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Final MPO Transportation Improvement Program FY 21014
INTRODUCTION

The Siouxland Interstate Mejpolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO), as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), has devel®pes@ortation
Improvement Program ( T1 P) f or the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Aret@ngdgfther ei
cities of Sioux City and Sergeant Bluff, lowa; Dakota City and South Sioux City, Nebraska; and North Sioux City, Southebdkbtaunincorporated portions

of Woodbury,Plymouth,Dakota, and Union Counties. This TIP was put together uhéedirection of the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit
Administration, lowa Department of Transportation (lowa DOT), Nebraska Department of Roads (NDOR), and South Dakota Depantareportation
(SDDOT), as a requirement of t&afe, Acountable, Flexible, & Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFELBA SAFETEALU was
signed by PresiderBush in August 2005 SAFETEA-LU provides federal funding authorizations for the highway network, highway safety, alternaties mod
and mass transp@ation through Fiscal Year 2009

It is the purpose of thBIPO Transportation Improvement Program B¥11-2014 to provide all citizens of the Metropolitan Planning Area, the FHWA, FTA,
lowa DOT, NDOR, and SDDOT with the MetropolitahR nni ng Areadés mul ti modal and i nt er mo20althrodgh a n s
2014. Preparation of the TIP consisted of compiling background information provided through the U.S. Census, U.S. DOT, |IoM@)TDDOT and
other ramed sources. The MPO was responsible for the preparation of this TIP, with guidance given by local and county effldials, Transportation
Technical Committee (TTC), Policy Boartthrough the input of environmental, cultural, other interested paatiel 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 tativarspdrrelated systems,
addressing the future needs, goals, and objeativiee Metropolitan Planning Area. This TIP is project specific and a programming document.

The information contained in the following pages wil | mgnts andia digon oftthe N
transportabn network in the yeaR014. The AVisiono was developed wutilizing current tra
physical, environmental, and economical characteristics, as well as various local and county citizentipartizighlocal official involvement. Several local
and regional meetings and a pubiput meetingvere held throughout the developmenM®PO Transportation Improvement Program B¥11-2014 in order to
encourage and receive a diversity of informatiod participation.
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PLANNING FACTORS

SAFETEALU continues previous planningquirements by specifying eighdctors that must be considered in the development of transportation plans anc
programs. The factors are formulated to reassert the policy @o@8BFETEALU, 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, lismmdaipljaace. They are also
intendedto expand the role of transportation planning, facilitate the development of a more balanced transportation systemasenthéeféciency of the
system.

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global corapesisivproductivityand efficiency;
Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized andatorized users;

Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized andatorized users;

Increase the accessibility and mobilifgtions avdable to people and for freight;

a > w DN

Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy consepaatd improve quality of life and promote consistency between transportation
improvements and State and local planned growth and economic devel@attems;

o

Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and betdes, for people and freight;
Promote efficiensystem management and operation; and

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

TRANSPORTATION |MPROVEMENTS

FY 2010

Table 1: Federal Highway Administration ElementFY 2010 Project (lowa)

Pgm|Sponsor TPMS #4STIP No{PN Revision StatugLocation Type Work |Status Letting Date|Letting Status
ENH woodbuycce | 15900 288 |STP-E-C097(90)--8V-97 WITCC Campus: Loess Hills Arboretu|Ped/Bike Grade & PaEHWA Approved 6/15/2010|DOT Letting: Jun/15/2010|
ENH  siouxcity 18702 614 |STP-ES-7057(665)--8I-97 Milwaukee Railroad Shops: Milwauke({Historic Preservation |FHWA Approved| 12/20/2011|DOT Letting: Dec/20/201]
HBP| pot-poz-mpoze | 1319 -- BHF-77()--2L-97 US 77: MISSOURI R BRIDGEIOWA SiBxRIge Washing FHWA Approved
HBP| por-posmpo2e | 18755| 646 |BRF-12-1(18)--38-97 IA 12: ABONDONED RR IN SIOUX Cl{Work Not Assigned  |FHWA Approved
HBP|  siouxcity 14797 | 255 |BRM-7057(650)--8N-97 Kings Highway: Over Perry Creek Bridge Replacement |[FHWA Approved| 7/20/2010[DOT Letting: Jul/20/2010
HBP|  siouxcity 14796 254 |BRM-7057(654)--8N-97 41st Street Bridge: Over Floyd River -|Bridge Replacement |[FHWA Approved 6/9/2020|DOT Letting: Jun/09/2020
HBP|  siouxcity 7971 236 |BROS-7057(632)--8J-97 23rd St: Over PERRY CREEK Bridge Replacement |FHWA Approved 8/17/2010|DOT Letting: Aug/17/201(
HBP|  siouxcity 13185 114 |BROS-7057(645)--8J-97 Bluff Street: Over Perry Creek Bridge Replacement |FHWA Approved 2/16/2010|DOT Letting: Feb/16/201(
IM | pot-pos-mpoze | 1334 -- IM-129-()--13-97 1-129 : MISSOURI R BRIDGE Bridge Washing FHWA Approved
IM | pot-pos-mpo2e | 8310 58 |IM-29()--13-97 1-29: INTERSTATE RECONSTRUCTI(Grade and Pave FHWA Approved
JOB]  sergeant Bluif 19170 -- JL-6890()--7R-97 Amendment |[S. Lewis Blvd: Rec Complex to WarrigGrade and Pave Cancelled
moved to FY 2011
JOB|  siouxcity 19168 -- JL-7057(668)--7R-97 Amendment |W 19TH ST: Casselman to Riverside BRavement Rehab STP funds 6/15/2010|DOT Letting: Jun/15/2010|
moved to FY 2011
JOB|  siouxcity 19169 -- JL-7057(669)--7R-97 Amendment |W VILLA AVE: Panoah to John St Pave STP funds 6/15/2010|DOT Letting: Jun/15/2010|
PL [mpo-29/smpco| 18694 611 |RGPL-PA29()--PL-0 RGLPL: SIMPCO: MPO Planning Trans Planning FHWA Approved
SBF  siouxcity 18706 617 |SB-IA-7057()--2T-97 Milwaukee Railroad Historic Shops: MHistoric Preservation |FHWA Approved| 4/27/2010|DOT Letting: Apr/27/2010
SRTE1po-29/smpco| 18700 613 |SRTS-U-PA29(001)--8U-0 Sergeant Bluff- Luton: Sergeant Bluff {Planning Study FHWA Approved 8/16/2010|Local Letting: Aug/16/201
SRTH1Po-29/smpco| 18695 612 |SRTS-U-PA29(002)--8U-00 SRTS: East Side Sioux City Schools Planning Study FHWA Approved 8/16/2010|Local Letting: Aug/16/201
STHmpPo-29/smpco| 6821 673 [RGPL--PA29(UDS)--ST-0( SIMPCO : URBAN DESIGN STANDARD&ns Planning FHWA Approved
STPRmpo-29/simpco| 1317 672 |RGPL-SIMPCO(PMS)--ST-00 SIMPCO : SIMPCO PAVEMENT MAN|Trans Planning FHWA Approved
STH Sioux City 18703 615 |STP-U-7057()--70-97 Regional Rail Study: Sioux City RegigPlanning Study FHWA Approved
STPR  siouxcity 14798 174 |STP-U-7057(644)--70-97 Wesley Parkway: W. 7th to Hamilton HGrade and Pave FHWA Approved | 10/19/2010|DOT Letting: Oct/19/2010
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Table 1: Federal Highway Administration Element FY 2@.0 Project (Nebraska)

FY 2010 Project Status

Sponsor Control No. PN Location Type Work Status Letting DateLetting Statud
Dakota City 31997 URB-5305 (7) Dakota Ave. North of Pint St. RF CULV ASPAH RESURF S-SHLDMOVE TO FY 11.

South Sioux City 32107 ENH - 22 (30) Missing Link Trail Trail Construction design

Dakota City 32084ENH - 22 (29) Depot Renovation - Phase Il Historic Renovation In progress May-1C
South Sioux City 32081AHSIP - 5055 (11) Dakota Ave - 37th Street to 1-129 Safety Improvments

South Soux City 32074 URB - 5314 (2) E. 17th , Autum Olive - Riverview Urban postponed

South Sioux City 32072 URB - 5305 (8) Dakota Ave Lighting CE slection Bid 2010 June
South Sioux City 32073 URB - 5305 (9) Dakota Avenue Signal Integration CE slection Bid 2010 June
South Sioux City 31910 All American Trail Trail Construction Bid 2010 March
NDOR 317991M-129-1 (29) Interstate 129: Missouri River Bridge Resurfacing complete

NDOR HSIP - 77-4 (124) Traffic Signal Modfications Safety Improvments Bid

South Sioux City 32081 URB -5305 (10) Dakota Ave Overaly (29th to Regency) Resurfacing design

Table 1: Federal Highway Administration Element FY 2A.0 Project (South Dakota)

No FY 2010projects

4
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Table 2: Federal Transit Administration ElementFY 2010 Projects

Fund Type Recipient Project Description Vehicle ID Project Status
5307 SCTS Operating Assistance: lowa, Nebraska In progress
South Dakota
5303 SIMPCO Planning On going
5309 SCTS Bus Security Systems In progress
5309 SCTS Two 356 HD ADA Bu 1084, 1085 Moved to FY 2011
5309 SCTS Two 356 HD Low FI 1091,1092 Moved to FY 2011
with 6 cameras
5309 SCTS Four 4006 HD A RamerBsu| 1334, 1335, 1336, 1337 Moved to FY 2011
5309 SCTS Two 356 HD Low FI ¢ 1077, 1081 Moved to FY 2011
cameras
5309 SCTS Upgrade two buses to electronic hybrig 1077 &1081 Moved to FY 2011
buses
5309 SCTS Two Automatic motion sensingDA door Moved to FY 2011
openers for MLK
5309 SCTS Two LD ADA 1580 d 1305, 1306 Moved to FY 2011
cameras
5309 SCTS ITS Project for fixed route Moved to FY 2011
5309 SCTS 800 MHz APCO 25 radio system Moved to FY 2011
Local SCTS 13 update Security Cameras Systems wi Complete
13 fixed route buses w/ 6 cameras and
wireless download DVR
5309 SCTS Automated Parking Ramp Equipment fo Complete
MLK
5309 Transit Operations/Maintenance Trainin Moved to FY 2011
Facility
5316/5317 One 3006 heavy duty expansion
bus for New perspectives Inc. routes
Stimulus Il Two 3006 heavy duty expansion Not funded
buses
5317 SCTS Enhanced ADA services On going
5316 SCTS JARC- Alorica discontinued
5316 SCTS JARCI Stream On going
Local funds SCTS 26 Bicycle Racks for Fixed Bus Fleet Completed

5
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TRANSPORTATION NETWORK | MPROVEMENTS

The transportation network improvements within the boundary of the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area willafamsrsiltimodal network which meets

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

an urban and rural highway system which provides for safesHitient transportation of people, goods, and services throughout the Metropolitan Planning Ares
Combined with the highway system will be a complex multimodal network of transit services; freight movement serviceaisuell,and trucking; as &l as
enhancement facilities such as bicycle and pedestrian trails. The Metropolitan Planning Area will continue to have thefaetek passenger rail services in
nearby Omaha, keeping the enhanced transportation opportunities.

The Metropolitan RIn ni ng Ar e a 0 slikely mgeade ayt the year 20B8Mhaintaining urban demographic characteristics. The Metropolitan Planning
Area has seen population increases prior to 200 network will be planned and programmed, given the financiati@nts placed upon the Metropolitan
Planning Area, to meet the growing needs and demands of the citizens which will be utilizing the facilities and serwgespritad Metropolitan Planning
Area transportation network. TH4PO Transportation Improveent Program FY2011-2014 provides for the general health, safety, and well being of the
citizens of the Metropolitan Planning Area.

FY 2011 Sioux City Transit System capital purchases toitél $10,723000 with $8,704,3400f federal participation.

The intent of theMPO Transportation Improvement Program B¥11-2014 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 throughoubplodittdetlanning Area and to points beyond the Sioux
City Metropolitan Planning Area boundaries. In doing so, the Metropolitan Planning Area will meet international, naétienadnd local transportation
objectives All projects are programmedsingyear of expenditure (YOE) dollars per the requirements of SAFETHEA

6
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SCHEDULE FOR _SOLICITATION OF PROJECT APPLICATIONS AND EVALUATION

e November4, 200 - TTC makes recommendation to Policy Board for application deadlines. Policy Btadhses accordingly

e November B, 20® 7 SIMPCO staff sends out Surface Transportation Program (STP) and TE applications técitpuangineers andther interested

parties via the public participation list. Applications are also available via endadlrathe SIMPCO websitevivw.simpco.org
e December & 20® - STP and TE Application Deadline
e December 2, 20® - January5, 2010 - Project evaluation by SIMPCQadf
e January 6 & 7,200- Projects presented to TTahd Policy Board
e March 3 2010- Project presentations by applicants. Project recommendation to Policy Board by TAC.
e March 4 20107 Project selection and approval by Policy Board
e June4, 2010- Draft TIP available on SIMPCO website and public commeribgdregins.
e June 15, 2007 Draft TIP to TTC anl Policy Board and to lowa DOT
e June22 20107 Public Input Meeting

e July8,2010- Final TIP to Policy Board for approval
e July 15, 2007 Final TIP sent to lva Department of Transportation, Nebraska Depant of Roads and South Dakota Department of Transportation for

inclusion in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Programs (STIP)

7
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http://www.simpco.org/

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS T QUALIFYING CRITERIA

1. To be eligible as a Surface Transportation Program activy, 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 odim@racity 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 managenaaat 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 mitigeon and wetland banking; and/or

bicycle facilities and pedestrian walkways.

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

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Effiaie Transportation Equity Adt A Legacy for Users (SAFETEAU) requires a notfiederal match of at least 20

percent of project costs. Assurance of this required local match by the proposer at the time of the application imeloestsma level of supg by the

proposer to immediately proceed with the project development and implementation.

8
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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 lowa will be received and disbloysé lowa Department of Transportation (lowa DOT).
With SAFETEALU, projects within smaller cities and towns may now be eligible for federal aid. Surface Transportation Program fwadalzscaes
a reimbursement program administered by the Fed#gliway 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 prajeapplications of STP funds by cities of less than

5,000 ppulation, 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 fAbundl ed pr oupittes ma wdnbtg eonsider rusing int poevers agreeméenss fom
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 flgble funding that may be used by States and localities for projects on any Faddrghway, including the National Highway System
(NHS), bridge projects on any public road, transit capital projects, and intracity and intercity bus terminals &ed. fagdplicants should refer to the Federal
Functional Classification map available at t he ¢ ounilofficeeamdjtheroemdeparsnend f f

of Transportation, Nebraska Department of Roadh@South Dakota Department of Rog&misheckeligibility

9
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS T PRIORITY CRITERIA
Each of the following eleven criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant with the fawmight 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 Plan10 points

2. Comprehensive Desigré points
It is the intent that all federal functional cldg=il roads receiving federal transportation funds shall be reviewed to consider that they are designed &
built in a safe and comprehensive manner so that all users including pedestrians, bicyclists, users of mass transihy psaliéities, the elerly, 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 Eiy Act 7 A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) 5 points
It is important to implement quality projects. Relative to the SAFETEAquality is defined by the declaration of policy included in the act:
ifiTo develop a National I nter modal T rnia engirpnonentally tsoundn proBdes theefoundatibnafdr the s
Nation to compete in the global economy, and will move peopl e an
SAFETEALU links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preservingicitynguality 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 neenhancementsdentified in the SAFETEA-LU process 5 points
There are twelve eligible categories identified for surface transportation projects in the SAEHTEWiIth limited funding available, it is in the

regionds best interest featsthgtiaccemplstoomiiplefohjectibdds.ng pr i ority to pro

10
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5. Projects with an assured local (noffederal funds) match in excess of 20 percent (Question 2P points
The demand for Surface Transportation Program funds far exceeds the amount made available to Iadwag @mwdest incentive for proposers to
exceed the minimum required local (Af@deral funds) match (20 percent) will enable leveraging implementation of more projects in more locatior
throughout the state. Providing equitable access to Surface TratgwoProgram funds for poorer communities is also a concern. Therefore, the
maximum local (nofiederal funds) share is capped at 50 percent. And the maximum points given to this prioritizing criterion are sutigienfiyrd
projects that scoreell on the remaining prioritizing criteria.

6. Projects with components which have already been funded and/or implemented from other funding sources, especially projectsifbich proposed
surface transportation projects would complete a larger project, conept, 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 elementseviihaBspiatation Program
funds would provide additional benefits to funded projects.

7. Projectsthat have already gone through a statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting process (Question 8points
In some cases, the proposed project has already been included in the list of priorities for the locality, region, erlibewstst notompleted due to
funding limitations. There appears to be a number of very good projects that have gone through one or more of theséyroessse unfunded or

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

6. Projects whichdemonstrate a regional impact including tourism and economic developmer{Question 5)20 points
Surface Transportation Program funds are federal funds. The amount of funds is limited and is probably not suffictepragedis in everyolcal
community. For example, priority will be given to projects that benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or catetgcognized as being of

regional or interregional significance.

11
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Project development status, at time of applicationwith 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 establghE#AL The precise
process a project must follow varies. For example, a project to develop a plan may merely have to follow the consitemps®iess, whereas a
major project, entailing extensive land acquisition and significant environmental impegstentail a number of steps including the writing of a federal
environmental impact statement and holding numerous public meetings and hearings. Projects, which have reached slestessseimmihe
development process appropriate for the projeittbe awarded points based on how far in the process they have been developed. The farther a proj
has been developed, the more certain is its implementation and the more reliable is its estimated cost.

Right of way acquired? =1

Environmental assesamt completed/approved? 1

Project design completed? =1

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

Project Federal Functional Classification (Question 9)10 points
Local= 2.5
Collector= 5.0
Minor Arterial = 7.5
Major Arterial = 10.0

12
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10. Project lowa Department of Transportation Sufficiency Rating(s) and Volume to Capacity Ratio(s) (Question 1a)8 poirts

Sufficiency Rating Volume to Capacity Ratio
1007 86 =1 0.107 0.39=3.5
851 71=2 0.401 0.69=7.0
707 56 =3 0.701 0.99 =10.5
55 & below = 4 1.00+ =14

11. Projed Accident Rate(Question 11) 8 points
.01-.50=2
.51-1.00=4
1.01-2.00=6
2.01+=8

13
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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTSI QUALIFYING CRITERIA
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equityi A&stlLegacy for Users (SAFEHA-LU) requires transportation enhancement activities

be a part of the Surface Transportation Program ( ST Ppmmed fordranspbreation a t
enhancement acti viti e sotal allodaiioh forytranppertatioe enbhancenfients ihtargeted ta theentetsopolitan planning organizations
(MPOs) and regional planning affiliations (RPAS) for their prioritization and programming. The remaining 50 percenpmofiitieed and programmed

by theState Department of Transportatimn 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 difie following
categories:
- facilities for pedesians 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 fgcilitie
- landscaping and other scenic beautification;
- historic preservation;
- rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures or facilities, including historic railrlithesfaod canals;
- establishment of transportation museums;
- preservation of abandoned railway corridors, including the conversion and use of those corridors for pedestrian agilsicycle tr
- control and removal of outdoor advertising;
- archaeological planning and research; and/or
- environmental mitigation to addressiter pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehideised wildlife mortality while maintaining

habitat connectivity.
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2. Projects must have an assured match (heRHWA 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 ageheytjies) @it
the application indicates a necessary level of support by the applicant agency(ies) to immediately procéed pnijlect development and
implementation. Applicant agency(ies) may apply funds from other federal agencies and the value of other contributiersadagdto the
nonFHWA share of the costs of the project to carry out a transportation enhancetidgtt. aUp to 100% of an individual project may be

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

encouraged.

3. Projects must be submitted through/by counies or incorporated cities.
All SAFETEA-LU federal funds received by the State of Io\@@ate of Nebraska or State of South Dakuaithbe received and disbursed by the

lowa Department of Transportation (lowa DQTe Nebraska Department of Roads (NDOR}he South Dakota DOT (South Dakota DOT)
With SAFETEALU, projects within smaller cities and towns may now be eligible for federal aid. Transportation enhancement fundslaee avail
as a reimbursement program administered by the Federal Highway Attation (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 gty will adequately maintain the completed project and not

change the rightof-way use.
The lowa Department of Transportation requires that a governmental entity agrees to operate and maintain facilities tfuridderaki

transportation enhancement fiesnfbr twenty (20) years and not change the use of any-afghiy acquired without prior approval of from the

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

SAFETEALU requires that transportation enhancement ptsjee related to transportation. The FHWA fact sheet providing guidance states:
ATransportation e n h an c e mrelatdd sactivitidsEthat aser desigrted ® nssepgihert the cukdural, aesthetic, and
environment al a s p e entodal trarfsportatiore syském.t iThe ntrdnsportatiort enhancements program provides for the
implementation of a variety of ndaraditional projects, with examples ranging from the restoration of historic transportation facilities, to bike

and pedestrian factiies, to landscaping and scenic beautification, and to the mitigation of water pollution from highway rainoff

6. Projects which are part of a transportation project mitigation are not eligible.
SAFETEALU requires that the transportation enhancement funtisonbe used to implement mitigation of the adverse impacts associated with
implementation of other transportation projects. The origin of transportation environmental enhancement is the FHWA datwirBoficy
Statement issued in 1990. It stat@sevitonmental enhancement means going beyond mere mitigation to use all practicable measures to
har moni ously fit any proposed. .. project into ThehRHWA hbh$ emplasized thato mmu n i
enhancement is not rigation. 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 lawsebgélaofor
transportation enhancement funding. With this int eofpfroetwaaulodn ,b et hlei

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 followingen criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant with the amount of weight given in th®m@pplica

review. Each priority is directlgelated to questions on the application.

1. The degree to which the proposed project fulfills the intent of SAFETEALU 5 points
It is important to implement quality projects. Relative to the SAFETLBAquality is defined by the declaration of policy inabadin the act:
AfTo develop a National I nter modal Transportation Sy sdurdationt hat
for the Nation to compete in the global economy, and will move people and goods in an energy effinientrmard
The SAFETEALU links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preserving community quality and protecting theeatviron

Transportation enhancement projects should provide leadership by example for this new direction imdedpoatation policy.

2. Projects which qualify in two or more of the twelve categories of transportation enhancements identified in the SAFETHAJ process5 points
There are twelve eligible categories identified for transportation enhancements in th€E3EH. With limited funding available, it is in the

regiondés best interest to give some funding priority to projects

3. Projects with an assured match (norFHWA funds) in excess of 20 percent0 points
A number of ageries in lowa currently solicit, prioritize, and select transportation enhancement type projects. The demand for transportatio
enhancement funds far exceeds the amount made available to lowa. Providing a modest incentive for the applicant tmexcgédsihe
minimum 20 percent required match (FBHWA 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@dsn. a&mmd 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 funtdy sources, especially projects for which
proposed transportation enhancements would complete a larger project, concept, or plarpoints

Theremay be a number of larger projects that are missing a key or final element. Funding these missing elenramspoitation enhancement
funds would provide additional benefits to funded projects.

5. Projects that have already gone through statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting proceSsoints
There are a number of processes in lowa that have solipitedtized, 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 remamumdferideded
because of limitationsrothe availability of funding in these programs.

6. Projects which demonstrate a regional impact including tourism and economic developmeB0 points
Transportation enhancement funds are federal funds. The amount of funds is limited and is probabigiant sufiund all projects submitted.
For example, priority will be given to projects that benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or county, or arzedeasdoeing of

regional or interregional significance. It is suggested to the appligemicg(ies) that projects with statewide impact and benefit should apply
directly to lowa DOT for Statewide Transportation Enhancement Project Funding.

7. Status of Land Acquisition5 points

The status of land acquisition (if applicable) will be evaluateddyas the progression of acquisition.

8. Facility Category 25 points

All projects funded with Transportation enhancement funds will be assessed according to how the proposed facilithétsammunity and
region. Five different criteria will be ekated:

Connectiori 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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Extensioni Is this an extension of an existing facility?
Upgradei Is this project an upgrade &n existing facility?

Combinationi 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 process requirements appropriate to the
proposed project10 points
All projects funded with federal funds administered by the FHWA are required to be processed following rules establish&HWAL The
precise process a project must follow varies. Fomgke, 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 nurpiseinolugiag the
writing of a federaknvironmental 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 prbessdbdlea

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

The purpose of a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is to seive @ganized structure of information on improvements to be made in the
Metropolitan Planning Area to transportation. The Transportation Improvement Program is updated annually with the fexagpdetimg the plan with
amendments to the document. eTibllowing 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 amie¢docgbme of
these organizations includmut 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 websitg: dtvww.simpco.org/transportation/publications.htr@opies

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 meetimgiseocurrent plan.

¢ Once the entire Transportation Improvement Program is established, the SIMPCO MPO will open ugathedrBment period and will hokl
public input meetindor the public to discuss opinions about the document. The Transportatioovémpgent 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 bb@sepmhring 16ay
comment period that gives the public time to review the docuroethtef and contact staff with suggestions/concerns via mail, email, telephone,
fax, or in person.

¢ The adoption of the document will be held after theda$ comment period has commenced. The adoption of the Transportation Improvement
Program takes plac a regularly scheduled MPO meeting usually in the month of July.

+ After the documerdts adoption, copies can be found on the SIMPCO websipe//www.simpco.org/transportation/publiaais.htmland hard

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

MPO-29 / SIMPCO
2011 - 2014 Transportation Improvement Program

Length j i Programmed Amounts PA:Co:SEQ
FHWA # PA ID #
Funding Program Sec:Twnshp:Range FY12 | FYI3 | FY14 |STIPID #
[TTSTP - Surface Transportation Program St Inclusion in this list DOES NOT guarantee Federal Aid Eligibility
Region Wide - 00
6821 RGPL--PA29(UDS)--ST-00 Project Total $260  $260 $260  $260 29:0:186
MPO-29/SIMPCO  SIMPCO :URBAN DESIGN STANDARDS - Federal Aid $8 $8 $8 $8
TIP Approved Trans Planning Regional FA $8 $8 $8 $8 -
1317 RGPL-SIMPCO(PMS)--ST-00 Project Total $300 $300 $300 $300 29:0:42
, SIMPCO :SIMPCO PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM :
MPO-29 / SIMPCO IMPLEMENTATION - Federal Aid $9 $9 $9 $9
TIP Approved Trans Planning Regional FA $9 $9 $9 $9 -
Woodbury County - 97
19963 STP-U-6890()--70-97 Project Total - $500 - - 97:XX
Sergeant Bluff South Lewis Blvd:South Lewis Blvd at Warrior Rd Intersection - Federal Aid - $325 - -
TIP Approved Grade and Pave Regional FA - $325 - - -
18703 STP-U-7057()--70-97 Project Total $600 - - - :97:243
Sioux City Regional Rail Study:Sioux City Regional Rail Study - Federal Aid $440 - - -
TIP Approved Planning Study Regional FA $440 - - - -
19251 STP-U-7057()--70-97 Project Total - - - $475 97:XX
Sioux City Riverside Blvd/War Eagle Drive:Intersection - Federal Aid - - - $275
TIP Approved Traffic Signals, Pavement Widening Regional FA - - - $275 -
19168 STP-U-7057(668)--70-97 DOT Letting: Nov/16/2010 1.77 Mi Project Total $1500 - - - 97:XX
Sioux City W 19TH ST:Casselman to Riverside Blvd - Federal Aid $1200 - - -
TIP Approved Pavement Rehab 0:0:0 Regional FA $1200 - - - -
19169 STP-U-7057(669)--70-97 DOT Letting: Nov/16/2010 0.83 Mi Project Total $809 - - - 97:XX
Sioux City W VILLA AVE:Panoah to John St - Federal Aid $647 - - -
TIP Approved Pave 0:0:0 Regional FA $647 - - - -
19072 STP-S-C097(110)--5E-97 3.807 Mi Project Total - - - $809 97:XX
Woodbury CRD K45:Near NE Cor. 21-87-47 to SCL Sergeant Bluff, IA - Federal Aid - - - $448
TIP Approved Pavement Rehab, Patching Regional FA - - - $448 -

(3] HBP - Highw ridge Program Inclusion in this list DC ral Aid

Woodbury County - 97
14797 BRM-7057(650)--8N-97 DOT Letting: Dec/21/2010 Project Total $1502 - - - 29:97:202
Sioux City Kings Highway:Over Perry Creek 010700 Federal Aid $1000 - - --
TIP Approved Bridge Replacement Regional FA o o o - el
DOT Note: Only PE authorized in FY07
13185 BROS-7057(645)--8J-97 DOT Letting: Feb/16/2010 Project Total $1300 - - - 29:97:165
Sioux City Bluff Street:Over Perry Creek 010780 Federal Aid $1000 - - -
TIP Approved Bridge Replacement Regional FA = = e bl by

DOT Note: PE and CE authorized
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