


D. Drainage Conditions (0-9 Pts. Urban/Small
Urban; 0-11 Pts. Rural). Urban/Small Urban Rural

Adequate drainage. 0 pts. 0

Tolerable drainage. 4.5 pts.

5.5

O ®

Inadequate drainage producing frequent 9 pts. 11
flooding, requiring excessive maintenance.

Comment:

E. Sum of

oaw»
[$)]

Total:

V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile (Information Only). A cost per vehicle mile is calculated for
each roadway project based on the most recent 24-hour traffic counts. Recent counts
may be averaged, but must be documented. Also, please document length of the project
and total federal share of project cost. No points are allocated for this item, but relative
costs are considered during the project selection process.

1. Traffic Count(s)

2. Total Federal Share of Construction Cost
24 hour traffic count x length = Cost Factor

$ 428000 (cost) = $146 (cost per vehicle mile)
(count) 2087 x 14 (length)
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VI. Environmental Impacts (Information Only)

Will the project have a discernible impact

on any of the following environmental Negative No Positive
concerns? Check as appropriate. Impact Impact Impact
1. Impact on air quality improvement. X

2. Impact on energy conservation. X

3. Impact on noise reduction. X

4. Impact on habitat preservation. X

5. Impact on wetlands preservation. X

6. Impact on endangered species. X

Explain or describe any anticipated impacts in the space below.

VII. Freight Impacts (Information Only)

Does this project improve access for freight? Yes l:l No

Does this project reduce travel time for freight? Yes |:| No

Does this project enhance connectivity for freight transportation?
Yes D No

Does this project allow for improved delivery of service? Yes D No

Describe any additional positive impacts on freight transportation.

Will this project improve travel time to an intermodal transit facility? YesD No
Describe:
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VIII. Intellicent Transportation System (ITS) Architecture Consistency
(Information Only)

Does your project include ITS components? NO

Describe your project’s ITS elements and the benefits:

Is this project compatible with the regional ITS architecture?

Yes __D_ No _l____l_ Don’t know

Non-Motorized Components (5 pts.) Ifthe proposed project includes elements specifically
benefitting non-motorized traffic (e.g. bicycle lanes), add 5 points. Non-motorized
components must be included in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan to receive points

in this category. Submit documentation showing this project is in an adopted bicycle

or pedestrian plan.

5

Add 5 points if applicable.

Section 10K of Act No. 82 of the State Legislature (2006) calls for not less than 1% of Michigan
Transportation Funds (MTF) to be expended for construction or improvement of non-
motorized transportation services and facilities. This may include paving of unpaved
shoulders, addition or improvement of a sidewalk in a city or village, or any other
appropriate measure which facilitates non-motorized transportation. If you are using Section 10K
funding for such a non-motorized component of a highway project, provide a brief description of the non-
motorized improvements, and the rationale for number of points claimed.

paved shoulders

How will this project improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the project area?

Area for bicycles outside of the traveled lanes

Does this project enhance safety in a Safe Routes to School context? Yes I___I No

How; Please describe:

22



Is the proposed project within two miles of a school? Yes D No

X. Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future”

A. Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Plan Policy Map?
Yes No L__l

Provide support for project’s consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

This road connects the rural areas to an 1-69 interchange, the rural areas it connects are shown as urban fringe
focused growth.

B. Has the local government where this project will be located adopted or
endorsed a resolution supporting policies contained in “Regional Growth: Choices
for Our Future”?

Yes No D

C. If applicable, has your independent transportation agency adopted or
adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies contained in “Regional
Growth: Choices for Our Future”?

Yes D No Not applicable _l:__l__

D. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #14: “The
regional transportation priority will be to enhance and preserve the existing road
network, public transit and non-motorized transportation modes rather than
further expansion of the road network in rural areas.”

Yes No I:I

4

Add 4 points if applicable

. Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

We are not widening and reconstructing, we are rehabilitating and resurfacing
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Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #19: “Pathways,
sidewalks, trails and on-street bike facilities should be developed and enhanced to
provide alternatives to motorized transportation, improve linkages to recreational
opportunities for regional residents and provide public health benefits by offering
opportunities for physical activity.”

Yes No l:l

3 Add 3 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

Paved shoulders

Does the project support increase in housing or population density consistent with
the Regional Growth Project principles?

Yes D No D

Add 3 points if applicable (This does not apply to rural projects;
Urban and Small Urban projects are eligible)

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

Sum of points under X, Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future”
(0-10 pts. Urban/Small Urban: 0-7 pts. Rural)

XI. Historic Preservation Considerations (Information Only)

Is the proposed project in or adjacent to a historic district or site? Yes No

If so, describe the nature and proximity of this connection.

Is the site or structure identified on an eligible list of qualified historic places?

Yes__l:_.\_ No __E__!
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Will there be any adverse impacts on the historic district or structure?
Yes L__I No l:l Not applicable

If yes, explain:

XII. Land Use, Community Development and Other Community Impacts

(Projects which fit this program category will be considered for a set aside
priority. Given the qualitative nature of this set aside category, points will not be
assigned for this section; however, projects completing this section will be

considered for set aside funding first).

Will the proposed project Sﬁort coordinated and comprehensive development

planning? Yes No

Explain:

Will the proposed project facilitate re-use of previously used industrial sites for base

industry jobs? YesD_ NOD_

Explain:

Will the proposed project support creation or retention of quality jobs?
Yes D_ No
Explain:

Will the proposed project promote safe and efficient transportation of goods and
services to and from regional firms? Yes No

Explain:
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Computation of Final Score

Urban STP Small Urban STP Rural STP
Criteria Maximum | Score Maximum | Score Maximum | Score
1.-A Capacity (Urban) 30 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
1.-B Volume Factor (Small KXXX XXXX | 30 23 11
Urban/Rural)
H.  Accident Rate 10 10 10 3
HI.  Activity Center (see narrative) XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
IV.  Physical Condition/Integration | 45 45 55 30
of Asset Mangement
146 XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V.  Cost Per Vehicle Mile: $
XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V1.  Environmental Impacts (see
narrative)
XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
VII.  Freight Impacts (see
narrative)
VIHI.  Intelligent Transportation XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
System (ITS) Architecture
Consistency (see narrative)
IX.  Non-Motorized Projects 5 5 5 5
X.  Regional Growth Project
Consistency 10 10 7 7
XI.  Historic Preservation
Consideration (see narrative) | XXXX XXXX XXXX
XiI.  A. Land Use, Community...* | XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
XII. B. Management and XXXX XXXX | XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Operations Project *
XXXX XXXX XXXX
TOTAL 100 100 100 |56

# “Land Use, Community Development and Other Community Impacts” and “Management and Operations” are not assigned

points but projects which fit into these program categories are given initial consideration for program set asides in the first stage of
the project selection process.
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To: Paul Hamilton - Tri-County Regional Planning Commission
From: Mathew Hannahs - Eaton County Road Commission

Date: January 17, 2010

We are requesting the following projects be put on the Rural Stimulus lllustriative List:

Cength

Project (miles) Cost
1. lonia Rd. — Kelly Hwy. to M-43 K 90,000
2.  Mulliken Rd. - Needmore Hwy. to M-43 5 $ 90,000}
3.  Cochran Road - Pinch to Mt. Hope 4 $ 64,000}
4.  Five Point Hwy. — Curtis Rd. to Lacey Lake Rd. 5 $§ 90,000}
5. lonia Road - Kalamo Hwy. to Valley Hwy. 3 $ 48,000]
6.  Chester Rd. - Kalamo Hwy. to Vermontville Hwy. 6l $ 94,000]
7.  Bellevue Hwy. - Marshall Rd. to Sherman Rd. 5 $ 90,000]
8. Five Point Hwy. — Cochran Rd. to Narrow Lake Rd. 3 48,000]
9.  Narrow Lake Rd. - Bellevue Hwy. to Mills Hwy. 5 $ 90,000]
10. Bellevue Hwy. - Peck Rd. to Waverly Rd. 5 $ 90,000]
11. Needmore Hwy. and Doane Hwy. - Cochran Rd. to Hartel Rd. 5.5 $ 94,000]
12. Royston Rd. - Bellevue Hwy. to Five Point Hwy. 4 $ 64,000}
Total = 55.5] $ 952,000
Projected funding and possible mileage = 28 % 450,000]



Jan 2010

COMPLETE FOR ALL PROJECTS

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS

PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM

HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Applicant Agency:

Ingham County Road Commission

2013 Rural
10-13 TIP Submittal

Project Location:

Zimmer Road - M-43 to Haslett Road

(I project ferminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Inside/Outside Urban Area;

QOutside

Functional Classification:

Rural Major Collector

Federal Funding System (NHS.STP):

Rural STP

Project Code: Preservation 14 - Resurfacing
Estimated Project Cost
Federal Fiscal Year
Funding Requested
ftem Total Cost Federal Share Local Match (Oct 1 - Sept 30)
Design 30,000 XXXXXXXXXXKXXXXXXXXX 30,000
R.O.W. -0- XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXKX -0-
Construction 1,210,000 80% - 968,000 20%- 242,000 2012/2013
Construction Engineering 40,000 XXXXXXOOXCKHXXXXKXXX 40,000
TOTAL 1,280,000 968,000 312,000
} Proposed Implementation Schedule
ltems Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May | June | July Aug Sept
1. Availability of Local Match 2013
2. R.OMW. Acquisition
3. Design 2012
4. EISEEA
5. Bid, Letting 2013
6. Contract 2013
I PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Reconstruct existing 2-lane roadway. The proposed work is slated for Zimmer Road from M-43 to the Red Cedar River
and from Sherwood to Haslett. The portion between is within the Small Urban boundary and therefore is the subject of a
different application, utilizing Small Urban finding.

(% NON-MOTORIZED BENEFITS

Does this project include elements designed to benefit non-motorized traffic?

Yes X _No

Iv. CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL VISION POLICY MAP (Appendix D)

Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Policy Map? __ X _ Yes No

Consistent with Principle #14.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ACTIVITIES

Has this project been presented to the local agency policy board?

Has this project been presented at a public hearing?

Has your agency received written comments concerning the proposed project?

Summarize:

X _Yes

X __Yes

No

Jan. 11, 2010

Date

No TCRPC 10-13 TIP Public Hearing _ Date

Yes X No




For Office Use Only

TF.#
RURAL STP
HIGHWAY PROJECT DATA SHEET
Task Force #6
Fiscal Year __2013 County __Ingham District___ TCRPC County Priority High
HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Route Name:___Zimmer Road Length: 3.60 Miles No. Ex. Lanes;___ 2
From:___M-43 (Grand River Ave.) To:__Haslett Road Funct. Class:___Rural Major Collector
ADT:__ 2770 (2007) Fix Life: 15 Years

Proposed Work:

Work Type Code;___ Preservation 14 - Resurface

Description of Work:___Full depth cold-in-place reclamation of existing pavement and aggregate base to provide

stabilized base for a 3-inch HMA overlay, including culvert replacement, drainage improvements, and aggregate

shoulders.

Project Justification: The existing pavement is in very poor condition and is a major maintenance problem. The

existing pavement is thin and past the point where and overlay would provide long lasting service. Recycling and

stabilizing the existing pavement structure will eliminate reflective cracking so often seen when an overlay is applied

in a situation such as this road. After the base material has been recycled / reclaimed, the HMA wearing is applied.

The resulting facility should last the design life, or longer

Project Costs:  (Not to include ROW or PE)

Construction Costs;__$1,110,000 Contingencies:__$100,000 Total__$1,210,000

Fund Source:

STP__$968,000 STP Carryover Local Match (20% STP) __$242,000
EDF-D EDF-D Carryover Local Match (25% EDF)
Other (please specify)

Local Contact:
Completed by: Robert H. Peterson, P.E. Title: Director of Engineering
Phone No. 517-676-9722 Date:  January 11,2010

Fax No. 517-676-2085 Email:  rpeterson@inghamerc.org



Complete for ) 2 3) 4) 5

Urban intersection LO.S. Existing* Points Design Points

projects

(option one) E 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.32
D 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.74
C 0.3 0.6 0.3 1.0
B 0.1 04 0.1 1.0
A 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.0

STP PROJECT RANKING CRITERIA
PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM FOR HIGHWAY PROJECTS

PROJECT LOCATION: Zimmer Road - M-43 to Haslett Road
(If project terminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Projects located within the Lansing Urbanized Area should use the urban ranking criteria. Projects located within the urban boundary
of Charlotte, Grand Ledge, Mason, or St. Johns should use the small urban ranking criteria. All others should use the rural criteria.
Applicants should be careful to complete the section appropriate to their jurisdiction and project type. Directions are provided within
shaded boxes to clarify which jurisdictions must complete a particular section.

LA Capacity {0-45 Pts. Urban
Note: For intersection projects, follow the procedure under 1.-A-1 or I-A-2, or submit a generally accepted
intersection capacity analysis using the Highway Capacity Software, Greenshields, HCM Cinema, TEAPAC, etc.
Then calculate points based on the tables under 1.-A-1 or 1.-A-2. See instructions beginning on page 27.

1- A-1 Intersection Signal Cycle Failures

*

Ratio of existing signal cycle failures to total cycles counted during the peak period.

Table 2 CALCULATION OF POINTS

Values Obtained from Table 1

Product of Points
(2) 3) (4) (5) Col. 3x Col.5

Road 1 (Project)

Approach 1

Approach 2
Road 2

Approach 1

Approach 2

Raw Score
(divide by number of approaches) =




1- A-2 Intersection Critical Lane Volume

Compblete for
Intersection P
(option two)

Complete for All
Urban Highway
Projects

Table 3
(1 (2) () )
rg';b;: Existing Critical Design Critical
) Lane Volume Points Lane Volume Points
> 1500 1.0 > 1500 0.0
1350-1500 0.8 1350-1500 0.3
1200-1349 06 1200-1349 0.7
1050-1199 0.4 1050-1199 1.0
900-1049 0.2 900-1049 1.0
<900 0.0 <900 1.0
*  Use Transportation Research Circular 212, January, 1980.
Table 4 CALCULATION OF POINTS
Values Obtained from Table 3
PRODUCT OF POINTS
Project 2 @) (4) (5) Col. 2 x col. 4
Road
Raw Score
1-A-3 Simplified Highway Working Capacity
Table 5 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY
a. b. C.
Daily
Design Capacity Adjustment Adjusted "C"
(derived from Table Factor to Capacity
8) "C" (a.xb.)
Existing facility x .85
Proposed facility x .85
Table 6 VOLUME/CAPACITY RATIO, LEVEL OF SERVICE, CALCULATION OF POINTS
A B. C. D. E.
Current Capacity Volume/ Level of Service
Daily (Table 5, Capacity (AE) Points
Volume Columnc.) Ratio (Table 7) (Table 7)
Existing facility |
Proposed facility
Existing facility points x proposed facility points = Raw Score
Calculate for I-A-1, I-A-2, or I-A-3: Weight (45) x raw score = point allocation
30 x = (Points Earned)




Table 7 LEVEL OF SERVICE/POINTS

Volume/Capacity Level of Existing Proposed Design
Ratio Service Points Points
0.00-0.50 A 2 1.0
0.51- 0.75 B 4 1.0
0.76-1.00 C 6 1.0
1.01-1.25 D ; 8 74
>1.26 E-F 1.0 .32

Table 8 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY FOR URBAN CORRIDORS*

Use this table to derive a simplified corridor capacity for use in Factor |.-A.-3. If preferred, applicants may provide capacities
generated from HCS or some other recognized capacity software. In such cases, documentation must be provided.

National Functional Number of Lanes

Classification (includes center tum lane) Non-Signalized Corridor Signalized Corridor

Principle Arterial 2 15000 11444
3 17300 13111
4 42400 24222
5 48800 27889
6 63600 37222
7 73100 42778

Minor Arterial 2 13500 9222
3 15500 10667
4 34500 18444
5 39600 21222
6 53200 27556

Collector 2 8900 4111
3 10200 4778
4 18600 8333
5 | e 9556

* This simplified capacity lookup table was adapted by MDOT and TCRPC staff from research conducted in Florida by

consultants for the Florida Department of Transportation.




I-B Volume Factor (0-40 Pts. Small Urban; 0-30 Pts. Rural).

A volume factor

Complete For - Small
Urban and Rural

Projects

Complete for all

is calculated for each roadway project based on the latest 24-hour count.
Awarded
Daily Traffic/ Points (Circle Daily Traffic/ Awarded
Small Urban appropriate value) Rural Points
Over 6000 30 Over 4000 23
5251 - 6000 27 3501 - 4000 20
4501 - 5250 24 3001 - 3500 17
3751 - 4500 21 2501 - 3000 (14 )
3001 - 3750 18 2001 - 2500 1
2251 - 3000 15 1501 - 2000 8
1501 - 2250 12 1001 - 1500 5
751 - 1500 9 501 - 1000 2
0-750 6 0-500 0

Accident Rate (0-10 Pts.). Agreater number of points are awarded for locations with higher accident rates. Accident
data for the most recent three year period should be used to calculate the average accident rate. Separate methods
of calculating these rates are used for roadway segments and intersections as shown below. Multiple year accident
and traffic volume data for three years, if available, should be averaged. These accident figures are then used to

Highway Projects calculate an accident rate per million vehicle miles of travel for highway projects in “A” below. Intersection projects
should use the procedure in “B" below to calculate a rate per million entering vehicles. The products are then used
to determine a point score in item “C".
# Accidents Traffic Volumes Year
1. 2,770 2007
2. 2448 2005
3. 2,385 2004
4, 50 (Total) 7,603  (Total)
5. 17 (Average) 2,534 (Average)
(2003 - 2005)
ROADWAYS
A) # Accidents = Annual accidents per million VMT

Traffic volume x .000365 x length in miles

(# Accidents) 17 = 5.10 (Accident Rate)

(Volume) 2,534 x .000365 x (length in miles) 3.60



Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

B)

INTERSECTIONS

Total 2-way Volumes for each leg of intersection x .000365 = million entering vehicles (MEV)

2
{Volume) x.000365 = (MEV)
2
# Accidents = Accident Rate
(MEV)
{Accidents) = {Accident Rate)

(MEV)

The rate obtained from A or B above will represent the points awarded, up to the maximum of 10 points. Round to the nearest
whole number.

5 points
If there are specific measures proposed to alleviate existing accident problems at this location, please describe. (Attach
additional pages if necessary for this or subsequent narrative descriptions):

Activity Center (Information Only). This factor emphasizes the importance of transportation in economic development. No
points are awarded, but consideration should be given on the basis of providing access to major traffic generators or centers
of economic activity, facilitating orderly development, and enhancing bus routing. Identify whether the following circumstances

apply:

1. Project provides increased access to a major traffic generator
or center of regional significance (e.g., shopping centers,
educational facilities, recreational facilities, industrial and other
employment centers). !f yes, provide a map showing the
proposed improvement in relation to the generator and
describe what activity centers are served by this improvement.

Yes No

Describe:

2. Does the project address needs in a high growth area of the region. (e.g., population growth)?

Yes No
X

If yes, describe:
Yes No

3. Is the project currently on a fixed public transit route? X




Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

Physical Condition (0-45 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-55 Pts. Rural). This category rates the structural ability of a
roadway to sustain current traffic. Considerable engineering judgement is required to rate projects according to the criteria
listed below. Any project listing the maximum number of points awarded under any of these three categories should be
supported with an explanation or justification for the points claimed.
A Surface Deterioration (0-23 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-28 Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
None requiring maintenance, though some indication of initial
deterioration may be evident.
‘ 0 pts. 0pts
Scattered deterioration requiring occasional
maintenance. 9 pts. 11.5 pts
Intolerable deterioration requiring frequent or continuous "
maintenance. 18 pis.
Comment:

B. Integration of Assett Management (5 Pts.) Michigan's asset management program is an ongoing process
of maintaining, upgrading, and operating physical assets (the transportation system) cost effectively, base
on a continuous physical inventory and condition assessment.

Provide the latest PASER ratings (provide all ratings along the proposed corridor because ratings may vary)
along this corridor. Also provide year rated.

2008 Data; M-43 to Sherwood & Germany to Haslett = 4 rating
Sherwood to Germany = 3 rating

1 Add 1 point for response

Is this project's development consistent with the asset management approach to maintaining road systems
(e.g. crack seal, seal coat, thin overlay, or similar treatments)?

1 Add 1 point if consistent

Is your agency in compliance with Act 499 of Public Acts of 2002 by submitting information on total miles
and conditions of roads and bridges?

2 Add 2 points if applicable

Is your agency in compliance with the requirement to electronically report a three year list of planned
projects?

1 Add 1 point if applicable

5 _ Total point from B: Integration of Asset Management



Complete
for all
Highway
Projects

C. Base Conditions (0-13 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-16

Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
Excellent, well-drained support soil base with adequate sub- 0 pts. 0 pts
base.
Fairly well drained base materials with little or no sub-base, 6.5 pts. 8 pts
yielding some rough spots, frost heave, and pavement
deterioration.
Predominantly poor drainage material and base or lack of sub- 13 pts. (t6pts )
base, resulting in exessive frost heave, cracking, and
displacement, or having Spring Load Restrictions, or extremely
expensive to maintain.
Comment:
D. Drainage Conditions (0-9 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-
11 Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban ural
(Circle as appropriate)
Adequate drainage.
0 pts. 0 pts
Tolerable drainage. 4.5 pts. ( 55pts )
Inadequate drainage producing frequent 9 pts. 11pts
flooding, requiring excessive maintenance.
Comment:

E Sum of A 23.0
B 5.0

C 16.0

D 5.5

Total: 495

V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile (Information Only). A cost per vehicle mile is calculated for each roadway project based on the

most recent 24-hour traffic counts. Recent counts may be averaged, but must be documented. Also, please document
length of the project and total federal share of project cost. No points are allocated for this item, but relative costs are
considered during the project selection process.

1.

2.

Traffic Count(s): 2,534
Total Federal Share of Construction Cost = Cost Factor
24 hour traffic count x length
$968,000 (cost) = § 106.11

(cost per vehicle mile)

(count) 2,534 x 3.60 (length)



Complete
for all
Highway
Projects

VI

Vil

Environmental Impacts (Information Only).

Will the project have a discernible impact on any of the
following environmental concerns? Check as Negative No Positive
appropriate. Impact impact Impact

1. Impact on air quality improvement.

impact on energy conservation.

Impact on noise reduction.

Impact on habitat preservation.

SR Pl ESC N D

Impact on wetlands preservation.

X X X X X |X

6. Impact on endangered species.

Explain or describe any anticipated impacts in the space below.

Freight Impacts (Information Only)

Does this project improve access for freight? Yes (No 7

Does this project reduce travel times for freight? No
Does this project enhance connectivity for freight transportation? Yes

Does this project allow for improved delivery of service? No

Describe any additional positive impacts on freight transportation.

* Will this project improve travel times to an intermodal transit facility? Describe.

VIIL

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Architecture Consistency (Information Only)

Does your project include ITS components? NO
Describe your project's ITS elements, and the benefits this will bring:

Is this project compatible with the regional ITS architecture?
Yes No Don't know
Non-Motorized Projects (5 Pts.} Ifthe probosed project will include elements specifically benefitting non-motorized traffic (e.g.

bicycle lanes), add 5 points. Non-motorized components must be included in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan to receive
points in this category. Submit documentation showing this project is in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan.

Add 5 points if applicable.



Section 10K of Act No. 82 of the State Legislature (2006) calls for not less than 1% of Michigan Transportation Funds (MTF)
to be expended for construction or improvement of non-motorized transportation services and facilities. This may include
paving of unpaved shoulders, the addition or improvement of a sidewalk in a city or village, or any other appropriate
measure which facilitates non-motorized transportation. If you are seeking funding for such a non-motorized component of a
highway project, provide a brief description of the non-motorized improvements, and the rationale for the number of points claimed.

How will this project improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the project area?

Does this project enhance safety in a Safe Routes to School context?  Yes

How; Please describe:

Is the proposed project within two miles of a school? Yes
X. Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future”

A Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Plan Policy Map?

No

Provide support for project's consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

B. Has the local government where this project will be located adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies
contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future™?
Yes No Endorsed
C. If applicable, has your independent transportation agency adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies

contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future™?

No Not applicable

D. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #14? The regional transportation priority will be to
enhance and preserve the existing road network, public transit and non-motorized transportation modes rather than
further expansion of the road network in rural areas.?

No

4 Add 4 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Aftach separate page if necessary.

The project preserves and enhances the existing roadway, improves the safety of the motoring

public, including public transit, if applicable,




XL

XIL

E. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #19: Pathways, sidewalks, trails and on-street bike
facilities should be developed and enhanced to provide alternatives to motorized transportation, improve linkages
to recreational opportunities for regional residents and provide public health benefits by offering opportunities for
physical activity.?

Yes

Add 3 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Aftach separate page if necessary.

F. Does the project support increase in housing or population density consistent with the Regional Growth Project
principles (improve-expand; management/operations; and land use, community development and other community
impacts, projects only)?

No Don't Know

3 Add 3 points if applicable (only applies to Urban and Small Urban projects)

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

7___ Sum of points under X, Consistency with “Reqgional Growth: Choices for Our Future”
(0-10 pts. Urban/Small Urban: 0-7 pts. Rural)

Historic Preservation Considerations (Information Only)

Is the proposed project in or adjacent to a historic district site? Yes No

If s0, describe the nature and proximity of this connection.

Is the site or structure identified on an eligible list of qualified historic places? Yes No
Will there be any adverse impacts on the historic district or structure? Yes No Not applicable
If yes, explain:

Land Use, Community Development and Other Community Impacts

(Projects applying under this program category will be considered for a set aside priority. Given the qualitative nature of this
set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects applying under this section will be considered
for set aside funding first).

Will the proposed project support coordinated and comprehensive development planning? ~ Yes ~ No
Explain:

Will the proposed project facilitate the use of previously used industrial sites for base industry jobs?
Yes No

Explain:




Will the proposed project support the creation or retention of quality jobs? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project promote safe and efficient transportation of goods and services to and from regional firms?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project help to overcome barriers to locating or expanding businesses and employers in the region?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project assist in retaining and expanding quality jobs in base industries? Yes No
Explain:

Is the proposed project consistent with the character of the area, and will it include context sensitive solution principles?

Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support principles of strengthening city or town centers, focused growth areas, clustered

development or protection of environmentally sensitive or agricultural lands? Yes No
Explain:
Will the proposed project support and encourage use of alternative modes? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support or encourage higher population or housing densities consistent with the Preferred Aifemative
land use pattern, the so called ?Wise Growth? scenario? : Yes No
Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Long Range Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project support?

Will the project be eligible under other program categories? Yes No
Explain:




XIil. Management and Operations Projects (Projects applying under the program category will be considered for a set aside
priority. Given the qualitative nature of this set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects
applying under this section will be considered for set aside funding first).

Is the program or project consistent with the land use and community character within the project area or the corridor, which
is defined to include the area between building facade to building facade, and does it consider all users of the area, regardless
of mode?

Explain: Yes No

Does the program or project improve operations for all users and modes?

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the project reduce delay and improve safety in:

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No
Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operations or resolve a specific safety problem at a specific location?
Yes No

Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project
support?

Yes No

Explain:




Computation of Final Score

Urban STP Small Urban STP Rural STP
Criteria Maximum | Score Maximum | Score Maximum | Score
I-A  Capacity (Urban) 30 XXXX XXXX XXXX - XXXX
I-B  Volume Factor (Small Urban/Rural) XXXX XXXX 30 23 14
fl. Accident Rate 10 10 10 5
lIl.  Activity Center (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V.  Physical Condition / Integration of Asset 45 45 55 49.5
Management : ,
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile: $_106.11
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXX
VI.  Environmental Impacts (see narrative)
VIl Freight Impacts (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
ViIl.  Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Architecture Consistency (see narrative) ,
IX.  Non-Motorized Projects 5 5 5 0
X.  Regional Growth Project Consistency 10 10 7 7
XI.  Historic Preservation : ,
Consideration (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Xil.  Land Use, Community e
Development and Other XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Community Impacts
XIll. Management and Operations
Projects XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
TOTAL 100 4 100 - 100 75.5




Jan 2010

COMPLETE FOR ALL PROJECTS 2014 Rural

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS
PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM
HIGHWAY PROJECTS

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT
Applicant Agency:

Ingham County Road Commission

Project Location: Countywide Chip Seal Program

(I project terminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Inside/Outside Urban Area: Outside

Functional Classification: Rural Collector Roads

Federal Funding System (NHS.STP): Rural STP

Project Code: Preservation 14 - Resurfacing (Capital Preventative maintenance)
Estimated Project Cost
Federal Fiscal Year
Funding Requested
ltem Total Cost Federal Share Local Match (Oct 1 - Sept 30)
Design -0- XXXOXKXXXXXXKXXXXXX -0-
R.O.W. -0- XXX KON -0-
Construction 596,125 80% - 476,900 20%- 119,225 2013/2014
Construction Engineering -0- XXRKKXXXXXXXXXXKXX -0-
TOTAL 596,125 476,900 119,225
Proposed Implementation Schedule
ltems Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May | June | July Aug Sept
1. Availability of Local Match 2014
2. R.O.W. Acquisition
3. Design 2013
4. EIS/EA
5. Bid, Letting 2014
6. Contract 2014
Il PROJECT DESCRIPTION

25 to 30 miles of bituminous skin patching with chip seal resurfacing on various rural roadways within the county.

NON-MOTORIZED BENEFITS

Does this project include elements designed to benefit non-motorized traffic? ___X__Yes No

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL VISION POLICY MAP (Appendix D)
Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Policy Map? _ X Yes No

Consistent with Principle #14.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ACTIVITIES

Has this project been presented to the local agency policy board? __ X Yes No _ Jan. 11,2010 Date

Has this project been presented at a public hearing? _ X Yes No Date

Has your agency received written comments concerning the proposed project? Yes _ X No

Summarize:




For Office Use Only

TF. #
RURAL STP
HIGHWAY PROJECT DATA SHEET

Task Force #6
Fiscal Year __2014 County __Ingham District __ TCRPC County Priority High
HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Route Name;__ Various Roads Length:__ 25 to 30Miles No. Ex. Lanes:___ 2 (typically)
From;__ Alaiedon Twp. To:__White Oak Twp. Funct. Class:___Rural Collector Roads
ADT:__ Varies Fix Life: 7 Years

Proposed Work:

Work Type Code;__ Preservation 14 - Resurface

Description of Work:___25 to 30 miles of bituminous skin patching with chip seal resurfacing on various rural roadways

within the county. Work to be performed by ICRC forces in accordance with MDOT-LAP rules.

Project Justification: A chip seal program goes a long way towards preserving roads that are structurally

sound, but in need of minor skin patching and/or sealing. The key is to apply chip seals

to only good candidate roads.

Project Costs:  (Not to include ROW or PE)

Construction Costs:__$536,500 Contingencies:__$59,625 Total:__$596,125

Fund Source:

STP __ $476.900 STP Carryover Local Match (20% STP) __$119,225
EDF-D EDF-D Carryover Local Match (25% EDF)
Other (please specify)

Local Contact:
Completed by: Robert H. Peterson, P.E. Title: Director of Engineering
Phone No. 517-676-9722 Date:  January 11, 2010

Fax No. 517-676-2085 Email:  rpeterson@inghamcrc.org



STP PROJECT RANKING CRITERIA
PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM FOR HIGHWAY PROJECTS

PROJECT LOCATION: Countywide Chip Seal Program

(If project terminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Projects located within the Lansing Urbanized Area should use the urban ranking criteria. Projects located within the
urban boundary of Charlotte, Grand Ledge, Mason, or St. Johns should use the small urban ranking criteria. All others
should use the rural criteria. Applicants should be careful to complete the section appropriate to their jurisdiction and
project type. Directions are provided within shaded boxes to clarify which jurisdictions must complete a particular
section.

Complete for . (0 2 ©) 4) ®)

Urban intersection L.OS. Existing* Points Design Points

projects

(option one) E 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.32
D 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.74
C 0.3 0.6 0.3 1.0
B 0.1 0.4 0.1 1.0
A 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.0

LA Capacity (0-45 Pts. Urban)
Note: For intersection projects, follow the procedure under L.-A-1 or I-A-2, or submit a generally
accepted intersection capacity analysis using the Highway Capacity Software, Greenshields, HCM
Cinema, TEAPAC, etc. Then calculate points based on the tables under I.-A-1 or 1.-A-2. See
instructions beginning on page 27.

1- A-1 Intersection Signal Cycle Failures

*  Ratjo of existing signal cycle failures to total cycles counted during the peak period.

Table 2 CALCULATION OF POINTS

Values Obtained from Table 1
Product of

Points
)] 3 Q) ®) Col. 3 x Col.5

Road 1 (Project)
Approach 1

Approach 2

Road 2
Approach 1

Approach 2

Raw Score
(divide by number of approaches) =




1- A-2 Intersection Critical Lane Volume

Table 3
%
Complete for Urban Exi D* ) RO )
; . xisting Critical Design Critical
Intersection  Projects Lane Volume Points Lane Volume Points
(option two)
> 1500 1.0 > 1500 0.0
1350-1500 0.8 1350-1500 0.3
1200-1349 0.6 1200-1349 0.7
1050-1199 0.4 1050-1199 1.0
900-1049 0.2 900-1049 1.0
<900 0.0 <900 1.0

*  Use Transportation Research Circular 212, January, 1980.

Table 4 CALCULATION OF POINTS

Values Obtained from Table 3
PRODUCT OF POINTS
Project 2 3 4) (5) Col. 2x col. 4
Road
Raw Score

1-A-3 Simplified Highway Working Capacity

Table 5 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY

a. b. c.
Daily
C°mP|3t_e for All Design Capacity Adjustment Adjusted "C"
Urbf‘m Highway (derived from Factor to Capacity
Projects Table 8) o (a.x b))
Existing facility x .85
Proposed facility x .85

Table 6 VOLUME/CAPACITY RATIO, LEVEL OF SERVICE, CALCULATION OF POINTS

A. B. C. D. E.
Current Capacity Volume/ Level of
Daily (Table 5, Capacity Service (A-E) Points
Volume Column c.) Ratio (Table 7) (Table 7)
Existing facility
Proposed facility
Existing facility points x proposed facility points = Raw Score

Calculate for I-A-1, [-A-2, or I-A-3: Weight (45) x raw score = point allocation

30x = (Points Earned)




Table 7 LEVEL OF SERVICE/POINTS

Volume/Capacity Level of Existing Proposed Design
Ratio Service Points Points
0.00 - 0.50 A 2 1.0
0.51- 0.75 B 4 1.0
0.76 - 1.00 C .6 1.0
1.01-1.25 D 8 74
>1.26 E-F 1.0 32

Table 8 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY FOR URBAN CORRIDORS*

Use this table to derive a simplified corridor capacity for use in Factor 1.-A.-3. If preferred, applicants may provide
capacities generated from HCS or some other recognized capacity software. In such cases, documentation must be
provided.

National Functional Number of Lanes
Classification (includes center turn lane) | Non-Signalized Corridor | Signalized Corridor
Principle Arterial 2 15000 11444
3 17300 13111
4 42400 24222
5 48800 27889
6 63600 37222
7 73100 42778
Minor Arterial 2 13500 9222
3 15500 10667
4 34500 18444
5 39600 21222
6 53200 27556
Collector 2 8900 4111
3 10200 4778
4 18600 8333
s e 9556
* This simplified capacity lookup table was adapted by MDOT and TCRPC staff from research conducted in
Florida by consultants for the Florida Department of Transportation.




L-B Volume Factor (0-40 Pts. Small Urban; 0-30 Pts. Rural).
A volume factor is calculated for each roadway project based on the latest 24-hour count.

Complete For Small
Urban and Rural
Projects

II.

Complete for all

Awarded

Daily Traffic/ Points (Circle Daily Traffic/ Awarded
Small Urban appropriate value) Rural Points
Over 6000 30 Over 4000 23
5251 - 6000 27 3501 - 4000 20
4501 - 5250 24 3001 - 3500 17

3751 - 4500 21 2501 - 3000 (14)
3001 - 3750 18 2001 - 2500 -171
2251 - 3000 15 1501 - 2000 8
1501 - 2250 12 1001 - 1500 5
751 - 1500 9 | 501 - 1000 2
0-750 6 0-500 0

Accident Rate (0-10 Pts.). A greater number of points are awarded for locations with higher accident
rates. Accident data for the most recent three year period should be used to calculate the average accident
rate. Separate methods of calculating these rates are used for roadway segments and intersections as
shown below. Multiple year accident and traffic volume data for three years, if available, should be

Highway Projects averaged. These accident figures are then used to calculate an accident rate per million vehicle miles of
travel for highway projects in "A" below. Intersection projects should use the procedure in "B" below to
calculate a rate per million entering vehicles. The products are then used to determine a point score in
item "C".

# Accidents Traffic Volumes Year
1. _
2. -
3. -
4, (Total) (Total)
5. (Average) (Average)

(2003 - 2005)

ROADWAYS
A) # Accidents = Annual accidents per million VMT
Traffic volume x .000365 x length in miles
(# Accidents) = (Accident Rate)

(Volume) x .000365 x (length in miles)



Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

B)

INTERSECTIONS

Total 2-way Volumes for each leg of intersection x.000365 = million entering vehicles (MEV)

2
(Volume) x.000365 = (MEV)
2
# Accidents = Accident Rate
(MEV)
(Accidents) = (Accident Rate)

(MEV)

The rate obtained from A or B above will represent the points awarded, up to the maximum of 10 points. Round to the nearest
whole number.

points
If there are specific measures proposed to alleviate existing accident problems at this location, please describe. (Attach
additional pages if necessary for this or subsequent narrative descriptions):

Activity Center (Information Only). This factor emphasizes the importance of transportation in economic development. No
points are awarded, but consideration should be given on the basis of providing access to major traffic generators or centers
of economic activity, facilitating orderly development, and enhancing bus routing. Identify whether the following circumstances

apply:

1. Project provides increased access to a major traffic generator
or center of regional significance (e.g., shopping centers,
educational facilities, recreational facilities, industrial and other
employment centers). If yes, provide a map showing the
proposed improvement in refation to the generator and
describe what activity centers are served by this improvement.

Yes No

Describe:

2, Does the project address needs in a high growth area of the region. (e.g., population growth)?

Yes No
X
If yes, describe:
Yes No

3. Is the project currently on a fixed public transit route? X




Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

Physical Condition (0-45 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-55 Pts. Rural). This category rates the structural ability of a
roadway to sustain current traffic. Considerable engineering judgement s required to rate projects according to the criteria
listed below. Any project listing the maximum number of points awarded under any of these three categories should be
supported with an explanation or justification for the points claimed.
A Surface Deterioration (0-23 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-28 Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
None requiring maintenance, though some indication of initial
deterioration may be evident.
0 pts. Opts
Scattered deterioration requiring occasional
maintenance. 9 pts.
Intolerable deterioration requiring frequent or continuous
maintenance. 18 pts. 23 pt
Comment:

B. Integration of Assett Management (5 Pts.) Michigan's asset management program is an ongoing process
of maintaining, upgrading, and operating physical assets (the transportation system) cost effectively, base

on a continuous physical inventory and condition assessment.

Provide the latest PASER ratings (provide all ratings along the proposed corridor because ratings may vary)
along this corridor. Also provide year rated.

Good Candidates: Low 5 to High 6 rating

1 Add 1 point for response

Is this project’s development consistent with the asset management approach to maintaining road systems
(e.g. crack seal, seal coat, thin overlay, or similar treatments)?

1 Add 1 point if consistent

Is your agency in compliance with Act 499 of Public Acts of 2002 by submitting information on total miles
and conditions of roads and bridges?

2 Add 2 points if applicable

Is your agency in compliance with the requirement to electronically report a three year list of planned
projects?

1__ Add 1 point if applicable

5 _ Total point from B: Integration of Asset Management



C. Base Conditions (0-13 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-16

Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
Excellent, well-drained support soil base with adequate sub- 0 pts. 0 pts
base.
Fairly well drained base materials with little or no sub-base, 6.5 pts. < 8pts )
yielding some rough spots, frost heave, and pavement
deterioration.
Predominantly poor drainage material and base or lack of sub- 13 pts. 16 pts
base, resulting in exessive frost heave, cracking, and
displacement, or having Spring Load Restrictions, or extremely
expensive to maintain.
Comment:
D. Drainage Conditions (0-9 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-
11 Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
Adequate drainage.
0 pts. Opts
Tolerable drainage. 4.5 pts. @
Inadequate drainage producing frequent 9 pts. 11pts
flooding, requiring excessive maintenance.
Comment:

E. Sum of A 11.5
B 5.0
c 80
D 5.5
Total: 30.0

V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile (Information Only). A cost per vehicle mile is calculated for each roadway project based on the
most recent 24-hour traffic counts. Recent counts may be averaged, but must be documented. Also, please document
length of the project and total federal share of project cost. No points are allocated for this item, but relative costs are

g:':ﬁ lete considered during the project selection process.
Highway ' .
Projects 1. Traffic Count(s): 2,534

2. Total Federal Share of Construction Cost = Cost Factor
24 hour traffic count x length

$476,900 (cost) = §_672 (cost per vehicle mile)
(count) 2,534 x 28.0 (length)




VI, Environmental Impacts (Information Only).

Complete

forall - Will the project have a discernible impact on any of the

Highway following environmental concerns? Check as Negative No Positive
Projects appropriate. Impact Impact impact

1. Impact on air quality improvement.

Impact on energy conservation.

Impact on noise reduction.

Impact on habitat preservation.

S Fol Rl L

Impact on wetlands preservation.

X P x X X X IX

6. Impact on endangered species.

Explain or describe any anticipated impacts in the space below.

VII. Freight Impacts (Information Only)

Does this project improve access for freight? Yes
Does this project reduce fravel times for freight? Yes
Does this project enhance connectivity for freight transportation? Yes @
Does this project allow for improved delivery of service? Yes

Describe any additional positive impacts on freight transportation.

Wil this project improve travel times to an intermodal transit facility? Describe.

VIII. Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Architecture Consistency (Information Only)

Does your project include ITS components? NO
Describe your project's ITS elements, and the benefits this will bring:

Is this project compatible with the regional ITS architecture?
Yes No Don't know
IX Non-Motorized Projects (5 Pts.) If the proposed project will include elements specifically benefitting non-motorized traffic (e.g.

bicycle lanes), add 5 points. Non-motorized components must be included in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan to receive
points in this category. Submit documentation showing this project is in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan.

Add 5 points if applicable.



Section 10K of Act No. 82 of the State Legislature (2006) calls for not less than 1% of Michigan Transportation Funds (MTF)
to be expended for construction orimprovement of non-motorized transportation services and facilities. This may include
paving of unpaved shoulders, the addition or improvement of a sidewalk in a city or village, or any other appropriate
measure which facilitates non-motorized transportation. If you are seeking funding for such a non-motorized component of a
highway project, provide a brief description of the non-motorized improvements, and the rationale for the number of points claimed.

How will this project improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the project area?

Does this project enhance safety in a Safe Routes to School context?  Yes

How:; Please describe:

Is the proposed project within two miles of a school? Yes (No >

X Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future”
A Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Plan Policy Map?

No

Provide support for project's consistency. Attach separate page if nécessary.

B. Has the local government where this project will be located adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies
contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future™?

No Endorsed

C. If applicable, has your independent fransportation agency adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies
contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future™?

No Not applicable

D. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #14? The regional transportation priority will be to
enhance and preserve the existing road network, public transit and non-motorized transportation modes rather than
further expansion of the road network in rural areas.?

Yes, No
4 Add 4 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

The project preserves and enhances the existing roadway, improves the safety of the motoring

public, including public transit, if applicable.




Xl

XIL

E. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #19: Pathways, sidewalks, trails and on-street bike
facilities should be developed and enhanced to provide altemnatives to motorized transportation, improve linkages
to recreational opportunities for regional residents and provide public health benefits by offering opportunities for
physical activity.?

Yes

Add 3 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

F. Does the project support increase in housing or population density consistent with the Regional Growth Project
principles (improve-expand; management/operations; and land use, community development and other community
impacts, projects only)?

No Don't Know

3 Add 3 points if applicable (only applies to Urban and Small Urban projects)

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

7 Sum of points under X, Consistency with ‘Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future”
(0-10 pts. Urban/Small Urban: 0-7 pts. Rural)

Historic Preservation Considerations (Information Only)
Is the proposed project in or adjacent to a historic district site? Yes No

If so, describe the nature and proximity of this connection.

Is the site or structure identified on an eligible list of qualified historic places? Yes No
Will there be any adverse impacts on the historic district or structure? Yes No Not applicable
If yes, explain:

Land Use, Community Development and Other Community Impacts

(Projects applying under this program category will be considered for a set aside priority. Given the qualitative nature of this
set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects applying under this section will be considered
for set aside funding first).

Will the proposed project support coordinated and comprehensive development planning? ~ Yes ~ No
Explain:

Will the proposed project facilitate the use of previously used industrial sites for base industry jobs?

Yes No

Explain;




Will the proposed project support the creation or retention of quality jobs? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project promote safe and efficient transportation of goods and services to and from regional firms?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project help to overcome barriers to locating or expanding businesses and employers in the region?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project assist in retaining and expanding quality jobs in base industries? ~ Yes  No
Explain:

Is the proposed project consistent with the character of the area, and will it include context sensitive solution principles?

Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support principles of strengthening city or town centers, focused growth areas, clustered

development or protection of environmentally sensitive or agricultural lands? Yes No
Explain:
Will the proposed project support and encourage use of alternative modes? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support or encourage higher population or housing densities consistent with the Preferred Alternative
land use pattern, the so called ?Wise Growth? scenario? Yes No
Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Long Range Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project support?

Will the project be eligible under other program categories? Yes No
Explain:




Xil. Management and Operations Projects (Projects applying under the program category will be considered for a set aside
priority. Given the qualitative nature of this set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects
applying under this section will be considered for set aside funding first).

Is the program or project consistent with the land use and community character within the project area or the corridor, which
is defined to include the area between building facade to building facade, and does it consider all users of the area, regardiess
of mode?

Explain: Yes No

Does the program or project improve operations for all users and modes?

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the project reduce delay and improve safety in:

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No
Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operations or resolve a specific safety problem at a specific location?
Yes No

Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project
support?

Yes No

Explain:




Computation of Final Score

Urban STP Small Urban STP Rural STP
Criteria Maximum | Score Maximum Score Maximum | Score
l.-A  Capacity (Urban) 30 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
I-B  Volume Factor (Small Urban/Rural) XXXX XXXX 30 23 14
il. Accident Rate 10 10 10 N/A
HI.  Activity Center (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V. Physical Condition / Integration of Asset 45 45 55 30
Management
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile: $__ 6.72
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
VI, Environmental Impacts (see narrative)
VII.  Freight Impacts (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
VIIl.  Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Architecture Consistency (see narrative)
IX.  Non-Motorized Projects 5 5 5 N/A
X.  Regional Growth Project Consistency 10 10 7 7
XI.  Historic Preservation
Consideration (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXKX
Xll.  Land Use, Community
Development and Other XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Community Impacts
XIll. Management and Operations
Projects XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
TOTAL 100 100 100 51




Jan 2010

COMPLETE FOR ALL PROJECTS

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS

2010 Rural Stimulus

PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM

HIGHWAY PROJECTS

L DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Applicant Agency:

Ingham County Road Commission

Project Location:

Countywide Chip Seal Program

Inside/Qutside Urban Area;

Outside

(IFproject terminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Functional Classification:

Rural Collector Roads

Federal Funding System (NHS.STP):

Rural STP

Project Code: Preservation 14 - Resurfacing (Capital Preventative maintenance)
Estimated Project Cost
Federal Fiscal Year
Funding Requested
ltem Total Cost Federal Share Local Match (Oct 1 - Sept 30)
Design -0- XXXOOCKKXXXXXXXXKXXXX -0-
R.O.W. -0- XXXOCKIOOXXXXXXXXXXX -0-
Construction 450,000 450,000 -0- 2010/2011
Construction Engineering -0- XXXXXXKOOOKKXXXXX XXX -0-
TOTAL 450,000 450,000 -0-
Proposed Implementation Schedule
ltems Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May | June | July Aug Sept
1. Availability of Local Match 2011
2. R.OW. Acquisition
3. Design 2010
4. EISEEA
5. Bid, Letting 2011
6. Contract 2011
H PROJECT DESCRIPTION

<

25 to 30 miles of bituminous skin patching with chip seal resurfacing on various rural roadways within the county.
NON-MOTORIZED BENEFITS
Does this project include elements designed to benefit non-motorized traffic? __ X Yes No

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL VISION POLICY MAP (Appendix D)

Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Policy Map? _ X _Yes No

Consistent with Principle #14.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ACTIVITIES

Has this project been presented to the local agency policy board? __X__Yes No _ Jan. 11,2010 Date

Has this project been presented at a public hearing? Yes _ X No Date

Has your agency received written comments concerning the proposed project? Yes _ X No

Summarize:




For Office Use Only

TF. #
RURAL STP
HIGHWAY PROJECT DATA SHEET

Task Force #6
Fiscal Year _ 2010 County __Ingham District __ TCRPC County Priority High
HIGHWAY PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Route Name:__ Various Roads Length:__25 to 30Miles No. Ex. Lanes:___2 (typically)
From;__ Alaiedon Twp. To;__White Oak Twp. Funct. Class:;___ Rural Collector Roads
ADT:__ Varies Fix Life: 7 Years

Proposed Work:

Work Type Code:___ Preservation 14 - Resurface

Description of Work:___25 to 30 miles of bituminous skin patching with chip seal resurfacing on various rural roadways

within the county. Work to be performed by ICRC forces in accordance with MDOT-LAP rules.

Project Justification: A chip seal program goes a long way towards preserving roads that are structurally

sound, but in need of minor skin patching and/or sealing. The key is to apply chip seals

to only good candidate roads.

Project Costs:  (Not to include ROW or PE)

Construction Costs:__$450,000 Contingencies:__$0.00 Total:___$450,000

Fund Source:

STP __$450,000 STP Carryover Local Match (20% STP)
EDF-D EDF-D Carryover Local Match (25% EDF)
Other (please specify)

Local Contact:
Completed by: Robert H. Peterson, P.E. Title: Director of Engineering
Phone No. 517-676-9722 Date:  January 14, 2010

Fax No. 517-676-2085 Email:  rpeterson@inghamcrc.org



STP PROJECT RANKING CRITERIA
PRIORITY ASSESSMENT FORM FOR HIGHWAY PROJECTS

PROJECT LOCATION: Countywide Chip Seal Program

(If project terminates at mid-block, provide distance and direction from nearest intersection)

Projects located within the Lansing Urbanized Area should use the urban ranking criteria. Projects located within the
urban boundary of Charlotte, Grand Ledge, Mason, or St. Johns should use the small urban ranking criteria. All others
should use the rural criteria. Applicants should be careful to complete the section appropriate to their jurisdiction and
project type. Directions are provided within shaded boxes to clarify which jurisdictions must complete a particular
section.

Completefor (1) @ ®) ) 5)

Urban intersection L.O.S. Existing™® Points Design Points

projects

(option one) E 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.32
D 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.74
C 0.3 0.6 0.3 1.0
B 0.1 0.4 0.1 1.0
A 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.0

LA Capacity (0-45 Pts. Urban)
Note: For intersection projects, follow the procedure under I1.-A-1 or I-A-2, or submit a generally
accepted intersection capacity analysis using the Highway Capacity Software, Greenshields, HCM
Cinema, TEAPAC, etc. Then calculate points based on the tables under I.-A-1 or 1.-A-2. See
instructions beginning on page 27.

1- A-1 Intersection Signal Cycle Failures

*  Ratio of existing signal cycle failures to total cycles counted during the peak period.

Table 2 CALCULATION OF POINTS

Values Obtained from Table 1
Product of

Points
?) 3) © )| CoL 3 x Col5

Road 1 (Project)
Approach 1

Approach 2

Road 2
Approach 1

Approach 2

Raw Score
(divide by number of approaches) =




1- A-2 Intersection Critical 1.ane Volume

Table 3
%
Complete for Urban . .(1) . @ . @) .. @)
. . Existing Critical Design Critical
Intersection Projects . .
. Lane Volume Points Lane Volume Points
(option two)
> 1500 1.0 > 1500 0.0
1350-1500 0.8 1350-1500 0.3
1200-1349 0.6 1200-1349 0.7
1050-1199 0.4 1050-1199 1.0
900-1049 0.2 900-1049 1.0
<900 0.0 <900 1.0

*  Use Transportation Research Circular 212, January, 1980.

Table 4 CALCULATION OF POINTS

Values Obtained from Table 3
PRODUCT OF POINTS
Project ) (3) ) (5) Col. 2x col. 4
Road
Raw Score

1-A-3 Simplified Highway Working Capacity

Table 5 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY

a. b. c.
: Daily
Complete for All Design Capacity Adjustment Adjusted "C"
Urban Highway (derived from Factor to Capacity
Projects Table 8) nC (a. xb.)
Existing facility x .85
Proposed facility x .85

Table 6 VOLUME/CAPACITY RATIO, LEVEL OF SERVICE, CALCULATION OF POINTS

A. B. C. D. E.
Current Capacity Volume/ Level of
Daily (Table S, Capacity Service (A-E) Points
Volume Column c.) Ratio (Table 7) (Table 7)
Existing facility
Proposed facility
Existing facility points x proposed facility points = Raw Score

Calculate for I-A-1, I-A-2, or I-A-3: Weight (45) x raw score = point allocation

30x = (Points Earned)




Table 7 LEVEL OF SERVICE/POINTS

Volume/Capacity Level of Existing Proposed Design
Ratio Service Points Points
0.00 - 0.50 A 2 1.0
0.51- 0.75 B 4 1.0
0.76 - 1.00 C .6 1.0
1.01-1.25 D .8 74
>1.26 E-F 1.0 32

Table 8 SIMPLIFIED HIGHWAY WORKING CAPACITY FOR URBAN CORRIDORS*

Use this table to derive a simplified corridor capacity for use in Factor L-A.-3. If preferred, applicants may provide
capacities generated from HCS or some other recognized capacity software. In such cases, documentation must be

provided.

National Functional Number of Lanes
Classification (includes center turn lane) | Non-Signalized Corridor | Signalized Corridor
Principle Arterial 2 15000 11444
3 17300 13111
4 42400 24222
5 48800 27889
6 63600 37222
7 73100 42778
Minor Arterial 2 13500 9222
3 15500 10667
4 34500 18444
5 39600 21222
6 53200 27556
Collector 2 8900 4111
3 10200 4778
4 18600 8333
s | e 9556
* This simplified capacity lookup table was adapted by MDOT and TCRPC staff from research conducted in
Florida by consultants for the Florida Department of Transportation.




L-B Volume Factor (0-40 Pts. Small Urban; 0-30 Pts. Rural).

A volume

Complete For Small
Urban and Rural
Projects

II.

Complete for all

factor is calculated for each roadway project based on the latest 24-hour count.

Awarded

Daily Traffic/ Points (Circle Daily Traffic/ Awarded
Small Urban appropriate value) Rural Points

Over 6000 30 Over 4000 23
5251 - 6000 27 3501 - 4000 20
4501 - 5250 24 3001 - 3500 17
3751 - 4500 21 2501 - 3000 (14 )
3001 - 3750 18 2001 - 2500 '1'1
2251 -3000 15 1501 - 2000 8
1501 - 2250 12 1001 - 1500 5

751 - 1500 9 501 - 1000 2

0-750 6 0-500 0

Accident Rate (0-10 Pts.). A greater number of points are awarded for locations with higher accident
rates. Accident data for the most recent three year period should be used to calculate the average accident
rate. Separate methods of calculating these rates are used for roadway segments and intersections as
shown below. Multiple year accident and traffic volume data for three years, if available, should be

Highway Projects averaged. These accident figures are then used to calculate an accident rate per million vehicle miles of
travel for highway projects in "A" below. Intersection projects should use the procedure in "B" below to
calculate a rate per million entering vehicles. The products are then used to determine a point score in
item "C".

# Accidents Traffic Volumes Year
1.
2. —_—
3.
4, (Total) {Total)
5. (Average) (Average)

(2003 - 2005)

ROADWAYS
A) # Accidents = Annual accidents per million VMT
Traffic volume x .000365 x length in miles
(# Accidents) = (Accident Rate)

(Volume) x .000365 x (length in miles)



Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

B)

INTERSECTIONS

Total 2-way Volumes for each leg of intersection x.000365 = million entering vehicles (MEV)

2
(Volume) x.000365 = (MEV)
2
# Accidents = Accident Rate
(MEV)
(Accidents) = (Accident Rate)

(MEV)

The rate obtained from A or B above will represent the points awarded, up to the maximum of 10 points. Round to the nearest
whole number.
points

If there are specific measures proposed to alleviate existing accident problems at this location, please describe. (Attach
additional pages if necessary for this or subsequent narrative descriptions):.

Activity Center (Information Only). This factor emphasizes the importance of transportation in economic development. No
points are awarded, but consideration should be given on the basis of providing access to major traffic generators or centers
of economic activity, facilitating orderly development, and enhancing bus routing. dentify whether the following circumstances

apply:

1. Project provides increased access to a major traffic generator
or center of regional significance (e.g., shopping centers,
educational facilities, recreational facilities, industrial and other
employment centers). If yes, provide a map showing the
proposed improvement in relation to the generator and
describe what activity centers are served by this improvement.

Yes No

Describe:

2. Does the project address needs in a high growth area of the region. (e.g., population growth)?

Yes No
X
If yes, describe:
Yes No

3. Is the project currently on a fixed public fransit route? X




Complete
for all

Highway
Projects

Physical Condition (0-45 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-55 Pts. Rural). This category rates the structural ability of a
roadway to sustain current traffic. Considerable engineering judgement is required to rate projects according to the criteria
listed below. Any project listing the maximum number of points awarded under any of these three categories should be
supported with an explanation or justification for the points claimed.

A. Surface Deterioration (0-23 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-28 Pts. Rural).

Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
None requiring maintenance, though some indication of initial
deterioration may be evident.
0 pts. Opts

Scattered deterioration requiring occasional
maintenance. 9 pts.

Intolerable deterioration requiring frequent or continuous
maintenance. 18 pts. 23 pt

Comment:

B. Integration of Assett Management (5 Pts.) Michigan's asset management program is an ongoing process
of maintaining, upgrading, and operating physical assets (the transportation system) cost effectively, base
on a continuous physical inventory and condition assessment.

Provide the latest PASER ratings (provide all ratings along the proposed corridor because ratings may vary)
along this corridor. Also provide year rated.

Good Candidates: Low 5 to High 6 rating

1 Add 1 point for response

I this project's development consistent with the asset management approach to maintaining road systems
(e.g. crack seal, seal coat, thin overlay, or similar treatments)?

1 Add 1 point if consistent

Is your agency in compliance with Act 499 of Public Acts of 2002 by submitting information on total miles
and conditions of roads and bridges?

2 Add 2 points if applicable

Is your agency in compliance with the requirement to electronically report a three year list of planned
projects?

1__ Add 1 point if applicable

5 Total point from B: Integration of Asset Management



Complete
for all
Highway
Projects

C. Base Conditions {0-13 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-16
Pts. Rural).

Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
Excellent, well-drained support soil base with adequate sub- 0 pts. 0pts
base.
Fairly well drained base materials with little or no sub-base, 6.5 pts.
yielding some rough spots, frost heave, and pavement
deterioration.
Predominantly poor drainage material and base or lack of sub- 13 pts. 16 pts
base, resulting in exessive frost heave, cracking, and
displacement, or having Spring Load Restrictions, or extremely
expensive to maintain.
Comment:
D. Drainage Conditions (0-9 Pts. Urban/Small Urban; 0-
11 Pts. Rural).
Urban/Small Urban Rural
(Circle as appropriate)
Adequate drainage.
0 pts. 0 pts
Tolerable drainage. 4.5 pts.
Inadequate drainage producing frequent 9 pts. 11pts
flooding, requiring excessive maintenance.
Comment:

E. Sum of A 11.5
B 5.0

C 8.0

D 55

Total: 30.0

V. Cost Per Vehicle Mile (Information Only). A cost per vehicle mile is calculated for each roadway project based on the

most recent 24-hour traffic counts. Recent counts may be averaged, but must be documented. Also, please document
length of the project and total federal share of project cost. No points are allocated for this item, but relative costs are
considered during the project selection process.

1.

2.

Traffic Count(s): 2,534

Total Federal Share of Construction Cost = Cost Factor

24 hour traffic count x length

$450,000 (cost) = §_6.83

(count) 2,534 x 26.0 (length)

(cost per vehicle mile)



VI. Environmental Impacts (Information Only).

Complete -

for all Will the project have a discernible impact on any of the

Highway following environmental concerns? Check as Negative No Positive
Projects appropriate. Impact Impact Impact

1. Impact on air quality improvement.

Impact on energy conservation.

Impact on noise reduction.

Impact on habitat preservation.

IS Pl R

Impact on wetlands preservation.

X o> I X X |X

6. Impact on endangered species.

Explain or describe any anticipated impacts in the space below.

VIl. Freight Impacts (Information Only)

Does this project improve access for freight? Yes
Does this project reduce travel times for freight? Yes
Does this project enhance connectivity for freight transportation? Yes
Does this project allow for improved delivery of service? Yes

Describe any additional positive impacts on freight transportation.

Will this project improve travel times to an intermodal transit facility? Describe.

Vill. Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) Architecture Consistency (Information Only)

Does your project include ITS components? NO
Describe your project's ITS elements, and the benefits this will bring:

Is this project compatible with the regional ITS architecture?
Yes No Don't know
IX Non-Motorized Projects (5Pts.) If the proposed project will include elements specifically benefitting non-motorized traffic (e.g.

bicycle lanes), add 5 points. Non-motorized components must be included in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan to receive
points in this category. Submit documentation showing this project is in an adopted bicycle or pedestrian plan.

Add 5 points if applicable.



Section 10K of Act No. 82 of the State Legislature (2006) calls for not less than 1% of Michigan Transportation Funds (MTF)
to be expended for construction orimprovement of non-motorized transportation services and facilities. This may inciude
paving of unpaved shoulders, the addition or improvement of a sidewalk in a city or village, or any other appropriate
measure which facilitates non-motorized transportation. If you are seeking funding for such a non-motorized component of a
highway project, provide a brief description of the non-motorized improvements, and the rationale for the number of points claimed.

How will this project improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the project area?

Does this project enhance safety in a Safe Routes to School context?  Yes

How; Please describe:

Is the proposed project within two miles of a school? Yes
X. Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future”

A Is this project consistent with the Regional Growth Plan Policy Map?

No

Provide support for project’s consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

B. Has the local government where this project will be located adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies
contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future™?

No Endorsed

C. If applicable, has your independent transportation agency adopted or endorsed a resolution supporting policies
contained in “Regional Growth; Choices for Our Future™?

Yes No Not applicable

D. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #14? The regional transportation priority will be to
enhance and preserve the existing road network, public transit and non-motorized transportation modes rather than
further expansion of the road network in rural areas.?

@ »

4 Add 4 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Attach separate page if necessary.

The project preserves and enhances the existing roadway, improves the safety of the motoring

public, including public fransit, if applicable.




Xl

Xil.

E. Is this project consistent with adopted regional growth principle #19: Pathways, sidewalks, trails and on-street bike
facilities should be developed and enhanced to provide alternatives to motorized transportation, improve linkages
to recreational opportunities for regional residents and provide public health benefits by offering opportunities for
physical activity.?

Yes

Add 3 points if applicable

Provide support for this consistency. Aftach separate page if necessary.

F. Does the project support increase in housing or population density consistent with the Regional Growth Project
principles (improve-expand; management/operations; and land use, community development and other community
impacts, projects only)?

No Don't Know

3 Add 3 points if applicable (only applies to Urban and Small Urban projects)

Provide support for this consistency. Aftach separate page if necessary.

7 Sum of points under X, Consistency with “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future”
(0-10 pts. Urban/Small Urban: 0-7 pts. Rural)

Historic Preservation Considerations (Information Only}

Is the proposed project in or adjacent to a historic district site? Yes No

If so, describe the nature and proximity of this connection.

Is the site or structure identified on an eligible list of qualified historic places? Yes No
Will there be any adverse impacts on the historic district or structure? Yes No Not applicable
If yes, explain:

Land Use, Community Development and Other Community Impacts

(Projects applying under this program category will be considered for a set aside priority. Given the qualitative nature of this
set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects applying under this section will be considered
for set aside funding first).

Will the proposed project support coordinated and comprehensive development planning? ~ Yes  No
Explain: v

Will the proposed project facilitate the use of previously used industrial sites for base industry jobs?
Yes No

Explain:




Will the proposed project support the creation or retention of quality jobs? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project promote safe and efficient transportation of goods and services to and from regional firms?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project help to overcome barriers to locating or expanding businesses and employers in the region?
Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project assist in retaining and expanding quality jobs in base industries?  Yes = No
Explain:

Is the proposed project consistent with the character of the area, and will it include context sensitive solution principles?

Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support principles of strengthening city or town centers, focused growth areas, clustered

development or protection of environmentally sensitive or agricultural lands? Yes No
Explain:
Will the proposed project support and encourage use of alternative modes? Yes No
Explain:

Will the proposed project support or encourage higher population or housing densities consistent with the Preferred Alternative
land use pattern, the so called ?Wise Growth? scenario? Yes No
Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Long Range Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project support?

Will the project be eligible under other program categories? Yes No
Explain;




Xill. Management and Operations Projects (Projects applying under the program category will be considered for a set aside
priority. Given the qualitative nature of this set aside category, points will not be assigned for this section; however, projects
applying under this section will be considered for set aside funding first).

Is the program or project consistent with the land use and community character within the project area or the corridor, which
is defined to include the area between building facade to building facade, and does it consider all users of the area, regardless
of mode?

Explain: Yes No

Does the program or project improve operations for all users and modes?

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the project reduce delay and improve safety in:

The project area? Yes No
In the project corridor? Yes No
Over the total transportation system? Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No
Does the program or project improve operating conditions for more than one group of modal users?
Yes No

Explain:

Does the program or project improve operations or resolve a specific safety problem at a specific location?
Yes No

Explain:

Which goals/objectives from the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan and regional vision land use principles does the project
support?

Yes No

Explain:




Computation of Final Score

Urban STP Small Urban STP Rural STP
Criteria Maximum | Score Maximum | Score Maximum - | Score
I-A  Capacity (Urban) 30 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
1-B  Volume Factor (Small Urban/Rural) XXXX XXXX 30 23 14
I. Accident Rate 10 10 10 N/A
Il Activity Center (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V. Physical Condition / Integration of Asset 45 45 55 30
Management
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
V.  Cost Per Vehicle Mile: $__ 6.83
XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
VI.  Environmental Impacts (see narrative)
VII.  Freight Impacts (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
VIIl.  Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Architecture Consistency (see narrative)
IX.  Non-Motorized Projects 5 5 5 N/A
X.  Regional Growth Project Consistency 10 10 7 7
XI.  Historic Preservation
Consideration (see narrative) XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
Xll.  Land Use, Community »
Development and Other XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXX
Community Impacts
Xl Management and Operations
Projects XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXKX
TOTAL 100 100 100 51






