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SECTION I: PROCESS
AND COMPLIANCE

WITH FEDERAL
REQUIREMENTS
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INTRODUCTION

The MORPC Transportation Improvement program (TIP) is a staged, multi-year
schedule of regionally significant transportation improvements in the Columbus area.

The Federal-aid Highway Act of 1962 and the federal Urban Mass Transportation Act
of 1964 required that each “urbanized area, ” as a condition to the receipt of federal
capital or operating assistance, have a continuing, cooperative and compret-iensivc

(3-C) transportation planning process that results in plans and programs consistent with
the comprehensively planned development of the “urbanized area. ” The Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 continues these and other requirements.
The Transportation Improvement Program is the culmination of this process.

The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the organization designated to carry
out the 3-C process. The MPOS for different urban areas of a state are designated by
the governor, and the Policy Committee of the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning
Commission (MORPC) has been so designated for the Columbus urbanized area.
Included within the Columbus transportation planning area is all of Franklin and
Delaware counties and the following adjacent townships: Etna township and that
portion of the city of Pataskala that was within former Lima township in Licking
County and Bloom and Violet townships in Fairfield County.

The Transportation Plan is the official intermodal transportation plan that is developed
and adopted through the metropolitan transportation planning process. The MORPC
Policy Committee, which meets monthly, is responsible for approving the
Transportation Plan and the four-year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and
any modifications thereto. The Policy Committee is made up of representatives from

communities within the transportation planning area, as well as the Ohio Department
of Transportation (ODOT) and the Central Ohio Transit Authority (COTA). The
Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC), which also meets monthly, advises the
Policy Committee on technical issues related to transportation. The Citizen Advisory
Committee (CAC), which meets hi-monthly, advises the Policy Committee on
transportation matters of concern to the public, special transportation groups and
others. As the MPO, the Policy Committee must approve the Transportation Plan and
the TIP as a prerequisite for federal approval of projects. If there is a difference in
recommendation to the Policy Committee from the TAC and CAC, the Policy
Committee makes the final decision.

The following pages contain the TIP for the Columbus area. The TIP is a four-year
program of improvements, of highway, bikeway and transit, that have a specific source
of funding identified and are presently in some stage of project development.

Almost every federally funded highway, bikeway or transit project within this

geographic area must be on the TIP before it is eligible to receive federal funds. The
TIP also includes regionally significant projects funded from non-federal sources.
Before a transportation improvement project may be included on the TIP it must:
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1. Have an identified source of funding
2. Be on the Transportation Plan or meet criteria to be added to Plan
3. Be approved by ‘the MORPC Policy Committee

The MORPC TIP covers a four-year time period based on the state of Ohio’s fiscal
year (SFY), which begins July 1 and ends June 30. Although it may be amended
under certain circumstances throughout the year, the TIP undergoes a major annual.
update, with a presentation to the MORPC Policy Committee for approval. ODOT
and the other Ohio MPOS have agreed to prepare a major update to their TIPs every
other year rather than every year. This TIP update is the last one expected to serve
one year. TIP updates beginning in SFY 1998 will be for two years. The TIP will be
adopted in May this fiscal year.

Following Policy Committee approval the TIP is submitted to the Ohio Department of
Transportation (ODOT) and to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). ODOT
submits the TIP to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for review, and
FHWA also obtains air quality review from the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency.

The State Fiscal Year 1997-2000 TIP is divided into a narrative section and {he project
listing. Six appendices have also been prepared to provide additional information
about the TIP. Appendix A provides more details about the transit capital and
operating grants shown in the project listing. Appendix B contains the MPO Policy
Committee resolution adopting the TIP, endorsing the Transportation Plan and making
the air quality conformity determination. Appendix C provides more detailed

information than the summary on how the air quality conformity determination was
performed for the entire non-attainment area. Appendix D contains more detailed

information on the public involvement process than is contained in the summary.
Appendix E provides supporting documentation of regional project priorities and fiscal
balance. Appendix F contains working documentation for regional operation and
maintenance cost data and condition of infrastructure.

In the narrative, the following is discussed:

c.
d.
e.
f.

g.
h.
1.

TIP Development Process
Summary of Public Participation
Air Quality Conformity Determination Summary
ADA Compliance
Participation of Private Transportation Providers
Regional Project Priorities and Fiscal Balance
Condition of Infrastructure
Project Selection Process
Financial Analysis

The project listing section inciudes a description of each project, its schedule, cost and
funding sources, and the type of air quality conformity performed.
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TIP DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

The TIP undergoes a major update once annually (although in the future it will be
once every two years). Each state fiscal year (July 1 to June 30) the TIP is revised to
reflect the obligation of funds to projects, changes in schedules and budgets, and
projects to be included from the Transportation Plan. The TIP may also be amended
under certain circumstances during the year.

Initial Data Collection

Starting in October local governments, COTA and ODOT are solicited for changes to
the TIP. This information includes new projects and changes to schedules and
funding. The information collected is included in the draft TIP project listing. In
February, the information necessary for ODOT to perform air quality emissions
analysis is sent to them.

Draft TIP

A draft TIP is prepared which considers all comments received from the local
governments, COTA, ODOT and the public. It is reviewed by TAC and CAC. In late
February or early March it is provided to ODOT for their formal review and fiscal
balance of ODOT-controlled funding sources. To achieve fiscal balance of the
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), the schedules of some ODOT-
sponsored projects may be delayed during this review. Copies are sent to the State
Clearinghouse and to local governments. It is also made available to the public.

Final Draft TIP

After receiving ODOT’S comments and working with ODOT to set priorities for
regional projects, receiving and completing air quality conformity analyses, and
considering comments received from local governments and the public, a final draft
TIP is prepared. The final draft is provided to local governments and is made
available to the public. It is also sent to the 12 ODOT districts, ODOT central office

and the other 15 Ohio MPOS for public review as part of the STIP process.

MORPC approval of the TIP takes place in May at the regularly scheduled meeting of
the Policy Committee. Following approval, copies of the document are provided to

ODOT, who then provide it to FHWA and FTA. FHWA will coordinate the air
quality conformity review and approval with U.S. EPA.

On~oinp Maintenance of the TIP

In order to monitor the ongoing status of TIP projects, staff contacts implementing
agencies and/or consultants to receive an update on project progress. A report entitled
the “TIP Project Status Report” shows the updated project status. The report is
summarized to the MORPC TAC, made available to the Policy Committee and mailed
out as requested.

June 20, 1996 ~ MORPC SFY9740 FINAL TIP



Additionally, the TIP can be formally amended by resolution of the MORPC Policy
Committee any time during the year to add projects without substantial air quality
effects and which maintain the fiscal balance of the TIP.

COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS

In order to remain eligible for federal transportation funding, the planning process in
the Columbus area must demonstrate it is in compliance with federal requirements.
Compliance with some of these requirements is summarized here.

Public Participation in Pre~aration of the TIP
(will be finalized for Final TIP submission in May 1996)

Public participation is an important element in preparation of the TIP and must be
undertaken prior to adoption by MORPC. MORPC’S efforts to involve the public in
the TIP are briefly described herein. A more detailed description of the process and
comments received are included in a separate appendix entitled, “1996 Transportation
Improvement Program: Public Participation Appendix.” (Appendix available after
adoption in May.)

MORPC prepares two draft TIPs which are made available for public review and
comment during the TIP annual update cycle. As noted in the TIP Development
Process section of this document, a draft TIP is prepared in February for ODOT’S
review. A final draft TIP reflecting ODOT’S and others’ comments is prepared in early
April. Consequently, the TIP in some form is available for continuous public review
and comment from late February until late-April or until the air quality conformity
determination has been achieved, whichever is second.

MORPC presents each draft TIP before its Technical and Citizen Advisory
Committees. The meetings of the two committees are open to the public and the
media are notified. Subsequent to the presentation at the TAC, the draft TIP is
forwarded to local implementing agencies within the planning area, including
incorporated villages and cities, counties, the transit authority, and the Ohio
Department of Transportation. A copy of the draft TIP is also forwarded to the
and Area clearinghouses.

State

Each draft TIP is made available to the public through distribution to Columbus area
public libraries, public information/open houses, displays at other public transportation
meetings, upon request and at MORPC. MORPC advertises the availability and
review period of each draft of the TIP in letters to members, the Columbus Dispatch,

Columbus Call and Post, Delaware Gazette, Lancaster Eagle Gazette, The Newark
Advocate, the Central Ohio Radio Reading Service and through a sunshine mailing.

A public information/open house on the final draft TIP has been scheduled for
Monday, April 22, 1996, from 3-6:00 p.m. at MORPC. MORPC staff will be
available to answer questions. Individuals with sight or hearing disabilities requiring

information in alternative mediums will be accommodated upon reasonable prior
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request. Significant comments received on the draft TIPs, together with
were addressed and the impact on the final document are summarized in
Participation Appendix.

how they
the Public

MORPC’S TIP is included directly or by reference in the State TIP (STIP). ODOT
must also take the STIP through a separate public participation process before it may
be submitted to federal funding agencies for approval. This process may ah resuit in
changes to the TIP.

Air Ouality Conformity Determination

Franklin, Delaware and Licking counties have been classified as a marginal
nonattainment area for ozone according the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments. In the
February 1, 1996 Federal Register USEPA issued a direct final rule to redesignate the
three county area to attainment. The redesignation to attainment was effective April 1,
1996. An area which has been reclassified from nonattainment to attainment is
considered a maintenance area. The Clean Air Act requires that the projects in TIPs
in nonattainment areas lead to improvements in air qua] ity and in maintenance areas
ensure the air quality standards are maintained. The process that shows that TIPs lead
to improvements in air quality or maintain the air quality is called a conformity
determination. A determination of conformity of the TIP was made by MORPC with
technical assistance from ODOT. The technical procedures were developed by ODOT
and agreed to by MORPC. The emissions analysis was based on the MOBILE 5.Oah
model. Complete documentation of the conformity process, the procedures used and
the analysis results are contained in a separate appendix and are available on request.

Inputs to the transportation network models were provided by MORPC based on the
program of projects contained in the four-year TIP. Regionally significant nonfederal
construction projects, to be completed by the analysis years, were also solicited from
implementing agencies and included in the analysis. This included Local
Transportation Improvement Program- (LTIP) and State Capital Improvement
Program- (SCIP) funded projects.

Analysis was performed for 1990 (base year), 1997, 2005 and 2010. For the year
1997, 2005 and 2010 analyses, a budget test was performed. This technique consists
of comparing forecast year emission loadings to the mobile emission budgets
contained in the approved State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the maintenance area.
The project list identifies which projects require air quality analysis. The method used
to forecasts emissions for each analysis year is consistent with the SIP.

The conformity analysis must show that HC and NOX emissions do not exceed the
emission budgets. Table 1 provides information on the budget tests .
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Table 1
TIP Air Quality Analysis for the Maintenance Area

1990 1997 1997 Build 2005 2005 Build 2010 2010 Build
Budget Budget Budget

HC (tons/day) 94.73 63.36 59,902 61.38 51.666 I 61.38 51.793

NOX (tons/day) 78.65 68.85 67.813 61,24 56.901 (11.24 53. )04

VMT (vehicle miles of 26,891,680 N{A 29,926,319 NIA 31,888,934 N/A 34.362.724
travel)

The results of the conformity analysis for the nonattainment area show that the
emissions for HC and NOX are less than the emission budgets. Thus it is determined
that MORPC’S SFY97-00 TIP is in conformity.

Americans With Disabilities Act Compliance

The Central Ohio Transit Authority will continue efforts to increase accessibility of
both fixed route and paratransit service. Wheelchair lift-equipped buses are purchased
according to COTA’s bus replacement schedule. Project Mainstream has increased
service on an annual basis since 1992. COTA activities currently underway are as
follows:

1. COTA will procure 50 new accessible fixed route coaches in 1996. Currently,
100% of all crosstown routes are accessible, and when the 1996 coaches are
placed in service, the majority of local routes will be accessible.

2. COTA filed its ADA Complementary Paratransit Service Plan which was
approved. Approval was also received for the most recent annual update.

3. COTA will reach full ADA paratransit compliance by January 26, 1997. In
1997, 11 replacement vehicles will be purchased in order to maintain service
levels established in 1996.

4. Lift-equipped bus replacement needs for 1997-2000 have been identified.
COTA’s fixed-route service will be fully accessible by 1999.

Partici~ation bv Private Transportation Providers

FTA rescinded its guidance in Circular 7005.1, but FI’A emphasizes that agencies

continue to support the participation of private enterprise. A comprehensive and
thorough approach to the consideration of private enterprise consistent with
requirements of the FTA is required by the planning regulations issued jointly by FTA
and FHWA. Sections 450.316(b) and 450.212 of the metropolitan planning rule set
out detailed and extensive requirements regarding public participation in the
development of transportation plans by MPOS. These provisions require that private

operators be provided with timely information about transportation issues and an
opportunity to comment throughout the transportation planning process, be provided
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with access to technical and policy information used
TIPs, as well as open public meetings where matters
being considered.

in the development of plans and
related to transit programs are

MORPC provides this access through its Public Involvement Process and by including
representatives of two private businesses that provide transportation services on
MORPC’S Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC).

REGIONAL PROJECT PRIORITIES AND FISCAL BALANCE

Projects to be placed on the TIP have to be drawn from the Transportation Plan. The
Transportation Plan is made up of needed highway improvements, bridge deficiencies,

proposed bicycle route corridors and transit projects. Some projects, such as those that
maintain the existing system, are not explicitly listed on the Transportation Plan, but
they meet goals for the transportation system set out in the Transportation Plan
Review and Update Process. All projects in the TIP are consistent with the
Transportation Plan. Planning documentation for all TIP projects is contained within
these elements of the Transportation Plan (see MORPC’S Trans~ortation Plan and the
Transportation Plan Review and Update Process).

Transportation projects in the Columbus area are funded from a variety of federal,
state and local fund types. The TIP is required to list all regionally significant
projects and any projects that contain federal funds. The “Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991” (ISTEA) required that each TIP be fiscally
constrained. That is to say that the fiscal resources needed to undertake the project
phases in each year would actually be available.

In the past, for a variety of reasons, projects were not constructed on the schedule
reported in the TIP. One cause is more projects are moving through the engineering
and review process than can actually be funded. Having so many projects moving
through the system with unrealistic schedules results in review resources being
diverted from those projects that will actually be advanced first. ISTEA requires that
priorities be set recognizing financial resources so review efforts can be concentrated
on those projects which are going to be funded first.

As a consequence of not maintaining schedules once they have been established, false
expectations are created among the public and elected officials that certain projects
will be accomplished on a certain schedule. When this happens everyone involved in
the process loses credibility. It is also important in nonattainment areas that projects
be delivered on schedule because it may affect air quality conformity standings. Much
of MORPC’S planning area is in a maintenance area for ozone.

Consequently, priorities must be established to use the limited funds available to
operate, maintain, renovate and construct the transportation plan.

While the TIP focuses upon projects that use federal and state funds it is important to
note that many other transportation projects and activities occur. Primary among these
is the operation, maintenance, and preservation of the existing system.
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O~eration. Maintenance and Preservation of the Existinz System

More and more emphasis is being put on system maintenance-type improvements. It
is estimated that 70 percent of the TIP highway projects representing 30 percent

$391,030 of the funds are to maintain the highway infrastructure over a four year
period. Bridge replacements and rehabilitations and resurfacing projects are an
important portion of projects on the SFY Draft 1997-2000 TIP. While operations,
maintenance and system preservation in aggregate are significant the individual
projects are most often not regionally significant. Consequently these types of projects
are not reported in the TIP unless they use federal or state funds. Because of the
difficulty in collecting this kind of information, there is no accurate accounting of how
much is spent on these activities in the MORPC planning area.

MORPC collected as much data as possible from all types of local governments in
our planning area in an effort to estimate of how much money is being spent on
operation and maintenance of roads and bridges. It is known that significant portions
of ODOT’S and local agency road and bridge budgets are spent on these activities as
shown by identified maintenance projects for the first year in the four year TIP and
line items in the last three years. The MORPC area is seeing an adequate investment
of at least $79,387,439 or 57 percent in these activities to maintain its infrastructure by
the local governments in calendar year 1995.

Capital Expenditure on roads and bridges was approximately $60,183,867 or 43
percent in calendar year 1995. Capital expenditure totals include certain activities that
preserve the system rather than expand it. Some examples of such activities are street
resurfacing, curb reconstruction, street and bridge rehabilitation, minor street widening
to bring it up to standards or improve safety, intersection improvements for the same
reasons, traffic control upgrades or replacements, pavement marking, and system
repairs or drainage improvements. Many such activities as well as system expansion
are reported together as capital expenditures. These numbers will be refined in the
future to actually differentiate between capital expenditures that are system expansion
preservation, operation or maintenance.

Nearly 100 percent (over $50 million) of the Central Ohio Transit Authority’s (COTA)
expenditures during calendar year 1995 are for operation and maintenance of the
transit system. COTA spent approximately 0.19 percent ($93,647) on new Project
Mainstream vehicles to expand their paratransit service. The operation of COTA
reduces the number of auto trips that need to be made on the area highways, thereby
helping to minimize the expenditure of funds for highway improvements.

Local governments initiate transportation improvements with local funds. The major
source of revenues for these local projects are the license plate registration fees, local
permissive taxes, and gasoline taxes. These funds are used to plan, construct,

reconstruct, repair and maintain highways and bridges as defined in the Ohio Revised
Code. Totals available to the MORPC Planning area during 1995 are shown below in
Table 2a.
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Table 2.a
Tax Dollars Available to the MORPC Planning Area During Calendar Year 1995

State/Local
Highway

Gas Excise Tax Distribution License Permissive
Fund 60 (1) Fund 68 (1) Revenue (2) Tax Levies (2) Tot al

$7,087,404 ] $14,092>743 I $20,497,137 ] $18.433.111 I $60.110.395

Source: (1) Ohio Department of Taxation
(2) Ohio Bureau of Motor Vehicles

In addition, local agencies apply for Ohio Public Works Commission State Capital
Improvement Program (SCIP) for repair and replacement projects. This program was
approved by voters in 1987 by the residents of the State of Ohio to provide another
source of revenue for all subdivisions of government to spend on infrastructure (ie
road, bridge, storm, water, and sanitary). SCIP focuses on repair and replacement
(mandatory 80 percent minimum). Funds for road and bridge improvements were
included in MORPC’S data collection from local governments. In the fall of 1995
voters renewed the program and anticipate the funding levels to remain constant.

The Local Transportation Improvement Program (LTIP) was created by the legislature
in 1988 and provides additional gas tax revenue for local governments to spend on
road and bridge improvements. The program does not have a limit on how much can
be spent on expansion type projects. The funds received for road and bridge
improvements were included in MORPC’S data collection from local governments for
1995.

Condition of Infrastructure

Table 2.b, below, shows that the condition of the majority of the roads, bridges and
culverts in the MORPC planning area for which local agencies are responsible are in
fair or better condition.

Table 2.b
Percent of Condition of Infrastructure in Units/Physical Condition in the MORPC

Planning Area

Total Excellent Good Fair Poor Critical Unknown

Road CLM 9.07% 33.90% 39.71% 9.79% 0.64% 6.89%

Bridges 15.83% 38.68% 28.41% 13.84% 0.94% 2.319Z0

Culverts 10.27% 25.11% 35.36% 25.92% 2.49% 0.85%

2LM = Center Line Mile

Source: Ohio Public Works Commission Capital Improvement Report - Summary
Reports from District 3 and portions of District 17.
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Selecting Proiects for Inclusion in the TIP so Fiscal Balance is Maintained

Although many transportation needs have been identified in the Transportation Plan
and many more have not been included, they cannot all be pursued because funding is

limited. The TIP may include regionally significant projects that may be funded from
sources other than MORPC’S attributable Federal funds. However, the project phases
listed should have funding available in the four-year period covered by the TIP.
MORPC and ODOT each established their own project priorities based on certain
criteria to be achieved within fiscal balance with limited resources.

Federal regulations in a Transportation Management Area (TMA) limits projects
shown in all four years of the TIP to those funds available. A TMA is an area over
200,000 in population and/or an air quality status of non-attainment. The MORPC
planning area is a TMA.

ODOT and MORPC share responsibility for analyzing the TIP to ensure there are
sufficient financial resources to deliver the projects at the times they are scheduled.
Table 9, discussed later, summarizes MORPC’S analysis of financial resources for the
projects being funded with federal funds allocated to MORPC. ODOT’S analysis of its
resources is shown in the State Transportation Improveinent Progxan (STIP - a
separate document). Both ODOT’S and MORPC’S revenue projections are based upon
continuation of existing sources of funds and are therefore expected to be available to
fund projects in the TIP. Local funds have been pledged to be available as part of the
legislation passed by local governments authorizing their participation in their
respective projects.

After MORPC and ODOT have established their joint priorities, these are reflected by
including the selected projects in the appropriate year. The first year of the TIP has
been the most carefully considered of the four years. In some instances projects from

later years may be made ready in the first year, but funds for such projects may only
be obligated with the express concurrence of the MPO. After appropriate investigation
of any request to advance later year projects into the first year, the Executive Director
of MORPC is empowered to approve the request on behalf of the MPO.

Responding to ODOT’S Criteria for Major/New Transportation Investments, MORPC
staff, in consultation with local jurisdiction, Transportation Advisory Committee

(TAC), and Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) prepared a document that was adopted
by the Policy Committee outlining the points of agreement and disagreement with their
criteria. MORPC also participated in the Statewide Project Selection Advisory
Committee in order to finalize their criteria.

Table 8, discussed later starting on page 18 in the TIP, is a prioritized lists projects for
each year of the TIP by fund type.

Priorities of MORPC Attributable Funds

Upon request of an implementing agency, a project is considered for placement on the
TIP. Several factors must be considered, including: 1) priority; 2) consistency with
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the Transportation Plan; and 3) availability of funding. MORPC’S role is to:

a. Analyze the project’s priority, as shown in the Transportation Plan,

considering the fact that lower priority projects may be implemented

before those higher ranked due to funding availability (local, state and
federal sources), environmental impacts, and community concern.

b. Determine whether the project properly addresses the identified
deficiency in the Transportation Plan.

c. Determine if adequate funding is available for the project.

d. Readiness to proceed.

In regard to MORPC’S attributable Federal funds, local governments have applied for
far more funds from MORPC than it has funds available. To fund all of the projects
which have been initiated will take 13 to 20 years depending on the allocation. It is
expected that in the coming years, projects will be ready to be built, but MORPC will
not have sufficient funds to accommodate all the requests. In the past. MORPC has
prepared the TIP based on our staff assessment and discussions with local
governments. With the many requests MORPC is receiving each year, MORPC is
developing a more formalized process that includes objective criteria that can be used
to select projects for funding. The complexity of the problem of project evaluation
and selection will prevent use of the process in this TIP.

As a result, TAC held a special working meeting to identify year by year priorities. A
fiscally balanced list was formed at this meeting that was accepted by those in
attendance. This document reflects those priorities.

The Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission, in conjunction with local municipalities
and agencies, is concentrating on those activities that will serve to maximize the
overall efficiency of our transportation system. As a result, the community, through
MORPC, has achieved a consensus on project priorities that have regional perspective.

In general, MORPC-attributable funds in the SFY Final Draft 1997-2000 TIP are being
directed towards completing some major projects that have been in progress for some
time. These projects include the Spring-Sandusky Interchange and widening of
Sawmill and Frantz roads in the city of Columbus, the widening of SR 317 in
Gahanna, SR 161 in Dublin, Davidson Road in Hilliard, and the Stringtown Road & I-
71 bridge in Grove City, and the Bexley Signal System in the suburbs. Funding to
support other high priority projects such as Collector-Distributor/Morse-Stelzer
(CDMS), is also a priority.

MORPC DRAFT PRO,JECT SELECTION PROCESS

The following two tables present 1) the historical distribution of MORPC attributable
Federal funds and 2) the length of time to fund all TIP projects requested by the local
agencies:

June 20, 1996 MORPC SFY97-00 FINAL TIP



Table 3
Historical Distribution of MORPC Attributable Federal Funds

Project Type

AQ/TDM/Planning
Traffic Control
Transit
System Preservation
System Expansion
Col Dist/Morse Stelzer
Spring Sandusky Interchange

Total

SFY74-95

Amount I Percent

$4,463,255
$6,958,350
$8,730,289
$6,765,710
$62,564,153
$5,867,688
$10,093,865

4.2T0
6.6%
8.3%
6.4%
59.3%
5.6%
9.6%

$105,443,310 1 100%

Table 4
Years to Fund Requested TIP Projects with MORPC Attributable Federal Funds

(Costs in millions)

Assumptions Best Case Less Favorable
Obligation Authority 100% 90.7%
CM/AQ Yes No

SFY96 & Beyond Projects $222.5 $222.5
Usable Carryover $5.0 $5.0
Project amount - Carryover $217.5 $217.5
Annual Allocation $16.3 $10.9
Years to Fund 13 20

The process to develop the project priority criteria started by conducting a one-half
day workshop where all stakeholders; i.e., MORPC’S board, TAC, CAC and
community leaders were invited. The workshop concluded by identifying several
categories and factors that should be included in determining project priorities and
their suggested weights. The results of the workshop were presented to TAC and
CAC. MORPC staff reviewed the results and prepared a draft evaluation criteria for
the projects applying for MORPC attributable Federal funds which was presented to
TAC and Policy. TAC formed a subcommittee to continue development of the
prioritization process.

When completed, the process to select projects is expected to have several criteria
divided into four major categories:

1. Cost effectiveness
2. Economic benefits to the region
3. Social and environmental
4. Transportation efficiency and safety

June 20, 1996 ~
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Financial Analvsis of the SFY 1997 to 2000 TIP

Summarv of Use of Federal Funds

Table 7 summarizes the projected use of federal funds in the TIP. This table was
prepared from the more detailed information in Table 8 which is a prioritized list
projects organized first by federal funding type and second by state fiscal year. The
tables and the listings are provided to meet the financial analysis requirements of
ISTEA. For a key to the funding types and other codes please see the first two pages
of Section II: Project Listing.
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Table 7. Summary of Federal, Stite and Local Funds

Funds Summary in MORPC ** FINAL ** TIP SFY 1997-2000

Federal, State and Local Highway Funds

SW 97 SFY 98 SN 99 SFY 00 Fund Totals %of Total

BR $5,410 $1,289 $1,611 $8,310 1.62’%

CMAQ-S $9,177 $3,427 $8,546 $3,931 $2.5.081 ~

I $9,405 $1,194 $10,599

IM $11,839 $32,294 $30,227 $13,265 $87,625

$22,222 $49,810 $78,202 $70,422 $220,656 42.93%

STP-S $10,154 $426 $5,066 $196 $15,842 3.08%

TEA $1,163 $870 $2,033 0.40’%

State/ODOT $10,063 $16,937 $26,453 $9,550 $63,003 12.26%

State Subtotal $79,433 $106,247 $150,105 $97,364 $433,149 84.27%

CMAQ-M $965 $8,122 $2,050 $120 $11,257 ~, 19c~

STP-M $22,060 $7,704 $11,546 $12,182 $53,492 10.41%

MORPC Subtotal $23,025 $15,826 $13,596 $12,302 $64,749 12.60%

SIT-C $96 $2,208 $2,304 0.45%

STP-L $88 $88 0.02%

Local $3,893 $4,327 $2,890 $2,574 $13,684 2.66%

FY Totals $106,439 $126,496 $168,799 $112#0 $513,974 1oo.oo~

lFederal, State and Local Transit Funds I\

Section 5307 $3,623 $3,566 $4,393 $4,016 $15,598 6.80%

Section 5310 $56 $56 0.02%

State/ODOT $3,065 $3,060 $3,047 $3,113 $12,285 5.36S

Local $48,503 $50,608 $50,022 $52,226 $201,359 87.82S

FY Totals $55,247 $57434 $57,462 $59,355 $229498 100.00%

TOTAL $161,686 I $183,730 I $226,261 I $171,595 I $743972 I

Updated: 02-Ju1-96

Section 5307 is old Section 9 for Operating and CapitaI
Section 5310 is old Specilimd Transportation (Section 16)

File-F:\Users\Tran\TipWscalBahTable7A.WQ1
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TAME8. Financial LAJ:iug of all Federally Funded Prciec:s

PID#
.....
4641
11233
4643
8876
5832
6925
4641

AGmcr
.......-------
0D3T6
OKIT6
OLO’1’6
OIXYT6
OLGT6
COLOKBUS
OCGT6

** FI~ TX: t, {State FiscalYeah 1997-2000~

.- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
BroadStBridgeReplacementoverAlumCreek@NelsonRd
SugarRunBridgeReplacementonUS-42
MainSt[US40)BridgeReplacementoverBlacklickCreek
SR-16bridgereplacementoverBigWalnut
SR-37bridgereplac~ntoverBigWalnutin%nbury,OH
SS1A-2Pt2 US-33BridgeRehabilitationover Olentangy
BroadStBridgeReplacementoverAlumCreek@ NelsonRd

PEASE
. . . . .

ROW
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON

5842 0D3T6 SR-665BridgeReplacementoverSpringRuninDarbydale CON
14293FRANKJJNCOUNTYBeachRdBridgeReplacementoverBigDarbyCreek ROW
127640LX3T6 uS-23BridgeReplacementoverMorrisBranch CON
11922FAIRFIELDCOUNTAmiindaNorthernBridgeReplacement CON

14293 FRANRLINCOUNTYBeachRdBridgeReplacementoverBigDarbyCreek CON

FEDERAL
PUtJBS
-.....-
BR
BR
BR
BR
BR
BR
BR

BR
BR
BR
BR

BR

TotalBRFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

FmRAL
PII!4AGEWCY PROJECTRAKE PEASE m
..... ............... ..............................------------..--.......... ------------
13033 COLUMBUS Col.SignalizationPhase8, E.Broad& W?ritehall CON CMPQ-M
13013 MORPt MORPCAugmenttoRideshareStateLineItem PING CMAQ-M

13896 BEXLEY BexleySignal& LightingSystem,MainStGroup CON CMAQ-M
COTA 10COTAReplacementBuseswithLiftEquipment PURCHCMA~-M

13036 COLUMBUS Col.SignalizationPhase9,NorthSide CON CM.Q-M
13035COLUMBUS Col.SignalizationPhase10,EastSide CON CMAQ-M
13013MORPC MORPCAugmenttoRideshareStateLineItem PLNG CMAQ-M

13895BEXLEY BexleySignal& LightingSystem,BroadStGroup CON CMQM
13013MORPC MORPCAugmenttoRideshareStateLineItem PLNG CMAQ-M

13013MORPC MORPCAugmenttoRideshareStateLineItem PLNG CMIQ-M

TotalCIUQ-MFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

FEDFML
PID4 AGSNCY PROJECTNAKE PEASE FUNDS
....- ............... .......................................................- ..... .......
9941 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase1,1-71NorthFreeway CON CNAQ-S
9942 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase2,1-270WestOuterbelt CON CNAQ-S

9943 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase3,1-670& 1-270EastFwy CON CMAQ-S

9946 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase6,1-70EastFreeway CON CMAQ-S
9944 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase4, 1-270 SouthOuterbelt CON CMAQ-S
9945 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase5,SR-315Expressway CON CWQ-S

FEDERAL
A1400UT

---------

$320
$181
$887
$891
$616

$1;280
$1,235

---------FiscalYr
$5,410 1997

$288
$89
$364
$548

---------FiscalYr
$1,289 1998

$1,611
--------- FiscalYr

$1,611 1999

------------------
$8,310

FEDERAL
AMOUST

.........
$860
$105

--------- FiscalYr
$965 1997

$2,802
$2,250
$1,895
$1,065
$110

---------
$8,122

Fiscal
1998

Yr

$1,935
$115

--------- FiscalYr
$2,050 1999

$120
--------- FiscalYr

$120 2000

__________—_______
$11,257

FEDERAL
AMOONT

.........
$5,405
$3,772

--------- FiscalYr
$9,177 1997

$3,427
---------FiscalYr

$3,427 1998

$2,565
$3,678
$2,302

--------- FiscalYr
$8,546 1999

June 20. 1996

I

MORPC SFY97-00 FINAL TIP



----- .

PIN AGEWX
FEDERAL

PROJECTKAMX
.....

2EASE FDNDS
..........-----..............................--------------------...... ------------

9947 COLUMBUS FreewaySurveillancePhase7,1-71SouthFreeway
9948 COLUMBUS

CON CMIQ-S
FreewaySurveillancePhase8,US-33/SR-1(14F,xpresswaysCON CM?Q-S

PEDSRAL
AMxm

. . . . . . . . .
$1,666
~2,~65

---------FiscalYr
$3,931 2000

TotalCM?Q-SFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

_________---------
$25,081

PID4 Mm PRWSCTW
FEDERAL

PEASE FUNDS
..... .......--------........................................................ ..... .......

PEDKRAL

.........
$130

$7,162
$2,114

---------FiscalYr
$9,405 1997

4675 COLUMBUS
4675 COLUMBUS
4670 COLOIR3US

4673 COLUMBUS

SS1A2, US-33 Relocation ROW I
SS1A2,US-33Relocation CON I
SS1A4,MajorNewInterchangeofSR315& 1670@ SciotoR ROW I

SS1A3,SouderAveExtension CON I

TotalI Funds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

$1,194
---------FiscalYr
$1,194 1998

_________---------
$10,600

FEDERAL
FUNDS
-------
IM
Ill
IM
lM
IM
IM

IM
IM
IM

1!4
IM

IM

FEDERAL
AMOUNT

---------
$777
$116

PID# AGENCY
..... ...............
160870LX3T6
16088 OC’OT6
13339 OIX)T6
11284 0D3T6
12526 0113T6
10119 OIMT6

PROJECTNAM
........................................................

BridgePainting
BridgePainting
ENBroadwayBridgeRehabilitationover1-71
Town& Mainbridgereplacementsover1-71
MorseRdInterchangeUpgrade,(CDMSt6J
1-70& SR-315EBRampreplacement

PEASE
-----
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON
CON

$1,012
$1,282
$7,939
$720

-----:--- FiscalYr
$11,839 1997

12504OCOT6
12494OCOT6
7278 0L13T6

N,OuterbeltWidening,Conrail/NSE ofUS-23toE ofSR- CON
N.OuterbeltWidening,US-33toCSXE ofSahmill,DublinCON
1-71NorthFreewayResurfacing/LaneAddition CON

$13,703
$11,907
$6,684

---------FiscalYr
$32,294 1998

$14,482
$15,745

---------FiscalYr
$30,227 1999

5881 OCOT6
12495OCOT6

1-70EastFreewayReconstruction& LaneAdditions CON
N.OuterbeltWidening,E ofSawmill-Conrail/NSE ofUS-23 CON

4721 OCOT6 1-71SouthFreewayResurfacing/LaneAddition CON $13,265
---------FiscalYr
$13,265 2000

TotalIMFunds ---------_________
$87,626All”TIP-FiscalYears-->

FEDERAL
PROJECTWE PSASE PONDS
........................................................ ..... .......

FEDESAL
AMOUNT

.........
$530
$745

PID# AGENCY
..... ...............
16225
16244
16087
16350
16350
16352
16352
16398
4664

COLOlfBUS/FRANKLPavingtheWayProgram
MORPC PavingtheWayProgramDemandReduction
0113T6 BridgePainting
0iT3T6 US-23RehabilitatefailedsectionsofSHRPProject
0LX3T6 US-23RehabilitatefailedsectionsofSHRPProject
OCOT6 US-234 LaneresurfacingS of1-270toMainRdN ofDel
01x3T6 US-234 LaneresurfacingS of1-270toMainRdN ofDel
0D2T6 SR-317Resurfacingandvariousupgrades
COLUMBUS SS1B2,GoodaleConnectorfromGoodaletoNeil
OEQT6 DelwareUS-36BridgeRehab
0L13T6 BelcherDitch[SR-3)bridgereplacement
OCOT6 US-33BridgeReplacementoverEvansRun@ TrabueRoad
COLUMBUS FarE.BroadReconstruction
COLUMBUS SS1A5,SR-315ReconstructionsouthofBroadStreet

PRCG NHS
PRCG NHS
CON NHS
PE NHS
CON NHS
PE NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
CON NRS
CON NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
ROW NHS

;105
$59
$594
$382

11232
11237
10174
9917
4668
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PID# AGENCY PROJECTNAME
FEDERAL

PEASE m
..... ............... ...........................-------------------.......... ..... .......

AMoui’i
. . . . . . . . .

$1,524
$1,258

---------FiscalYr
$22,222 1997

12563OCGT6
12557OEC’T6

1-270& SR-161Interchange,(CDMS~11) PE NHS
Sunbury& SR-161Interchange,(CDMS#10) PE NHS

4352 COLUMBUS
7583 OIMT6
12598OIYYT6
4666 COLUMBUS
6926 OMT 6
125040D2T6
124940D2”I’6
5802 0D3T6
4354 COLUNEUS
4677 COLUMBUS

SS1D,SR-315@ Sullivant
SR-315Resurfacing& Widening,Ackerman-1270& RampUpgr
DenpseyIntersectIonUpgradges
SS1Bl,New1-670fromNeilAvenue
US-23PICCOResurfacing
N.OuterbeltWidening,Conrail/NSE ofUS-23toE ofSR-
N.OuterbeltWidening,US-33toCSXE ofSawmill,Lublin
WilliamSt(Delaware)bridgereplacement
SS1B3,1-670MainlineElements
SS1Al,new1-670fromGrandviewAve

ROW NHS
CON NHS
CON NM
ROW NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
CON NHS
ROW NHS
ROW NTIS

$38
$14,400

$516
$8,000
$3,591
$12,180
‘$9;784

$81
$800
$418

--------- FiscalYr
$49,810 1998

5881 OCOT6
12495OCOT6
7278 OCOT6
12387OIX)T6
12557OCOT6
12557OCOT6

1-70EastFreewayReconstruction& LaneAdditions CON NHS
N.OuterbeltWidening,E ofSawnill-Conrail/NSE ofUS-23 CON NIS
1-71NorthFreewayResurfacing/LaneAddition CON NHS
US33Reconstruction,SR-317toBowenRd PE NHS
Sunbury& SR-161Interchange,(CDMS#10) ROW NHS
Sunbury& SR-161Interchange,(CDMS*1O) CON NM

$12,873
$13,966
$27,573
$1,679
$1,145
$20,966

---------FiscalYr
$78,202 1999

NP DELAWARECITY
125630L13T6

US-23& US-42Delaware,InterchangeUpgrade ROW !43S
1-270& sR-161Interchange,(CDMS#n) ROW NHS
LivingstonAvewidening,College(Fransis)- Nelson ROW NHS
1-270& SR-161Interchange,(CDMS#n) CON NNS

$400
$11,079

$214
$58,729

---------FiscalYr
$70,422 2000

NP COLUMBUS
125630tx3T6

TotalNNSFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

,========
$220,656

FEDERAL
PROJECTNAME PEASE m

FEDERAL
AMOUNTPID# AGENCY

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -.-.-.-
COTA COTACapitalRevenue PURCHSEC5307
COTA COTAOperatingRevenue PRCGSEC5307

. . . . . . . . .
$1,607
$2,016

---------FiscalYr
$3,623 1997

COTA COTACapitalRevenue
COTA

PORCHSEC5307
COTAOperatingRevenue PRCCSEC5307

$1,550
$2,016

---------FiscalYr
$3,566 1998

COTA
COTA

COTACapitalRevenue PURCHSEC5307
COTAOperatingRevenue PRCCSEC5307

$2,377
$2,016

---------FiscalYr
$4,393 1999

COTA
COTA

COTACperatingRevenue PRCGSEC5307
COTACapitalRevenue CON SEC5307

$2,016
$2,000

---------FiscalYr
$4,016 2000

TotalSEC5307Funds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

.-----------------
$15,598

FSDERAL
PROJECTNAMS PEASE FUNDS
--...................................................... -----.......
ColumbusUrbanAreaSpecializedTransPrograin(oldSec1 PRCGSEC5310

FEDERAL
AMoom

........-
$56

---------FiscalYr
$56 1997

PID# AGENCY
-----.--------------

RUNANSERVICEO

TotalSEC5310Funds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

---------_________
$56
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~~~ 8, Fi@+, .~:S5W OfallFederally PW.:jlj ?~~~~c.~
“ FINALT:; ‘t (StateFiscalYears 15Y1-#200Jj

PID# AGm ?K.ZCT~ FEDERAL
. . . . . FEDERAL. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . PEASE FUNDS ~~--------------------------...----....................... .....
14288 FRANXLINCOUNTYScloto DarbyRdWidening,Amityto Cosgray . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

ROW STP-C $96

14288 FRANXLINCOONTYSciotoDarbyRdWidening,AmitytoCosgray

--------- F15caJ, yr

$96 1998

CON STP-C $2,208
‘--~j;;;OFi;;;;h

TotalSTP-CFunds =...=....
AllTIPFiscalyears--> $2,304

W AGENCY PROJECTWAXE FEDERAL
..... FEDERAL

PEASE FUNDS---------------.........................................---c--c-------------
NP LCATS

Mom
. . . . . . .MIS(study)fora newinterchangeatMinkStand1-70

STUDYSTP-L

PID#
.....
6403
12542
4664

16225
12555
11795
14785
4675
11244

TotalSTP-LFunds
AllTIPFiscalyears-.>

AGENCY PROJECTNAME
. . . . . . . . . ------ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
GAHANNA GranvilleSt (SR-317)Widening,Mill-Hmilton
COLUMBUS MorseRdWidening(CDMS#4)
COLUMBUS SS1B2,GoodaleConnectorfromGoodaletoNeil
MORPC StudyofImpedimentstoFreightinCentralOhio
COLUMBUS/FMPavingtheWayProgrm
COLUMBUS ConnectorRoad‘G’,Stelzerto.%nbury,(CDMS#7]
COLUMBUS SawnillRdWidening,CasetoSR-161
HILLIARD DavidsonRdWidening,Leap-Dublin
COLUMBUS SS1A2,US-33Relocation
COLUMBUS FrantzRdMajorWidening,Hayden-RunRoadtoTIIFF1Q RIA

PEASE
.....
CON
CON
CON

STUDY
PRCG
CON
CON
ROW
CON
CON

FEDERA,L
m

-------
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M
STP-M

4673 COLONERJS SS1 A3,SouderAveExtension
6923 FRANRLINCOUNTYWilsonRdWidening,1-70toTrabue CON STP-M
12526 OMT6 ROW STP-MMorseRdInterchangeUpgrade,(CDMS#6)
NP OBETZ AlumCreekDrWideningObetz,Willim to1-270 CON STP-M
11600DUBLIN SR-161Widening,SR-257toSawmill ROW STP-M
14785 HILLIARD DavidsonRdWidening,Leap-hblin ROW STP-M
13897GMANNA MorseRdWidening,Stygler-Hmilton CON STP-M

ROW STP-M

NP OBETZ AlumCreekDrWideningObetz,Willim to1-270
11079COLOllBUS HardRoadWidening,SawmilltoSR-315 CON STP-M
13897GAHANNA MorseRdWidening,Stygler-H~ilton ROW1 STP-M
11600DUBLIN SR-161Widening,sR-257toSawmill CON1 STP-M
NP COLUMBUS LaneAvewidening@ OSU,OlentangyRvrtoNeil CON STP-M

ROW STP-M

11794 GROVECITY HooverRdWidening,White-HooverCt.
14537 HILLIARD CON STP-MHilliard-RomeWidening,RobertsRdtoCemeteryRd
13246 COLUMBUS Norton RdWidening,Broad-Hall ROW STP-M
11079COLUMBUS HardRoadWidening,SatwnilltoSR-315 ROW STP-M
13897GMA CON1 STP-MMorseRdWidening,Stygler-Hmilton
NP COLUMBUS LaneAvewidening@ OSU,Olentan~RvrtoNeil CON2 STP-M

CON STP-M

. . . . . . . . .
$88

--------- FiScai Yr

$88 1997

__________-_—_____
$88

FEDERAL
Mom

. . . . . . . . .

$2,462
$6,915
$m;

$530
$2,416
$5,;4;

$630
$1,680

---------Fiscallfr
$22,060 1997

$;;!

$2$J::

$880
$2,758
$400

---------Fiscalyr
$7,704 199S

$2iJ;;

$3,800
$4i&

--------Fic.calyr
$11,546 1999

$3$J;;

$538
$3,200
$3,800
$1,162

--------- F15cal yr

$12,182 2oi3fJ

TotalSTP-MFunds ...==....

’11TIpFiscalyears-->$53,492

pID# AGENCY PROJECTNAME FEDERAL FEDERAL
..... ............... PEASE m AMOUNT-------------------------............................... ..... -------
13641OEOT6 US-62CSXTRRover US-62

. . . . . . . . .
122250LX3T6 US-36Resurfacing PE STP-S
16088 0113T6

$558
Bridge Painting PE STP-S $463

June 20, 1996
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TASLS8. Fw;:::~; ListingofallFederalLypuntsd?rsj.g~ts
‘*pI:&K? ‘* (StatoFiscalYaars 1997-2000]

PID# AGENCY
FSDERAL

WJSCT M PHASE FUNDS
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .- .- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -------- . . . . . . . ..-. ----- -..----
7744 COLUMBUS
4688 COLUMBUS
4581 WESTERVILLE
11550 OW1’6
11133 OEGT6
12225 Ol13T6

13490OL13T6
4581 WESTERVILIJ

13643OKJT6
13641OCOT6

4723 COLUNBUS

PID# AGENCY
....- .........-.....

OlentangyBikeway,Tuttle-ComoParkSegment CON STP-S
1-670NortheastFreewayLandscapingProjectAS CON STP-S
Westerville’shfaxtomRoad/SR3Bikeway ?J2wm-s
LittleWalnutbridgereplaceonN-3 CON STP-S
SR-36& SR-3intersectionapproaches in !+mbury CON STP-S
US-36 Resurfacing CON STP-S

US-62BridgeReplacementoverFaganDitch CON STP-S
Westerville’sMaxtownRoad/SR3Bikeway CON STP-S

SR-521ConrailRRoverSR-521 CON STP-S
US-62CSXTRRoverUS-62 CON STP-S

OlentangyBikeway,WilsonBridgeSegment CON STP-S

TotalSTP-SFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

FEDERAL
PROJECTNME PHASE FmS
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -----.-

4691 COLUMBUS 1-670NortheastFreewayLandscapingProjectAF (TEA)
13406COLUMBUS

CON TN+
I-70E& 18thStExit,ScenicLandscapingITE)Childrens

13247COLUMBUS
CON TEA

E MainStGateway@ Parsonsw/PedestrianImprovements(
13409COLUNBUS

CON TRA
SR-315OSUArboretum,ScenicLandscaping(TE) CON TEA

13408COLUNBUS OlentangyBikeway,LowerSegment3rd-5thAvenues
13245DUBLIN

CON TEA
OublinBikewayalongSR-745[TEA) CON TEA

TotalTEAFunds
AllTIPFiscalYears-->

FSDERAL
A1400NT

. . . . . . . . .

$1,035
$1,153
$1,040
$719
$967

$3,971
---------FiscalYr
$10,154 1997

$2,274
$2,792

---------FiscalYr
$5,066 1999

$196
---------FiscalYr

$196 2000

_________
$15,842

FEDERAL

. -..”.,..-

$405
$86
$459
$213

---------FiscalYr
$1,163 1997

$160
$710

---------FiscalYr
$870 1998

_________---------
$2,033

TOTALALLFEDSRALFUNDINGSOOXCES
FOORYEARTIP: $452,942

(All Pmountsin $1,000s)
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Obligation Authority Limitations

Congress does not permit full access to the funds it has allocated to the state of Ohio.
ODOT has an obligation ceiling on most of its funds that in FFY 1996 is
approximately 105.4 percent of its annual apportionments in those categories. FY 1996
is an unusual year where the obligation authority has been set higher than allocations.
This occurred, however, because the FFY 1996 allocations were reduced by about 12.5
percent to stay within an IS TEA mandated overall funding mark for FFY 1992 thru
1999. This permits spending of accumulated allocations. However, it had been
ODOT’S policy in the past to permit MPOS, such as MORPC, to have access tc~al! of
the MPOS’ unobligated federal funds, including carryover balances from prior years.
This means that while ODOT was constrained by its obligation ceiling it was not
constraining the MPOS.

Several of the MPOS, including MORPC, have accumulated large balances of unused
funds over the years. MORPC has accumulated over $23 million in STP and CM/AQ
funds that could have been used for local projects. MORPC’S TIP will no longer be
able to assume all of these funds are available in developing the SFY97-SFYOO TIP.

Because of this accumulation ODOT has formulated a policy that will no longer
permit the MPOS to have carte blanche access to their STP or CM/AQ carry-over
balances from the previous years. The TIP must be constrained by the obligation
ceiling. Since FFY 1997 allocations should return to the authorized funding levels, for
the upcoming TIP annual obligation ceiling is assumed to be set at 100 percent of
annual allocations for the purposes of TIP fiscal constraint.

Minimum allocation funds are not subject to the obligation ceiling, and consequently
MPOS can continue to have access to their accumulated balances of MA and continue
to save MA for years in which they might have large projects. MA funds are
provided to Ohio in partial compensation because Ohio contributes more in federal
fuel taxes than is returned to it.

The obligation ceiling, coupled with the increasing number and cost of projects, means
the demands the local governments have reported for the next four years exceed the
available funding capability by tens of millions of dollars.

Options Under Obligation Authority Limitations

It is possible for MORPC to gain access to its accumulated STP and CM/AQ funds.
Ohio’s MPOS may trade obligation authority among themselves. It is also possible
that some MPOS will not be able to use all of their obligation authority each year.
Other MPOS will have access to this unused obligation authority on a first-come first-
served basis. If MORPC members have projects ready for sale when this obligation
authority becomes available, the members may be able to take advantage of it and sell
their projects earlier than expected.

When projects are scheduled for funding later than their sponsors desire, the sponsor
may:

June 20, 1996 g MORPC SFY97-00 FINAL TIP
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1. Accept the proposed schedule.

2. For projects in the last three years of the TIP, accept the proposed
schedule for now, and determine if this project can be funded earlier in
the next round of the TIP.

3. Work with MORPC to find a project with an earlier schedule with
which to swap funding.

4. Continue the project on its development schedule in the hope that a
scheduled project will be delayed or another MPO will not use all of its
obligation authority. The latter possibility may allow MORPC to
obligate more funds than it is allocated without paying back the extra
obligation authority.

5. Request MORPC borrow the obligation authority from another MPO for
use in an earlier year and repay it in a later year.

Fiscal Balance for MORPC Attributable Funds

Table 9 summarizes the use of MORPC’S allocations of STP, CMAQ and MA funds
and demonstrates the TIP will not result in expenditures which exceed these
allocations.

Table 9 also summarizes the projected use in the TIP of federal obligation authority
for MORPC’S local projects including MORPC’S shares of ODOT’S obligation authority
for Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Management/Air Quality
(CM/AQ) funds. This table shows obligation authority is available to undertake the
projects expected to use it on the schedule shown in Section 2: Project Listing.

Fiscal Balance for Transit Attributable Funds

Table 10, which summarizes COTA’s TIP, shows the transit authority’s projected
expenditures are in balance with its projected revenues. COTA’s financial capability
analysis is included in the COTA Short-Range Transit Plan.

June 20, 1996
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Table 9: Demonstrating FiscalBalance for MORPC Attributable Federal Funds

and the Effects of the Limits on Obligation Authority

Obligation

State Limit

Fiscal STP/13SB CMAQ STP/DSB a MA Total Transaction
Year CMAQ Funds

$23,305 $8,314 $4,596 $36,215 Projected Carryover - 6/3W96

$9,235 $3,927 $383 $13,545 FFY 97 Allocation - 10/lA36
1997 $32,540 $12,241 $4,979 $49,760 Federal Funds Available SFY 97

$22,400 $4,979 $27,379 SFY 97 Program Funding Limit

$21,435 $965 $22,400 $625 $23,025 Federal Funds Programmed SFY 97

$11,105 $11,276 $4,354 $26,735 Projected Carryover - 6/30/97

$9,235 $3,927 $383 $13,545 FFY 98 Allocation -1 W1/97
1998 $20,340 $15,203 $4,737 $40,280 Federal Funds Available SFY 98

$13,162 $4,737 $17,899 SFY 98 Program Funding Limit

$5,040 $8,122 $13,162 $1,874 $15,036 Federal Funds Programmed SFY 88

$15,300 $7,081 $2,863 $25,244 Projected Carryover - 6/30/98

1999 $9,235 $3,927 $383 $13,545 FFY 99 Allocation - 10/1/98
$24,535 $11,008 $3,246 $38,789 Federal Funds Availabie SFY 99

$13,162 $3,246 $16,408 SFY 99 Program Funding Limit
$11,112 $2,050 $13,162 $495 $13,657 Federal Funds Programmed SFY 99

$13,423 $8,958 $2,751 $25,132 Projected Carryover - 6/3W99

$9,235 $3,927 $383 $13,545 FFY 2000 Allocation -1 W1/99

2000 $22,658 $12,885 $3,134 $38,677 Federal Funds Available SFY 2000

$13,162 $3,134 $16,296 SFY 2000 Program Funding Limit

$12,182 $120 $12,302 $0 $12,302 Federal Funds Programmed SFY 200(

Balance $10,476 $12,765 $3,134 $26,375 Projected Carryover - 6/30/2000

Note: All Costs in $1,000

File: F:\Users\TraATipWkcal!3tlTABLE9.WQl 02-JuI-96 02-JUI-96
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Table 10
Summary of

Anticipated COTA Revenues and Expenditures

(in thousands)

State Fiscal Year 1997 1998 1999 ~~)

Capital
.—

Revenues

Section 5307 $1,607 $1,550 $2,377 $2,000
(Section 9)

Section 5310 56
(Specialized)

Local Nonprofit 14

ODOT 198 193 293 246

Local Tax 203 196 299 252

Total $2,078” $1,939 $2,969 $2,498

Expenditures $2,078* $1,939 $2,969 $~,498

*Contains $70,000 not allocated to or spent by COTA.

Operating

Revenues

Section 5307 $2,016 $2,016 $2,016 $2,016
(Section 9)

ODOT 2,867 2,867 2,867 2,867

Ohio E&H 350 350 350 350

Earnings 13,653 13,969 14,438 14,858

Local Tax 32,056 33,967 35,624 36,766

Total $50,942 $53,169 $55,294 $56,857

Expenditures $50,942 $53,169 $55,294 $56,857
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GUIDE TO DRAFT 199T.200()TIP PROJECTLISTING

Containedbelow is a guide to Sotneof the headingsandabbreviationsused in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) project listing pages that follow.

PID # - The project identification number assigned by ODOT. NP = Programming not complete with
ODOT.

MAP # - Map Reference Number - Serves as the TIP project number and corresponds to the number
used on the TIP map for those projects that are location-specific.

County Route 8Zsection - Project Identification- Identifiesproject by county, route and mileage
designations, where applicable. Project phase or

P& - Assessment type for air quality conformity

E - exempt from analysis

segment identification may also be indicated.

analysis

SA - will be included in February 1996 Mobile 5.Oa systemwide analysis

~ - Fiscal Year of Phase

~ - Shows project development phase(s) scheduled by fiscal year for short-range period (FY

1997-2000). The year used is the state’s fiscal year of Jul y 1 to June 30, ending in the calend~

year for which it is named.

CON = Construction

DD = Detailed Design FD = Final Design

PD = Preliminary Development
PE = Preliminary Engineering

PLNG = Planning Study or Activity

PROG = Program Activity
PURCH = Purchase

ROW = Right-of-Way acquisition

Total Cost, Federal Cost, ODOT Cost, Local Cost - Estimated costs and share between

indicated phases. Local cost may include local public, private, OPWC or other funds.

FED FUND TYPE - Federal Funding Type

Bridge Funds:
BI-I = Bridge Rehabilitation Funds

BR = Bridge Replacement Funds

CMAQ = ODOT Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Funding

agencies for

June 20, 1996

CMAQ-M = CMAQ funding counted against MORPC’S obligation authority

CMAQ-S = CMAQ funding counted against ODOT’S obligation authority

I = Interstate (new construction) Funds

IM = Interstate Maintenance Funds

MA = Minimum Allocation Funds
NHS = National Highway System Funds
P = Local Private Funds

STP = Surface Transportation Program Funds:
STP-C = County Suballocation of STP Funds
STP-M = MORPC Attributable STP Funds

STP-S = State Discretionary STP Funds
STP-L = LCATS Attributable STP Funds

TEA = Transportation Enhancement Funds (STP-S)

Transit Funds
Sec 5303 = FTA Section 5303 (old Section 8) Metropolitan Planning

Sec 5307 = FTA Section 5307 (old Section 9) Formula Block Grants
Sec 5309 = FTA Section 5309 (old Section 3) Public Transit Discretionary Funds

Sec 5310 = FTA Specialized Transportation Program (formally Section 16 Funds) for
the Elderly and Handicapped

~ MORPC SFY97-00 FINAL TIP
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RESOLUTION T-11 -96 -

REAFFIRMATION OF THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND THE ADOPTION OF THE
FY 1997-2000 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

WHEREAS, the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission is designated as the metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) by the governor acting through the Ohio Department of
Transportation and in cooperation with locally elected officials for Franklin and Delaware
counties and four adjacent townships in Licking and Fairfield counties; and

WHEREAS, the Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission, pursuant to Executive Order 12372
regarding the intergovernmental review of federal programs, is designated as the metropolitan
clearinghouse for Franklin and Delaware counties; and

WHEREAS, the MPO, pursuant to 23 United
1602(a)(2), 1603( 1), and 1604(g)(1), has caused
prepared; and

States Code 134 and 49 United States Code
the Transportation Plan dated April 1994 to be

WHEREAS, the MPO, pursuant to 23 United States Code 134 and 49(1607) United States Code,
has prepared a Transportation Improvement Program for Fiscal Years 1997 through 2000; and

WHEREAS, in compliance with U.S. DOT’s Title VI regulations, solicitation of citizens’
comments on the TIP, a Transportation Plan was made by following MORPC’S adopted Public
Involvement Process through the Citizen Advisory Committee, advertisements in the Columbus
Dispatch, Delaware Gazette, Lancaster Eagle Gazette, Newark Advocate, Columbus Call and
Post, sunshine mailing and at open house meetings; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to 49 USC, 1607, 23 USC, 134 and 42 USC, 7506, the Transportation Plan
and TIP have been analyzed based on accepted methodology and have been determined to be in
conformity with the requirements of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, and the HC and
NOX budgets contained in the approved State Implementation Plan; and

WHEREAS, in response to FTA’s guidelines on private-sector participation, private transportation

operators in the region have been involved in the planning process through representation on
TAC, CAC and/or Policy; and

WHEREAS, the Short-Range Transit Plan prepared and adopted by the Central Ohio Transit

Authority (COTA) in April reflects the federal funding shortage due to cutback in the Federal
Transit Administration program; and

WHEREAS, the other elements of the Transportation Plan including the highway portion
(including amendments), the deficient bridge listing, the Bikeway Plan and the Long-Range

Transit Plan are being reaffirmed; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to 23 USC 134, financial plans for the TIP and Transportation Plan which
demonstrate that they can be implemented and that they are consistent with funding reasonably
expected to be available were prepared; and

WHEREAS, the TIP does not become effective until approval is received from the federal and
state authorities; and



Resolution T-11 -96
Page 2

WHEREAS, the Citizen Advisory Committee at its May 6, 1996, meeting and the Transportation
Advisory Committee at its June 12, 1996, meeting recommended approval of these amendments
to the Policy Committee; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE POLICY COMMITTEE OF THE MID-OHIO REGIONAL
PLANNING COMMISSION:

Section 1,

Section 2.

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Section 8.

That it amends and reaffirms the Transportation Plan for the Mid-Ohio
Transportation Study area dated April 1994 and recommends that its members
incorporate these improvements into their planning for transportation

improvements in their governmental units.

That it updates the Short-Range Transit Plan.

That it adopts the Fiscal Year 1997 through 2000 TIP and recommends that its
members incorporate these improvements into their transportation improvement
programming for their governmental units.

That it reaffirms the consistency between the Transportation Plan and the State
Implementation Plan (SIP).

That it affirms the consistency between the Fiscal Year 1997 through 2000 TIP
and the SIP.

That it urges ODOT to recognize the importance of the Spring-Sandusky
Interchange as the last section of the interstate highway system in Columbus, that
it serves a high percentage of the people in central Ohio, that it is also critical for
economic development and goods movement, and, finally, that it has been under
development for over 20 years while reaffirming its support for widening 1-270
North.

That it urges the state of Ohio to increase transit funding from the general
revenues to offset the cut from the FTA.

That this committee finds and determines that all formal deliberations and actions
of this committee concerning and relating to the adoption of this resolution were
taken in open meetings of this committee.

&i,l_iw.MLiL#w
Judit~ W. Stillwell, Chair
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission

do, 14~L

Date

Prepared by: Transportation Staff
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