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| NTRODUCTION

The Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO), as the Siouxland Regional Transportation PEsuuiagigh (SRTPA),

has developed @ransportation Improvement Program (TIP) f or t he Regi onal Pl anning Affiliation
40) consi st i begMarsahdChelokee, towa andethe coarfties of Cherokee, Ida, Monona, PlymoutWaaatbury,lowa. This TIP

was put together under the direction of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Fédanait Administration ETA), and thelowa

Departmat of Transportdon (lowa DOT),as a requirement of th®afe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation EquityiAat

Legacy for Users (SAFETEAU). SAFETEALU was signed by the President Aogust 10, 2005 SAFETEALU provides federal funding

authorizationgor the highway network, highway safety, alternativedesand mass transp@ation through Fiscal Year 2009

It is the purpose of thERTPA Transportatiormprovemenfrogram FY2011-2014 to provide all citizns of Region 4, the FHWA, FTA and
lowa DOTwith the SRTPA multimodal and intermodal transportatioprovementgor thefiscal yeas 2011 through2014.

Preparation of th&IP consisted of compiling background information provided through the U.S. Cen8u$OT, lowa DOTand other named
sources. The SRTPA was responsible for the preparation ofiisvith guidance given by local and countyioiils, the SRTPA Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC), Policy Board, and through citizen input. The purpos&#f & to serveas an organized structure of information
on improvementsiddressinghe future needs, goals, and objective®Region 4 from a planning perspective. ThI® is project specific and a

programming document.

The information contained in the following pages will provide a better understanding Bethien 4transportatiometwork improvements and a
vision of the transpation network in the year 2@1 The A Vdewlopednudilizingcarsent transportation heork characteristics,
current and projected social, physical, environmental, and ecoalochi@racteristics, as well as various local and county citizen participation,
and local official involvement. Several local and regional meetings and a publincheamie held throughout the development of SRTPA
Transportation ImprovementProgram FY 2011-2014 in order to encourage and receive a diversityirdormation and participatian

1
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PLANNING FACTORS

SAFETEALU continues previous planning requirements by specifgightfactors that must be considered in the development of transportation
plans and programs. The factors are formulated ssesathe policy goals of SAFETHAU, reinforce the link between poligpoals and

planning, and establish broader relationships between transportation planning and other planning activities, such, agdant msmagement,
and air quality compliance. They are also intended to expand the role of transportation placifitatg 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 compettiyeodsctivity, and efficiency;

2. Increase th safety of the transportation system fottonzed and nommotorized users;

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized ardatorized users;

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people aneifgintf

5. Protct and enhance the environment, promote energy consernatid 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 connetyiof the transportation system, across and batvmeedes, for people and freight;

7. Promote efficient system managemh and operation, and;

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existiagsportatiorsystem

2
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STATUS OF PREVIOUSLY PROGRAMMED

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

FY 2010PROJECTS

Table I Federal Highway Administration Element

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

ENH  Hoistein 14489| 351 |STP-E-3515(603)--8V-47 Community Walking/Bike Trail: Rec C|Ped/Bike Grade & Pave Submitted 8/17/2010|DOT Letting: Aug/17/201
ENH Holstein 14489| 351 |STP-E-3515(603)--8V-47 Community Walking/Bike Trail: Rec C{Ped/Bike Grade & Pave FHWA Approved 8/17/2010|DOT Letting: Aug/17/201!
ENH IADNR 14976| 688 |STP-ES-0625(602)--81-67 Lewis & Clark Keel Boat: Interpretive {Miscellaneous FHWA Approved 11/17/2009|Has been let

HBP pot-pos-rra04| 13773 -- BHF-()--2L-18 US 59: CC RR 0.5 MILE SOUTH OFCHWork Not Assigned FHWA Approved

HBH bor-pos-rpa0a| 18517 564 |BHF-()--2L-67 1-29: CLEGHORN CREEK 4.4 MILES 9Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBH pot-pos-rPa04| 18518 565 [BHF-()--2L-67 1-29: ROBINSON DITCH 3.1 MILES S(Bridge Replacement FHWA Approveq

HBH bor-pos-rPa04| 13794 -- BHF-()--2L-75 US 75: STREAM 1.3 MILES NORTH O|Work Not Assigned FHWA Approved

HBH pot-pos-rPA04| 13796 -- BHF-()--2L-75 US 75: DITCH 0.5 MILE NORTH OF HIBTi@j)¢ Replacement, Right of Way |FHWA Approved

HBP Ida CRD 18159| 519 |BHOS-C047(L-10I(1)--89-4f/Amendment |DODGE AVE: Over small stream off o|Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBH pot-pos-rPaos| 13784 190 [BRF-29()--38-67 1-29: CLEGHORN CREEK 4.4 MILES gBridge Replacement FHWA Approveq

HBP  cherokee 18741 635 |BROS-1272(618)--8J-18 W BIRCH ST: Bridge over Goat Creek|Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBP ida CRD 14759 171 |BROS-C047()--5F-47 L-51 ( Dodge Ave): L-51 Dodge Ave. (Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBHR  dacrp 10924 81 |BROS-C047(47)--5F-47 M-25: SW cnr Sec 5-87-39 Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 1/19/2011|DOT Letting: Jan/19/2011
HBH Ida CRD 10924 81 BROS-C047(47)--5F-47 M-25: SW cnr Sec 5-87-39 Bridge Replacement Submitted 1/19/2011|DOT Letting: Jan/19/2011
HBP wmononacrp | 18024 776 |BROS-C067(68)--8J-67 TULIP AVE: Over Solider River Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 7/20/2010|DOT Letting: Jul/20/2010
HBP piymouthcro | 12742 91 |BROS-C075(123)--8J-75 280th St.: Over Big Whiskey Creek Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 3/16/2010|Has been let

HBH piymouthcro | 12735| 538 |BROS-C075(124)--5F-75 C-16: Over North Branch of Kettle Cregidge Replacement FHWA Approved 3/16/2010|Has been let

HBH piymouthcro | 12764 92 |BROS-C075(128)--8J-75 150th St.: Over Whiskey Creek Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 3/15/2011|DOT Letting: Mar/15/2011
HBH pymouncro [ 2002 540 |BROS-C075(40)--5F-75 C-16: OVER FLOYD RIVER ON NOR'Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 1/20/2010|Has been let

HBH pPiymouthcro | 266 539 |BROS-CO075(85)--83-75 160th St.: OVER FLOYD RIVER to SE{Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 10/19/2010|DOT Letting: Oct/19/2010
HBP woodburycro | 8879 308 |BROS-C097(100)--8J-97 Hancock Ave.: 180th Street to 190th S{Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 10/19/2010|DOT Letting: Oct/19/201Q
HBH woodburycro | 16569| 365 |BROS-C097(102)--5F-97 Knox Ave.: Over Wolf Creek Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 9/21/2010|DOT Letting: Sep/21/201
HBP woodburycro | 12785 370 |BROS-C097(104)--8J-97 180th Street: Buchanan Ave. to CharlgBridge Replacement FHWA Approved 11/16/2010|DOT Letting: Nov/16/201
HBP woodburycro | 8917 373 |BROS-C097(106)--8J-97 D-54: D54 South 1 Mile to 307th Street|Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 5/18/2010|DOT Letting: May/18/201
HBP woodbuycro | 12774 391 |BROS-C097(93)--8J-97 Glen Ellen Road: EIk Creek Road to 1|Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 11/16/2010|DOT Letting: Nov/16/201
HBP woodbuycro | 12786 387 |BROS-C097(94)--8J-97 County Home Road: Buchanan Ave. t{Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 6/15/2010|DOT Letting: Jun/15/201(
HBH woodburycro | 10138| 309 |BROS-C097(99)--5F-97 D-38: Michigan Ave to O'Brien Ave. |Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 11/16/2010|DOT Letting: Nov/16/201
HBH Ida CRD 14783 207 |BRS-C047()--60-47 M-27: 1000' North 320th Street Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBP Ida CRD 14790| 208 |BRS-C047()--60-47 M27: Bridge on Orchard Ave 300" Sout|Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBP Ida CRD 14752 209 |BRS-C047()--60-47 110 th Street: 1400' North SW Cor. 22-{Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved

HBP woodburycro | 16570 643 |BRS-C097(101)--60-97 D-38: Hancock Ave. to Ida Ave. Bridge Replacement FHWA Approved 6/15/2010|DOT Letting: Jun/15/201(
HBP woodburycro | 12830 366 |BRS-C097(103)--60-97 D-38: Bronson Blacktop to Eastland AyBridge Replacement FHWA Approved 1/19/2011|DOT Letting: Jan/19/2011]
JOB piymouthcro [ 10661| 588 |JFM-C075(126)--6R-75 C-38: K-64 to Cherokee County Line |Pavement Rehab FHWA Approved 10/19/2010|Canceled
NHSpor-pos-rra04| 18513 722 |NHS-020-2(70)--11-47 Amendment |US 20: EASTJCT US 59 TO IA 110 Pavement Rehab FHWA Approved

STH RPA-04 218 7 RGPL-PA04(RTP)--ST-00 SIMPCO - RPA 4 : RPA 4 FHWA PLANN&NSPlanning FHWA Approved

STH rra-0s 6598 673 [RGPL-PA04(UDS)--ST-00 SIMPCO - RPA 4 : URBAN STANDARTrans Planning FHWA Approveq

STHoot-pos-rrA04| 18511 -- STP-()--2C-18 Amendment |IA 3: 1A 7TO WEST OF CO RD M-31 [Work Not Assigned FHWA Approved

STHopot-pos-rPa04| 18512 -- STP-()--2C-18 Amendment  |US 59: 3.5 MILES NORTH OF CHERON¥i#K Not Assigned FHWA Approveq

STHoot-poz-RPA04| 18524 -- STP-()--2C-75 Amendment |IA 140: 6.5 MILES NORTH OF KINGSI¥rk Not Assigned FHWA Approved

STHoot-pos-RrPA04| 18526| 566 |STP-()--2C-97 Amendment |IA 31: IA 141 TO SOUTH JCT CO RD [|Work Not Assigned FHWA Approved

STHpot-pos-rPa04| 16900 -- STP-141-2(41)--2C-67 IA 141: WOODBURY CO TO MAPLET{Grading FHWA Approveq

STH cherokeecrp | 14780 172 |STP-S-C018(55)--5E-18 C38: L-51 to Cherokee City Limits Pavement Rehab/Widen , Granular SHFHWA Approved 4/20/2010(Has been let

STH  wacrp 14781| 206 |STP-S-C047(46)--5E-47 M-25: Hyway 20 to Hyway 175 Pavement Rehab FHWA Approved 2/16/2010|Has been let

STH Ida CRD 14781 206 |STP-S-C047(46)--5E-47 M-25: Hyway 20 to Hyway 175 Pavement Rehab TIP Approved 2/16/2010[Has been let

STH  temars 16036| 261 |STP-U-4257(624)--70-75 Old US 75: lowa 3 to Floyd River BridgPavement Rehab FHWA Approved 5/18/2010|DOT Letting: May/18/201

3
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Table 2 Federal Transit Administration Element FY 2010 Projects
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Fund Type Recipient Project Description Vehicle ID Project Status
531YSTA SIMPCO General Completed
Operations/Maintenance
Administration
ARRA/STP SRTS One 1760 L 585 Completed
5309 SRTS Four 1760 L 205,425,570,340 205, 570, 340 moved to
surveillance cameras FY 2011; 425 complete;
5316 SRTS New Freedoms discontinued
capital/operating
improvements
4
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TRANSPORTATION NETWORK | MPROVEMENTS

The transportation network improvements within the boundary of Region 4 will consist of a multimodal network which nmestdsfzand demands of the
citizens residing throughout the region and state. The multimodal transportation network will coasisiriodn and rural highway system which provides

for safe and efficient transportation of people, goods, and services throughout Region 4. Combined with the highwayl systa@roomplex multimodal
network of transit services; freight movement servisgsh as air, rail, and trucking; as well as enhancement facilities such as bicycle and pedestrian trails.

Region 4 will continue to have the access to Amtrak passenger rail services in nearby Omaha, keeping the enhanceiditrapppottaities.

TheMet ropolitan Planning Areab6s population wil/l l i kel y .sRegitnidlhaszseen by t h
population increases prior to 2000. The network will be planned and programmed, given the financiahtsopktcad upon Region 4, to meet the growing
needs and demands of the citizens which will be utilizing the facilities and services, making up the Region 4 transpzivi@tibn TheSRTPA

Transportation Improvement Program 2911-2014 provides for theeneral health, safety, and well being of the citizeriRegjion 4

FY 2011Siouxland Regionalransit System capital purchases will tota#$,000with $456,1800f federal participation.

The intent of theSRTPATransportation Improvement Program F2011-2014 is to enable Region ® create a multimodal and intermodal network that
encourages and provides the distribution of people, goods, and services thr&ggiontdand to points beyond the Sioux City Metropolitan Planning Area
boundaries. In dog so, theRegional Planning Arewill meet international, national, state, and local transportation objecfillgzojects are programmed
using year of expenditure (YOE) dollars per the requirements of SAFETEA

5
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SCHEDULE FOR _SOLICITATION OF PROJECT APPLICATIONS AND EVALUATION

e Septembef6,2009 - TAC makes recommendation to Policy Board for application deadlines. Policy Board sets dates accordingly

e December 1, 200 i SIMPCO staff sends out Surface Transportation Program (STP) and TE appidaticounty engineers, member cities, and

other interested parties via the public participation list. Applications are also available via email and on the SIMRE Qwwebsimpco.org
e January 2, 2010 - STP and TE Application Deadline
e January 8 - March16, 2010 - Project evaluation by SIMPCO staff.

e March 17 2010- Project presentations by applicants. Project recommendation to Policy Board by TAC.
e March 18 20107 Project selection and approval Bglicy Board

e June4, 2010- Draft TIP available on SIMPCO website and public comment period begins.

e June 15, 2007 DRAFT TIP to TTC and Policy Board and to lowa DOT.

e June 2, 20107 Public Input Meeting

e July1, 201G Final TIP to Policy Board for approval
e July 15, 2007 Final TIP sent to lowa Department of Transportation

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS T QUALIFYING CRITERIA

1. To be eligible as a Surface Transportation Program activity, any project or area served liie 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 busni@sor facilities;

- highway and transit safety programs;

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

6
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- capital and operating costs for traffic management and control;
- fringe and corridoparking 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 (nefederal funds) match of at least 20 percent of the estimated total cost of the proposed project.
The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportafiuity Acti A Legacy for Users (SAFETEAU) requires a noffiederal match of at least
20 percent of project costs. Assurance of this required local match by the proposer at the time of the applicatioa imebesteay level of support

by the proposeto immediately proceed with the project development and implementation.

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 disbursed by the lowa Dapafriinansportation (lowa DOT).
With SAFETEALU, 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 AdnonigiFBfWA). Reimbursement will be received from federal
highway funds for the federal portion (up to 80 percent of total expenditures) of those expenditures for the phtijagiplications of STP funds

by cities of less than 5,000 population, shall lensitted to the respective County Board of Supervisors for review and approval.

7
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4. Projects/project bundles must have a minimum estimated total cost of $25,000.

Project proposers can

Abundl ed pr o]

ects

t coocgresiteh @sing jdinbd powees egreenehts fer mi n i

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 thaiay be used by States and localities for projects on any Fedetsighway, including the National Highway System

(NHS), bridge projects on any public road, transit capital projects, and intracity and intercity bus terminals and fagiglesntsshould refer to the

Feder al Functional Classification map

avai l

Department of Transportation Northwest lowa Transportation Center in SioutoGitgckeligibility

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTSI QUALIFYING CRITERIA

abl

e

at ng Goeancilcoffiae,rahdythe owag i ne e r

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation EquityiA&tLegacy for Users (SAFETEAU) requires transportation enhancement activities

be a part of the SurfacEr anspor tati on

enhancement activities.

Program (STP)
Fifty percent

and

of

that at | east 10 percent

t he

s t a trepodli|an @aoning drgarazatibns c at i o

(MPOs) and regional planning affiliations (RPAs) for their prioritization and programming. The remaining 50 percenpraliitteed and programmed by

the lowa Department of Transportation for projects of statewide signiicanc

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

categories:

facilities for pedestrians or bicycles;

provision of safety and educational activities f@destrians 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;

8
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- historic preservation;
- rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures or facilities, including historic railrli@esfaod canals;
- establishment of transportation museums;
- preservation of abandoned railway corridors, including the converstbose 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 ehisked wildlifemortality while maintaining habitat
connectivity.
Projects must have an assured match (neRHWA funds) of at least 20 percent of the estimated total cost of the proposed project.

SAFETEALU requires a match of a least 20 percent of project costs. Assuoéthis 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 prajpotede\aid
implementation. Applicant agency(ies) may lgdpnds from other federal agencies and the value of other contributions may be credited te the non
FHWA share of the costs of the project to carry out a transportation enhancement activity. Up to 100% of an individiuagyrbje financed with

federd funds. Use of qualified youth conservation or service corps to perform appropriate transportation enhancementseetivgigmnged.

Projects must be submitted through/by counties or incorporated cities.
All SAFETEA-LU federal funds received by ttgtate of lowa will be received and disbursed by the lowa Department of Transportation (lowa DOT).
With SAFETEALU, projects within smaller cities and towns may now be eligible for federal aid. Transportation enhancement fundalaecasvail
a reimbursment 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.

Applicant agency(ie$ must provide written assurance that a governmental entity will adequately maintain the completed project and not change
the right-of-way use.

The lowa Department of Transportation requires that a governmental entity agrees to operate and mainégrfuiadaid with federal transportation

9
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enhancement funds for twenty (20) years and not change the use of afof-viglyt acquired without prior approval of from the lowa DOT and the
FHWA.

5. Projects must demonstrate a relationship to transportation.

SAFETEALU requires that transportation enhancement projects be related to transportation. The FHWA fact sheet providing gteédance st
ATransportation e n h anc e melatéds actiitiesE that area desighed don srengthenh ahe icutmsaisthetic, and
environment al aspects of t he Nati onos i ntermodal transpadhet ati on
implementation of a variety of ndraditional projects, with examples ranging from the restoration of histweinsportation facilities, to bike

and pedestrian facilities, to landscaping and scenic beautification, and to the mitigation of water pollution from higtoffaycru

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 impaasiafsociate
implementation of other transportation projects. The origin of transportation environmental enhancement is the FirtMiddital Policy
Statement issued in 1990. ltstae nvi r onment al enhancement means going beyond mere mi
harmoniously fit any proposed... project into the adjacent communities and natural environmentst #as€hedFHWA has emphasized that
enhancement is not mitigation. Environmental measures conducted as routine or customary elements of transportatirihpsgptsvided to
mitigate project impacts in compliance with the requirements of envirdainaistorical preservation, or other laws are not eligible for
transportation enhancement funding. With this intedfgretwatuil anbet heén

facilities and programs that are in adlitto current requirements and procedures for mitigation.

10
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TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS - PRIORITY_CRITERIA

Each of the following seven criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant agencyg@esamdurtof 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 the SAFETEA.U 10 points
It is important to implement quality projects. Relatio the SAFETEA.U, quality is defined by the declaration of policy included in the act:
AfiTo develop a National Il nter modal Transportation Sy s towndatioh forathe i s e c
Nationto competeinhe gl obal economy, and wil/ move people and goods in an e
The SAFETEALU links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preserving community quality and protecting theeahviron
Transportatiorenhancement 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 SAFETHAJ process 10 poirts
There are twelve eligible categories identified for transportation enhancements in the SAEETBEAith limited funding available, it is in the

regionbés best interest to give some funding priority to projects th;

3. Projects with an assured match (norFHWA funds) in excess of 20 percentlO points
A number of agencies in lowa currently solicit, prioritize, and select transportation enhancement type projects. Théodéraasgdortation
enhancement funds far exceeds #mount made available to lowa. Providing a modest incentive for the applicant agency(ies) to exceed the
minimum 20 percent required match (ABHWA funds) would enable leveraging implementation of more projects in more locations throughout the
state. Preiding equitable access to transportation enhancement funds for poorer communities is also a concern. And the maxigivengdoints

this prioritizing criterion are sufficiently low to fund projects that score well on the remaining prioritizing criteria.
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Projects with components which have already been funded and/or implemented from other funding sources, especially projects vitnich
proposed transportation enhancements would complete a larger project, concept, or plampoints
There may be a numbef larger projects that are missing a key or final element. Funding these missing elements with transportation enhamtement fu

would provide additional benefits to funded projects.

Projects that have already gone through a statewide, regional, and/ordal priority setting process 5 points
There are a number of processes in lowa that have solicited, prioritized, and selected transportation enhancementdyjoe ardgaade or more.
There appears to be a number of very good projects that havelgongh one or more of these processes but remain unfunded or underfunded

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

Projects which demonstrate more than a local impact or benefind tourism and economic development potential0 points

Transportation enhancement funds are federal funds. The amount of funds is limited and is probably not sufficient farédjeatsasubmitted. For
example, priority will be given to projectlat benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or county, or are recognized as being of regional or
interregional significance Priority will also be given to those projects that enhance tourism and economic development pdtésitsalggested to
the applicant agency(ies) that projects with statewide impact and benefit should apply directly to lowa DOT for Statewjurtdtian

Enhancement Project Funding.

Status of Land Acquisition5 points

The status of land acquisition (if applicable) wid bvaluated based on the progression of acquisition.

Facility Category 25 points
All projects funded with transportation enhancement funds will be assessed according to poypdised facility fits into the community and region.
Five different criteriawill be evaluated:

Connectiori Does the project connect with an existing facility, proposed facility, or area of interest?
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Development Is this a brand new development?
Extensioni Is this an extension of an existing facility?
Upgradei Is this projecto upgrade an exisiting facility?

Combinationi Two ormore of the above criteria

9. Project development status, at time of application, with regards to the federal and other processing requirements appropriatethe proposed
project 10 points
All projectsfunded with federal funds administered by the FHWA are required to be processed following rules established by the FHWé&isd he
process a project must follow varies. For example, a project to develop a plan may merely have to follow the cabsciiamtprocess, whereas a
major project entailing extensive land acquisition and significant environmental impacts may entail a number of stepstimehvdting of a federal
environmental impact statement and holding numerous public meetings antighe 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 peén daecfarther a

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

PuBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The Transportation Improvement Program is updated annually with the exception for updating the plan with amendmentaitoethie dde
following is ageneralguideline process for the Transportation ImprovemeogiRam
+ During the draft dvelopmenphasethe SRTPAstaff develops a document with the input from interested state and local parties. Some of
theseorganizationsnclude but arenot restrictel to, concerned citizens, natural resources agerait#tgyal/historic agencieshe media,
and numerous others.

¢+ Once a draft is develope@RTPA staff posts it ornthe SIMPCOwebsiteat http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html

Copies of the draft are also available at the SIMPCO office, local city halls and county courthouses
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The SRTPANforms the local media about informational meetings on the current plan

Oncethe enire Transportation Improvement Prograsnestablishedthe SIMPCO SRTPAwill open up the 15 day comment period and
will hold an open house for the public to discuss opinions about the document. The Transportation Improggraenvi? be once
again updted onthe website and there will be copiestime SIMPCOoffice, local city halls and county courthouseBhere will be an
open house during the 15 day comment period ¢hags the public time to review the document further and corstatt with
suggetions/concerns via mail, email, telephone, fax, or in person.

The adoption of the documeniill be held after the 15 dayommmentperiod has commenced. The adoption of the Transportation
Improvement Rogramtakes place at a regularly scheduBRITPAmeeing.

After the documerdts adoption, copies can be fouad the SIMPCO websitat http://www.simpco.org/transportation/publications.html

and hard copies can be found at the SIMPCOaffmcal city halls and county courthouses.
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RPA-04
2011 - 2014 Transportation Improvement Program
Length Project Funding Programmed Amounts PA:Co:SEQ
FHWA # PAID #

Funding Program Sec: Twnshp:Range FYRR| FY13| Fy14 [STIPID #

A

Region Wide - 00

218 RGPL-PAO4(RTP)--ST-00 Project Total $49 851 $52 $56 4:0:26
RPA-04 SIMPCO - RPA 4 RPA 4 FHWA PLANNING - Federal Aid $39  $41 $42 $43
TIP Approved Trans Planning Regional FA $39 %41 $42 $43 -
6598 RGPL-PA04(UDS)--ST-00 Project Total $5 $5 $5 $5 4:0:160
RPA-04 SIMPCO - RPA 4 .URBAN STANDARDS DESIGN MANUAL - Federal Aid $4 $4 $4 $4
TIP Approved Trans Planning Regional FA $4 $4 $4 $4 -
17007 RGTR-PA04(3 Bus)--ST-00 Project Total - $235 - - 4:0:388
RPA-04 Regional Transit:3 176" LD Buses with surveillance cameras - Federal Aid - $188 - -
TIP Approved Transit Investments Regional FA - $188 - - -
PA Note: 187,200 Federal participation
18710 STP-U-PA04()--70-0 Project Total = = iss1 = 0:418
RPA-04 Siouxland Regional Transit System:One 176" LD Bus with surveillance cameras - Federal Aid - - $65 -
TIP Approved Transit Investments Regional FA - - $65 - -

PA Note: Total cost $81,250 FA = $65,000
Cherokee County - 18

18714 STP-U-1272()--70-18 Project Total - $260 - - 18:54
Cherokee N. 11th Street:W. Cedar St to W. Bluff Street - Federal Aid - %208 - -
TIP Approved Grade and Pave Regional FA - $208 - - -
16990 STP-U-1272(Lake)--70-18 0.5 Mi Project Total - $473 - - 4:18:45
Cherokee Lake Street:US Highway 59 - Federal Aid - $330 - -
TIP Approved Pavement Rehab Regional FA - $330 - - -
19745 STP-3()--2C-18 27 Project Total $1031 - - - 4:18:56
DOT-D03-RPA04 1A 3:US 59 TO CO RD C-38 - Federal Aid $825 - - -
TIP Approved Pavement Rehab Regional FA - - - - -
Ida County - 47
19314 STP-S-C047()--5E-47 9.75 Mi Project Total - -- - $2194 47:XX
Ida CRD M-31:Hwy 175 to Hwy 20 - Federal Aid - - - $1094
TIP Approved Grade and Pave 12:87:39 Regional FA - - - $1094 -
Monona County - 67
16724 STP-S-C067(E34)--5E-67 10.51 Mi Project Total - - - $4550 4:67:60
Monona CRD E34:Jct. with Hwy 141 to Jet. with Hwy 175 - Federal Aid - - - $2200
TIP Approved Pavement Rehab, Pave 19:84:43 Regional FA - - - $2200 -
Plymouth County - 75
18719 STP-U-4257()--70-75 Project Total - - $300 - :75:166
Lincoln/Lake Ave. SW:Widening Turn Lanes at 4th St. SW; 6th ST. SW; 12th St. A o . 4 B
Shiare SW; 21st St SW, 24th ST. SW; 18th St. SW Feferd d 3240
TIP Approved Pavement Widening Regional FA - - $240 - -
18720 STP-U-4257()--70-75 Project Total - - $350 - 175:167
Le Mars 12 Street SE:8th Ave. E to 12th Ave. E - Federal Aid - - $162 -
TIP Approved Grade and Pave Regional FA - - $162 - -
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