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INTRODUCTION 
 

 

The Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO), as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), has developed a Transportation 

Improvement Program (TIP) for the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area (herein after referred to as the ―Metropolitan Planning Area‖) consisting of the 

cities of Sioux City and Sergeant Bluff, Iowa; Dakota City and South Sioux City, Nebraska; and North Sioux City, South Dakota; and the unincorporated portions 

of Woodbury, Plymouth, Dakota, and Union Counties.  This TIP was put together under the direction of the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit 

Administration, Iowa Department of Transportation (Iowa DOT), Nebraska Department of Roads (NDOR), and South Dakota Department of Transportation 

(SDDOT), as a requirement of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, & Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). SAFETEA-LU was 

signed by President Bush in August 2005.  SAFETEA-LU provides federal funding authorizations for the highway network, highway safety, alternative modes 

and mass transportation through Fiscal Year 2009.   

 

It is the purpose of the MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 to provide all citizens of the Metropolitan Planning Area, the FHWA, FTA, 

Iowa DOT, NDOR, and SDDOT with the Metropolitan Planning Area’s multimodal and intermodal transportation improvements for the fiscal years 2012 through 

2015.  Preparation of the TIP consisted of compiling background information provided through the U.S. Census, U.S. DOT, Iowa DOT, NDOR, SDDOT and 

other named sources.  The MPO was responsible for the preparation of this TIP, with guidance given by local and county officials, the MPO Transportation 

Technical Committee (TTC), Policy Board, through the input of environmental, cultural, other interested parties, and through citizen input.  The purpose of a TIP 

is to serve as an organized structure of information on improvements to be made in the Metropolitan Planning Area to transportation and related systems, 

addressing the future needs, goals, and objectives of the Metropolitan Planning Area.  This TIP is project specific and a programming document. 

 

The information contained in the following pages will provide the Metropolitan Planning Area’s transportation network improvements and a vision of the 

transportation network in the year 2015.  The ―Vision‖ was developed utilizing current transportation network characteristics, current and projected social, 

physical, environmental, and economical characteristics, as well as various local and county citizen participation, and local official involvement.  Several local 

and regional meetings and a public input meeting were held throughout the development of MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 in order to 

encourage and receive a diversity of information and participation. 
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PLANNING FACTORS 
 

 

SAFETEA-LU continues previous planning requirements by specifying eight factors that must be considered in the development of transportation plans and 

programs.  The factors are formulated to reassert the policy goals of SAFETEA-LU, reinforce the link between policy goals and planning, and establish broader 

relationships between transportation planning and other planning activities, such as land use, growth management, and air quality compliance.  They are also 

intended to expand the role of transportation planning, facilitate the development of a more balanced transportation system, and increase the efficiency of the 

system. 

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency; 

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users; 

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users; 

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight; 

5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and improve quality of life and promote consistency between transportation 

improvements and State and local planned growth and economic development patterns; 

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between modes, for people and freight; 

7. Promote efficient system management and operation; and 

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
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STATUS REPORT OF PREVIOUSLY PROGRAMMED 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS 

FY 2011 
 

Table 1:  Federal Highway Administration Element FY 2011 Project (Iowa) 

 
Pgm Sponsor TPMS # STIP No. PN Revision Status Location Type Work Status Letting Date Letting Status

ENH Sioux City 18702 10353 STP-ES-7057(665)--8I-97 Milwaukee Railroad Shops: Milwaukee Railroad Shops Historic District Phase 5 Building ImprovmentsHistoric Preservation FHWA Approved 5/20/2014 DOT Letting: May/20/2014

HBP Sioux City 14797 10161 BRM-7057(650)--8N-97 Kings Highway: Over Perry Creek Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 1/19/2011 Has been let

HBP Sioux City 7971 10644 BROS-7057(632)--8J-97 23rd St: Over PERRY CREEK Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 12/21/2010 DOT Letting: Dec/21/2010

HBP Sioux City 13185 10081 BROS-7057(645)--8J-97 Bluff Street: Over Perry Creek Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 2/16/2010 DOT Letting: Feb/16/2010

ICAAP Sioux City 19721 10490 STP-A-7057()--86-97 12: Gordon Drive Traffic Signal CoordinationTraffic Signals FHWA Approved

IM DOT-D03-M PO29 8310 10537 IM-29()--13-97 I-29: INTERSTATE RECONSTRUCTIONIN SIOUX CITYGrade and Pave FHWA Approved

PL M PO-29 / SIM PCO 18694 10352 RGPL-PA29()--PL-0 RGLPL: SIMPCO: MPO Planning Trans Planning FHWA Approved

PRF DOT-D03-M PO29 1319 -- BRFN-77()--39-97 : MISSOURI R BRIDGEIOWA SHARE Bridge Painting , Bridge Washing FHWA Approved

PRF DOT-D03-M PO29 1334 -- IMN-129-()--0E-97 I 29: MISSOURI R BRIDGE Bridge Washing FHWA Approved

PRF DOT-D03-M PO29 20328 -- STPN-376()--2J-97 Amendment IA 376: I-29 to Glenn Ave in Sioux CityPavement Rehab Submitted

STP M PO-29 / SIM PCO 6821 10529 RGPL--PA29(UDS)--ST-00 SIMPCO : URBAN DESIGN STANDARDSTrans Planning FHWA Approved

STP M PO-29 / SIM PCO 1317 10528 RGPL-SIMPCO(PMS)--ST-00 SIMPCO : SIMPCO PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATIONTrans Planning FHWA Approved

STP Sioux City 18703 10354 STP-U-7057()--70-97 Regional Rail Study: Sioux City Regional Rail StudyPlanning Study FHWA Approved

STP Sioux City 14798 10622 STP-U-7057(644)--70-97 Wesley Parkway: W. 7th to Hamilton BlvdGrade and Pave FHWA Approved 1/19/2011 Has been let

STP Sioux City 19168 10407 STP-U-7057(668)--70-97 W 19TH ST: Casselman to Riverside BlvdPavement Rehab FHWA Approved 2/15/2011 Has been let

STP Sioux City 19169 10408 STP-U-7057(669)--70-97 W VILLA AVE: Panoah to John St Pave FHWA Approved 2/15/2011 Has been let  

 

Table 1:  Federal Highway Administration Element FY 2011 Project (Nebraska) 
Sponsor Control No. PN Location Type Work Status Letting DateLetting Status

South Sioux City 32081/32081A Dakota Ave (29th and Regency Parkway) Overlay

South Sioux City 32074URB 5314(2) East 17th Street (Autumn Olive Lane to Riverview)Concrete Paving move to 2012 FY 2012

NDOR 31784STPD-35-(120) E. Jct N-9 to Dakota City Concrete Paving Repair construction 11/11 11-Feb

South Sioux City 32107 Missing Link Trail Trail Construction move to 2012 FY 2012

 

 

 

Table 1:  Federal Highway Administration Element FY 2010 Project (South Dakota) 

 

Sponsor Project # Location Type Work Status Letting DateLetting Status

SD DOT P0023 (29) Union Co Highways chip and seal
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Table 2:  Federal Transit Administration Element FY 2011 Projects 

Fund Type Recipient Project Description Vehicle ID Project Status 
5307 

 

SCTS Operating Assistance: Iowa, Nebraska, 

South Dakota 

 In progress 

5303 SIMPCO Planning  On going 

5309 SCTS Replace Two 40’ HD ADA buses w/6 

cameras 

1084 & 1085 Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Two 35’ HD Low Floor ADA buses w/6 

cameras 

1091 and 1092 Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Four 40’ HD ADA buses w/ 6 cameras 1334,1335,1336,1337 Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS One 35’ HD ADA bus w/ 6 cameras 1081 Completed 

 

5317 SCTS One 35’ HD ADA bus w/ 6 cameras 1077 Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Acquire Bulk Urea Storage Tanks  5309 Move to FY 2012 

5309 & State of Good Repair SCTS Upgrade six 35’ buses to electric hybrid 1077,1081,1335,1336, 

1337 

Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Two Automatic motion sensing ADA 

doors for MLK 

 Move to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Two LD ADA 158‖ diesel buses, w/ 4 

cameras 

1305,1306 Moved to FY 2012 

STA SCTS Public Transit Maintenance Building 

repairs and improvements 

 On going 

5309 SCTS MLK J. Transportation Center – HVAC 

replacement 

 completed 

5309 SCTS ITS project for fixed route  Moved to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS 800 MHz APCO 25 radio system  Moved to FY 2012 

5309 SCTS Transit Operations/Maintenance Training 

Facility 

 Move to FY 2012 

530/5311 SCTS Purchase of contract services for 

paratransit 

 On going 

5317 SCTS New Freedom enhanced ADA services  On going 

5316 SCTS JARC program with regional employers  On going 

5316 SCTS JARC program with Stream  On going 

5316 SCTS JARC extended hours  On going 

5309 SCTS Repairs to MLK Jr. Transportation Center  On going 
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TRANSPORTATION NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS 
 

 

The transportation network improvements within the boundary of the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area will consist of a multimodal network which meets 

the needs and demands of the citizens residing throughout the Metropolitan Planning Area and the states.  The multimodal transportation network will consist of 

an urban and rural highway system which provides for safe and efficient transportation of people, goods, and services throughout the Metropolitan Planning Area.  

Combined with the highway system will be a complex multimodal network of transit services; freight movement services such as air, rail, and trucking; as well as 

enhancement facilities such as bicycle and pedestrian trails.  The Metropolitan Planning Area will continue to have the access to Amtrak passenger rail services in 

nearby Omaha, keeping the enhanced transportation opportunities. 

 

The Metropolitan Planning Area’s population will likely increase by the year 2035, maintaining urban demographic characteristics.  The Metropolitan Planning 

Area has seen population increases prior to 2000.  The network will be planned and programmed, given the financial constraints placed upon the Metropolitan 

Planning Area, to meet the growing needs and demands of the citizens which will be utilizing the facilities and services, making up the Metropolitan Planning 

Area transportation network.  The MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 provides for the general health, safety, and well-being of the 

citizens of the Metropolitan Planning Area. 

 

FY 2012 Sioux City Transit System capital purchases will total $12,956,000 with $10,584,240 of federal participation.     

 

The intent of the MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 is to enable the Metropolitan Planning Area to create a multimodal and intermodal 

network that encourages and provides the distribution of people, goods, and services throughout the Metropolitan Planning Area and to points beyond the Sioux 

City Metropolitan Planning Area boundaries.  In doing so, the Metropolitan Planning Area will meet international, national, state, and local transportation 

objectives. All projects are programmed using year of expenditure (YOE) dollars per the requirements of SAFETEA-LU.  
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SCHEDULE FOR SOLICITATION OF PROJECT APPLICATIONS AND EVALUATION 
 

 November 3, 2010 - TTC makes recommendation to Policy Board for application deadlines. Policy Board sets dates accordingly  

 November 12, 2010 – SIMPCO staff sends out Surface Transportation Program (STP) and TE applications to county/city engineers and other interested 

parties via the public participation list.  Applications are also available via email and on the SIMPCO website (www.simpco.org) 

 December 17, 2010  -  STP and TE Application Deadline  

 December 20, 2010 - January  4, 2011 - Project evaluation by SIMPCO staff  

 January 5 & 6, 2011 -   Projects presented to TTC and Policy Board 

 March 2, 2011 - Project presentations by applicants. Project recommendation to Policy Board by TAC. 

 March 3, 2011 – Project selection and approval by Policy Board 

 May 4 & 5, 2011 – Projects are re-evaluated by the MPO TTC and Policy Board due to adjustments in STP/TE Targets 

 June 7, 2011 - Draft TIP available on SIMPCO website and public comment period begins.   

 June 15, 2011 – Draft TIP to TTC and Policy Board and to Iowa DOT 

 June 21, 2011 – Public Input Meeting  

 July 7, 2011 -  Final TIP to Policy Board for approval 

 July 15, 2011 – Final TIP sent to Iowa Department of Transportation, Nebraska Department of Roads and South Dakota Department of Transportation for 

inclusion in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Programs (STIP)  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.simpco.org/
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS – QUALIFYING CRITERIA 
 

1. To be eligible as a Surface Transportation Program activity, any project or area served by the project must fit one or more of the 

following categories: 

- roadway construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilitation; 

- operation improvements; 

- capital costs for transit projects and publicly owned intracity or intercity bus terminals or facilities; 

- highway and transit safety programs; 

- surface transportation planning, highway and transit technology transfer activities, and research and development; 

- capital and operating costs for traffic management and control; 

- fringe and corridor parking facilities; 

- carpool and vanpool projects; 

- most transportation control measures in the Clean Air Act; 

- development and establishment of management systems; 

- transportation enhancements; 

- participation in wetland mitigation and wetland banking; and/or 

- bicycle facilities and pedestrian walkways. 

 

2. Projects must have an assured local (non-federal funds) match of at least 20 percent of the estimated total cost of the proposed project. 

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) requires a non-federal match of at least 20 

percent of project costs.  Assurance of this required local match by the proposer at the time of the application indicates a necessary level of support by the 

proposer to immediately proceed with the project development and implementation. 
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3. Projects must be submitted through/by counties or incorporated cities. 

All SAFETEA-LU federal funds received by the State of Iowa will be received and disbursed by the Iowa Department of Transportation (Iowa DOT).  

With SAFETEA-LU, projects within smaller cities and towns may now be eligible for federal aid.  Surface Transportation Program funds are available as 

a reimbursement program administered by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  Reimbursement will be received from federal highway funds 

for the federal portion (up to 80 percent of total expenditures) of those expenditures for the project.  All applications of STP funds by cities of less than 

5,000 population, shall be submitted to the respective County Board of Supervisors for review and approval. 

 

4. Projects/project bundles must have a minimum estimated total cost of $25,000. 

Project proposers can ―bundle‖ projects together to meet this minimum.  Communities may want to consider using joint powers agreements for 

implementing bundled projects, although it is not required as long as there is one lead county or city to oversee the project. 

 

5. Projects must be proposed on eligible roads. 

The STP provides flexible funding that may be used by States and localities for projects on any Federal-aid highway, including the National Highway System 

(NHS), bridge projects on any public road, transit capital projects, and intracity and intercity bus terminals and facilities.  Applicants should refer to the Federal 

Functional Classification map available at the county engineer’s office, the Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council office, and the Iowa Department 

of Transportation, Nebraska Department of Roads or the South Dakota Department of Roads to check eligibility 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS – PRIORITY CRITERIA 
Each of the following eleven criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant with the amount of weight given in the application 

review.  Each priority is directly related to questions on the application. 

 

1. Is this project currently in the Long Range Transportation Plan 10 points 

 

2. Comprehensive Design 6 points 

It is the intent that all federal functional classified roads receiving federal transportation funds shall be reviewed to consider that they are designed and 

built in a safe and comprehensive manner so that all users including pedestrians, bicyclists, users of mass transit, people with disabilities, the elderly, and 

motorized vehicles can travel safely and independently throughout the transportation network. 

 

3. The degree to which the proposed project fulfills the intent of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for 

Users (SAFETEA-LU)  5 points 

It is important to implement quality projects.  Relative to the SAFETEA-LU, quality is defined by the declaration of policy included in the act: 

“To develop a National Intermodal Transportation System that is economically efficient, environmentally sound, provides the foundation for the 

Nation to compete in the global economy, and will move people and goods in an energy efficient manner.” 

SAFETEA-LU links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preserving community quality and protecting the environment.  Surface 

transportation projects should provide leadership by example for this new direction in federal transportation policy. 

 

4. Projects which qualify in two or more of the twelve categories of non-enhancements identified in the SAFETEA-LU process  5 points 

There are twelve eligible categories identified for surface transportation projects in the SAFETEA-LU.  With limited funding available, it is in the 

region’s best interest to give some funding priority to projects that accomplish multiple objectives. 
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5. Projects with an assured local (non-federal funds) match in excess of 20 percent  (Question 2)  10 points 

The demand for Surface Transportation Program funds far exceeds the amount made available to Iowa.  Providing a modest incentive for proposers to 

exceed the minimum required local (non-federal funds) match (20 percent) will enable leveraging implementation of more projects in more locations 

throughout the state.  Providing equitable access to Surface Transportation Program funds for poorer communities is also a concern.  Therefore, the 

maximum local (non-federal funds) share is capped at 50 percent.  And the maximum points given to this prioritizing criterion are sufficiently low to fund 

projects that score well on the remaining prioritizing criteria. 

 

6. Projects with components which have already been funded and/or implemented from other funding sources, especially projects for which proposed 

surface transportation projects would complete a larger project, concept, or plan  (Question 3)  5 points 

There may be a number of larger projects that are missing a key or final element.  Funding these missing elements with Surface Transportation Program 

funds would provide additional benefits to funded projects. 

 

7. Projects that have already gone through a statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting process  (Question 4)  5 points 

In some cases, the proposed project has already been included in the list of priorities for the locality, region, or the state, but was not completed due to 

funding limitations.  There appears to be a number of very good projects that have gone through one or more of these processes but remain unfunded or 

underfunded because of limitations on the availability of funding in these programs. 

 

6. Projects which demonstrate a regional impact including tourism and economic development  (Question 5) 20 points 

Surface Transportation Program funds are federal funds.  The amount of funds is limited and is probably not sufficient to fund projects in every local 

community.  For example, priority will be given to projects that benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or county, or are recognized as being of 

regional or interregional significance. 
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7. Project development status, at time of application, with regards to the federal and other processing requirements appropriate to the proposed    

project  (Question 6)  3 points 

All projects funded with federal funds administered by the FHWA are required to be processed following rules established by the FHWA.  The precise 

process a project must follow varies.  For example, a project to develop a plan may merely have to follow the consultant selection process, whereas a 

major project, entailing extensive land acquisition and significant environmental impacts, may entail a number of steps including the writing of a federal 

environmental impact statement and holding numerous public meetings and hearings.  Projects, which have reached successive milestones in the 

development process appropriate for the project, will be awarded points based on how far in the process they have been developed.  The farther a project 

has been developed, the more certain is its implementation and the more reliable is its estimated cost. 

Right of way acquired? = 1 

Environmental assessment completed/approved? = 1 

Project design completed? = 1 

 

8. Project Average Annual Daily Traffic and the projected Average Annual Daily Traffic  (Question 8) 

 

9. Project Federal Functional Classification  (Question 9)  10 points 

 Local =   2.5 

 Collector =   5.0 

 Minor Arterial =   7.5 

 Major Arterial = 10.0 
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10.  Project Iowa Department of Transportation Sufficiency Rating(s) and Volume to Capacity Ratio(s)  (Question 10)  18 points 

 

 Sufficiency Rating      Volume to Capacity Ratio 

                     100 – 86 = 1       0.10 – 0.39 = 3.5 

                       85 – 71 = 2       0.40 – 0.69 = 7.0 

                       70 – 56 = 3       0.70 – 0.99 = 10.5 

               55 & below = 4                                         1.00+ = 14  

  

11.  Project Accident Rate (Question 11)  8 points 

 .01 - .50 = 2 

 .51 - 1.00 = 4 

 1.01 - 2.00 = 6 

 2.01 + = 8 
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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS– QUALIFYING CRITERIA 
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) requires transportation enhancement activities 

be a part of the Surface Transportation Program (STP) and that at least 10 percent of the state’s STP apportionment be programmed for transportation 

enhancement activities.  Fifty percent of the state’s total allocation for transportation enhancements is targeted to the metropolitan planning organizations 

(MPOs) and regional planning affiliations (RPAs) for their prioritization and programming.  The remaining 50 percent will be prioritized and programmed 

by the State Department of Transportation for projects of statewide significance. 

 

1. Eligibility as a transportation enhancement activity requires a project or area served by the project must fit one or more of the following 

categories: 

- facilities for pedestrians or bicycles; 

- provision of safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicyclists; 

- acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites; 

- scenic or historic highway programs including provision of tourist and welcome center facilities; 

- landscaping and other scenic beautification; 

- historic preservation; 

- rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures or facilities, including historic railroad facilities and canals; 

- establishment of transportation museums; 

- preservation of abandoned railway corridors, including the conversion and use of those corridors for pedestrian or bicycle trails; 

- control and removal of outdoor advertising; 

- archaeological planning and research; and/or 

- environmental mitigation to address water pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality while maintaining 

habitat connectivity. 
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2. Projects must have an assured match (non-FHWA funds) of at least 20 percent of the estimated total cost of the proposed project. 

SAFETEA-LU requires a match of a least 20 percent of project costs.  Assurance of this required match by the applicant agency(ies) at the time of 

the application indicates a necessary level of support by the applicant agency(ies) to immediately proceed with the project development and 

implementation.  Applicant agency(ies) may apply funds from other federal agencies and the value of other contributions may be credited to the 

non-FHWA share of the costs of the project to carry out a transportation enhancement activity.  Up to 100% of an individual project may be 

financed with federal funds.  Use of qualified youth conservation or service corps to perform appropriate transportation enhancement activities is 

encouraged. 

 

3. Projects must be submitted through/by counties or incorporated cities. 

All SAFETEA-LU federal funds received by the State of Iowa, State of Nebraska or State of South Dakota will be received and disbursed by the 

Iowa Department of Transportation (Iowa DOT), the Nebraska Department of Roads (NDOR) or the South Dakota DOT (South Dakota DOT).  

With SAFETEA-LU, projects within smaller cities and towns may now be eligible for federal aid.  Transportation enhancement funds are available 

as a reimbursement program administered by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  Reimbursement will be received from federal highway 

funds for the federal portion (up to 80 percent of total expenditures) of those expenditures for the project. 

 

4. Applicant agency(ies) must provide written assurance that a governmental entity will adequately maintain the completed project and not 

change the right-of-way use. 

The Iowa Department of Transportation requires that a governmental entity agrees to operate and maintain facilities funded with federal 

transportation enhancement funds for twenty (20) years and not change the use of any right-of-way acquired without prior approval of from the 

Iowa DOT and the FHWA. 
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5. Projects must demonstrate a relationship to transportation. 

SAFETEA-LU requires that transportation enhancement projects be related to transportation.  The FHWA fact sheet providing guidance states: 

“Transportation enhancements (TE) are transportation-related activities that are designed to strengthen the cultural, aesthetic, and 

environmental aspects of the Nation’s intermodal transportation system.  The transportation enhancements program provides for the 

implementation of a variety of non-traditional projects, with examples ranging from the restoration of historic transportation facilities, to bike 

and pedestrian facilities, to landscaping and scenic beautification, and to the mitigation of water pollution from highway runoff.‖ 

 

6. Projects which are part of a transportation project mitigation are not eligible. 

SAFETEA-LU requires that the transportation enhancement funds not to be used to implement mitigation of the adverse impacts associated with 

implementation of other transportation projects.  The origin of transportation environmental enhancement is the FHWA Environmental Policy 

Statement issued in 1990.  It states, “environmental enhancement means going beyond mere mitigation to use all practicable measures to 

harmoniously fit any proposed... project into the adjacent communities and natural environment it traverses.”  The FHWA has emphasized that 

enhancement is not mitigation.  Environmental measures conducted as routine or customary elements of transportation projects or those provided to 

mitigate project impacts in compliance with the requirements of environmental, historical preservation, or other laws are not eligible for 

transportation enhancement funding.  With this interpretation, the category ―mitigation of water pollution due to highway runoff‖ would be limited 

to facilities and programs that are in addition to current requirements and procedures for mitigation. 
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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS – PRIORITY CRITERIA 
Each of the following ten criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant with the amount of weight given in the application 

review.  Each priority is directly related to questions on the application. 

 

1. The degree to which the proposed project fulfills the intent of SAFETEA-LU 5 points 

It is important to implement quality projects.  Relative to the SAFETEA-LU, quality is defined by the declaration of policy included in the act: 

“To develop a National Intermodal Transportation System that is economically efficient, environmentally sound, provides the foundation 

for the Nation to compete in the global economy, and will move people and goods in an energy efficient manner.” 

The SAFETEA-LU links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preserving community quality and protecting the environment.  

Transportation enhancement projects should provide leadership by example for this new direction in federal transportation policy. 

 

2. Projects which qualify in two or more of the twelve categories of transportation enhancements identified in the SAFETEA-LU process 5 points 

There are twelve eligible categories identified for transportation enhancements in the SAFETEA-LU.  With limited funding available, it is in the 

region’s best interest to give some funding priority to projects that accomplish multiple objectives. 

 

3. Projects with an assured match (non-FHWA funds) in excess of 20 percent 10 points 

A number of agencies in Iowa currently solicit, prioritize, and select transportation enhancement type projects.  The demand for transportation 

enhancement funds far exceeds the amount made available to Iowa.  Providing a modest incentive for the applicant agency(ies) to exceed the 

minimum 20 percent required match (non-FHWA funds) would enable leveraging implementation of more projects in more locations throughout the 

state.  Providing equitable access to transportation enhancement funds for poorer communities is also a concern.  And the maximum points given to 

this prioritizing criterion are sufficiently low to fund projects that score will on the remaining prioritizing criteria. 
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4. Projects with components which have already been funded and/or implemented from other funding sources, especially projects for which 

proposed transportation enhancements would complete a larger project, concept, or plan 5 points 

There may be a number of larger projects that are missing a key or final element.  Funding these missing elements with transportation enhancement 

funds would provide additional benefits to funded projects. 

 

5. Projects that have already gone through statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting process 5 points 

There are a number of processes in Iowa that have solicited, prioritized, and selected transportation enhancement type projects for a decade or more.  

There appears to be a number of very good projects that have gone through one or more of these processes but remain unfunded or underfunded 

because of limitations on the availability of funding in these programs. 

 

6. Projects which demonstrate a regional impact including tourism and economic development 20 points 

Transportation enhancement funds are federal funds.  The amount of funds is limited and is probably not sufficient to fund all projects submitted.  

For example, priority will be given to projects that benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or county, or are recognized as being of 

regional or interregional significance.  It is suggested to the applicant agency(ies) that projects with statewide impact and benefit should apply 

directly to Iowa DOT for Statewide Transportation Enhancement Project Funding. 

 

7. Status of Land Acquisition 5 points 

The status of land acquisition (if applicable) will be evaluated based on the progression of acquisition. 

 

8. Facility Category 25 points    

All projects funded with Transportation enhancement funds will be assessed according to how the proposed facility fits into the community and 

region.  Five different criteria will be evaluated: 

Connection – Does the project connect with an existing facility, proposed facility, or area of interest? 

Development – Is this a brand new development? 
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Extension – Is this an extension of an existing facility? 

Upgrade – Is this project an upgrade to an existing facility?  

Combination – Two or more of the above criteria 

 

9. Is this project currently in the Long Range Transportation Plan? 10 points 

 

10.  Project development status, at the time of the application, with regards to the federal and other processing requirements appropriate to the 

proposed project 10 points 

All projects funded with federal funds administered by the FHWA are required to be processed following rules established by the FHWA.  The 

precise process a project must follow varies.  For example, a project to develop a plan may merely have to follow the consultant selection process, 

whereas a major project entailing extensive land acquisition and significant environmental impacts may entail a number of steps including the 

writing of a federal environmental impact statement and holding numerous public meetings and hearings.  Projects, which have reached successive 

milestones in the development process appropriate for the project, will be awarded points based on how far in the process they have been 

developed.  The farther a project has been developed, the more certain is its implementation and the more reliable is its estimated cost. 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS 

 
The purpose of a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is to serve as an organized structure of information on improvements to be made in the 

Metropolitan Planning Area to transportation.  The Transportation Improvement Program is updated annually with the exception for updating the plan with 

amendments to the document.  The following is a general guideline process for the Transportation Improvement Program: 

 During the draft development phase, the SIMPCO MPO staff develops a document with the input from interested state and local parties.  Some of 

these organizations include but are not restricted to, concerned citizens, natural resources agencies, cultural/historic agencies, the media, and 

numerous others. 

 Once a draft is developed, SIMPCO MPO staff posts it on the SIMPCO website at http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html.  Copies 

of the draft are also available at the SIMPCO office, local city halls and county courthouses.  

 The SIMPCO MPO informs the local media about informational meetings on the current plan. 

 Once the entire Transportation Improvement Program is established, the SIMPCO MPO will open up the 15-day comment period and will hold a 

public input meeting for the public to discuss opinions about the document.  The Transportation Improvement Program will be once again updated 

on the website and there will be copies in the SIMPCO office, local city halls and county courthouses.  There will be an open house during 15-day 

comment period that gives the public time to review the document further and contact staff with suggestions/concerns via mail, email, telephone, 

fax, or in person.  

 The adoption of the document will be held after the 15-day comment period has commenced.  The adoption of the Transportation Improvement 

Program takes place at a regularly scheduled MPO meeting usually in the month of July. 

 After the document’s adoption, copies can be found on the SIMPCO website http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html and hard 

copies can be found at the SIMPCO office, local city halls and county courthouses. 

 

 

 

 

http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html
http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html
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IOWA PROJECTS 
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NEBRASKA PROJECTS 
DRAFT 2012 - 2015 Transportation Improvement Program 

FHWA Element 

NEBRASKA

Sponsor Name Control Number/Project #/Location/Desc Phase of Comments

Work

Federal State Local Total Year

STP - Surface Transportation Program Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Dakota County

South Sioux City CN 32184 URB 5314(3) PE $44.7 $11.2 $55.9 2011

Riverview Drive ROW $84.0 $84.0 2013

17th  to Foundary UTIL $22.5 $22.5 2012

CONST $398.9 $99.7 $498.6 2014

Total Costs $443.6 $217.4 $661.0

South Sioux City CN 32186 PE $84.0 $21.0 $105.0 2011

W29th Street ROW $240.0 $60.0 $300.0 2013

US 77 to Lake Ave CONST/CE $874.4 $218.6 $1,093.0 2014

Total Costs $1,198.4 $299.6 $1,498.0

NDOR CN 32122  STP-77-4 (126) PE $100 $100.0 2013

US-77 Const/CE $1,778 $445 $2,223.0 2013

US- 75 from just north of 29th St. N. to Missouri River

Asph resurf 48' b-b urban, inlet repair Total Costs $1,778 $545 $2,323.0

TE - Transportation Enhancement Program (STP) Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Dakota County

South Sioux City 32107 PE $69.6 2012

Missing Link Const $451.5 2012

West 21st along Hwy 77 and connects to Crystal Cove CE $30.8 2012

Trail Construction Total Costs $551.9

SRTS - SAFTE Routes to School Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

South Sioux City 32074 PE $40.0 $40.0 2012

Connecting Schools Trail Const $584.3 $584.3 2012

AL Begston Trail to Covington and E.N. Sweet Schools CE $39.7 $39.7 2012

Trail Construction Total Costs $664.0 $664.0

Pgmd Amnts in $1,000's
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DRAFT 2012 - 2015

Nebraska

Sponsor Name Control Number/Project #/Location/Desc Project Comments

Funding

Federal State Local Total Year

State Project Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Dakota County

NDOR CN 32167 ITS-IM-ITSN (25) Const/CE $113.0 $13.0 $126.0 2013

Replace DMS

I-129 just est of South Sioux City

Total Costs $113.0 $13.0 $126.0

HSIP - Safety Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Dakota County

S. Sioux City Cont/CE $30.0 $7.5 $37.5 2012

$30.0 $7.5 $37.5 2013

$30.0 $7.5 $37.5 2014

$30.0 $7.5 $37.5 2015

Total Costs $120.0 $30.0 $150.0

NDOR CN 31995 HSIP-75-4(110) PE $375 $375.0 Prior FY

US-75/US-77/N-35, Dakota City ROW $7 $7.0 2012

Intersection Util $36 36.0 2012

Const/CE $141 141.0 2012

SFTY $1,265 1,265.0 2012

Total Costs $1,265 $559 $1,824.0

PL - Metropolitan Planning Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Dakota County

SIMPCO FHWA Transportation Programs Planning $35.0 $8.7 $43.7 2012

Planning $35.0 $8.7 $43.7 2013

$35.0 $8.7 $43.7 2014

$35.0 $8.7 $43.7 2015

Total Costs $140.0 $34.8 $174.8

Federal Rail Safety Program (Section 130) Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

NDOR RRX-NFG-22(31); 32152 Const/CE $100 $17 $117.0 2012

Closure of 2 BNSF crossings #DOT064378K; 2nd Ave

and DOT#064380L; 30th St. And signal upgrades at

DOT #064072F; C St and DOT#064074U Total Costs $100.0 $17.0 $117.0

Pgmd Amnts in $1,000's
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SOUTH DAKOTA PROJECTS 

 
DRAFT FY 2012 - 2015

South Dakota 

Sponsor Name Control Number/Project #/Location/Desc Project Comments

Funding

FY12 FY 13 FY 14 FY 15

IM- Interstate Maintenance Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

SD DOT IM0291(122) 2 Project Total $511

N. Sioux City Interchange over River Street Federal Aid $464

Deck Overlay, Approach Slabs, and Approach Guardrail State

Local $47

Local Urban Systems Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Union County

SD DOT P 8105( ) Project Total $428

Old Highway 105 from I29 Exit 4, SE 1.9 mi to Military Rd Federal Aid $350

in North Sioux City State $78

Local

PL - Metropolitan Planning Inclusion in this DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility 

Union County

SIMPCO FHWA Transportation Programs Project Total $62.8 $62.8 $62.8 $62.8

Planning Federal Aid $51.5 $51.5 $51.5 $51.5

State

Local $11.3 $11.3 $11.3 $11.3

Pgmd Amnts in $1,000's
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MAP 1:  IOWA, NEBRASKA, SOUTH DAKOTA HIGHWAY ELEMENT PROJECTS 
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FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION ELEMENT 
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FINANCING THE PROGRAM 

 

 

Table 3:  Iowa Surface Transportation Program (STP) Fund Balance 

 
 

Project # 

 

Sponsor 

 

Route/Location 

MPO Contribution (x$1,000) 

2012 2013 2014 2015 

STP Projects:        

STP-U-7057(644) – 70-97 

 

Sioux City War Eagle Driver/Riverside Blvd Improvements 

 

  210  

STP Sioux City Pearl Street Reconstruction  223.5   

STP Sioux City Glenn Ave Rehabilitation    1000 

STP-U 

 

SIMPCO              

Statewide Urban Standard Specifications 

 

 

8.2 8.2 8.2 8.2 

STP-U 

 

SIMPCO Pavement Management System 

 

9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 

STP-U_7057()—70-97 Sioux City Regional Rail Study 440    

STP-U-6890() –70-97 Sergeant Bluff South Lewis Blvd 400    

STP – S-CO97(110) – 5E-97 Woodbury Co. K45   500  

STP IA DOT I-29 Reconstruction 1871 1433.6 1305.5 760.4 

STP Programmed  

 

  2728.6 

 

1674.7 

 

2033.1 

 

1778 

 

STP Balance (Carryover) 

 

  2370.3 

 

1865.7 1526.9 

 

702.6 

 

STP Target   2370.3 1814 1814 1814 

STP Available for 

Programming 

  2452 2035 1815.9 1851.9 

Balance of STP Funds   81.7 221 1.9 37.9 
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Table 4:  South Sioux City, Nebraska Surface Transportation Program Fund Balance 

 
 

Project # 

 

Sponsor 

 

Route/Location 

Federal Aid (x$1,000) 

2012 2013 2014 2015 

STP Projects:        

CN: 32122 NDOR U.S 75 from just north of 29th St north to Missouri River.    1778  

CN: 32184 South Sioux City Riverview Drive 22.5 84 498.6  

CN: 32186 South Sioux City   300 1093  

Surface Transportation 

Program Total 

 

  22.5 384 3369.6 0 

Surface Transportation 

Program Target 

 

  511 511 511 511 
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Table 5:  City Street Finance Report Operations and Maintenance Expenditures – Iowa 

 

CITY NAME

City 

Number

On System 

Miles

Off 

Sytem 

Miles

Total 

Miles

Percentage Fed-

Aid Routes

 Total Roadway 

Maintenance

Total 

Operations

Total Operations 

on Fed-Aid Routes

Total Maintenance 

on Fed-Aid Routes

SIOUX CITY MPO

SERGEANT BLUFF 6890 5.637 17.621 23.258 0.2424 $274,447 $1,775,860 $430,468 $66,526

SIOUX CITY 7057 111.751 314.056 425.807 0.2624 $5,998,781 $2,146,468 $563,233 $1,574,080

TOTAL $6,273,228 $3,922,328 $993,701 $1,640,606

                City Street Finance Report Operations and Maintenance Expenditures

 
 

Table 6:  City Street Finance Report Revenues – Iowa 

 

CITY TOTAL RUTF RECEIPTS

TOTAL OTHER ROAD 

MONIES RECEIPTS

TOTAL RECEIPTS DEBT 

SERVICE

TOTAL NON FEDERAL 

ROAD FUND RECEIPTS

SIOUX CITY MPO

SERGEANT BLUFF $295,201 $2,051,846 $2,347,047

SIOUX CITY $7,515,513 $28,157,748 $12,783,928 $48,457,189

SIOUX CITY MPO TOTAL $50,804,236

CITY STREET FINANCE REPORT REVENUES FY 2010

 
 

Table 7:  Operations and Maintenance Fiscal Constraint Summary – Iowa  

2012 2013 2014 2015

City Operations $1,074,788 $1,117,780 $1,162,491 $1,208,990

City Maintenance $1,774,479 $1,845,458 $1,919,276 $1,996,048

Total Operations and Maintenance $2,849,267 $2,963,238 $3,081,767 $3,205,038

2012 2013 2014 2015

City Street Fund $8,126,266 $8,288,791 $8,454,567 $8,623,658

Total Non Federal-aid Revenues $52,856,726 $49,501,091 $50,491,112 $51,500,934

MPO Forecasted Operations and Maintenance Expenditures on Federal-aid System

MPO Forecasted Non Federal-aid Revenues
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Table 8: Maintenance Expenditures – Nebraska Urbanized Area 

 

Fiscal Year 2012 2013 2014 2015 

NDOR Maintenance 

Costs 

$406,700 $406,700 $406,700 $406,700 

 

Maintenance Expenditures – South Dakota Urbanized Area 

Fiscal Year 2012 2013 2014 2015 

SD DOT Maintenance 

Costs 

$20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 
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AMENDMENTS AND REVIEWS 
 

 

The MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 is a programming document and will be updated and revised as various local, regional, 

and state, and national characteristics, factors, and requirements change, which ultimately affect the transportation network in and around the 

Metropolitan Planning Area.  The TIP will be reviewed at least once annually.  The review and updating will insure continual citizen involvement and 

the TIP’s overall viability as the Metropolitan Planning Area’s transportation improvement document. 

 

 

Revisions are defined as changes to a TIP that occur between scheduled periodic updates. There are two types of changes that occur under the umbrella of 

revision. The first is a major revision or ―Amendment‖. The second is a minor revision or ―Administrative Modification. 

 

Amendment 

An Amendment is a revision to a TIP that involves a major change to a project included in the TIP. This includes an addition or deletion of a project or a 

major change in project cost, project phase initiation dates, design concept, or scope (e.g. change project termini or the number of through lanes).  Changes 

to projects that are included only for illustrative purposes do not require an amendment. An amendment is a revision that requires public review and 

comment, redomonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination.  Changes that affect fiscal constraint must take place by amendment of the 

TIP. 

 

Administrative Modification 

A minor revision to a TIP is an administrative modification. It includes minor changes to projects phase costs, funding sources, previously-included 

projects, and minor changes to project/project phase initiation dates. An administrative modification is a revision that does not require public review and 

comment, redemonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination.  

 

Amendment vs, Administrative Modification 

There are four main components that can be used to determine whether a project change constitutes an amendment or an administrative modification. They 



 

34 

Draft 6.6.11 

 

include the following: 

 

 Project costs – Determination will be made based on the percentage change or dollar amount of change in federal aid. Projects in which the federal 

aid has been changed by more than 30% or total federal aid increases by $2.0 million or more will require an amendment. Anything less can be 

processed with an administrative modification.  

 Schedule changes – Changes in schedules of projects which are included in the first four years of the TIP/STIP will be considered administrative 

modifications. Projects which are added or deleted from the TIP/STIP will be processed as amendments.  

 Funding sources – Additional federal funding sources to a project will require an amendment. Changes to funding from one source to another will 

require an administrative modification.  

 Scope of Changes – Changing project termini or changing the amount of through traffic lanes will be processed as an amendment. Other examples 

of changes that require amendment are changing the type of work from an overlay to reconstruction. Another example is changing a project to 

include widening of the roadway.  

 

Amendment/Administrative Modification Procedures 

When requesting an amendment or administrative modification to the TIP, member entities must complete an Amendment Form or an 

Administrative Modification Form.  These must be filled out and returned to SIMPCO staff 10 days before the MPO TTC meeting so that the 

information can be reviewed and verified by staff.  This will also allow the revisions to be posted in the agenda before it is sent out to members 

and to follow public participation procedures of posting changes at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting.  The second step of the process is 

the TTC review of the amendment or administrative modification proposal and recommendation to the Policy Board.  A favorable vote from the 

Policy Board will allow the amendment to be added to the TIP.  It is important to note that all TIP amendments/administrative modifications 

that require action by the Policy Board will be listed on the MPO Agenda prior to the meeting.  This agenda will be posted 24 hours in advance 

of the meeting on the SIMPCO website: http://www.simpco.org/simpco/agendas.html.  Notice of the meeting will also be published in the 

http://www.simpco.org/simpco/agendas.html
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Sioux City Journal and the agenda will be posted in the SIMPCO offices.  All meetings of the MPO are open to the public and where the public 

will have opportunity to comment on TIP amendments/administrative modifications. 

 

Major updates will be conducted as follows: 

Step 1 Member entities fill out Amendment Form or Administrative Modification Form and return to SIMPCO staff 10 days in advance 

of the MPO TTC meeting 

 Step 2 TTC review and recommendation of proposed changes to the Policy Board 

 Step 3 Policy Board review and possible recommendations to the TTC 

 Step 4 Policy Board final review after possible requested TTC changes 

Step 5 Policy Board final approval of the TIP 
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MPO RESOLUTION 2013 – 1 

APPROVAL OF THE FY 2011 – 2014 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 

 

 

WHEREAS, the Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO) is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the 

Sioux City Metropolitan Area; 

 

WHEREAS, the Policy Board in cooperation with the states is conducting a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive (3-C) transportation 

planning process pursuant to 23 CFR 450.114 ( c ); 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the SIMPCO MPO that the Policy Board approve the Federal Fiscal Year 2012 – 2015 

Transportation Improvement Program and submit the document to the Iowa Department of Transportation, Nebraska Department of Roads, and the 

South Dakota Department of Transportation for inclusion in their Statewide Transportation Improvement Programs. 

 

Approved by the MPO Policy Board and signed this 7
th

 day of July, 2011  

 

 
______________________          

Tom Padgett     Chris Payer, 

Policy Board Chairperson    Transportation Technical Committee Chairperson 

 

ATTEST 

 

_____________________________ 

Michelle Bostinelos 

Transportation Planning Director 
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MPO RESOLUTION 2013 – 2 

SELF-CERTIFICATION OF THE MPO TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS 
 

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334, the Iowa Department of Transportation, the Nebraska Department of Roads, the South Dakota Department of Transportation and the Siouxland Interstate 

Metropolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO) Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Sioux City urbanized area hereby certify that the transportation planning process is addressing the major issues 

in the metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all the applicable requirements of: 

(1) 23 U.S.C 134, 49 U.S.C Section 5303; and 23 CFR Part 450: 

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

(3) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C 2000d-1 and 49 CFR part 21;  

(4) 49 U.S.C 5332, prohibit discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex or age in employment of business opportunity; 

(5) Section 1101 (b) of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (Pub. L 109-59) regarding the involvement of Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in 

FHWA and FTA funded planning;  

(6) 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal opportunity program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts; 

(7) The provision of the American with Disabilities Act of 1990 (Pub. L. 101-336, 104 Stat 327, as amended) and USDOT implementing regulation; 

(8) Older American Act, as amended (42 U.S.C 6101); 

(9) 23 U.S.C 324, regarding prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and 

(10) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and 49 CFR Part 27, regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities. 

Approved by the MPO Policy Board and signed this 7th  day of July, 2011 

 

______________________          

Tom Padgett     Chris Payer, 

Policy Board Chairperson    Transportation Technical Committee Chairperson 

 

ATTEST 

 

_____________________________ 

Michelle Bostinelos 

Transportation Planning Director 
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MPO RESOLUTION 2012-3  

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT - SIOUX CITY TRANSIT SYSTEM 

 

 

This document certifies that the City of Sioux City, as recipient of program assistance from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), has fulfilled their planning 

obligation in the development of projects contained in the MPO Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) FY 2012-2015. 

 

The private sector has been involved in public hearings conducted, in part, for the Section 5307 grant application process.  The private sector’s primary concern is 

the continuation of the disabled services contract currently administered by the Sioux City Transit System.  Local planning procedures also provide the 

opportunity for private sector involvement in the development of priorities and projects.  Additional input was received concerning the distribution of operating 

assistance funds and the need to maintain the planning process. 

 

An agreement was reached concerning charter service with the private sector providers that had expressed a contractual interest.  Additionally, the Sioux City 

Transit System will be awarding contracts for paratransit services to private sector providers. 

 

Currently, no public impediments exist to competitively bid transit services.  In the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area, private transit operation is limited by 

system size and resulting in low revenue potential.  As such, private sector complaints have been associated with marginal profit and ADA requirements. 

 

Approved by the MPO Policy Board and signed this 7
th
  day of July, 2011. 

 

 

 _________________________________________   _________________________________________  

Tom Padgett Chris Payer 

MPO Policy Board Chairperson MPO Transportation Technical Committee Chairperson 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 _________________________________________  

Michelle M. Bostinelos 

MPO Director / Secretary 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL CAPACITY ANALYSIS 

 

 

This is to certify that the MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 2012-2015 for the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area is prepared in accordance 

with the requirements of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Circular 7008.1 for financial capacity analysis.  An assessment of financial capacity is 

conducted by the Sioux City Transit System, in concert with the planning process conducted by the Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council 

(SIMPCO), as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). 

 

 

Approved by the MPO Policy Board and signed this 7th day of July, 2011. 

 

 

 

 _________________________________________   _________________________________________  

Tom Padgett Chris Payer 

MPO Policy Board Chairperson MPO Transportation Technical Committee Chairperson 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

 _________________________________________  

Michelle M. Bostinelos 

MPO Director / Secretary 
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