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INTRODUCTION

The St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organizat ion (SJATSO) is the federally
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization for the region. A Metropolitan
Planning Organization ( MPO) is a regional
decision - making body composed of elected
officials, state and federal partners, and city
staff from the met ropolitan area. The MPO is
charged with producing federally required
transportation policy and planning documents
as well as ensuring an inclusive public
participatory process is followed.

A MPO is an organization of
representatives from the
surrounding local governments
and agencies that collectively
discuss transportation issues
and opportunities for the entire
metro area. MPOs were first
required by the Federal - Aid

Highway Act of 1962 in all
urbanized areas with a
population greater than
50,000. SJATSO acts as a
steward of federal

The transportation planning process at
SJATSO is overseen by the Technical
Committee, which provides technical support
and recommendations to the Coordinating
Committee , the ultimate decision making
body. Committees host both local , )
transportation professionals such as transportayon fun_ds while
engineers, as well as elected officials such as ensuring regional
city council members. Yo T ¥ 'Y®n j = WC 6 7 b jransportation planning is
determine the positions that should be Continuing , cooperatwe and
represented on each committee and additional comprehensive .
advisory c ommittees are appointed by the

individual boards based upon need.

SJATSO seeks to build a stronger regional community through ¢ ooperation,

6U0d39dUcj 2e2nz=3r14d4=Zub3trtr2tg=zZjecctetrd2tr3a=6¢c 3t utco
area jurisdictions and diverse community interests collaborate to address the

regions problems and identify the opportunities for cooperative solutions. These

efforts, in turn, enhance the effectiveness of local government. SJIATSO plays an

active leadership role in strengthening the metropolitan community by providing:

1 A forum for addressing regional objectives and diverse community issues
related to transportation

1 Long- Range transportation planning and public policy coordination

1 Technical assistance and services to enhance the effectiveness of local
government in relation to transportation issues
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SJATSO serves the tri- county St. Joseph metropolitan region, which i  ncludes five
separate city governments. Asabi -j 630U =Z068 OY=ZYwnY'Ywonj ZWtetdyc!
portions of Buchanan County and Andrew County in Missouri and Doniphan County
in Kansas (see Figure 1).
Figure 1: SJATSO Boundary
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The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) documents the metropolitan region
prioritization of limited transportation resources available among the various needs

of the region. Itis a program and schedule of intended transportation

improvements (or continuation of current
activities) for the next four (4) years , developed
as part the regional planning process for

transportation projects are federal funds received from the Federal
also included in the Highway Administration (FHWA) and the
document, even though Federal Transit Administration (FTA) , as well as

federal funding may not be

involved regionally significant projects affecting the

system regardless of funding source

SJATSO, in cooperation with the State(s) and
designated transit operators and local partners, is responsible for developing the
TIP. As a bi - state MPO, SJATSO includes both the Missouri Department of
Transportation (MoDOT) and the Kansas De partment of T ransportation (KDOT) .
SJATSO is also responsible for providing citizens, private providers of
transportation, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to
comment on the proposed program.  The TIP must be updated at least once every
four (4) years; however SJATSO conducts full

updates annually and allows for amendments The STIP2| = ©3 U = 'Y¢
throughout the program year. Once approved equivalentofa 6 8 N j =Y YB & = Y
by the Coordinating Committee and the includes all federally funded

Governor(s), the TIP isaddedto 4 3 w3 =Z'Y© 3 6 ﬁa”hsipgftation projects in the
respective Statewide Transporta tion state. Projects in the

Improvement Program ( STIP) by reference. metropolitan areas are
included by reference to the

The TIP contain s a priority list of projects to be relevant STIP.

carried out within each year of the four year

program and provides a constrained financial plan that demonstrates projects are

capable of implementation . Additionally, sponsors must demonstrate that funding

to implement projects is reasonably available.

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) 2 = ©2 U = ¢ gearplanzthat
challenges the entire metropolitan to think big and long - term about its shared
transportation future. The MTP outlines a screening process based on if a project
achieves the stated goals and objectives of the MTP and address existing and
future ye ar needs, deficiencies and opportunities. By establishing goals, it frames
the on - going discussion surrounding project implement ation within the regional
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vision. The MTP is updated every 5 years, and the 2040 MTP was adopted in 2015
As funding becomes ava ilable, projects identified in the MTP are included in the
TIP for construction. The TIP should be considered the implementing tool of the
MTP. As such, project sponsors are required to identify which goals and objectives
their projects are supporting. Th e MTP goals and objectives include:

Safety

Economic Vitality
Regionalism
Accessibility

Funding

Natural Environment
Transportation/Land Use
Environmental Protection
Public Involvement
System Management

= =4 4 -4 -4 -9 _9_-9_-°3 -2

Additional source documents for items within the TIP i nclude, but are not limited
to, the Non- motorized Plan, Airport Master Plan, Transit Development Plan, local
government Capital Improvement Programs (CIP), the short - range element of the
Metropolitan Transportati on Plan (2015) , the Statewide TIP (STIP) of the Missouri
Department of Transportation, and the Statewide TIP (STIP) of the Kansa s
Department of Transportation.

In the passage of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP -
21), and continuing into the FAST Ac t, Congress established Transportation
Performance Management (TPM). FHWA defines TPM as a strategic approach that
uses system information to make investment and policy decisions to achieve
national performance goals.

Another new requirement is Perform ance Based Planning and Programming (PBPP)
which impacts the TIP and the MTP. PBPP refers to the application of

performance management principles within the planning and programming

processes of transportation agencies to achieve desired performance outco mes for
the multimodal transportation system.

As of the beginning of 2018, SJATSO has adopted performance measures in two
areas: Safety and Transit Asset Management.
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Safety Targets

On January 25th, the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization n j =
Coordinating Committee unanimously voted to adopt the following safety targets
for CY2018:

Number of Fatalities: 7 (12.5% reduction)
Fatality Rate per 100 Million VMT: .90  (11.8% reduction)
Number of Serious Injuries: 131 (6.4% reduction)

Serious Injury Rate per 100 Million VMT: 15.70 (11.2% reduction)

Number of Non - Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries: 135 (6.8% reduction)

Y3pbUoeC=6e3caglUoe) =pdclU=36j t=Zznuclj dr0dd=31r14=42j wej
Pedestrian Standing Committee on January 8th, the Northwest Coalition for

Yt 34dp3C=Y3hUOBCnj Z6UUB2tI=Ztt=ZwyTteycC=Z0603Y=Z{tr 9=
meeting on January 11th; all commit tees were in support of these targets. In

addition to seeking committee consensus, SJATSO released these targets for

public comment via social media, the website, and newspaper press releases; no

additional comments were received.

There are a number of projects programmed for safety in the TIP, with safety

projects totaling $1,127,000 for Program Years 2019 - 2022, all sponsored by the

Northwest District of MODOT, to help the State move towards these targets. Staff

also actively participates in the No rthwest District Coalition of Roadway Safety,
Pp2a2we=btcxrxj Zz61t Zz26ub6UcsldtB=Z02)jjtec2nj ZzpbelUucat o
Missouri roadways, and participates in the annual Highway Safety and Traffic

Blueprint Conference.

Transit Asset Management

FTA published the final rule on Transit Asset Management (TAM) on July 26, 2016.
As a result, federal legislation requires transit providers and subsequently
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) to set performance measures regarding
transit asset management . Beyond federal requirements, TAM supports the
implementation of the MTP goals such as accessibility , which specificially
recognizes enhancing transit to provide more reliable service and an overall
improved passenger experience. Transit asset management is a method to
quantify these improvements , helping staff as well as the community better  gauge
the larger i mpacts that programmed projects will have towards achieving these
goals. For example, as the busses exceed their useful life there is an increased
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need for repairs ultimately impacting the delivery of service, and if left unaddressed
could affect safety.

The St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization (SJATSO) worked with the
local transit agency, St. Joseph Transit, to establish realistic and measurable
performance measures which were adopted via electronic vote by the Coordinating
Committee on Jun e 27™, 2017 . The following are the established performance
targets to be achieved by June 30, 2018 .

Asset Category Asset Class Performance Targets (6/30/2018)
Equipment 3 - Staff Vans (2865, 2007, 2009, 2018) 32 0% exceeded ULB (ULB =12 years)
(Non-Revenue 1 - Service Truck (2009) 0% reached ULB (ULB = 10 years)
Service Vehicles; RouteMatch System (2009-2013, software 0% reached useful life (ULB = 7 years)
*$50,000) upgrade Dec 2016, MDC conversion FY18)

Facility Access/Timecard System 0% reached useful life (ULB = 7 years)

(installed 2011, updated 2013)

Two-Post Bus Lift (2004) 0% reached useful life (ULB = 20 years)

Bus Surveillance System (2010) 0% reached useful life (ULB = 14 years)
Rolling Stock Heavy duty, 30" Low Floor Buses 60% reached ULB (ULB = 14 years)
Facilities 1 - Administrative/Maintenance Building 0% rated below 3.0 on the TERM scale

1 - Bus Storage Barn 0% rated below 3.0 on the TERM scale

1- Transit Station (6™ & Angelique) 0% rated below 3.0 on the TERM scale

The FTA has determined that, at a minimum, facilities should be rated 3.0
X¢3dUpeyoUd=wt tgao2t t sAWassessm@BWill berconmpleted wiho U ¢ =
the TAM Plan which is due October 2018 , with an expectation that no facilities will

be rated at less than 3.0. Additionally, Rolling Stock is making progress with 12

coaches programmed to be replaced in FY19 using 5339(  b) discretionary funds,

totaling an investment of $6,750,000 in rolling stock.  Equipment, such as vans

also improved with the replacement of one staff van in FY18, reducing the

performance target to 0% ULB; all other equipment has remained the same.

Y2UzZweccUtO®=ZhUYUc 3y6=Zj echywd=6cAtjutcoeyeatt+z64
Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. Itis a five year (FFY 2016 - 2020) transportation

program signed into law by President Obama on December 4, 2015. MPOs are

required to d evelop a TIP that is fiscally constrained and contain all capital and
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non- capital surface transportation projects within the MPO area that will receive
federal funding, as well as other regionally significant transportation projects. !

Additionally, the FA ST Act requires that SJATSO provide an Annual Listing of

Obligated Projects ? that lists all transportation projects that used federal funds in

the preceding TIP program year. The federal government obligates funds, which

A3wWOj) =) Z62U=31t>3Uc rt1z8abng =BUIRPCAP SBL=bUdUc 306=] ¢
cost, to a project only after completion of the required project development

process and all local, state, and federal approvals have been obtained. The

obligated amounts reflected in this report may not be eq  ual to the final project cost

and may not be initiated or completed in the program year. For Federal Transit

Administration projects, obligation occurs when the FTA grant is awarded. For

Federal Highway Administration projects, obligation occurs when apro  ject

agreement is executed and the State/grantee requests that the funds be obligated.

This Annual Listing of Obligated Projects will be presented for review by the

SJATSO Coordinating Committee within90days t h=Z©a3U=ZucUY>2tej ZYQPB | =
year. Upon a cceptance by the Coordinating Committee, the Annual Listing of

Obligated Projects will be available on the MPO website.

The TIP will include a listing of major projects from the previous TIP that

experienced any significant delays in the planned implementation. Major projects

are defined as transportation improvement projects receiving federal financial
assistance with an estimated total cost of $500 million or more or that have been
identified by the FH WA as being a major pr oject. Significant delay will be defined

as two years or more from the year first listed for the project in the previous TIP.

No significant delays on major projects from the previous TIP have been identified.

YonmY'Yonj Z8 ct XU uSee AppebdxC3 drithe ZIR) 6 to maximize the
federal funding obligated each fiscal year and to enable SJATSO tor  edirect funds
to different projects if any are inactive or otherwise  not making progress. The Delay
Policy applies to projects funded through the  programs for which SJATSO has
oversight of project selection , which at this time include s only the Surface
Transportation Program Small Urban (STP - Small Urban) funds. The intent of the
policy is to provide an incentive for local agency sponsors to develop their projects

! In accordance with United States Code Titles 23 and 49, the TIP document must outline at least a
four- year program of: 1) All federally funded priority transportation projects, and 2) All regionally
significant priority projects, regardless of funding sou  rce.

? 23 CFR 450.332
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according to a detailed schedule and, thereby, to obligate the federal funds
assigned to each project within the timeframes initially shown in the TIP.

Pgrt=Z6e3Uzwt+OUpe=Zthz=Z632] ZdUYB63C=Zut 62wyeheER =¢ 4463 C
project phase does not get advertised within  twelve months of the of the TIP

program year in which its construction phase funding was originally programmed,

or changed with an amendment, in the TIP. For non - construction projects and

nctagcyej Y=ZZ¢ qUUIBH=0FZUagupetcg Z=upde= 61 Z8ct wdy9gs =2 =+
twelve months of the TIP program year in which its implementation was originally

funded in the TIP. The consequence of a delay may be the withdrawal of its federal

funds from the TIP or other action by the Co ordinating Committee.

This TIP is broken into nine categories of project type:

Aviation
Bicycle & Pedestrian
Bridge;
Elderly & Disabled
Highways & Streets: Rehabilitation/Reconstruction
Highways & Streets: Capacity and Connectivity
Public Trans portation
Safety and Hazard Elimination
Freight
. Scoping

©©o N OA~WNPE

[ERN
o

The TIP consists of a series of tables and documents which include:

1 General project information: n ame, location, sponsoring agency, and
description of the project

1 A schedule of expenditures by fiscal year, including the funding source

1 Further detail on the monitoring project progress and delays (see Appendix
C)

1 The SJATSO self- certification document (see Appendix A) that states
SJATSO is carrying out the process in accordance with all applicable Federal
requirements

Y2U=ZhUdUc36=cUgebBIyBettj =teeb2tr2tra=62U0=clUpecy
TIP can be found in the 23 CFR 450.324.
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TIP DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

While federal regulations require that the TIP be updated a minimum of once every
four years, SJATSO conducts a full update annually beginning in January. The
steps include:

1. Staff issues a call for updates to update the status of
projects in the current TIP and at the same time issues a call for projects for
the update . States, Counties, Cities and
Transit agencies can submit projects.

a. Transit Providers are requested to _ _ _
provide information needed to A POP is a list of projects
develop their Program of Pro jects propos ed by a designated
(POP) for inclusion in the TIP transit recipient in cooperation

2 New projects with an MPO to be funded
are assessed using the TIP Evaluation fromth8 = ¢ ¢mnj =1 c.
Sheet (See Appendix E ) to determine Section 5339 apportionment.
compliance with the MTP A POP may also be required

3. Staff compiles a draft  TIP, under other FTA programs.
including a financial plan for  project The POP includes a brief

listings, maintenance and operations and .descr.iption oft he project;,
other components including any sub allocat ion
4 The draft among public transportation

providers or other eligible sub
recipients, total project costs,
and federal share fo r each

Program of Projects (POP)

is reviewed by the State DOTs and federal
partners and then released f or public
comment for fourteen (14 ) days

5. Staff presents the draft to the
Technical Committee and Coordinating Committee for approval . At this time
the MPO self - certification form is also signed.  Once approved, the
Coordinating Committee requests approval of the TIP by the Governor and
inclusion in the STIP

Information was sent on January 30 th, 201 8 to project sponsors notifying them of
the 201 9- 2022 TIP update (see Appendix F). Sponsors were advised to apply if
they had new projects for the TIP or if their current projects in the TIP need ed to be
extended into FY2019 and were not already programmed as such . Sponsors were
made aware that projects scheduled to end in FY1 8 will not be extended into the
2019- 2022 TIP unless staff is notified of the extension  and were asked to fill out
the mid - year project report. In order to qualify a new project or extend the fiscal
year of a project for inclusion in the TIP sponsors submitted an electronic form that
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was signed and certified that they are in compliance with the MPO Title VI program,
as well as all MPO policies a nd plans. All forms were made available online. All
responses were collected electronically. Public notice for the call for projects was
also distributed via the MPO website, local li  braries, St. Joseph Transit agency, all
member city halls and local newspapers as outlined in the PPP. The deadlin e for
submission was February 15 ™, 201 8.

The TIP contains projects for respective transit providers including St. Joseph
Transit and OATS, I nc. that constitutes the Program of Projects (POP) for  St.
Joseph Transit only . This list of transit items is a prioritized list of projects used by
the transit staff and reviewed by FTA officials. Approval of the TIP includes the
approval of the POP for S t. Joseph Transit. The public involvement procedures
used for TIP development and amendments are used to satisfy the POP
requirements for FTA Section 5307 , 5309, and 5339 funding. Additionally,
appendix D includes a listing of illustrative projects for St. Joseph Transit which
includes projects that are a priority in the near future bu  t may or may not yet have
funding , but for which future funding is reasonably expected.

Projects to be implemented shall be selected by the State and transit operator in
cooperation with the MPO. SJATSO focuses only upon ensuring that all projects
conform to the MTP and applies the Project Selection Criteria to ensure
compliance. SJATSO reviews all project submissions to ensure their compliance
with the goals and direction of the MPO as expressed in its adopted MTP,
supporting plans, and formal policies. Project coordination, timing, scope
consistency, and planning for the future are elements thatf  all within the general
purview of the MPO.

Once all projects are received, staff will review and score projects using the TIP
Evaluation Sheet (See Appendix E). This scoring sheet was developed based on
the priorities and goals set forth in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)  to
ensure that projects are supportive of local needs , and approved by the SJATSO
Committees for implementation .

If a project is found to be in compliance, has properly identified available funding
and does not conflict with any other agency operations it is then programmed in

the draft TIP. SJATSO considers those projects listed in the first year of the TIP to
be first priority, and those in the following years to be second, third, and fourt h
priority, respectively. Project estimates are  based upon the year of expenditure
approach, as provided for in the FHWA/FTA Final Rule Statewide Transportation
Planning: Metrop olitan Transportation Planning.
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The TIP includes a financial plan that demonstrates how the approved TIP can be
implemented, indicat ing resources from public and private sources that are
reasonably expected to be made available to carry out the TIP In developing the
TIP, SJATSO, MoDOT, KDOT, and public transportati on operators cooperatively
develop estimates of funds that are reasonably expected to be available to support
TIP implementation. Only projects for which construction or operating funds can
reasonably be expected to be available may be included. In develop  ing the
financial plan, SJ ATSO takes into account all projects and strategies funded under
title 23 U.S.C., title 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53, and other federal funds; and regionally
significant projects that are not federally funded. For purposes of transportati on
operations and maintenance, the financial plan shall contain system - level
estimates of costs and revenue sources that are reasonably expected to be
available to adequately operate and maintain Federal - aid highways (as defined by
23 U.S.C 101(a)(5)) and public transportation (as defined by title 49 U.S.C.
Chapter 53).

Prior to public review, the draft TIP was submitted to state and federal partners for
comments and revision. Once reviewed, staff released the draft for publi C review.
The St. Joseph MPO has established a Public Participation Plan (PPP) that defines
the public participation procedures for the MPO in general, but specifically covers

the procedure for the annual TIP update and any later amendments .

For the FY 201 9- 2022 update, SJATSO solicited public comments for 14 days.

The draft TIP was made available for public viewi ng and comment; however no

public comments were received . The final document, and amendments, iare

maintained and available for public access onthe = MPO website, as well as in

YOonmYYonj Ze 32t =t bh2awld=Z61t w3y 0Udqdome®eay=vYeé=Zwtj Uu

St. Joseph Transit is the designated public transit provider for the St. Joseph
Urbanized Area. OATS, Inc. is a not - for- profit 501(c)3 corporation providing
specialized transportation for senior citizens,
people with disabilities and the rural gen eral

The FY 2019- 2022 TIP was public providing transportation in the rural areas
available for public to the urbanized area . Federal Transit
comment from to

Administration (FTA) recipients of certain
categories of funds, St. Joseph Transit and
OATS, INC., may rely on locally adopted public
participation plans for the submittal of their
projects in lieu of a separate Program of Projects (POP) . If the grantee has
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coordinated with ST AY YO=Z31d=ZUtj e cUd=Z62336=Z63U=Zue Wb62Ww=2j =
is being used to satisfy the POP public participation requirements. St. Joseph

Transit uses this coordination and public awareness criteria. Therefore , Yo Y'Yon j =

Be WOb2w=683cOB2wWenuyB2TT=Z863T=X666W=] 362] halj =634
requirement of public participation for their Program of Projects.

In accordance with th e provisions of 23 CFR Part 450.212 (b), the Kansas
Department of Transportation, Missouri Department of Transportation, and the St.
Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization hereby agree that the public
involvement activities carried out in response t 0 the metropolitan planning
requirements in 23 CFR 450.322 (c) or 23 CFR 450.324 (c) satisfy the public
involvement requirements to add this TIP or subsequent TIP amendments into the
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Upon determining that projects qualify for inclusion in the TIP, staff presents

projects in the form of a draft TIP to the Technical Committee for review and the
Coordinating Committee for final approval before su  bmission to the state DOTs

and f ederal partners. The Coordinating Committee may modify the project

selection as is deems necessary. Adoption is scheduled every May, so that there is
3dUpeyBldzZ026U=htcz=zj ele2OO36=Z01t=Z62U=j 636(
subsequently approval from ONEDOT.

bt c

Amendments are necessary when ’:

1 The project budget change exceeds 20% of the amount programmed.

T Y2U=ZuctXUwenjZjtecwd=th=ZbUdUcy6=hetdj Zwat
federal funds are being added to a  project.

1 The project requires a change in year, in turn affecting fiscal constraint.

1 A cardinal change? to the project is required, affecting overall project ~ scope
or budget.

1 Or when a new project using federal fundsis added.

7 23 CFR 450.104

® The Federal Court of Claims coined the term "cardinal change" to describe those changes that are
beyond the scope of the contract . FTA Guidance on Cardinal Changes
(https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/procurement/third - party- procurement/cardinal - changes)
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The following pro cedure is used to amend the TIP:

Staff issues a call for amendments twice a year in March and September

Sponsors will notify staff of the proposed amendment and provide a project listing sheet as well as signed compliance forms.

Staff will publish a public notice allowing a 7 day comment period on the proposed amendment, using methods outlined in
the Public Participation Plan (PPP).

Public comments will be directed to the Transportation Planner who will compile them within one week after the close of the
comment period.

The proposed amendment, public comments and any responses to those comments are then placed on the agenda for the
next regularly scheduled meeting of the Technical and Coordinating Committees for discussion and approval.*

Pending approval, the project is forwarded to the appropriate state department of transportation for inclusion in its
Statewide TIP (STIP). The STIP is then approved by FHWA/FTA.

* An electronic voting option via telephone or email may be used for voting, if necessary. A majority vote of
the Coordinating Committee shall be required (3 votes) to determine an emergency and may be accomplished
by a telephone or email poll. If not, the amendment will be discussed at the next regularly scheduled meeting
of each Committee.

Administrative Adjustments can be used to correct errors, project ch anges, or
omissions in the approved TIP if they do not exceed the provisions listed above for
a formal amendment °. Included in this provision is the splitting or combining of two
or more projects as long as the project does not trigger a major change. These
modifications shall be presented to the Technical Committee for information only ,
and will not need to be addressed by the Technical or Coordinating Committee (s)
or Public. Additionally, administrative adjustments are not required to follow the

same public participation requirements as a general  TIP update or amend ment*°
and therefore do not require a public comment period.

Errors made in the ministerial functions of creating and maintaining the TIP, such
as cartography, typographical, spelling, minor word omissions, and mathematical

° 23 CFR 450.104
1023 CFR 450.326 TIP R evisions and Relationship to the STIP.
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errors that have little or no impact can be performed by staff and shall not be
considered a revision to the TIP.
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FINANCIAL PLAN

Projects ar e funded from several sources. Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
funds are allocated to transit operators by formulas thr ~ ough the FTA Region 7
office in Kansas City and state transit funds flow through MoDOT. These funds are
utilized fo r the operations of St. Joseph T ransit and various paratransit operations
in the region.

All of the estimated amounts of transportation proj  ect fund s are included in the
individual project tables. The estimates of reasonably expected funding levels
based on recent experience are compared to the levels of federal, state and local
funding for transportation facilities and services that are reque  sted by the state
DOTs and local governments for inclusion in the TIP. Comparing these expected
funding levels and funding request levels allows SJATSO to determine if the TIP is
fiscally constrained.

Project sponsors hold ultimate responsibility for ensuring that project information
contained in the TIP is correct, that it accurately represents the scope of work
being performed, and that the amount of funding being request ed is correct. The
sponsor is responsible for providing SJATSO with an honest accounting of project
details including: costs, implementation schedules, and local matching fund

sources, at the time of application for federal funds and anytime such details
change. The project sponsor is also responsible for reviewing the TIP after a
project is included or modified to ensure correctness.

TIPs are required to have a four year fiscally constrained program of projects.
_ _ This TIP provides realistic cost and funding
Fiscally constrained means estimates for improvement projects in the first

enough financial resources two years of the fiscal constraint period ( 2019-
are avgulable_z to fund 2020). Predicting the revenues that will be
projects listed in the TIP. available and costs for projects in the second

half of that period (202 1-2022) are a more
speculative exercise, dependent on several factors. Thus revenues for 202 1 and
2022 are based on rough estimates of available funds and costs, which are helpful
in showing the four years of fiscally constrained project tables. SJATSO has
assumed that 201 8 levels for federal funding will remain in place for funding
through 202 2. The forecasted revenues tables show that the level of projects
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funding from reasonable sources and the total level of project funding programmed
in this TIP is balance and this TIP is fiscally constrained.

To exhibit financial constraint, a financial plan  should address three questions:
1. What will the needs for transportation in the SJATSO  planning area cost?
a. The needs are identified by project in the listing of fiscally constrained
transportation projects are the costs are summarized by funding
source in Table 2.
2. What revenues are available that can be applied to the needs?
a. Specific revenue s available to meet the needs are identified in  Table 1
by jurisdiction and source.
3. Are the revenues sufficient to cover the costs?
a. As demonstrated in Table 2, programmed fund amounts equal
anticipated fund amounts.

In addition to having a clearly identified source of funding for each roadway,
bridge, transit and enhancement project listed in
the TIP, the project sponsor must also present
their project costs in  Year of Expenditure (YOE)
dollars. This allows the project estimates to take
into account inflation and should make them
more realistic than using constant dollars. This
fiscal analysis uses an annual inflation factor of
1.5 percent for all TIP projects unless otherwise
indicated. MoDOT, for example, uses a factor of
3 percent for all of their projects.

Year of Expenditure (YOE)
Estimated project costs
should reflect inflation rates.
The inflation rate , when
used, is noted in the
individual project tables.

Federal funding forecasts, provided by state DOTs based on published notices in
the Federal Register, estimate fiscal year authorization levels by the FHWA and FTA
under the current highway act.

For federally - funded projects, the TIP must identify the appropriate matching funds
by source. The matching funds are usually provided by state and local
governments. State revenue forecasts are also provided by the DOTs based on
historical data of the State Fuel Tax, State vehicle Sales and Use Tax and General
Revenue.

Local revenue forecast for each jurisdiction is based on past distributions.
Individual rates of inflation are noted and applied at the recommendation of the
individual agency. Outlined in Table 1 are local forecasts of revenue sources for the
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program years of the 201 9- 2022 TIP available for transportation projects,
operations and maintenance.

Table 1: Available Local Revenue Sources

: Available Local Trdnsponation Funds : :

Andrew County FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 Total Annual Increase %
Grawel Sales Tax $428,398 $434,824 $441,347 $447,967 $1,752,537 1.50%
CART Fund $543,363 $548,797 $554,285 $559,828 $2,206,273 1.00%
Motor Vehicle Sales Tax $151,816 $154,093 $156,405 $158,751 $621,065 1.50%
Motor Vehicle Fee Increase $73,995 $73,995 $73,995 $73,995 $295,980 0.00%
Buchanan County

Property Tax $3,127,916 $3,127,916 $3,127,916 $3,127,916 $12,511,664 0.00%
Delinquent Property Tax $301,930 $301,930 $301,930 $301,930 $1,207,720 0.00%
Surtax $241,032 $241,032 $241,032 $241,032 $964,128 0.00%
Financial Institutions Tax $16,440 $16,440 $16,440 $16,440 $65,760 0.00%
Motor Vehicle Sales Tax $168,242 $168,242 $168,242 $168,242 $672,968 0.00%
CART Fund $434,601 $438,947 $443,337 $447,770 $1,764,656 1.00%
Special Road Fund $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $200,000 0.00%
Miscellaneous $3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $12,000 0.00%
Doniphan County

Ad Valorem Tax $1,760,000 $1,760,000 $1,760,000 $1,760,000 $7,040,000 0.00%
Commercial Vehicle Tax $5,133 $5,133 $5,133 $5,133 $20,532 0.00%
Watercraft Tax $1,663 $1,663 $1,663 $1,663 $6,652 0.00%
Motor Vehicle Tax $136,395 $136,395 $136,395 $136,395 $545,580 0.00%
16/20M Vehicle Tax $24,754 $24,754 $24,754 $24,754 $99,016 0.00%
Rec Vehicle Tax $2,788 $2,788 $2,788 $2,788 $11,152 0.00%
State Payments $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $1,600,000 0.00%
Interfund Transfer $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,200,000 0.00%
Miscellaneous $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $20,000 0.00%
City of St. Joseph

Capital Improvements Program* $5,303,000 $5,303,000 $5,303,000 $5,303,000 $21,212,000 0.00%
Use Tax $3,264,320 $3,296,963 $3,329,933 $3,363,232 $13,254,448 1.00%
Motor Vehicle and Fuel Tax $3,015,740 $3,015,740 $3,015,740 $3,015,740 $12,062,960 0.00%
Transit (Utility Tax) $1,160,360 $1,160,360 $1,160,360 $1,160,360 $4,641,440 0.00%
Transit (Sales Tax) $4,586,064 $4,608,994 $4,632,039 $4,655,199 $18,482,297 0.50%
Streets (Sales Tax) $5,637,525 $5,665,713 $5,694,041 $5,722,512 $22,719,791 0.50%
Road and Bridge $701,119 $704,625 $708,148 $711,688 $2,825,580 0.50%
Village of Country Club

General Fund $101,216 $101,216 $101,216 $101,216 $404,864 0.00%
City of Savannah

General Fund (Gas Tax & Sales Tax) $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $1,500,000 0.00%
City of Wathena

Motor Vehicle Tax $21,667 $21,667 $21,667 $21,667 $86,668 0.00%
Recreational Vehicle Tax $188 $188 $188 $188 $752 0.00%
16/20M Vehicle Tax $349 $349 $349 $349 $1,396 0.00%
Commercial Vehicle Tax $694 $694 $694 $694 $2,776 0.00%
Watercraft Tax $166 $166 $166 $166 $664 0.00%
State Gas Tax $35,090 $35,090 $35,090 $35,090 $140,360 0.00%
City of Elwood

Motor Vehicle Tax $18,911 $18,911 $18,911 $18,911 $75,644 0.00%
Recreational Vehicle Tax $251 $251 $251 $251 $1,004 0.00%
16/20M Vehicle Tax $255 $255 $255 $255 $1,020 0.00%
Commercial Vehicle Tax $876 $876 $876 $876 $3,504 0.00%
Watercraft Tax $135 $135 $135 $135 $540 0.00%
State Gas Tax $31,250 $31,250 $31,250 $31,250 $125,000 0.00%
OATS, Inc.

Section 5310 $151,872 $151,872 $151,872 $151,872 $607,488 0.00%
Section 5311 $665,623 $665,623 $665,623 $665,623 $2,662,492 0.00%
Department of Mental Health $155,059 $155,059 $155,059 $155,059 $620,236 0.00%
Special Billings $84,074 $84,074 $84,074 $84,074 $336,296 0.00%
Medicaid $719,886 $719,886 $719,886 $719,886 $2,879,544 0.00%
Rider Contributions $3,968 $3,968 $3,968 $3,968 $15,872 0.00%
Fares $41,349 $41,349 $41,349 $41,349 $165,396 0.00%
Local Cash $16,138 $16,138 $16,138 $16,138 $64,552 0.00%
Total $34,268,612 $34,374,362 $34,480,940 $34,588,352 $137,712,266

Note: CART includes the State Fuel Tax, Vehicle Sales/Use Tax and Licensing Fees

* Capital Improvement Program is used for all capital projects, not just transportation
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In the past, local governments have used general revenue and other sources of
revenue, as they deemed appropriate to match transportation grants awarded. It is
not uncommon, nor difficult, for local jurisdictions to transfer funds from one

account to anoth er at their discretion. Table 2 shows the total programmed project
funds and available project funds by source.  Programmed funds are the funds
identified in individual project tables which oftentimes match the available funds.

The local available funds how ever reflect the available revenue from Table 1 that
can be used for local match.

FTA Section 5310 Awards

The Section 5310 program was established in 1975 as a discretionary capital
assistance program. In cases where public transit was unavailable, insuf ficient, or
inappropriate, the program awarded grants  to private nonprofit organizations to
serve the transportation needs of seniors and persons with  disabilities. Eligible
yweereeceldj) =hbtcz=ze23Uj U=zbhbetdj =Z=233U0=0U>1 63MUHGsT>S §c =
projects such as replacing vehicles as well as mobility projects beyond the
requirements of the ADA , projects that improve fixed route transit service access
and serve low income populations . A full list of eligible activies can be found in
01 o wYn pliGaton Instructions,
http://www.modot.org/othertransportation/transit/documents/modotgrantinformati
onpacketforf tasection5310 - webwithcoverinpdf.pdf .

The Missouri Department of Transp ortation ( http://www.modot.org/ )is the
designated recipient of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 (49 USC
5310) program funding for portions of Missouri that include all non - urbanized
(rural) locations in  Missouri as well as the Census - designated small urbanized
areas in the 50,000 ! 199,999 population range , which includes the St. Joseph
Metroplitan Area (MPA). As a result, MoDOT works directly with project sponsors
for the distribution of these funds.

Many providers that apply for and receive 5310 funds are small non - profit agencies
whose service area expands outside of the MPA, sometimes just passing thro ugh
the urbanized area. Because of this, Section 5310 recipients awarded by MoDOT

who operate primarily in the rural areas surrounding the St. Joseph MPA utilize the
MO STIP for planning requirements.

Agencies that were awarded Section 5310 funds this pas tfunding cycle include:

f Missouri Rural Health Association
9 Living Community of St. Joseph
1 OATS, Inc.
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1 St. Joseph Transit

These awards include funds for both capital and operating assistance; more details
witzZWUd=htetrd=Z2+t=Zo0tonwYnj ZYYQPB=Z306=
http://www.modot.org/plansandprojects/construction program/STIP2018 - 2022/ .

The Kansas Department of Transportation follows much the same process. The
below agencies were awarded fund s in the last cycle and serve Doniphan County
and while mainly based outside of the MPA, move through or to areas within the
metropolitan area.

Doniphan County Services & Workskills (DCSW)
Kanza Mental Health

Doniphan County Transportation

Nemaha County

= =4 4 4

6tcUz=Zdqdyuer26j =htc=Ze3Uj Uz=3ybpycdj w3yt =zWUY=htetrtygz=at
https://www.ksdot.org/bureaus/burProgProjMgmt/stip/stip.asp
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Table 2: Programmed Funds Compared to Available Funds

Funding Source Programmed Funds Available Funds

Federal FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 Total FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 Total
FHWA [NHPP-BR $3,881,200( $4,648,200 $912,000 $0 $9,441,400 $3,881,200 $4,648,200 $912,000 $0 $9,441,400
FHWA [NHPP-IM $4,500 $4,500 $0 $0 $9,000 $4,500 $4,500 $0 $0 $9,000
FHWA [NHPP-NHS $314,000 $524,000 $5,428,000 $0 $6,266,000 $314,000 $524,000 $5,428,000 $0 $6,266,000
FHWA [HSIP $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
FHWA |STBG $5,130,000{ $2,319,000 $13,000 $13,000 $7,475,000 $5,130,000 $2,319,000 $13,000 $13,000 $7,475,000
FHWA [STP $402,000 $0 $0 $0 $402,000 $402,000 $0 $0 $0 $402,000
FHWA [TAP $472,000 $0 $0 $0 $472,000 $472,000 $0 $0 $0 $472,000
FHWA [SHRP2 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
FHWA [RTP $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
FHWA [AC-State $3,303,000| $5,871,000 $6,604,000 $1,666,000 $17,444,000]  $3,303,000| $5,871,000] $6,604,000( $1,666,000| $17,444,000
FTA 5307 $1,513,462| $1,536,164|  $1,559,206 $1,582,594 $6,191,427] $1,513,462| $1,536,164| $1,559,206| $1,582,594 $6,191,427
FTA 5310 $748,500 $285,375 $285,756 $286,142 $1,605,773) $748,500 $285,375 $285,756 $286,142 $1,605,773
FTA 5311 $32,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $137,000 $32,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $137,000
FTA 5329 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
FTA 5339 $5,362,855 $116,720 $130,660 $50,193 $5,660,427 $637,860 $116,720 $130,660 $50,193 $935,432
FAA  |AIP $1,680,030] $4,636,013 $6,758,419 $182,700 $13,257,162|  $1,680,030| $4,636,013| $6,758,419 $182,700|  $13,257,162

State
MoDOT [MPEN $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
MoDOT [SAFETY $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
MoDOT [STATE OPERATING $20,589 $20,898 $21,211 $21,529 $84,228 $20,589 $20,898 $21,211 $21,529 $84,228
MoDOT [SWIMB $460,000| $1,539,000 $672,000 $0 $2,671,000 $460,000]  $1,539,000 $672,000 $0 $2,671,000
MoDOT [TCOS $2,528,300] $1,245,300 $1,725,000 $418,000 $5,916,600]  $2,528,300| $1,245,300 $1,725,000 $418,000 $5,916,600
KDOT [TWORKS $116,000 $0 $0 $0 $116,000 $116,000 $0 $0 $0 $116,000

Local
St. Joseph $14,783,430( $10,084,782| $10,455,674 $9,484,172 $44,808,058| $23,668,128| $23,755,395| $23,843,261| $23,931,732]  $95,198,516
Savannah $0 $586,523 $0 $811,980 $1,398,502 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $375,000 $1,500,000
Buchanan County $50,750 $0 $0 $0 $50,750]  $4,343,161| $4,347,507| $4,351,897| $4,356,330( $17,398,896
OATS, Inc. $282,000 $295,000 $295,000 $295,000 $1,167,000] $1,837,969| $1,837,969| $1,837,969| $1,837,969 $7,351,876

Yearly Totals| $41,084,616| $33,747,475[ $34,894,926| $14,846,310 $45,286,570 $46,911,564| $48,362,514| $28,561,890

Programmed Total

$124,573,327

Total Available Funds

$169,122,537
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Missouri Department of Transportation MODOT

632t eUtrytwd=zwtj 8 Z2twbedU=0townYnj =Zj 363caUj Y=o
deliver the roadway and bridge maintenance programs. This category includes

basic maintenance activities like minor surface treatments such as: sealing, small

concrete repairs an d pothole patching; mowing right of way; snow removal;

replacing signs; striping; repairing guardrail; and repairing traffic signals.

Performing these activities requires employees; vehicles and other machinery; and

materials such as salt, asphalt and fuel . Maintenance operations expenditures are

expected to increase 1.5% annually.

Calculations are $372,986,000 / 77,537 lane miles.

Y22j Ze3yrxUj Zo0towYnj Zwtj 6YZZy¥Y¥ndi ZndYc=63T1U=Z6264

Assumptions:

Maintenance Operations $472,304,000 *
Fleet Investments $ 24,607,000 *

Total $496,911,000

Minus Maintenance Fringe Benefits $123,925,000
Total $372,986,000

Lane miles 77,537 **

*Source: FY 2018 Budget approved 6/7/ 2017
** Source: Official 2016 State System Mileage

Kansas Department of Transportation KDOT

The maintenance and operations from KDOT include all parts of Doniphan County
not just those that are within the metropolitan area Operations and maintenance is
calculated by sub area of KDOT districts. The sub area that Elwood and Wathena
are in is the whole county. The sub areas are split up on the basis of snow/ice
operations. Costs include esti mates for pavement work, basic maintenance,
shoulder work, drainage, roadside, minor bridge repairs, snow and ice removal and
traffic guidance (see Table 3). Cost estimates for 201 8 to 202 2 are based on the
2017 costs using a 3 percent inflation rate.
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Table 3: KDOT O&M Estimates for FY 201 9- 2022

DOT Opera 0 and 3 ena s ate

FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022
Pavement $30,478.73] $31,393.09| $32,334.88 $33,304.93
Shoulders $62,261.44] $64,129.28] $66,053.16| $68,034.76
Drainage $145,088.89 $149,441.56 $153,924.80 $158,542.55
Roadside $272,487.53 $280,662.16 $289,082.02 $297,754.48
Bridge $19,137.40| $19,711.52] $20,302.87| $20,911.95
Snow & Ice $105,698.60 $108,869.56 $112,135.64) $115,499.71]
Traffic Guidance¢ $18,294.86| $18,843.71| $19,409.02| $19,991.29
Total $653,447.459 $673,050.87 $693,242.40 $714,039.67]
Note: These numbers include all of Sub-area 1140, which extends
beyond Elwood and Wathena

The total for the Elwood - Wathena urban area is 119.416 lane - miles of roadway.
KDOT reports 59.754 lane - miles of roads classified as Arterial or Collector, and
59.662 lane- miles of Local roads. The Local total assumes 2 - lane; KDOT only
has records for centerline miles of these roads. The State System roads account
for 28.664 lane - miles; 31.09 lane - miles of Arterial or Collector and all of the Local
roads are managed b y local governments. Table 4 provides the 2016 total
operating and maintenance costs, as well as the miles and cost per lane mile.

Table 4. KDOT O&M Costs and Lane Miles

2017 Total | # of KDOT Stat{ Cost per lane
O&M Cost | System Lane mile 2017
$634,415.00 28.664 $18,184,871.56

Local Governments

Local revenue sources for operations and maintenance include state fuel tax, state
vehicles sales/use tax, local sales taxes, licensing and permit fees and other
revenue sources that provide significant resources for local general funds and
specific transport ation funding. Not all taxes and fees go to transportation
however, leaving the local jurisdiction to identify a budget specifically for
transportation needs, such as capital improvements, road and bridge funds, transit
operating subsidies, road and street  budgets, or operations and maintenance
budgets.

The operations and maintenance costs for local governments include salaries,
fringe benefits, materials and equipment needed to deliver the street and bridge
maintenance programs. This category includes ba sic maintenance activities like
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minor surface treatments such as sealing, small concrete repairs, pothole

patching, mowing, snow removal, replacing signs, striping, and repairing traffic

signals. These activities may be performed in

The local governments with projects programmed in this FY2019
provided an estimate of O&M costs per federal aid lane mile, see

below:

Table 5: Local Government Operating and Maintenance

Local Government Operating and Maintenance

Local Governmer

Federal Aid
t Lane Miles

Cost per
Lane Mile

- house or outsourced.

Total Cost

Buchanan Countyf

650

$3,604

$2,361,60

187

St. Joseph

$6,00(

$1,122,00(

Savannah

15

$3,869

$58,035

St. Joseph Transit

In addition to the local government operations and maintenance previously

- 2022 TIP have
n in the table

discussed, St. Joseph Transit expenses also cover fleet repair/maintenance,

repairing/replacing bus shelters, bus washing, bus maintenance facilities, and fuel.
Table 6 shows the estimated expenditures for transit operations and maintenance.

Table 6: St Joseph Transit Operating and Maintenance

Operating anad alntenance
FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022
FTA-Section 5307 $1,513,462 $1,536,164| $1,559,206 $1,582,594
FTA-Section 5310 $198,500 $25,375 $25,756 $26,142
City of St. Joseph $1,589,962 $1,573,719| $1,597,325 $1,621,285
MoDOT Operating $20,589 $20,898 $21,211 $21,529
Passenger Fares & Misc $375,000 $382,500 $390,150 $397,953
Total $3,697,513 $3,538,656| $3,593,648 $3,649,504

Oats, Inc.

Similar to St. Joseph Transit, Table
operations and maintenance.

7 shows the estimated expenditures for OATS
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Table 7: OATS Operating and Maintenance

~ OATS Operéting and Maintenance '

FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022
FTA-Section 5310 $400,00( $400,000 $400,00( $400,00(
FTA-Section 5311 $64,00( $70,00( $70,00( $70,00(
Fares $7,000 $7,00( $7,000 $7,50(
Local Contracts $471,00( $477,000 $477,00( $477,50(
Total $942,00( $954,000 $954,00( $955,00(I
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FISCALLY CONSTRAINED PROJECTS

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Construct Air Traffic Control Tower Federal $0
State # State $0
TIP # AV-2016-01 Local CIP $507,500 $507,500)
Other $0|
Replace existing air traffic control tower - Federal $0
Description Rosecrans Memorial Airport 2 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *4|Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0)
Project Length Federal _|AIP $4,636,013 $4,636,013]
Total Federal Funding AlP $4,636,013] 5 [State $0
Total State Funding $0) Local ol $515,113 $515,113]
Total Local Funding clP 413-08| $1,022,613 Other $0
Total Project Cost $5,658,625| TOTAL $0| $507,500| $5,151,125 $0 $0| $5,658,625
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded
MTP Goals & Objectives |Economic Vitality annually
0 osep ding
Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Airport SRE Building Federal $0)
State # State $0)
TIP # AV-2017-01 Local CIP $267,859 $267,859
Other $0)
Federal $0
Description Rosecrans Memorial Airport = State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y s2Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0)
Project Length Federal _|AIP $2,446,887 $2,446,887|
Total Federal Funding AlP $2,446,887 g State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $271,876 $271,876
Total Local Funding CIP 413-155 $539,735 Other $0
Total Project Cost $2,986,622] TOTAL $0 $0! $267,859| $2,718,764 $0| $2,986,622
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded
MTP Goals & Objectives |Economic Vitality annually
0 osep ding
Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Construct Taxiway - Hotspot 2 Federal _|AIP $168,003 $168,003|
State # State $0)
TIP # AV-2018-03 Local CIP $18,667 $18,667
Other $0,
Federal $0|
Description Construct Taxiway Delta 2 State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *4Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0
Project Length Federal |AIP $1,512,027 $1,512,027
Total Federal Funding AlIP $1,680,030] 8 State $0
Total State Funding $0| Local CIP $151,202 $151,202
Total Local Funding CIP 413-065| $169,869, Other $0
Total Project Cost $1,849,899) TOTAL $0|$1,849,899 $0, $0, $0[ $1,849,899

MTP Goals & Objectives

Economic Vitality

Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded

annually
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Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Obstruction Removal Federal $0,
State # State $0
TIP # AV-2019-01 Local $0)
Other $0
Federal $0,
Description Clear trees from bluff = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *2Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length Federal |AIP $182,700 $182,700
Total Federal Funding AIP $182,700] 8 State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local Clp $20,300 $20,300
Total Local Funding CIP 413-150 $20,300 Other $0
Total Project Cost $203,000 TOTAL $0, $0, $0, $0| $203,000 $203,000
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded
MTP Goals & Objectives |Safety annually
0 osep ang
Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Runway 17/35 Pavement Maintenance and Rehab Federal _[AIP $164,430 $164,430
State # State $0
TIP # AV-2019-02 Local CIP $16,443 $16,443]
Other $0|
Federal $0,
Description Reconstruct the main runway 2 State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *2 lLocal $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length Federal _[AIP $1,662,570 $1,662,570
Total Federal Funding AlP $1,827,000§ 7= State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $166,257 $166,257
Total Local Funding cIP 413-140( $182,700] Other $0
Total Project Cost $2,009,700)| TOTAL $0 $0 $0| $2,009,700 $0| $2,009,700
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded
MTP Goals & Objectives |System Maintenance annually
0 osep ding
Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rehab General Aviation Apron - Phase 1 Federal _|AIP $225,867 $225,867|
State # State $0)
TIP # AV-2021-01 Local CIP $25,096 $25,096
Other $0
Federal $0
Description Rehab General Aviation Apron - Phase 1 = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *2Local $0,
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0
Project Length Federal _[AIP $2,258,665 $2,258,665
Total Federal Funding AlP $2,484,532 g State $0
Total State Funding $0| Local CIP $225,867 $225,867
Total Local Funding CIP 413-165( $250,963 Other $0
Total Project Cost $2,735,495| TOTAL $0 $0 $0| $2,735,495 $0| $2,735,495
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded
MTP Goals & Objectives |System Maintenance annually
Awviation Financial Summary by Agency
Agency: City of St. Joseph Source | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $1,680,030| $4,636,013| $6,758,419| $182,700( $13,257,162
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $677,369 $782,971 $705,539|  $20,300 $2,186,179
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $2,357,399| $5,418,984| $7,463,958| $203,000{ $15,443,341
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Awviation Financial Summary

Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $1,680,030| $4,636,013| $6,758,419| $182,700( $13,257,162
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $677,369 $782,971 $705,539 $20,300 $2,186,179
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $2,357,399| $5,418,984| $7,463,958| $203,000| $15,443,341

Aviation Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds % Total Fed | State Funds in | % Total State |Local Funds in| % Total Local
(in miles) Bike/Ped Element in EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds
St. Joseph 0 0 $13,257,162 100.00% $0 0.00% $2,186,179 100.00%
Total 0 0 $13,257,162 100.00% $0 0.00% $2,186,179 100.00%)
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City of St. Joseph

Funding

City of St. Joseph

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Patee Trail - Phase 1 Federal $0)
State # State $0)
TIP # BP-2016-01 Local CIP $33,044 $33,044]
$0)
Urban trail from 36th st. to 31st st., using $0|
Description BNSF railroad corridor; Rail to Trail conversion $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y $0)
Project Length (feet) STP/TAP $368,085 $368,085|
TAP TAP-5301 (117) $0
Total Federal Funding STP TAP-5301 (117) CIP $103,529 $103,529|
Total State Funding $0)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-130 $0| $504,658 $0 $0 $0[ $504,658
Total Project Cost Note: Also known as 2015 Urban Trail Phase 21. the local amount for engineering relfects in-
MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility house design

Funding

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name Patee Trail - Phase 2 Federal $0)
State # State $0
TIP # BP-2018-01 Local CIP $32,000 $32,000]
Urban Trail from 22nd to 28th south of Other $0
Messanie, using BNSF railroad corridor; Rail to Federal $0)
Description Trail conversion State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y Other $0
Project Length (feet) Federal |TAP $232,000 $232,000
Total Federal Funding TAP TAP-5301 (101) State $0)
Total State Funding Local CIP $58,000 $58,000]
Total Local Funding CIP 313-140 Other $0
Total Project Cost TOTAL $0| $322,000 $0 $0 $0| $322,000
Note: Also known as 2018 Urban Trail Phase 23. The local amount for engineering reflects in-

MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility house design

City of St. Joseph

Funding

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name Patee Trail - Phase 3 Federal $0
State # State $0)
TIP # BP-2019-01 Local CIP $8,100 $8,100
Other $0)
Construction of 10" wide and 6" thick urban trail Federal $0)
Description from 22nd Street to Mitchell State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y Other $0)
Project Length (feet) Federal $0)
Total Federal Funding State $0
Total State Funding Local CIP $81,200 $81,200)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-145 Other $0)
Total Project Cost TOTAL $0[  $89,300 $0 $0 $0[  $89,300
Note: Also known as 2018 Urban Trail Phase 23. The local amount for engineering reflects in-

MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility house design
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Buchanan County Source | Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Riverside Corridor - Phase 3 Federal $0
State # State $0
TIP # BP-2020-01 Local CIP $8,963 $8,963
Other $0)
Federal $0,
Description Riverside Road west from Messanie to Mitchell = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *4 | Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |Y Other $0
Project Length (feet) 2,700 Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0p=) | State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $89,630 $89,630)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-155 $98,593] Other $0
Total Project Cost $98,593] TOTAL $0 $0 $98,593 $0 $0 $98,593)
Note: Also known as 2020 Urban Trail Phase 25. A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for
inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded annually. The local amount for engineering
MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility reflects in-house design

Buchanan County Source | Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name C.N.W. Railroad Trail - Phase 1 Federal $0
State # State $0,
TIP # BP-2021-01 Local CIP $9,228 $9,228
Other $0
Along the abandoned C.N.W. railroad from Federal $0
Description Cook to Blackwell = State $0,
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y @l ocal $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y Other $0
Project Length (feet) 2,640 Federal $0
Total Federal Funding SO State $0,
Total State Funding $0) Local CIP $216,347 $216,347|
Total Local Funding CIP $225,575 Other $0
Total Project Cost $225,575| TOTAL $0 $0, $0| $225,575 $0| $225,575
Note: Also known as 2021 Urban Trail Phase 26. A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for
inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded annually. The local amount for engineering
MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility reflects in-house design; CIP # not yet assigned

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name C.N.W. Railroad Trail -Phase 2 Federal $0
State # State $0,
TIP # BP-2021-02 Local CIP $9,228 $9,228
Other $0)
Along the abandoned C.N.W. railroad from Federal $0
Description Blackwell to County Line Rd. = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N *4 | Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |Y Other $0
Project Length (feet) 2,745 Federal $0
Total Federal Funding SO = | State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $171,017 $171,017|
Total Local Funding CIP $180,245 Other $0
Total Project Cost $180,245 TOTAL $0 $0 $0| $180,245 $0| $180,245
Note: Also known as 2021 Urban Trail Phase 27. A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for
inflation for FY20-2022, interest is compounded annually. The local amount for engineering
MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility reflects in-house design; CIP # not yet assigned
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Buchanan County Source | Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name Urban Trail Maintenance Federal $0
State # State $0
TIP # BP-2018-04 Local $0,

Other $0)

Federal $0,
Description Maintenance on existing urban trail system = State $0,
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *4 | Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |Y Other $0
Project Length (feet) Federal |STP $273,915 $273,915|
Total Federal Funding  |STP STP 5301(11P)  $273,915/ %= State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $68,479 $68,479)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-150 $68,479 Other $0
Total Project Cost $342,393 TOTAL $0| $342,393 $0 $0 $0| $342,393

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: STP # not yet assigned; maintenance spans city wide going in and out of EJ areas,
therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be considered entirely invested in EJ

areas

Buchanan County Funding
Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name 59 Hwy Hike and Bike (Phase 1) $0
State # g $0)
TIP # BP-2019-02 w $0
$0
Trail from St. Joseph city limits to Rushville on $0)
Description former BNSF ROW % $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N o $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y $0
Project Length (feet) 68,640 $0
Total Federal Funding $0) % $0)
Total State Funding L[ © $50,750 $50,750)
Total Local Funding $50,750) $0
Total Project Cost $50,750) $0[  $50,750 $0 $0 $0 $50, 750)
MTP Goals & Objectives |System Management
B e & Pede a a a ary by Age

Agency: City of St. Joseph Source FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $874,000 $0 $0 $0 $874,000
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $384,351| $98,593 $225,575 $0 $708,519
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $1,258,351| $98,593 $225,575 $0| $1,582,519

B e & Pede a a a a Dy Age

Agency: Buchanan County Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $50,750 $0 $0 $0 $50,750
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $50,750 $0 $0 $0 $50,750
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Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $874,000 $0 $0 $0 $874,000
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $435,101| $98,593 $225,575 $0 $759,269
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $1,309,101| $98,593 $225,575 $0| $1,633,269

Bicycle & Pedestrian Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with |Federal Funds in| % Total Fed [ State Funds in | % Total State |Local Funds in EJ| % Total Local
(in feet) Bike/Ped Element EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds Area Funds
St. Joseph 17,258 7 $874,000 100.00% $0 0.00% $708,519 100.00%
Buchanan Co 68,640 1 $0.00 0.00% $0.00 0.00% $0.00 0.00%
Total 85,898 8 $874,000.00 100.00% $0.00 0.00% $708,518.92 100.00%

Note: Maintenance spans city wide going in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be considered entirely invested in EJ

areas
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Funding

Andrew & Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name Bridge Inspection Program STBG $39,000 $13,000. $13,000 $13,000 $13,000 $52,000
STIP# TCOS $6,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $8,000
TIP # BR-2016-03 $0,

Inspection of state and local bridges on an $0

annual basis. Inspections are completed $0
Description: between the months of October and March. $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N $0)
Project Length $0)
Total Federal Funding STBG $0)
Total State Funding TCOS $0,
Total Local Funding $0)
Total Project Cost $45,000 $15,000! $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $60,000

MTP Goals & Objectives [System Management Note: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request

unding

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name US 36 Bridge Rehabiltation Federal NHPP-BR $48,000! $107,000 $107,000
STIP# J1P3120 ‘2') State SWIMB $12,000 $27,000 $27,000
TIP# BR-2017-01 i Local $0)

Bridge rehab work to extend the of the Other $0

structure. US 36 bridge over 1-229/6th Street in Federal $0
Description St. Joseph. = |State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y 8 Local $0,
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 0.23] Federal [NHPP-BR $1,306,000 $1,306,000
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $1,461,000 % State SWIMB $326,000 $326,000
Total State Funding SWIMB $365,0000 5 Local $0)
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)
Total Project Cost $1,826,000 TOTAL $60,000 $1,766,000 $0 $0 $0[ $1,766,000
MTP Goals & Objectives [System Management Note:

unding

Andrew County Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name 1-29 Bridge Improvements Federal |[NHPP-BR $147,000 $250,000 $375,000 $625,000)
STIP# J113109 % State SWIMB $37,000 $63,000 $94,000 $157,000
TIP # BR-2018-01 = Local $0)
Other $0)
Replace northbound and southbound bridges Federal $8,000 $8,000|
Description: over Hopkins Creek, south of Rte. T g State $2,000 $2,000)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N “2Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0
Project Length Federal |NHPP-BR $4,010,000 $4,010,000)
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $4,790,000 % State SWIMB $1,002,000 $1,002,000
Total State Funding SWIMB $1,198,000§ %4 Local $0)
Total Local Funding $0 Other $0|
Total Project Cost $5,988,000) TOTAL $184,000 $323,000 $5,481,000 $0 $0| $5,804,000

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; Inflation is not applied to

MTP Goals & Objectives [System Management ENG costs per project sponsor request

Funding

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Bridge Preventative Maintenance Federal [NHPP-BR $20,000 $90,000 $90,000)
STIP# J113186 % State TCOS $5,000 $22,000! $22,000]
TIP # BR-2018-02 = Local $0,

Replace expansion joints on various bridges in Other $0

the MPO area. Bridges on Rte. 1-229, Rte. 36 Federal $0)
Description: and Rte. 759. =1 |State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y 8 Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0)
Project Length Federal NHPP-BR $1,165,000 $1,165,000
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $1,275,000 % State TCOS $291,000 $291,000)
Total State Funding TCOS $318,0000 %2 Local $0
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)
Total Project Cost $1,593,000 TOTAL $25,000 $1,568,000 $0, $0| $0[ $1,568,000)
MTP Goals & Objectives [System Management Note:
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Funding

Andrew Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name 1-29 Bridge Rehabilitation Federal  [NHPP-BR $12,000. $20,000 $63,000 $95,000
STIP# J113241 % State TCOS $3,000 $5,000 $16,000 $24,000
TIP # BR-2019-01 = Local $0,
Other $0)

Rehabilitation of Bridge A1292 over MO Rte. T Federal $0|

Description: near Amazonia. =1 |State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 8 Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0)
Project Length Federal [NHPP-BR $849,000 $849,000)
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $944,000.00 % State TCOS $212,000 $212,000)
Total State Funding TCOS $236,000.00) %4 | Local $0|
Total Local Funding $0.00| Other $0)
Total Project Cost $1,180,000 TOTAL $0 $15,000 $25,000|  $1,140,000 $0[ $1,180,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022 per project sponsor request

Buchanan County Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name Easton Rd. Bridge Federal $0j
STIP# State $0)
TIP # RR-2019-04 Local $0j

Other $0j

Federal $0
Description Complete replacement; bridge to culvert State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 4 | Local $0j
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0,
Project Length (feet) 20 Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0f = State $0)
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $500,000 $500,000
Total Local Funding CIP 313-085 $500,000 Other $0
Total Project Cost $500,000) TOTAL $0 $500,000 $0. $0 $0 $500,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually

niphan County (Elwood)

Source | Category | Prior Prog. FY2019

FY2020

FY2021 FY2022

Project Name US 36 Bridge Repairs $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0)
State # KA-4875-01 TWORKS $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0,
TIP # BR-2019-05 $0 $0. $0 $0 $0 $0)
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Mill, Patch and Concrete Owverlay Bridge #030 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|

Description and Bridge #031 on US-36 in Doniphan County! $0, $0, $0 $0 $0 $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N $0 $0. $0 $0 $0 $0)
Project Length (miles) AC-NHPP $0 $460,000 $0 $0 $0[ _ $460,000
Total Federal Funding AC-NHPP TWORKS $0 $116,000 $0 $0 $0 $116,000
Total State Funding TWORKS $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0,
Total Local Funding $0 $0. $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Project Cost $75,000 $576,000 $0 $0 $0 $576,000)

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: The CON phase will utilize Advance Construction in the amount of $460,000 of the $576,000 will be
converted to NHPP federal funds in late 2019. The difference will remain state funds.

Bridge a a a py Age
Agency: MoDOT Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $2,951,000{ $4,418,000 $925,000| $13,000f $8,307,000
State $736,000] $1,103,000 $230,000 $2,000 $2,071,000
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $3,687,000f $5,521,000( $1,155,000] $15,000( $10,378,000
Agency: St. Joseph Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000!
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Agency: KDOT Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Federal $460,000 $0 $0 $0 $460,000
State $116,000 $0 $0 $0 $116,000
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $576,000 $0 $0 $0 $576,000

Bridge Financial Summary
Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $3,411,000{ $4,418,000 $925,000| $13,000{  $8,767,000

State $852,000| $1,103,000 $230,000 $2,000 $2,187,000
Local $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $4,763,000] $5,521,000( $1,155,000{ $15,000{ $11,454,000

Bridge Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds in | % Total Fed | State Funds in (% Total State| Local Funds in | % Total Local
(in feet) Bike/Ped Element EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds
MoDOT 1234 0 $2,668,000 32.12% $666,000 32.16% $0 0.00%
St. Joseph 20 0 $0 0.00% $0 0.00% $0 0.00%
KDOT 0.001 0 $460,000 100.00% $116,000 100.00% $0 0.00%
Total 1234 0 $2,668,000 30.43% $666,000 30.45% $0 0.00%
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Buchanan and Andrew Counties Source Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Operating Assistance Federal $0
State # State $0
TIP # ED-2016-01 Local $0
Rural to urban/urban to rural senices for OATS Other 0
sening areas outside the urbanized area of St. Federal $0
Description Joseph, but within MPA = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y *2Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0,
Project Length (in ft.) Federal  [5310/5311 $281,000| $282,000 $295,000| $295,000( $295,000| $1,167,000
5310 $1,020,000 5 |State $0
Total Federal Funding 5311 $133,000 Local $0
Total State Funding $0 Other Fare/Contract| $281,000| $282,000{ $295,000| $295,000| $295,000 $1,167,000
Total Other Funding Fare/Contracts $1,448,000) TOTAL $562,000) $564,000| $590,000/ $590,000| $590,000( $2,334,000
Total Project Cost $2,896,000 Note: inflation applied by project sponsor; local match is a combination of fares and local contracts,
MTP Goals & Objectives |Accessibility see Table 6 for OATS O&M for more details
de & Disabled 3 a a py Age

Agency: OATS, Inc. Source | FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $282,000 $295,000{ $295,000| $295,000| $1,167,000
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $282,000( $295,000 $295,000{ $295,000| $1,167,000
TOTAL $564,000{ $590,000{ $590,000{ $590,000( $2,334,000

de & Disabled a 3 3

Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $282,000 $295,000{ $295,000|{ $295,000| $1,167,000
State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $282,000( $295,000( $295,000( $295,000( $1,167,000
TOTAL $564,000( $590,000 $590,000{ $590,000| $2,334,000

Elderly & Disabled Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length| # of Projects with | Federal Funds | % Total Fed [State Funds in| % Total State | Other Funds | % Total Local

(in feet) Bike/Ped Element in EJ Area Funds EJ Area Funds in EJ Area Funds
OATS, Inc. 0 0 $1,167,000 100.00% $0 0.00%| $1,167,000 100.00%
Total 0 0 $1,167,000 100.00% $0 0.00%( $1,167,000 100.00%
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Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name St. Joseph Street Repair Program Federal $0)
STIP# State $0)
TIP # RR-2018-11 Local $0}
Other $0}
Combination of Asphalt Overlay, Concrete Federal $0)
Description owerlay and Use Tax Owerlay programs 2 State $0}
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y* ‘AL ocal $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0}
Project Length (miles) 38 Federal $0)
Total Federal Funding $of=| State $0)
Total State Funding $0) Local CIP $7,650,000 $7,500,000 $7,612,500|  $7,726,688| $7,842,588| $30,681,775)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-015/313-030 $38,331,775) Other $0}
Total Project Cost $38,331,775) TOTAL $7,650,000 $7,500,000 $7,612,500|  $7,726,688| $7,842,588| $30,681,775
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually. *The street
repair program spans city wide in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management considered entirely invested in EJ areas
0 osep ding
Buchanan County Source | Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Pickett Culvert Federal $0
STIP# State $0)
TIP # RR-2019-02 Local $0)
Other $0
Federal $0
Description 36th to Belt Highway 2 State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y ‘2 Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (feet) 0.01 Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0f=| State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $500,000 $500,000
Total Local Funding CIP 313-090 $500,000 Other $0)
Total Project Cost $500,000 TOTAL $0 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000]
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
0 osep ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rebuild Atchison Federal $0|
STIP# State $0
TIP # RR-2019-03 Local $0)
Other $0
Federal $0
Description Partial complete rebuild; 6th to 11th street State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y e Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) Y Other $0
Project Length (miles) 0.32 Federal $0|
Total Federal Funding $0p=| State $0|
Total State Funding $0 Local CIP $1,200,000 $1,200,000)
Total Local Funding CIP 313-095 $1,200,000 Other $0|
Total Project Cost $1,200,000 TOTAL $0 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000]
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
of Sa a d
Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name 6th Street Improvements (Phase 2) Federal $0|
STIP# State $0)
TIP # RR-2019-01 Local Gen Fund $40,920 $40,920]
Other $0)
Federal $0)
Description Pavement repair from Main to Chestnut = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y ‘AL ocal $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0
Project Length (miles) 0.15 Federal $0)
Total Federal Funding $of=| State $0|
Total State Funding $0, Local Gen Fund $545,603 $545,603]
Total Local Funding Gen Fund $586,523| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $586,523] TOTAL $0. $0, $586,523 $0 $0 $586,523]
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually

36| Page



Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name 6th Street Improvements (Phase 3) Federal $0|
STIP# State $0)
TIP # RR-2021-01 Local Gen Fund $56,650 $56,650)
Other $0
Federal $0
Description Pavement repair from Chestnut to Bus. 71 = State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y “4Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 0.19 Federal $0)
Total Federal Funding $0p= | State $0)
Total State Funding $0| Local Gen Fund $755,330 $755,330
Total Local Funding Gen Fund $811,980 Other $0|
Total Project Cost $811,980 TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $811,980 $811,980)
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY?2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. 59 Pavement Improvements Federal |AC-State $41,000 $235,000 $235,000
STIP# J1P3188 State TCOS $10,000 $59,000 $59,000}
TIP # RR-2018-04 Local $0]
Other $0
Rte. 752 to Rte. 45 near Rushville. Resurface Federal $0
Description driving lanes and shoulders. = State $0j
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 288 Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 14.6) Federal |AC-State $2,334,000 $2,334,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State $2,610,000f7=8] State TCOS $584,000 $584,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $653,000 Local $0|
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0)
Total Project Cost $3,263,000) TOTAL $51,000 $3,212,000 $0 $0) $0 $3,212,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note:
oDO ding
Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. 59 Preventative Maintenance Federal [NHPP-NHS $3,000 $22,000 $22,000
STIP# J1S3190 State TCOS $1,000 $5,000 $5,000
TIP # RR-2018-06 Local $0j
Other $0)
1-29 to LP 29 at Country Club Village. Federal $0
Description Pavement treatment to extend pavement life. 2 State $0j
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N =8 Local $0j
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 1.8 Federal |NHPP-NHS $214,000 $214,000
Total Federal Funding NHS $239,000] & State TCOS $54,000 $54,000
Total State Funding TCOS $60,000 Local $0)
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0|
Total Project Cost $299,000]| TOTAL $4,000 $295,000 $0 $0J $0 $295,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note:
oDO ding
Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Bus. 71 Resurfacing Federal [STBG $14,000 $231,000 $231,000
STIP# J1S3189 State TCOS $4,000 $58,000 $58,000
TIP # RR-2018-07 Local $0j
Other $0
US 71 to I-29, through Savannah. Resurface Federal $0
Description roadway and shoulder repairs. 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N = [ ocal $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 8.8] Federal [STBG $2,490,000 $2,490,000]
Total Federal Funding STBG $2,735,000 5 State TCOS $623,000 $623,000
Total State Funding TCOS $685,000) Local $0
Total Local Funding $0 Other $0
Total Project Cost $3,420,000) TOTAL $18,000 $3,402,000 $0 $0) $0 $3,402,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note:

37| Page




Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name 1-29 Pavement Improvements Federal _[AC-State $10,000 $77,000 $262,000 $339,000
STIP# J113183 State SWIMB $1,000 $8,000 $29,000 $37,000
TIP # RR-2018-02 Local $0j
Other $0
1.5 miles south of Rte. O to Platte County. Federal $0
Description Resurface driving lanes and shoulders. 2 State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N = [ ocal $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 8.9 Federal |AC-State $3,630,000 $3,630,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State $3,979,000] oh|State SWIMB $403,000 $403,000
Total State Funding SWIMB $441,000 Local $0
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)
Total Project Cost $4,420,000) TOTAL $11,000 $85,000 $4,324,000 $0 $0 $4,409,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022
oDO ding
Andrew County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. DD Pavement Improvements Federal |STBG $2,000 $14,000 $43,000! $57,000}
STIP# J1S3171 State TCOS $1,000 $3,000 $11,000 $14,000)
TIP # RR-2018-08 Local $0
Other $0
Rte. T, in Savannah to Rte. 59 in Country Federal $0]
Description Club village. Resurface roadway. 3 State $0j
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y 288 Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 7.6 Federal [STBG $550,000 $550,000
Total Federal Funding STBG $609,000fF=8] State TCOS $138,000 $138,000
Total State Funding TCOS $153,000) Local $0|
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0)
Total Project Cost $762,000] TOTAL $3,000 $17,000 $742,000 $0) $0 $759,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022
oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. 6 Pavement Improvements Federal [STBG $13,000.00 $50,000.00 $131,000.00: $181,000
STIP# J1P3072 State TCOS $3,000.00 $13,000.00 $33,000.00 $46,000)
TIP # RR-2018-09 Local $0j
Other $0)
Rte. AC (Riverside Road) to Rte. 31. Federal $0
Description Resurface and shoulder improvements. 2 State $0j
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N =8 Local $0j
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 11.1] Federal |STBG $1,582,000.00 $1,582,000
Total Federal Funding STBG $1,776,000f7=8] State TCOS $396,000.00 $396,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $445,000] Local $0)
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0|
Total Project Cost $2,221,000) TOTAL $16,000 $63,000! $2,142,000 $0J $0 $2,205,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022
oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. H Pavement Improvements Federal _[AC-State $4,000 $14,000 $61,000 $75,000
STIP# J1S3197 State TCOS $1,000 $4,000 $15,000 $19,000)
TIP # RR-2018-10 Local $0j
Other $0
Rte. 371 to Rte. 169 in Gower. Resurface Federal $0|
Description roadway. = State $0j
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N = [ ocal $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 13.9] Federal _|AC-State $824,000 $824,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State $903,000 & State TCOS $206,000 $206,000
Total State Funding TCOS $226,000) Local $0
Total Local Funding $0 Other $0
Total Project Cost $1,129,000) TOTAL $5,000 $18,000 $1,106,000 $0) $0 $1,124,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022
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Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. 371 Roadway Improvements Federal [STBG $62,000 $170,000 $170,000]
STIP# J1S3076 State TCOS $16,000 $42,000 $42,000
TIP # RR-2017-03 Local $0j
Other $0
Rte. 752 to Platte County line. Resurface Federal $0
Description roadway and add paved rumble stripe. 2 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N = [ ocal $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 13| Federal [STBG $2,162,000 $2,162,000
Total Federal Funding STBG $2,394,000 5 State TCOS $541,000 $541,000
Total State Funding TCOS $599,000) Local $0
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)
Total Project Cost $2,993,000) TOTAL $78,000 $2,915,000 $0 $0 $0 $2,915,000
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note:
oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name North Belt Highway Pavement Improvements Federal [NHPP-NHS $16,000! $28,000 $99,000 $143,000]
STIP# J1S3249 State TCOS $4,000 $7,000 $25,000 $36,000)
TIP # RR-2019-04 Local $0J
Other $0|
Pavement resurface from Rochester Road to Federal $0}
Description Mitchell Avenue in St Joseph. | State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 3.5] Federal |NHPP-NHS $1,414,000 $1,414,000
Total Federal Funding NHPP-NHS $1.557,000fF8 state TCOS $353,000 $353,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $389,000] Local $0]
Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)
Total Project Cost $1,946,000] TOTAL $0 $20,000 $35,000(  $1,891,000 $0) $1,946,000)

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor request

oDO ding

Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name South Belt Highway Pavement Improvements Federal [AC-State $4,000 $12,000 $22,000 $104,000 $142,000]
STIP# J1S3257 State TCOS $1,000 $3,000 $6,000 $26,000 $36,000)
TIP # RR-2019-05 Local $0J
Other $0
Pavement resuface from Mitchell Avenue to Rte. Federal $0|
Description FF in St Joseph. = [State $0}
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0)
Project Length (miles) 3.2 Federal |AC-State $1,562,000 $1,562,000)
Total Federal Funding AC-State $1,704,000 State TCOS $390,000] $390,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $426,000 Local $0J
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $2,130,000] TOTAL $0 $5,000 $15,000 $28,000 $2,082,000] $2,130,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor request

0DO ding

Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. 36 Pavement Improvements Federal [NHPP-NHS $18,000. $34,000; $57,000; $260,000 $351,000]
STIP# J1P0862 State TCOS $4,000 $8,000 $14,000; $65,000 $87,000)
TIP # RR-2019-06 Local $0J
Other $0
Resurface from Missouri River bridge to 0.75 mile Federal $0)
Description east of Rte. AC in St. Joseph. 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 5.7] Federal |NHPP-NHS $3,655,000 $3,655,000}
Total Federal Funding NHPP-NHS $4,006,000 5 [State TCOS $914,000 $914,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $1,001,000 Local $0]
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0)
Total Project Cost $5,029,000] TOTAL $22,000 $42,000 $71,000{  $4,894,000 $0) $5,007,000)

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor reguest
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oDO

Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Mitchell Avenue Pavement Improvements Federal _[AC-State $1,000 $4,000 $8,000 $18,000 $30,000)
STIP# J1S3222 State TCOS $1,000 $1,000 $2,000 $4,000 $7,000
TIP # RR-2019-07 Local $0}
Other $0}
Resurface east of Belt Highway to Riverside Road Federal $0)
Description in St Joseph. State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y & Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0}
Project Length (miles) 1.9] Federal |AC-State $212,000 $212,000]
Total Federal Funding AC-State $242,000] 5 [State TCOS $53,000 $53,000)
Total State Funding TCOS $60,000 Local $0]
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0}
Total Project Cost $304,000] TOTAL $2,000 $5,000 $10,000 $287,000] $0| $302,000]

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor request

oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name On Call Interstate Pavement Repair Federal |[AC-State $21,000 $21,000)

STIP# J0I3005C State SWIMB $2,000 $2,000

TIP # RR-2019-08 Local $0j

Other $0}

Pavement repair on 1-29 and I-229 in Andrew and Federal $0

Description Buchanan Counties 2 State $0|

Within EJ Area (Y/N) “@Local $0|

Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) Other $0}

Project Length (miles) Federal |AC-State $225,000 $225,000]

Total Federal Funding AC-State $246,000 = |State SwiMB $25,000! $25,000)

Total State Funding SWIMB $27,000) Local $0J

Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|

Total Project Cost $273,000] TOTAL $0 $273,000 $0 $0) $0 $273,000]
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management Note:

oDO ding
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Project Name 1-229 Pavement Improvements Federal _[AC-State $4,000 $61,000 $102,000 $406,000 $569,000]

STIP# J113233 State SWIMB $1,000 $7,000 $11,000 $45,000 $63,000)

TIP # RR-2019-09 Local $0}

Other $0|

Resurface roadway from 1-29 interchange north of Federal $0J

Description St Joseph to 22nd St. 2 State $0

Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y 22| Local $0}

Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0|

Project Length (miles) 11 Federal _|AC-State $5,645,000 $5,645,000

Total Federal Funding AC-State $6,214,000) State SWIMB $627,000 $627,000)

Total State Funding SWIMB $690,000 Local $0]

Total Local Funding $0) Other $0)

Total Project Cost $6,909,000] TOTAL $5,000 $68,000 $113,000|  $6,723,000 $0) $6,904,000)

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor request

oDO ding

Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Rte. T Pavement Improvements Federal _|AC-State $20,000; $50,000 $70,000)
STIP# J1S3248 State TCOS $5,000 $12,000 $17,000)
TIP # RR-2019-10 Local $0J
Other $0)
Pavement resufacing from Rte. DD in Savannah to Federal $0|
Description end of route. = [State $0}
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 22 Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 10.1] Federal [AC-State $629,000| $629,000)
Total Federal Funding AC-State $699,000 = |State TCOS $157,000 $157,000]
Total State Funding TCOS $174,000] Local $0]
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $873,000] TOTAL $0 $25,000 $848,000! $0 $0 $873,000)

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per

sponsor request
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Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name US 169 Pavement Improvements Federal |NHPP-NHS $28,000; $38,000; $66,000)
STIP# J1S3195B State TCOS $7,000 $10,000; $17,000)
TIP # RR-2019-11 Local $0}
Other $0
Pavement preservation treatment from Rte. F in St. Federal $0)
Description Joseph to the Clay County line. State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N & Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) N Other $0}
Project Length (miles) 24.3| Federal NHPP-NHS $401,000| $401,000]
Total Federal Funding NHPP-NHS $467,000] = [State TCOS $100,000 $100,000
Total State Funding TCOS $117,000 Local $0J
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $584,000) TOTAL $0 $35,000 $549,000 $0) $0) $584,000]
Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; inflation is not applied to ENG costs per
MTP Goals & Objectives System Management sponsor reguest

Agency: City of St. Joseph Source FY2019 FY 2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Federal $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Local $9,200,000| $7,612,500| $7,726,688| $7,842,588| $32,381,775

Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $9,200,000| $7,612,500| $7,726,688| $7,842,588| $32,381,775
Agency: City of Savannah Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Federal $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

State $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Local $0 $586,523 $0 $811,980 $1,398,502

Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $0 $586,523 $0 $811,980 $1,398,502
Agency: MoDOT Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Federal $8,426,000|  $8,408,000| $11,731,000| $1,666,000| $30,231,000

State $2,054,000]  $1,547,000]  $2,092,000 $416,000 $6,109,000

Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $10,480,000[  $9,955,000 $13,823,000| $2,082,000/  $36,340,000

Highways & Streets - Rehabilitation & Reconstruction Financial Summary

Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL

Federal $8,426,000|  $8,408,000| $11,731,000| $1,666,000| $30,231,000

State $2,054,000]  $1,547,000]  $2,092,000 $416,000 $6,109,000

Local $9,200,000] $8,199,023| $7,726,688| $8,654,567| $33,780,278

Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $19,680,000 $18,154,023| $21,549,688| $10,736,567| $70,120,278

Highways & Streets - Rehabilitation & Reconstruction Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds [ % Total | State Funds | 9% Total |Local Funds in|% Total Local
(in miles) Bike/Ped Element in EJArea [Fed Funds| in EJArea [State Funds EJ Area Funds

St. Joseph 38.33 1 $0 0.00% $0 0.00%| $32,381,775 100.00%
Savannah 0.34 0 $0 0.00% $0 0.00% $1,398,502 100.00%
MoDOT 139.4 0] $12,773,000 42.25%(  $2,329,000 38.12% $0 0.00%
Total 178.07 1f $12,773,000 42.25%|  $2,329,000 38.12%| $33,780,278 100.00%
Note: The street repair program spans city wide in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be
considered entirely invested in EJ areas but should be used for an overall estimate of investment
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Highways and Streets ! Capacity and Connectivity

No projects at this time.
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Public T

ransportation

County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Operations- Transit Operating Assitance Federal $0)
STIP# State $0}
TIP # PT-2016-01 Local $0}
Operating assistance for mass transit within the limits of St. Other 0
Joseph, MO and Elwood, KS. Formula funds consist of formula Federal $0)
Description funds from the KS and MO of the urbanized area S State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y* a Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0}
Project Length Federal 5307, $1,399,332] $1,513,462| $1,536,164| $1,559,206| $1,582,594.48 $6,191,427|
Total Federal Funding 5307 1897-2018-1) $7,590,759] ) State State Operating $28,632 $20,589 $20,898 $21,211 $21,529.47|
Total State Funding State Operating TSTOAG18SJ1] $112,860) Local Mass Transit Tax $1,399,332 $1,513,462| $1,536,164| $1,559,206|
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax $7,590,759 Other
Total Project Cost $15,294,377| TOTAL | $2,827,296 $3,047,513|  $3,093,226| $3,139,624 $3‘186.718| $12,467,081
Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually; Prior programed
funds for 5307 were allocated in FFY16. *Senice spans city wide going in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts
MTP Goals & Objectives Accessibility reflected are not, and should not be considered entirely invested in EJ areas
oseph Tra d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Coach Replacement Federal $0|
STIP# State $0}
TIP # PT-2016-08 Local $0}
Other $0)
Replace 12 30 Gillig low-floor transit coaches; have exceeded Federal $0}
Description useful life of either 12 years or 500,000 miles. 2 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) o Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0]
Project Length Federal 5339 $4,725,000 $4,725,000
Total Federal Funding 5339 $4,725,000) & State $0]
Total State Funding $0] Local Mass Transit Tax $2,025,000; $2,025,000}
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460.270) $2,025,000) Other $0
Total Project Cost $6,750,000) TOTAL | $0 $6,750,000 $0| $0] $0 $6,750,000
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note:
oseph Tra d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Spare Parts Federal $0)
STIP# State $0}
TIP# PT-2016-09 Local $0}
Other $0)
Spare parts procurement for bus fleet replacement Federal $0)
Description (transmissions, rebuild kits, engines, windshields, etc) 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) o Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0]
Project Length Federal 5339 $40,000 $41,209 $81,209
Total Federal Funding 5339 1897-2018-2 $81,209 & State $0|
Total State Funding $0 Local Mass Transit Tax $10,000 $10,302] $20,302
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460.270 $20,302 Other $0]
Total Project Cost $101,511 TOTAL $0) $0, $50,000 $51,511 $0) $101,511
MTP Goals & Objectives _[System Maintenance Note:
osep a d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Shop Equipment Federal $0)
STIP# State $0|
TIP# PT-2016-10 Local $0
Other $0
Federal $0
Description Repair and Replace Various Shop Equipment 2 State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) o Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0)
Project Length Federal 5339 $8,000 $8,120 $8,242 $8,365. $32,727|
Total Federal Funding 5339#0-2017-042-00 $32,727| & State 5339 $0]
Total State Funding 5339 MO-34-0009 $0| Local Mass Transit Tax $2,000) $2,030 $2,060 $2,091] $8,182]
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax ] 460-370 $8,182)] Other $0}
Total Project Cost $40,909) TOTAL $0 $10,000] $10,150 $10,302 $10,457 $40,909)
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note: An inflation rate of 1.5% was applied for FY years 2019-2022 to forecast anticipated funds in YOE
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County

Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Backup Generator Federal $0
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2016-12 Local $0
Procure and install backup generator recommended in safety Other $0)
Description audit Federal $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) 2 State $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N a Local $0}
Project Length Other $0}
5339| MO-2017-042-00 $75,000) Federal 5339 $40,000 $100,000 $100,000]
Total Federal Funding 5339 1897-2018-1 $65,000) & State $0
Total State Funding $0 Local Mass Transit Tax $35,000 $25,000] $25,000]
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax |460-255 $60,000] Other
Total Project Cost $200,000 TOTAL $75,000 $125,000) $0J $0, $0 $125,000)
MTP Goals & Objectives _|[System Maintenance Note:
oseph Tra d
Buchanan County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Support Vehicles Federal $0|
STIP# State 0|
TIP# PT-2017-04 Local 0|
Other $0)
Federal $0|
D iption Replace 2007 staff van in 2020, and senice truck in 2021 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) a Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0)
Project Length Federal 5339 $28,000 $28,000 $40,000 $68,000)
Total Federal Funding 5339|M0-2017-042-00 $96,000) 5 State $0
Total State Funding $0} Local Mass Transit Tax $7,000 $7,000. $10,000 $17,000)
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax | 460-385 $24,000) Other
Total Project Cost $120,000 TOTAL I $35,000 $0) $35,000 $50,000 $0, $85,000)
MTP Goals & Objectives | Accessibility Note:
osep a d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Replace Fuel Dispensor/Fuel Leak Detection System Federal $0]
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2016-13 Local 0|
Other $0)
Replace fuel dispensing system/Fuel Leak Detection System Federal $0
Description upgrade 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y a Local $0j
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length Federal 5339 $5,600 $5,600)
Total Federal Funding 5339 1897-2018-2) $5,600 P State 5339 $4,000| $4,000]
Total State Funding 5339 MO-34-0009 $4,000) Local Mass Transit Tax $2,400 $2,400)
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-335 $2,400) Other
Total Project Cost $12,000) TOTAL | $0| $12,000] $0) $0, $0, $12,000]
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note:
osep a d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Repair Fire Suppression Systerm Federal $0|
STIP# State $0)
TIP# PT-2016-14 Local $0
Other $0
Replace fire suppression that has rusted out with new main line Federal $0}
Description and supporting equipment 2 State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y o Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length Federal 5339 $40,000] $40,000]
Total Federal Funding 5339| MO-2017-042-01 $40,000) & State $0}
Total State Funding $0 Local Mass Transit Tax $10,000] $10,000]
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-325 $10,000) Other $0|
Total Project Cost $50,000) TOTAL $0| $50,000] $0) $0) $0, $50,000)
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note:
oseph Tra d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Senice Coordination - ADA Program Federal $0]
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2016-15 Local $0
Implement MPO Coordinated Human Senices Plan to promote Other $0)
multi-jurisdicitional transit senice & ADA onboard Federal $0|
Description ombL duction program (Travel ) 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) a Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0) 5 State 5310 $4,048 $25,000 $25,375 $25,756 $26,142 $102,273
Total State Funding 5310 MO-16-X052 $106,321] Local Mass Transit Tax $4,048 $25,000 $25,375 $25,756 $26,142 $102,273)
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-310 $106,321] Other $0}
Total Project Cost $212,641] TOTAL $8,096| $50,000 $50,750 $51,511 $52,284| $204,545

MTP Goals & Objectives

Accessibility

Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
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County

Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Expanded Evening and Weekend Senice Federal $0|
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2017-20 Local $0}
Other $0)
Operate additional fixed route deviation senice on Saturdays Federal $0}
Description and/or evenings 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y* a Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0
Project Length Federal $0}
Total Federal Funding $0J 5 State 5310 $54,556) $122,000 $122,000
Total State Funding 5310} MO-16-X052, $176,556 Local Mass Transit Tax $54,556) $122,000 $122,000
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax $176,556) Other
Total Project Cost $353,112) TOTAL $109,112 $244,000 $0 $0 $0| $244,000)
Note: *Senice spans city wide going in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be
MTP Goals & Objectives _|Accessibility considered entirely invested in EJ areas
oseph Tra d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Real Time Customer Information Federal $0
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2018-01 Local 0|
Other $0)
Provide current bus location and estimated arrival time via PCs Federal $0
Description and mobile devices. S State $0|
Within EJ Area (Y/N) a Local $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0) g State $0]
Total State Funding $0) Local Mass Transit Tax $50,000] $50,000
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-345 $50,000] Other $0|
Total Project Cost $50,000) TOTAL $0| $50,000] $0) $0, $0, $50,000]
MTP Goals & Objectives _|Accessibility Note:
osep a d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Facility Maintenance Federal $0)
STIP# State $0|
TIP# PT-2018-02 Local $0
Replace Admin and Bus Station Roofs ($80,000/sec 5339), Other $0
replace Bus Wash ($157,378/sec 5339), station repairs Federal $0)
Description ($9108,554/sec 5339) and repairs to ini i 2 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y o Local $0}
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0}
Project Length Federal 5339 265,932 $265,932]
Total Federal Funding 5339 MO-2017-042 $265,932] & State 5339 80,000 $80,000)
Total State Funding 5339 MO-34-0009 $80,000) Local Mass Transit Tax 106,483 $106,483)
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-365 $106,483] Other
Total Project Cost $452,415) TOTAL $0 $452,415) $0) $0, $0 $452,415]
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note:
oseph Tra d
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Security Equipment Federal $0
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2018-03 Local $0
Other $0)
Repair and upgrade security systems on vehicles and facilities Federal $0|
Description gates, etc.) 2 State $0}
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y o Local $0)
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length Federal 5339 $16,000 $16,240 $16,484 $16,731 $65,454
Total Federal Funding 5339 MO-2017-042 $65,454 g State $0|
Total State Funding $0} Local Mass Transit Tax $4,000 $4,060. $4,121 $4,183] $16,364
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-355 $16,364] Other
Total Project Cost $81,818 TOTAL $0| $20,000 $20,300 $20,605 $20,914| $81,818

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Maintenance

Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
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County

Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Bus Shelters Federal $0)
STIP# State $0)
TIP# PT-2018-05 Local $0}
Purchase and install passenger bus shelters and solar lighting
and construct ADA passenger platforms at transit stops.
Description Screen reader support enabled. Other $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y Federal $0J
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [Y 2 State $0
Project Lenéth Q Local $0|
Total Federal Funding 5339 MO-2017-042 $87,073| Other $0
5310 No D # $150,000 Federal 5339 $87,073 $87,073
5310 MO-16-X052 $150,000] & State 5310/5339 $307,250 $307,250)
Total State Funding 5339 MO-34-0009 $7,250 Local Mass Transit Tax $78,865 $78,865|
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-360 $78,865| Other
Total Project Cost $473,188| TOTAL | $0| $473,188| $0, $0| $0, $473,188]
MTP Goals & Objectives _|System Maintenance Note:
Buchanan County Source Category. Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Office Equipment Federal $0|
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2018-04 Local $0
Description Other $0|
Replace and upgrade office equipment Federal $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) 2 State $0]
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N a Local $0}
Project Length Other $0|
5339 MO-2017-042 $98,182) Federal 5339 $24,000 $24,360 $24,725 $25,096 $98,182)
Total Federal Funding 5339 1897-2018-1 $0J 5 State $0
Total State Funding $24,545) Local Mass Transit Tax $6,000 $6,090. $6,181 $6,274) $24,545
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax 460-380 $0) Other $0}
Total Project Cost $122,727] TOTAL $0| $30,000 $30,450 $30,907 $31,370 $122,727]
MTP Goals & Objectives System Maintenance Note: A rate of 1.5% was applied to account for inflation for FY19-2021, interest is compounded annually
oseph Tra ding
County Source Category Prior Prog. FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Expanded Elwood Senice Federal $0]
STIP# State $0
TIP# PT-2018-07 Local $0
Other $0)
Federal $0|
Description Deviate to Elwood, KS Monday-Saturday upon request 2 State $0]
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y a Local $0j
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N Other $0|
Project Length Federal $0
Total Federal Funding $0) 8 State 5310 $1,708, $51,500 $51,500
Total State Funding 5310} 5310} $53,208 Local Mass Transit Tax $1,708 $51,500 $51,500)
Total Local Funding Mass Transit Tax $53,208 Other $0|
Total Project Cost $106,416} TOTAL $3,416 $103,000) $0) $0, $0, $103,000)
MTP Goals & Objectives _|Accessibility Note:
Pub a a a a Age
Agency: City of St. Joseph Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $6,785,067 $1,652,884| $1,689,866| $1,632,787|$11,760,604
State $610,339 $46,273 $46,967 $47,671 $751,250
Local $4,021,710 $1,590,719| $1,617,627|$1,621,285| $8,851,340
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $11,417,116 $3,289,876] $3,354,460]| $3,301,743| $21,363,194
Pub a o o
Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $6,785,067 $1,652,884| $1,689,866| $1,632,787|$11,760,604
State $610,339 $46,273 $46,967 $47,671 $751,250
Local $4,021,710 $1,590,719| $1,617,627|%$1,621,285| $8,851,340
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $11,417,116 $3,289,876| $3,354,460]| $3,301,743| $21,363,194
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Public Transit Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds | % Total | State Funds % Total Local Funds % Total
(in miles) Bike/Ped Element| in EJArea |FedFunds | in EJArea |[State Funds| inEJArea |[Local Funds
St. Joseph 0 1 $6,655,486 56.59% $648,978 86.39% $6,579,038 74.33%
Total 0 1 $6,655,486 56.59% $648,978 86.39% $6,579,038 74.33%

Note: St. Joseph transit operates city wide in and out of EJ areas, therefore the amounts reflected are not, and should not be
considered entirely invested in EJ areas but should be used for an overall estimate of investment
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Funding

Andrew & Buchanan Counties Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 [ FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 | TOTAL

Project Name On-Call Guardrail/Cable Repair Federal |AC-State $4,000 $24,000 $24,000)
State # J1P3198 State TCOS $1,000 $6,000 $6,000|
TIP # HE-2018-02 Local $0)

On-call contract to repair damaged sections $0

of guardrail and guard cable on various major $0)
Description routes $0,
Within EJ Area (Y/N) $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) |N $0
Project Length AC-State $280,000 $280,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State TCOS $70,000 $70,000)
Total State Funding TCOS $0
Total Local Funding $0
Total Project Cost $5,000{ $380,000 $0 $0 $0| $380,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Andrew/Buchanan Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022
Project Name Guard Cable and Guardrail Repair AC-State $4,000 $4,000
STIP# J1P3126 TCOS $1,000 $1,000
TIP # HE-2018-01 $0)

Job Order Contracting for guardrail and $0

Guard cable repair at various major route $0
Description: locations in Andrew and Buchanan counties. $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N $0|
Project Length AC-State $297,000 $297,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State TCOS $74,000 $74,000|
Total State Funding TCOS $0|
Total Local Funding $0
Total Project Cost $0 $0 $0| $376,000 $0| $376,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; Inflation
is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request

Funding

Andrew/Buchanan Source | Category [ Prior Prog. | FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 | TOTAL
Project Name: Guard Cable and Guardrail Repair AC-State $4,000 $4,000 $8,000
STIP# J1P3244 TCOS $1,000 $1,000 $2,000|
TIP # HE-2019-01 $0

Job Order Contracting for guardrail and $0

guard cable repair at various major route $0|
Description: locations in Andrew and Buchanan counties. $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N $0|
Project Length AC-State $289,000 $289,000
Total Federal Funding AC-State TCOS $72,000 $72,000)
Total State Funding TCOS $0
Total Local Funding $0
Total Project Cost $0 $5,000{ $366,000 $0 $0| $371,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: A rate of 3% per year was applied to account for inflation for FY2020-2022; Inflation
is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request

Safety & Hazard Elimination Financial Summary by Agen

Agency: MoDOT Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $308,000( $293,000| $301,000 $0[ $902,000
State $77,000 $73,000( $75,000 $0| $225,000
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0]
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

TOTAL $385,000( $366,000| $376,000 $0( $1,127,000
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Source | FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 | Fy2022 | TOTAL
Federal $308,000] $293,000{ $301,000 $0| $902,000
State $77,000] $73,000| $75,000 $0| $225,000
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0|

TOTAL $385,000] $366,000| $376,000 $0| $1,127,000

Safety & Hazard Elimination Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects [Federal Funds| % Total | State Funds| % Total | Local Funds % Total
(in miles) with Bike/Ped| in EJArea |Fed Funds| in EJ Area |State Funds| in EJ Area |Local Funds
MoDOT 0 0 $0 0.00% $0 0.00% $0 0.00%
Total 0 0 $0 0.00% $0 0.00% $0 0.00%
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No projects at this time.
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Buchanan County Source | Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Environmental Study for I-229 bridge and corridor Federal |[NHPP $96,000| $480,000| $240,000 $720,000|
State # J113053 State TCOS $24,000 $120,000| $60,000 $180,000
TIP # SC-2017-02 Local $0)
Other $0,
US 59 (St. Joseph Ave.) to US36 Project involves Federal $0
Description Bridge A2225. = State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y 22 Local $0|
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0,
Project Length (miles) 1.2 Federal $0)
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $816,000 g State $0
Total State Funding TCOS $204,000 Local $0
Total Local Funding $0 Other $0
Total Project Cost $1,020,000 TOTAL $120,000| $600,000{ $300,000! $0 $0[ $900,000
MTP Goals & Objectives |Sytem Management Note: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request
oDO ding
Andrew Source | Category | Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Scoping 1-29 Pavement Improvements Federal |NHPP-IM $4,500 $4,500! $9,000
STIP# J113268 State TCOS $500 $500 $1,000]
TIP # SC-2019-01 Local $0|
Other $0|
Scoping pavement improvements from Bus. 71 to 1.5 Federal $0
Description: miles south of Rte. O near St Joseph. = State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N 22 Local $0
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length (miles) 14.1 Federal $0|
Total Federal Funding NHPP-IM $9,000 5 State $0
Total State Funding TCOS $1,000| Local $0
Total Local Funding $0 Other $0
Total Project Cost $10,000 TOTAL $0 $5,000 $5,000 $0 $0[  $10,000
MTP Goals & Objectives  |System Management Note: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request
oDO ding
Buchanan Source | Category [ Prior Prog. [ FY2019 FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Project Name Scoping for I-229 Bridge Improvements/22nd Street Federal |BR $1,600 $1,600! $3,200
STIP# J113260 State TCOS $400 $400 $800
TIP # SC-2019-02 Local $0|
Other $0
Scoping bridge improvements over 22nd St. in St Federal $0
Description: Joseph. 2 State $0)
Within EJ Area (Y/N) N ‘@ Local $0,
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length Federal $0
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $3,200 =8 State $0|
Total State Funding TCOS $800] Local $0,
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $4,000 TOTAL $0 $2,000 $2,000 $0 $0 $4,000
MTP Goals & Objectives  |System Management Note: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request
oDO ding
Buchanan Source | Category | Prior Prog. | FY2019 | FY2020 | FY2021 | FY2022 | TOTAL
Project Name Scoping for Rte. U Bridge Improvements Federal |NHPP-BR $6,400 $1,600 $1,600! $3,200
STIP# J1S3058 State TCOS $1,600 $400 $400 $800
TIP # SC-2019-03 Local $0,
Other $0
Scoping bridge improvements over Contrary Creek, 5.5 Federal $0
Description: miles east of Rte. 59 near St Joseph. 2 State $0
Within EJ Area (Y/N) Y ‘@ Local $0,
Bike/Ped Element (Y/N) [N Other $0|
Project Length Federal $0
Total Federal Funding NHPP-BR $9,600 = |State $0|
Total State Funding TCOS $2,400 Local $0
Total Local Funding $0| Other $0|
Total Project Cost $12,000| TOTAL $8,000 $2,000 $2,000 $0 $0 $4,000

MTP Goals & Objectives

System Management

Note: Inflation is not applied to ENG costs per project sponsor request
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opINg a a a Dy AQE
Agency: MoDOT Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $487,700( $247,700 $0 $0| $735,400]
State $121,300 $61,300 $0 $0 $182,600I
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $609,000( $309,000 $0 $0| $918,000]
op O a a c
Source FY2019 FY2020 FY2021 | FY2022 TOTAL
Federal $487,700| $247,700 $0 $0| $735,400]
State $121,300 $61,300 $0 $0 $182,600I
Local $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
TOTAL $609,000 $309,000 $0 $0| $918,000]

Scoping Project Summary for FY2019-2022

Project Length | # of Projects with | Federal Funds (% Total Fed| State Funds % Total [Local Funds in| % Total
(in miles) Bike/Ped Element in EJ Area Funds in EJ Area | State Funds EJ Area Local Funds
MoDOT 15.3 0 $723,200 98.34% $180,800 99.01% $0 0.00%
Total 15.3 0 $723,200 98.34% $180,800 99.01% $0 0.00%

52| Page




Bicycle & Elderly &| Highways &| Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation |Pedestriarf Bridge | Disabled| Streets - R/ Streets - C/( Transportation] Safety & HE-reighf Scopin Total

Federal $1,680,030 $874,000 $3,411,000 $282,000 $8,426,000 $0 $6,785,067  $308,000 $0| $487,70¢ $22,253,79
State $0, $0]  $852,000 $0[  $2,054,000 $0| $610,339  $77,00( $0]$121,300 $3,714,63
Local $677,369 $435,10] $500,000 $0[  $9,200,000 $0 $4,021,710 $0| $0| $0| $14,834,18
Other $0] $0 $0]  $282,00( $0 $0 $0 0 $0 $0|  $282,00
Total $2,357,399 $1,309,101 $4,763,000 $564,000 $19,680,000 $0| $11,417,11p $385,00 $0| $609,000 $41,084,61
Bicycle & Elderly &| Highways &| Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation |Pedestriarf Bridge | Disabled| Streets - R/H Streets - C/( Transportatior] Safety & HE-reighf Scopin Total
Federal $4,636,013 $0| $4,418,000 $295,000 $8,408,000 $0| $1,652,884  $293,000 $0| $247,700 $19,950,59
State $0 $0| $1,103,00 $0|  $1,547,000 $0 $46,279 $73,00( $0| $61,300 $2,830,57:
Local $782,971  $98,593 $0, $0|  $8,199,028 $0; $1,590,719 $0 $0] $0| $10,671,30!
Other $0 $0| $0|  $295,00( $0 $0 $0 $0| $0| $0 $295,00
Total $5,418,984  $98,593 $5,521,000 $590,000 $18,154,028 $0 $3,289,87¢  $366,00! $0| $309,000 $33,747,47
Bicycle & Elderly &| Highways &| Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation |Pedestriari Bridge | Disabled| Streets - R/H Streets - C/( Transportation Safety & HE-reight Scoping  Total
Federal $6,758,419 $0| $925,000 $295,000 $11,731,000 $0 $1,689,86¢ $301,000 $0) $0| $21,700,28!
State $0, $0]  $230,000 $0|  $2,092,000 $0| $46,961 $75,00( $0] $0|  $2,443,96
Local $705,539  $405,82 $0 $0|  $7,726,688 $0 $1,617,627 $0| $0) $0| $10,455,67:
Other $0, $0 $0]  $295,00( $0| $0| $0) $0] $0] $0 $295,00
Total $7,463,958 $405,820 $1,155,000 $590,000 $21,549,688 $0 $3,354,460  $376,00 $0| $0| $34,894,92
Bicycle & Elderly & Highways &| Highways Public
Project Category Aviation |Pedestriaf Bridge [ Disabled| Streets - R/F Streets - C/( Transportation] Safety & HE-reight| Scoping  Total
Federal $182,700 $0) $13,000 $295,000  $1,666,000 $0 $1,632,78Y $0) $0| $0| $3,789,48
State $0 $0| $2,00( $0 $416,00 $0 $47,671 $0| $0) $0 $465,67]
Local $20,30( $0) $0 $0|  $8,654,561 $0 $1,621,285 $0) $0| $0| $10,296,15
Other $0 $0| $0| $295,00! $0 $0 $0 $0| $0| $0 $295,00
Total $203,00 $0| $15,000 $590,000 $10,736,56} $0 $3,301,743 $0) $0| $0| $14,846,31
Bicycle & Elderly &| Highways &| Highways & Public
Project Category Aviation [Pedestriai Bridge | Disabled| Streets - R/HStreets - C/( Transportation Safety & HE-reightf Scopin Total
Federal $13,257,16Q $874,000 $8,767,000$1,167,000 $30,231,000 $0|  $11,760,604 $902,000 $0] $735,400 $67,694,16
State $0 $0| $2,187,00 $0|  $6,109,000 $0 $751,250  $225,000 $0{$182,600 $9,454,85
Local $2,186,179 $939,514  $500,000 $0| $33,780,278 $0| $8,851,340 $0| $0| $0| $46,257,31
Other $0 $0) $0| $1,167,000 $0 $0 $0 $0| $0| $0| $1,167,00
Total $15,443,34] $1,813,51: 1$11,454,000$2,334,00¢ $70,120,278 $0|  $21,363,194 $1,127,00 $0| $918,000$124,573,32]
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RO OR
Project Sponsor AV BP BR ED RR CcC PT HE FR SC TOTAL

MoDOT $10,378,00 $36,340,00 $1,127,00( $918,00Q0 $48,763,00
KDOT $576,00( $576,00(
City of St. Joseph $15,443,341%$1,762,764  $500,00d $32,381,774 $50,087,88
City of Wathena $0
City of Elwood $0
City of Savannah $1,398,507 $1,398,501
Village of Country Clup $0
Buchanan County $50,75(Q $50,75(
Andrew County $0
Doniphan County $0
St. Joseph Transit $21,363,194 $21,363,191
OATS, Inc. $2,334,00( $2,334,00
Port Authority $0
TOTAL $15,443,341$1,813,514$11,454,000$2,334,000 $70,120,274 $0| $21,363,194 $1,127,00( $0| $918,00Q0 $124,573,32
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE REVIEW

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) defines Environmental Justice as the

¢ h32c=6¢c U366 U1t O=Zhtc=nulUt nub6U=1HEYya@dbEtie’ ydj Y=we 66
44> 06tusUtO©=Zth=Ut>32ctteUtTO©36=Z63Pj YZcUgebyoat
Justice (EJ) is a federal requirement that projects using federal funds be selected

and distributed fairly to all people regardless of income or race and that all pe ople

have equal access to the benefits afforded by federally funded projects as well as

equal access to the decision - making process for the selection of those federal

projects **. This concept is expanded on in the three EJ principles shown below.

To avoid, minimize, or

mitigate disproportionately To ensure the full and fair To prevent the denial of
high and adverse human participation by all prever o
: ) reduction in, or significant

health and environmental potentially affected . ,

. , . o delay in the receipt of

effects, including social communities in the benefits by minority and
and economic effects, on transportation decision - low incomye o Ia¥[ions
minority populations and making process. popt '

low- income populations.

As previously described, the TIP implements the Metr  opolitan Transportation Plan

(MTP) which itself underwent substantial environmental justice review, analysis and

outreach on a system level . All projects in the TIP must first be included in the MTP

either as explicitly identified regional capacity nct X4 woOj =t c =3 Zu3cO6=1t h=Z€
programmatic elements and therefore are included in this assessment . The TIP

does not directly assess benefits and burdens related to outcomes of specific

projects or programs; that level of analysis would be made during t he

environmental analysis of individual projects.  On that note, as part of project

submission and request for extension , sponsors are required to certify that their

nctXdwodj Z3clUzZ2tZwteunubeyt wlu = b 262 Hovaded Mivieon | =Y 266
at http://stjioempo.org/title - vi- and- environmental - justice - program/ ) and are

expected to mitigate and address any EJ concerns  at the project level .

" This policy is defined in Executive Order 12898 that was signed by President Clinton on February
11, 1994.
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Projects have been mapped and are avail able on the MPOs interactive TIP map at
http://stjoempo.org/transportation - improvement - plan- tip/ . This map allows you to
see the projects planned and their proximity to identified EJ populations as well as

other layers of interest . When reviewing these projects it is importantto keep in
mind that the map does not account for the population density of the census

tracts. Secondly, the 2019- 2022 TIP only contains projects with funding ov er that
four- year fiscal period. Some census tracts that are not currently touched by any
projects may have been touched by projects  from previous TIPs, which do not
appear on the map, or will have future investments made.

Additionally, the investment of federal, state and local funds in EJ areas has been
identified under each category in the Fiscally Constrained Project listing. While
investment of funds alone does not account for all EJ considerations, it does help
identify where the community is investi ng its resources . The results of this analysis
indicate a logical and fairly even distribution of projects across the region and

areas with high concentrations of EJ populations .

Figure 2 demonstrates the distribution of minority , low - moderate income a nd zero-
car households in the metropolitan planning area . A total of 2 6 physical projects
are programm ed in EJ area accounting for a total of 52% of all physical TIP
projects. Transit and OATS, Inc. operating tables reflect that they operate both in

and out of EJ areas but are not included in the calculation of physical projects,

neither are the scoping projects.

After considering the map and financial analysis the  MPO believes there are no
significant EJ concerns with the selection of roadway, bridge, t ransportation
enhancement, or transit projects in  the metropolitan area .
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Figure 2: EJ Populations in SIATSO MPA
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APPENDIX A SELF CERTIFICATION

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
SELF-CERTIFICATION CHECKLIST

The following products of the metropolitan planning process have been completed, adopted
and/or approved and demonstrate that the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization is
carrying out a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive transportation planning footles

St. Joseph metropolitan area.

Date Completed,
ltem Adopted or Approved Chairman Initials

Coordinated Public Transit

Human Services Transportation
Plan Adopted: 01.22.15
Environmental Justice
Analysis/Assessment

1 MTP MTP: 01.22.15

1 TIP 20182021TIP: 5.25.17
Limited English Proficiency Plan
(LEP) Adopted: 11.12.15
Metropolitan Transportation Pla
(MTP) Adopted: 01.22.15

Public Participation Plan (PPP) | Adopted: 09.28.17

Title VI Plan Adopted: 11.12.15

20182021 Transportation Adopted 5.25.17
Improvement Program (TIP) ONEDOT:07.25.17

Unified Planning Work Program| Adopted: 11.16.17
(UPWP) ONEDOT: 11.27.17
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St. Joseph Area Transportation
Study Organization
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS
CERTIFICATION

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334, the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study Organization which is the
Metropolitan Planning Organization for the St. Joseph, Missdainsas Urbanized Area, the Missouri Department

of Transportation and the Kansas DepartmenTmansportation hereby certify that the transportation planning
process is addressing major issues in the metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all
applicable requirements of:

VI.

VIl

VIII.

23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.S.C. 5303, and thibpart;

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

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000crd 49 CFR part 21;

49 U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the bases of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age in
employment or business opportunity;

Section 1101(b) of the SAFETEKRU (Pub. L. 10959) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding tinvolvement of
disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects:

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

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

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

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

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

| further certify that | am aware of what this certification represents and have been briefed accordingly.

Signature Signature Signature

Bob Dempster Chris Redline Michael Moriarty
Chairman District Engineer Chiefof Transportation
St. Joseph Area Missouri Department Kansas Department of
Transportation Study of Transportation Transportation

Organization
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APPENDIX B: RESOLUTION OF ADOPTION

RS- 2018- 01

RESOLUTION

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2019- 2022 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) FOR
THE ST. JOSEPH AREA TRANSPORTATION STUDY ORGANIZATION (SJATSO)

WHEREAS The Coordinating Committee of the St. Joseph Area Transportation Study
Organization (SJATSO) is the Executive Body of the metropolitan  planning organization designated
by the Governors of the States of Missouri and Kansas for the St. Joseph Urbanized Area, and
responsible for carrying out the provisions of Section 134 Title 23 U.S. Code and Section 5303 Title
49 U.S. Code; and

WHEREAS th e Transportation improvement program (TIP) has been developed in
compliance with approved procedures and processes, and is consistent with the SJATSO
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP); and

WHEREAS the Technical Committee endorsed the Program Year 201  9- 2022 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) and recommend its approval and adoption.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEDthat the Coordinating Committee of the St. Joseph
Area Transportation Study Organization hereby approves and adopts the 201  9- 2022 Transportation
Improvement Program.

Adopted this 2 4" day of May, 201 8.

Bob Dempster, Chairman

Attest:

Chris Crain, Executive Administrative Assistant
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APPENDIX C. SJATSO PROJECT DELAY POLICY

The goal of the Project Delay Policy for the Transportation Improvement Program is
to maximize the federal funding obligated each fiscal year and to enable the MPO
to redirect funds to different project if any are inactive or otherwise limited from
making progress. The Delay Policy applies to projects funded through the
programs for which SJATSO has oversight of project selection. The intent of the
policy is to provide an incentive for local agency sponsors to develop their projects
according to a detailed schedule and, thereby, to obligate the federal funds
assigned to each project within the timeframes initially shown in the TIP.

In the context of this Delay Policy, a delay occurs when a construction - related
project phase does not get advertised within si  x months of the TIP program year in
which its construction phase funding was originally programmed, or changed with

an amendment, in the TIP. For non - construction projects and programs, a delay
occurs when the Notice to Proceed is not issued within two mon  ths of the TIP
program year in which its implementation was originally funded in the TIP. The
consequence of a delay may be the withdrawal of its federal funds from the TIP or
other action by the Coordinating Committee.

Staff is responsible for monitoring  project progress and will ask for a project

update six months after the adoption of the TIP as part of the annual  update
process.

61| Page



APPENDIXD: ST. JOSEPH TRANSIT
ILLUSTRATIVE PROJECTS

2019-2022 TIP lllustrative Project List Total Federal Local
1 |Bus shelter purchase and installation $90,000 $72,000 $18,00(
2 |Operate additional fixed route deviation service on Saturdays and/or evenings$750,000 $375,000 $375,00(
3 |Real Time Customer Information system $50,000 $40,000 $10,00(
4 |Refurbish maintenance garage lubrication system $74,000 $59,200 $14,80(
5 |Replace 18 low-floor, 30' transit coaches $6,750,000$5,400,000%1,350,00!
6 |Procure spare parts for buses $200,000 $160,000 $40,00(
7 |Replace 2 support vans and service truck $120,000 $96,000 $24,00(
8 [Facility maintenance (administrative, storage, passenger station facilities) | $219,000 $175,200 $43,80(
9 [Security equipment repairs and upgrades $40,000 $32,00( $8,00(
10 [Shop equipment repairs and upgrades $81,250 $65,000 $16,25(
11 |Office equipment replacement and upgrades $40,000 $32,00( $8,00(
12 |Procure and install back up generator $75,000 $60,000 $15,00(
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APPENDIXE: TIP EVALUATION SHEET

TIP Evaluation - Project Scoring

Praject Titie:

Project Sponeor:

Project Deacription:

TIP Secoring Criteria Seoring Key Score
Froject in located in the SIATEO MPD Il:[[vu [(we
Project supporta the cwvanall vieson of the current LATP I.D.[\"u- I:lﬂu
Frojact has the nacsasary I0Cs! Matchang funde Il:l[\'n I:lm
Project has aufficient operating and maintenance funde = Il:llm I:lm
Project io in the Recommendsd Plan of the curent LRTP 1 5 Project 2 Vimion
i & roadwey progact, & it Tear L 11, or [0 10 Tierl S Tern 1 Tierim
Project Expands mult-meds’ optione and improvee regonal connectyity 5 Yea o MNo
Frojact inCiudss slsmams that sSnancs sGEtng or fUbUrs Transit Ssrvos 5 Yew o Mo
Froject inciudes slemedte that snhance the sxeting non-motorized network 5 Yea 0 Mo
Zponecr hee & currant ADA tranaition plan 5 Yea o MNo
Frojact improves ths srGCisncess of opsnations in the Soplicant agsncy 5 Yew 0 Mo
Project affectively maintaine the renoporistion natwork 5 Yea o Mo
Frojact Coordinatas with ciner futurs renBpcrioation projects 5 Yem o Mo
Froject s CORBAINCY With futuns Lond Uas pienn 5 Yem o Mo
Froject preesrsse,/protecis the netunsl snviroremeant 5 Yew 0 Ho
Mitigaton sMorte (@ir quality, moiss, hecardous weobs, farmisnd protectan 5 Yea o MNo
threatsnad/endangerad spacise, watands, crchasciogy,/palecntology, hatory)
Frojact praasries/protacts the NSWrs snyironmsnt 5 Yeu o Mo
Total 70
AFTER COMPLETING THE CENERAL ECORNG CRITERM BECTION CHO0SE THE AFFROPRIATE SUB-CATEGORY TO COMPLETE THE EVALUATION
ROAD & BRIDGE PROJECTS - ONLY
ADT Of Roadwiy 1 o-eel 2 1,000 - 4,808
3 5,000 -8 868 4 10,000 +
Froject reduces velicle tripa or trip length = 1 Yew 0 Mo
Currsnt Corridor Capacity ! I overcapacity £ #t-Copacity 1 [:lmpmmiucnpuau 0
Proje<t smpiyn Gompiots Stroetn design standerds/sdowalke on both oides Yes 1 Mo
Froject adde capecity within the existing fecfity Yes 4 Mo
Froject improves the flow of freidht throughowt the regdion Yes 1 No
Froject improvee an intereaction Yas 4 No
Access / Development
Sroject inciudss an sconomic devslopment plan Yes 1 Mo
Frojact prowinsn Mew SCOBSS 1O ON Bre@ Not CUMmsnty sarved Yac 1 No
Eyuteam Freasrvation
30+ Yaar Litsapan 4 Mar Points
15-30 Year Lifeepan 3 Max Pointa
1315 Year Lifeapan 2 Max Fointe
Extenda Lfe 5+ Years 1 Max Points
Bafety
Addrasses o high accident location or smhancee travel pafety or publc eafety m 5 ESmingctes insue 2 Reducss by S0% 1 Reduces isaus
Total 30
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TRANSIT PROJECTS - OMLY

Froject expande ragional connactivity and links communitiee

Froject empiore Compiate Sireetn doaign etendsrda '~

Frojact BUDDOTs prafsrrsd iGnad uss proctoss (TOO)

Froject axpan e eSrace arsc, ridenehip

Frojact BEMVDSE SMpIO BNt CSNtars dsatinations

Froject improves edficiency and/or afficacy of axoting pervica/support vahicles
Addrasess & high accident location or snhances tavel asfety or public satety '

NON-MOTORIZED PROJECTS - ONLY

Frojact SXpGN e rafona] CORNECtVYY and links COMMUnss

Project smpioyn Compisbs Siresin 056iEn stondends
Froject reduces wehicle trpe

Froject enhancea padsetricn, bicycs aofety and acoses

Froject enhances landecapng and ecenic baauty

Froject enhances historcal, ercheologcs! and/or emvironments! quality
Addrenese & high ccident location ar snhances travel asfety or public eafety 7'

AVIATION, RAIL, PORT & HEAVY TRUCKS - DMLY

Froject improves the flow of freight throughout the region

Froject smpioyu Gomplsts Sireetn design stendsnds

Froject improves Gnd,/or sxpandn the mult-modsl merconnact-ona in the regon
Froject genorsion economic development ectivity

Froject expende acceoss by eConomic opportunites

Froject cdde capacity within the sxisting fecity

Addrassse & high accident locetion or anhances travel safety or public eafety m

Commenis:

]

PoEor
ER R
w pe ot

T

&
a
@

EEmnotss insus

l:l Max Points

Max Points
Max Points
Max Points

|:|u-: Painta
D Max Points 3

5 EEminatss imsus

3 Enoenoonoon

D Max Pointa =
|:| Max Pointa

Max Points

o

h

Max Points

D:un Points 3
[ ] maxrointa 2
5 EEminstes insue

h

EENEEN

2 Reduoss by SO

2 Reduoss by S0%

1 Rsducss issus

1 Reduces isaue

1 Fsducss iSEus

Total 30

Total 30

Total 30

Grand Total

HOTES:

1) The progact eponeor Nee demonatreted thet thers ars BLUITCient funde 1o ME@Ein and/or opsnats the MEFoTSMEnt in the futurs.

(2) The LATF containe both recommendsd projecte and planning concepte to achieve an overall future vieson for the 2JATED reghon. Score ce a & if o specific
progect i included in the LRTP. 2core @e & 3 if the propossd projoct aupporte the oversll LRTF vigion (Le., LATF Soals and chjectives).

[3) Asducng vahichs rips N poaitsis banafits on protacling ths savironmsnt and rsducing regonal Teffic congsation. Ths troved moded, other detailsd tramc
otudiss, or othsr documsnistion can bs veed to ohow that & propsct heo & poaitive banafit in reducing vahicle trips snd protscting the snvironment.

[4) The coproeching-Capacty, Gt-Capacty, Gnd owsr-CaNecity i@ Conoitsnt with the LATP pianning lavsl 0apecty Gnaieie. The projsct will b scorsd bessd on
thie anaiyeie unisss o more detcled traffc/copacity ana’yae @ available. ¥ ovelable, the detailed teffic study or copacity analyaie resulta should be used to

evaluste the owenal traffic conditona.

15) The SIATE0 SUPROME tha dewvalapmsnt of comDiats Ftrasts that SCCOMMadats AISINGT Ve TENAROrSLon MOSss. 10 projscts axtandn thaas CoRCspts
threughout the regon the progect should receive a acore of 5. I the propct snhancso existing sancos, or conditione, &oors ueing @ rengs betwsean 1 and 3.

18) Ths SJATEO promotss ths Drassrvatan of the regonal TEnBpoMSson iNrastructure. Propscis thet sxtsnd ts B9s cycis of the infrestructuns mors than
frre-years (meaning addit-ona! repara or magor repaira can be dedayed) will recesve & scors of 1.

[7) Sarety id & DRMETy CORCSM of the ZIATED. If @ propsct SEMinGten & samety aus (Le., new Dridds 10 a5minats at-2rads inBresclan or CrosEng, 1) han
the project should receive @ 5. Other propscte that reducs or minimizs accidsnt axpoaurs should be scorsd betwssn = (eignficant poaitive impact) and 1

(aight poeitive banefit].
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APPENDIXF: SPONSOR SUBMITTAL MATERIAL
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