improve safety throughout Minneapolis’s parks, ensuring they are inviting and allow for healthful activities
(strategy: All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting). Project categories like ADA improvements, sidewalks and
pavement, and the neighborhood amenity fund allow the public to recreate daily and in ways that meet each individual’s particular
needs (strategy: Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life) (strategy: Residents and visitors
alike have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities).

ONE MINNEAPOLIS: DISPARITIES ARE ELIMINATED SO ALL MINNEAPOLIS RESIDENTS CAN PARTICIPATE AND
PROSPER

This goal focuses on addressing disparities within Minneapolis to create equitable systems and processes in serving our urban
neighborhoods for the benefit of all people. Park rehabilitation projects can increase quality of life for neighborhood residents of
every age and ability level (strategy: all people, regardless of circumstance, have opportunities for success at every stage of life).

A HUB OF ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AND INNOVATION: BUSINESSES - BIG AND SMALL - START, MOVE, STAY AND GROW
HERE.

Quality of life is a critical aspect in a business's decision to relocate to, remain in, or expand in Minneapolis. City residents
consistently rate parks as having extremely high importance to their quality of life. Therefore, park renewal to maintain quality can
contribute significantly to business retention and recruitment (strategy: infrastructure, public services and community assets
support businesses and commerce).

GREAT PLACES: NATURAL AND BUILT SPACES WORK TOGETHER AND OUR ENVIRONMENT IS PROTECTED

All rehabilitation projects are executed with an eye to facility longevity and sustainability. MPRB strives to improve environmental
performance and reduce waste with every construction project (strategy: We sustain resources for future generations: reducing
consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy). Rehabilitation is absolutely necessary to meet current and future needs
for park infrastructure, which is a critical aspect of the city (strategy: The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current
and future needs). Because rehabilitation projects will occur throughout the city, the hope is that each park can be high quality,
safe, and iconic, regardless of where in the city it exists and who it serves (strategy: Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings
create a sense of place). Ensuring high quality parks communicates investment is people’s lives, no matter where they come from
(strategy: We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design).

A CITY THAT WORKS: CITY GOVERNMENT RUNS WELL AND CONNECTS TO THE COMMUNITY IT SERVES.
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Though semi-autonomous, MPRB strives for the same efficiency, transparency, and responsibility as stated in the City's goal.
MPRB follows the City's purchasing procedures to ensure fair selection of services (strategy: transparency, accountability, and
ethics establish public trust) and detailed in-house project-by-project accounting ensures each project has a carefully managed
budget (strategy: responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health).
MPRB is developing systems for consistent and easy-to-understand notification of and progress reports on rehabilitation projects
(strategy: transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust).

MINNEAPOLIS PARK AND RECREATION BOARD GOALS AND STRATEGIES:

The MPRB’s current goals and strategies are contained within its 2007-2020 Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, there will be some
overlap in the response between this question and the following one. As a whole, facility planning and renewal contribute to the
goal of “park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.”

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Projects funded with these dollars are consistent with the following direction of the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
comprehensive plan:

Vision Statement: Dynamic parks that shape city character and meet diverse community needs.
Goal: Park facility renewal and development respects history and focuses on sustainability, accessibility, flexibility and beauty.

Strategy: Integrate sustainable practices, ecological design for landscapes, and green building techniques into new construction
and renewal of all amenities, giving priority to those practices that meet or exceed established standards, improve ecological
function, and minimize long-term maintenance and operating costs.

Strategy: Implement a sustainable, long-term renewal plan based on a complete inventory of the system, life-cycle cost analysis,
and condition assessment of all park facilities.

Strategy: Build or renew facilities to meet or exceed standards for accessibility.

Projects funded by this resource address several policies outlined in the Open Space and Parks section of the City of
Minneapolis’ Comprehensive Plan.
Relevant City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan Polices:

Policy 7.1: Promote the physical and mental health of residents and visitors by recognizing that safe outdoor amenities and
spaces support exercise, play, relaxation and socializing.

7.1.3 Provide safe pedestrian and bike routes to open spaces and parks.

7.1.5 Provide equipment, programming, and other resources when possible that promote the physical and mental health of
citizens.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

MPRB is currently in discussion with the City regarding how Location and Design Review should take place for smaller and
geographically disparate rehabilitation projects.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

None.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

No.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
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guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

N/A

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

N/A

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Access to bicycle routes varies by rehabilitation category and project site. Where appropriate, projects will consider connection to
the bicycle network.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Access to transit and pedestrian routes varies by rehabilitation category and project site. Where appropriate, projects will
consider connection to the transit and pedestrian network.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

The sidewalk and pavement category will work to improve the pedestrian realm by rehabilitating park sidewalks.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

The only rehabilitation category that may affect rights of way is the sidewalk and pavement category. However, this category is for
replacement of existing sidewalks, and is taking place in collaboration with the City of Minneapolis--often with the same
contractors the City hires to do its own sidewalk and pedestrian ramp work. Therefore, it is unlikely right of way constraints will be
encountered.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 40

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

N/A

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

N/A

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

N/A

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

PRKRP was a new project as of last year, so there are no unspent bonds. MPRB will track and report on unspent bonds

beginning with the 2020 request.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:
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Rehabilitation projects often have a relatively short timeline, when compared to other design and construction projects. It is likely
most rehabilitation projects can be accomplished--from initiation to completed construction--in a matter of months. To create
efficiency and streamline costs and procurement, projects of similar type and geography may be grouped.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The requested funding is generally consistent year over year, to ensure that these rehabilitation categories work like standard
allocations for a consistent level of work from year to year. Shifting funds from one year to another could create a bottleneck in
some years and underutilized staff and contracts in others.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The following chart documents requested allocations by rehabilitation category (2018-2022 MPRB Neighborhood Park Capital
Program).

Category Year Amount Source

ADA improvements............. 2019........... $800,000......Net Debt Bonds
Building/rec center.......... 20109........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
ROOfS.....vvveveeeiiiien. 2019........... $700,000......Net Debt Bonds
Heating/Ventilation/AC....... 2019........... $300,000......Net Debt Bonds
Neighborhood amenity......... 2019........... $100,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Park lighting................ 2019........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Synthetic turf............... 2019........... $250,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Below-grade infrastructure...2019........... $200,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Sidewalk and pavement........ 2019........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2019........... $200,000......Net Debt Bonds

ADA improvements............. 2020........... $800,000......Net Debt Bonds
Building/rec center.......... 2020........... $500,000...... Net Debt Bonds
ROOfS....oivviiiiiiiiins 2020........... $700,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Heating/Ventilation/AC....... 2020........... $300,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Neighborhood amenity......... 2020........... $100,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Park lighting................ 2020........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Synthetic turf............... 2020........... $350,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Below-grade infrastructure...2020........... $200,000......Net Debt Bonds
Sidewalk and pavement........ 2020........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Sidewalk and pavement........ 2020........... $44,867....... MPRB Capital Levy
Operations facilities........ 2020........... $200,000...... Net Debt Bonds

ADA improvements............. 2021........... $800,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Building/rec center.......... 2021........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
ROOfS......oeeeviireiienn 2021........... $700,000......Net Debt Bonds
Heating/Ventilation/AC....... 2021........... $300,000......Net Debt Bonds
Neighborhood amenity......... 2021........... $100,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Park lighting................ 2021........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Synthetic turf............... 2021........... $319,500......MPRB Capital Levy
Below-grade infrastructure...2021........... $200,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Sidewalk and pavement........ 2021........... $500,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2021........... $200,000......Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2021........... $270,000......MPRB Capital Levy
ADA improvements............. 2022........... $700,000......Net Debt Bonds
Building/rec center.......... 2022........... $400,000...... Net Debt Bonds
ROOfS....oiiviieiiiiiins 2022........... $600,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Heating/Ventilation/AC....... 2022........... $200,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Neighborhood amenity......... 2022........... $100,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Park lighting................ 2022........... $400,000......Net Debt Bonds
Synthetic turf............... 2022........... $400,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Below-grade infrastructure...2022........... $150,000......Net Debt Bonds
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Sidewalk and pavement........ 2022........... $500,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2022........... $150,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2022........... $270,000......MPRB Capital Levy
ADA improvements............. 2023........... $700,000......Net Debt Bonds
Building/rec center.......... 2023........... $400,000......Net Debt Bonds
ROOfS.....cveviiiiiinn, 2023........... $600,000......Net Debt Bonds
Heating/Ventilation/AC....... 2023........... $200,000...... Net Debt Bonds
Neighborhood amenity......... 2023........... $100,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Park lighting................ 2023........... $400,000......Net Debt Bonds
Synthetic turf............... 2023........... $390,000......MPRB Capital Levy
Below-grade infrastructure...2023........... $150,000......Net Debt Bonds
Sidewalk and pavement........ 2023........... $500,000......Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2023........... $150,000......Net Debt Bonds
Operations facilities........ 2023........... $270,000......MPRB Capital Levy
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV001 Parkway Paving Program

Project Location: Various locations in the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 27 of 57

Contact Person: Paul Ogren Contact Phone Number: (651) 673-2456

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The intent of the Parkway Paving Program is to evaluate the pavement condition and annual maintenance expenditures of all
parkway constructed with a bituminous surface. The concrete portion, curb, gutter, sidewalks, and driveways have for the most
part aged better than the bituminous surface. The objective of this program is to perform a mill and overlay and sealcoat activities
on the roadway surface instead of a total reconstruction. Mill and overlay allows the bituminous surface between the curb and
gutters to be removed and a new roadway surface constructed. The sealcoat extends the life of the roadway surface, while also
adding the parkway’s signature red color and texture. This approach extends the life of the existing roadway by at least 10 years.

Purpose and Justification:

Streets are evaluated for selection based on pavement condition and distresses, ride ratings, and the condition of the curb and

gutter. The program was originally developed by the City Council and City Engineer, with significant input from the Minneapolis
Park and Recreation Board (MPRB) and their staff, with the intent of maintaining the quality and extending the useful life of the

pavement along the parkway system.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 = 2020 2021 | 2022 2023 @ Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years
Net Debt Bonds 3,500 700 700 700 700 700 3,500 700
Other Local Govts 2,000
Park Capital Levy 760
Special Assessments Bonds 250 50 50 50 50 50 250 50

Transfer from Special Revenue Funds

Total 6,510 750 750 750 750 @ 750 3,750 750
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 15 15 15 15 15 75
Construction Costs 706 706 706 706 706 3,531
General Overhead 29 29 29 29 29 144

Total 750 750 750 750 750 3,750

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not applicable.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
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infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on April 23, 2009. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The MPRB plays a supporting and collaborating role by approving all projects included in the program.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

This program consists of various street segments. The parkway system is very narrow and bicycle facilities, if proposed, are
generally off-street facilities.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes, the projects are located on high volume pedestrian corridors. Pedestrian ramps are upgraded when applicable with
concurrence by both the MPRB and Public Works staff.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

No

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

No

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 10

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
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Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes
Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $310,776

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain a parkway is estimated at $7,000 per mile per year for this type of roadway. It is estimated that
approximately 3 miles of parkway will be resurfaced, resulting in a net decrease of $21,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Unspent balances will be rolled forward to fund the Parkway Paving Program in future years. The size and the scope of work can
be adjusted to utilize all available funds.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Unspent balances will be rolled forward to fund the Parkway Paving Program in future years. The size and the scope of work can
be adjusted to utilize all available funds.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth states: “Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal
transportation options for residents and business through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the city’s land
use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city's
pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation network.”
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV006 Alley Renovation Program

Project Location: Citywide Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 11/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 15 of 57

Contact Person: Tracy Lindgren Contact Phone Number: (612) 290-5898

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will repair and place a bituminous overlay on existing concrete and asphalt alleys that are rated in “poor” or
“very poor” condition according to the “Pavement Condition Index” database. This will extend the operational life of an alley for
approximately 10 years.

Purpose and Justification:

The City of Minneapolis’ residential alley system is a critical component of its transportation and storm water management
systems. Alleys are a critical supplement to the street system by providing access to the off-street side of properties that are
utilized for both parking and deliveries to businesses. Alleys are used as primary locations for solid waste and recycling collection.
Additionally, alleys provide for both controlled surface drainage and temporary storage of storm water runoff. Alley renovation
improvements allow for maintaining a safe, healthy, and aesthetically appealing residential neighborhoods. For any city, providing
and maintaining the city’s basic infrastructure at a level that attracts and maintains a strong business community as well as vibrant
and livable neighborhoods is an essential element in making that city a place where people want to live, work, and visit. This
program helps maintain this system at a high quality level. Alley renovation extends the useful life of alleys, improving access to
properties and increasing system capacity in managing water runoff.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 = 2020 2021 | 2022 2023 Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years
Net Debt Bonds 1,025 200 200 200 200 200 1,000 200
Special Assessments Bonds 250 50 50 50 50 50 250 50
Transfer from General Fund 0

Transfer from Special Revenue Funds

Total 1,275 250 250 250 250 250 1,250 250
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 10 10 10 10 10 50
Construction Costs 230 230 230 230 230 1,152
General Overhead 10 10 10 10 10 48

Total 250 250 250 250 250 1,250

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This program maintains existing alley infrastructure which also contributes to a walkable City because it minimizes driveway
disruptions along the public sidewalk. This furthers the following City goals:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors and employees experience a safe and healthy environment

« We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
 The city restores and protects land, water, air and other natural resources

 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.
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Project Title: PV006 Alley Renovation Program

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this program took place on April 23, 2009. The program was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 10

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $310,903

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:
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Project Title: PV006 Alley Renovation Program

There is no net change in the annual operating budget, Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

The current street maintenance expenditure for alleys in “poor” or “very poor” condition is estimated at approximately $500 per
alley per year. Over the five years of this program, about 50 alleys will be improved. Approximately 10 alleys per year will be
resurfaced, having an estimated annual cost to maintain these alleys of about $5,000 per year.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Any unspent balance will be reallocated to increase the number of alleys to be resurfaced in future program years.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The size and scope of the work can be adjusted to utilize all available funds.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

A quality alley affects the respective values of the adjoining residential properties. The alley system is a critical component for
facilitating residential solid waste pick-up, maintaining drainage, and timely removal of snow.
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Map Date:
February 7, 2018

NORTH

Before Renovation

After Renovation

2018 ALLEYS

(LZEPINEY  Aldrich Ave N, Lyndale Ave N, Lowry Ave N, 33rd Ave N
CEEVIEED  Columbus Ave, Chicago Ave, 50th St E, 49th St E
SRV Chowen Ave S, Beard Ave S, 43rd St W, 42nd St W
REERRRAUEY Drew Ave S, Chowen Ave S, 40th St W, 39th St W
LRI Elwood Ave N, Irving Ave N, Elwood Ave N, 8th Ave N
LIVERVIIEY  James Ave N, Elwood Ave N, Olson Memorial Hwy, 7th Ave N
CERIEPINEY 12th Ave S, 13th Ave S, 44th St E, 43rd StE

LREDRVARED  20th Ave S, 21st Ave S, 38th St E, 37th StE

COEPIED 22nd Ave S, Standish Ave, 42nd StE, 41st St E

CREEINED  Logan Ave N, Elwood Ave N, Olson Mem Hwy, Thomas PI N
WEERPIEY  Park ave, Oakland Ave, 48th St E, 47th StE

Future Alleys in Resurfacing Program

(LRFEPIRED Aldrich Ave S, Lyndale Ave S, 32nd St W, 31st St W
PUCYRRUED  37th Ave S, 38th Ave S, 34th StE, 33rd St E

(YEREPINED Fremont Ave S, Emerson Ave S, 32nd St W, 31st St W
ClrRRwiuk) 36th Ave S, 37th Ave S, 33rd St E, 32nd StE

LCZORPIIED  Stevens Ave, 2nd Ave S, 27th St E, 26th St E

Py EPIIe) 38th Ave S, 39th Ave S, 33rd St E, 32nd St E

A Eriull) Central Ave NE, Polk St NE, 24th St E, Lowry Ave NE
CLLIRPIED 21st Ave S, 22nd Ave S, 24th St E, 22nd StE

(RYERPOIED Irving Ave N, Girard Ave N, 24th Ave N, 25th Ave N
JEREEYIZD)  Portland Ave, Oakland Ave, 34th St E, 33rd St E
[LZZRPIA) 21st Ave S, 22nd Ave S, 33rd St E, 32nd StE

(DERPIZ0)  Penn Ave N, Logan Ave N, Willow Ave N, West Broadway
PeyrRYI7)  Penn Ave N, Oliver Ave N, 23rd Ave N, West Broadway
CANERPAZ0l)  5th St N, 4th St N, Lowry Ave N, 33rd Ave N

JEEPRPIZD  Upton Ave N, Thomas Ave N, 26th Ave N, 27th Ave N
YORRPIZAY  Oliver Ave S, Newton Ave S, 56th St W, 55th St W
JIEIEPIAN) Dean Pkwy, Upton Ave S, 28th St W, Upton Ave S
JOZEEPIAD Oliver Ave N, Newton Ave N, 52nd Ave N, 53rd Ave N
[PIRA) James Ave N, llion Ave N, Hillside Ave N, Irving Ave N
[EERFAD James Ave N, Irving Ave, N, 27th Ave N, 29th Ave N
[YEFIZY Snelling Ave, Minnehaha Ave, 37th St E, 36th St E
LA Architect Ave, Van Buren St NE, Columbia Pkwy, 37th St NE
[RERPIAY Garfield St NE, Arthur St NE, 27th Ave NE, Brighton Ave NE
[IVERPIZAY 4th Ave S, 5th Ave S, 34th St E, 33rd StE

CONCEPNZ7) 35th Ave S, 36th Ave S, 35th St E, 34th St E

EGEPIP) Drew Ave S, Cedar Lake Pkwy, Franklin Ave W, S Cedar Lake Rd
[LRIEPIrP) 28th Ave S, 29th Ave S, 43rd St E, 42nd St E

[EIEFI77) 43rd Ave S, 44th Ave S, 43rd St E, 44th StE

YRR Seymour Ave SE, Warwick St SE, Franklin Ave SE, Sharon Ave SE
CLRRI77) 14th Ave S, 15th Ave S, 43rd St E, 42nd StE

CIGERWIrY 14th Ave S, 15th Ave S, 42nd St E, 41st StE

CEIRwIrrY Arthur St NE, Cleveland St NE, 32nd Ave NE, 33rd Ave NE
LSVERPIPP) Gladstone Ave, Wentworth Ave, Prospect Ave, 50th St W
[LERFZED 27th Ave NE, 28th Ave NE, Johnson St NE, Ulysses St NE
[FIEPIPE) 57th St W, 56th ST W, Irving Ave S, Humboldt Ave S
[(ZZNPN7E) 35th Ave NE, 36th Ave NE, Fillmore St NE, Pierce St NE
[RICRPIZED 40th St W, 39th ST W, Lyndale Ave S, Garfield Ave
FRECRPIPRD  31st St W, Lake St W, Bryant Ave S, Aldrich Ave S
CERPIPED Knox Ave S, James Ave S, Lake St W, Lagoon Ave
BYEIRPIPED 34th St E, 33rd St E, Cedar Ave S, Longfellow Ave
FIEERFE) 38th St E, 37th St E, Cedar Ave S, Longfellow Ave
LSRR 47th St E, 46th St E, Cedar Ave S, Longfellow Ave
[LIZRPIZE) 44th St E, 43rd St E, Chicago Ave, Elliot Ave

4
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV054 8th St S (Hennepin Ave to Chicago Ave)

Project Location: Chicago Ave to Hennepin Ave Affected Wards: 7

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/20
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 10 of 57

Contact Person: Christopher Engelmann Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3274

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project is a complete reconstruction of 8th Street South from Hennepin Avenue to Chicago Avenue. 8th Street
South is Municipal State Aid (MSA) Route 434 with an Average Daily Traffic of 7,400 vehicles per day (2014 traffic count) near
Hennepin Avenue and 7,000 vehicles per day (2014 traffic count) near Portland Avenue. This one-way eastbound segment is
approximately 0.8 miles long and is currently served by 3 travel lanes and 2 parking lanes. Reconstruction of this roadway
includes the complete removal and replacement of the driving surface and curb and gutter. The proposed project will include
expanding the pedestrian realm with curb bumpouts, landscaping, pedestrian level street lighting, and accommodations for Metro
Transit's C-Line and D-Line Arterial Bus Rapid Transit routes. Vehicular traffic, transit service, and curbside activities will be
served by 3 travel lanes, parking bays, and a dynamic off-peak curb lane for parking, loading, and deliveries.

Purpose and Justification:

This segment of 8th Street was constructed at various times between 1952 and 1971. The majority of the street segments are
rated very poor or poor in the City’'s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale, as measured in 2017. The street was last seal
coated in 1985. This segment of road is predominantly asphalt over a concrete base, exhibiting severely deteriorated joints in the
concrete base that have failed and require extraordinary patching to maintain a safe driving surface. Many sections of curb and
gutter are also exhibiting high levels of deterioration. This project is located on a high volume transit corridor, served by Metro
Transit Routes 5, 9, 19, and 22.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years
Federal Grants 6,960 6,960
Municipal State Aid 7,675 7,675
Net Debt Bonds 975 975
Special Assessments Bonds 1,475 1,475
Stormwater Revenue 60 60
Transfer from General Fund 0
Transfer from Self Ins Fund 1,389
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 0
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 0

Total 1,389 17,145 17,145
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Project Title: PV054 8th St S (Hennepin Ave to Chicago Ave)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 | 2020 2021 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 2,810 2,810
Construction Costs 13,676 13,676
General Overhead 659 659

Total 17,145 17,145

Have Grants for this Project been secured?

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

The City has secured a federal transportation fund grant through the Met Council’'s Regional Solicitation process. The project
grant funds will become available June 2018.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
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Project Title: PV054 8th St S (Hennepin Ave to Chicago Ave)

community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 8, 2014. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Supports moderate tax base growth

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

The project includes a proposal to implement Arterial Bus Rapid Transit, an improvement that will support downtown Minneapolis
as the major job center for the region. Improvement of the roadway and pedestrian realm will also increase the development
desirability of properties nearby.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Implementation of this project enhances the development desirability of the southern edge of the downtown office core.
Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

This project is not directly addressed in an adopted small area plan, but improving walkability and transit access throughout
downtown is a major goal outlined in the Downtown East/North Loop Master Plan, adopted by the City Council in October 2003.
Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

8th Street South is a component of ongoing projects with Metro Transit, including the C-Line and D-Line Arterial Bus Rapid Transit
routes.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes. This project is a high volume transit and pedestrian corridor. New lighting, sidewalks, pedestrian ramps, signal modifications,
and other potential improvements will benefit pedestrians. Pedestrian space will be increased and improved with vegetation
elements.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes. This project will improve pedestrian facilities by providing ADA-compliant sidewalks and pedestrian ramps. Additional
enhancements may include pedestrian-level lighting, landscaping, and upgraded signals with pedestrian countdown timers.
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Project Title: PV054 8th St S (Hennepin Ave to Chicago Ave)

Pedestrian space will be increased and improved with vegetation elements. Upgraded transit shelters from Metro Transit are also
planned to be included.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes. The right-of-way is constrained. Sidewalk widening and other pedestrian and transit enhancements may be accomplished
through peak-hour parking restrictions.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

This project decreases maintenance expenses by improving the quality of the existing pavement by replacing an aged driving
surface with a new one. The current street maintenance expenditure is estimated at approximately $10,000 for a commercial/MSA
type of roadway.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not applicable.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project may be divided into shorter segments with construction over more than one year to provide access during
construction.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects, such as this one, complete a corridor and enhance the commercial character of the area, aiding in
the preservation of existing property values and enhancing the City’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV056 Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Multiple Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 4 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program consists of a mill and overlay of City streets and may include replacement of some
sections of curb, gutter, driveways, and pavement striping. Public Works seeks to opportunistically coordinate non-motorized
improvements with this program to capture construction efficiencies and improve the public right-of-way for all users.

Purpose and Justification:

The objective of the Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program is to extend the life of the pavement and reduce annual maintenance
expenditures on streets that were constructed with a bituminous surface 30 or more years ago. The City of Minneapolis has 740
miles of asphalt streets under its jurisdiction. This program’s goal is to extend the life of the pavement by at least 10 years for
streets that were constructed 30 or more years ago, thus delaying the need for the total reconstruction of the roadway. This
program also reduces annual maintenance expenditures and improves that ride quality and overall condition of these streets. The
resurfacing program was presented to, and approved by, the City Council on February 15, 2008.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 2022 @ 2023 | Current5 Year Plan | Future Years
Municipal State Aid 3,000
Net Debt Bonds 11,005 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 10,500 2,100
Special Assessments Bonds 19,535 4,915 4,915 4,915 4,915 4,915 24,575 4,915
Transfer from Conv Ctr 6,000
Transfer from General Fund 5,500 0 0 0 0
Transfer from Intergovtl Fund 3,000
Transfer from Self Ins Fund 0
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 0 0 0
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 1,500 0 0 0 0
Total 49,540 7,015 7,015 7,015 7,015 7,015 35,075 7,015
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Project Title: PV056 Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 50 50 50 50 50 250
Construction Costs 6,695 6,695 6,695 6,695 6,695 33,476
General Overhead 270 270 270 270 270 1,349

Total 7,015 7,015 7,015 7,015 7,015 35,075

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding sources are used in this program.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this program:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
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Project Title: PV056 Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program

infrastructure.
5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and design review for this program took place April 23, 2009. The program was found consistent with the
comprehensive plan by the City Planning Commission on April 23, 2009. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

This program consists of various street segments and residential areas some of which may be identified in the Bicycle Master
Plan. Public Works, with input from the Bicycle Advisory Committee, tries to implement bicycle facilities along these segments
when the design can be accomplished in conjunction with the resurfacing project (i.e. no moving the curb lines) and funding is
available for the added scope of work.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

The available right-of-way varies, although this program does not generally move curb lines. When bicycle facilities are
considered in conjunction with a resurfacing project they are generally accomplished through pavement striping.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 10

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $500,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:
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Project Title: PV056 Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program

There is no net change in the annual operating budget as Public Works will reallocate the dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street in fair to poor condition is estimated at $2,500 per mile per year. The
current estimate is that approximately 30 miles of streets per year can be resurfaced with this program, and the estimated annual
cost to maintain these 30 miles of streets is $75,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Unspent balances will be rolled forward to fund the Asphalt Resurfacing Program in future years. The size and the scope of work
can be adjusted to use available funds.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

This is a program with multiple projects. Public Works anticipates beginning preliminary design and public involvement one year
before the project year.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This is an ongoing pavement resurfacing program; funding allocations per year can be flexible and could result in more or less
miles of pavement resurfacing as a result. The potential limiting factors, aside from funding levels, are workforce capacity and the
limit of acceptance for disruption to the traveling public.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The Asphalt Pavement Resurfacing Program reduces annual maintenance expenditures, extends the life of the pavement 10 or
more years, and therefor delays the need to completely reconstruct these streets. The program prevents the development of
potholes, improves the ride quality and the overall pavement condition of these streets.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV059 Major Pavement Maintenance Program

Project Location: Citywide Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 11/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 22 of 57

Contact Person: Larry Matsumoto Contact Phone Number: (612) 919-1148

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The Major Pavement Maintenance program focuses on major street repair due to specific, localized failures in a City street. The
repairs typically last for 20 years or more. The objective is to correct failed areas of the street that are beyond what normal street
maintenance can address, and extend the life of the street until more global rehabilitation and reconstruction efforts can be
programmed.

Purpose and Justification:

There are small, localized sections of streets in the City’s pavement inventory which have failed due to some specific cause, often
in one select location of the street, and typically confined to a portion of one block. Examples of these failures are excessive
settlement due to unique underlying soil conditions not found in other areas of the street, or long-term stormwater erosion
underneath concrete surface panels leading to voids under the panel, that lead to eventual settlement or failure. The failures
often result in significant drainage problems, and large areas of unsightly and odorous standing water that can rise over the backs
of curbs. These conditions can have a significant adverse effect on neighborhood livability. In addition to asphalt and concrete
streets, this program also repairs brick or paver streets. These repairs are much more expensive than typical street patching.
Typical asphalt repairs in brick or paver streets are unsightly and often not appropriate as these pavements tend to be located in
historic areas where preservation of character defining features are a priority. In all cases, the nature of the corrective action is
more aggressive and expensive than what is funded in general street maintenance. Therefore a special program is needed to
manage these specific problems.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 750 250 250 250 250 250 1,250 250
Total 750 250 250 250 250 250 1,250 250
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 | Total

Construction Costs 240 240 240 240 240 1,202
General Overhead 10 10 10 10 10 48
Total 250 250 250 250 250 1,250

Have Grants for this Project been secured? [ ]

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy, and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care, and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services, and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors, and employees experience a safe and healthy environment

« We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste, and using less energy
 The city restores and protects land, water, air, and other natural resources

 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces, and buildings create a sense of place

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

« Transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects
the city’s pivotal role as a center of regional transportation network.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.
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Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on April 23, 2009. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 20

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $81,740

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
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materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Not Applicable

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Unspent balances will be rolled forward to fund the Major Pavement Maintenance Fund in future years. The size and the scope of
work can be adjusted to use available funds.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The number of projects, size and scope of the work can be adjusted to utilize all available funds.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this improve a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV063 Unpaved Alley Construction

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 20 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

This program was initiated to work towards complete the paving of the City’s residential alley system including the construction of
pavement, any necessary storm drains, and retaining walls in existing unpaved alleys. The alley system is composed of over
3,500 concrete or asphalt surfaced alleys and 77 unpaved alleys. These unpaved alleys will generally be paved using the
standard residential concrete alley design which utilizes an inverted V-section 6” concrete pavement. In addition to the alley
paving, alley retaining wall and storm drain requirements necessitated by the alley construction will be addressed.

Purpose and Justification:

The City of Minneapolis’ residential alleys are a critical component of the transportation, storm water management, and solid
waste and recycling collection systems. For any city, providing and maintaining the city’s basic infrastructure at a level that
attracts and maintains a strong business community as well as vibrant and livable neighborhoods is an essential element in
making that city a place where people want to live, work, and visit. Completing the permanent paving of the City’s residential
alleys is also an effort to provide an equitable level of service to all residents of the City.

Alleys provide access to the off-street side of properties that are utilized for parking and deliveries in commercial and industrial
areas. The residential alleys provide access to the garages and/or off street parking and are used as primary locations for solid
waste and recycling collection services. In addition these alleys provide for both controlled surface drainage as well as temporary
storage of storm water runoff. Many of the alleys eligible for this program are currently not adequately served by the City’s
existing storm sewers. The Unpaved Alley program will correct these drainage issues. Consequently, it is important that these
alleys are built and maintained in a manner that provides for these needs and is consistent, maintainable and cost effective.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 750 150 150 150 150 @ 150 750 150
Special Assessments Bonds 250 50 50 50 50 50 250 150
Total 1,000 200 200 200 200 200 1,000 300
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 25 25 25 25 25 125
Construction Costs 167 167 167 167 167 837
General Overhead 8 8 8 8 8 38

Total 200 200 200 200 200 1,000

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.
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5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on April 23, 2009. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Not Applicable

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Not Applicable

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Not Applicable

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 70

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget as Public Works will reallocate the dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain an alley in poor condition is estimated at $2,000 per mile per year. The estimate is
that this program will complete the construction of one to two alleys per year with an average length of 357’ per alley, or 0.10

Apr 4, 2018 3 2:03:48 PM



Project Title: PV063 Unpaved Alley Construction

miles of alleys, and the estimated annual cost to maintain these 0.1 miles of alley is $200.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Periodic crack sealing may be needed to prolong the life of the pavement.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin one year prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the

five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This is an ongoing alley pavement construction program; funding allocations per year can be flexible and could result in more or
less alley construction as a result. The potential limiting factors, aside from funding levels, are workforce capacity and the limit of
acceptance for disruption to the public.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Permanently paving these alleys corrects drainage issues, reduces annual maintenance expenditures, prevents the development
of potholes, and improves the ride quality and the overall condition of these alleys.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV074 CSAH & MnDOT Cooperative Projects

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 5 of 57

Contact Person: Liz Heyman Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2460

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

This is a program to fund the City’s cost participation on cooperative projects with Hennepin County, MnDOT and Metro Transit
Projects that fall within the city limits. These projects primarily consist of the reconstruction of street segments, multimodal
facilities, bridges, pathways, or streetscapes. Oftentimes projects funded this program are funded through a variety of funding
sources and grants.

A large portion of this program supports the City’s cost participation on Hennepin County State-Aid Highways (CSAH) system,
which has a number of streets that are at or past the end of their serviceable lives. Streets in the system are exhibiting signs of
severe deterioration, which requires improvements within the right-of-way to improve mobility and safety for all users and modes
of travel. County routes typically have high levels of pedestrian, bicycle, and transit demand, in addition to higher traffic volumes.
These are typically reconstruction projects involving the entire right-of-way and include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps,
pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements, with considerations for signal improvements, new signage, pavement
markings, and bikeways where applicable.

Purpose and Justification:

A tremendous amount of money is spent on maintenance on several CSAH roadways, which are beyond ordinary repair.
Extraordinary maintenance drains resources and is not an efficient use of limited maintenance funds. This program is primarily
intended to reconstruct deteriorated streets within the CSAH system, while also providing an opportunity to improve multi-modal
facilities to accommodate all users and modes. This program can be used to fund the City’s cost participation on cooperative
projects with Hennepin County, MnDOT, or Metro Transit to facilitate improvements within the city limits that provide benefit to the
travelling public, adjacent property owners, and the City in general.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 = 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid 1,000
Net Debt Bonds 11,100 1,575 1,630 700 3,700 4,705 12,310 500
Other Local Govts 3,050
Sanitary Revenue 825 600 600
Special Assessments Bonds 7,710 345 570 100 750 1,765 300
Stormwater Revenue 1,250 3,500 3,500

Total 24,935 5,420 2,800 700 3,800 5,455 18,175 800
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 2021 2022 | 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 205 230 45 380 500 1,360
Construction Costs 5,007 2,462 628 3,274 4,745 16,116
General Overhead 208 108 27 146 210 699

Total 5,420 2,800 700 3,800 5,455 18,175

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

Our partner agencies have funded projects within their 5-year capital program. In order for these projects to be completed,
Minneapolis must contribute partnering funds per adopted cost participation policies. Funding which matches the timing of
Hennepin County, MnDOT, and Metro Transit programs will allow these projects to be constructed.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

« Strategies with our city and regional partners are aligned, leading to economic success

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

« Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

« Transparency, accountability and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.
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Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.6 Encourage reconnection of the traditional street grid where possible, to increase connectivity for all travel modes and
strengthen neighborhood character.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.1 Consider street vacations as a last resort to preserve the network of city streets and arterials.

10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.

10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.
10.15.5 Explore options to redesign larger blocks through the reintroduction and extension of the urban street grid.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 9, 2011. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

This is a collaborative program with Hennepin County, MNnDOT, and Metro Transit. Typically, these agencies are the lead on the
proposed projects and the City is a project partner and stakeholder.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Each project scope is identified by the lead agency, coordinated with the City, and may include projects that are included on the
respective agency’s Bicycle Master Plan.
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Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Each project scope is identified by the lead agency and coordinated with the City. Specific details on the improvements are
dependent on the scope identified by the lead agency and may include projects on existing or planned transitways, transit routes,
or high-volume pedestrian corridors.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Each project scope is identified by the lead agency and coordinated with the City. Each project scopes is identified by the lead
agency and coordinated with the City. Specific details on the improvements are dependent on the scope identified by the lead
agency, but in many instances these projects align with high demand multi-modal corridors.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Each project scope is identified by the lead agency and coordinated with the City. Each project scopes is identified by the lead
agency and coordinated with the City. Specific details on the improvements are dependent on the scope identified by the lead
agency, but in many instances these projects are within constrained corridors that require innovative design solutions.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $5,300,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There will be no relative increase or decrease. Hennepin County provides Minneapolis funds to complete maintenance on their
roads. Rebuilding a road releases maintenance money to other county roadways where additional maintenance is needed.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Hennepin County, MnDOT, and Metro Transit have funded projects within their capital programs. This is an ongoing program that
covers various cooperative roadway projects with Hennepin County, MNnDOT and Metro Transit. In order for these projects to be
completed, Minneapolis must contribute with funds to match the timing these projects. Typically this program is composed of large
multi-year projects where funding has been spread across multiple years to match the timing and delivery of the project.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not applicable.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

None — cost sharing is typically a set policy.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Not applicable.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV075 Development Infrastructure Program

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: CPED Department Priority: 23 of 57

Contact Person: Miles Mercer Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5043

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The Development Infrastructure Program is an innovative partnership between the City's Community Planning and Economic
Development (CPED) and Public Works departments. This partnership has the advantages of combining Public Works' expertise
in the built environment and CPED's expertise in development finance and coordination. The program will be focused along transit
corridors in priority areas, but it will be flexible to allow for other targeted opportunities.

Purpose and Justification:

In order to respond quickly to the demands of the real estate marketplace, and in order to bring public resources to locations
where private investment is occurring or will follow, CPED and Public Works believe this program is a necessary component of
the City’s prioritization of infrastructure spending. The program distinction is important. By having a multi-year schedule of
infrastructure funding, resources can be allocated where the market will respond. Creating a program allows staff to prioritize
investments in a way that is not possible for project-specific requests.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 1,000 500 500 500 500 500 2,500 500
Special Assessments Bonds
Transfer from General Fund 500

Total 1,500 500 500 500 500 500 2,500 500
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Project Title: PV075 Development Infrastructure Program

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 50 50 50 50 50 250
Construction Costs 431 431 431 431 431 2,154
General Overhead 19 19 19 19 19 96

Total 500 500 500 500 500 2,500

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with
land use policy.

2.2.1 Identify modal priorities on each street to improve the overall effectiveness of each element of the transportation network.
2.2.2 Establish and use guidelines for the design and use of streets based on both transportation function and adjoining land use.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.4 Develop strategies to mitigate and/or reduce negative impacts of transportation systems on adjacent land uses.

2.2.5 Engage transportation providers, transportation users, and other stakeholder groups in the transportation planning process.

Public Services and Facilities Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.
5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.
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Project Title: PV075 Development Infrastructure Program

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this program took place on April 26, 2012. The program was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Supports substantial tax base growth
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

This program provides the ability to respond quickly to the demands of the real estate marketplace and bring public resources to
locations where private investment will follow. The program is focused along transit corridors in priority areas, but is flexible
enough to allow for other targeted opportunities.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

The multi-year schedule of infrastructure funding provides a program by which resources can be allocated where the market will
respond. Creating a program allows staff to prioritize investments in a way that is not possible in the current system of project-
specific requests.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

This program implements many of the goals and policies contained in the comprehensive plan and in many cases these projects
are also referenced in related small area plans or community development framework plans.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

This program consists of various street segments some of which may be identified in the Bicycle Master Plan. Public Works, with
input from the Bicycle Advisory Committee, tries to implement bicycle facilities along these segments when the design can be
accomplished in conjunction with the proposed project and when funding is available for the added scope of work.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

This program consists of various street segments some of which may be identified as current or future transitways and/or high
volume pedestrian corridors. Public Works is currently developing its ADA Transition Plan which will provide direction on how the
City will address its deficient pedestrian curb ramps, This program may be targeted to facilitate some of that work.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

This program looks at all aspects of the right of way, including upgraded pedestrian facilities and possible bicycle and transit
facilities.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

The available right-of-way varies by location. All modes of travel will be evaluated while designing the best possible facility.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement?

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes
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Project Title: PV075 Development Infrastructure Program

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $2,972,000

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA
type of roadway.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Ongoing projects that are being funded from this program and remaining fund allocations include the following: 4th Street SE
(Green 4th) - $1.3M; 38th St E - $780,000; and the Upper Harbor Terminal - $575,000.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Not Applicable

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

While this budget request shows that this program implements many of the goals and policies contained in the comprehensive
plan, it should also be noted that in many cases these projects are also referenced in related small area plans or community
development framework plans. These projects often require long lead times for planning, collaborative project coordination and
financial planning and when complete, these projects often need to proceed into the implementation phases at a much faster pace
than would be afforded through the normal capital improvement programming process.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV092 Technology Dr (37th Ave NE to Marshall S NE)

Project Location: 37th Ave NE to Marshall St NE Affected Wards: 1

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Columbia Park
Project Start Date: 4/15/22 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/22
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 51 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.2 miles of Technology Dr between 37th Ave NE and Marshall St NE. This
low volume corridor has an average daily traffic count of 840 vehicles per day (last counted in 2012). Currently, the existing
corridor includes two traffic lanes and two parking lanes. There are no sidewalks on either side of the street. The area along the
project corridor is predominantly commercial-industrial and provides truck access to loading docks on the east side of Technology
Dr. The project is a reconstruction project involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps,
pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include new signage and new pavement markings, as
needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built in 1958 and is currently
rated poor in the City’s pavement management system with a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale. Technology Dr has a
pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity to add sidewalks, incorporate ADA
compliant curb ramps, and possibly add boulevards with trees.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 @ 2023 Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 0 245 245
Special Assessments Bonds 0 780 780
Stormwater Revenue 40 40

Total 0 1,065 1,065
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Project Title: PV092 Technology Dr (37th Ave NE to Marshall S NE)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 265 265
Construction Costs 759 759
General Overhead 41 41

Total 1,065 1,065

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
None.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Transportation Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with
land use policy.

2.2.1 Identify modal priorities on each street to improve the overall effectiveness of each element of the transportation network.
2.2.2 Establish and use guidelines for the design and use of streets based on both transportation function and adjoining land use.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.4 Develop strategies to mitigate and/or reduce negative impacts of transportation systems on adjacent land uses.
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Project Title: PV092 Technology Dr (37th Ave NE to Marshall S NE)

2.2.5 Engage transportation providers, transportation users, and other stakeholder groups in the transportation planning process.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Public Services and Facilities Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and design review for this program was completed on June 12, 2017. It was found consistent with the comprehensive
plan by the City Planning Commission. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not applicable.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not applicable.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Above the Falls Master Plan Update, Transportation recommendation 16 states "Reconstruct Technology Drive and other
industrial streets as needed to provide access to important office and industrial development sites."

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Not applicable.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No, there are no transit routes on Technology Dr. While this is not a high volume pedestrian corridor, implementation of sidewalks
and ADA compliant ramps will improve access and connectivity to the corridors that connect and provide access to transit stops
(Metro Transit Route 11).

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing sidewalks and ADA compliant curb ramps are an integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way of Technology Dr is estimated at 66 feet wide. Grades and encroachments typically limit utilization of the
entire legal right-of-way. There are currently no sidewalks or boulevards along the corridor. The area along the project corridor is
predominantly commercial-industrial and primarily provides access for trucks and employees to properties along Technology Dr.
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Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at .2 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $2,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV095 4th St N & S (2nd Ave N to 4th Ave S)

Project Location: 4th Ave S to 2nd Ave N Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/20
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 19 of 57

Contact Person: Bill Fellows Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5661

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct 0.45 miles of 4th St N/S (MSA Route 341) in Downtown Minneapolis from 2nd Ave N to 4th
Ave S. In 2016, the average daily traffic on 4th St N/S included 4,450 pedestrians, 6,000 transit riders, 440 bicyclists, and 9,500 to
17,800 motor vehicles. Currently, the existing corridor includes sidewalk on both sides of the street, three traffic lanes, a contra-
flow transit lane, on-street bike lane, and intermittent parking lanes. The area along the project corridor is consists of a mix of land
uses, including: high-density residential, commercial, retail, office, and government service.

The proposed project will reconstruct the right-of-way with new sidewalks, a protected bikeway, pavement surface, curb and
gutter, street lighting, signals and signage. Landscaping and street furniture may also be included in the project if identified by the
corridor property owners as a priority. Metro Transit is coordinating with the project to provide appropriate facilitates and
supporting the relocation of local routes 3, 7, and 14 to parallel corridors with the removal of the contra-flow transit lane.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. This section of 4th St was constructed
between 1961-1963 as an asphalt over concrete roadway. It was overlaid in 2000 and a seal coat was applied in 2001. This
roadway has medium and high severity cracking and patching, and is developing potholes. Sections of curb and gutter show
medium to high levels of deterioration and the overall rating of the street was poor in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI)
rating scale, as measured in 2017.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 2022 | 2023 @ Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Municipal State Aid 2,358 2,525 4,883
Net Debt Bonds 186 186
Special Assessments Bonds 805 805
Stormwater Revenue 290 290
Transfer from General Fund 5,526 5,526
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 2,055 2,055
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 765 765

Total 11,985 2,525 14,510
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Project Title: PV095 4th St N & S (2nd Ave N to 4th Ave S)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 @ 2021 2022 | 2023 | Total
Design and Project Management 3,565 500 4,065
Construction Costs 7,959 1,928 9,887
General Overhead 461 97 558

Total 11,985 2,525 14,510

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting.

« Neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life.

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city.

» Residents and visitors have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities.

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
» We focus on areas of greatest need and seize promising opportunities.
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce.

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors and employees have a safe and healthy environment.
* We manage and improve the city’s infrastructure for current and future needs.

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place.

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« Departments work seamlessly and strategically with each other and with the community.
« City operations are efficient, effective, results driven and customer focused.

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
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public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design review was completed on May 9, 2013. The project was found to be consistent with the City's
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Reconstruction of 4th Street supports ongoing redevelopment in the North Loop, Nicollet Mall, and Downtown East areas. It's
function as a connection between these areas and as a pathway to and from downtown for bikes, pedestrians, cars, and buses is
important for the long-term economic development potential of the area.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Downtown East/North Loop Master Plan recommends improvements to 4th Streets that both enhance those streets directly,
with the goal of greater development potential and multimodal operations.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The City will coordinate with Metro Transit to route buses during construction. There are no financial partners at this time.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes. This section of 4th St is a designated bicycle route on the City's Bikeways Master Plan and provides connectivity to the
Hiawatha LRT trail.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The 4th St corridor is a heavily used transit route that is currently being used by Metro Transit routes 3 and 7 eastbound and
routes 3, 7, and 14 traveling in the westbound contra-flow lane. The contra-flow bus lane will be removed as part of the
reconstruction and the bus routes relocated. Routes 3 and 7 would relocate to 3rd St S for westbound travel and Route 14 would
relocate to 7th St S for westbound travel, without any interruption to existing eastbound service. The three primary local routes
would experience a decrease in bus travel time of 3-5 minutes during the p.m. peak hour (smaller time savings at other times)
after shifting to parallel routes that offer more direct service through downtown.

This project also has high pedestrian activity because of its location in the core of downtown, including direct access to the
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Federal Courthouse, Central Library, Nicollet Mall, and City Hall.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

The significant segments of the existing bicycle lane will be separated from general traffic. Sidewalks will be widened. Base level
streetscape enhancements are anticipated, including lighting and the addition of green spaces where feasible.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

The right of way is constrained; in general, vehicle lane widths will be reduced, off-peak parking will be added along portions of
the corridor where it is not currently provided, whereas pedestrian and bicycle realms will be expanded and improved.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street. Given the length of this project at 0.45 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway
is $4,500.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a two year construction project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

This project goes through the heart of Downtown Minneapolis and will improve the efficiency of operations for all modes of
transportation.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV104 ADA Ramp Replacement Program

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 9 of 57

Contact Person: Kelsey Fogt Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3885

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The City of Minneapolis has nearly 16,000 sidewalk corners, many of which are deficient or non-compliant with current ADA
design standards. This program will fund the systematic replacement or construction of up to 65 deficient, non-compliant, or non-
existent pedestrian ramps per year. This program is separate from the work programmed within SWKO01, which addresses
deficiencies in the nearly 2,000 miles of sidewalks in Minneapolis and addresses non-compliant sidewalk corners when adjacent
to the sidewalk replacement work funded through that program.

Purpose and Justification:

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), enacted on July 26, 1990, is a civil rights law prohibiting discrimination against
individuals on the basis of disability. Title || of ADA pertains to the programs, activities, and services that public entities provide.
As a provider of public transportation services and programs, the City of Minneapolis must comply with this section of the ADA as
it specifically applies to local governments. Title 1l of ADA provides that, “...no qualified individual with a disability shall, by reason
of such disability, be excluded from participation in or be denied the benefits of the services, programs, or activities of a public
entity, or be subjected to discrimination by any such entity.”

(42 USC. Sec. 12132; 28 CFR. Sec. 35.130)

Minneapolis completed a self-assessment of approximately 16,000 sidewalk corners during the summer of 2012. The City will
annually identify project areas and design needs to be addressed during the normal construction season (April-October) until
pedestrian curb ramps are systematically replaced or constructed at intersections within City jurisdiction. Curb ramps to be
upgraded or constructed each year will be prioritized based on pedestrian curb ramp status, community demographic conditions,
and potential users.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 2,745 500 500 500 500 500 2,500 500
Total 2,745 500 500 500 500 500 2,500 500
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 35 35 35 35 35 175
Construction Costs 446 446 446 446 446 2,229
General Overhead 19 19 19 19 19 96

Total 500 500 500 500 500 2,500

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy, and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care, and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay, and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services, and community assets support businesses and commerce

* We focus on areas of greatest need and seize promising opportunities

« Strategies with our city and regional partners are aligned, leading to economic success

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors, and employees experience a safe and healthy environment
« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces, and buildings create a sense of place

« We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

» Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

 Transparency, accountability, and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Land Use: Minneapolis will develop and maintain a land use pattern that strengthens the vitality, quality, and urban character of its
downtown core, commercial corridors, industrial areas, and neighborhoods while protecting natural systems and developing a
sustainable pattern for future growth.

Policy 1.3: Ensure that development plans incorporate appropriate transportation access and facilities, particularly for bicycle,
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pedestrian, and transit.
1.3.1 Require safe, convenient, and direct pedestrian connections between principal building entrances and the public right-of-
way in all new development and, where practical, in conjunction with renovation and expansion of existing buildings.

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain, and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.6 Encourage reconnection of the traditional street grid where possible, to increase connectivity for all travel modes and
strengthen neighborhood character.

Policy 2.3: Encourage walking throughout the city by ensuring that routes are safe, comfortable, pleasant, and accessible.

2.3.1 Ensure that there are safe and accessible pedestrian routes to major destinations, including transit corridors, from nearby
residential areas.

2.3.6 Provide creative solutions to increasing and improving pedestrian connectivity across barriers such as freeways, creeks and
the river, and commercial areas, such as shopping centers.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.16: Design streets and sidewalks to ensure safety, pedestrian comfort and aesthetic appeal.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design review was completed on May 8, 2014. The program was found to be consistent with the City's
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.
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Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The program includes project areas that are within or near transit ways, transit routes, and high-volume pedestrian corridors. The
program will improve accessibility for all.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, this project improves the environment for all pedestrians.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes. Minneapolis has many constrained right of ways which will make designing the pedestrian ramps to meet ADA standards
challenging. There is potential for site specific innovative design options.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 25

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect?

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

No increase in annual operating costs.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin one year prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the

five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

There is some flexibility in the funding level and the number of ramps that can be addressed each year which is dependent upon
the amount of funding per year. Minneapolis is required to upgrade all non-compliant and/or deficient curb ramps; more funding
per year allows the City to make greater progress toward this commitment. However, there is a limit to the amount of work that
can be reasonably accomplished annually based on availability of labor, coordination efforts, and weather-related constraints.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as ramp improvements help to complete a corridor and provide access to the sidewalk
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network, which helps preserve property values and the city’'s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV108 Concrete Streets Rehabilitation Program

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: All

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): City-Wide

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 7 of 57

Contact Person: Ole Mersinger Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3537

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The objective of the Concrete Streets Rehabilitation Program is to extend the life of the pavement and reduce annual
maintenance expenditures on streets that were constructed with a concrete surface 30 or more years ago. The City of
Minneapolis has 155 miles of concrete streets under its jurisdiction. Approximately 80% of these streets were built as part of the
residential paving program between 1961 and 1976. Many of these residential paving area streets, and a few MSA and local
streets, are now candidates for rehabilitation. Public Works is currently assessing rehabilitation techniques for concrete pavement,
and this rehabilitation is expected to include a combination of the following repairs: select full panel and/or select curb and gutter
replacement, partial and full depth joint repairs, joint sealing, and diamond grinding of the pavement surface.

Purpose and Justification:

The Concrete Streets Rehabilitation Program was established to extend the life of existing concrete streets, reduce maintenance
costs, and postpone the need to reconstruct these streets.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 2022 @ 2023 | Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 4,709 3,825 4,250 4,685 4,630 4,850 22,240 4,600

Special Assessments Bonds 610 500 500 500 500 500 2,500 500
Transfer from General Fund 0 0
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 0 0

Total 5319 4,325 4,750 5,185 5,130 5,350 24,740 5,100
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Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 480 520 560 550 550 2,660
Construction Costs 3,679 4,047 4,426 4,383 4,594 21,128
General Overhead 166 183 199 197 206 952

Total 4,325 4,750 5,185 5,130 5,350 24,740

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Grants or non-city funding sources are not expected for this program.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child
care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste
and using less energy

« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

« Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic
partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.
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Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on June 4, 2015. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

CenterPoint Energy has a program to upgrade residential gas meters. A large number of the properties require upgrades are
located within neighborhoods with concrete streets. The work with Centerpoint and other City utilities will be coordinated to
minimize disruptions after project completion.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

This program primarily addresses residential streets which are not generally identified as bicycle routes. The project will
coordinate with bicycle route improvements.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

This program primarily addresses residential streets which are generally not on transit routes or high-volume pedestrian corridors.
Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

The scope of this program is for concrete streets rehabilitation. Pedestrian curb ramps directly impacted by construction will be
replaced. When bicycle facilities are completed in coordination with a concrete street rehabilitation project, the funding is typically
from a separate source.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details
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The available right-of-way varies, however this program does not generally move curb lines; when bicycle facilities are considered
in conjunction with a concrete street rehabilitation project it is generally accomplished through pavement striping.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 20

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2018

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? Yes

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $975,752

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

The 2017 unspent balance is being utilized to rehabilitate the remaining concrete streets within the Waite Park Neighborhood.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

The concrete rehabilitation program is utilizing rolling construction in that the physical work can be scaled to meet available
appropriations. If appropriations are decreased, there is a risk that the work will become less attractive for prospective contractors.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV113 29th St W Phase 2
Project Location: Bryant to Dupont Ave's S and Emerson to Fremont Ave's S Affected Wards: 10

City Sector: Southwest Affected Neighborhood(s): Lowry Hill East
Project Start Date: 4/15/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/21
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 41 of 57

Contact Person: Bill Fellows Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5661

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

This multi-phase project involves the reconstruction of 29th Street W between Emerson Avenue S and Lyndale Avenue S. Phase
1, between Bryant Avenue S and Lyndale Avenue S was constructed in 2016. Phase 2 includes the segment of 29th Street W
between Emerson Avenue S and Fremont Avenue S and between Dupont Avenue S and Bryant Avenue S (the segment from
Emerson Avenue S to Dupont Avenue S was previously vacated by the City and is privately owned). The project proposes to
construct a shared-use street. Shared-use streets are low-volume, low-speed streets in which non-motorized users are given
priority. Parking may be permitted in select areas; curb and gutter is typically less prominent, but are still included for the
conveyance of stormwater. Shared-use streets are similar to pedestrian plazas and may include traffic calming treatments,
streetscaping, and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accommodations to prioritize the pedestrian environment, with
opportunity for programmed events and activities. Vehicles are permitted, but the environment is designed for slow travel speeds
to maintain vehicle access to adjacent properties.

Purpose and Justification:

29th Street W is a local street that is adjacent to the Midtown Greenway and several new high-density housing developments. The
existing driving surface is in “poor” condition, while curb and gutter is typically non-existent or in very poor condition. Sidewalks
are only located on the south side of the street. There are several new developments in this area and the population density has
increased greatly over the last five years. An emphasis will be placed on improving the pedestrian environment. A community led
process was conducted in 2014 and involved three public meetings to determine that a shared use street concept (also called a
woonerf) should be implemented with opportunity to for programmed activities. Access to buildings and maintaining parking along
the west end of the corridor were also strong public values.

The block between Dupont Avenue S and Colfax Avenue S includes a subgrade concrete structure that was once used as a rail
portal to the adjacent property and this structure is also in need of repair. As part of this project, a plan for renovation or
replacement may be needed based on stakeholder input. The fence along the north side of the corridor is possibly historical and
may need to be addressed. The block between Emerson Avenue S and Dupont Avenue S is privately owned and is not part of
this project.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Special Assessments Bonds 0 70 70
Stormwater Revenue 55 55
Transfer from General Fund 0 2,045 2,045

Total 0 2,170 2,170
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Project Title: PV113 29th St W Phase 2

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 325 325
Construction Costs 1,762 1,762
General Overhead 83 83

Total 2,170 2,170

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants have been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

|:| One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting.

« Neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life.

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city.

* Residents and visitors have ample arts, cultural, entertainment and recreational opportunities.

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
» We focus on areas of greatest need and seize promising opportunities.
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce.

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors and employees have a safe and healthy environment.
* We manage and improve the city’s infrastructure for current and future needs.

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place.

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« Departments work seamlessly and strategically with each other and with the community.
« City operations are efficient, effective, results driven and customer focused.

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and businesses through a
balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts,
decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation
network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.6 Encourage reconnection of the traditional street grid where possible, to increase connectivity for all travel modes and
strengthen neighborhood character.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.
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Project Title: PV113 29th St W Phase 2

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on June 4, 2015. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Supports moderate tax base growth

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Significant redevelopment adjacent to the project site has occurred over the past 10 years, but additional opportunities remain.
The project supports local transportation and livability improvements consistent with redevelopment efforts.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Possibly. However, even without the project, there are likely redevelopment opportunities that would still be feasible.
Redevelopment immediately adjacent to the site is anticipated. Completing this project will make it easier for residents of
redeveloped properties better access business establishments along Lake Street and Lyndale Avenues.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Continued work on 29th Street W is supported by recommendations and policies found in the Midtown Greenway Land Use Plan
(2007), Uptown Small Area Plan (2008), and the Lyn-Lake Small Area Plan (2009). All of these documents call for an enhanced
pedestrian realm on 29th Street that serves to support high density residential redevelopment as well as natural surveillance of
the Midtown Greenway.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

This project will need to be coordinated with adjacent property owners. Adjacent property owners will need to pay the capital and
maintenance costs for enhancements.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The project is located adjacent to the Midtown Greenway Transit Corridor and is one block from the Lake Street Corridor.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

This project will include accommodations for pedestrians, providing direct pedestrian connections to existing sidewalks that
connect to the Uptown Transit Center, Midtown Greenway, and Lake Street.
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Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

There is only a 40 foot wide right-way for this corridor. There is a potential for innovative design to support multiple modes of
transportation.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 30

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget. Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure
elsewhere in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $5,000 per mile per year for a residential type of
roadway. Given the length of this project at 0.23 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $1,150 per year.

If funded, the new infrastructure costs will need to be funded with existing operations funding. Enhancements will need to be
funded by adjacent property owners.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not applicable.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project could be delivered in any program year; it is not controlled by grant timelines.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Land uses have been transitioning from industrial to residential in this area. The local street and other public infrastructure is in
poor condition and warrants reconstruction. Based on community engagement to date there is a desire to improve upon existing
conditions.

Apr 4, 2018 4 2:06:45 PM



~~~~
o 5 & X e
= £ = u/mR g Z

U =/ p 4
o W5

S %%%
| C 0
‘ T i GRANI

BaE—
L

] a
— i —— | —
NEININRRNG) AN
LR i
SETFEH N M)
CEEgEEE RS L L il i
m— PROJECT AmA

J 29th Street West - Phase 2 Proposed:
. . Fremont to Emerson, Dupont to Bryant 2021 PVv113
Minneapolis
Public Works Contact: Don Pflaum 612-673-2129 Subject to Change




Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV114 U of M Protected Bikeways

Project Location: Various locations Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/19
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 26 of 57

Contact Person: Adam Hayow Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2172

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project consists of new protected bikeways connecting the University of Minnesota and the surrounding
neighborhoods of Como, Marcy Holmes, Cedar Riverside, and Como. The project limits are:

« 18th Avenue Southeast: East Hennepin Avenue to Rollins Avenue Southeast

* Rollins Avenue Southeast: 15th Avenue Southeast to 18th Avenue Southeast

« 15th Avenue Southeast: Rollins Avenue Southeast to University Avenue Southeast

« 10th Avenue Southeast: 8th Street Southeast to University Avenue Southeast

« 19th Avenue South: 2nd Street South to Riverside Avenue South

« 4th Street South: 19th Avenue South to 20th Avenue South

« 20th Avenue South: 4th Street South to Minnehaha Avenue South

The elements proposed to be included as part of the project includes signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement
markings. The protected bikeway is primarily achieved through a painted buffer and flexible delineators. The project also includes
select curb work, including two transit boarding islands on 19th Avenue South and a short trail segment at Rollins Avenue
Southeast and 17th Avenue Southeast. The project is federally funded, and construction is anticipated in 2019.

The project is approximately 2.6 miles in length and includes street segments of varying traffic volumes, roadway widths, and lane
configurations. Between 400 and 4,000 people currently bicycle along different segments of the project corridor each day, making
it the highest demand area for bicycling in the city. There are existing conventional bike lanes along the much of the project
length, except for two blocks of 18th Avenue Southeast between East Hennepin Avenue and Como Avenue Southeast.

The southern corridor segment connects the U of M campus and Dinkytown to S. Minneapolis. The protected bikeway limits are
Franklin Ave E to 5th St SE along 10th Ave SE, 19th Ave S, and 20th Ave S. 10th Ave SE and 19th Ave S are A-Minor reliever
corridors with approximately 10,000 vehicles per day on the bridge and 7,800 vehicles per day between Washington Ave and
Riverside Ave. 20th Ave S is a B-Minor arterial roadway with 4,800 vehicles per day. Existing bicycle demand in this corridor
ranges between 750 and 1,040 bicycles per day.

Purpose and Justification:

A protected bikeway is a bicycle facility that is physically separated from motor vehicle traffic. Off-street trails are one type of
protected bikeway. However, protected bikeways may also be located on-street and separated from traffic lanes through a buffer
area and flexible traffic posts, median or other barrier. Protected bikeways have the potential to improve safety over a standard
bicycle lane. The bicycle demand around the U of M is high, but there are few low-stress bikeway facilities such as trails, bicycle
boulevards, and lower-traffic streets to provide the necessary connections. Not everyone feels comfortable and safe riding on a
busy street, even with a bicycle lane. The proposed protected bikeways serve these important connections and will be designed
to be comfortable for all bicycle rider types.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 2021 @ 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Federal Grants 1,030 1,030
Net Debt Bonds 955 955
Total 1,985 1,985
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Project Title: PV114 U of M Protected Bikeways

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 490 490
Construction Costs 1,419 1,419
General Overhead 76 76

Total 1,985 1,985

Have Grants for this Project been secured?

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

This project has been awarded federal funding through the Metropolitan Council's Regional Solicitation Program. A total of
$955,000 of federal funding has been awarded to this project for construction in 2019.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

« Strategies with our city and regional partners are aligned, leading to economic success

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

» We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

« Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

 Transparency, accountability and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Building a robust bicycle network is supported by policies in the City of Minneapolis Comprehensive Plan related to creating
sustainable, livable, and healthy communities, as well as creating an asset that attracts residents, workers, and economic
investment to the City.

The following are key policies from the Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth that are supportive of this capital budget request.
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Project Title: PV114 U of M Protected Bikeways

Policy 2.5: Ensure that bicycling throughout the city is safe, comfortable and pleasant.

Policy 2.5.1: Complete a network of on and off street primary bicycle corridors.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

Policy 5.4.1: Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on June 4, 2015. The project was found consistent with the City’'s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Stadium Village University Avenue Station Area Plan (2012) calls for bicycle facility improvements on a number of corridors in
the project area, emphasizing the need to minimize conflict between pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

There is coordination between the City of Minneapolis, Hennepin County, and MnDOT on this project.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes, this corridor is shown in the plan as having on-street protected bike lanes for most of the route and signed bike routes for a
small portion.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes, there are several bus routes with direct connections to this project and many more routes within half a mile of the project.
Dedicated bicycle facilities decrease the volume of sidewalk riding, thereby improving the experience of transit users and
pedestrians.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, this project will establish protected bikeways through areas of the city with high bicycling demand.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, certain corridors are limited for space and innovative design may be needed.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? New

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 25

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
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Project Title: PV114 U of M Protected Bikeways

materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Operating costs are $59,000 per year per mile ($141,600 per year for this project) based on the actual costs of a pilot project.
The $59,000 per year per mile cost includes winter maintenance, signage, striping, sweeping, and bollard replacement. This
amount will need to be funded as part of the Street Department budget.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Additional operating dollars will need to be appropriated for this project.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Public works completed preliminary design and public involvement on February 2018. Final design will be completed in 2018 and
construction will begin in 2019.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Federal funding is secured for this project, which will require the project to be constructed in the program year listed.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

This project will provide a very comfortable and convenient connection for University of Minnesota and surrounding
neighborhoods.

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth states: “Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal
transportation options for residents and business through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the city’s land
use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s
pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation network.”
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV116 North Loop Pedestrian Improvements

Project Location: Various Locations in the North Loop Area Affected Wards: 3

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): North Loop
Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/19
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 25 of 57

Contact Person: Adam Hayow Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2172

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The North Loop Pedestrian Improvements project, located in the North Loop neighborhood and generally bounded by Plymouth
Ave on the north, 1st Ave N on the south, the Mississippi River on the east, and 4th St N on the west, will improve intersections
with a combination of curb extensions, Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) signal upgrades, ADA compliant curb ramps, durable
crosswalk markings, signal replacement, sidewalk improvements and other active traffic control devices.

Purpose and Justification:

The project will improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists by improving pedestrian and bicycle crossings at 16 intersections.
The North Loop neighborhood is experiencing considerable redevelopment, particularly residential and commercial uses, in an
area that was previously industrial in nature and does not include adequate non-motorized infrastructure. These improvements
are needed as a result of pedestrian and bicycle crashes in the project area. This project will improve access to the Cedar Lake
Trail, Grand Rounds Regional Trails, and the nearby Target Field Station which connects to the Green Line LRT, Blue Line LRT,
and Northstar Commuter Rail. Furthermore, the project will improve access for transit users and the Metro Transit routes that
provide service to the project area, as transit users typically walk or bike to connect between the bus stop and their destinations.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 = 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Federal Grants 1,060 1,060
Net Debt Bonds 2,760 2,760
Total 3,820 3,820
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Project Title: PV116 North Loop Pedestrian Improvements

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 977 977
Construction Costs 2,696 2,696
General Overhead 147 147

Total 3,820 3,820

Have Grants for this Project been secured?

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
This project has been awarded federal funding through the State Transportation Improvement Program in 2019.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

« Strategies with our city and regional partners are aligned, leading to economic success

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

» We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

« We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

» Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

 Transparency, accountability and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
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Project Title: PV116 North Loop Pedestrian Improvements

2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.2: Protect and enhance air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

6.2.4 Endorse the use of alternative modes of transportation such as walking, bicycles, public transit, car and bike share
programs, and carpools, as well as promote alternative work schedules.

6.2.6 Support the development of multi-modal transportation networks.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.9: Support urban design standards that emphasize traditional urban form with pedestrian scale design features at the
street level in mixed-use and transit-oriented development.

10.9.4 Coordinate site designs and public right-of-way improvements to provide adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian
movement, street trees, landscaping, street furniture, sidewalk cafes and other elements of active pedestrian areas.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 25, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes. Several of the intersection treatments are located on routes in the Bicycle Master Plan including: 10th Ave N (bike lane), 5th
Ave N (bike lane), 4th Ave N (bike lane), 1st Ave N (bike lane), and 2nd St N (bike lane).

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,

provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes, the project area includes high volume pedestrian and transit corridors. Recent development in the North Loop has increased
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Project Title: PV116 North Loop Pedestrian Improvements

the pedestrian and bicycle traffic and further the need for improvements.
Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes. The pedestrian environment will be enhanced with a combination of curb extensions, Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS),
ADA compliant curb ramps, durable crosswalk markings, and upgrades to existing signals to incorporate leading pedestrian
intervals.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is constrained. The project emphasizes the improvement of non-motorized safety, access, and connectivity
via improved intersections. Innovative designs will be pursued and implemented as needed to construct the identified
improvement treatments.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 30

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

Not Applicable

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Due to federal funds being awarded, this project will need to be constructed in 2019.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The emergence of the North Loop neighborhood as a complete community where people can live, work, shop, go to school, and
recreate has increased the pedestrian and bicycle traffic and need for improvements. The project will improve connectivity and
safety to enhance the North Loop as a primary living destination.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV118 Hennepin Ave (Wash Ave N to 12th St S)
Project Location: Washington Ave N to 12th St N

City Sector: Downtown
Project Start Date: 4/15/20

Submitting Department: Public Works
Contact Person: Christopher Engelmann

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

Affected Wards: 7

Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown West
Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/21

Department Priority: 29 of 57

Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3274

The proposed project is a complete reconstruction of Hennepin Ave from Washington Ave to 12th St S, approximately 0.75 miles.
This section of Hennepin Ave is MSA Route 313. In 2014-2015, the average daily traffic on Hennepin Ave included 7,600
pedestrians, 8,100 transit riders, 1,300 bicyclists, and 15,600 to 18,600 motor vehicles. Currently, the existing corridor includes
sidewalk on both sides of the street, four traffic lanes with bike sharrows, and intermittent loading and valet zones. The area along
the project corridor is consists of a mix of land uses, including: commercial, retail, hotel, restaurant, and entertainment venues.

The proposed project will reconstruct the right-of-way with new sidewalks, a protected bikeway, pavement surface, curb and
gutter, street lighting, signals and signage,. Landscaping and street furniture may also be included in the project if identified by the
corridor property owners as a priority. Metro Transit is coordinating with the project to provide appropriate facilitates and is
expecting facilities for a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line to be included at time of reconstruction.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. This section of Hennepin Ave was

constructed in 1986 and was most recently seal-coated in 2009. The majority of the street segments in the corridor were rated
poor to fair in the City’'s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale, as measured in 2017. The concrete curb and gutter joints
are in poor condition for a majority of the corridor. Additionally, the pavement is heavily rutted in many areas, likely due to the

number of buses and trucks.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources
Federal Grants
Municipal State Aid
Net Debt Bonds
Special Assessments Bonds
Stormwater Revenue
Transfer from General Fund
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds
Transfer from Stormwater Fund

Total

Apr 4, 2018

Prior 5 Years = 2019

2020
7,000
7,573
33
1,195
150
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7,000
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Project Title: PV118 Hennepin Ave (Wash Ave N to 12th St S)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 | Total
Design and Project Management 5,000 400 5,400
Construction Costs 16,346 475 16,821
General Overhead 854 35 889

Total 22,200 910 23,110

Have Grants for this Project been secured?

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:

The City was selected for federal transportation funds through the Metropolitan Council’s Regional Solicitation process in January
2017.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

This project meets the following goals:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

» Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

 Transparency, accountability and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
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Project Title: PV118 Hennepin Ave (Wash Ave N to 12th St S)

2.2.3: Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.5: Ensure that bicycling throughout the city is safe, comfortable and pleasant.

2.5.1 Complete a network of on- and off-street primary bicycle corridors.

2.5.2 Strive to accommodate bicycles on all streets. When other modes take priority in a corridor, provide accessible alternate
routes.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bumpouts.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on June 4, 2015. The project was found consistent with the City’'s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Major redevelopment opportunities exist adjacent to the Hennepin Ave reconstruction project, in addition to the wide variety of
commercial, office, residential, and entertainment activity that already occurs in close proximity to the corridor. A high quality
street that serves pedestrians, transit, bicyclists, and motorists is important to the economic health of this regional destination.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Reconstruction of the street will enhance desirable development areas adjacent to the project and support the economic health of
uses present along the corridor.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Hennepin Ave is a vibrant Commercial Corridor that is a focal point for activity within Downtown. Future development should
enhance the street’s character, support non-motorized mobility, increase residential density, and expand the variety of goods and
services available. As an Activity Center and part of the larger Downtown Entertainment District, Hennepin Ave offers regional
destinations that link Downtown'’s identity with its historic character, perpetuates a busy street life throughout the day and into the
evening, and caters to pedestrians and bicyclists. The City supports a mix and intensity of uses that continue to foster the unique
character of Hennepin Ave and the larger Warehouse District area.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:
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Project Title: PV118 Hennepin Ave (Wash Ave N to 12th St S)

This project will require coordination with numerous downtown agencies and organizations. Additionally, Metro Transit is an
integral partner in developing the plans for the corridor.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes, Hennepin Avenue is identified in the Bicycle Master Plan as having protected bike lanes.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The project corridor is served by many Metro Transit local and express bus routes, with intersecting service provided on most
cross streets. Metro Transit has also identified this corridor as part of an upcoming BRT line. The Hennepin Ave corridor is
identified as a pedestrian priority corridor and pedestrian street lighting corridor. Enhancing the existing sidewalks, crosswalks,
and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are a part of this project.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing bicycle accommodations and improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are an
integral part of this project. Metro Transit will also improve their bus facilities in coordination with the project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way of Hennepin Ave between Washington Ave and 12th St ranges from 88 to 100 feet wide. Grades and
encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way. The area along the project corridor is predominantly
commercial with many restaurants and entertainment venues along the corridor.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2020

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street. Given the length of this project at 0.75 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway
is $7,500.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

This roadway will likely need a mill and overlay in about 20 years and will need regular maintenance such as crack sealing and/or
sealcoating to realize the full life of the pavement.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Not Applicable
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Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This will likely be a 2-year reconstruction project, with finalization, final plantings, and workmanship repairs in 2022.
Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.

A capital streetscape assessment is set to expire in 2020. A capital enhanced lighting assessment is set to expire in 2025. An
operations and maintenance enhanced lighting assessment is present for the life of the existing system.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV122 Dowling Ave (1-94 to 1st St N)

Project Location: NB 1-94 Ramp to 1st St N Affected Wards: 4

City Sector: North Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/22 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/22
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 50 of 57

Contact Person: Debra Jacobs Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2463

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The 0.25 mile project includes the reconstruction of Dowling Avenue North from the eastern 1-94 freeway ramps to a new
north/south roadway within the Upper Harbor Terminal (UHT) site. This includes the reconstruction of the Port of Minneapolis
Drive roadway, which is heavily worn and patched. This project includes curb and gutter, the extension of utilities, subgrade,
paving, signage/striping, sidewalks, boulevard and bike facilities.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is needed to address very poor pavement conditions and access to the 50-acre City-owned Upper Harbor Terminal
site, which will support existing activities and future redevelopment. As the primary access point to the site, Dowling Avenue/Port
of Minneapolis Drive will facilitate a future extension of the West River Parkway.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds

Special Assessments Bonds 175 175
Stormwater Revenue 225 225
Transfer from General Fund 3,165 3,165

Total 3,565 3,565
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Project Title: PV122 Dowling Ave (1-94 to 1st St N)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 560 560
Construction Costs 2,868 2,868
General Overhead 137 137

Total 3,565 3,565

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants have been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« All neighborhoods are safe, healthy and uniquely inviting

« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life for all
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

« Strategies with our city and regional partners are aligned, leading to economic success

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

» We sustain resources for future generations: reducing consumption, minimizing waste and using less energy
« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

« We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

« Departments work seamlessly with each other and with the community and form strategic partnerships

« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

 Transparency, accountability and ethics establish public trust

« Responsible tax policy and sound financial management provide short-term stability and long-term fiscal health

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
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Project Title: PV122 Dowling Ave (1-94 to 1st St N)

traditional urban form.

2.2.6 Encourage reconnection of the traditional street grid where possible, to increase connectivity for all travel modes and
strengthen neighborhood character.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.1 Consider street vacations as a last resort to preserve the network of city streets and arterials.

10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.

10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.
10.15.5 Explore options to redesign larger blocks through the reintroduction and extension of the urban street grid.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 26, 2016. The project was found consistent with the City’'s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Supports moderate tax base growth
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Improvement of conditions on Dowling Avenue N will support redevelopment efforts of the City-owned Upper Harbor Terminal
site.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Without this project, redevelopment opportunity of the city owned Upper Harbor Terminal site would be limited. The improvements
to Dowling Avenue will support a transformative investment in riverfront property resulting in new job opportunities and growth of
the city's tax base.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Above the Falls Master Plan Update, adopted by the City Council June 14th, 2013, emphasizes the importance of Dowling
Avenue N as a connection between the neighborhoods to the west of the project area the riverfront. Development is anticipated
directly adjacent to the project in the form of commercial, office, and light industrial mixed-use buildings. North of the project area,
residential redevelopment is anticipated to take place in the long term.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

This project is a high priority for North Minneapolis and has been in the planning phases for over a decade. Collaboration with the
Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board and CPED has resulted in several studies and plans for this area. The 2015 closure of
the St. Anthony Lock and Dam no longer makes this site a viable shipping hub and it is in the best interest of the city to redevelop
the site.
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Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes. This corridor is shown in the Bicycle Master Plan as having an on-street bicycle lane. A north/south bicycle trail is a planned
connection within the Upper Harbor Redevelopment site.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,

provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

This project is not on a currently existing or planned transitway, however, providing transit service to the redeveloped Upper
Harbor Terminal area is a goal of that redevelopment. This section of Dowling Avenue is expected to be a medium to high
volume pedestrian route providing pedestrian access from the North Minneapolis neighborhoods to the Upper Harbor Terminal.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes. This project will improve facilities for both pedestrians and bicyclists through pedestrian ramp improvements, addition of a
boulevard along much of the corridor, and the addition of an on-street bikeway.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is somewhat constrained and the design will need to balance the needs of all modes to accommodate
vehicles, pedestrians, and bicycles.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain an MSA type of roadway is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year. Given the 0.25 mile project

length, the resulting change in operating cost is approximately a net decrease of $2,500 annually.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the

five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
effectiveness of the project and might make it more difficult to coordinate with the Upper Harbor redevelopment site schedule.
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Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one, completes a corridor, enhances the commercial character of the area which helps
preserve existing property values and enhances the City’s tax base by opening opportunities for one of the largest redevelopment
areas in the City.

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth states: “Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal
transportation options for residents and business through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the city’s land
use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city's
pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation network.”
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV123 Logan Park Industrial
Project Location: Broadway St NE to 17th Ave NE & Filmore to Central Ave's NE Affected Wards: 3

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Logan Park
Project Start Date: 4/15/22 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 45 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project is the reconstruction of several street segments in the Logan Park neighborhood. These streets consist of
heavily patched brick pavers and unpaved streets. These streets are primarily in the Logan Park Neighborhood, west of Central
Avenue NE. Specific street segments to be reconstructed are:

¢ 12th Avenue NE — From Jackson Street to Central Avenue

« 14th Avenue NE — From Quincy Street to Central Avenue

« 15th Avenue NE — From Jackson Street to Van Buren Street

* Jackson Street NE — From 15th Avenue to Dead-End north of 15th Avenue
« Jackson Street NE — From Broadway Street to 12th Avenue

* Quincy Street NE — From Broadway Street to 15th Avenue

« Van Buren Street NE — 14th Avenue to 15th Avenue

Adjacent to the project area, Broadway St NE and Central Ave NE serve an estimated 280 people walking, 80-330 people biking,
and between 15,700 — 19,700 people driving per day.

The project will include complete removal and replacement of the pavement, curb and gutter, driveways, and storm drain inlets.
The project will include pedestrian improvements, as there are several sidewalk gaps within the project area and construction of
new sidewalks will be considered.

Purpose and Justification:

These streets were constructed at various times prior to 1957. They are a mixture of pavement types including brick pavers,
asphalt, concrete, asphalt over concrete, and unpaved streets. They have been patched and repaired a number of times. Most of
these streets cannot be rated due to the absence of an asphalt or concrete surface but they have extremely poor ride quality due
to the age and poor overall condition of the roadways. Many of the streets do not have sidewalks or ADA-compliant curb ramps
and this project will provide an opportunity to evaluate this pedestrian infrastructure.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 2022 2023 Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 4,150 4,150
Special Assessments Bonds 2,500 2,500
Stormwater Revenue 105 105

Transfer from General Fund

Total 6,755 6,755
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Project Title: PV123 Logan Park Industrial

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 2,610 2,610
Construction Costs 3,885 3,885
General Overhead 260 260

Total 6,755 6,755

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.6 Encourage reconnection of the traditional street grid where possible, to increase connectivity for all travel modes and
strengthen neighborhood character.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.4 Increase the operational efficiency of the roadway network through the use of advanced technologies for traffic operations.
2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.
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Project Title: PV123 Logan Park Industrial

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

5.4.4 Encourage the creation of special service districts downtown and in other business districts in order to enhance
streetscapes, provide security services, and maintain the public realm.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.1 Consider street vacations as a last resort to preserve the network of city streets and arterials.

10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.
10.15.4 Improve access management and way-finding to and from all streets, sidewalks, and other pedestrian connections.
10.15.5 Explore options to redesign larger blocks through the reintroduction and extension of the urban street grid.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 25, 2017. Additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No. There are no transit routes on these streets. These are not high volume pedestrian corridors; however, increased pedestrian
activity has occurred in recent years with development in the surrounding areas.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes. There are several sidewalk gaps in the project area and some of these gaps may be filled with construction of new
sidewalks.
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Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is constrained within this project area with competing needs for vehicle travel lanes, parking, and sidewalks.
Design options have not yet been explored for this project.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget, Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA
type of roadway. Given the length of this project at 0.75 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain these roadways is $7,500
per year.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not Applicable

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth states: “Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal
transportation options for residents and business through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the city’s land
use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s
pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation network.” Capital improvement projects such as this one enhance the
character of the area which helps preserve property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV125 33rd & 35th St E (M'haha & Dight Ave to Tracks)

Project Location: Minnehaha Ave to Hiawatha Ave Affected Wards: 9

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Longfellow
Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/19
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 30 of 57

Contact Person: Debra Jacobs Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2463

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.2 miles of 33rd St E between Minnehaha Ave and Hiawatha Ave and the
railroad crossing on 35th St E between Hiawatha and Dight Avenues.

The proposed segment of 33rd St E has an average daily motor vehicle traffic count of 1,900 vehicles per day (counted in 2016)
and 35th St E has an average daily motor vehicle traffic count of 6,500 vehicles per day (counted in 2012), both have a limited
amount of daily pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

Currently, the existing condition for each corridor includes two traffic lanes and two parking lanes. There are sidewalks directly
behind the curb on both sides of the street, without boulevards. There is a significant railroad crossing of four sets of tracks just
east of Hiawatha Ave. the area along the project corridor is a mixture of commercial, industrial, and residential properties. The
project is a reconstruction project involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps,
pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements, and possibly boulevards with trees. The project will also include new
signage and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

The proposed segments of 33rd and 35th St E are intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The
streets are currently more than 50 years old and are currently rated very poor in the City's Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating
scale, as measured in 2017. This project provides an opportunity to add sidewalks, incorporate ADA compliant curb ramps, and
possibly add boulevards with trees.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 2021 @ 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid 1,900 1,900
Net Debt Bonds 400 0 400
Special Assessments Bonds 540 0 540
Stormwater Revenue 25 25

Total 2,865 0 2,865
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Project Title: PV125 33rd & 35th St E (M'haha & Dight Ave to Tracks)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 605 605
Construction Costs 2,150 2,150
General Overhead 110 110

Total 2,865 2,865

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding have been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with
land use policy.

2.2.1 Identify modal priorities on each street to improve the overall effectiveness of each element of the transportation network.
2.2.2 Establish and use guidelines for the design and use of streets based on both transportation function and adjoining land use.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

2.2.4 Develop strategies to mitigate and/or reduce negative impacts of transportation systems on adjacent land uses.

2.2.5 Engage transportation providers, transportation users, and other stakeholder groups in the transportation planning process.

Public Services and Facilities Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.
5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.
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Project Title: PV125 33rd & 35th St E (M'haha & Dight Ave to Tracks)

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 26, 2016. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No. There are no transit routes on 33rd or 35th Street East and they are not high volume pedestrian corridors. There is,
however, some pedestrian activity primarily due to the Blue Line LRT Station at Hiawatha and 35th Street. This project will
provide an improved, ADA-compliant pedestrian walkway along 35th Street.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, sidewalks will be improved along the corridor as well as ADA compliant curb ramps. The sidewalk gaps at the railroad
crossing will be constructed to provide a continuous pedestrian walkway along 35th Street.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is constrained within this project area, both 33rd and 35th Street East have a right-of-way of that is 60 feet
wide. Grades and encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way. There are currently no boulevards along
the corridor with the sidewalks directly behind the curb. The area along the project corridor is a mixture of commercial, industrial,
and residential uses. No bike facility is planned along 35th Street.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:
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Project Title: PV125 33rd & 35th St E (M'haha & Dight Ave to Tracks)

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at .2 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $2,000

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV126 Bryant Ave S (50th St E to Lake St E)

Project Location: 50th St E to Lake St E Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/23 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/24
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 53 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project is a complete reconstruction of Bryant Avenue S from Lake Street W to 50th Street W, a distance of
approximately 2.5 miles. This section of Bryant Avenue S is MSA Routes 161 and 162. The Average Daily Traffic on this section
of Bryant Avenue ranges from 1,900 vehicles per day between 48th and 49th Streets, to 3,100 just south of W Lake Street.
Recent City non-motorized counts indicate that between 400 and 750 bicyclists use the existing Bicycle Boulevard and 150 and
550 pedestrians use this stretch of Bryant Avenue S daily, with the highest levels of activity occurring near W Lake Street. Metro
Transit bus service is provided by Route 4 for the entirety of the corridor, with service to Routes 46 and 146 between 46th Street
W and 50th Street W. The project is a full reconstruction, involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA
pedestrian ramps, with consideration of bicycle accommodations, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The
project will also include signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built between 1957 and 1988
and the majority of the street segments are currently rated fair in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCIl) as measured in 2017.
This segment of Bryant Ave S has a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity
to incorporate ADA compliant curb ramps, add boulevards with trees, address sidewalk obstructions, and evaluate the
implementation of a bicycle facility. Modal accommodations will be determined through a rigorous process including preliminary
planning, detailed design, and community engagement.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Municipal State Aid 1,400 4,918 6,318
Net Debt Bonds 4,242 4,242
Special Assessments Bonds 2,130 2,130
Stormwater Revenue 365 365
Transfer from General Fund 5,107 5,107
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 593 593

Total 1,400 17,355 18,755
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Project Title: PV126 Bryant Ave S (50th St E to Lake St E)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 1,346 1,824 3,170
Construction Costs 14,864 14,864
General Overhead 54 668 721

Total 1,400 17,355 18,755

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not Applicable

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
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Project Title: PV126 Bryant Ave S (50th St E to Lake St E)

infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 26, 2016. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The City is collaborating with Hennepin County at all intersections of City and County streets within the project extent. The two
agencies are collaboratively addressing signal upgrades and intersection design, which may include cost participation.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.
Yes. The Bryant Avenue Bikeway currently has Bicycle Boulevard and sharrow pavement markings. The Bicycle Master Plan
recommends considering bicycle lanes when the roadway is reconstructed.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

This corridor is served by Metro Transit Routes 4, 46 and 146. The Bryant Ave S corridor is identified as a pedestrian priority
corridor and pedestrian street lighting corridor. Enhancing the existing sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb
ramps are a part of this project.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes. Multi-modal enhancements will be explored with this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the actual right-of-way of Bryant Ave S from 50th St W to Lake St W is 60 feet wide. Grades and encroachments typically
limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way. The sidewalk is located at the back of curb and there is no established boulevard for
a majority of the corridor. The area along the project corridor is predominantly residential, with an elementary school, the Lyndale
Farmstead, a neighborhood park, and commercial nodes at 50th St W , 46th St W, 36th St W and Lake St W.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:
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Project Title: PV126 Bryant Ave S (50th St E to Lake St E)

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2023

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system.

In general, the cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
roadway. Given the length of this project at 2.5 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $25,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year
remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a two year construction project. Spreading the construction over additional years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The Minneapolis Plan for Sustainable Growth states: “Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal
transportation options for residents and business through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the city’s land
use vision, reduces adverse transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s
pivotal role as the center of the regional transportation network.”
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV127 37th Ave NE (Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd)

Project Location: Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd NE Affected Wards: 1

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/23 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/24
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 54 of 57

Contact Person: Liz Heyman Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2460

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 1.0 miles of 37th Avenue Northeast (Municipal State Aid Route 272) between
Central Avenue North and Stinson Boulevard. The project will be coordinated with the City of Columbia Heights as the right-of-
way in the corridor is shared between Columbia Heights and Minneapolis. Currently the corridor serves a moderate number of
pedestrians and bicyclists and approximately 12,000 vehicles per day. The existing corridor currently includes 2 travel lanes, 2
parking lanes, and sidewalk on the Minneapolis side of the street only. There are presently no sidewalks on most of the Columbia
Heights side. The proposed project will encompass the entire right-of-way, reconstructing the pavement surface, curb and gutter,
with sidewalks, ADA curb ramps, and bicycle facilities.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The existing street was built in 1961 and the
large majority of the project extent is currently rated poor in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale, as measured
in 2017. Therefore, this street segment has a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an
opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant curb ramps, add boulevards with trees, address sidewalk obstructions, and implement a
bicycle facility.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 | 2020 | 2021 = 2022 2023 | Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid

Net Debt Bonds 390 390
Other Local Govts 8,620 8,620
Special Assessments Bonds 1,230 1,230
Stormwater Revenue 235 235

Total 10,475 10,475
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Project Title: PV127 37th Ave NE (Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 2,065 2,065
Construction Costs 8,007 8,007
General Overhead 403 403

Total 10,475 10,475

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
Not applicable.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
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Project Title: PV127 37th Ave NE (Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd)

infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 26, 2016. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

37th Avenue NE is located on the border of Minneapolis (to the south) and Columbia Heights (to the north). The two cities each
own half of the right-of-way in this corridor. Both cities will be collaborating on project design and outreach, as well as setting up a
cost sharing agreement.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes, the Bicycle Master Plan designates that the route for bicycle lanes. However, other bicycle facilities, such as an off-street
trail, will be considered during project design.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes. MetroTransit bus route 4 runs on 37th Avenue NE east of Johnson Street NE. Enhancing the existing sidewalks,
crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are a part of this project.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Sidewalks do not presently exist along most of the Columbia Heights side of the project. This project will improve sidewalks,
crosswalks, and provide ADA compliant curb ramps as well as explore the addition of bicycle facilities to the corridor.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,

is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes. The Minneapolis side of the corridor has an existing right-of-way of 40 feet. Multi-modal enhancements will be included in
this project.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:
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Project Title: PV127 37th Ave NE (Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd)

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2023

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of roadway. Given the length of this project at 1.0 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this
roadway is $10,000 total, half of which, $5,000 would be the City's responsibility.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV131 Res Neighborhood Reconst Projects

Project Location: Various locations throughout the City Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: Citywide Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 24 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 675-5307

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The Residential Neighborhood Reconstruction Program will reconstruct residential street segments in various locations across the
City. Projects involve the entire right-of-way and will include new ADA pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility
improvements. Projects may also include new signage, pavement markings and bicycle facilities as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

The objective of the Residential Neighborhood Reconstruction Program is to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of
travel. The program will reconstruct residential and local streets that were typically constructed 50 or more years ago that are in
such poor condition that they are no longer cost effective candidates for resurfacing or rehabilitation. The City of Minneapolis has
697 miles of local and residential streets under its jurisdiction. The program provides an opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant
curb ramps, implement or improve bicycle facilities, and improve boulevards with trees.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 @ 2021 2022 @ 2023 | Current5 Year Plan | Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 1,490 114 5,080 4,615 5,220 16,519 5,220

Special Assessments Bonds 715 1,030 780 780 780 4,085 780
Transfer from General Fund 1,506 605 2,111
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 775 775
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 770 0 770

Total 2,205 4,195 5,860 6,000 6,000 24,260 6,000
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Project Title: PV131 Res Neighborhood Reconst Projects

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)
Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 @ 2022 @ 2023 Total

Design and Project Management 590 760 1,070 1,095 1,095 4,610
Construction Costs 1,530 3,274 4,565 4,674 4,674 18,717
General Overhead 85 161 225 231 231 933

Total 2,205 4,195 5,860 6,000 6,000 24,260

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding sources are planned for this program.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
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Project Title: PV131 Res Neighborhood Reconst Projects

community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City's
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Reconstruction of residential streets generally will support continued housing tenure and improved home values within concerned
neighborhoods.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Improvements regarding utilities, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and more will allow for increases in the quality of redevelopment
proposals for affected neighborhoods.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

This program consists of various local street segments in residential areas, some of which are identified in the Bicycle Master
Plan.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

None of the streets in this program are on transitways, transit routes, or high-volume pedestrian corridors. Because these local
streets provide access to transit and pedestrian corridors, enhancing the existing sidewalks and providing ADA compliant curb
ramps are an integral part of this project.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing bicycle accommodations, improved sidewalks and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are an integral part of this
project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,

is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is generally constrained. Grades and encroachments typically limit use of the entire legal right-of-way.
People using many modes of travel, including pedestrians, bicyclists, drivers, and people trying to park will all be competing for
space within the project area.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:
Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing
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Project Title: PV131 Res Neighborhood Reconst Projects

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $5,000 per mile per year. The current
estimate is that approximately 3 miles of streets per year can be reconstructed with this program, and the estimated annual cost
to maintain these 3 miles of streets is $15,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

This is a program with multiple projects. Public Works anticipates beginning preliminary design and public involvement one to two
years before the project year.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This is an ongoing pavement reconstruction program; funding allocations per year can be flexible and could result in more or less
miles of pavement reconstruction as a result.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the
general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Reconstructing these residential/local streets corrects drainage issues, reduces annual maintenance expenditures, prevents the
development of potholes, and improves the ride quality and the overall condition of these streets. This program prioritizes streets
that are typically the oldest streets that are in the poorest condition, such that they are no longer candidates for resurfacing or
rehabilitation.
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Capital Budget Request

Project Title: PV135 North Loop Paving
Project Location: 5th Ave N to 10th Ave N and Washington Ave N to 5th StN  Affected Wards: 3

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): North Loop
Project Start Date: 4/15/19 Estimated Project Completion Date: 4/19/20
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 28 of 57

Contact Person: Adam Hayow Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2172

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct portions of 9th Ave N, 8th Ave N, 7th Ave N (Municipal State Aid (MSA) Route 452), 5th Ave
N (MSA Route 353), and 3rd St N (MSA Route 216) adding up to approximately 0.98 miles of street within the North Loop
neighborhood. The North Loop neighborhood is experiencing considerable redevelopment, particularly residential and commercial
uses, in an area that was previously industrial in nature and does not include adequate non-motorized infrastructure. The streets
that comprise the project currently serve many users. The following ranges represent the lowest and highest estimated user
counts by mode:

« Approximately 590 — 700 pedestrians per day,

« Approximately 60 bicyclists per day, and

« Approximately 650 vehicles per day.

Currently, the segments of 9th Ave N, 8th Ave N, 7th Ave N, 5th Ave N, and 3rd St N contain two traffic lanes (one in each
direction) with street parking allowed along the majority of the segments. Sidewalks currently line all project street segments. Also,
the large majority of the project is located within the Warehouse Historic District and much of the existing street bed in the project
area is composed of historic pavers. -

The proposed project is a full reconstruction of all project street segments involving the entire right-of-way and will include new
sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include signal
improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as needed. Project design will draw on the guidance provided in the
Warehouse District Heritage Street Plan and recent updates to Access Minneapolis’ which address the design of streets with
historic pavers, and during construction the City will harvest existing historic pavers and will reinstall these along portions of 3rd St
N, 8th Ave N, and 9th Ave N.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The pavers in these streets were originally
installed in the early 1900s and have been patched throughout the following decades. While the paver sections cannot be rated
using the City’s typical Pavement Condition (PCI) rating system, the asphalt patched areas have PCI ratings of very poor on the
City’'s PCl rating scale. This means these street segments have a pavement surface that is well beyond its expected useful life.
This project provides an opportunity to incorporate design elements recommended in the Warehouse District Heritage Street Plan,
including reinstalling historic pavers, installing ADA compliant curb ramps, adding street trees, and addressing sidewalk
obstructions.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years = 2019 @ 2020 2021 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years

Net Debt Bonds 1,505 1,505
Special Assessments Bonds 1,650 1,650
Stormwater Revenue 110 110
Transfer from General Fund 5,445 5,445
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 765 765

Total 9,475 9,475
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Project Title: PV135 North Loop Paving

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 @ 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 1,980 1,980
Construction Costs 7,131 7,131
General Overhead 364 364

Total 9,475 9,475

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.
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Project Title: PV135 North Loop Paving

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.9: Support urban design standards that emphasize traditional urban form with pedestrian scale design features at the
street level in mixed-use and transit-oriented development.

10.9.4 Coordinate site designs and public right-of-way improvements to provide adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian
movement, street trees, landscaping, street furniture, sidewalk cafes and other elements of active pedestrian areas.

Policy 10.10: Support urban design standards that emphasize a traditional urban form in commercial areas.

10.10.3 Enhance pedestrian and transit-oriented commercial districts with street furniture, street plantings, plazas, water features,
public art and improved transit and pedestrian and bicycle amenities.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.2 Integrate and/or reuse historic pavement materials for streets and sidewalk reconstruction, where appropriate.

10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City's
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Improvement of streetscape conditions within the North Loop will add to the continuing revitalization of this neighborhood.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Demand for real estate in this area is sufficient such that poor road conditions wouldn't likely preclude an otherwise feasible
project, but improved conditions can help raise the quality of development proposals that come through.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design

guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Warehouse District Heritage Street Plan, adopted by the Heritage Preservation Commission in 2011, calls for improvements
such as concrete crosswalks, sidewalk width minimums of at least 5'-6", ADA compliant pedestrian ramps, and also the
reinstallation of historic pavers on reconstructed streets is feasible.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

The project is not on an existing or planned transitway, however the project is directly adjacent to Washington Avenue, a high-
volume pedestrian corridor with many transit routes. Therefore this project will improve the experience for many pedestrians
accessing businesses and residences just off the Washington Avenue corridor.
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Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and ADA compliant curb ramps are an integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way is constrained for two reasons. First, grades and encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal
right-of-way. Second, many people using many modes of travel, including pedestrians, bicyclists, drivers, people trying to park,
and private companies trying to make deliveries will all be competing for space within the project area. There is potential to use
innovative design options to safely allow deliveries but still enhance the pedestrian realm.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2019

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at 0.98 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $9,800.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

The restoration of some streets with the use of historic pavers will enhance the character of the Warehouse Historic District and
the North Loop neighborhood, while supporting the transitioning land uses in the neighborhood that connect to nearby
transitways. This will help preserve property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV137 29th Ave NE (Central to Stinson)

Project Location: Central Ave NE to Stinson Blvd NE Affected Wards: 10

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/22
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 42 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 1.0 miles of 29th Avenue Northeast (Municipal State Aid Route 242) between
Central Avenue North and Stinson Boulevard. This corridor serves an estimated 400 people walking, 70 people biking, and
between 2,800 and 4,000 people driving per day. Currently, the existing corridor includes sidewalk on both sides of the street, two
traffic lanes, and two parking lanes. The area along the project corridor is residential and abutting properties are predominantly
single family homes. The project is a reconstruction project involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA
pedestrian ramps, bicycle accommodations, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include
signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built in 1958 and is currently
rated poor in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale, as measured in 2017. This segment of 29th Avenue has a
pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant curb
ramps, add boulevards with trees, address sidewalk obstructions, and implement a bicycle facility.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years = 2019 2020 2021 @ 2022 2023 | Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid 1,077 2,627 3,704
Net Debt Bonds 24 24
Special Assessments Bonds 805 805
Stormwater Revenue 115 115
Transfer from General Fund 3,542 3,542
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 500 500

Total 6,063 2,627 8,690
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Project Title: PV137 29th Ave NE (Central to Stinson)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 1,000 870 1,870
Construction Costs 4,830 1,656 6,486
General Overhead 233 101 334

Total 6,063 2,627 8,690

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« reas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
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Project Title: PV137 29th Ave NE (Central to Stinson)

community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City's
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required..

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Improvement of conditions on 29th Ave NE will support redevelopment efforts regarding Shoreham Yards.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

The City supports redevelopment of Shoreham Yards and has identified it as a target area for the City's Brownfields program.
29th Ave NE connects Shoreham Yards to I-35W, and so conditions on 29th Ave NE will be an important factor to the successful
redevelopment of this site.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Audubon Neighborhood Association completed the 29th Avenue NE Streetscape Plan in 2007. The Audubon Park
Neighborhood Small Area Plan, adopted by the City in 2008, expresses support for this streetscape plan. The streetscape plan
calls for a number of pedestrian environment improvements around safety and greening, including the addition of boulevard trees
and clearly visible crossings.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not applicable.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

The Minneapolis Bicycle Master Plan describes this corridor as a Bicycle Boulevard (Long Term Greenways) route.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

A portion of this corridor is served by Metro Transit Route 25, with intersecting service provided on Central Avenue and Johnson
Street. The 29th Ave NE corridor is identified as a pedestrian priority corridor and pedestrian street lighting corridor. Enhancing
the existing sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are a part of this project.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing bicycle accommodations and improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are an
integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the actual right-of-way of 29th Avenue from Central Avenue to Stinson Boulevard is 60 feet wide. Grades and
encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way. The sidewalk is located at the back of curb and there is no
established boulevard for a majority of the corridor. The area along the project corridor is predominantly residential, with a middle
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Project Title: PV137 29th Ave NE (Central to Stinson)

school, a neighborhood park, and a neighborhood commercial node at Johnson Street.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street. Given the length of this project at 1.0 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is
$10,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV138 26th St E (Minnehaha Ave to 29th Ave S)

Project Location: Minnehaha Ave to 29th Ave S Affected Wards: 2

City Sector: South Affected Neighborhood(s): Seward

Project Start Date: 4/15/22 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 52 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.5 miles of 26th Street East (Municipal State Aid Route 191) between
Minnehaha Avenue South and 29th Avenue South. This corridor accommodates an estimated 60 bicycles per day, 20
pedestrians per day, and approximately 7,500 people driving per day. Currently, the existing corridor includes sidewalk on both
sides of the street from 26th Avenue South to 29th Avenue South, and sidewalk on the north side only from Minnehaha Avenue
South to 26th Avenue South. The corridor includes parking allowed on both sides and two traffic lanes. The area along the project
corridor abuts residential properties on the east half of the corridor and primarily industrial and commercial properties west of 27th
Avenue South. The project is a reconstruction project involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA
pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include signal improvements, new
signage, and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built in 1970 and is currently
rated poor in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale. This segment of 26th Street East has a pavement surface
that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant curb ramps, improve
boulevards with trees, and address sidewalk obstructions.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years = 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 | Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Municipal State Aid 2,788 2,788
Special Assessments Bonds 1,145 1,145
Stormwater Revenue 40 40
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 577 577

Total 4,550 4,550

Apr 4, 2018 1 2:13:22 PM



Project Title: PV138 26th St E (Minnehaha Ave to 29th Ave S)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 1,700 1,700
Construction Costs 2,675 2,675
General Overhead 175 175

Total 4,550 4,550

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding have been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation
« Equitable systems and policies lead to a high quality of life

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

» We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design
« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces, and buildings create a sense of place

« All Minneapolis residents, visitors, and employees have a safe and healthy environment

A city that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.
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Project Title: PV138 26th St E (Minnehaha Ave to 29th Ave S)

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.2: Protect and enhance air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

6.2.6 Support the development of multi-modal transportation networks.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.15: Wherever possible, restore and maintain the traditional street and sidewalk grid as part of new developments.
10.15.3 Reduce street widths for safe and convenient pedestrian crossing by adding medians, boulevards, or bump-outs.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’'s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

The repaving of this segment of 26th St E will support the significant truck traffic volume within this industrial area as discussed in
the Seward Longfellow Greenway Area Plan.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not applicable.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not applicable.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The City is collaborating with Hennepin County at all intersections of City and County streets within the project extent. The two
agencies are collaboratively addressing signal upgrades and intersection design, which may include cost participation

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and ADA compliant ramps are an integral part of this project.
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Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way of 26th Street East from Minnehaha Avenue South to 29th Avenue South is 80 feet wide. Grades and
encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way. The sidewalk west of 27th Avenue South is located either
at the back of curb or less than 5 feet from the curb, where sidewalk exists. Sidewalk east of 27th Avenue is typically 9 feet from
curb because the corridor narrows to 35 feet of street width. The corridor includes a residential neighborhood on the east end and
businesses mixed with places of worship on the west end. Pedestrian modes may be competing with auto and freight modes, and
improving pedestrian visibility especially around parked vehicles should be a priority.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street. Given the length of this project at 0.5 miles, the estimate annual cost to maintain this roadway is
$5,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV139 18th Ave NE (Johnson St NE to Stinson Blvd NE)

Project Location: Johnson St NE to Stinson Blvd NE Affected Wards: 1

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/20 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/20
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 33 of 57

Contact Person: Don Pflaum Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-2129

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.5 miles of 18th Avenue Northeast (Municipal State Aid Route 284) between
Johnson Street Northeast and Stinson Boulevard. This corridor serves an estimated 340 people walking, 280 people biking, and
6,800 people driving per day. Currently, the existing corridor includes sidewalk on one side of the street, an off-street trail, two
traffic lanes, and curbside parking on the north side. Some sections have sidewalk on both sides of the street. The area north of
the project corridor is residential and abutting properties are a mix of single family and multi-family homes. A Post Office and The
Quarry shopping center are located on the south side of the corridor. This will be a reconstruction project involving the entire right-
of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps, bicycle accommodations, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility
improvements. The project will also include signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built in 1969 and its rating
ranges from poor to fair in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale as measured in 2017. Streets with PCI’s in this
range often degrade at a rate of 2 — 5 points per year; therefore the year 2020 PCI estimate ranges from 17 - 41. This segment of
18th Avenue has a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity to incorporate
ADA compliant curb ramps, maintain boulevards with trees, address sidewalk obstructions and gaps, and improve access to an
existing bicycle facility.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources = Prior 5 Years = 2019 @ 2020 | 2021 | 2022 @ 2023 @ Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Municipal State Aid 817 992 1,809
Net Debt Bonds 280 280
Special Assessments Bonds 1,045 1,045
Stormwater Revenue 40 40
Transfer from General Fund 1,831 1,831

Total 1,097 3,908 5,005
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Project Title: PV139 18th Ave NE (Johnson St NE to Stinson Blvd NE)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 = 2020 @ 2021 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 400 1,025 1,425
Construction Costs 655 2,733 3,388
General Overhead 42 150 192

Total 1,097 3,908 5,005

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
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Project Title: PV139 18th Ave NE (Johnson St NE to Stinson Blvd NE)

community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not Applicable

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

The Minneapolis Bicycle Master Plan describes this corridor as a Bicycle Trail, and will add a direct connection to an existing off
street facility.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

This corridor is served by Metro Transit Route 30, with intersecting service provided on Johnson Street and Stinson Boulevard.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing bicycle accommodations and improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are an
integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the right-of-way of 18th Avenue from Johnson St NE to Stinson Boulevard is 60 feet wide. Grades and encroachments
typically limit utilization of the entire legal right-of-way.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2020

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0
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Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

There is no net change in the annual operating budget; Public Works will reallocate those dollars to aging infrastructure elsewhere
in the system. In general, the cost to maintain a street/alley in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a
commercial/MSA type of street. Given the length of this project at 0.5 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is
$5,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not Applicable

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV140 13th Ave NE (Sibley St NE to Monroe St NE)

Project Location: Sibley St NE to Monroe St NE Affected Wards: Various

City Sector: East Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/22 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/23
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 55 of 57

Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.9 miles of 13th Avenue NE (Municipal State Aid Route 374) between Sibley
St. NE and Monroe St. NE in the Sheridan and Logan Park neighborhoods. The corridor is lined by commercial uses on the west
end of the corridor, and then transitions to mainly single family housing as it moves to the east. The corridor serves approximately
400 people walking, 250 people biking, and between 1,900 and 2,700 people driving per day. Currently, the existing corridor
includes sidewalk on both sides of the street, two traffic lanes (one in each direction), and two parking lanes. The proposed
project is a full reconstruction involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, with consideration of bicycle
accommodations, ADA pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include signal
improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built between 1965 and 1973
and the large majority of the project area is currently rated poor in the City's Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale as
measured in 2017. This segment of 13th Avenue NE has a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project
provides an opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant curb ramps, add boulevards with trees, address sidewalk obstructions, and
evaluate the implementation of a bicycle facility. Modal accommodations will be determined through a rigorous process including
preliminary planning, detailed design, and community engagement.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years 2019 2020 2021 | 2022 | 2023 @ Current 5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid 2,280 2,280
Special Assessments Bonds 1,585 1,585
Stormwater Revenue 165 165
Transfer from General Fund 3,210 3,210
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 500 500

Total 7,740 7,740
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Project Title: PV140 13th Ave NE (Sibley St NE to Monroe St NE)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 1,570 1,570
Construction Costs 5,872 5,872
General Overhead 298 298

Total 7,740 7,740

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

The following Comprehensive Plan goals and policies also pertain to this project:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.
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Project Title: PV140 13th Ave NE (Sibley St NE to Monroe St NE)

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.9: Support urban design standards that emphasize traditional urban form with pedestrian scale design features at the
street level in mixed-use and transit-oriented development.

10.9.4 Coordinate site designs and public right-of-way improvements to provide adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian
movement, street trees, landscaping, street furniture, sidewalk cafes and other elements of active pedestrian areas.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not Applicable

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not Applicable

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not Applicable

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

The City is collaborating with Hennepin County at all intersections of City and County streets within the project extent. The two
agencies are collaboratively addressing signal upgrades and intersection design, which may include cost participation.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

Yes, 13th Ave. NE is designated as a signed bicycle route in the Bicycle Master Plan.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

No.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing bicycle accommodations, improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and ADA compliant curb ramps are an integral part of

this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details
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Project Title: PV140 13th Ave NE (Sibley St NE to Monroe St NE)

Yes, the right-of-way is constrained for two reasons. First, grades and encroachments typically limit utilization of the entire legal
right-of-way. Second, many people using many modes of travel, including pedestrians, bicyclists, drivers, and people trying to
park will all be competing for space within the project area.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2022

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at 0.90 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $9,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV141 Grand Ave S (Lake St W to 48th St W)

Project Location: Lake St W to 48th St W Affected Wards: 8

City Sector: Southwest Affected Neighborhood(s): Various

Project Start Date: 4/15/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/22
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 36 of 57

Contact Person: Jasna Hadzic-Stanek Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3278

Level of Need: Significant

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 2.24 miles of Grand Ave S (Municipal State Aid Route 176, from W Lake St to
46th St W) between W Lake St and 48th St W. This corridor serves an estimated 330 people walking, 80 people biking, and
between 1,100 and 2,100 people driving per day. Currently, the existing corridor includes sidewalk on both sides of the street, two
traffic lanes, and two parking lanes. The area along the project corridor includes a range of residential densities (many multi-family
properties in the north half and single family properties in the south half) with commercial properties at many intersections,
including commercial node at 38th St W and lower density commercial zones at 46th St W , and 48th St W. The projectis a
reconstruction project involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and
gutter, and utility improvements. The project will also include signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, as
needed.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The street was built between 1953 and 1958
and is rated fair or better in the City’'s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale as measured in 2017. These segments of
Grand Ave S have a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This project provides an opportunity to incorporate
ADA compliant curb ramps, add boulevards with trees, and address sidewalk obstructions.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)

Anticipated Funding Sources Prior 5 Years | 2019 | 2020 | 2021 @ 2022 | 2023 Current 5 Year Plan | Future Years

Municipal State Aid 75 7,653 7,728
Net Debt Bonds 1,984 1,984
Special Assessments Bonds 1,980 1,980
Stormwater Revenue 490 490
Transfer from General Fund 291 1,685 1,976
Transfer from Special Revenue Funds 346 346
Transfer from Stormwater Fund 561 561

Total 712 14,353 15,065
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Project Title: PV141 Grand Ave S (Lake St W to 48th St W)

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 | Total
Design and Project Management 685 2,455 3,140
Construction Costs 11,346 11,346
General Overhead 27 552 579

Total 712 14,353 15,065

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

« The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs

« Iconic, inviting streets, spaces and buildings create a sense of place

* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing
community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.
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Project Title: PV141 Grand Ave S (Lake St W to 48th St W)

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Environment: Minneapolis will promote sustainable design practices in the preservation, development, and maintenance of its
natural and built environments, provide equal access to all of the city’s resources and natural amenities, and support the local and
regional economy without compromising the needs of future generations.

Policy 6.2: Protect and enhance air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

6.2.4 Endorse the use of alternative modes of transportation such as walking, bicycles, public transit, car and bike share
programs, and carpools, as well as promote alternative work schedules.

6.2.6 Support the development of multi-modal transportation networks.

Urban Design: Minneapolis will be an attractive and inviting city that promotes harmony between the natural and built
environments, gives prominence to pedestrian facilities and amenities, and respects the city’s traditional urban features while
welcoming new construction and improvements.

Policy 10.9: Support urban design standards that emphasize traditional urban form with pedestrian scale design features at the
street level in mixed-use and transit-oriented development.

10.9.4 Coordinate site designs and public right-of-way improvements to provide adequate sidewalk space for pedestrian
movement, street trees, landscaping, street furniture, sidewalk cafes and other elements of active pedestrian areas.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’'s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base
Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Not applicable.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

Not applicable.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

Not applicable.

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Hennepin County, Metro Transit and the Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board (MPRB). City staff will coordinate with Metro
Transit on any proposed stop or route changes that impact the corridor as well as any future enhancements such as transit
shelters, etc. City staff will also work closely with the MPRB to determine if tree removal needs to occur along the corridor, as well
as to determine new locations for street trees within the existing/future boulevard areas.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

Yes, the corridor is well-served by transit. Metro Transit routes 18G, 113, 115 and 135 run along this corridor, with intersecting
service provided on numerous streets including W Lake St, 38th St W, and 46th St W. Enhancing the existing sidewalks,
crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are a part of this project and will improve access and connectivity to transit.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
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Project Title: PV141 Grand Ave S (Lake St W to 48th St W)

details.

Yes, providing improved sidewalks, crosswalks and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are an integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,
is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the corridor is well-served by transit. Metro Transit routes 18G, 113, 115 and 135 run along this corridor, with intersecting
service provided on numerous streets including W Lake St, 38th St W, and 46th St W. Enhancing the existing sidewalks,
crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps are a part of this project and will improve access and connectivity to transit.

Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at 2.24 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $22,400.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Not applicable.

Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

This is a program with multiple projects. Public Works anticipates beginning preliminary design and public involvement one to two
years before the project year.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a two year construction project due to the length and complexity. Spreading the construction over
two or more years decreases the cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV142 Downtown East Paving

Project Location: Washington Ave to 3rd St S and 10th to 12th Ave's S Affected Wards: 3

City Sector: Downtown Affected Neighborhood(s): Downtown East
Project Start Date: 4/15/21 Estimated Project Completion Date: 11/15/22
Submitting Department: Public Works Department Priority: 43 of 57

Contact Person: Paul Miller Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-3603

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

The proposed project will reconstruct approximately 0.3 miles of multiple streets in downtown east as shown in the accompanying
map. Data is not available to accurately estimate daily vehicle traffic; however, turning movement counts indicate that fewer than
100 vehicles enter or exit the project area during the morning and afternoon peak hours The number of pedestrians and bicyclists
is unknown as there are no available counts within the project segment. Sidewalks are currently present on both sides of the
street throughout the majority of the project segment. However, there are significant sidewalk gaps along portions of the project
area. The typical existing section along the corridor includes two travel lanes, and two parking lanes. The area along the project
corridor is commercial and abutting properties are predominantly commercial office facilities, but recent, ongoing, and planned
redevelopment in the area will drastically change the surrounding land uses and density. The project is a reconstruction project
involving the entire right-of-way and will include new sidewalks, ADA pedestrian ramps, pavement, curb and gutter, and utility
improvements. The project will also include signal improvements, new signage, and new pavement markings, with an evaluation
of potential non-motorized connections to the adjacent Hiawatha LRT Trail.

Purpose and Justification:

This project is intended to improve the right-of-way for all users and modes of travel. The segment of 3rd St S in the project was
built in 1918 and is currently rated poor in the City’s Pavement Condition Index (PCI) rating scale as measured in 2009. The
segment of 12th Ave S in the project was built in 1950 and is currently rated poor in the City's Pavement Condition Index (PCI)
rating as measured in 2010. The segment of 10th Ave S in the project was originally constructed with brick pavers in the early
1900's and has been patched throughout the following decades. While the paver sections cannot be rated using the City’s typical
Pavement Condition (PCI) rating system, the asphalt patched areas have been rated as very poor on the City’s PCI rating scale.
Curb and gutter is typically non-existent or in very poor condition on the west side of the street along this stretch of the project.
Streets with PCI’s in this range often degrade at a rate of 2 — 5 points per year; therefore the year 2021 PCI estimate for 3rd St S
and 12th Ave S within the project limits range from 0 — 9 PCI.

The streets within the project have a pavement surface that is beyond its expected useful life. This reconstruction project provides
an opportunity to incorporate ADA compliant pedestrian ramps, address sidewalk obstructions and sidewalk gaps, and add
furnishing zone or boulevard space with street trees. The project’s design will draw on the guidance provided in the recent
updates to Access Minneapolis’ which address the design of streets with historic pavers.

Department Funding Request (in Thousands)
Anticipated Funding Sources | Prior 5 Years | 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 2023 Current5 Year Plan = Future Years

Municipal State Aid 2,155 2,155
Special Assessments Bonds 595 595
Stormwater Revenue 55 55
Transfer from General Fund 370 370

Total 3,175 3,175
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Project Title: PV142 Downtown East Paving

Project Cost Breakdown (in Thousands)

Major Expense Categories 2019 2020 | 2021 | 2022 | 2023 Total
Design and Project Management 785 785
Construction Costs 2,268 2,268
General Overhead 122 122

Total 3,175 3,175

Have Grants for this Project been secured? |:|

Describe status and timing details of secured or applied for grants or other non-City funding sources:
No grants or non-city funding has been secured at this time.

Primary City Goal(s) supported:
Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses — big and small — start, move, stay and grow here
Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves

Describe how this project contributes to meeting the current City and/or Park Board Goals and Objectives:

Living well: Minneapolis is safe and livable and has an active and connected way of life
« Our neighborhoods have amenities to meet daily needs and live a healthy life
« High-quality and convenient transportation options connect every corner of the city

One Minneapolis: Disparities are eliminated so all Minneapolis residents can participate and prosper
« All people have access to quality essentials, such as housing, education, food, child care and transportation

A hub of economic activity and innovation: Businesses, big and small, start, move, stay and grow here
« Infrastructure, public services and community assets support businesses and commerce
« Areas of greatest need are focused on; promising opportunities are seized

Great Places: Natural and built spaces work together and our environment is protected
 The city’s infrastructure is managed and improved for current and future needs
* We welcome our growing and diversifying population through thoughtful planning and design

A City that works: City government runs well and connects to the community it serves
« City operations are efficient, effective, results-driven, and customer-focused

State Law Chapter 462.356 (Subd. 2) requires review of all capital improvements for compliance with the comprehensive
municipal plan. Chapter 13, Section 4 of the City Charter requires Location and Design Review for the purpose of
approving the sale of bonds for these projects. Describe how the project is consistent with the adopted City/Park Board
comprehensive plans and how the project implements goals and policies as stated in the adopted plans, including
specific policy references:

Transportation: Minneapolis will build, maintain and enhance access to multi-modal transportation options for residents and
businesses through a balanced system of transportation modes that supports the City’s land use vision, reduces adverse
transportation impacts, decreases the overall dependency on automobiles, and reflects the city’s pivotal role as the center of the
regional transportation network.

Policy 2.2: Support successful streets and communities by balancing the needs of all modes of transportation with land use policy.
2.2.3 Promote street and sidewalk design that balances handling traffic flow with pedestrian orientation and principles of
traditional urban form.

Policy 2.6: Manage the role and impact of automobiles in a multi-modal transportation system.

2.6.5 Encourage the design and completion of needed improvements to the street network, including the freeway system, which
promote the efficient, safe movement of traffic.

2.6.6 Maintain street infrastructure in good condition to maximize the life of existing facilities.

Public Services and Facilities: Through sound management and strategic investments, Minneapolis will maintain and develop
public services and facilities that promote health, safety and an enhanced quality of life for all members of this growing

Apr 4, 2018 2 2:15:12 PM



Project Title: PV142 Downtown East Paving

community.

Policy 5.4: Enhance the safety, appearance, and effectiveness of the city’s infrastructure.

5.4.1 Maintain and improve the quality and condition of public streets, sidewalks, bridges, water systems, and other public
infrastructure.

5.4.2 Plan for and provide public facilities which anticipate growth needs, use fiscal resources efficiently, and meet realistic
timelines.

5.4.3 Prioritize capital improvements according to an objective set of criteria consistent with adopted goals and policies, including
those of The Minneapolis Plan.

Provide the date that Location and Design Review was conducted for the project, the outcome of that analysis and the
date formal action was taken by the Planning Commission:

Location and Design Review for this project took place on May 27, 2017. The project was found consistent with the City’s
comprehensive plan. No additional review is required.

Will the project contribute to growth in the city’s tax base? Maintains existing tax base

Describe the economic development impact of the project:

Improvement of streetscape conditions within this portion of Downtown East will supplement the momentum from a number of
recent major development projects to continue transformation of the area.

Does the project support redevelopment opportunity that without the project would be infeasible?

In consideration of its relatively low intensity utilization of land, the right block enclosed by this project in particular will likely be a
target for redevelopment in the future. Improvement of pedestrian facilities, specifically the closing of gaps in the sidewalk, will be
an important factor for any proposals that may come through in the future.

Describe how this project implements recommendations from small area plans, implementation plans, design
guidelines, and urban design documents adopted by the City of Minneapolis:

The Downtown East/North Loop Master Plan emphasizes the importance of sidewalks that have "consistent materials, a uniform
width, and a uniform arrangement of street elements."

Describe any collaborative arrangements with outside project partners, including who they are and what their role is
with the project:

Not applicable.

Is the proposed project on a route that is included in the Bicycle Master Plan? If yes, how is the route designated.

No, but Public Works will evaluate a potential non-motorized connection to the adjacent Hiawatha LRT Trail.

Is the proposed project on an existing or planned transitway, transit route, or high-volume pedestrian corridor? If yes,
provide details on how the project will improve the transit and/or pedestrian experience.

There are no existing or planned transitways within the project limits. Washington Ave S is an adjacent corridor that is served by
Route 7 and Route 22. Addressing sidewalk obstructions, sidewalk gaps, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps will improve
access and connectivity to transit.

Does the proposed project anticipate multi-modal enhancements (sidewalks, bicycle or transit facilities)? Provide
details.

Yes, providing pedestrian accommodations including improved sidewalks, crosswalks, and providing ADA compliant curb ramps
are an integral part of this project.

Is the right-of-way constrained and do you anticipate that modes of travel will be competing for space? Provide details,

is there potential for innovative design options? Provide details

Yes, the three streets in the project each have an 80 foot right of way. There are some visible encroachments into the right of way
including portions of 10th Ave S that are being utilized for private parking. Also, people using many modes of travel, including
pedestrians, drivers, and people trying to park will all be competing for space within the project area.
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Operations & Capital Asset Maintenance:

Is this request for new or existing infrastructure? Existing

What is the expected useful life of the project/Improvement? 60

Year that Operating Incr/(Decr) will take effect? 2021

What is the estimated annual operating cost increase or (decrease) for this project?
Any Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations? No

Prior Year Remaining Bond Authorizations: $0

Describe how operating cost increases or decreases were determined and include details such as personnel costs,
materials, contracts, energy savings, etc:

While this project creates no net change in the annual operating budget it does allow Public Works to spend maintenance funds
more effectively. Maintaining a deteriorated street is more costly than maintaining a street in good condition; therefore
reconstructing this street segment allows Public Works to reallocate maintenance funds to aging infrastructure elsewhere in the
system. The cost to maintain a street in poor condition is estimated at $10,000 per mile per year for a commercial/MSA type of
street. Given the length of this project at .3 miles, the estimated annual cost to maintain this roadway is $3,000.

If new infrastructure, discuss how the department/agency will pay for the increased annual operating costs:

Not Applicable

For new infrastructure, describe the estimated timing and dollar amount of future capital investment required to realize
the full expected useful life of the project:

Regular crack sealing and other preventative maintenance treatments will be needed to keep the road surface in good shape.
Describe completion status for ongoing projects and how and when the department/agency plans to use the prior year

remaining bond authorizations:

Not applicable.

If this is a new project, describe the major project phases and timing anticipated for completing the project:

Minneapolis Public Works anticipates preliminary design and public involvement to begin two years prior to the start of project
construction.

Scalability/Funding Allocation Flexibility — discuss any flexibility to increase or decrease funding among the years in the
five-year plan and the most that could be spent in a given year:

This project is anticipated to be a one year construction project. Spreading the construction over two or more years decreases the
cost effectiveness of the project.

Add any additional information you feel is important for the CLIC committee, Mayor, City Council members or the

general public to know about this potential project and why it should be approved:

Capital improvement projects such as this one complete a corridor and enhance the character of the area which helps preserve
property values and the city’s tax base. The restoration of these streets within the Downtown East neighborhood will continue to
support the transitioning land uses in the neighborhood that connect to nearby transitways, parks, and popular destinations.
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Capital Budget Request
Project Title: PV143 North Industrial

Project Location: Various locations 10th Ave N to 29th Ave N and 1-94 to Mississippi

River
City Sector: North

Project Start Date: 4/15/22

Submitting Department: Public Works
Contact Person: Abdullahi Abdulle

Level of Need: Important

Project Description:

Affected Wards: Various

Affected Neighborhood(s): Various
Estimated Project Completion Date:

11/15/23

Department Priority: 47 of 57

Contact Phone Number: (612) 673-5307

The proposed project will reconstruct 9 street segments totaling approximately 0.8 miles in the Near-North, North Loop, and
Hawthorne neigh