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WORKING BETTER TOGETHER 816-329-3921 (fax) 785-271-1797 (fax)

U.S. Department of Transportation

August 25, 2015

Jerome T. Younger, P.E.
Deputy Secretary and

State Transportation Engineer
Kansas Department of Transportation
Topeka, KS 66603

Subject: FHWA/FTA Approval of an
Amendment to the FY 2015-2018
Kansas STIP

Dear Mr. Younger:

As requested by your August 21, 2015 letter, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have reviewed the proposed Amendment #7 to the FY
2015-2018 Kansas Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Based on our review, we find that this STIP Amendment is based on a statewide transportation
planning process that substantially meets the requirements of 23 U.S.C. 134 and 135, 49 U.S.C.
5303 and 5304, and 23 CFR 450. We also find that the referenced revisions to the metropolitan
Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP) are consistent with the metropolitan transportation
plans produced by the continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation process carried
out by the Metropolitan Planning Organization, the Kansas Department of Transportation
(KDOT), and the public transportation operators in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49
U.S.C. 5303.

This STIP Amendment is hereby approved.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Paul Foundoukis of
FHWA at (785) 273-2655 or Daniel Nguyen of FTA at (816) 329-3938.

Sincerely yours,

Mobsts Mot Sl wr—

Mokhtee Ahmad J. Michael Bowen, P.E.
Regional Administrator Division Administrator
Federal Transit Administration Federal Highway Administration
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Mike King, Secretary Sam Brownback, Governor
Jerome T. Younger, P.E. ,

Deputy Secretary and

State Transportation Engineer

August 21, 2015

Mr. Mokhtee Ahmad Mr. J. Michael Bowen

Region Administrator Division Administrator

FTA, Region VII FHWA, Kansas Division

901 Locust St., Suite 404 6111 SW 29" St., Suite 100

Kansas City, MO 64106 Topeka, KS  66611-2237

Dear Messrs. Ahmad and Bowen:

RE: Amendment #7 to the 2015-2018 STIP
The Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) has approved an amendment to the Kansas 2015-2018
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) which includes projects within the Kansas City,
Lawrence, and Manhattan metropolitan areas. These items are enclosed for your review.
We are requesting your concurrence and approval of this amendment to the 2015-2018 STIP.
The public involvement activities conducted by the Mid-America Regional Council (MARC), Lawrence-
Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC MPO), and the Flint Hills Metropolitan

Planning Organization (FHMPO), for the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) serve to satisfy the
requirements of 23 CFR §450.324.

Please forward any questions or comments regarding projects within the metropolitan areas to Allison
Smith, Bureau of Transportation Planning, at (785) 296-0341.

Sincerely,

State Transportation Engineer

Enclosures: MARC 2014-2018 TIP Amendment Approval Request Letter and Related Documents
L-DC MPO 2015-2019 TIP Amendment Approval Request Letter and Related Documents
FHMPO 2016-2019 TIP Approval Request Letter and Related Documents



Messrs. Ahmad and Bowen
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cC.

Mark Bechtel, FTA Region VII, Team Leader

Daniel Nguyen, FTA Region VII, Community Planner
Jeremiah Schuler, FTA Region VII, Community Planner
Paul Foundoukis, FHWA-KS, Community Planner

Marci Ferrill, KDOT Division of Planning & Development
Davonna Moore, KDOT Transportation Planning

Cory Davis, KDOT Transportation Planning

Mike Spadafore, KDOT Transportation Planning

Allison Smith, KDOT Transportation Planning

Tod Salfrank, KDOT Local Projects

Crystal Madrid, KDOT Local Projects

Paul Ahlenius, KDOT Local Projects

Susie Lovelady, KDOT Program and Project Management
Linda Fritton, KDOT Program and Project Management



600 Broadway, Suite 200
Kansas City, Missouri 64105-1659
816-474-4240

816-421-7758 FAX

www.marc.org
MID-AMERICA REGIONAL COUNCIL

August 6, 2015

To: KDOT, MoDOT and Federal Offices
Subject: 2015 3™ Quarter Amendment to the FFY 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

On August 6, 2015, acting on authority granted by the MARC Board of Directors, the Executive Director of the
Mid-America Regional Council amended the FFY 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program for the
Kansas City Metropolitan Region. This 2015 3™ Quarter Amendment consists of 43 projects: 3 Kansas and 40
Missouri. . Details of specific funding and other information are included in the project listing of the amendment
and the project index list specifies the project by type (new, modified or deleted), state, and TIP number. The
amendment and index list are posted on the MARC website at www.marc.org/Transportation/Plans-
Studies/Transportation-Plans-and-Studies/TIP/TIP-Amendment-Archive and are printable for filing.

MARC'’s Public Involvement Plan requires that proposed amendments to the TIP be released for public review
and comment prior to adoption by the MARC Board of Directors. One comment was received. The comment
and a response from MARC are included for your reference.

This amendment is financially constrained and maintains the financial feasibility of the FFY 2014-2018 TIP.

Since the MARC TIP is incorporated by reference, without modification, into the statewide transportation
improvement program (STIP), the MARC TIP represents the most current listing of projects within the
boundaries of the Kansas City metropolitan planning area and should be the basis for comparison of projects
listed in the amendment. The MARC TIP is available for review online at:
http://www.marc.org/transportation/tip.htm.

Please take the necessary steps to amend the STIP to include these projects. Please contact me if you have any
guestions about this action.

Paa

Ronald B. Achelpohl, P.E.
Director of Transportation

Chair 1st Vice Chair 2nd Vice Chair Treasurer Secretary Executive Director
Curt Skoog Carol Suter Ed Eilert Beverlee Roper Randy Rhoads David A. Warm
Councilmember Councilmember Commission Chairman Commissioner Mayor

Overland Park, Kansas Gladstone, Missouri Johnson County, Kansas Platte County, Missouri Lee’'s Summit, Missouri



From: John lvey
Sent: 7/2/2015 9:24 AM
Subject: Re: Transportation Public Comment Notice

| would hope that the Governors of Mo. & KS would call a special session and let the voters decide,

1-On raising the gas tax
2- toll roads
3- bistate transportation tax

Dear Mr. Ivey,

Thank you for your recent comment regarding the 3" Quarter Amendment to the 2014-2018
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). We presented your comment to the Total
Transportation Policy Committee (TTPC) and the MARC Board of Directors for their
consideration.

We thank you for your comments and encourage your continued participation in the regional
transportation planning process.

Sincerely,

Marc Hansen, AICP

Principal Planner
Mid-America Regional Council



How to Read the TIP Amendment Project Listings

The project listing is a complete list of all projects in the TIP amendment. The state is noted in the heading. Bistate projects are listed first,
followed by Kansas, then Missouri projects.

Below is a sample TIP amendment project listing. The numbered fields are described in the key below.

SAMPLE TIP AMENDMENT PROJECT LISTING

Missouri DRAFT 2011 2nd Quarter Amendment

@ rp# 590161 @) Juris: CLAY COUNTY @) Location/improvement:  SMITHVILLE LAKE TRAIL (HWY W TO 188TH ST)
County: CLAY a Project Type: PEDESTRIAN AND/OR BIKE WAYS Length (miles):
@ rederal ID#  STP-3301(428) @) State ID #:

® Description: Smithville Lake Trail (Hwy W to 188th St.)
a Phase Year of e Type @ Source  Cost (IN THOUSANDS)
Obligation
Constructi 2011 Federal TE-MO 202.7 .
onstruction edera $ @ Amendment New project
Construction 2011 Non-Federal LOCAL $133.5 Description:
Federal Total: $202.7 Non-Federal Total: $133.5 @ Total: $336.2

@ New |:| Deleted |:| ScheduleDBudget |:| AirQuality |:| Scope

TIP #: The number assigned to TIP project, which is how an agency

. o ] Year of Obligation: Shows when each phase is scheduled to be obligated.
identifies a project.

Juris: The lead public agency or municipality responsible for the project. Type: Indicates whether federal funds will be used in each phase.

Location/Improvement: Name of project, identifying what it is and

o Source: Indicates funding source abbreviation for each phase.
where it is located.

Project Type: Projects are classified into descriptive categories. Total: Total estimated federal and non-federal funds being spent on the project.

Description: Provides a short outline of the project. This may include

Federal ID#: Identification number within a federal funding program. ; .
type, scope and major features of the project.

State ID#: Identification number within a state funding program. Amendment Description: Describes what is being modified by the amendment.

Q00060000
o606 6 060

Phase: Shows phases of project, classified into categories. Indicates the reason(s) for inclusion in the amendment.



KANSAS CITY METROPOLITAN REGION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FISCAL YEARS 2014-2018
2015 3rd Quarter Amendment

Kansas
TIP #: 180072 Juris: KDOT Location/Improvement: US-73: FROM 290 FT. SOUTH OF THE NORTH JUNCTION OF US-73/K-92, WEST TO 100 FT.
WEST OF THE US-73/16TH AVENUE INTERSECTION (IN CITY OF LEAVENWORTH)
State #: KA-3529-02 Fed #: County: LEAVENWORTH  Project Type: Reconstruction Length (mi): 2
Phase Year of Type Source Cost($1,000's) Description: Roadway reconstruction in Leavenworth County
Obligation
Engineering 2014 Non-Federal STATEKS $100 Amendment  Adjusted budget to reflect the latest estimates
Construction 2015 Non-Federal STATE-KS $7,000.0 Description:
Construction 2015 Federal SHRP2-KS $300.0
Federal Total: $300.0 Non-Federal Total: $7,010.0 Total: $7,310.0
[ ] New [_] Deleted [_] Schedule Budget L] AirQuality [] Scope
TIP #: 880001 Juris: KDOT Location/Improvement: K-68 FRONTAGE RD FROM CRESTVIEW CIRCLE TO SUTHERLAND DRVIE
State #: KA-1265-02 Fed #: County: MIAMI Project Type: Traffic Management Length (mi): 1
Phase Year of Type Source Cost ($1,000's) Description: Construct frontage road S of K68 from Crestview to Sutherland Drive
Obligation
Construction 2015 Non-Federal STATE-KS $268.0

Amendment  Project cancelled per sponsor request
Federal Total: Non-Federal Total: $268.0 Total: $268.0 Description:

[ ] New Deleted [_] Schedule [ ] Budget [] AirQuality [] Scope

TIP #: 280120 Juris: KDOT Location/Improvement: BRIDGES #030 & #173 OF THE LEWIS & CLARK VIADUCT IN KANSAS CITY, KANSAS
State #: KA-2130-02 Fed #: NHPP-0706(125) County: WYANDOTTE Project Type: Engineering (Bridge) Length (mi): 1
Phase Year of Type Source Cost($1,000's) Description: Construct Phase 1 of the select alternative from the completed study of
Obligation Project No. 70-105 KA-2130-01 (Westbound I-70 River Truss over the Kansas
Engineering 2013 Non-Federal STATE-KS (AC) $2.925.0 River). This includes Units 1 through 7 of Bridge #030 and Unit 3 of Bridge

#173. The PE work phase will utilize AC in the amount of $2,925 K with

Engineering 2013 Non-Federal STATE-KS $325.0 conversion to NHPP in 2022. The UTIL phase will utilize AC in the amount of

Conversion 2022 Federal NHPP-KS $2,925.0 $450 K with conversion to NHPP in 2022. Project is authorized of PE, ROW,
and UTIL Only. The total project cost, including all work phases, is estimated

Other 2022 Non-Federal CREDIT ($2.925.0) at $57,510 K. This estimate should be used for planning purposes only.

Right-of-Way 2015 Non-Federal STATEKS $10.0 Amendment  Added funding for right-of-way and utility relocation

Other 2016 Non-Federal STATE-KS (AC) $450.0 Description:

Other 2016 Non-Federal STATE-KS $50.0

Conversion 2022 Federal NHPP-KS $450.0

Other 2022 Non-Federal CREDIT ($450.0)

Federal Total: $3,375.0 Non-Federal Total: $385.0 Total: $3,760.0

[ ] New [ ] Deleted [ ] Schedule Budget [] AirQuality Scope

Page 1 of 17
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Financial Plan Updates

Approval of the 2015 3™ Quarter Amendment to the 2014-2018 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

will require tables from the financial plan of the 2014-2018 TIP to be modified as follows:
(See Financial Plan at http://marc.orq/Transportation/Plans-Studies/Transportation-Plans-and-Studies/TIP/Assets/TIP 2014-2018.aspx)

STATE

SOURCE 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Bi-State (5307 $12,945.00 $5,747.00 $13,320.00 $3,975.00 $1,100.00
5309 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,630.00 $1,751.00
5310 $0.00 $5,116.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5311 $0.00 $33.27 $34.30 $35.40 $0.00
5339 $0.00 $3,473.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
AC
CONVERSION $0.00 $0.00 ($4,116.00) ($400.00) ($2,400.00)
CMAQ-KS $1,039.17 $1,755.25 $1,554.24 $1,554.26 $393.75
CMAQ-MO $724.41 $2,660.25 $1,411.75 $1,401.75 $393.75
LOCAL $86,339.39 $91,845.21 $89,849.40 $82,236.91 $97,069.18
NHPP-KS $31,332.40 $0.00 $0.00 $400.00 $0.00
NHPP-MO $3,379.00 $28,889.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $9,789.70 $3,410.00 $250.00 $1,705.00 $0.00
STATE-MO $350.00 $7,102.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-MO (AC) $0.00 $1,716.00 $0.00 $2,400.00 $0.00
STPM-KS $0.00 $561.96 $163.00 $4,380.00 $3,180.00
STPM-MO $359.55 $5,112.93 $382.93 $600.00 $0.00
STP-MO $919.00 $2,400.00 $4,116.00 $0.00 $2,400.00
TIGER $0.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Kansas 5310 $126.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5317 $0.00 $176.06 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
AC
CONVERSION ($122,275.32) (5104,494.10) ($8,579.00) ($55,442.00) ($40,531.50)
CMAQ-KS $2,017.70 $1,334.00 $1,427.00 $1,183.00 $1,109.00
HRRR-KS $2,400.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
HSIP-KS $638.70 $1,080.00 $955.40 $1,250.00 $750.00
JARC $58.67 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
LOCAL $173,547.57 $178,409.97 $183,384.34 $188,393.77 $193,055.87
LOCAL (AC) $0.00 $6,929.00 $500.00 $2,013.00 $0.00
NHPP-KS $120,632.50 $100,967.10 $900.00 $54,192.00 $37,768.50
SHRP2-KS $0.00 $300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $72,521.84 $64,278.32 $10,343.20 $598.80 $2,537.50
STATE-KS (AC) $260,389.10 $49,385.70 $24,054.50 $910.00 $10,640.00
STP-KS $11,065.71 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STPM-KS $13,528.72 $12,177.60 $13,137.00 $10,068.80 $10,390.00
TA-KS $921.11 $2,300.88 $1,418.00 $1,210.00 $1,790.00
TE-KS $2,711.96 $2,982.65 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Mid-America Regional Council | 600 Broadway, Suite 200, Kansas City, MO 64105
Phone: 816/474-4240 | Fax: 816/421-7758 | www.marc.org/transportation




Missouri 5307 $19,274.00 $15,589.00 $18,153.00 $18,677.00 $19,281.00
5309 $0.00 $13,007.00 $11,392.00 $8,000.00 $0.00
5317 $76.41 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5337 $0.00 $2,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
AC
CONVERSION ($8,708.50) ($103,729.20) ($23,583.00)| ($36,665.10)| ($41,120.00)
BR-MO $44,651.00 $3,565.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
BRO-MO $3,004.00 $1,350.00 $826.00 $2,584.00 $0.00
CMAQ-MO $1,785.12 $1,802.90 $1,219.00 $1,432.00 $206.00
FLAP-MO $0.00 $301.95 $503.78 $0.00 $0.00
HP-MO $1,151.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
HSIP-MO $0.00 $250.00 $2,782.00 $4,638.00 $146.00
IM-MO $9,279.00 $16,254.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
ITS-MO $523.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
LOCAL $133,894.27 $137,275.20 $140,753.74 $144,306.10 $147,591.79
LOCAL (AC) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,800.00 $0.00
NHPP-MO $11,075.49 $97,684.00 $46,710.00 $47,093.50 $47,727.00
NHS-MO $11,147.00 $541.00 $5,376.00 $0.00 $0.00
PRIVATE $11,011.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $0.00
SHRP2-MO $150.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SP-MO $7,373.00 $5,805.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SRTS-MO $273.81 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,705.00
STATE-MO $31,145.65 $12,866.00 $10,416.00 $6,417.00 $4,994.00
STATE-MO (AC) $78,425.90 $48,411.00 $29,920.60 $19,949.50 $15,599.00
STPM-MO $28,784.83 $18,650.00 $13,635.00 $29,770.00 $25,700.00
STP-MO $2,241.00 $14,486.42 $1,872.00 $10,593.60 $2,933.00
TA-MO $4,691.93 $4,635.10 $2,416.90 $2,309.90 $2,657.80
TE-MO $615.00 $849.00 $222.00 $0.00 $0.00
TIGER-MO $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Bi-State
Subtotal $147,177.62 $161,022.35 $106,965.62 $104,918.32 $103,887.68
Kansas Subtotal

$538,284.26 $315,827.18 $227,540.44 $204,377.37 $217,509.37
Missouri
Subtotal $411,863.91 $291,593.37 $262,615.02 $269,905.50 $227,420.59
Subtotal by
Year $1,097,325.79 $768,442.90 $597,121.08 $579,201.19 $548,817.64
Total $3,590,908.60

Mid-America Regional Council | 600 Broadway, Suite 200, Kansas City, MO 64105
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STATE

SOURCE 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Bi-State (5307 $12,945.00 $5,747.00 $13,320.00 $3,975.00 $1,100.00
5309 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,630.00 $1,751.00
5310 $0.00 $5,116.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5311 $0.00 $33.27 $34.30 $35.40 $0.00
5339 $0.00 $3,473.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CMAQ-KS $1,039.17 $1,755.25 $1,554.24 $1,554.26 $393.75
CMAQ-MO $724.41 $2,660.25 $1,411.75 $1,401.75 $393.75
LOCAL $86,339.39 $81,845.21 $89,849.40 $82,236.91 $97,069.18
NHPP-KS $31,332.40 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
NHPP-MO $3,379.00 $28,889.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $9,789.70 $3,410.00 $250.00 $1,705.00 $0.00
STATE-MO $350.00 $7,102.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-MO (AC) $0.00 $1,716.00 $0.00 $2,400.00 $0.00
STPM-KS $0.00 $561.96 $163.00 $4,380.00 $3,180.00
STPM-MO $359.55 $5,112.93 $382.93 $600.00 $0.00
STP-MO $919.00 $2,400.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
TIGER $0.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Kansas 5310 $126.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5317 $0.00 $176.06 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
CMAQ-KS $2,017.70 $1,334.00 $1,427.00 $1,183.00 $846.00
HFL-KS $0.00 $311.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
HRRR-KS $2,400.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
HSIP-KS $638.70 $330.00 $205.40 $500.00 $0.00
JARC $58.67 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
LOCAL $39,011.77 $26,766.46 $42,577.42 $12,004.74 $16,704.75
LOCAL (AC) $0.00 $6,929.00 $500.00 $2,013.00 $0.00
NHPP-KS $13,349.10 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SHRP2-KS $0.00 $300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $72,521.84 $64,278.32 $10,343.20 $598.80 $2,537.50
STATE-KS (AC) $260,389.10 $49,385.70 $24,054.50 $910.00 $10,640.00
STP-KS $3,785.71 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STPM-KS $5,816.80 $9,400.60 $6,208.00 $10,068.80 $8,640.00
TA-KS $921.11 $2,300.88 $1,418.00 $710.00 $1,790.00
TE-KS $2,711.96 $2,982.65 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Missouri  |5307 $19,274.00 $15,589.00 $18,153.00 $18,677.00 $19,281.00
5309 $0.00 $13,007.00 $11,392.00 $8,000.00 $0.00
5317 $76.41 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
5337 $0.00 $2,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
BR-MO $44,651.00 $3,565.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
BRO-MO $3,004.00 $1,350.00 $826.00 $2,584.00 $0.00
CMAQ-MO $1,785.12 $1,802.90 $1,219.00 $1,432.00 $206.00
FLAP-MO $0.00 $301.95 $503.78 $0.00 $0.00
HP-MO $1,151.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
HSIP-MO $0.00 $250.00 $2,782.00 $1,976.00 $146.00

Mid-America Regional Council | 600 Broadway, Suite 200, Kansas City, MO 64105
Phone: 816/474-4240 | Fax: 816/421-7758 | www.marc.org/transportation




IM-MO $3,561.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
LOCAL $45,574.51 $52,223.75 $33,433.84 $41,455.00 $23,238.54
LOCAL (AC) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,800.00 $0.00
NHPP-MO $10,319.99 $24,276.00 $29,811.00 $22,790.00 $23,140.00
NHS-MO $11,147.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
PRIVATE $11,011.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $0.00
SHRP2-MO $150.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SP-MO $7,373.00 $5,805.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
SRTS-MO $273.81 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
STATE-KS $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,705.00
STATE-MO $31,145.65 $12,866.00 $10,416.00 $6,417.00 $4,994.00
STATE-MO (AC) $78,425.90 $48,411.00 $29,920.60 $19,949.50 $15,599.00
STPM-MO $28,784.83 $18,650.00 $13,635.00 $29,770.00 $25,700.00
STP-MO $529.00 $356.62 $564.00 $0.00 $0.00
TA-MO $4,691.93 $4,635.10 $2,416.90 $2,309.90 $2,657.80
TE-MO $615.00 $849.00 $222.00 $0.00 $0.00
TIGER-MO $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Bi-State
Subtotal $147,177.62 $151,022.35 $106,965.62 $104,918.32 $103,887.68
Kansas Subtotal

$403,748.46 $164,495.17 $86,733.52 $27,988.34 $41,158.25
Missouri
Subtotal $323,544.15 $205,938.32 $155,295.12 $166,160.40 $116,667.34
Subtotal by
Year $874,470.23 $521,455.84 $348,994.26 $299,067.06 $261,713.27
Total $2,305,700.66

Estimated Revenues vs. Expenditures ($1,000's)

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Bi-State Revenue $147,177.62 $161,022.35 $106,965.62 $104,918.32 $103,887.68
Bi-State Expenditure $147,177.62 $151,022.35 $106,965.62 $104,918.32 $103,887.68
Difference $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Kansas Revenue $538,284.26 $315,827.18 | $227,540.44 $204,377.37 $217,509.37
Kansas O&M Expenditure $28,771.62 $29,634.77 $30,523.82 $31,439.53 $32,382.72
Kansas Project Expenditure $403,748.46 $164,495.17 $86,733.52 $27,988.34 $41,158.25
Difference $105,764.18 $121,697.24 | $110,283.10 $144,949.50 $143,968.40
Missouri Revenue $411,863.91 $291,593.37 $262,615.02 $269,905.50 $227,420.59
Missouri O& M Expenditure $45,794.13 $47,167.95 $48,582.99 $50,040.48 $51,541.69
Missouri Project Expenditure $323,544.15 $205,938.32 | $155,295.12 $166,160.40 $116,667.34
Difference $42,525.63 $38,487.10 $58,736.91 $53,704.62 $59,211.56
Total Revenue $1,097,325.79 $768,442.90 | $597,121.08 $579,201.19 $548,817.64
Total Expenditure $949,035.98 $598,258.56 | $428,101.06 $380,547.07 $345,637.68
Difference $148,289.81 $170,184.34 | $169,020.02 $198,654.12 $203,179.96

Mid-America Regional Council | 600 Broadway, Suite 200, Kansas City, MO 64105
Phone: 816/474-4240 | Fax: 816/421-7758 | www.marc.org/transportation



City of Lawrence
Douglas County

uEEP PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
6 East 6™ St. www.lawrenceks.org/pds Phone 785-832-3150
P.O. Box 708 Tdd 785-832-3205
Lawrence, KS 66044 Fax 785-832-3160

August 21, 2015

Mr. Cory Davis

Comprehensive Transportation Planning Unit Manager
Kansas Department of Transportation

Bureau of Transportation Planning

700 SW Harrison

Topeka, KS 66603

Dear Mr. Davis:

I’'m sending this letter to inform you that on August 20, 2015 the Lawrence-Douglas
County Metropolitan Planning Organization (L-DC MPO) approved Amendment #2 to the
2015-2019 Transportation Improvement Program. This amendment includes the addition
and updates to several projects from the City of Lawrence, Douglas County, KDOT and
transit providers. These TIP changes were recommended for approval by the L-DC MPO
Technical Advisory Committee on August 4, 2015. The MPO approved amended TIP is
enclosed with this letter.

I would appreciate it if you could review and approve this TIP Amendment and forward a
copy of them to the Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway Administration

for their approval. If you have any questions concerning this revised TIP please call me
at (785) 832-3165.

Sincerely,

YR APV

Jessica Mortinger, AICP
Transportation Planner

Enclosures: 2015-2019 TIP Amendment #2

CC: Daniel Nguyen, FTA
Paul Foundoukis, FHWA

LN ; _— - , X X X
!." We are committed to providing excellent city services that enhance the quality of life for the Lawrence Community



2015-2019 TIP— Amendment #2

Project Additions

MPO#: 216 KDOT#: NA Route 1055 3-R Improvements North of Waka R
MPO#: 217 KDOT#: NA Route 1055 Pavement Rehabilitation, Rte 12 to N700 Rd
MPO#: 218 KDOT#: NA Bridge 0507-1700 Replacement

MPO#: 219 KDOT#: NA Route 458 Improvements, E1500 to E1600

MPO#: 220 KDOT#: NA Route 1055 Improvements, N1100 to N1180

MPO#: 221 KDOT#: NA Route 1055 Improvements, Vinland to Rte 458
MPO#: 222 KDOT#: NA Bridge 1000-1638 Replacement

MPO#: 223 KDOT#: NA Bridge 1186-1500 Rehabilitation

MPO#: 224 KDOT#: NA Bridge 0064-0550 Replacement

MPO#: 225 KDOT#: NA Culvert 1500-1624 Replacement

MPO#: 226 KDOT#: U-0561-01 Harvard & Wakarusa Intersection

MPO#: 227 KDOT#: U-0544-01 Kasold & Harvard Intersection

MPO#: 228 KDOT#: NA Bob Billings Parkway Improvements, Kasold to Wakarusa
MPO#: 229 KDOT#: NA 19'™" Street Reconstruction, O’Connell to Harper
MPO#: 230 KDOT#: NA Queens Road, 6" to North City Limits

MPO#: 231 KDOT#: KA-4039-03 US 40/6'" Street & Champion Lane Signalization
MPO#: 232 KDOT#: NA 23" & Ousdahl Storm Sewer Improvements

MPO#: 234 KDOT#: NA 23" Street Reconstruction, Haskell to East City Limits
MPO#: 301 KDOT#: KA-3597-01 West Lawrence Traffic Signal Timing

MPO#: 408 KDOT#: PT-0079-15 Cottonwood Inc., 5310 Capital

MPO#: 409 KDOT#: NA Bert Nash Inc., 5310 Capital

MPO#: 701 KDOT#: K-8392-06 K-10 Connection Permanent Seeding, US-59 to K-10
MPO#: 702 KDOT#: K-7888-07 US-59 Seeding Project: Dg Co Line N to 2L/4L divided

Project Changes:

MPO#:

201

KDOT#:

Route 458 3-R Improvements

Move Local funding for ROW and Utilities from 2015 to 2016. Add $480,000 local funding for PE in 2015.
Add $5,900,000 local funding for Construction in 2017. Increase total project costs to $6,880,000.

MPO#:

208

KDOT#:

Route 1055 at North 700 Curve

Move Local funding for PE from 2015 to 2016. Remove 2017 programmed funding for construction. Add
note: Construction scheduled for 2020.

MPO#:

400

KDOT#:

Douglas County Senior Services Inc: FTA 5317 Operating

Add $14,803 5317 funding to 2016 for Operating. Add $14,803 local funding to 2016 for Operating.
Increase total project costs to $108,000

MPO#:

401

KDOT#:

Independence Inc.: FTA 5311 Operating & Capital

Add $60,043 5311 funding to 2016 for Operating. Add $27,333 State funding to 2016 for Operating. Add
$21,843 local funding to 2016 for Operating. Add $29,706 5311 funding to 2016 for Capital. Add $7,429
local funding to 2016 for Capital. Increase total project costs to $238,000. Add Comment: 2016- 5311
Fed Admin- $14,487; Local Admin $3,621

MPO#: 403 KDOT#: PT-0701 Lawrence Transit Capital Assistance
Add $500,000 State funding to 2016 for Capital and add $640,000 state funding to 2016 for Operating.
Increase total project cost to $2,198,000.

MPO#: 700 KDOT#: KA-3634-01 South Lawrence Trafficway Widening Study

Add $175,000 State funding for 2015 ROW. Add comment: Project is authorized for PR & ROW only. PE
(2014) $1,500,000. Increase total project costs to $1,675,000.

Page 1 of 1
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Funding Note:

This report was funded in part through grant[s] from the Federal Highway Administration [and Federal Transit
Administration], U.S. Department of Transportation. The views and opinions of the authors [or agency] expressed
herein do not necessarily state or reflect those of the U. S. Department of Transportation.

Title VI Note:

The L-DC MPO hereby gives public notice that it is the policy of the agency to assure full compliance with Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice, and
related statutes and regulations in all programs and activities. Title VI requires that no person in the United States of
America shall, on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin, be excluded from the participation in, be denied
the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for which the L-DC MPO
receives federal financial assistance. Any person who believes they have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory
practice under Title VI has a right to file a formal complaint with the L-DC MPO. Any such complaint must be in writing
and filed with the L-DC MPO’s Title VI Coordinator within one hundred and eighty (180) days following the date of the
alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information, or to obtain a Title VI Discriminatory Complaint Form, please
see our website at www.lawrenceks.org/MPO.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) documents
how the Lawrence - Douglas County region prioritizes the
limited transportation resources available among the various
needs of the region. The TIP is developed as part of the

The TIP covers all of
Douglas County including
the four cities in the area:

s . . . Baldwin Cit
Continuing, Comprehensive, and Cooperative (3-C) regional : Eudora Y
transportation planning process. The TIP is a multi-year e Lawrence
listing of federally funded and/or regionally significant « Lecompton

projects selected to improve the transportation network for
the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Area
(MPA). The TIP includes projects that are part of the multimodal transportation system which
includes roadways and networks for motor vehicle travel, transit, bicycle, freight, and
pedestrian related travel improvements. Projects listed in the TIP are designed to implement
the region’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) and are consistent with the region's
comprehensive plans, and plans approved by the area’s local governments. This TIP document
identifies projects to be implemented over the next five years in accordance with funding
allocations and the region’s project selection criteria.

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21)

MAP-21 is the current federal surface transportation legislation and the latest one to make
major changes to the way federally aided projects are planned and built. This replaced the
previous transportation legislation referred to as SAFETEA-LU (Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users). MAP-21 is a two year (FFY 2013-14)
transportation program, signed into law by President Obama on July 6, 2012.

With uncertainty in MAP-21’s future replacement, MPO’s need to be aware of the frequent
changes in funding and also planning requirements to help assure that the most beneficial
transportation improvements for their regions occurs. The current federal transportation law,
MAP-21 (P.L. 112-141), maintains the requirement established under SAFETEA-LU - to
consider the following eight factors in the transportation planning process:

Transportation Planning Factors

The metropolitan planning process for a metropolitan planning area shall provide for
consideration of projects and strategies that will:

> Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency
Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users
Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight
protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality
of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and State and local
planned growth and economic development patterns
> Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and

between modes for people and freight
> Promote efficient system management and operation
> Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Y VYV V

MAP-21 will change the federal aid program for highway and transit projects in the following
ways:

MAP-21 consolidated and restructured the many programs into a smaller number of broader
core programs. The consolidation of programs under SAFETEA-LU into fewer programs under
MAP-21 makes the comparison of MAP-21 funding levels to past federal funding levels
somewhat difficult and imprecise. However, with just two years (FFY 2013 and 2014) of
authorizations included in MAP-21 and a review of what federal aid was recently used for in our
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region, it appears that overall the level of federal aid for roadway and transit projects in our
region will be about the same under MAP-21 as it was in FFY 2012 under SAFETEA-LU.

MAP-21 established a streamlined, performance and outcome based, multimodal program. The
objective of this performance and outcome based program is to invest resources in projects
that collectively will make progress toward the achievement of the national goals. The
legislation requires the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), in consultation with
states, MPOs and other stakeholders, to

establish performance measures in these areas: MAP-21 will change the ways KDOT, the
safety, infrastructure condition, congestion MPO, and local governments in the region
reduction, system reliability, freight movement use federal funding for projects and the
& economic vitality, environmental ways they monitor and report the
sustainability and reduced project delivery performance characteristics of the
delays. The TIP, along with other plans, is | multimodal transportation system.

required to include information regarding these
performance measures. However, the regulations and guidance regarding the establishment
and use of these performance measures have not yet been developed and implemented;
therefore, they are not included in the 2015-19 TIP. Future versions of the TIP will address

these requirements.

P In accordance with United States Code
TIP Definition Titles 23 and 49, the TIP document must

The TIP is a multi-year listing of federally outline at least a four-year program of:

funded and/or regionally significant
improvements to the region's multimodal
transportation system. The TIP must be
updated at least once every four years, on a
schedule compatible with the STIP, and projects
included must be consistent with the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP).

1) All federally funded priority
transportation projects, and

2) All regionally significant priority
projects, regardless of funding source.

Additionally, the TIP must be financially
constrained and include only projects for which
funding has been identified using existing or
reasonably available revenue sources. Improvement Program - The STIP is the

State’s equivalent of an MPO’s TIP. It includes

Statewide Transportation

The TIP is one of several management tools
that planners and engineers use to better
manage transportation programs and make the state. Projects in the metropolitan areas

need_ed improvemen_ts to the _ region’s are included by reference to the relevant TIP.
multimodal transportation system. It is a short-

all federally funded transportation projects in

range scheduling and budgeting program that
relates the present transportation system improvement needs to the longer range MTP goals.
The TIP strengthens the connections between the area’s long-range transportation and land
use plans, the operation and maintenance of the existing transportation system with its
management for future improvements, and all of the various financial processes related to
funding major transportation projects.

Public Participation Process

Public participation, project selection, and project prioritization activities are part of the
development of the TIP but also part of the local government processes to develop the
Lawrence Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and the Douglas County CIP. The public
involvement goal of the MPO is to ensure early and continuous public notification about and
public participation opportunities in all major actions and decisions made by the MPO, and this
includes opportunities for the public to review the draft TIP and comment on it before it is
approved.



The MPO’s Public Participation
Plan (PPP) requires a new TIP to
undergo a 30-day comment .

) 3 | sPublic reviaw and comments are collected and revisions are made, 53 necagsany
perlod and amendments require | *TAC reviews and reccomends TIP to Pobicy Board for approval
a 15-day public comment period. '

| =MPO stall and TAC members draft TIP text and review propect subrmissions

4 sMPO Policy Board takes action on the TIF and forwards it to KDOT for approval and

The draft TIP is available on the : mchision in the Statewide Transprotatan Improvemient Program [STIP)
MPO Website i : R — S —— S —— S —— S— —
(www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/tip) W | =rpproval by FHWA and FTA

and a printed copy is available at

Lawrence City Hall and the

Lawrence Public Library. The public is notified of the opportunities to review the draft TIP
through a local newspaper advertisement, notification by email and, by staff announcements at
the draft TIP is available for comment MPO meetings. Comments are reviewed by MPO staff
and if found applicable, those public comments are incorporated into the final draft document
sent to the MPO Policy Board for approval. Details about the public participation process for the
approval and amendment of the TIP and other MPO documents are found in the current
version of the PPP  which is also posted on the MPO  website at
www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/public_participation.

11. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND SELECTION PROCESS

The projects included in the TIP are drawn from the area’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP) and the Capital Improvement Plans (CIP) from County and City governments in the
region as well as the State’s transportation Program known as T-WORKS. Project Sponsors,
MPO staff and the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) use the following factors to determine
if a project is regionally significant and whether it needs federal funding and whether it
addresses issues noted in the MTP. In most cases the project information that the project
sponsor provides to the MPO staff indicates how the project relates to these factors and why it
is important and in need of inclusion in the TIP. Additional discussion of submitted TIP projects
at TAC meetings also contains discussion about projects and the factors listed below.

Planning Factors

» Is the project consistent with the goals and objectives found in the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan (MTP)?

» Is the project listed as a recommended transportation system improvement in the MTP?

» Is the project regionally significant as defined by federal regulations and the latest
Regionally Significant Policy approved by the MPO?

» Is the project consistent with the latest MPO/FHWA approved Functional Classification Map?

» Is the project consistent with the latest locally approved comprehensive plan (including the
land use plan, area plans, and other comprehensive plan elements/chapters) covering the
project location?

» Does the project include provisions for transit, bicycle, and pedestrian movements as
needed to provide a regional multimodal transportation system?

» Has the project sponsor considered Title VI and Environmental Justice (EJ) impacts in the
planning for this project, and if the project is in a minority and/or low-income area has the
project sponsor considered and addressed the Title VI and EJ issues related to the project?

» Has the project sponsor received public comments about this project and if received
considered those public comments in the planning and design of the project?

» Is the project eligible for the type of federal and/or state funding being proposed for it, and
is there adequate funding available for the project in the year it is proposed?

Engineering Factors

» Does the Project address a facility that has (existing or projected) a high volume to
capacity ratio indicating it or will experience significant congestion and lower levels of
service?



» Does the project location have a traffic accident history marked by a higher than expected
accident rate which, along with other accident attributes, indicates that an engineering
change could reduce the number and/or severity of crashes?

» Does the project location have pavement conditions noting a deteriorated state showing
that the facility is in need of improvements to maintain its function and/or that those
improvements can be made economically now before more costly reconstruction is needed?

» Does the project site include geometric design that is inadequate by current standards and
does the project sponsor have documentation that this design is hampering the facility’s
ability to handle the traffic loads and/or vehicle sizes using the facility in a safe and
efficient manner, and does the project sponsor plan to address those geometric deficiencies
as part of this project?

» Does the project site or facility have structural deficiencies indicating that the facility is
near the end of its projected lifespan and that it will need frequent maintenance to function
adequately, and does the project sponsor plan to address these structural deficiencies as
part of this project?

» Have safety concerns involving motorists, bicyclists, pedestrians and/or transit users and
transit operations been identified at the project location and does the project sponsor plan
to address those concerns as part of this project?

» Has the project location met minimum engineering standards set by the project sponsor
that indicate the facility is in need of improvement, rehabilitation or replacement?

*This list is not exhaustive and may be changed in the future.

The transit and paratransit projects programmed in the TIP also go through a project selection
process. The Lawrence Transit System staff works with the MPO, FTA, and KDOT, University of
Kansas - KU On Wheels (KUOW) staff staffs to plan and program projects in the TIP that
address transit needs and issues identified in the MTP. The KDOT-Office of Public
Transportation in consultation with the Urban Corridor Coordinated Transit Council makes the
selection of paratransit projects to include in the TIP.

This TIP document contains projects for the Lawrence Transit System that collectively
constitutes the Program of Projects (POP) for Lawrence Transit. This list of transit items is a
prioritized list of projects used by the Lawrence Transit staff and reviewed by FTA officials. The
TIP project listings are the POP for Lawrence, and approval of the TIP includes the approval of
the POP for Lawrence Transit. The public involvement procedures used for TIP development
and amendments are used to satisfy the POP requirements for FTA Section 5307 funding.

Role of the MPO in Planning and Project Selection

The MPO’s role of approving the MTP and the TIP gives the MPO a significant voice in how
transportation funds are directed in Douglas County, and it encourages a more need-based
system-building approach to project selection. The MPO as the regional transportation planning
body needs to look objectively at the area’s transportation facilities and services to determine
if there are mobility issues that need to be addressed through the planning process. The basic
idea is that projects listed in the TIP should “flow out” of the region’s Continuing,
Comprehensive and Cooperative (3-C) transportation planning process and the
recommendations found in the MPO’s long range plans, especially the MTP. Of course, the
process is a cooperative one and the MPO does not do all of this work alone. It has help from
its partners in the federal, state and local governments. Details about the composition and
roles of the MPO and its planning partners are found in documents that are available for review
on the MPO website at www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/designation_and_organization.

Defining Regionally Significant Planning and Projects

Planning processes and projects that are part of our area’s mobility system and have impacts
outside of the part of town they are located in are thought to be “regionally significant.” People
throughout the metropolitan area use these regionally significant facilities, and people living in
various parts of the region are impacted by these facilities. In the case of roadways it seems
simple enough to say that all roads that have mobility rather than property access as their
primary function are “regionally significant.” If this definition is used then all arterial and



higher classification roads are “regionally significant” and everything below that in the roadway
classification system is not “regionally significant.” However, collector streets are supposed to
do both of these functions equally well, and it may be unclear as to which collectors do a little
more mobility duty and which ones do more property access work. An explanation of what
roads are and are not regionally significant as defined by the MPO can be found on the MPO
website (www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/significant).

I11. PROJECT LOCATIONS and the ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

REVIEW

Project Locations 2015 - 2019 TIP Project Location Map - Douglas County, Kansas
The 2015_2018 TIP pI'OjECtS S Roadway or Pathway Project
are mapped below. This map was ® Bridee
makes it easy to see that gt ; @® interchange
projects throughout the i @ Intersecl-ion %
Metropolitan Planning Area are ®  Traffic Signa ¥

TE Project

programmed in this TIP. The
map shows only projects in
years one through four of this
five-year TIP. Projects
identified by project sponsors
for implementation in the fifth
year of this TIP are not shown
on the map but their locations
are noted in the project table.
Projects in year five are
considered to represent the
future planning list of projects,
and typically those projects are | e d
not yet set in local budgets.

Map prepared by Lawrence-Dougias County
Mezropolian Flanning Office

Project 700 is in
Study Phase only.

A quick look at the map shows g _ | ||
that the projects programmed [ ] T | | N

in this TIP are located along | | I Ha il (33)
state, county and city roads. | [ '

The project selection processes 24 ® 2 4 6 8 Mies
both at the local government

and the MPO levels stress the

need to pick projects for funding based on objective factors such as the condition of
pavements, deterioration of bridges, need for greater connectivity in the system, and other
factors related to transportation planning and engineering.

The maps show a good healthy spread of project locations and projects along different classes
of roads (i.e., interstate, other freeways and expressways, principal arterials, minor arterials,
collectors, minor collectors). These roadway functional classifications are displayed on the MPO
Roadway Functional Classification Map for Lawrence-Douglas County Region which can be
found online at www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/maps_handouts.




Environmental Justice Review

Environmental 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
people 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 policy is defined in Executive
Order 12898 that was signed by President
Clinton on February 11, 1994. The
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
defines Environmental Justice as the "fair

The FHWA considers three fundamental
environmental justice principles:

e To avoid, minimize, or mitigate

disproportionately high and adverse
human health and environmental
effects, including social and economic
effects, on minority populations and
low-income populations.

e To ensure the full and fair participation

by all potentially affected communities
in the transportation decision-making
process.

e To prevent the denial of, reduction in,

or significant delay in the receipt of
benefits by minority and low-income
populations.

treatment for people of all races, cultures,
and incomes, regarding the development of
environmental laws, regulations, and
policies."

More Environmental Justice information related to programs, including MPO operations which
are funded by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), can be found at the following web site:
www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/environmental_justice/overview/.

In order for the MPO to consider the EJ aspects of the projects listed in this TIP the MPO staff
mapped the location of the roadway, bridge and transportation enhancement projects and the
areas of the region that have a significantly larger than average percentage of low-income
and/or minority populations. These areas with high percentages of minority and/or low-income
populations are called EJ zones for this discussion. The definition of how EJ zones were
delineated for this analysis and the map depicting the EJ zones in Douglas County and their
spatial relationships to TIP project locations are shown on the following pages. Those maps
include only the projects in years one through four of this TIP since that period contains the
agreed upon and committed projects that are in local and/or state capital improvement
plans/budgets and contains projects for which federal funds are being programmed under the
fiscal constraint limits.

For the case of federally supported transit services both the fixed route system and paratransit
service areas cover parts of Douglas County with low-income and/or minority populations.
There is no one point or segment location for these services. They can cover all parts of
Lawrence or all of Douglas County. Therefore, the TIP projects associated with these transit
and paratransit services are all considered to serve EJ populations and to be located in EJ
zones for the purpose of this analysis. The joint coordinated fixed route transit services
operated by Lawrence and KU are shown on the following maps to depict the fact that the fixed
urban route structure serves both populations inside and outside of EJ zones.

2015-2018 TIP Projects — Environmental Justice Maps
Low/Moderate Household Income Population, by Census 2010 Block Groups

The following maps depict selected Census block groups from the 2010 Decennial Census Tiger
Maps of Douglas County, Kansas where 60 percent or more of the population residing in
households earning less than 80 percent of the area’s median income. The City of Lawrence
Neighborhood Resources Division of the Planning and Development Services Department
currently uses this information to identify areas within the community that have higher
concentrations of low and moderate income residents. Various housing rehabilitation program
funds and Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds are targeted toward these



areas. This same dataset is used to illustrate areas in Douglas County that have higher
concentrations of low and moderate income population for this environmental justice review.

Areas with 150 Percent Higher than Average Minority Population, by Census 2010 Block Groups
in Douglas County, Kansas

The 2010 Census questionnaire gave people the opportunity to select multiple races if that
best described their ethnicity. For this environmental justice map, staff used only one race
data attribute to depict areas within Douglas County that have a minority population equaling
approximately 150 percent or more of the average minority population residing in Lawrence
and Douglas County. The majority race in this region is White/Caucasian and the other races
collectively are considered as the minority group population for this EJ analysis. The 2010
Census data indicates the minority population within Douglas County represents 12.2% of the
total population, and in Lawrence the minority population is slightly higher representing 14.5%
percent of the total population. Using these figures, the 150 percent of average would be
18.3% for Douglas County and 21.3% for Lawrence. In order to simplify the delineation of high
minority percent areas, the EJ maps depict the 2010 Census block groups with 20% percent or
higher proportions of minority populations.

2015-2018 TIP Projects for the Lawrence - Douglas County MPO in Relation to Environmental
Justice Areas

The following maps combine the census block group environmental justice zones with the
locations of the proposed transportation improvement projects included in the 2015—2018
fiscally constrained TIP period. The maps show where the roadway projects, transportation
enhancement projects, and fixed route urban transit services required to be in the TIP are
located in relationship to where higher than average levels of minority persons live and/or
where higher than average low-moderate income households exist, and where both of those
attributes are found.
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MPO Fixed RouteTransit Service in Relation to Title VI Areas
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A review of the preceding maps shows that TIP projects are spread throughout Douglas
County. The map also shows that EJ zones are not, but are instead concentrated in the urban
parts of the region, especially in Lawrence. However, EJ analysis is more than just the location
of the projects and how many are (or aren’t) in EJ areas. All of the projects in this TIP have

impacts and benefits both during construction and long term after they are built as part of the
network.

Projects which are completely, partially or on a road that is an EJ zone border are considered
EJ projects for the purpose of this analysis. The following 2015-2018 TIP projects are identified
as EJ Zone Projects: 200 - South Lawrence Trafficway; 203 - 19" Street: Naismith to lowa
Reconstruction, 205 — K-10 Access Point Consolidation, 212 — 9" Street Reconstruction, 300 —
23" Street Traffic Signal Coordination, 500 — Santa Fe Depot Restoration. Of these projects:
200, 203 and 212 include multimodal infrastructure amenities.

There are several types of projects throughout the region; a majority of the roadway projects
also have multimodal elements to improve the network conditions for walking and biking.
When people choose to get out of their car and walk, bike, or take transit; they make a



11

positive environmental impact and improve air quality. People choose to walk rather than drive
they are typically replacing short automobile trips, which contribute disproportionately high
amounts of pollutant emissions. These emission reductions benefit all residents whether they
choose a walking trip or not. There is an overall reduction in vehicles miles traveled, reducing
traffic, congestion and the volume of pollutants in the air. Other environmental impacts can be
a reduction in overall neighborhood noise levels and improvements in local water quality as
fewer automobile related discharges wide up in local wetlands, streams, rivers and lakes.
Pedestrian, bicycle and transit travel is a more equitable than other forms of transportation, so
building multimodal improvements as part of projects increases the access to non-motorized
trip options.

There are several types of projects located in EJ zones and serving EJ populations. This list and
the preceding maps also indicate that because the EJ zones are concentrated in the urban core
of the region and that is where most of the transit service is located that the EJ areas get more
transit service than other more rural parts of the region. The maps also indicate that because
the EJ zones are urban and in the urban area the street density is higher that the EJ
populations are served by more roadway choices than populations in the more rural parts of
the region. Overall, the EJ populations in the region’s urban core have better access to more
transport options (e.g., transit or car mode, wider choice of streets to use for most trips) than
people living in the less densely developed rural parts of the region. On the other hand, the EJ
populations in the urban areas have more impacts from the transportation system (e.g., traffic
congestion, noise, air pollution) and those impacts need to be reviewed to determine if any of
them are disproportional to the EJ populations compared to other non-EJ populations living in
the urban area of the region.

A review of the MPQO’s urban area indicates that all residents in the urban part of the region
regardless of race or income experience the impacts of the urban transport system in similar
fashion. The benefits and impacts of that urban transportation network are not concentrated in
any particular EJ zones. The region’s transportation projects appear to be selected based on
the merit of the project and the need for improvements to the transport system without any
intended bias towards impacting EJ areas any more than any other area in the region. If there
is any difference with EJ zones it seems to be that some EJ areas receive greater choice and
frequency of transit services due to the fact that those areas coincide with the parts of the
region with population densities high enough to support frequent fixed route transit. For the
roads there are busy congested intersections all around the urban area in both high and low
income areas, and regardless of your racial group you are likely to encounter one of those
intersections near your home no matter where you live in Lawrence. The impacts from the
transportation system (congestion, noise, pollutant emissions, etc.) appear to be more related
to whether you live in the Lawrence Urbanized Area or not more than related to whether you
live in a minority or low income area or not.

Number | Percent

Disproportionate impacts from federally funded Number | T2 COSTl - of of Z?;;:ch;stts Percent
H H H of N Projects | Projects | . of Cost in

trgnsportatlon pro;ects on low income or projects | Projects | gy nes | MEIZones | gy

minority population clusters were not observed Zones | Zones

. . . 2015 23 $ 72,605 4 17.4% $ 56,190 77.4%

n thls EJ anaIySIS' 2016 16 $ 18,871 3 18.8% $ 650 3.4%

2017 7 $ 10,060 3 42.9% $ 7,400 73.6%
The table makes comparisons between the 222 .| 10060] 3 42.9% | S 7.400] 73.6%

*This table does not include projects not mapped for environmental justice analysis. This table

number Of roadway and transportation Ic:sneitsezotf)|r;c!;iii:irés\gziitnflgc:‘]c:tlr?‘r;sp,.plannlng studies, SRTS allocations and projects that are not
enhancement TIP projects (projects that have **Advanced Construction Conversion funds are not calculated in the total project costs.
specific locations) and the number of TIP projects in EJ zones as well as the cost comparisons
for those projects located inside and outside of EJ areas. This table also compares the
proportion of projects and expenditures in EJ areas to the proportion of the Douglas County
population that is low-income and/or minority. This comparison indicates that even though
many TIP projects are located in developing parts of the region that are now outside of EJ
zones, there are still several important and needed TIP projects located in the urban core of
Lawrence where these low-income and minority populations are centered.
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Reviewing the maps, tables and lists in this chapter along with the project listings at the end of
this document indicates that there are no significant EJ issues related to the selection of
projects for this TIP. This TIP includes projects inside and outside of EJ zones, and projects for
this TIP are selected based on objective planning and engineering criteria (e.g., bridge
deterioration, pavement condition, transit demand, etc.). The MPO believes there are no
significant EJ issues with the selection of federally funded roadway, bridge, transportation
enhancement, or transit projects in Douglas County.

More information about how the MPO is addressing Title VI Civil Rights and Environmental
Justice Non-Discrimination issues can be found in the MPQO’s Title VI Program Manual and the
Public Participation Plan. Those documents can be viewed online at
www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/public_participation.

1V. AMENDMENTS AND REVISIONS

Project cost and funding levels are put into the TIP based on the best available estimates, and
even though the schedules set for projects are the result of careful planning, there are times
when changes to the information about projects needs to be adjusted. Minor changes to
project information are called revisions and are administrative actions with no public
involvement required. Major changes are called amendments and require some public
involvement.

Administrative Revisions
Administrative revisions include all revisions that are not formal amendments. These revisions
usually involve, but are not limited to:

+ Obvious minor data entry errors or editing corrections to text and/or graphics

+ Splitting or combining projects (project scopes and costs cannot change)

+ Changes or clarifying elements of a project description (with no major changes in funding

or scope)

+ Change in federal funding source

+ Shifting funds between years within the four-year fiscally constrained period

+ Minor change of less than 20% of total project cost

In processing administrative revisions MPO staff will:
+ Enter the requested revision into the project database and map as necessary.
+ Prepare and publish an updated TIP project listing and post it on the web.
+ Notify the Kansas Department of Transportation of the modifications and request their
inclusion in the respective Statewide Transportation Improvement Program.
+ Prepare a summary of the revision to be presented at the next scheduled MPO Technical
Advisory Committee and Policy Board meetings.

Amendments

Amendments to the TIP often consist of major changes to project cost and/or funding levels.
Those types of fiscal changes may have impacts on the ability of the TIP and/or the MTP to
remain fiscally constrained. Amendments to the TIP may involve a change in project scope that
alters the original intent of the project by adding or deleting a phase or making major cost or
funding changes. Amendments to the TIP may also consist of major text and/or graphics
changes that add, delete or change policy or processing information in the document. A
significant change in the scope or a change in the location of a project also warrants a TIP
amendment. Adding or deleting projects from the TIP are handled by an amendment.

Amendments to the TIP will be drafted by the MPO staff in cooperation with KDOT staff and
TAC members as needed. The draft TIP amendment will then be presented to the TAC for
review and approval before sending the amendment to the MPO Policy Board for approval.
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Amendments will consist of a MPO resolution and any needed attachments to describe the
proposed changes to the TIP document and their impacts on the ability of the TIP to comply
with federal MPO planning regulations and remain fiscally constrained. The MPO staff will work
with KDOT staff and the project sponsor during the course of the TAC review and the drafting
of the amendment to make sure that ample funds are available for the project cost changes.
The MPO staff must verify from KDOT and the local sponsor that needed funds are available for
the changes if the changes are not offset by project cost reductions.

After the MPO Policy Board approves the amendment the MPO staff will forward the
amendment to KDOT for their review and transmission to the FHWA and FTA. The MPO staff is
responsible for notification to KDOT and FHWA/FTA of action taken on the TIP amendment and
assuring that the amendment process and public notification procedure has been followed.
KDOT staff will then update the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) with
this TIP amendment information. The TIP is included in the STIP by reference so an
amendment to the TIP also becomes an amendment to the STIP.

Unlike the TIP revisions, the TIP amendments must be posted for public review and comment,
the MPO staff must collect and review any public comments and share those comments with
MPO and TAC members, and a formal vote by the MPO needs to take place to approve TIP
amendments. An appropriate level of public involvement activities as outlined in the latest
MPO-approved Public Participation Plan (PPP -found online at
www.lawrenceks.org/mpo/public_participation) is required for all TIP amendments. That public
review process includes a minimum 15-day public comment period and posting the proposed
amendment on the MPO web page. The MPO staff also places a paper copy of all TIP
amendments in a binder kept at the front counter of the MPO Office for public review and
comments. In addition, all TIP amendment announcements including the printed advertisement
in the newspaper have the phone number, mailing address, and email address of the MPO staff
listed on them so that anyone with questions or comments about the amendment can contact
the staff to discuss it. Following the required 15-day public comment period, all comments will
receive a response, either individually or in a summary form, and the MPO staff will present
these public comments and the staff response to the MPO Policy Board before they approve the
amendment. There is no requirement for a public hearing.

The following types of project changes are always handled as TIP amendments:
+ Addition or deletion of a project within the first four (4) years of the TIP (federal
regulations require this part of the TIP to show fiscal constraint)
¢ Total costs and/or funding amounts for a project listed in the TIP increase by more than
20% of the original project amounts put in the TIP
+ Change to the project scope and/or location
+ Major schedule changes for a project (see explanation below).

Major Schedule Changes for Projects

Projects that are scheduled for the first year of the TIP are considered to have all needed
funding in place and to be underway or ready for implementation very soon. Those first year
projects are the “agreed upon” list of projects. Projects that are in the second, third and fourth
year of the TIP are considered to have most, if not all, of its funding identified and to be
nearing the end of the planning stage and beginning the design and implementation stage.
These projects constitute the “committed” list of transportation improvements. Projects that
are in the fifth (last) year of the TIP are outside of the period which must show fiscal constraint
to meet federal regulations, and the projects in that year are listed for planning and
informational purposes only.

Since the TIP is required to be fiscally constrained for four years, it is possible to move the
schedules for the projects in years 1-4 around within this period and maintain a fiscally
constrained TIP. One year schedule changes to projects in the first four years of the TIP should
be simple and may be made through revisions. Moving projects in the TIP project listings by
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more than one year constitute a more significant change so schedule changes of more than
one year for projects in the fiscally constrained period will be handled by amendments. The
table below shows all the possible project schedule changes for the fiscally constrained four-
year period covered by this TIP and how each change is to be handled.

. . . . Year
Movement of a project in the fifth year of this
. . From/To 1 2 3 4
TIP document forward into the four-year period —

. . R . 1 Revision Amendment |Amendment
required to be fiscally constrained will cause the > Rovision rovision — TAmendment
MPO staff and TAC to review the TIP project 3 Amendment |Revision Revision
listings and be handled as an amendment. 4 Amendment [Amendment [Revision

Amendment Schedule FFY 2016 Quarterly Schedule for TIP Amendments

In order to facilitate the process of making TIP
H Amendment TAC Public Review MPO STIP
TIP amendments’ the MPO haS deCIded to Request Made Approval Period Approval Approval

routinely put a TIP amendment item on their | toMpo staff

meeting agenda once eaCh quarter. These September- 18 | October- 06 | 9/29/15 to 10/14/15| October- 15 November

Jan- 15 February- 02 | 1/26/16 to 2/10/16 | February- 18 March
dates to consider TIP amendments will be March- 18 Apri- 05 | 3/20/16 to 4/13/16 | Apri- 21 May
H H July-15 Al t- 02 | 7/26/16 to 8/10/16 | Al t- 18 A t
coordinated with the KDOT calendar for = e = e e
. . Public review is scheduled to begin when the TAC agenda is sent out, one week prior to TAC
makl ng Changes tO the Staterde meeting dates. These dates are approximate and subject to change following discussions between

MPO and KDOT staffs and/or discussions at the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) meetings.

Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP). A similar schedule will be followed for the other years covered by this TIP.

V. FISCAL CONSTRAINT

Project funding depends on the availability of funds, on criteria established by State and
Federal laws and related regulations, and policies established by the local governments on the
use of funds. Street and highway projects can be financed entirely by State and/or local funds
or by any combination of federal, state and local funds. The Moving Ahead for Progress in the
21%" Century (MAP-21) Act provides federal-aid to state and local units of government for
surface transportation projects.

The use of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds are allocated to transit operators by
formulas through the FTA Region 7 Office in Kansas City and through the KDOT Public
Transportation Programs Office in Topeka. Those funds are utilized for the operations of the
Lawrence Transit System and various paratransit operations in the region. State transit funds
from the T-WORKS Program flows through KDOT to both urban transit and paratransit
providers.

Local sources of funding for transit projects are provided through a variety of sources including
local government general funds, local sales taxes, and farebox revenues.

The use of FHWA funds and state highway and bridge funding supplied through the T-WORKS
Program are all administered by KDOT. Those federal funds come in various forms from several
different FHWA programs, but all of that federal money flows through KDOT to local
governments.

Funding for Locally Sponsored Projects

In November 2008 Lawrence voters approved three increases in sales taxes to support the
improvement of roads and transit services. A 0.3% increase was dedicated to roads and
infrastructure, a 0.2% increase was dedicated to funding transit service, and a 0.05% increase
was dedicated to expanding transit services in Lawrence. In 2013 these taxes produced
$4,518,860, $3,025,578, and $753,144 of additional revenue for the City. However, all three
of those taxes will expire in 2019. With the addition of those taxes the City has a local
dedicated funding source for road and transit improvements that has made funding more
predictable. With those new sales taxes the City is now designing and programming some large
road projects that were not financially feasible in the recent past. Some projects are now
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funded with this sales tax revenue and some are still funded with a combination of federal aid
and local matching funds.

The National Highway Performance Program (NHPP), Surface Transportation Program (STP),
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), and Transportation Alternatives (TA) categories
are the main federal sources of funding that cities receive through KDOT. For Lawrence most of
that federal funding has come recently in the form of STP and has remained about the same
each year at about $1 million. In 2013 the City of Lawrence received $.9 million in federal
Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds through the KDOT sub-allocation process of
sharing federal funds with local governments. All of the road and bridge projects sponsored by
Lawrence are listed in the Lawrence budget documents, and the regionally significant and/or
federal aid road and bridge projects sponsored by the City are also listed in the TIP.

Lawrence also receives Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds from time to time as the City
submits discretionary grant applications and they are selected by KDOT. Those TE funds help
the City build pathways, do historic preservation projects, and other projects outside the scope
of traditional road and bridge improvements. The TE program is now under MAP-21 and is part
of the Transportation Alternatives (TA) program that also includes the Recreational Trails and
the Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs. KDOT administers the TE and SRTS programs and
has elected to use separate grant application cycles for each of those types of grants so the
funding process for TE and SRTS projects looks the same as it did under SAFETEA-LU when
both of these grants were from separate federal funding categories. The Recreational Trails
program is administered by the Kansas Wildlife and Parks Department.

The City of Lawrence receives federal transit funding (capital and operating assistance) from
the FTA to operate the transit system. Transit capital funding for buses and related facilities
used to be a varied mix of formula and discretionary grant funding along with local funds.
However, under MAP-21 the use of discretionary capital programs (ex: Section 5309 program)
is greatly diminished and a new more predictable funding source called the Bus and Bus
Facilities (5339) Program is now the federal source for fleet replacements and other capital
needs. Transit operating assistance has typically been based on formulas and been more
predictable than capital funding. This has allowed Lawrence Transit to use a relatively constant
mix of federal and local funds for operations. Under the State T-WORKS Program some state
operating assistance is also received by Lawrence each year.

Douglas County has a similar funding situation for road and bridge projects in that the County
receives obligation authority for STP funds from KDOT. KDOT allows counties to exchange their
available obligation authority of federal funds for state funds at an exchange rate of $0.90 in
state funds for every $1.00 in federal obligation authority. Alternatively, the County may
“pbank” the federal obligation authority for a later project. The County can also apply for TE
funds if it chooses to do so. The County does not operate transit service and does not receive
federal or state transit funding. Douglas County has a CIP that is updated on a regular basis.
The annual CIP allocation in Douglas County in recent years has been approximately $4
million. This allocation is reviewed and adjusted annually by the Board of County
Commissioners. The County programs its projects in their CIP and as needed the County staff
coordinates its capital planning with the MPO staff for TIP development and changes. In 2013
the County received approximately $335,000 in federal STP funds obligation authority through
KDOT. The County elected to bank that federal obligation authority for a later project rather
than exchange it for state funds.

With the publication of the 2010 Census data the City of Eudora demonstrated continued
growth and became a second class city under Kansas statutes. With that designation Eudora
now receives an annual sub-allocation of STP funding through KDOT. This amount of federal
funding is expected to be small (less than $100,000). In the past the three small cities in
Douglas County (Baldwin City, Eudora and Lecompton) have used federal funding sporadically
and worked with Douglas County staff to administer major road and bridge projects using
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federal aid. This cooperation between the small cities and the County for the use of federal aid
is expected to continue through the life of this TIP.

The paratransit providers in the region provide all or most of their own funds to operate their
services, and in some cases they use FTA grants for vehicle purchases. KDOT also funds
paratransit vehicles in the region. As part of these vehicle purchases the agency requesting the
federal funds is required to provide a local match, and those vehicles are programmed in the
TIP.

The MPO staff discusses project additions to the TIP at TAC meetings, and the project sponsor
is asked to explain where the project funding is coming from and give details about the project
scope and schedule. KDOT staff also has an opportunity to review projects at TAC meetings
and to check to see if the level of state and federal aid for the project is reasonable. With this
two-tiered process of projects being debated at the local budget and the TIP budget levels, the
road, bridge, transit and transportation enhancement projects receive an appropriate review
for fiscal constraint. This ensures that the TIP will not become a "wish list" of projects that
cannot be afforded with reasonably available funding levels.

State of Kansas Funding

State funds used in Douglas County for road and bridge projects are mostly limited to KDOT
facilities and projects. The level of KDOT funding expended in the region varies greatly by year
due largely to how much work KDOT does on the area's major highways. Recently KDOT has
spent large amounts of money to widen and improve US-59 south of Lawrence, to replace the
K-10/23" Street Bridge over the BNSF railway line in Lawrence, to build the South Lawrence
Trafficway (new K-10 alignment), and to build a new interchange along K-10 at Bob Billing
Parkway/N 1500 Road. All of those projects are KDOT administered projects on KDOT routes.
Those projects typically do not significantly impact the local governments’ budgets for
transportation improvements. Some other smaller amounts of State funding are used for local
projects, such as the occasional purchase of a paratransit van with state money or a state
contribution to a local bridge project.

For most local governments in the region the main KDOT funding role has been to provide
federal aid to local projects, not to provide large amounts of state aid to local transportation
improvements. However, the one example in the region where the state funding of a local
project does make a routine and significant difference in the local budget process is state
transit operating assistance. The Lawrence Transit operation receives about $1 million in state
operating assistance annually, and that is an important part of their budget.

KDOT does not program projects in their budget documents or ask for projects to be added to
the TIP unless a specific identified and reasonable funding source is identified. Therefore, the
KDOT requests for TIP actions represent a fiscally constrained condition for state funded and/or
managed projects.

Federal Funding

The federal funding for road and bridge projects in the region is generally limited to formula
funding levels set by the USDOT and KDOT. Those levels have been relatively steady over the
last few years with Douglas County receiving about $500,000 and the City of Lawrence
receiving about $1 million annually in federal aid for roads and bridges. The three smaller cities
in Douglas County (Lecompton, Eudora, and Baldwin City) have small public works
departments, and if they do large road or bridge projects those are often managed by Douglas
County or KDOT.

The public transit operations in Lawrence are composed of a mix of services operated by the
Lawrence Transit and the University of Kansas. The KU On Wheels transit operations are
primarily supported by student fees. The City transit service uses state operating assistance
and both federal capital assistance and federal operating assistance to keep buses running.
Lawrence also uses local sales taxes to pay for transit. In recent years Lawrence has used
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about $2 million annually in flexible federal formula Section 5307 subsidies to provide transit
services. This annually allocated funding can be used for capital projects (e.g., buying new
buses), but most of it has been used for operations.

Capital assistance levels are typically much more unpredictable than operating assistance, but
when the transit capital funding will be needed is fairly predictable because it is based on the
life span of buses. That creates a dilemma for transit operators who in the past relied heavily
on large discretionary grants (e.g., Section 5309) from the FTA for bus fleet replacements.
Now those large grants are gone and our transit operators are adjusting to buying just a few
new buses at a time when funding is available instead of buying several buses on one large
grant funded order. The transit operations in Douglas County are now adjusting to the new
MAP-21 capital program called Bus and Bus Facilities (Section 5339).

Discretionary funding for Transportation Enhancements (TE), safety improvements, Safe
Routes To School (SRTS), and other special projects is also available on a more sporadic
competitive grant basis. That funding is not guaranteed in any given year, but our region has
received some funding from these sources and expects to receive more in the foreseeable
future. However, because of the uncertainty of the annual funding levels for these competitive
grant and specialty programs, most of these funding sources are not included in the fiscal
constraint amounts included in this TIP. If and when local governments in Douglas County are
awarded funding from these discretionary programs the MPO will amend the TIP to add that
funding and those projects in a timely manner.

All of the estimated amounts of transportation project funds are included in the Estimated
Revenues and Expenditures 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 requested by KDOT and local governments for
inclusion in the TIP. Comparing these expected funding levels and funding request levels allows
the MPO to determine if the TIP is fiscally constrained as called for in the federal regulations.
The fiscal constraint analysis looks primarily at capital projects (e.g., building roads and
bridges, buying buses, etc.), however, that is not a complete picture of funding for the region's
multimodal transportation system. The funds needed for operating and maintaining transport
facilities and services also has to be reviewed. Federal regulations state that an adequate level
of Operations & Maintenance (O&M) funding needs to be budgeted to maintain the federal-aid
highways in the region. Shortchanging the O&M budgets to make the road improvement
projects fiscally feasible is not allowed.

Operation and Maintenance Funding

Road and Bridge Operations and Maintenance Funding Estimates

The operation and maintenance of the roadway network throughout Douglas County consists of
routine things such as pothole patching, minor repairs to pavements and curbs, snow removal,
striping and marking, utility work and patching, electrical repairs, tree trimming, mowing,
signal repairs, sign replacement, and other minor work tasks. The expenses for these work
items are usually paid for by the local government that owns and operates the road and the
utility providers that use the road rights-of-ways. In the case of major highways, KDOT is the
owner of the road and maintains those facilities. The major exception to this is the Kansas
Turnpike/1-70 which is owned and operated by the Kansas Turnpike Authority. Some of the
state highway mileage in Lawrence is provided on City streets through a connecting link
agreement between KDOT and the City. That agreement includes annual payments from KDOT
to the City to pay a share of the maintenance costs for those route segments carrying a state
highway. KDOT plays a role in the maintenance of some major roads in the region, but major
highway mileage comprises a small percentage of total roadway mileage. Most of the road
mileage in Douglas County is owned by the County, City or Township Governments that levy
local property taxes and sometimes other taxes to pay for road maintenance and operations.
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The cities and county also receive a portion of the state gas tax collected in Douglas County.
The City of Lawrence received approximately $2.5 million in gas tax funds during 2013 while
Douglas County received approximately $2.1 million. This amount of funding is anticipated to
continue during the years covered by this TIP. The state supplied pass through gas tax funding
is supplemented by local government funds to make up the bulk of Lawrence and Douglas
County roadway O&M budgets.

For 2013 the City of Lawrence had an O&M budget for its road system of approximately $8.0
million. Those costs were paid for with $2.5 million of state gas tax funds and $5.0 million of
local tax sources including the 2008 approved sales tax increase dedicated to infrastructure
improvements. For 2013 the roadway O&M budget for Douglas County was approximately $5.8
million with approximately $2.1 million of that total coming from the state gas tax funds and
the other $3.7 million from County tax sources. It is expected that the local governments in
the region will continue to fund their O&M budgets in order to adequately maintain their

transportation infrastructure during this TIP period. e

Bridge Funds Operations &

The O&M Funding Summary Table indicates that the expected Maintenance

level of funding for O&M of the region’s roadways and bridges over FY(”(‘:_flvOOOS)* o

the four-year fiscally constrained period covered by this TIP is Somsl - 000l 5800

steady and adequate to handle the normal O&M needs each year. 2016/ 8,000 5,800

Continued support exists locally for maintenance and preservation 2017] 8,000 5,800
et : ; ; 2018[ 8,000 5,800

of the existing transportation infrastructure. This table also vear Total] 32000 73200

displays that the O&M funding is not planned for drastic cuts Or [\ote: O & M calculations include
diversions to pay the local shares of capital projects. This is in [state gas tax funds and local tax

keeping with federal regulations and good transportation planning (sources. *Does not include
practice Township road maintenance

funds.

Transit Operations and Maintenance Funding Estimates

Transit operations are funded with a mix of local, state and federal funds. The transit system in
Douglas County is a coordination of services owned and operated by the City of Lawrence, the
University of Kansas, social service agencies that run paratransit vehicles, and Johnson County
Transit that runs a commuter bus service between Lawrence and locations in Johnson County.
This commuter service run by Johnson County is called the JO and its funding is programmed
in the TIP produced by the Mid-America Regional Council (MARC) which is the MPO for the
Kansas City Area. In June 2014 the Lawrence City Commission approved $120,000 of City
funding for the JO operations. Lawrence Transit service uses some federal and state and local
funds for operating and routine maintenance expenses.

Because a transit system is service based rather than facility based like road networks there
can be differences in how local funding for transit and roads is raised. Lawrence Transit needs
to pay for its services when they are rendered (i.e., when the buses are rolling burning fuel
and labor costs are incurred). Lawrence Transit needs to maintain a cash flow to pay for its
vendors and staff as they work. Unlike a road or a bridge that can be bonded for twenty years
and paid for over time, transit operations are typically not paid for with debt service. For road
projects if costs go up then a project might be delayed for a year, but with transit service you
cannot do that since vendors and drivers will not wait a year to get paid. For 2013 the
Lawrence Transit had an O&M budget of approximately $5 million which was funded with $2.3
million of federal aid, $.25 million of state aid, and $2.5 million of local funds. Those levels of
O&M expenses and revenues are anticipated to continue through the four-year fiscally
constrained period (2015-2018). Operations and maintenance funding for the Lawrence Transit
system is shown in the Estimated Revenues and Expenditures Tables.

The paratransit providers in the region for the most part provide their own funds to operate
their services, but in some cases receive a small amount of state operating subsidy from
KDOT. Typically, this state operating assistance is only a few thousand dollars per year for
each operator. Most of the federal and state aid to paratransit is for vehicle purchases. The
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MPO staff works closely with the KDOT transit staff, the Regional Transit Advisory Committee
(RTAC), and the Urban Corridor Coordinated Transit Council members to keep informed about
the status of paratransit operations and funding issues. Those paratransit issues are discussed
in more detail in the Coordinated Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan (CPT-
HSTP).

University of Kansas (KU on Wheels) Transit Funding

The University of Kansas also provides transit services that are available to the general
population as well as KU students and staff. Funding for the KU On Wheels system includes, a
considerable amount of funding that supports fixed route transit in Lawrence. The KU transit

fundmg information is listed below to KU on Wheels (KUOW) - University of Kansas Transit System

give a more complete and realistic Funding Estimates in 1,000s
account of the size and costs of the Funding Programmed in the KU Parking & Transit Budget
transit system in Lawrence. KU Parking KU Student Other Total
Year Funds Fee Funds Funds Funds
The KU On Wheels (KUOW) and the 2015 | $ 1,233 | $ 3,285 |$ 133 |$ 4,651
Lawrence Transit services are now 2016 | $ 1,196 | $ 3,285 | % 133|$ 4,614
integrated into one route and schedule 2017 |'$ 1,220 | $ 3,285 |$ 133 |$ 4,638
system, and both of these operations 2018 | $ 1,239 | $ 3285 |$ 133 |$ 4,657
accept each other's bus passes. Even 2019 | $ 1,239 | $ 3,285 |$ 133|$ 4,657
though these two services are Totals | $ 6,130 | $ 16,425 | $ 665 | $ 23,220

coordinated into one route map and Note: KUOW projects undergo fiscal constraint analysis prior to
schedule book, only the Lawrence Transit ;t‘:s”;iﬁf;‘;”t;ob?zs'\é';’@L‘;rnTs'tF;;ir;C:(’in” so that all KUOW projects are
System receives FTA funding. The KUOW

operations are expected to maintain the KUOW transit service at current levels through the
years covered by this TIP. The KUOW part of the public transit system in Lawrence is fiscally
constrained by the revenues provided by fees that support it.

Fiscal Analysis

Federal law requires that the first four years of the TIP be financially constrained. The
definition of financially constrained is having enough financial resources to fund projects listed
in the TIP. Fiscal constraint also makes good sense. If we put all of the desired projects in the
TIP then we come up with a list of needs that doesn’t reflect the projects that can be
completed with existing and planned financial resources. The MPO desires to have a credible
TIP that represents what can and should happen in the near-term to improve our region’s
multimodal transport system. The fiscal constraint requirement and analysis helps the MPO do
that.

This TIP document provides realistic cost and funding estimates for improvement projects in
the first two years of the fiscal constraint period (2015 and 2016). Predicting the revenues that
will be available and costs for projects in the second half of that period (2017 and 2018) are a
more speculative exercise, however, even rough estimates of available funds and costs are
helpful in showing the required four years of fiscally constrained project tables. In this
uncertain time of federal funding (MAP-21 expiring soon and the future act to replace it being
debated) it is difficult to estimate the funding levels two years from now. The MPO has
assumed that 2014 levels for federal funding will remain in place for funding through 2018.
These estimates are rough but still valuable in assessing the local government ability to obtain
federal and state aid and to meet matching requirements for projects that those governments
want to put in the TIP.

Projects that are under the jurisdiction of KDOT are subject to statewide KDOT financial
constraints and reviews that are beyond the purview of the MPO and done by KDOT before the
project information is sent to the MPO. KDOT projects are considered to be fiscally constrained
when submitted to the MPO for inclusion in the TIP.
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Projects submitted by the local governments in the region or other local agencies are reviewed
by the TAC and the project sponsor is be asked to describe the funding which is committed to
each project. That process includes the review of TIP project listings at TAC meetings. If any
source of funding for TIP projects, including KDOT sources, later becomes unavailable or
significantly reduced then the MPO staff and TAC will review that situation and process an
amendment to the TIP to reflect those changes and maintain a fiscally constrained TIP.
Likewise, if new funding sources and/or increased funding levels occur then the MPO will
amend the TIP to reflect those changes.

The projects and the funding in the TIP are also included in the area’s local government capital
improvement plans and budgets. Locally-sponsored projects in the TIP are based on the best
available cost estimates and reasonable projections of revenues made by the region’s local
governments in conjunction with the MPO, KDOT, and public transit providers in Douglas
County. For federal aid projects the local government sponsors work closely with the KDOT-
Bureau of Local Projects to track their levels of federal funding. KDOT does not allow the local
governments to program more projects than the federal funding will allow. Both KDOT and
MPO staffs work together to see that the TIP tables and the KDOT spending plans are fiscally
constrained. A similar arrangement for transit projects exists with the MPO and the FTA
working together to ensure that the TIP projects listed for the Lawrence Transit match the
reasonable expectations of federal funding. Projects must have a clearly stated funding source
that matches local budgets, capital improvement plans, and KDOT-MPO estimates of available
federal and state aid.

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. In order to
comply with federal regulations, this fiscal analysis uses an annual inflation factor of 1.5% (this
matches the T2040 Inflation Factor) for all TIP projects to determine the estimated costs in the
year of expenditure. This inflation factor was developed by KDOT in 2012 for use with federal
aid projects. This inflation factor was discussed at TAC meetings including representatives from
KDOT, the public transit provider, and local governments in the region. TAC members agreed
to use this KDOT inflation rate in the draft TIP that was sent to the MPO for approval. That
discussion and TAC approval and subsequent MPO approval of this TIP satisfies the federal
requirement to have a YOE inflation rate cooperatively developed by the area’s MPO planning
partners.

The first year (2015) in this TIP, lists projects currently being implemented (i.e., currently in
preliminary engineering/design, in right-of-way acquisition, underway with utility relocations,
or under construction) or planned for implementation soon. The next three years (2016, 2017
& 2018) complete the four-year period required to be fiscally constrained. The Estimated
Revenues and Expenditures Tables shows that the level of projected funding from reasonable
sources and the total level of project funding programmed in this TIP for the required four year
period (2015-2018) is balanced and this TIP is fiscally constrained. This TIP is a financially
constrained document, and in accordance with USC Titles 23 and 49 it provides an account of
funding sources for transportation improvements.
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The table below displays the fiscal breakdown by funding source for all roadway and transit

projects listed

in

the

first

four

years

(2015-2018)

of this

five-year

Estimated Expenditures by Year and Funding Source (in thousands)

Funding Source FFY 2015 FFY 2016 FFY 2017 FFY 2018 Total
FTA 5307 $ 2,122 [ $ 2,122 [ $ 2,122 [ $ 2,122 [ $ 8,488
FTA 5309 $ 699 | $ - $ - $ - $ 699
FTA 5310 $ - $ 101 | $ - $ - $ 101

2 [FTA 5311 $ 48 | $ 2 [ $ - $ - $ 138

S |FTA 5317 $ 393 15| $ - $ - $ 54

Y [JARC $ 248 | $ - $ - $ - $ 248

g NHPP $ 35,038[$% - $ - $ - $ 35,038

S [HRRR $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

WL |HSIP $ 1,025 | $ 500 | $ 1,500 | $ 500 | $ 3,525
STP $ 246779 - $ - $ - $ 24,677
TE/TA $ 1,427 | $ - $ - $ - $ 1,427
Other $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

State $ 3,967 | $ 2,124 | $ 500 | $ 800 | $ 7,391

State AC Conversion* | $ (59,943)| $ (500)( $ (500)( $ (500)| $ (61,443)

Local $ 11,828[$ 20,106 |$ 20,507 [$ 11,376 [ $ 63,817
Total| $ 21,175 |$ 24,558 |$ 24,129 |$ 14,298 [$ 84,160

*State AC Conversions are negative because the State is receiving federal reimbursement for funds spent

in previous years (as noted in the project listing).

Estimated Revenues by Year and Funding Source (in thousands)

Funding Source FFY 2015 FFY 2016 FFY 2017 FFY 2018 Total
FTA 5307 $ 2,122 | $ 2,122 | $ 2,122 | $ 2,122 | $ 8,488
FTA 5309 $ 699 | $ - $ - $ - $ 699
FTA 5310 $ - $ 101 | $ - $ - $ 101

2 [FTA 5311 $ 48 | $ 2 | $ - $ - $ 138

S |[FTA 5317 $ 39 (s 15| $ - $ - $ 54

Y [3ARC $ 248 | $ - $ - $ - $ 248

g NHPP $ 35,038 | % - $ - $ - $ 35,038

S [HRRR $ E - _[s K K -

&L [HSIP $ 1,025 | $ 500 | $ 1,500 | $ 500 | $ 3,525
STP $ 246773 - $ - $ - $ 24,677
TE/TA $ 1,427 | $ - $ - $ - $ 1,427
Other $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -

State $ 3,967 | $ 2,124 | $ 500 | $ 800 | $ 7,391

State AC Conversion* | $ (59,943)| $ (500)| $ (500)| $ (500)[ $ (61,443)

Local $ 11,828 $ 20,106 |$ 205507 |$ 11,376 | $ 63,817
Total| $ 21,175 |$ 24558 |$ 24,129 |$ 14,298 | $ 84,160

*State AC Conversions are negative because the State is receiving federal reimbursement for funds spent

in previous years (as noted in the project listing).

TIP.

**KDOT is currently allocating JARC, 5309, 5317 and HRRR funds which are old SAFETEA-LU
funds, they will be depleted soon
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 200 KDOT#: K-8392-04 Advanced Construction Grand Total: $186,100 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: South Lawrence Trafficway Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
Linked to Project L-8392-01. 2009 PE-State funds converted to NHPP in 2014.

Route (to/from location): SO Junct US 59/K10 E to K10 2012 Utilites-State funds converted to NHPP in

2014. 2013 CE/Construction-State funds converted
Project Type: Road Project - Special Work, Right of Way to NHPP in in 2014/2015.

Work T :
Length: 5.96 ork ype

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

27,600
NHPP const s

NHPP  op $7,438

SsTP Const $17,973

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 201 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $5,020 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Route 458 3-R Improvements Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
3-R Improvements (restoration, resurfacing, Const in 2017.

Route (to/from location): Route 458 between E 800 Rd & N 1175 Rd Douglas County reconstruction).

Project Type: Road Project - Surfacing, Reconstruction
Work Type:
Length: 4.3 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $480 Local ROW $300 Local  Const $5,900

Local Utilities  $200

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 202 KDOT#: C-4640-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,622 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: Route 1055 from Route 12 to Vinland Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014

Roadside Safety Improvements: Culvert

Route (to/from location): Route 1055 from Route 12 (N 400 Rd.) to Route 460 (N 700 Rd.) replacements/extensions, tree removal in ROW

Project Type: Road Project - Safety
Work Type:
Length: 3.0 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local Const $900
HSIP  const  $525
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 203 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total:  $2,000 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: 19th Street: Naismith to lowa Reconstruction Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014

Reconstruction of street will include subgrade
treatment, surfacing, storm sewer, geometric
improvements and multimodal facilities.

Route (to/from location): 19th St from lowa to Naismith

Project Type: Road

Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: .5 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $200 Local Const $1,800

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 204 KDOT#:

D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $5,920 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: Kasold Reconstruction Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014

Reconstruction of street will include subgrade

Route (to/from location): Kasold Drive: Harvard Road to Bob Billings Pkwy treatment, concrete pavement and multi-modal

facilities.
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: .5 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local Utilities  $500 Local Const $5,000

Local Const $420

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 205 KDOT#: K-9667-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $20,695 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: K-10 Access Point Consolidation Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014
Consolidation of Access Points 2014 Local funding for PE($67,000) &

Route (to/from location): K-10 from US9 (lowa St.) E to O'Connell Rd.

ROW($123,000)
Project Type: Road

Project - Access Management
Work Type:
Length: 3 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local  utilities $25
Local CE $101

State Const $228
Local Const $525
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 206 KDOT#: KA-1826-01 Advanced Construction Grand Total: $23,641 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: K-10/15th St./Bob Billings Pkwy Interchange Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014
Construct Interchange 2010 PE State funds($669) converted to 2014 STP.
Route (to/from location): K-10/15th Street/Bob Billings Pwky 2013 Utilities State funds($699) converted to 2014
STP. 2014 CE/Construction State
Project Type: Interchange Project - Interchange funds($344/$9,000) converted to 2014 STP.
Work Type:
Length: .5 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

$1,066
$5,366

STP
STP

CE
Const

Project Sponsor: KDOT/Douglas County MPO#: 207 KDOT#: KA-2817-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $773 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Baldwin City: US56 & High Street Realignment Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014
Realign High Street in intersect at 90 degrees with
Route (to/from location): High Street and US 56 Intersection US 56 and add left
turn lanes.
Project Type: Intersection Project - Geometric/Intersection
Work Type: Improvements
Length: .25
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
State Const $773

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 208 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,440 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Route 1055 at North 700 Curve Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
) Reconstruct curve, replace two bridges and one
Route (to/from location): Route 1055 from 725 North to 1675 East culvert
Project Type: Road Project - Geometric Improvement, Bridge
Work Type: Replacement
Length: .5 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $300
Local PE $140
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 210 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $530 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Bob Billings Pkwy & George Williams Way Intersection Signal Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014
New Traffic Signal FY14 PE $30,000
Route (to/from location): Bob Billings Pkwy & George Williams Way Intersection
Project Type: Intersection Project - Intersection, Signal
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local Const $500

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 211 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $2,080 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: Bob Billings Pkwy: Wakarusa to Foxfire Dr Reconstruction Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1072014

FY14 PE $80,000
Route (to/from location): Wakarusa to Foxfire Road

Project Type: Road Project - Reconstruction
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local Const $2,000

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 212 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $3,600 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: 9th Street Reconstruction Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
) Reconstruction of street will include subgrade
Route (to/from location): Massachusetts St to Delaware St treatment, surfacing, storm sewer, geometric
improvements and multimodal facilities.
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: .45 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $300 Local Const $3,000

Local util $300
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 213 KDOT#:

D Advanced Construction Grand Total:  $3,650 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Wakarusa Reconstruction (North) Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
. Reconstruction of street will include subgrade
Route (to/from location): North of Inverness/Legends to 6th St treatment, surfacing, storm sewer, geometric
improvements and multimodal facilities.
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: .5 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local Const

$3,500

Local PE $150

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 214 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $2,600 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: \Wakarusa Reconstruction (South) Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
Reconstruction of street will include subgrade
Route (to/from location): Research Parkway to 18th Street treatment, surfacing, storm sewer, geometric
improvements and multimodal facilities.
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: .22 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local  PE $100 Local Const $2,500

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 215 KDOT#: U-0318-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $617 Date added: 11/2014
Project Name: Lawrence KLINK: Selected portions of US-59 Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1172014
Mill and Overlay
Route (to/from location): US-59 from 6th St to Harvard Rd and from Irving Hill Rd to 21st St
Project Type: Road Project - Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 1.01 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local CE $40
State Const $200
Local Const $377
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 216 KDOT#:

Project Name: Route 1055 3-R Improvements North of Waka R

Route (to/from location): Rte 1055 from Waka. R. Bridge to relocated Haskell construction

Project Type: Road

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:

Extend typical section and concrete pavement from
south end of relocated Haskell to north end of
Wakarusa River bridge

$343 Date added: 8/2015

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

Construct in Fall 2015 when KDOT closes Rte 1055
for tie-in of relocated Haskell to Rte 1055

Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 17 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local

$342

Const

Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 217 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,009 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Route 1055 Pavement Rehabilitation, Rte 12 to N700 Rd Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
Reconstruction from N 500 Rd north .55 mi;
Route (to/from location): Rte 1055 from Rte 12 to N 700 remaining pavement rehabilitated
Project Type: Road Project - Pavement Milling, Surfacing,
Work Type: Reconstruction
Length: 3
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local Const $1,009

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 218 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $869 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Bridge 0507-1700 Replacement Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
) . Replace bridge, stabilize chanel Construction contract tied to contract for Rte 1055
Route (to/from location): Rte 1055 .07 mi north of N500 Rd pavement rehabilitation from Rte 12 to N700 Rd.
Project Type: Bridge Project - Bridge Replacement
Work Type:
Length: 1 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $9
Local ROW $8
Local Const $787
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 219 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,200 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Route 458 Improvements, E1500 to E1600 Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. Construct paved shoulders; replace narrow culvert;
Route (to/from location): E1500 to E1600 flatten roadside slope
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 1 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 Ey 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $30 Local util $40 Local Const $1,130

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 220 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $2,000 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Route 1055 Improvements, N1100 to N1180 Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
Construct paved shoulders; replace narrow culvert;
Route (to/from location): N1100 to N1180 flatten roadside slope
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 1.8 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $45 Local util $70 Local Const $1,885

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 221 KDOT#:

Project Name: Route 1055 Improvements, Vinland to Rte 458

Route (to/from location): Vinland to Rte 458

Grand Total: $2,000

[ ] Advanced Construction

Project Scope: Comments:

Construct paved shoulders; replace narrow culvert;
flatten roadside slope

Date added: 8/2015

Last Revised: 8/2015

Construct in 2020; project exceptions - N890 to
N970 and N700 curve

Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 3 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $50 Local Util $80
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 222 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $994 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Bridge 1000-1638 Replacement Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. . Replace Rte 458 bridge over Coal Creek Includes replacing Br No. 1001-1649; PE completed
Route (to/from location): Rte 458 .38 mi east of Rte 1055 2014' ROW/Utilities completed 2015
Project Type: Bridge Project - Bridge Replacement
Work Type:
Length: 17 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local ROW $8 Local Const $850

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 223 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $346 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Bridge 1186-1500 Rehabilitation Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. ) Modify South abutment; reset bearing devices; Construct during Rte 1055 closure for tie-in of
Route (to/from location): Rte 1055 at Wakarusa River repair deteriorated concrete; polymer concrete relocated Haskell
overlay
Project Type: Bridge Project - Bridge Rehabilitation
Work Type:

Length: 1

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local Const $330

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 224 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $635 Date added: 8/2015

Project Name: Bridge 0064-0550 Replacement Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015

Replace Bridge
Route (to/from location): Rte 1029 .6 mi North of N1 Rd

Project Type: Bridge Project - Bridge Replacement
Work Type:
Length: 1 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $65 Local ROW $10
Local Util $10

Local Const $550
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Douglas County MPO#: 225 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $530 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Culvert 1500-1624 Replacement Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. . Replace narrow culvert South half N1500 Rd in City Limits
Route (to/from location): N 1500 Rd/E 15th St. at E 1625 Rd Intersection
Project Type: Road Project - Grading, Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 1 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local ROW $10 Local util $20
Local Const $500

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 226 KDOT#: U-0561-01 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $797 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Harvard & Wakarusa Roundabout Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
Convert All Way Stop controlled intersection to PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Route (to/from location): Harvard & Wakarusa Intersection single lane roundabout Costs
Project Type: Intersection Project - Geometric/Intersection
Work Type: Improvements
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
State  pg $6 Local ROW $62 Local  PE $62

HSIP Const $564
Local Const $63
HSIP CE $36
Local CE $4

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 227 KDOT#: U-0544-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $616 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: Kasold & Harvard Roundabout Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
i . Convert All Way Stop controlled intersection to PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Route (to/from location): Kasold & Harvard Intersection single lane roundabout Costs
Project Type: Intersection Project - Geometric/Intersection
Work Type: Improvements
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $61 HSIP  CE $7
Local PE $61 Local CE $37
State PE $7 HSIP Const $393

Local Const $50
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 228 KDOT#:

Project Name: Bob Billings Parkway Improvements, Kasold to Wakarusa

Route (to/from location): Kasold to Wakarusa

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:
Major resurfacing, traffic control & sidewalks.

$2,400 Date added: 8/2015

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Costs

Project Type: Road Project - Surfacing
Work Type:
Length: 1.5 yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local PE
Local Const

$200
$2,000

Local ROW $200

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 229 KDOT#:

Project Name: 19th Street Reconstruction, O’Connell to Harper

Route (to/from location): O’Connell to Harper

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:

Reconstruct & tie into venture park, roundabout at
19th & harper, construct sidewalk & bike lanes

$3,000 Date added: 8/2015

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Costs

Project Type: Road Project - Reconstruction
Work Type:

Length: .54 yp

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local ROW $250 Local  PE $250
Local Const $2,500

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 230 KDOT#:

Project Name: Queens Road, 6th to North City Limits

Route (to/from location): 6th Street to North City Limits

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:

Construct Queens Road, roundabout at Overland &
Wakarusa, construct sidewalk & bike lanes

8/2015

$7,200 Date added:

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Costs

Project Type: Road Project - Reconstruction
Work Type:

Length: .75 e

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Local ROW $600 Local PE $600 Local  Const $3,000
Local Const $3,000
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 231 KDOT#: KA-4039-03 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $440 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: US 40/6th Street & Champion Lane Signalization Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. . . Construct traffic signal PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Route (to/from location): US 40/6th Street & Champion Lane Intersection Costs
Project Type: Intersection Project - Intersection Improvements
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

PE
Const
Const

$40
$250
$150

Local
State
Local

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 232 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:
Geometric Improvements & Storm Sewer

Project Name: 23rd & Ousdahl Storm Sewer Improvements

Route (to/from location): 23rd & Ousdahl Intersection

$3,000 Date added: 8/2015

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Costs

Project Type: Intersection Project - Intersection Improvements
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $250 Local  PE $250 State  Const  $300
Local Const $2,500 Local Const $300

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 234 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $7,200 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: 23rd Street Reconstruction, Haskell to East City Limits Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
) PE/ROW are each estimated at 10% of Construction
Route (to/from location): Haskell to East City Limits Costs
Project Type: Road Project - Reconstruction
Work Type:
Length: 2.01 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EYy 2017 Ey 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local ROW $600 Local PE $600
Local Const $6,000
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 300 KDOT#: KA-2394-01

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $180 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: 23rd Street Traffic Signal Coordination Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
. Install fiber optic cables & video detection systems
Route (to/from location): Lawrence
Project Type: ITS Project - ITS
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation
State

Local

$150
$30

PE
PE

Project Sponsor: KDOT/Lawrence MPO#: 301 KDOT#: KA-3597-01 D Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Name: West Lawrence Traffic Signal Timing. Project Scope:

Adaptive traffic signal system - new controllers,

Route (to/from location): 6th St, Wakarusa, Clinton Pkwy PTZ cameras & cabinet modifications

Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

$529 Date added: 8/2015

comments: Last Revised: 8/2015

Installation of equipment at 12 intersections along
6th St/Wakarusa/Clinton Parkway to enhance traffic
flow & safety.

Project Type: ITS Project - Other
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
State Const $129
Local Const $400

Project Sponsor: DCSS Inc. MPO#: 400 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $108 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Douglas County Senior Services Inc: FTA 5317 Operating Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
Route (to/from location): Lawrence
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Operating
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5317 OPRT $39 5317 OPRT $15
Local  OpRT $39 Local OPRT $15
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Independence Inc. MPO#: 401 KDOT#: D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $238 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Independence Inc.: FTA 5311 Operating & Capital Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. 2015 - 5311 Fed Admin - $4,338; Local Admin
Route (to/from location): Lawrence $1,084 2016- 5311 Fed Admin- $14,487; Local
Admin $3,621
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  prgject - Operating/Capital
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5311 OPRT $48 5311 OPRT $60

State OPRT $17 State OPRT $27
Local OPRT $27 Local OPRT $22

5311 CAP $30
Local CAP $7

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 402 KDOT#: 5307-KS-90 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $13,618 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Operating Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
Operating and Preventative Maintenance activities.  Federal Transit 5307 Funds. 2013-2015 amounts
Route (to/from location): Lawrence based on 2011 levels projected.
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Operating
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5307  oprT = $2.122 5307  OPRT  $2,122 5307 OPRT  $2,122 5307  OPRT  $2,122 5307  OPRT  $2,122
Local  OPRT $1,616 Local ~ OPRT $1,616 Local ~ OPRT $1,616 Local ~ OPRT  $1,616 Local OPRT $1,616

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 403 KDOT#: PT-0701

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:  $2,198 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: Transit Capital Assistance Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015

Comprehensive Transportation Program. Purchase

Route (to/from location): Lawrence of replacement paratransit vehicles.

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Special Work
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
StateCT cap $500 StateCT CAP $500
StateCT OpRT $558 StateCT OPRT $640
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 404 KDOT#: KS-90-X139 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $310 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: JARC Small Urban Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
. FFY 2009 Small Urban JARC funds passed thru from Purchase vehicles.
Route (to/from location): Lawrence KDOT. 80/20 split.
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  prgject - Capital
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
JARC CAP $248

Local CAP $62

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 405 KDOT#: KS-03-0044 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $631 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Transit 5309 Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
FFY 2008 Capital 83% Fixed Route Bus Replacement
Route (to/from location): Lawrence
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Capital
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5309  cap $527
Local CAP $104

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 406 KDOT#: KS-04-0010 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $107 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Transit 5309 Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
FFY 2008 Capital- Bus & Bus Facilities -- Fleet
Route (to/from location): Lawrence Replacement 83%
Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Capital
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5309 CAP $147
Local CAP $30
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence Transit MPO#: 407 KDOT#: KS-04-0044 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,145 Date added: 10/2014

Project Name: Transit 5309 Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014

FFY 2009 Capital 83% Fixed Route Bus Replacement
Route (to/from location): Lawrence

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  prgject - Capital
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

5309 CAP $25
Local CAP $5

Project Sponsor: Bert Nash Inc. MPO#: 408 KDOT#: PT-0079-15 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $60 Date added: 8/2015

Project Name: Bert Nash Inc.: FTA 5310 Capital Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015

14 Passenger- Small Transit Bus
Route (to/from location): Lawrence

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Capital
Work Type:

Length: yp

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5310 CAP $48
Local CAP $12

Project Sponsor: Cottonwood Inc. MPO#: 409 KDOT#: [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $66 Date added: 8/2015

Project Name: Cottonwood Inc.: FTA 5310 Capital Funds Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015

14 Passenger- Small Transit Bus
Route (to/from location): Lawrence

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit  project - Capital
Work Type:

Length: yp

EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
5310 CAP $53
Local CAP $13
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 500 KDOT#: 23TE-0373-01

D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $1,592 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Santa Fe Depot Restoration Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 3/2015
. Revitalize the Santa Fe Depot site and building TE funding to pay 80% of eligible costs.
Route (to/from location): 413 East 7th Street, Lawrence, KS
Project Type: Enhancement Project - Special Work
Work Type:
Length: e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local Const $269

TE Const  $1,077
Local CE $49

TE CE $195
Local PE 1

Project Sponsor: Baldwin City MPO#: 501 KDOT#: TE-0424-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $217 Date added: 10/2014
Project Name: Baldwin City Depot Railscape Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 10/2014
. Extend the length of the brick boarding platform, 2014 KDOT Transportation Alternatives Project
Route (to/from location): cover the platform and install lighting, install native
prairie landscaping and three additional ADA
Project Type: Enhancement Project - Other parking spaces to complete the Depot Railscape
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
Local PE $7
Local Const $70
TA Const $140

Project Sponsor: Lawrence MPO#: 502 KDOT#: U-0464-01 [ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total: $15 Date added: 11/2014

Project Name: Lawrence Safe Routes to School Master Plan Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 1172014
Preliminary Engineering to develop Safe Routes to

Route (to/from location): Lawrence

School Master Plan.

Project Type: SRTS

Project - Special Work
Work Type:
Length: yp
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
TA PE $15
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 600 KDOT#:

Project Name: Various Railroad Safety Projects in the Region

Route (to/from location):

Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:

Safety improvements along railroads in region as
identified by KDOT. These funds may be used to
benefit the region by working to correct or improve

$2,500 Date added: 10/2014

Last Revised: 10/2014

Comments:

This is a master project that would include any
safety projects selected in region. State funds (SF)
Conversions: 2015 SF to 2016 HISP, 2016 SF to

Project Type: Safety Project - identified safety hazards at public railway-highway 2017 HSIP, 2017 SF to 2018 HSIP, 2018 SF to
Work Type: crossing in a proactive manner. 2019 HSIP, 2019 SF to 2020 HSIP.
Length: ’
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion

StateAC Const
HSIP Const

StateAC const ~ $500 $500

HSIP

$500

Const $500

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 700

Project Name: South Lawrence Trafficway Widening Study

Route (to/from location): K-10 West Leg in Douglas County US 59/K10/lowa to
170/KTA/K10 Junction

Project Type: Other

StateAC Const
HSIP

KDOT#: KA-3634-01

$500 StateAC Const

HSIP Const

$500

Const $500

[ ] Advanced Construction Grand Total:

Project Scope:

Study to provide a 4-lane freeway section, review
area issues, current

transport needs, impacts on current projects,
interchange

$500

StateAC Const
HSIP Const

$500
$500

$1,675 Date added: 10/2014

Last Revised: 8/2015

Comments:

Project is authorized for PE & ROW ONLY. Project
started in 2014 and is ongoing into 2015.

Project - Road Widening _ )
. configurations, reevaluate the evrn docs for
Work Type: ;
Length: 8.43 preferred improvements,
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019
Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC
Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
State ROW $175

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 701 KDOT#: K-8392-06 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $705 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: K-10 Permanent Seeding Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. Permanent Seeding
Route (to/from location): S. Junction US-59 & K-10 to East K-10
Project Type: Other Project - Seeding
Work Type:
Length: 6 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
State Const $656
State CE $49
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FY 2015 to FY 2019 L-DC MPO TIP Projects (Cost in 1000's)

Project Sponsor: KDOT MPO#: 702 KDOT#: K-7888-07 D Advanced Construction Grand Total: $498 Date added: 8/2015
Project Name: US-59 Seeding Project Project Scope: Comments: Last Revised: 8/2015
. . . Permanent Seeding Tied to project K-7888-01

Route (to/from location): Douglas Co Line N to 2L/4L divided
Project Type: Other Project - Seeding
Work Type:
Length: 4.2 e
EY 2015 EY 2016 EY 2017 EY 2018 EY 2019

Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC Fund AC

Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion Source Phase Obligation Conversion
STP CE $33

State CE $32
STP Const $239

State Const $194
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Appendix 1 - Latest Federal Fiscal Year - List of Obligated Projects

The purpose of this listing is to illustrate the progress of federal aid transportation projects in
the region as they move through the years in the TIP projects table and onto the recently
obligated projects list. Projects are listed based on the year the federal funds were obligated,
not necessarily the year the construction of the project began. The federal amount represents
the federal funds spent on the project.

The table below describes projects listed in the TIP that were obligated in the previous Federal
Fiscal Year (FFY). A listing of projects with federal aid obligated in the previous FFY are
presented to the MPO each year for review either as part of a TIP approval or amendment or
as a separate memo.

The listing will be made available on the MPO website and sent to the Kansas Department of
Transportation who will then distribute the listing to the FHWA and the FTA for informational

purposes.
Lawrence-Douglas County MPO Area - List of Project for Which Federal Funds Were Obligated to in FFY 2014 (Cost in $1,000's)
P ol o P P
T £ Tu SR To § 3
¥ 0% Sy Sc, 5%, SE ¢2 §
o = N Responsible Route or Project . . — Federal Funding [ a Lgog L2 L Tc 50 o
o 8 Project Name Party Service Area Description Project Location Work Description Source TEFE = 2 g = %8 = g a £ 5
g cg Sw co [ &
¥ 2 $2 8z $& gw 3
fe 2g 20 & @ &
400 Operating Douglas Douglas Paratransit Service |Based in Paratransit services for FTA Section 5317- (38 38 38 o] No |Active
Assistance County County & for DG Co senior Lawrence-Douglas [seniors & various trip New Freedom
Senior nearby citizens County types/purposes
Services, Inc. |counties as
402 |KS-90- [Transit - Lawrence Citywide Transit - Operating [Lawrence Urban Fixed Route & FTA Section 5307 - 1,858 2 1,806 (52 No [Active
X143 Operating Assistance Paratransit Operating
Assistance Assistance,
Preventive
Maintenance,
Program
Administration, &
Security
402 |KS-90- [Transit - Lawrence Citywide Transit - Operating [Lawrence Urban Fixed Route & FTA Section 5307 - 2,122 1,164 (1,164 [958 No [Active
X152 Operating Assistance Paratransit Operating
Assistance Assistance,
Preventive
Maintenance,
Program
Administration, &
Security
409 [KS-03- |Bus Shelters & Lawrence Citywide Bus Shelters & Lawrence Transit Amenities FTA Section 5309 - |495 9 495 o] Yes [Closed
0022 Amenities Amenities Discretionary Funds
for Capital
203 |C-0059-|CR 6 Curve Douglas County Route 6|Curve CR 6 - N1150 Curve Reconstruction High Risk Rural 271 ®) 265 0 No [Closed
o1 Reconstruction County/KDOT Reconstruction Road to E 550 Roads
Road
62 |K-7888-|US-59 Surfacing [KDOT US Highway 59 |Concrete Surfacing [US-59 from Concrete Surfacing Surface 16,720 |316 ###+# (5,746 |[No |Complet
02 Douglas/Franklin Transportation e
Co Line north for Program
7.3 miles
200 |K-8392-|South Lawrence [KDOT K-10 Highway |Construct new 4- [K-10 and US-59 Right-of-Way, New Road [National Highway |121,781 |85,743 | #### | #### |Yes |Active
04 Trafficway lane freeway with |junction on south [Construction, Special Work|Performance
interchanges at US-|side of Lawrence Program
59 and Haskell to existing K-10
on the east side
103 |KA- US-56 Tauy Creek|KDOT US-56 US-56 Bridge over |US-56 bridges Bridge Replacements Surface 2,622 2,122 (2,122 |500 No [Active
0033- |Drainage Bridge Tauy Creek 1.95 miles east of Transportation
o1 US-59 and 2.7 Program
miles east of US-
59
220 |KA- K-10/Bob Billings |KDOT K-10 Highway [New K-10 K-10 and Bob Construction of a New Surface 17,144 (10,711 | ###+# |6,433 |Yes |Active
1826- |Parkway Interchange at Bob [Billings Parkway Interchange Transportation
o1 Interchange Billings Parkway junction Program
222 |KA- 23rd and lowa Lawrence US-59/lowa Geometric/Intersec |23rd and lowa Geometric Improvements |Highway Safety 200 200 200 o] Yes [Active
2611- |Geometric Street tion Improvements |Street Improvement
o1 Improvements Intersection Program
502 |TE- Haskell Rail Trail |Lawrence Rail Trail Shared Use Path Between 23rd and|Construction of a Shared |Transportation 182 182 182 0 Yes [Active
0390- 29th Streets Use Pathway Enhancement
01
221 |U-0161-|9th and Kentucky |[Lawrence 9th and Signal and 9th and Kentucky [Replace Signal, Widen Highway Safety 190 144 144 46 Yes [Complet
o1 Intersection Kentucky Intersection Intersection Intersection to Add Turn Improvement e
Improvements Streets Improvements Lanes Program
228 |U-0162-|9th Street - Lawrence 9th Street Signal, Intersection [9th Street mill and overlay, restripe  |Highway Safety 325 253 253 72 Yes [Active
o1 Avalon to and Bike-Ped between Avalon |for two-way left turn lane, |Improvement
Arkansas Improvements and Arkansas traffic signal replacement |Program
at Emery, bike lanes and
sidewalk




Appendix 2 - TIP Project Submission Form

Project Sponsor:

Project Name:

Route (to/from location):

Length: KDOT #:

Project Type (choose from available options on TIP Appendix 5):

Work Type (choose from available options on TIP Appendix 5):

Project Scope:

Comments:

Does this project use Advanced Construction?

Will the project occur in more than one year?

Is the project in the Current MTP’s Fiscally Constrained List of
Recommended Projects?

Is the project listed in the MTP as an lllustrative Project?
Does the project address a transport system issue discussed
or noted in the MTP?

If so, please list the issue(s):

Is the project regionally significant as defined by the L-DC MPO?
Is the project identified as a TCM in the SIP?

Does this project have any ITS elements?

If yes, are the elements consistent with the approved ITS Plan?

Is the project listed and/or described in other documents or plans?

If so, list the documents:

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

No
No

No

No

No

No
No
No
No
No

Total Project Cost (all years, all phases in $1,000’s):




FY 2015

Fund Source Phase Obligation in 1000's | AC Conversion
FY 2016

Fund Source Phase Obligation in 1000s | AC Conversion
FY 2017

Fund Source Phase Obligation in 1000s | AC Conversion
FY 2018

Fund Source Phase Obligation in 1000s | AC Conversion
FY 2019

Fund Source Phase Obligation in 1000s | AC Conversion




Appendix 3 - MPO Self-Certification

The Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) and the Lawrence - Douglas County Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) certify that the metropolitan transportation planning process
is being carried out in accordance with ali applicable requirements including the following:

1. 23 U.S.C. 134, 49 U.5.C. 5303, and this subpart; All core documents are current:
v MTP
v TIP
v UPWP
v PPP

2. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act,
as amended (42 USC 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR Part 93;

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

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

v Title VI Plan

v" LEP Plan

5. Section 1101(b) of the SAFETEA-LU (Pub. L. 109-59) and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the
invelvement of disadvantaged business enterprises In USDOT funded projects;
v' DBE Payment Information submitted to KDOT

6, 23 CFR Part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on
Federal and Federal-ald highway construction contracts,

v Title VI Plan

v EJ Analysis Completed (as part of the MTP or TIP)

7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 USC 12101 et seq.) and 49 CFR
Parts 27, 37, and 38;
v Title VI Plan

8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 USC 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of
age in programs or activities receiving Federal flnancial assistance;
v Title VI Plan

9. Section 324 of Title 23 USC regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
¥ Title VI Plan

10.Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 USC 794) and 49 CFR Part 27 regarding

discrimination against individuals with disabilities.
v Title VI Plan

A

Bryan Culvér, Chalr
Lawrence-Douglas County MPO

JerryXounger, Deput ry/State Transportation Engineer
sas Departme nsportation




Appendix 4 - Major Projects and Significant Delay - Definitions

Roadways (including intersections and bridges)

The major roadway projects include projects located on a roadway classified by the MPO as a Major
Collector or higher, with construction costs of at least $2.0 million, and that have at least one of the
following attributes:

Designed to increase roadway capacity and/or decrease traffic congestion
Designed to improve safety

Designed to replace aging infrastructure and bring it up to current standards
Results in significant delay and/or detours during construction

Major projects do not include the following types of projects that are considered to be routine
maintenance projects: mill & overlay, micro-abrasion, micro-surfacing, crack sealing, concrete
rehabilitation, curb repairs, sweeping, mowing, spot repairs, and interim measures on detour routes.

Transit Facilities and Services

The major transit projects include projects that need to be listed in the TIP because they use federal
funding and/or are regionally significant, have a total cost of at least $1.0 million, and meet at least one
of the following criteria:

e Acquisition of three or more new transit vehicles
e Addition or expansion operations and/or maintenance buildings
¢ Initiation of new transit service or expansion of transit services into territory not previously served

Major transit projects do not include the following types of projects that are considered to be routine:
preventive maintenance on transit vehicles; purchase of spare parts, shop supplies and fuel; annually
received formula based operating assistance; purchase of bus stop signs, shelters and related items;
scheduled purchases of one or two transit vehicles; staff training and recruitment; and other routine
operational activities.

Bikeway and Pedestrian Facilities
The major bikeway and pedestrian projects includes projects that need to be listed in the TIP because of
federal funding and/or regional significance, and meet at least one of the following criteria:

e Total project cost of at least $ 500,000
e Construction of bikeway or pedestrian facility (or extension of existing facility) into a location where a
bicycle/pedestrian facility did not exist before

Major bikeway/pedestrian projects do not include the following types of projects that are considered to be
routine maintenance projects: patching, crack sealing, curb repairs, sweeping, mowing, spot repairs,
landscaping maintenance, sign replacements, and other routine operational activities.

Significant Delay
The term significant delay will be defined as two years or more from the year first listed for the project in
the previous TIP.



Major Projects from the Previous 2012-2015 TIP

Using the definitions listed above the following major projects from the previous 2012-2015 TIP were
implemented between the start of 2012 and the approval date for this new 2015-2019 TIP. This current
TIP covers 2015 to 2019 so some 2015 projects could be listed in both the previous and current TIP
documents.

Roadway Projects (including intersections and bridges)

e K-10 Highway/23"™ Street Bridge Project #100 - 23" street over the BNSF Railroad, 2012-13, $6.72
million

e US-59 Turnback Improvements Project #102 - Franklin-Douglas County Line north to 4-lane section,
2013, $2.49 million

e US-56 Tauy Creek Drainage Bridge Project #103 - 1.95 miles east of US-59/US-56 junction, 2012-14,
$3.32 million

e US-56 Tauy Creek Drainage Bridge Project — East Fork #104 - 2.7 miles east of US-59/US-56 junction,
2012-13, $2.17 million

e CR 1057 Bridge over Wakarusa River Project #105 - Route 1057 over Wakarusa River, 2012, $3.05
million

e South Lawrence Trafficway Project #200 - US-59 to K-10, 2012-15, $175.33 million

e US-59 Road Improvements Project #202 - Franklin/Douglas County Line north to 4-lane section, 2012,

$23.67 million

CR 1055/6" Street Reconstruction Project #204 - US-56 north to CR 12, 2012, $4.31 million

CR 1055 Reconstruction Project #207 - E 1700 Road north to CR 458, 2012-15, $ 4.78 million

CR 458 Improvements Project #208 - E 800 Road to N 1175 Road, 2014-15, $5.02 million

lowa Street Reconstruction Project #210 - Yale to Irving Hill Road, 2013, $7.24 million

19th Street Reconstruction Project #211 - Naismith to lowa Street, 2013-14, $3.86 million

Kasold Drive Reconstruction Project #212 - Bob Billings Parkway to Harvard Road, 2014-15, $5.00

million

31st Street Construction Project #214 - Haskell to O’Connell, 2013, $6.21 million

K-10/Bob Billings Parkway Interchange Project #220 - K-10 Highway and Bob Billings Parkway, 2013-

15, $20.7 million

23rd Street/lowa Intersection Project #222 - 23rd/K-10 and lowa/US-59, 2014, $4.93 million

6th Street/lowa Intersection Project #223- 6th Street/US-40 and lowa/US-59, 2013-14, $2.51 million

Bob Billings Parkway Reconstruction Project #235 - Wakarusa Drive to Foxfire Road, 2013, $3.5 million

South Lawrence Trafficway — Environmental Mitigation Project #602 - US-59 to K-10, 2012, $12.0

million

Transit Facilities and Services Projects

e Lawrence Transit — Bus Replacements —#407 - Citywide urban transit services, 2012, $1.15 million
e Lawrence Transit — Bus Replacements #408 - Citywide urban transit services, 2012, $1.00 million
e Lawrence Transit Vehicle Replacement Project #403 - Paratransit vehicles, 2012-15, $2.55 million
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Projects - None

Major Projects from the 2012-2015 TIP That Were Significantly Delayed

The following major projects from the previous TIP were significantly delayed.

Roadway Projects (including intersections and bridges)

e South Lawrence Trafficway Project #200 — construction delayed from the 2013 construction completion
listed in the original TIP entry in October 2011 to the amended 2016 construction completion date
listed in the TIP in July 2014 - US-59 to K-10, 2012-13, $175.33 million

Transit Facilities and Services Projects - None

Bikeway and Pedestrian Facilities Projects - None



Appendix 5 - Explanation of TIP Project Listings

The project listings in the TIP list each project as a single entry with yearly allocations defined
for larger and/or more complex projects that cover more than one year. The graphic shown
below is a blank project listing template that details the layout of how project information is
shown in the TIP. The following notes list the possible entries for each cell in that project
listing template and may define and/or clarify what information is needed to complete a TIP
project entry.

Project Sponsor: MPE: KDOTE: Achvanced Construction Grand Tatal:
Praject Name: Project Scope: Camments:
Route (ta/fram lecation):

Praject Type: Work Typa:
Lengtha

[Funid AT Fund AL

Sourcs  Paase Oblgatian Comversion || Sewrce PRase Obligation Conversion

Fund AL Fund

AC
Seurce Phiss Obligatice Comversion Source Phass Oblgatien Comversion

Project Sponsors:

KDOT Douglas County Lawrence

Eudora Baldwin City Lecompton

Lawrence Transit Cottonwood Inc. Independence Inc.

Douglas County Senior Services Inc. (DCSS) Bert Nash Community Mental Health Center
USD 497 Douglas County Community Health Improvement Project (CHIP)

Project Name: The project name is the general name given to identify the project.

MPO #: The MPO number is assigned by the MPO staff; it indicates the category of the project
and is solely for MPO identification purposes.

KDOT #: The KDOT number is assigned by KDOT to a project. These numbers are provided to
the MPO by KDOT for each state administered and/or funded project (including projects for
which KDOT provides federal money to the local government).

Route (to/from location): The route identifies the starting and ending point of a project.

Length: The length measures the length or distance of the project in miles.

Project Types:

Road Bridge Interchange Intersection ITS
Transit/Paratransit Enhancement Safe Routes To Schools (SRTS)
Traffic Signal Safety Other

Work Types:

Access Management Bridge Rehabilitation

Bridge Replacement Fabrication

Geometric Improvement Grading

Interchange Pavement Milling

Other Overlay

Operating Pedestrian & Bicycle Work

Pavement Markings Reconstruction

Redeck Bridge Seeding

Safety Signage

Signal Special Work

Surfacing Vehicle Replacement



Advanced Construction (AC): Advance Construction provides KDOT with flexibility in
managing federal highway funds. The primary benefit of AC is that it allows the state to
accelerate transportation projects using non-federal funds while maintaining eligibility to be
reimbursed with federal funds at a later date. Projects that use AC will be indicated by a check
in the AC box.

AC Conversion: AC Conversion values are project funds planned for conversion from local or
state funds to federal funds; they are allocated the year the conversion is to take place.

Grand Total: A total cost allocated for the project from start to finish. This number may not
equal the total project costs listed in the detailed yearly data because it could include
allocations before or after the TIP years programmed in the current version of the TIP.

Fund Sources:
Major USDOT Highway Programs under MAP-21
" National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)
" Surface Transportation Program (STP)
" Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
" Railway-Highway Crossings (set-aside from HSIP)
" Transportation Alternatives (TA) — includes Transportation Enhancement and Safe
Routes To School funding
" Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ)
Major USDOT Transit Programs under MAP-21
" Urban Area Formula Grants (5307)
" Rural Area Formula Grants (5311)
" Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities (5310)
" Bus and Bus Facilities (5339) Program
State of Kansas Funding Programs (State)
" KDOT funding of roadway and bridge project on and off the State system, and funding
of transit through the T-Works Program and other approved sources
Local Government Funding Programs (Local)

" County and City funds from various sources including local property and sales taxes
Phases:
PE Preliminary Engineering
ROW Right of Way
CE Construction Engineering
CONST Construction
CAP Capital
OPRT Operating
Utilities Utilities

Project Scope: Project Scope is a brief definition of the range of the project’s work and tasks
included.

Comments: Comments include notes or observations about the project, not included in the
other detailed categories.



Flinkils

Metropolitan Planning Organization

o =

August 19, 2015

Mike Spadafore

KDOT Transportation Planning
700 SW Harrison St.

Topeka, KS 66603

Re: FHMPO 2016-2019 Transportation Improvement Program
Dear Mr. Spadafore:

The Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning Organization (FHMPO) Policy Board approved the
2016-2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) on August 19, 2015. The FHMPO
is requesting KDOT’s approval and its inclusion by reference into the Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program.

A public comment period was held for the 2016-2019 TIP from July 6, 2015 through
August 4, 2015. No public comments were received.

If you have questions or need additional information regarding this letter, please contact
me at (785) 845-9050 or Stephanie@FlintHillsRegion.org. The TIP may also be found on
the FHMPO website at www.FlintHillsMPO.org.

Sincerely,
Stephanie Watts
Transportation Planner

Enclosures: 2016-2019 TIP Document

WWW.FLINTHILLSMPO.ORG



Transportation Improvement Program

FFY 2016-2019

Approved August 19, 2015




Title VI Note

The Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning Organization (FHMPO) hereby gives public notice
that it is the policy of the agency to assure full compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, Executive Order 12898 on
Environmental Justice, and related statutes and regulations in all programs and activities.
Title VI requires that no person in the United States of America shall, on the grounds of
race, color, sex, or national origin, be excluded from the participation in, be denied the
benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for
which the FHMPO receives federal financial assistance. Any person who believes they
have been aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory practice under Title VI has a right to
file a formal complaint with the FHMPO. Any such complaint must be in writing and filed
with the FHMPO'’s Title VI Coordinator within one hundred and eighty (180) days
following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For more information, or to
obtain a Title VI Discriminatory Complaint Form, please see our website at
www.FlintHillsMPO.org.

Disclaimer

The preparation of this report has been financed in part through funds from the Federal
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration, U. S. Department of
Transportation, under the Metropolitan Planning Program, Section 104(f) of Title 23, U.S. Code.
The contents of this report do not necessarily reflect the official views or policy of the U.S.
Department of Transportation.
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Introduction

What is the TIP?

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a federally required document and one of
many tools used to implement the vision and goals of the Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning
Organization (FHMPO). The TIP contains all federally funded and/or regionally significant,
multimodal, surface transportation projects that are to be implemented in the FHMPO area
during the next four years.

The TIP is a fluid document, updated at least every four years; however, the FHMPO will
update the TIP every two years with quarterly amendments to reflect project additions,
removals, or changes.

The TIP must maintain fiscal constraint; meaning, only projects that

have an identified funding source are programmed in the TIP. | FederalFiscal Year (FFY):

There is further discussion of fiscal constraint under the “Fiscal | 1" Y isfrom Octoberl
. ) through September 30

Analysis” section.

Appendix G contains a list of all programmed projects from Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2016-
2019 within the FHMPO planning boundary.

What is the FHMPO?

The Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning Organization (FHMPO) is the designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization (MPO) for the Manhattan, Kansas Urbanized Area. The FHMPO
serves a much larger area than just the City of Manhattan; consisting of four cities (the Cities
of Manhattan, Junction City, Ogden, and Grandview Plaza), portions of three counties (Riley,
Pottawatomie, and Geary Counties), and the southern portion of Fort Riley Military Base.

The FHMPO is comprised of a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and a Policy Board.
The TAC is a staff-level committee, which provides technical support and recommendations
to the FHMPO Policy Board. The Policy Board is the decision-making body comprised mainly
of local elected officials and a representative from KDOT.

A map of the FHMPO planning area is in Figure 1 on the following page.
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Figure 1: FHMPO Planning Area Map
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TIP Procedures

Process for Including Projects in the TIP?

Prior to a project being included in the TIP, Figure 2: TIP Approval Diagram

it must be posted for public comment,

reviewed by the Technical Advisory Public invslvgmeng_perfi)(l)d ()per Public
articipation Plan).

Committee (TAC), and approved by the
FHMPO Policy Board. After Policy Board
approval, the TIP is sent to the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) for TAC recommends TIP to Policy Board.
approval by the Secretary and then
included into the Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP). The STIP is
the State’s equivalent of an MPO'’s TIP that
includes all federally funded transportation
projects throughout the state. Projects in the
metropolitan areas” TIPs are included by

reference in the STIP. KDOT sends the STIP Policy Board approved TIP is sent to KDOT for
approval and inclusion in STIP.

Policy Board takes action on TIP.

to Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) for approval
Approval of the STIP by FHWA and FTA
also serves as the TIP approval. Figure 2
outlines the TIP approval process.

Approval by FHWA and FTA.

TIP Amendments

Amendments to the TIP are processed once every quarter, if needed. Prior to each quarterly
amendment, a notice will be sent out to all project sponsors notifying them of the upcoming
amendment. The project sponsors will then have the opportunity to add, remove, or change
a project. The amendment approval process will then follow the same procedures as depicted
in Figure 2.

Whenever there is an amendment to the TIP, a summary of changes will be provided to
highlight the modifications made to the project listing. Detailed procedures for the TIP
amendment process and the associated public involvement process for the TIP amendments
are outlined in the FHMPO Public Participation Plan (PPP).
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Administrative Modifications

Administrative Modifications are minor revisions to the TIP that do not require public review
and comment or approval from KDOT, FHWA, nor FTA. Revisions that meet any of the
following criteria are considered Administrative Modifications:

O Revise a project description without changing the project scope;

0 Revise the funding amount listed for projects or project phases. Additional funding is limited
to 25% of the total project cost or S5 million (whichever is less), based on the amount
programmed in the original approved TIP;

0 Decrease project cost;

0 Change in source of federal funds;

0 Conversion of state funds to federal funds for projects programmed previously as Advanced
Construction;

0 Change program year of project within the four-year TIP; or

0 Split or combine individually listed projects, provided the cost, schedule, and scope remain
unchanged.

Any revision or change not listed above must go through a formal TIP amendment.

Fiscal Analysis

Project Funding

Projects in the TIP are funded through various sources of
Federal, State, and local funds. Regardless of the funding source,
the TIP must be able to demonstrate fiscal constraint. This .

anticipated revenues and the
means there must be adequate local, state, and federal funds | |egion can fund all projects
available, or can reasonably be expected to become available, to | identified in the TIP.
pay for all projects listed in the TIP.

Fiscal constraint:

Project costs do not exceed

Federal Funding Sources

The main source of federal funds for the FHMPO region is Surface Transportation Program
(STP) funds. STP funds are distributed to every county in Kansas, as well as to cities with
more than 50,000 people in the Census defined Urbanized Area. It should be noted that not
all of the STP funds received by the counties are attributable to projects within the FHMPO
boundary. All three counties have areas outside of the MPO and may elect to use STP funds
on projects in those locations.

In addition to STP, there are also several opportunities to apply for other Federal funds;
including, Transportation Alternatives (TA), Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP),
and National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) funds.
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Federal funding for transit and paratransit operations will generally be derived from transit
urban and rural formula programs from FTA, such as; 5307, 5310 and 5311 funds. These funds
are used for capital and operational expenses.

State Funds

The Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) is
. o . TRANSPORTATION WORKS FOR KANSAS

by far the largest financial investor in the FHMPO

region’s transportation system. TWorks, the State’s 10-

year, $8 billion, multimodal transportation program, is wo R K s

expected to invest nearly $240 million in the three-
county area (Riley, Geary and Pottawatomie Counties)
by 2020. The level of KDOT funding expended in the region varies greatly from year-to-year
based on the number of projects, the scope of projects, and award of competitive funding (i.e.

Geometric Improvement, City Connecting Link (KLINK), High Risk Rural Road, etc.).

For more information on the TWorks Program and projects, please visit:
http://kdotapp.ksdot.org/TWorks/Investments.

Local Funds

Transportation investments are typically identified in the City or County’s Capital
Improvements Program (CIP) for the upcoming fiscal year (with the exception of Geary
County, which does not have a formal CIP). The following sources are dedicated to
transportation investments for each jurisdiction.

Table 1: Local Revenue Sources

Average

Jurisdiction Source of Revenue
Amount/Year

*1/2 cent Sales Tax (City's share is
City of Manhattan 65%, but only 1/3 can be used for $200,000
transportation)

**Mill Levy (1 mill is typically set
Geary County aside for transportation each year, but $220,000
not a guarantee)

*1/2 cent Sales Tax (County's share
Riley County is 35%, earmarked for Roads and $1,600,000
Bridges)

Special Highway Fund (Includes
tra.nsfer of $500,000/year fror‘n 'Road and $1, 000,000
Bridge Budget, plus any remaining funds
at end of year)

Pottawatomie County

*The 1/2 cent sales tax is split between the City and County.

The Cities or Counties use other revenue sources on the transportation system such as
KDOT’s Federal Fund Exchange Program. The exchange rate for the program is $0.90 of
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state funds for every $1.00 of local federal dollars exchanged. This program provides the
jurisdictions with greater flexibility with how and where the funds can be used.

Advance Construction

The State often uses a practice known as Advance Construction (AC) to maximize the state’s
ability to utilize federal funds while still completing projects in a timely manner. AC allows
the State to begin a project in one FFY using state funds, and then be reimbursed for eligible
project costs with federal funds in a later FFY. In other words, the state must front the cost
of the project in the year it is being AC’d with non-federal funds. Once federal funds are
available, the state can be reimbursed with federal funds. The fiscal year that the State is
reimbursed with federal funds is referred to as the conversion year. Projects using AC must
be identified as doing so, along with the anticipated year of conversion.

Operations and Maintenance (O&M)

Operation and maintenance (O&M) activities are necessary to ensure the safety and efficiency
of the existing transportation system. This consists of routine activities such as pothole
patching, minor repairs to pavement and curbs, snow removal, striping and marking,
mowing, signal repairs, sign replacement, and other minor work tasks. The expense related
to this type of work is usually paid for by the local entities that own and operate the roadway.
KDOT is responsible for maintaining the major highways running throughout the region.
More information on O&M will be included after the completion of the FHMPO’s
Metropolitan Transportation Plan.

Year of Expenditure Inflation Factor

Federal regulations require that inflation be applied to transportation projects programmed
in the future years of the TIP. Projects programmed in FFY 2017 through FFY 2019 of the TIP
must reflect inflation to provide an estimate of costs incurred in the actual year of project
activity. The estimated cost of the project multiplied by an inflation factor (4% compounded
annually) yields the total cost of the project in Year of Expenditure (YOE) dollars. This allows
both the local project sponsor and the MPO to have a more accurate account of the funding
required to accomplish the projects programmed in the TIP. YOE is not applied to projects
awarded competitive funding from the state (ex. Geometric Improvement, City Connecting
Link, Safe Routes to School, Transportation Alternatives, etc.) or KDOT projects.

Demonstration of Fiscal Constraint

Federal law requires that the first four years of the TIP be financially constrained, as discussed
above. The Funding Summary Table, in Appendix A, provides realistic costs and funding
estimates for the projects in the TIP.

KDOT projects are considered financially constrained when submitted to the FHMPO staff
for inclusion in the TIP, given the process the state undertakes when identifying statewide
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projects. The locals however, will be asked to document fiscal constraint when submitting a
new project for inclusion in the TIP or increasing the cost of an existing project.

Breakdown of Funding by Project Type

The projects included in the TIP can be grouped into one of eight categories based on project
type. Below are the eight categories as well as a brief description of each.

Roadway Expansion: Increasing capacity of the roadway by adding travel lanes;

Roadway Preservation: Maintaining the existing roadways (mill and overlay, brick
street rehabilitation, resurfacing, etc);

Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement: Replacement or rehabilitation of existing bridges;

Safety/Intersections: Projects that improve the safety of intersections and roadways,
including geometric improvement projects, restriping, rumble strips, adding turn
lanes or shoulders, etc.;

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS): ITS related projects and technologies;

Bicycle/Pedestrian: Projects adding or improving bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure
and accommodations, including multi-use paths, bike lanes, pedestrian signals, etc.;

Transit: Paratransit and transit activities (operating and capital purchases); and

Railroad Crossings: Improvement related to railroad crossings.

The “project type” for each TIP project is included in the project tables in Appendix G.
Please note that the “Funding Amount” shown in Table 2 takes into account the total project
cost from all years and phases; even those outside of the 2016-2019 TIP timeframe.

Table 2: Funding by Project Type

Project Type amounte | o1 Total
Roadway Expansion S 24,459,900 23.1%
Roadway Preservation S 38,523,313 36.3%
Bridge Rehab/Replacement S 24,101,900 22.7%
Saftey/Intersection S 7,210,290 6.8%
Intelligent Transportation Systems | $ 160,000 0.2%
Bicyle/Pedestrian S 2,076,500 2.0%
Transit S 9,489,000 9.0%
Railroad Crossings S - 0.0%
Total $ 106,020,903 100.0%

*Note: Includes all years and phases of projects.
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Figure 3: Project Type Funding Breakout
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Major Projects

As per federal regulation, MPOs must list any major projects implemented from the previous
TIP and identify any projects that experienced significant delays. The following provides a
definition of each of the terms:

Roadways Projects (including intersections and bridges)

The major roadway projects implemented from the previous TIP will include projects located
on roadways classified by the FHMPO as a collector or higher, with construction costs of at
least $2.0 million and that have at least one of the following attributes:

0 Increased roadway capacity or decreased traffic congestion
0 Significantly improved safety
0 Replaced aging infrastructure or improved to current standards

0 Resulted in significant delay and/or detour

Transit Facilities sand Services Projects

The major transit projects implemented from the previous TIP will include projects that have
a total project cost of at least $1.0 million and meet at least one of the following criteria:

0 Acquisition of three or more new transit vehicles

0 Addition of new operations and/or maintenance buildings or expansion of existing
buildings

0 Initiation of new transit service of expansion of existing transit services into territory
not previously served by transit
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Bikeway and Pedestrian Projects

The major bikeway and pedestrian projects implemented from the previous TIP will include

projects that meet at least one of the following:

0 Total project cost of at least $500,000

0 Construction of new bikeway or pedestrian facility (or extension of existing facility)
into a location where a bicycle/pedestrian facility did not exist before

Significant Delay

The FHMPO defines significant delay as a project that has been delayed by two or more years
from the year it was initially programmed in the TIP.

Progress on Projects from Previous TIP

Using the definitions listed above, the following is a list of major projects that were
implemented from the 2014-2017 TIP.

Table 3: Roadway projects (including bridges) Implemented

TIP# Project Name Location Scope Year Cost
McDowell Creek Road McDowell Creek Rd: k-177  [$2fety Improvements to road by adding tlfm
0-06-2014 . . lanes and shoulders. Improve load carrying 2013-2014| $6,200,000
Reconstruction SW 3 miles )
capacity of roadway.
Casement Bridge and Roadwa : i i i
1-07-2014 g Yy Casement Rd: Marlatt Ave to Roadway Improvements, including new bridge 20132014 $3,445,900
Improvements Phase | Brookmont over Marlatt Waterway
Deep mill and inlay, includes 1.5 miles of 4-
US-24:North Jct US-24/K-13 Road -24: - -
0-11-2014 / gsj 2:02;?/551?3/'( 13 south to lane pavement replacement and the extension 2014 $6,908,000
Improvement It US-24/R- of turn lanes
6-12-2014 |US-24 and Excel Rd Turn lanes US-24 at Excel Road Construct turn lanes on US-24 at Excel Road 2015 $745,000
Reconstruct K-18/Spring Valley Rd intersection,
US-77: Lacy Dr to K-18 & K- US-77: Lacy Dr to K-18 & K- i - -77/K- .
6-14-2014 . Y . ' Y Widen US-77 fronf US' 77/K-18 Interchange S. to 2012-2015 $7,452,800
18/Spring Valley Rd Intersection 18/Spring Valley Rd Lacy Dr. Intersection improvements US-77/Ash
St.and US-77/McFarland Rd
Manhattan Ave Roadwa N. Manhattan: Kimball to idening i
4-26-2014 ' Yy Phase Il of ro?dway widening improvements 20142015 $2,150,000
Expansion Phase | & Il Research Park Dr and new traffic signal at Research Park Dr

Transit Facilities sand Services Projects Implemented-no major projects

Bikeway and Pedestrian Projects Implemented-no major projects

Significant Delay-no projects experienced significant delays
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Environmental Justice

Environmental Justice (E]) is defined as the fair treatment | three core EJ principles:

and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of | 1) Avoid minimize, or mitigate

race, color, sex, national origin, or income with respect to disproportionately high and

the development, implementation, and enforcement of adverse human health or

laws, regulations, and policies. The U.S. Department of environmental effects, _

Transportation requires that FHMPO make EJ part of its including social and economic
o . o . . effects, on EJ populations.

mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, | 5) prevent the denial, reduction,

disproportionally high and adverse human health or or delay in the receipt of

environmental effects of our programs, policies and benefits to EJ populations.

activities on minority and/or low-income populations | 3 Toensure the full and fair

(collectively, “E] populations”). The legal backbone of the I:;Sé:;ga;:;iii;g:ﬁiﬁ:lly

federal E] requirement is Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of transportation decision-

1964, which prohibits discrimination “on the basis of race, making process.

color, or national origin” in any “program or activity

receiving federal financial assistance.” Three core EJ principles defined by the U.S.

Department of Transportation spell out the EJ goals for transportation planning and projects.

The FHMPO and project sponsors work together to assure that the TIP process and the

projects included within the TIP address these core principles.

2016-2019 TIP EJ Analysis Methodology

Identifying EJ tracts

. . . . . . E] criteria
The first step in the EJ analysis process is to identify where low- | a'census tract is defined as an
income and minority populations live in the area. Census tracts | EJ tractifit meets atleast one
of the following two criteria:

are used to understand the demographics of this geographically

large area. The FHMPO region consists of 21 census tracts; 12 1. The minority population is

20% or greater than the

in Riley County, 8 in Geary County, and 1 in Pottawatomie average for the respective
County. Individual census tracts are defined as EJ tracts if they area.

. o . . . . 2. The median household
meet certain EJ criteria regarding race, ethnicity, and/or income is at or below the
household income. The data used to identify EJ tracts was Department of Health and

. . Human Services’ poverty
collected by the 2011 American Community Survey (ACS). threshold.

To identify the low-income tracts in the FHMPO region, the

average household income was gathered for all 21 tracts within the Metropolitan Planning
Area (MPA) boundary. The tracts that had average household incomes at or below the
Department of Health and Human Service’s poverty threshold were considered low-income
EJ tracts.
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To calculate the minority population threshold for the region, Manhattan and Junction City
were evaluated separately given the significant differences in community demographics;
however, the below methodology is consistent for both areas.

To calculate the average minority population, ACS data was collected for the Census tracts
that were within the MPA boundary. Riley County and Pottawatomie County Census tracts
were used to calculate the minority population average and threshold for the Manhattan area,
while Geary County data was used to determine the Junction City area information.

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) defines a minority
neighborhood as any neighborhood where the minority population is 20% or higher than the
average neighborhood percentage. This methodology was implemented on a larger scale to
determine the minority EJ threshold for each of the two areas. The average minority
population from the Manhattan area and Junction City area were each multiplied by 20% to
establish the minority population threshold.

The average minority population for the Manhattan area is 14.5%, making the minority
threshold 17.4%. The average minority population for the Junction City area is 33.8%,
resulting in a minority threshold of 40.6%.

After the minority thresholds were established for the two areas, Census tracts where the
average minority population exceeded the threshold were designated as minority EJ tracts.

Mapping Projects
The second step is mapping the 2016-2019 TIP projects with the identified EJ tracts. This

comparison allows the FHMPO to analyze the distribution of project types between EJ and
non-EJ tracts.

EJ Analysis Results

Low-income Tracts

Of the 21 tracts in the FHMPO area, only one is considered low-income (Tract 3.03 in Riley
County). Tract 3.03 is located adjacent to Kansas State University (KSU) and mainly consists
of rental units occupied by students. In June of 2013, Katherine Nesse, a professor in the
College of Architecture, Planning and Design at Kansas State University, prepared a
memorandum for the Manhattan Area Habitat for Humanity titled, “Median Income for the
population of Riley County, excluding students.” This memorandum highlights that the
student population in Riley County significantly alters the median income for the county since
the student population is roughly 1/3 of the total population. Students have lower median
incomes reported than the general population since they often work only part-time, rely on
loans, grants and/or parental financial support. For the purposes of E]J analysis, the FHMPO
does not consider Tract 3.03 to meet the intent or definition of the low-income threshold.
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Minority Tracts

As explained above, Manhattan and Junction City’s minority populations were analyzed
separately. There were three tracts in Manhattan area that exceeded the minority population
threshold of 17.4% and three tracts in Junction City area that exceeded the established
threshold of 40.6%; as identified in Figure 3.

Figure 4: Environmental Justice Census Tracts
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Manhattan EJ Analysis

The Manhattan/Riley County/Pottawatomie County projects are shown in Appendix E.
There are ten (10) roadway projects, for a combined total of $28.0 million dollars. Three of
these projects are located within the EJ areas (shown in Table 2), for a total improvement cost
of $12.3 million. Approximately 44% of the total roadway funding in the Manhattan Area
will be invested in the EJ identified tracts.
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Table 4: Roadway Projects in Manhattan EJ Tracts

Project Name Project # T.otal Cost | Funding Page
(in 1000s) Source Number
Marlatt & Denison Roadway Expansion 0-01-2016( S  9,150.0 Local G-1
ITS System Expansion--KSU Fiber Projects 0-24-2014| $ 160.0 Local G4
Kimball & Denison Intersection Improvements 0-25-2014| $  3,000.0 Local G-5

All three projects identified above will enhance safety along the corridors or at the
intersections. The expansion of Marlatt Ave. and Denison Ave. will improve access for
vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians; as the project includes the addition of a center turn-lane,
bicycle lanes, and sidewalks.

The Manhattan Area has identified four (4) bicycle and pedestrian projects, two located in or
adjacent to the EJ tracts. All four projects will improve connectivity by installing missing
sidewalks/multiuse paths or improvements to the crosswalks.

Table 5: Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects in Manhattan EJ Tracts

Project Name Project #
Claflin: N. Manhattan Ave to McCain Sidewalk 0-B1-2016
US-24/Bluemont Ave. Crossing Improvements 0-25-2014

Based on the analysis above, there appears to be no disproportionate benefit or impact when
comparing the projects located within E]J versus non-EJ tracts.

Junction City EJ Analysis

There are nine (9) roadway projects in the Junction City/Geary County area programmed in
the TIP, totaling $77.7 million Four (4) of these projects are located in or adjacent to the
identified EJ tracts in Junction City, totaling $44.4 million (as shown in Table 4).
Approximately 57% of the funding spent on road and bridge projects will be spent in or
adjacent to the EJ areas.

Two (2) of the projects adjacent to the E]J areas are located along the US-77 corridor, which
runs north-south on the western edge of Junction City. As depicted in Appendix F, this
corridor serves as the western boundary of one of the three identified E]J tracts. All three US-
77 projects include improving current capacity issues along the corridor, as well as addressing
safety issues at intersections near and along US-77.
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Table 6: Road and Bridge Projects within Junction City EJ Tracts

Total Cost | Fundin Page
Project Name Project #| . & 8
(in 1000s) Source Number
STP, NHPP &
US-77 & K-18 Reconstruction and US-77/K-18 Interchange 0-03-2014| $ 22,376.0 State G-2
US-77/1-70 DDI & US-77 Improvements N. to US-77/K-57 0-15-2014| S 11,709.9 |NHPP & State G-3
US-40 (6th St) and Franklin Street Intersection Improvements |0-21-2014| $ 288.4 |State & Local G4
US-40 Bridge Replacement (UP Railroad and Monroe St) 0-32-2014| $ 10,014.6 State G-6

Junction City has one bicycle and pedestrian projects programmed in the 2016 TIP and it is

located in an EJ tract.

pedestrians along K-18 in Junction City where sidewalks are currently absent.

Table 7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects within Junction City EJ Tracts

Project Name

Project #

K-18/8th Street: Spring Valley Road to Rucker Rd Multiuse Path

0-B6-2014

This multiuse path will provide a crucial link for bicyclists and

Based on the analysis above, there does not appear to be any disproportionate impacts when
comparing the projects located within E]J versus non-E] areas.
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Appendix A: Funding Summary Table

Table 8: Funding Summary Table

0 B 0 e O 08 20 D]C 0 U

Funding Source| FFY2016 | FFy2017 | FFY2018 | FFy 2019 Total
FLAP $ 4820 E K R E 482.0
FTA5307 |$ 1,107.6 |$ 1,151.8|$ 857.8|$  857.8[$  3,975.0
o |Fras3n [$ 7304 E E E 730.4
g [FrAs316 |5 1390 I E B E K 139.0
& [FTA5317 [$ 5533 B B E K 55.3
S [Hsip $ 20003 B E B E B E 200.0
S [NHPP $ 8072.0 | $ - |$26571.0|$  80.0|$ 34723.0
STP $ - |3 - |$ 23200/ - |s 23200
TA $ 1,467.8 | $ E E - |$ 14678
TOTAL | $12,254.1|$ 1,151.8|$ 29,7488 |$  937.8[$ 44,0925
State $10,775.8 | $ 16,359.4 | $(27,475.0)| $ 56668 ]S  5327.0
Local $ 2,780.6 | $ 10,136.6 | $ 3,740.0 | $ 2,920.0 | $ 19,586.2
Total| $25,819.4 | $ 27,647.8|$ 6,013.8|$ 9,524.6 | $ 69,005.6

FLAP-Federal Land Access Program

HSIP-Highway Safety Improvement Program

NHPP-National Highway Performance Program

STP-Surface Transportation Program

TA-Transportation Alternatives

Note: FTA transit fundsin the FHMPO region are typically only programmed for the current year of the TIP due
to unknown funding amountsin future years (except for 5307 funds).

A

FFY 2016

Funding Source| FFY 2014 | FFY 2015 FFY 2017 Total
Federal $12,254.1 S 1,720.0| $ 29,7488 | S 1,7200 [ S 45,442.9
State $10,775.8 | S 16,359.4 [ $ - S 5666.8|S 32,8020
Local $ 38200 (|5 10,1366 | S 3,8200|S 3,8200 S 21,596.6
Total| $26,849.9 | $ 28,216.0| S 33,568.8| $ 11,206.8 | S 99,841.5
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Appendix B: TIP Project Listing Information

The projects listed in the TIP are broken down into four categories: Road and Bridge; Bicycle and Pedestrian; Transit and Para-tranist;
and Railroad. Below is a sample project from the TIP to aid in explaining each field of the form.

Agency
FHMPO Flint Hills Responsible for :
Reference # Transportation Plan # Project Federal Federal Functional Length of Project
Funding Source Classification in miles

TIP #: 0-17-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: K-18: Bridjges #028 & #029 Replacement over Wildcat Creek Length (mi): 2.51
—» KDOT#: KA-3080-01 Project Sponsor: KDOT < Class: Freeway Project Type: Bridge
Location: K-18:1/2 mile E. of K-18/K-113 Jct (Wildcat Creek)
> FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC¢— Descrlptlon Widening of bridges #028 and #029
2014 PE 590.0 590.0 X (Wildcat Creek) on K-18 in Riley County,
located 0.56 and .057 miles east of the
2018 ROW 100.0 100.0 K-18/K-113 junction
2019 UTIL 80.0 20.0 100.0 NHPP
2020 CONST 5,157.2 1,289.3 6,446.5 NHPP
2022 PE 472.0 (472.0) 0.0 Conv-NHPP
5,709.2 1,527.3 7,236.5

) ) Advance
— :f;;:l \::;22 '\(:itlel Phase:. . o Total Project COﬂV=' Construction Project
PE-Preliminary Engineering Cost Conversion Status Scope/Description
KDOT occur || ROW-Right-of-Way of federal
Reference # UTIL-Utilities funds
CONST-Construction (including
Construction Engineering)
Decoding the TIP #
X-xX-201X The first digit identifies the most X-XX-201X The second set of X-XX-201X The last set of numbers indicates
recent amendment to make changes to the numbers is the project number. the year the project was first programmed in
project. A “0” means the project has not been This number never changes for a the TIP. The TIP is updated in even years (i.e.
modified since the original TIP document. project. 2014, 2016, 2018).
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Appendix C: Summary of Changes

A summary of changes will be included with each amendment.
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Appendix D: Project Index

Manhattan Area Projects

Total Cost Fundin Page
Project Name Project # i g &

(in 1000s) Source Number
Casement Rd Improvement Phase Il 0-20-2014 S 2,200.0 Local G4
Casement Rd Improvement Phase Il 0-23-2014 S 1,400.0 Local G4
College Ave and Claflin Ave Signal Upgrade 0-34-2014 S 146.2 | HSIP & Local G-5
Green Valley Rd & Elk Creek Rd. Intersection and Bridge Improvements 0-16-2014 S 724.0 Local G-3
ITS System Expansion--KSU Fiber Projects 0-24-2014 S 160.0 Local G4
Juliette Ave Brick Rehabilitation 0-28-2014 S 796.6 | TA & Local G-5
K-18 &K-113 Gl Improvements (KA-3042-01) 0-13-2014 S 3,183.7 | State & Local G-2
K-18: Bridges #028 & #029 Riley County (KA-3080-01) 0-17-2014 S 7,236.5 |[NHPP & State G-3
Kimball & Denison Intersection Improvements 0-25-2014 S 3,000.0 Local G-5
Marlatt & Denison Roadway Expansion 0-01-2016 S 9,150.0 Local G-1
Junction City Area Projects

Total Cost Fundin Page

Project Name Project # . g &

(in 1000s) Source Number
K-57 and J Hill Road Gl Improvements 0-30-2014 S 592.0 State G-5
Old Highway 77 Overlay and Pavement Marking 0-33-2014 S 482.0 FLAP G-6
US-40 (6th St) and Franklin Street Intersection Improvements--Gl (KA-3549-01) 0-21-2014 S 288.4 | State & Local G4
US-40 Bridge Replacement (UP Railroad and Monroe St) 0-32-2014 S 10,014.6 State G-6

STP, NHPP &
US-77 & K-18 Reconstruction and US-77/K-18 Interchange (KA-2367-04) 0-03-2014 S 22,376.0 State G-1
US-77 Bridge Replacement (Rush Creek Bridge) 0-31-2014 S 6,126.8 State G-5
US-77 Reconstruction from Old Milford Rd to N Jct US-77/K-57 (KA-2367-05) 0-04-2014 S  14,868.7 STP'StN:'PP & G-2
ate
US-77/1-70 DDI & US-77 Improvements N. to US-77/K-57 0-15-2014 S 11,709.9 | NHPP & State G-3
Bike & Pedestrian Projects.......coveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicii e e G-7
Transit Projects. ..o it e G-9
R 11 B i 0 = o G-15
2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15 D-1|Page




Appendix E: Map of Manhattan Area
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Appendix F: Map of Junction City Area
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Appendix G: Project Listing

]
Road and Bridge Projects

TIP #: 0-01-2016

KDOT #:

FHTP #: 15& 14

Project Name: Marlatt/Denison Expansion Project
Project Sponsor: Riley County/City of Manhattan

Length (mi): 1.30

Class Minor Arterial Project Type: Roadway

Location: Marlatt Ave: Tuttle Creek Blvd to Denison Ave & Denison Ave: Marlatt Ave to Kimball Ave

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Expand roadway from 2-lane to 3-lane
2016 PE 7250 7250 with bike lanes and sidewalk.
2016 ROW 50.0 50.0 Notes: Project will link linear trail around the
2016 UTIL 250 25.0 City of Manhattan. Project cost will
roughly be split 60/40 (County/City).
2017 CONST 8,350.0 8,350.0 Route has been identified as truck
- 9,150.0 9,150.0 route for NBAF
TIP #: 0-03-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: Reconstruction of US-77, US-77/K-18 Interchange and of K-18 Length (mi): 1.47

KDOT #: KA-2367-04
Location: US-77: K-18 to Rucker Rd, Improvements on K-18

Project Sponsor: KDOT

Class Freeway Project Type: Road

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Reconstruct US-77to a 2-lane on 4-lane
2012 PE 1600.0 1600.0 X ROW and the US-77/K-18 interchange,
— I including reconstruction of K-18
2014 ROW 200.0 200.0
2015 UTIL 2,000.0 2,000.0 X
2016 CONST 17,845.0 17,845.0 X Notes: PE, UTILand Const being AC'd, to be
2018 PE 1,280.0 (1,280.0) - Conv-STP converted in 2018.
2018 uTIL 1,600.0 (1,600.0) - Conv-NHPP
2018 CONST 14,276.0 (13,545.0) 731.0 Conv-NHPP
17,156.0 5,220.0 22,376.0

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15 G-1|Page




TIP #: 0-04-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: US-77 Reconstruction from S of Old Milford Rd to N Jct K-57 Length (mi): 2.50
KDOT #: KA-2367-05 Project Sponsor: KDOT Project Type: Road
Location: US-77:.3 mi S of US-77/0Ild Milford Rd to N Jct US-77/K-57

Class: Freeway

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Reconstruct US-77to a 2-Lane on 4-Lane
2012 PE 1300.0 1300.0 X Right of Wayon an offset alignment.

— — This includes the realignment of Old
2015 ROW 200.0 200.0 Milford Road, Quarry Road, Rifle Range
2016 UTIL 200.0 200.0 X Road and the connection with Old US-
2017 CONST 13,168.7 13,168.7 X 77
2018 PE 1,040.0 (1,040.0) - Conv-STP Notes: PE, UTILand Const being AC'd, to be
2018 uTIL 160.0 (160.0) - Conv-NHPP converted in 2018
2018 CONST 10,535.0 (10,535.0) - Conv-NHPP

11,735.0 3,133.7 14,868.7

TIP #: 0-13-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: K-18 & K-113 Intersection Improvements Length (mi): 0.16
KDOT #: KA-3042-01 Project Sponsor: KDOT Project Type: Intersection
Location: K-113 & K-18 Intersection Improvements

Class: Freeway

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Address capacity issues with south
2015 PE 3234 3234 bound traffic on K-113 heading
eastbound on K-18
2015 ROW 2.0 2.0
2015 UTIL 28.0 28.0
2017 CONST 2,183.7 646.6 2,830.3 Notes: Includes a study and intersection
2,183.7 1,000.0 3,183.7 improvements

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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TIP #: 0-15-2014
KDOT#: KA-2367-02

FHTP #:

Project Name: Reconstruction of US-77:1-70 DDI, Intersections at Rucker Rd and Lacy
Project Sponsor: KDOT

Location: US-77/1-70 & US-77 between Rucker Rd and US-57

FFY
2014
2014
2014
2014
2015
2016
2016

Phase
PE
PE

ROW
UTIL
CONST
UTIL
CONST

Fed State Local Total
836.0 84.0 920.0
499.9 499.9

200.0 200.0
200.0 200.0
9,890.0 9,890.0
160.0 (160.0) -
7,912.0 (7,912.0) -
9,407.9 2,302.0 11,709.9

Class: Freeway

Fed Source AC

STP
NHPP

Conv-NHPP
Conv-NHPP

Description:

Notes:

Length (mi): 1.40
Project Type: Road

Construct 4-lanes on US-77,a DDI at I-
70, reconstruct intersections at US-77 &
Lacy Dr/Goldenbelt Blvd. and US-77 &
Rucker Rd.

AC Conversion in 2016. PE-$499.9K NHP,
$336.1K STIP

2014 TIP#: 6-15-2014

TIP #: 0-16-2014
KDOT #:

Location: Green Valley Rd and Elk Creek Rd Intersection

FFY
2014
2014
2015
2016

FHTP #:

Project Name: Green Valley/Elk Creek Rd. Intersection and Bridge Improvements

Project Sponsor: Pottawatomie County

Phase
PE
ROW
UTIL
CONST

Fed State Local Total
118.0 118.0
40.0 40.0
26.0 26.0
540.0 540.0
724.0 724.0

Class: Rural Major Collector

Fed Source AC

Description:

Notes:

Length (mi): 0.30
Project Type: Road

Rehab bridge on Green Valley Road
and add an additional lane and
bike/pedestrian crossing

Project also include realigning Elk
Creek Rd

TIP #: 0-17-2014

KDOT#: KA-3080-01

FHTP #:
Project Sponsor: KDOT

Project Name: K-18: Bridges #028 & #029 Replacement over Wildcat Creek

Location: K-18:1/2 mile E. of K-18/K-113 Jct (Wildcat Creek)

FFY
2014
2018
2019
2020
2022

Phase
PE
ROW
UTIL
CONST
PE

Fed State Local Total
590.0 590.0
100.0 100.0
80.0 20.0 100.0
5,157.2 1,289.3 6,446.5
472.0 (472.0) 0.0
5,709.2 1,527.3 7,236.5

Class: Freeway

NHPP
NHPP
Conv-NHPP

Fed Source AC

X

Description:

Length (mi): 2.51
Project Type: Bridge

Widening of bridges #028 and #029
(Wildcat Creek) on K-18 in Riley County,
located 0.56 and .057 miles east of the
K-18/K-113 junction

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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TIP #: 0-20-2014 FHTP #: 20 Project Name: Casement Rd. Improvements Phase Il Length (mi): 0.38

KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: Minor Arterial Project Type: Road
Location: Casement Rd: Brookmont to Griffith

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Widen roadwayand add multi-use
2018 PE 200.0 200.0 path.
2019 CONST 2,000.0 2,000.0 Notes: Phase 20f3
2,200.0 2,200.0
-]
TIP #: 0-21-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: US-40 (6th St) & Franklin Intersection Improvements (Gl) Length (mi): 0.00
KDOT #: KA-3549-01 Project Sponsor: KDOT Class: Other Principal Arterial ~ Project Type: Intersection

Location: US-40 (6th St) and Franklin St

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Installation of new trafficsignal and
2014 PE 13.0 130 intersection improvements (sidewalk &
- - ADA ramps).
2016 CONST 231.7 43.7 275.4
231.7 56.7 288.4
TIP #: 0-23-2014 FHTP #: 21 Project Name: Casement Rd. Improvements Phase Il Length (mi): 0.27
KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: Minor Arterial Project Type: Road
Location: Casement Rd: Griffith to Allen
FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Widen roadwayand add multi-use path
2019 PE 120.0 120.0
2020 CONST 1,280.0 1,280.0 Notes: Phase 30f3
1,400.0 1,400.0
TIP #: 0-24-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: ITS System Expansion--KSU Fiber Projects Length (mi): N/A
KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: N/A Project Type: ITS
Location: Various locations on KSU Campus
FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Connect City fiber to University fiber
2015 CONST 40.0 40.0 opticin order to expand the network to
: : 18 locations on campus
2016 CONST 40.0 40.0
2017 CONST 40.0 40.0
2018 CONST 40.0 40.0
160.0 160.0
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TIP #: 0-25-2014
KDOT #:

FFY
2017
2018

TIP #: 0-28-2014
KDOT #: TE-0417-01

FHTP #:

Phase
PE
CONST

FHTP #:

a4 Project Name: Kimball & Denison Intersection Improvements

Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan
Location: Intersection of Kimball & Denison

Fed State Local Total
300.0 300.0
2,700.0 2,700.0
3,000.0 3,000.0

Class: Minor Arterial

Fed Source AC

Description:

Project Name: Juliette Ave Brick Rehab
Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan

Class: Minor Arterial

Location: Juliette: Bluemont to Laramie

Fed Source AC

Description:

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total
2016 CONST 517.8 278.8 796.6 TA
517.8 278.8 796.6
TIP #: 0-30-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: Gl: K-57 and J Hill Rd Intersection

KDOT #: KA-4044-01
Location: K-57 and J Hill Rd Intersection

Project Sponsor: City of Grandview Plaza

Class: Minor Arterial

Length (mi): N/A
Project Type: Intersection

Improve intersection with additional
turning lanes and trafficsignal
modifications

Length (mi): 0.15
Project Type: Road

Rehabilitation of the historical brick
street

Length (mi):
Project Type: Intersection

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Intersection Improvements including
2017 PE 52.0 52.0 signage, lane addition and mill and
overlay
2017 CONST 540.0 540.0
592.0 592.0
TIP #: 0-31-2014 FHTP #: 79 Project Name: US-77 Bridge Replacement (Rush Creek Bridge) Length (mi): N/A
KDOT #: KA-3953-01 Project Sponsor: KDOT Class: Other Principal Arterial  Project Type: Bridge
Location: US-77: 1.5 miles north of K-57 Junction Bridge #043 (Rush Creek)
FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Bridge Replacement
2015 PE 675.0 675.0 X
2017 ROW 135.0 135.0
2018 UTIL 68.0 68.0 X Notes: Project Authorized for PE Only.
2020 CONST 5,248.8 5,248.8 X AC Conversion in 2022.
2022 PE 540.0 (540.0) 0.0 Conv-NHP
2022 UTIL 54.4 (54.4) 0.0 Conv-NHP
2022 CONST 4,199.1 (4,199.1) 0.0 Conv-NHP
4,793.5 1,333.3 6,126.8

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15

G5|Page




TIP #: 0-32-2014 FHTP #: 67 Project Name: US-40 Bridge Replacement (UP Railroad and Monroe St) Length (mi): N/A

KDOT #: KA-3952-01 Project Sponsor: KDOT Class: Other Principal Arterial  Project Type: Bridge
Location: US-40: 2.3 miles east of US-77 Junction

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Bridge Replacement
2015 PE 1,182.0 1,182.0 X
2018 ROW 237.0 237.0
2019 UTIL 118.0 118.0 X Notes: Project Authorized for PE Only.
2020 CONST 8,477.6 8,477.6 X AC Conversion in 2022.
2022 PE 945.6 (945.6) 0.0 Conv-STP
2022 uTIL 94.4 (94.4) 0.0 Conv-STP
2022 CONST 6,784.4 (6,784.4) 0.0 Conv-STP
7,824.4 2,190.2 10,014.6

TIP #: 0-33-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: Old Highway 77 Overlay and Pavement Markings

KDOT #: Project Sponsor: Geary County Class: Major Collector
Location: Old Highway 77: US-77 to Vinton School Rd

Length (mi): 3.30
Project Type: Road

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: 2" Overlayand Pavement Marking
2016 PE 5.0 5.0 FLAP FLAP-Federal Land Access Program
2016 CONST 477.0 477.0 FLAP

477.0 482.0

TIP #: 0-34-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: College Ave & Claflin Ave Signal Upgrade

KDOT #: U-0543-01 Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan
Location: Intersection of College Ave & Claflin Ave

Length (mi):

Class: Minor Arterial Project Type: Intersection

FEY
2016
2016

Phase
PE
CONST

Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Signal Upgrade
7.0 7.0
100.0 39.2 139.2 HSIP
100.0 39.2 146.2

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects

TIP #: 0-B1-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: Claflin Rd Pedestrian Improvements Length (mi): 0.1
KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: Local Project Type: Bike/Ped
Location: Claflin Rd: N. Manhattan east to McCain Lane

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Construction of sidewalk on the south

20_16 PE 2.0 3.0 side of Claflin Rd from N. Manhattan

- - t to McCain D
2017 CONST 84.0 840 5307 castio e =
84.0 8.0 92.0

TIP #: 0-B3-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: US-24/Bluemont Pedestrian Improvements Length (mi): 0.1
KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: Principal Arterial Project Type: Bike/Ped

Location: Intersection of US 24 & Bluemont

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Pedestrian refuge and/or medians for
2016 PE 20.0 20.0 the eastto west crossing and similar
. . for new north to south routes
2017 CONST 210.0 210.0 5307
210.0 20.0 230.0
TIP #: 0-B6-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: K-18/West 8th St Bicycle and Pedestrian Path (TA) Length (mi): 0.96
KDOT #: TE-0415-01 Project Sponsor: City of Junction City Class: Other Principal Arterial  Project Type: Bike/Ped

Location: K-18: Spring Valley Rd. to Rucker Rd.

FFY Phase Fed State Local |Total Fed Source AC Description: 10 foot pedestrian and bicycle trail to
2016 PE 129.0 129.0 safely connect Junction City west of US-
- - 77 to Junction City proper.
2016 CONST 950.0 237.0 1,187.0 TA
950.0 237.0 1,316.0
TIP #: 0-B7-2014 FHTP #: Project Name: Knox Lane Bicycle and Pedestrian Path (TA) Length (mi): 0.44
KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: N/A Project Type: Bike/Ped

Location: Knox Lane: Casement to Northeast Park

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: 10" Multi-use path along Knox Ln
2016 ROW 6.0 6.0 connecting into existing path along
: : Northeast Park
2016 CONST 165.1 94.9 260.0 TA
165.1 94.9 266.0
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TIP #: 0-B8-2014 FHTP #:

Project Name: Fremont Street Pedestrian Improvements Length (mi): 0.50

KDOT #: Project Sponsor: City of Manhattan Class: Local Project Type: Bike/Ped
Location: Fremont: 12th St. to 14th St.

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source AC Description: Construct bulb outs and improve safety

2016 PE 15.0 15.0 for?edestrian crossing to the bus stop

in City Park.
2016 CONST 157.5 157.5 5307
157.5 15.0 1725

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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Transit and Paratransit Projects

TIP #: 0-T1-2016 FHTP #: Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Via Christi Village

Project Name: Via Christi Village Operating Assistance
Location: Manhattan
FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Description: Operating Assistance
2016 OPR 5.0 5.0
5.0 5.0

Fed Source

Note: 5310 provider

TIP #: 0-T2-2016 FHTP #: Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Geary County Senior Center

Project Name: Geary Co. Senior Center Operating Assistance
Location: Geary County
FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Description: Operating Assistance
2016 OPR 5.0 5.0
5.0 5.0

Fed Source

Note: 5310 Provider

TIP #: 0-T3-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: Pawnee Mental Health Operating Assistance Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Pawnee Mental Health

Location: Riley, Geary, & Pottawatomie Counties

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Operating Assistance
2016 OPR 10.0 10.0
- 10.0 - 10.0 Note: 5310 Provider

TIP #: 0-T4-2016 FHTP #:
Project Sponsor: Big Lakes Development Center

Project Name: Pawnee Mental Health-10 Passenger Van Purchase

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Location: Riley, Geary & Pottawatomie Counties

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Capital Purchase of full-sized (10 passenger)
2016 CAP 37.0 37.0 van
37.0 37.0

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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TIP #: 0-T4-2016

FHTP #:

Project Name: Big Lakes Developmental Center, Inc. Operating Funds

Project Sponsor: Big Lakes Development Center

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Location: Riley, Geary and Pottawatomie Counties

FFY Phase Fed State Local |Total Fed Source Description: Operation expenses for multiple routes
2016 OPR 139.0 109.0 248.0 5316
139.0 109.0 248.0

TIP #: 0-T5-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHATA Rural Services Operating Assistance Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Area Transportation Agency (FHATA)

Location: FHMPO Region

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Operating assistance forareas outside of the
2016 OPR 4024 145.8 2282 776.4 5311 Manhattan Url:.)anlzed Area, including Junction
City and Fort Riley
402.4 145.8 228.2 776.4

TIP #: 0-T6-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHATA Rural Bus Purchase Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Area Transportation Agency (FHATA)

Location: FHMPO Region

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Seven (7) 20-passenger, lift equipped small
2016 CAP 328.0 11.7 70.3 4100 5311 transit buses
328.0 11.7 70.3 410.0

TIP #: 0-T7-2016

FHTP #:

Project Name: FHRTA Urban Transit Service Operating Expenses
Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Regional Transit Administration (FHRTA)

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Location: Manhattan Urbanized Area

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: The transitservices provided in the Manhattan
2016 OPR 857.8 286.6 7993| 19437 5307 UzA are contracted to a provider.
2017 OPR 857.8 280.0 800.0 1,937.8 5307
2018 OPR 857.8 280.0 800.0 1,937.8 5307
2019 OPR 857.8 280.0 800.0 1,937.8 5307
3,431.2 1,126.6 3,199.3 7,757.1

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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TIP #: 0-T8-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHATA Safety Project
Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Area Transportation Agency (FHATA)

Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Location: Manhattan Urbanized Area

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Purchase of security cameras for FHATA's facility
2016 CAP 8.0 2.0 10.0 5307
8.0 - 2.0 10.0

TIP #: 0-T9-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHRTA 5307 Education and Training Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Regional Transit Administration (FHRTA) Location: Manhattan Urbanized Area

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Training expenses (tuition, travel, lodging, etc.)
2016 OPR 45 6.2 0.9 116 5307 for the Regional Transit Manager
45 6.2 0.9 11.6 Note: FFY 2013 and 2014 5307 funds will be utilized

for this activity

TIP #: 0-T10-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHATA Mobility Manager Administration Costs Project Type: Transit/Paratransit
Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Area Transportation Agency (FHATA) Location: Manhattan Urbanized Area

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total Fed Source Description: Mobility Manager Administrative Costs
2016 CAP 55.3 13.8 69.1 5317
55.3 13.8 69.1

TIP #: 0-T11-2016 FHTP #: Project Name: FHRTA Mobility Manager Administration Costs Project Type: Transit/Paratransit

Project Sponsor: Flint Hills Regional Transit Administration (FHRTA)

Location: Manhattan Urbanized Area

FFY Phase Fed State Local Total  Fed Source Description: Costs associated with the administration and
2016 OPR 798 70.0 1498 5307 managmenet of the 5307 program and mobility
- - - management functions. These costs also
79.8 70.0 149.8 ;

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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Appendix H: MPO Self-Certification

Concurrent with the submittal of the proposed TIP to the FHWA and the FTA, the Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning Organization (FHMPO)
certifies that the metropolitan transportation planning process is carried out in accordance with all applicable requirements, including:

1) 23U.5.C. 134,49 U.S.C. 5303 and this subpart;
2) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;

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

4) Section 1I0I(b) of the SAFETEA-LU (Pub. L. 109-59) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business
enterprises in USDOT funded projects;

5) 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid
highway construction contracts;

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

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

8) Section 324 of the title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
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Appendix I: Public Comments

The 2016-2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) was out for public comment from July 6,
2015 through August 4, 2015. No public comments were received.

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15
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Appendix J: List of Acronyms

AC—Advance Construction
ACS —American Community Survey

CDBG —Community Development Block
Grant

CE—Construction Engineering
CONST--Construction
EJ—Environmental Justice

FFY —Federal Fiscal Year (Oct 1-Sept 30)

FHATA —Flint Hills Area Transportation
Agency

FHMPO —Flint Hills Metropolitan Planning
Organization

FHRC —Flint Hills Regional Council

FHRTA —Flint Hills Regional Transit
Administration

FHWA —Federal Highway Administration
FTA —Federal Transit Administration
GI - Geometric Improvement

HSIP —Highway Safety Improvement
Program

HAWK Signal —High-intensity Activated
crossWalK signal

HUD —US Department of Housing and
Urban Development

KDOT —Kansas Department of
Transportation

KLINK - City Connecting Link

KSU —Kansas State University

2016 TIP: Approved 8/19/15

MPAB —Metropolitan Planning Area
Boundary

MPO —Metropolitan Planning Organizatior
MTP —Metropolitan Transportation Plan

NHPP —National Highway Performance
Program

O&M —Operations and Maintenance
PE —Preliminary Engineering

PPP —Public Participation Plan

ROW —Right-of-way

SRTS - Safe Routes to School

STIP —Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program

STP —Surface Transportation Program
TA —Transportation Alternatives
TAC—Technical Advisory Committee

TIP—Transportation Improvement
Program

UTIL--Utilities
YOE—Year of Expenditure
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