


SUGGESTED POTENTIAL CMS TREATMENTS

Consideration
Given
Yes No

TR = Transit Service Improvements; when followed by a percentage, such as TR
50%, the percentage indicates the modeled 2025 transit service improvement
adopted in the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan network.

DR/MO = Demand Reduction/Management and Operations improvements; when
followed by a percentage, such as DR/MO 16%, it indicates the improved
efficiency assumed in the transportation plan due management/operations
modeled within proximity to the project.

AM = Access Management; suggests this technique be considered as appropriate.

INT = Intersection Improvements or Signal System Improvements should be
considered. This may include conventional treatments such as turn lanes, or
roundabouts.

ITS= Various ITS Treatments may warrant further consideration. If so, determine
whether the project is consistent with the local ITS architecture.

NM = The adopted Regional Non-motorized System Plan shows new non-motorized
facilities should be considered in these locations.

TC= Potential candidate for traffic calming.

IS= Traffic Impact Studies should be considered in proximity to this location as
part of the local development review process.

COR = Consider for corridor study or corridor management and operations plan.

PRNM = Ison a priority corridor for non-motorized treatments.

PRCAP = Is on a priority corridor for capacity expansion.

In addition, the following notation indicates that, based on their review of these recommendations,
staff and Management and Operations Task Force are also recommending that the analysis of these
treatments be:

REF = Referred to the project sponsor and local government for consideration.

REV = Reviewed by the Management and Operations Task Force.

Review the following statement and if appropriate, certify and document that alternative treatments
considered in the planning process are and will be considered as part of your option development and design
process and identify which of those are being incorporated as part of the option, and that the option has been

developed and drawn from the approved CM process.

I certify that during development of this option, consideration was given to network alternative strategies and to
various suggested congestion management treatments such as those identified in the tables above, and that the option

has been developed and drawn from the approved CM process.

Title
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WORKSHEET 2 ATTACHEMENT

BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY OF CONGESTION MANAGEMENT (CM) ISSUES (for improve-expand
projects only)

Based on federal law and the adopted Congestion Management System for the Tri-County region, all projects
contained in the Regional 2035 Transportation Plan that add capacity must be drawn from an approved CM process
to be considered for further analysis as part of the project development and design and programming process, and
prior to implementation. Requirements of the process as identified in the CM process document follow. As an air
quality non-attainment area for ozone, Title 23 of the United States Code, Section 500.109, subpart (c) mandates
that:

“(c) In a TMA designated as nonattainment for carbon monoxide and/or ozone, the CMS shall provide an
appropriate analysis of all reasonable (including multimodal) travel demand reduction and operational management
strategies for the corridor in which a project that will result in a significant increase in capacity for SOVs (adding
general purpose lanes to an existing highway or constructing a new highway) is proposed. If the analysis
demonstrates that travel demand reduction and operational management strategies cannot fully satisfy the need for
additional capacity in the corridor and additional SOV capacity is warranted, then the CMS shall identify all
reasonable strategies to manage the SOV facility effectively (or to facilitate its management in the future). Other
travel demand reduction and operational management strategies appropriate for the corridor, but not appropriate for
incorporation into the SOV facility itself shall also be identified through the CMS. All identified reasonable travel
demand reduction and operational management strategies shall be incorporated into the SOV project or committed to
by the State and MPO for implementation.”

This worksheet and documentation process thus fulfills this requirement and is intended to encourage alternative
treatments where applicable and appropriate.

Failure to adequately address these factors in subpart (c) can mean the loss of federal funding on improve-expand
projects. Staff’s intent is to be proactive at this stage and address these critical issues.

The Regional 2030 Transportation Plan identified 2030 deficient highway segments through the travel demand
modeling process. Staff, the consultant team, the Long Range Plan Task Force, staff from MDOT and various
implementing agencies reviewed all deficiency analysis results (presented in Chapter 10 of the Regional 2030
Transportation Plan) for all four land use alternatives which were evaluated as part of the “Regional Growth:
Choices for Our Future” project, as presented in Chapter 2. Based on these reviews, staff and the consultant team,
with input from the Long Range Plan Task Force, developed eight network solutions which were evaluated to assess
each option’s effectiveness at resolving transportation system deficiencies which occur under the Preferred “Wise
Growth” Alternative. Deficient segments were included in TCRPC’s CM process document as Table 5-24, which
can be found in Appendix 1 on the www.mitcrpc.org website.

In completing the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan the alternatives adopted in the Regional 2025 Transportation
Plan were re-modeled for 2030 and shown along side results from earlier analysis of alternatives for comparison
purposes.

For any proposed capacity expanding option that matches or overlaps with one of these deficient links, identify the
forecast peak hour count (in most cases this will be the pm peak, but identify am peak if that shows greater
deficiency) for network alternatives 1 through 6A. (Results of comparative network alternative analysis in Chapter
11 and integrated in TCRPC’s CM document may be factored as necessary to extend them to 2035 based on results
of the 2035 model runs. Fundamental relationships between alternatives would not substantively change, hence
continued application is considered indicative of relative impacts between options for comparative analysis or CMS
purposes.) Results of the alternatives analysis will be updated in the Regional 2035 Transportation Plan for use in
future project development, design and the programming process. Contact TCRPC staff for forecast volumes if the
proposed link is not found in the table.
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WORKSHEET 3
CONSISTENCY WITH “REGIONAL GROWTH: CHOICES FOR OUR FUTURE”

. Is this option consistent with the Regional Growth Plan Policy Map? (attached)

[] Yes [ ] No

How or why? Attach separate page if necessary.

1. Has your local government or independent transportation agency adopted or endorsed a
resolution supporting policies contained in “Regional Growth: Choices for Qur Future”?

[ ] Yes [ ] No

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

[] Yes [ ] No

V. CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL THEMES AND PRINCIPLES
(from “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future”) Regional Themes and Principles, adopted as part of the
Regional 2030 Transportation Plan reflect ways that the regional planning and development process should
evolve within the context of wise growth. In the pages that follow, identify whether your option is consistent
with each principle. For the principle related to the Transportation Network theme, provide a statement on how
the option is or is not consistent with the principle.

Adopted Themes & Principles

Principle #4 — Public Participation [ ] Consistent [ ] Not Consistent
Local jurisdictions should expand and maintain practices, policies, behaviors and procedures that educate
and promote continuous and meaningful opportunities for broad citizen and stakeholder participation.

Principle #14 — Transportation Network [ ] Consistent [ ] Not Consistent
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.

Principle #17 — Infrastructure Expansion & Replacement [ ] Consistent [ ] Not Consistent
Infrastrucuture expansion and replacement should follow the preferred Regional Vision with clean urban
and rural service areas.

Principle #19 — Greenways & Walkability [] Consistent [ ] Not Consistent
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.
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Principle #20 — Parks & Recreation Expansion Linkage [ ] Consistent [_] Not Consistent
Parks & recreation development and expansion should emphasize linkage of facilities through greenways
based on the regional vision and the adopted Regional Non-Motorized System Plan.

Principle #21 — Historic Preservation & Cultural Facilities [ | Consistent [_] Not Consistent
The region’s significant built and living heritage, historic sites, cultural facilities and neighborhoods

should be protected, preserved and enhanced.

V. Describe how this option is consistent with Principle 14.

Transportation Network:
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Tri-County Region Policy Map
This map represents the preferred vision for planning growth

in the Tri-County Region. This map was created through the
Tri-County Regional Growth Project.
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(Map legend with accompanying descriptive text is on page 9 of this document. This map is not
to be used without the accompany legend and descriptive text.)
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Urban and Village Centers:  The top priority for future residential,
commercial, industrial, cultural and mixed-use growth through the use of
historic preservation, adaptive reuse, infill development and the redevelopment
of underutilized properties. Development should primarily be of higher density
urban or village characler, 1o revitalize these centers and take advantage of
existing urban services and transportation faciities.

Urban Fringe (Focused Growth) Areas:  The second priority for future
residential, commercial, industrial and mixed-use growth to take advantage
of existing community services and infrastructure. Development should be
at medium or higher densities with an urban or village character thatis
compatible with the surrounding area.

Transitional (Cluster Development) Area:  An area located between the
urban fringe and agricultural and environmental preservation areas. In this
area, agricultural land and open space should be preserved. Residential and
mixed-use development should be clustered with a village or rural character
for the efficient use of public and private infrastructure, rather than in a linear
pattern along rural roads

Agricultural Preservation:  Lands that are intended for agricultural
production with minimal expansion of residential, office, commercial or industrial
uses.

Forested and Environmental Preservation Areas: Natural features,
such as rivers, forests, major wood lots and state-owned lands, which warrant
specific recognition and protective measures to ensure that their existing
character is maintained.

4 ¢ 4

Built Out Rural Lands: Lands which were classified as developed as of the
‘ spring of 1999 (based upon State of Michigan MIRIS standards) and are
located in rural areas.

*Naze: Devdoped land as of spring 1997 inchude the fllowing hind chssficanons: industral,
lui:;x'ul. ccz:erdd..‘;c‘xm. cull:xiu. w:::‘g, m:::d wil mies
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WORKSHEET 4

NON-MOTORIZED OPTIONS

I.  Non-Motorized Options. Describe if the proposed option will include design elements
specifically benefitting non-motorized traffic (e.g. bicycle lanes).

I1. 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 option, provide a brief description of the non-motorized improvements.

I11. How will this option improve safety for bicycles and pedestrians in the target area?

IV. Does this option enhance safety in a Safe Routes to School context?

[ 1Yes [INo

How? Please describe:

V. Isthe proposed option within two miles of a school? []Yes [ ]No
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WORKSHEET 5

ADDITIONAL CRITERIA

A. Please indicate which of the following issues will be positively impacted by

implementation of the proposed option.

Low levels of service (Current V/C ratio is greater than 1.0)

Approaching low levels of service (Current V/C ratio is between .80 and
.99)

Improvement is on a high volume arterial roadway (AADT exceeds
20000)

The improvement encourages the viability of transit as a mode choice

(HOV lanes, preferential signal treatments)

Are access management strategies and mandatory traffic impact study

ordinances in place in the jurisdiction and corridor where the proposed

option will be undertaken?

B. Review the Improve/Expand Investment Strategies adopted as part of the

Regional 2030 Transportation Plan. Which investment strategies would be

supported by implementation of the proposed option? Indicate by numeric
reference those five year and twenty year strategies on the list that support this

option. (Appendix 3 on the www.mitcrpc.org website)

C. Which goals/objectives from the long range plan and regional vision land use

principles does the option support? (Appendix 4 on the www.mitcrpc.org website)
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SUBMITTALS FOR CAPACITY EXPANDING PROJECT
OPTIONS FOR THE REGIONAL 2035 TRANSPORTATION PLAN ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

l. Worksheet 1 - Highway Options

A. - Give name of “Applicant Agency”
- Give “Option Location” by intersection (e.g. Holmes/Cedar) or pair of intersecting cross
streets (e.g. Holmes from Cedar to Washington)
- Identify whether option is inside or outside the Lansing Urban Area boundary
- Indicate the National Functional Classification (NFC) of the proposed project
- Identify the anticipated federal funding source
- Indicate current “Estimated Project Cost”

B. Inthe “Option Under Consideration” section, briefly describe the problems and proposed
improvement with sufficient detail so that the public will have a good understanding of what
is intended. Provide a map showing location.

C. Options Description
Information should be provided in the following format for the existing (if applicable) and
proposed facility:
Surface - circle one
Functional Classification - circle whether major or minor arterial or collector
Pavement Width - provide appropriate information for all through lanes, excluding curb
and gutter
Total No. of Lanes - total of through and turn lanes
Total through Lanes - provide total number of through lanes
Median Width - provide appropriate information
Parking - circle one
Curb and Guitter - circle one
Sidewalks - circle one
Shoulder Width - provide appropriate information
Traffic Volumes - provide latest year and identify year of count
Length of Project - provide appropriate information
Percent Peak Hour Commercial Vehicles - circle ones that best apply
One Way/Two Way - select one for each column

. Worksheet 2 - Congestion Management (CM) Issues
Note: Detailed instructions in the attachment to Worksheet 2 provide background and instructions
on how to complete this section.

Il Worksheet 3 — Consistency with the Regional Growth Project
Through the “Regional Growth: Choices for Our Future” collaborative planning process,
twenty-nine principles were adopted relating to planning and local efforts to apply best practice to
the way development occurs. In this section identify whether your proposed option is consistent
or inconsistent with each of the listed adopted principles.

V. Worksheet 4 — Non-Motorized Options
For each section, identify how bicycle or pedestrian elements enhance the non-motorized aspects
of this proposed option.
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V. Worksheet 5 — Additional Criteria Relating to Improve-Expand Investment Strategies,
Goals and Obijectives

A. Check the statements that would apply to the option if implemented.

B. Appendix 3 on the www.mitcrpc.org website contains twenty year and five year investment
strategies for consideration in selecting future projects. Indicate by numeric reference those
strategies that are consistent with or complementary to this option.

C. Based on the adopted goals and objectives from the Regional 2030 Transportation Plan, as
listed in Appendix 4 on the www.mitcrpc.org website, identify those goals and objectives that
are supported this option. Include objectives (letter reference) as well as goals (roman
numeral reference).
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