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Staff Update: Upcoming Meetings

Listed below are the upcoming KTMPO meetings:

e September 16, 2020 — Transportation Planning Policy Board (electronic)
e October 7, 2020 — Technical Advisory Committee

e October 21, 2020 — Transportation Planning Policy Board

e November 4, 2020 — Technical Advisory Committee

e November 18, 2020 — Transportation Planning Policy Board

All meetings are scheduled for 9:30am at the Central Texas Council of Governments
offices in Belton, Texas, unless otherwise noted (ie — electronic meeting).
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Administrative Admendments to the 2045 MTP, FY19-22 and FY21-24 TIPs

KTMPO ID: W45-01
Administrative Amendment: MTP, TIPs

e KTMPO project W45-01, IH-14 Advanced Traffic Management System project,
was selected for funding at the December 12, 2018 TPPB meeting. The original
funding category was Cat 2. TXDOT has since switched the funding category to
Cat 4. The approved construction amount will not change. An administrative MTP
and TIP amendment is sufficient to accommodate this change since it is only
regarding the funding category.

Action Needed: No action needed; for discussion only.
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KILLEEN-TEMPLE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (KTMPO)
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC)
Wednesday, August 5, 2020
9:30 AM

Electronic Meeting
Central Texas Council of Governments (CTCOG)
2180 North Main Street
Belton, TX 76513

Technical Advisory Committee Voting Members

Cheryl Maxwell—City of Belton Brenton Lane for Victor Goebel — TxDOT Waco
Bobby Lewis—City of Copperas Cove District

Jason Deckman for Brian Chandler — City of Temple Darrell Burtner for Carole Warlick — Hill Country
Danielle Singh for Kent Cagle — City of Killeen Transit District

Judge Roger Miller — Coryell County
Additional Attendees

David Olson — City of Temple Michael Wagoner — ATG
Kara Escajeda — City of Nolanville Roger Schiller — CDM Smith
Ryan Haverlah — City of Copperas Cove Charlie Sullivan — CDM Smith
Brigida Gonzalez — TxDOT Uryan Nelson — KTMPO
Christi Bonham — TxDOT Waco District Kendra Coufal — KTMPO
Mario Perez — Fort Hood James McGill - KTMPO
Michael Love — Fort Hood Helen Owens — KTMPO

In observance of State and Local directives regarding social distancing and travel; members participated
via the live stream where possible.

Meeting Minutes:

1. Call to Order: Uryan Nelson called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m.
2. Opportunity for Public Comment: No comments were made by the public.
3. Staff Update: Advisory Committees; Air Quality.

Kendra Coufal informed the TAC of upcoming board and advisory committee meetings through October.
Air quality readings for the month of July were 49 ppb at the Killeen station and 44 ppb at the Temple
station.

4. Action Item: Approve minutes from the July 8, 2020 meeting.



Judge Roger Miller made a motion to approve the July 8, 2020 meeting minutes, seconded by Bobby
Lewis; the motion passed unanimously.

5. Discussion and Action Item: Regarding recommendation to initiate the public involvement process for
amendments to the 2045 MTP, FY 19-22 TIP, and FY 21-24 TIP.

Kendra Coufal informed TAC of proposed amendments to the 2045 MTP, FY19-22 TIP, and FY 21-24 TIP
regarding projects W40-4a(1) and W35-01. The changes proposed include a limit modification and change
in approved construction cost/match rate. Brenton Lane from TxDOT clarified that the construction cost
change for project W35-01 might not be necessary. Kendra Coufal stated that changes can still be made,
and TAC will not approve until September.

Cheryl Maxwell made a motion to recommend initiation of the public involvement process for
amendments to the 2045 MTP, FY 19-22 TIP, and FY 21-24 TIP, seconded by Bobby Lewis; the motion
passed unanimously.

6. Discussion Item: Review KTMPO Public Participation Plan (PPP).

Kendra Coufal informed TAC that KTMPO was starting a regular review of the KTMPO Public Participation
Plan and outlined the scheduled update plan over the coming months. Ms. Coufal stated that a few
administrative changes had been made and then directed TAC members to review specific sections of the
plan highlighted in the packet and respond with feedback. Ms. Coufal specifically requested TAC members
review whether the newspaper posting requirements for KTMPO meetings was still necessary.

7. Discussion Item: CDM Smith update on Freight Parking Study.

Roger Schiller of CDM Smith gave a brief presentation on the status of the Freight Parking Study for the
KTMPO region. Mr. Schiller detailed the next steps in the process including conducting interviews and
surveys of various kinds of stakeholders in the region. Mr. Schiller requested that TAC assist in distributing
the surveys and in filling out a TAC specific survey.

8. Discussion Item: Alliance Transportation Group (ATG) discussion on Future Growth Scenario study.

Michael Wagoner of ATG gave a brief presentation to the TAC on the Fiscal Impact Analysis of the Future
Growth Scenario Study.

9. Public input received through July 2020.

Public input received through July 2020 were presented to the TAC. No new comments were received.
10. Member Comments:

No member comments.

11. Adjourn: The meeting adjourned at 10:05 a.m.

These meeting minutes were approved by TAC at their meeting.

Uryan Nelson, KTMPO Director
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KTMPO Meeting Schedule for FY2021

Included in the meeting packet is a proposed meeting schedule for FY2021.

e TAC meets on the 15t Wednesdays of the month
e Policy Board meets on the 3 Wednesdays of the month

Action Needed: Recommend approval of KTMPO Meeting Schedule for FY2021.

12



FY 2021

KTMPO Meeting Calendar

TAC typically 1st Wednesday of Month TPPB typically 3rd Wednesday of Ma
1 2 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5
4 5 6 ¢ 8 9 10 8§ 9 10 11 12 13 14 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
11 12 13 14 15 16 17 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
18 19 20 21 22 23 24 22,23 24 25 26 27 28 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
25 26 2728 29 30 31 29 30 27 28 29 30 31

January '21 February '21 March '21

1 2 1/ 2 3 4 5|6 1 2 3 4 5 6

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
10 11 12 13|14 15 16 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
24 25 26 27 28 29 30 28 28 29 30 31
31

1 2 3 1 1 2 3 4 5
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
11 12 13 14|15 16 17 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
18 19 20 21 22 23 24 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 20 21 22 23 24 25 26
25 26 27 28 29 30 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 27 28 29 30

30 31

1 2 3 112 3 4 5 6|7 1 2 3 4
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 8 9 10/11 12 13 14 5 6 7 89 10 11
11 12 13 14|15 16 17 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
18 19 20 21 22 23 24 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
25 26 27 28 29 30 31 29 30 31 26 27 28 29 30

13
http://www.vertex42.com/ExcelTemplates/yearly-calendar.html Yearly Calendar Template © 2013 Vertex42.com. Free to Print.



Item 6:

Walk to School Month and Day
Resolution 2020-06



Technical Advisory Committee
% _/ September 2, 2020
KILLEEN-TEMPLE 7N |

KILLEEN-TEMPLE
; Agenda Item #6

Walk to School Month

According to the National Center for Safe Routes to School, International Walk to School
Day began in 1997 as a one-day event in support of a movement for year-round safe
routes to school. The event helps promote health and safer routes for students to walk
and bike to school. Walk to School Day will take place on October 7, 2020.

Included in the meeting packet is a resolution that will be presented to KTMPO
Transportation Planning Policy Board at their September meeting to support October
2020 as Walk to School Month and October 7, 2020 as Walk to School Day in the KTMPO
region. KTMPO encourages regional cities to also support and promote Walk to School
Day and Month.

Action Needed: Recommend approval of Resolution 2020-06 to support October 2020
as Walk to School Month and October 7, 2020 as Walk to School Day in the KTMPO
region.
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KILLEEN-TEMPLE

RESOLUTION NO. 2020-06

A RESOLUTION OF THE KILLEEN-TEMPLE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
PROCLAIMING THE MONTH OF OCTOBER 2020 AS WALK TO SCHOOL MONTH AND

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS;

WHEREAS;

OCTOBER 7, 2020 AS WALK TO SCHOOL DAY

The International Walk to School Committee has declared October 2020 as International
Walk to School Month and October 7, 2020 as Walk to School Day; and

International Walk to School Month provides an opportunity for all young Texans to live
a healthy lifestyle while educating the general public about the benefits of non-
motorized transportation uses; and

International Walk to School Month encourages all citizens to walk, thereby reducing
vehicular emissions in Central Texas; and

walking is a healthy, safe, and environmentally-friendly form of transportation and an
excellent form of recreation; and

walking within communities is an effective means to reduce air pollution, conserve
energy, and promotes the “livability” of communities by reducing traffic, noise, and
congestion;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Killeen-Temple Metropolitan Planning Organization hereby

proclaims October 2020 as Walk to School Month and October 7, 2020 as Walk to
School Day in the CTCOG region.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Killeen-Temple Metropolitan Planning Organization urges all to

participate in walking events and urges all road users to share the road safely with
pedestrians.

ATTEST: PASSED AND ADOPTED on this 16" day of September 2020 at a regular meeting of the Killeen-

Temple Metropolitan Planning Organization Transportation Planning Policy Board, which
meeting was held in compliance with the Open Meetings Act, Texas Government Code,
511.001, et seq., at which meeting a quorum was present and voting.

Tim Davis, KTMPO TPPB Chair Uryan Nelson, KTMPO Director
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Amendments to the 2045 MTP, FY19-22 TIP, and FY21-24 TIP

MTP Background

The MTP is the 25-year long range planning document for KTMPO. The MTP includes a
short and long-range prioritized project listing incorporating projects expected to be
funded within the document’s 25-year planning horizon. The project listing is fiscally
constrained based on the projected funding the MPO expects to receive in the 25 year
planning period. The document also lists regionally significant unfunded projects. Projects
must be included in the funded section of the MTP in order to receive state or federal
funding.

TIP Background

The TIP is a 4-year transportation planning document that includes a detailed listing of
projects reasonably expected to begin within a four-year period. The current TIP covers
FY19 through FY22. Projects included in the TIP must be consistent with the MTP and
are chosen based on regional priority and available funding. An amendment to a TIP is
not completed until the change has also been included in the STIP—Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program.

Amendments to the 2045 MTP, FY19-22 TIP and FY21-24 TIP
Amendments are needed to the MTP and TIP to:

a) Update the project limits and revise the approved construction amount for the Loop
121 Phase la project, W40-04a(1)

e Original Limits: Lake Rd (FM 439) to US 190
e New Limits: Lake Rd (FM 439) to South of W Avenue O

» The reason for this revision is to include the entire intersection of US 190 and

have a cleaner ending terminus for the project.

e Original Cost: $28,000,000 of Category 2M funds
e Revised Cost: $30,800,000 of Category 2M funds

» The reason for this revision is due to a 10% administrative cost increase.

b) Update the let date, CSJs, and limits for the US 190 Bypass project, W35-01, and
remove it from the FY19-22 and FY21-24 TIPs
e Original Limits: Lampasas County Line to US 190 W of Clarke Rd
e Revised Limits: 0.6 mi W of FM 2657 to 0.15 E of Clarke Rd
» TxDOT provided KTMPO with updated CSJs for project W35-01.
e Original CSJ: 0231-19-003
e Revised CSJs: 0231-19-003, 0231-01-003, 0231-02-067
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» TxDOT provided KTMPO with an updated let date for project W35-01
e Original Let Date: 2021
e New Let Date: 2025
» TxDOT Districts statewide are focusing efforts to demonstrate fiscal constraint
for the FY21-24 STIP. In order to demonstrate the FHWA fiscal constraint of
the FY21-24 STIP, the US 190 Bypass project, W35-01, will need to be moved
out and let in 2025.
c) Update the let date for the NW Loop 363 project, W35-07, and remove it from the
FY19-22 and FY21-24 TIPs
e Original Let Date: 2023
e New Let Date: 2025
» TxDOT Districts statewide are focusing efforts to demonstrate fiscal constraint
for the FY21-24 STIP. In order to demonstrate the FHWA fiscal constraint of
the FY21-24 STIP, the NW Loop 363 project, W35-07, will need to be moved
out and let in 2025.

Schedule:

e September 2, 2020—TAC recommends initiation of public involvement process for
MTP and TIP amendments;
e September 16, 2020—TPPB approves initiation of public involvement process for
MTP and TIP amendments;
e September 19, 2020 — October 3, 2020—15 day public comment period;
o Public Hearing: September 23, 2020 at Central Texas Council of
Governments located at 2180 N. Main Street in Belton, TX at 12:00pm
o Virtual access https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/953745181
o Phone Access: +1 (312) 757-3121, Access Code: 953-745-181
e October 7, 2020—TAC recommends approval of proposed MTP and TIP
amendments;
e October 21, 2020—TPPB approves proposed MTP and TIP amendments.

Action Needed: Recommend initiation of public involvement process for 2045 MTP,
FY19-22 TIP and FY21-24 TIP amendments.
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Original Description

PROJECT
DISTRICT COUNTY CsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Bell 2502-01-021 SL121 2021 C Belton TXDOT $28,000,000
LIMITS FROM: Lake Rd (FM 439)
LIMITS TO: US 190 REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: MPO ID: W40-04a(1)
Widen from two lanes to four lanes with a raised median.
FUNDING CATEGORY: 2M
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY:
COST OF
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION: APPROVED AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY
PHASES:
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING: $1,500,000 CATEGORY: FEDERAL: STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
RIGHT OF WAY: $8,088,000 2M $22,400,000 $5,600,000 $28,000,000
CONSTRUCTION: $28,000,000 $28,000,000
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING: $1,500,000 TOTAL $22,400,000 $5,600,000 $0 $0 $28,000,000
CONTINGENCIES: $700,000
INDIRECTS: $1,200,000
BOND FINANCING: $0
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE): $40,988,000
New Description
PROJECT
DISTRICT COUNTY CcsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Bell 2502-01-021 SL121 2021 C Belton TxDOT $30,800,000
LIMITS FROM: Lake Rd (FM 439)
LIMITS TO: South of W Avenue O REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: MPO ID: W40-04a(1)
Widen from two lanes to four lanes with a raised median.
FUNDING CATEGORY: 2M
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY:
COST OF
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION: APPROVED AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY
PHASES:
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING: $1,500,000 CATEGORY: FEDERAL: STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
RIGHT OF WAY: $8,088,000 2M $24,640,000 $6,160,000 $30,800,000
CONSTRUCTION: $30,800,000 $30,800,000
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING: $1,500,000 TOTAL $24,640,000 $6,160,000 $0 $0 $30,800,000
CONTINGENCIES: $700,000
INDIRECTS: $1,200,000
BOND FINANCING: $0
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE): $43,788,000
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Original Description

PROJECT

DISTRICT COUNTY CsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Coryell 0231-19-003 US 190 2021 C Copperas Cove TxDOT $48,150,000
LIMITS FROM: Lampasas County Line
LIMITS TO: US 190 W of Clarke Rd REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: ) » _ _ MPO ID: W35-01
Widen from two lanes to four lane divided highway and construct interchange
FUNDING CATEGORY: 2M
MPO selected project in December
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY: 2018 during reprioritization of the
MTP
COST OF
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION: APPROVED AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY
PHASES:
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING: $2,357,657 CATEGORY: FEDERAL: STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
RIGHT OF WAY: $0 2M $38,520,000 $9,630,000 $48,150,000
CONSTRUCTION: $48,150,000 $48,150,000
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING: $2,068,964 TOTAL $38,520,000 $9,630,000 $0 $0 $48,150,000
CONTINGENCIES: $86,607
INDIRECTS: $0
BOND FINANCING: $0
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE): $52,663,228
Revised Description
PROJECT
DISTRICT COUNTY CsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Coryell 0231-19-003 US 190 2025 C Copperas Cove TxDOT $37,728,000
LIMITS FROM: Lampasas County Line
LIMITS TO: US 190 W of Clarke Rd REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: MPO ID: W35-01
Widen from two lanes to four lane divided highway and construct interchange
FUNDING CATEGORY: M
MPO selected project in December
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY: 2018 during reprioritization of the
MTP
COST OF
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION: APPROVED AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY
PHASES:
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING: $2,357,657 CATEGORY: FEDERAL: STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
RIGHT OF WAY: $0 2M $37,728,000 $37,728,000
CONSTRUCTION: $37,728,000 $37,728,000
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING: $2,068,964 TOTAL $0 $37,728,000 $0 $0 $37,728,000
CONTINGENCIES: $86,607
INDIRECTS: $0
BOND FINANCING: $0
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE): $42,241,228
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Original Description

PROJECT

DISTRICT COUNTY CsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Bell 0320-06-008 LP 363 2023 C Temple TXDOT $45,000,000
LIMITS FROM: Industrial Blvd
LIMITS TO: Lucius McCelvey REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: . . MPO ID: W35-07
Construct interchange and expand from two to four lanes with frontage roads
FUNDING CATEGORY: 2M
MPO selected project in December
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY: 2018 during the reprioritization of the
MTP
COST OF
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION: APPROVED AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY
PHASES:
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING: $2,399,941 CATEGORY: FEDERAL: STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
RIGHT OF WAY: $0 2M $36,000,000 $9,000,000 $45,000,000
CONSTRUCTION: $45,000,000 $45,000,000
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING: $2,404,839 TOTAL $36,000,000 $9,000,000 $0 $0 $45,000,000
CONTINGENCIES: $1,106,911
INDIRECTS: $0
BOND FINANCING: $0
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE): $50,911,691
Revised Description
PROJECT
DISTRICT COUNTY CcsJ HWY LET DATE PHASE CITY SPONSOR YOE COST
WACO Bell 0320-06-008 LP 363 2025 C Temple TxDOT $45,000,000
LIMITS FROM: Industrial Blvd
LIMITS TO: Lucius McCelvey REVISION DATE: Jul-20
DESCRIPTION: . . MPO ID: W35-07
Construct interchange and expand from two to four lanes with frontage roads
FUNDING CATEGORY: 2M
MPO selected project in December
REMARKS: PROJECT HISTORY: 2018 during the reprioritization of the

TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION:

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING:
RIGHT OF WAY:
CONSTRUCTION:
CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING:

CONTINGENCIES:

INDIRECTS:

BOND FINANCING:
TOTAL PROJECT COST (YOE):

COST OF
APPROVED

PHASES:
$2,399,941 CATEGORY: FEDERAL:
$0 2M $36,000,000
$45,000,000 $45,000,000
$2,404,839 TOTAL $36,000,000
$1,106,911
$0
$0
$50,911,691

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY

STATE: LOCAL: LOCAL CONT: TOTAL:
$9,000,000 $45,000,000
$9,000,000 $0 $0 $45,000,000
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2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Project Listing

Short Range Funded (2014-2023) Projects with Allocated Funding as of December 2018 and Listed in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
MPO PROPOSITION 1/CATEGORY 2 PROJECTS (METROPOLITAN CORRIDORS)

Original Description

Project Prioritized Estimated CMP Environmental
A . ] q G : 1 ing! et ; 2 i ine3 :
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Ranking List Estimated Cost | Let Date | Network® | Considerations Funding Amounts
€30-03b 0231-02-062 Business US 190 Phase | FM 1113 (Avenue D) to Constitution Dr | COnStruction of a raised median and conversion of one travel lane in each direction to a 81.00 4 4 $10,000,000 2021 Yes 3
sidewalk/bicycle lane
W40-04a (1) [2502-01-021 Loop 121 Phase 1a Lake Rd (FM 439) to US 190 Widen from two lanes to four lanes with a raised median 56.45 14 5 $28,000,000 2021 Yes EJ,H, P
W35-01 0231-19-003 US 190 Bypass I;)?rglp:"if ':'.é)unty Eie@ TS W Widen from two lanes to four lanes divided and construct interchange 68.27 9 2 $48,150,000 2021 Yes L, H, FY21-22 Category 2: $92,350,000
'W45-01 0231-03-152 I;\:;:[:dvanced S (EEEmE ‘(r::a?ll)e“ (ot Ui i ) 24523 fefm Construction of fiber optics, traffic cameras and Dynamic Message Boards 73.33 2 11 $6,200,000 2021 Yes EJ,LLH
W35-07 0320-06-008 NW Loop 363 :J"rd““"al Blvd to Lucius McCelvey | ctr\ ct interchange and expand two to four anes with frontage roads 72.00 3 1 $45,000,000 2023 Yes H FY23-24 Category 2: $45,000,000
. . - ) _ a .| Prioritized ) Estimated CMP Environmental ’
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Project Ranking 1 Estimated Cost 2 Funding
List Let Date Network Considerations’
Adams Ave/Central Ave. Installation of ADA compliant sidewalks traveling east on Central Avenue from 31st Street to 3rd
0184-03-039 ) . ) 1H-35 to MLK Jr Blvd (Spur 290) Street and west on Adams Avenue from 3rd Street to 31st Street with tapered connections to 92.00 2 2 $1,913,044 2021 Yes EJ,H
Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements
T40-15 0232-01-053 existing sidewalks at bridges
522 ft South of Jupiter Dr to 20 ft North FY21-22 Category 7 Funds:
T40-07a 0909-36-168 Temple Outer Loop West-Phase | o River;‘;g T‘["a”“p' erbrio ™ | Widen from two to four lane divided roadway with a curb and gutter, Phase 1 64.67 17 4 $10,298,198 2021 No P, H 13,770,044
N40-04 0909-36-167 Nolanville City Park Connectivity anr1k0$(;rtth Mesquite) along Ave H Construct ADA compliant sidewalks, ramps, and crosswalks 72.34 6 3 $1,558,802 2021 No P
) ’ . : - Prioritized Estimated CmMP Environmental .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score® | Project Ranking" g Estimated Cost 2 . 3 Funding
List Let Date Network Considerations
B45-03 0909-36-169 13th A Sid Ik & Shared Use Path | Main St (SH 317) to W, Rd (FM 817) Construct 5 ft sidewalks on the north side of 13th Ave from Main St to Woodall; Transition to 10 72.16 7 a 423,611 2022 N p FY21-22 Category 9 Funds:
- 36 venue sidewa arec Use Pa ain o Waco t SUP from Woodall to Waco Rd : ’ ° $423,611
Prioritized Estimated CMP Environmental :
. . . . . . . Fundin
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score’ Project Ranking" List" Estimated Cost Let Date Network® | Considerations® g
Bel Hiki Bike Trail E; i h [1H-35 fi FM 4 fi Park 12 ide hike ike il. Proj ill I FM 4 IH- hl
B40-05 0909-36-163 elton Hike and Bike Trail Extension Sout| 35 from 36 to Confederate Park |Construct 12 ft wide hike and bike trai : roject will extend along 36, IH-35 northbound N/A N/A N/A 1,790,571 2021 No £,p FY17 TASA Funds: $1,790,571
(South Belton Shared Use Path) Dr frontage road and Confederate Park Drive.
A D A ORY 9 PRO A RO O OOL PROGRA
stimate .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score® | Project Ranking List" Estimated Cost Let Date Network® | Considerations® Runding
On Lee Mays Blvd and Luther Curtis Rd
0909-36-180 Troy - Mays Middle School SRTS n Lee Mays Blv an. uther turtis Construct 0.2 miles of accessible sidewalks with crosswalks and ADA ramps. N/A N/A N/A $277,571 2021 No N/A FY20 SRTS Funds: $277,571
to Raymond Mays Middle School

July 17, 2020
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Original Description

Proposed Roadway, Transportation Choices/Livability,Transit, and Preventative Maintenance Projects
ROADWAY PROJECTS’

Reconstruction

Schlueter Loop)

) . - ; — 1 , | Prioritized ) Estimated C™mP Environmental 4
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Project Ranking 1 Estimated Cost 2 . .3 Funding
List Let Date Network Considerations
W30-17 1835-01-026 FM 93 Phase 1 and 2 SH 317 to Wheat Rd Widen from 2 to 4 lane roadway with a bike lane and 6 ft sidewalks 64.81 16 3 $8,794,843 2025/2026 Yes EJ, H, P
454 ft South of D Meadow Blvd to IH-| Wi ivi i 5 il i i
140-07b 0909-36-174 Temple Outer Loop West Phase II outh of Dove Meadow Blvd to quen fron;\ 2to 4vlane divided rofidway with a cur.b and gutter; 1nclu.des hike and bike 64.67 17 " 49,701,802 2027 No P, H Short Range Funding: $46,096,645
35S trail and bike dedicated lanes to incorporate multimodal transportation
K30-13 0909-36-175 Chaparral Rd SH 195 to FM 3481 (Stillhouse Hollow Refér?struct and widen roadway from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway with bicycle/pedestrian 59.99 27 5 $23,000,000 2023 No £l H
0909-36-172 Lake Rd) facilities.
D40-01 N/A North Waco Rd (Old 81) West Main St to West Big Elm Rd Widen from 2 to 4 lanes, with curb, gutter, and bridge improvements 52.64 44 6 $4,600,000 TBD No .
H30-05 0909-36-171 Warriors Path Upgrade FM 2410 (Knights Way) to Old Nolanville C‘reate atwo lane r‘oad section Wlth.a cul:b, gutter., and left turn Ian.e at a future school; 6 ft 48.17 0 7 $8,068,050 2025 No H
Rd sidewalk on west side and a 10 ft wide hike and bike path on east side
N40-03 N/A O_Id Nolanvill.e Road .Bridge Expansion and |Bridge on Old Nolanville Rd to US 190/IH ReFons(ruct bridge on Old Nolanville Road and add multi-use trail system to connect to existing 49.84 46 3 $1,602,700 T8D No o
Bike/Pedestrian Project 14 trail system.
540-03 N/A SelkR et Vlllage pcacicabaciionc Thomas Arnold Rd to IH-35 Widen roadway, add turn lanes and bicycle/pedestrian facilities 36.45 66 9 $300,500 2028 No _
Enhancement Project
T15-06k 0015-14-109 IH 35 US 190/IH 14 to Loop 363 Reconstruct and widen to 8 lanes 78.27 1 10 $129,700,000 2029 Yes EJ, H
35-02ab°  |0724-01-055 FM 116 Railroad Underpass ?a'gfl‘i':y;tth;i‘\’/geh;x'sung parking = fe o -te anlunderpass at the existing BNSF railroadiwith sidewalks 71.73 4 12 $13,470,000 2023 Yes £
W25-02 0184-02-055 SH 36 SH 317 to Lake Belton Bridge Widen from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway 71.63 5 i3 $36,715,000 2026 No P
'W35-04 N/A FM 439 Roy Reynolds Drive to FM 3219 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes 70.27 6 14 $11,539,000 2027 No EJ
H45-03 0184-02-055 FM 3481 (Stillhouse Lake Rd) Phase 1 ;;olsnpteei‘:;:i:)ar:l (0 e ] Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continous center turn lane and sidewalks 69.33 7 15 $6,566,500 2026/2027 No H, ARZ, P
W30-23 0184-04-051 US 190/Loop 363 Spur 290 to SH 95 Upgrade to 4 lane freeway with continous frontage roads and grade separation at MLK Blvd 68.36 8 16 $16,784,000 2025 Yes E)
Convert the center turn lane to a controlled left turn lane with raised median, maintain the two
C30-03a N/A Business US 190 - Phase Il FM 1113 (Ave D) to FM 116 South existing travel lanes, add curb, gutter, and bike lanes on both sides of the roadway, 6 ft sidewalk 68.16 10 17 $7,400,000 2022 Yes EJ
on the south side and pedestrian crossings with curb ramps at street intersections
W35-08 N/A FM 93 FM 1741 to SH 95 Z\Cf;an';om 2 to 4 lanes, provide for a raised median and construct grade separation 66.44 an 18 $12,588,000 18D Yes H
H45-01 N/A E FM 2410 (E. Knights Way) Phase 1 Cedar Knob Rd to Warriors Path Widen from 2 to 4 lanes with a continous turn lane, curb, gutter and sidewalks 66.35 12 19 $5,561,600 TBD _
'W30-13 N/A FM 2484 FM 1670 to IH-35 Widen from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway 65.99 13 20 $3,147,000 TBD No P
Le 363 at FM 2305 (Ad A Int til f L 363 and FM 2305 .
W30-21 N/A . ) 2 . (Banae) e an Reconstruct interchange at FM 2305 (Adams Ave) and Loop 363 65.45 14 21 $18,000,000 TBD Yes EJ Long Range Funding:
Reconfiguration (Adams Ave) $378,524,579
Widen from two to four lanes with a center turn lane and roundabouts at Featherline Rd and e
K40-24 N/A Featherline DI St h Rd to Ch | Rd 65.00 15 22 9,000,000 2025 N EJ
/ catheriine r ERfEeEE O EUELET Stagecoach Rd and Stagecoach Rd at W.S. Young Dr $ °
H15-01 N/A FM 3423 (Indian Trail) BETTEES D (VNGY) G U G || IS ) I RS e e ey vt Al (il e pdlesiit 64.55 18 23 43,391,800 8D No o
enhancements within the appropriate context sensitive cross section
T35-36a N/A S 1st Street/Spur 290 Improvements SE Loop 363 to Ave M Uttt e 4 e Umaiiittes) o 4 (e Gl fear vy witdh @ @i, citisr el ile 64.45 19 24 48,500,000 TBD Yes 3]
and bike trails to incorporate multimodal design
K40-11 N/A WS Young Dr Mall Dr to AJ Hall Blvd Add turn lane and relocate traffic signal at Mall Dr to AJ Hall Blvd 64.09 20 25 $4,889,549 TBD Yes EJ
. " . Pleasant Hill Cemetary Rd to Jack . .
N40-06 N/A Nolanville Railroad Crossing Safet: . . Upgrade crossings for better connections and safet: 63.18 21 26 500,000 TBD No
/ 5 v Rabbit Road (4 RR Crossings) Pe S Y $ -
D40-03 N/A Old TX 81 - Phase | FM 1237 to Loves Overpass Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with bicycle lanes, a curb and gutter 61.55 22 27 $3,500,000 TBD No H
H45-04 N/A FM 3481 (Stillhouse Lake Rd) Phase 2 :;?::sé?yi?:r;ral Rahiesectonlo Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continuous center turn lane and sidewalks 60.84 24 28 $6,306,620 TBD No H, ARZ, P
K40-16 N/A East Trimmier Rd Improvements Stagecoach Rd to Chaparral Rd Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continuous center turn lane, sidewalks and bicycle lanes 60.84 23 29 $7,000,000 TBD No EJ
Reduce roadway profile, install curb and gutter; add access management/driveway
H30-01 N/A Business US 190 (Veterans Memorial Blvd) | N Roy Reynolds to US 190/IH-14 control, drainage improvements, sidewalks, medians and other context sensitive 60.19 26 30 $5,000,000 TBD No EJ, L H
solutions
B40-10 N/A FM 1670 US 190 to Three Creeks Blvd Widen from 2 to 4 lane roadway with a 10 ft hike and bike trail 59.45 28 31 $5,643,360 TBD No EJ,H
SH 195 at FM 3470 (SS L Int til f SH 195 at FM 3470 (St:
W35-02 N/A 2 (ESllers) niersection o 2 (B Upgrade interchange 59.17 29 32 $52,450,000 TBD Yes EJ
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2045 Metropolitan Transportation Plan Project Listing

Short Range Funded (2014-2023) Projects with Allocated Funding as of December 2018 and Listed in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
MPQO PROPOSITION 1/CATEGORY 2 PROJECTS (METROPOLITAN CORRIDORS)

Revised Description

ft SUP from Woodall to Waco Rd

TEGORY 9 PROJECTS (TRANSPORTATIO

N ALTERNATIVE SET

SIDE PROGRAM)

Project Prioritized Estimated CMP Environmental
. . .. . s . 1 P | ol q 2 . . 3 .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Ranking List Estimated Cost | Let Date | Network™ | Considerations Funding Amounts
on of a rai - or of T lane in each directi
30-03b 0231-02-062 Business US 190 Phase | FM 1113 (Avenue D) to Constitution Dr Construction of a raised median and conversion of one travel lane in each direction to a 81.00 4 4 $10,000,000 2001 Yes 3
sidewalk/bicycle lane FY21-22 Category 2: $40,800,000
'W40-04a (1) [2502-01-021 Loop 121 Phase 1a Lake Rd (FM 439) to S of W Ave O Widen from two lanes to four lanes with a raised median 56.45 14 5 $30,800,000 2021 Yes EJ,H, P
A . » Vi DD . A ' . . DD ' . D DR .
Project Prioritized Estimated CMP Environmental
. . - . . : 1 A ol : 2 : s 3 .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Ranking List Estimated Cost | Let Date | Network™ | Considerations Funding Amounts
W45-01 0231-03-152 's::tz:d"anced Ve (YR mat Coryell County Line to FM 3423 (Indian Trail) | Construction of fiber optics, traffic cameras and Dynamic Message Boards 73.33 2 1 46,200,000 2021 Yes EJ, L H FY 21-22 Category 4: $6,200,000
. . - . . Prioritized Estimated Let CMP Environmental .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score® Project Rankingl o Estimated Cost 2 . 3 Funding
List Date Network Considerations;
Adams Ave/Central Ave. Bicycle/Pedestrian Installation of ADA compliant sidewalks traveling east on Central Avenue from 31st Street to 3rd
0184-03-039 |mprovements thasd IH-35 to MLK Jr Blvd (Spur 290) Street and west on Adams Avenue from 3rd Street to 31st Street with tapered connections to 92.00 2 2 $1,913,044 2021 Yes ELH
T40-15 0232-01-053 P existing sidewalks at bridges
522 ft South of Jupiter Dr to 20 ft North of Fr21-22 Category 7 Funds:
u of Jupiter Dr rth o . s e .
T40-07a 0909-36-168 Temple Outer Loop West-Phase | Riversidi Trail pite ° °! Widen from two to four lane divided roadway with a curb and gutter, Phase 1 64.67 17 4 $10,298,198 2021 No P,H 13,770,044
N40-04 0909-36-167 Nolanville City Park Connectivity :?rk (North Mesquite) along Ave H to 10th Construct ADA compliant sidewalks, ramps, and crosswalks 72.34 6 3 $1,558,802 2021 No P
. . - . _ Prioritized Estimated Let CMP Environmental .
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score! Project Rankingl oa Estimated Cost 2 X g Funding
List Date Network Considerations;
B45-03 0909-36-169 13th Avenue Sidewalk & Shared Use Path | Main St (SH 317) to Waco Rd (FM 817) Construct 5 ft sidewalks on the north side of 13th Ave from Main St to Woodall; Transition to 10 72.16 7 2 $423611 2022 No p FY21-22 Category 9 Funds:

$423,611

Raymond Mays Middle School

Prioritized Estimated Let CMP Environmental
X . . . . . . Fundin,

KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score® | Project Ranking® List* Estimated Cost Date Network? | Considerations? e

B40-05 0909-36-163 Belton Hike and Bike Trail Extension South |H-35 from FM 436 to Confederate Park Dr Construct 12 ft wide hike and bike trall.. Project will extend along FM 436, IH-35 northbound N/A N/A N/A 1,790,571 2021 No ELp FY17 TASA Funds: $1,790,571
(South Belton Shared Use Path) frontage road and Confederate Park Drive.
A . A . » O PR . A » . . . ' DB . DR A
stimated Le )

KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score® Project Ranking® List! Estimated Cost Date Network® | Considerations® Funding

0909-36-180 Troy - Mays Middle School SRTS On Lee Mays Blvd and Luther Curtis Rd to Construct 0.2 miles of accessible sidewalks with crosswalks and ADA ramps. N/A N/A N/A $277,571 2021 No N/A FY20 SRTS Funds: $277,571
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Revised Description

Proposed Roadway, Transportation Choices/Livability, Transit, and Preventative Maintenance Projects
ROADWAY PROJECTS’

. . L . L . a . q Prioritized i Estimated Let CMP Environmental A
KTMPO ID | CSJ Number Project Name Project Limits Project Description Project Score Project Ranking 4 Estimated Cost 2 ) 3 Funding
List Date Network Considerations
W35-07 0320-06-008 NW Loop 363 Industrial Blvd to Lucius McCelvey Dr Construct interchange and expand two to four lanes with frontage roads 72.00 3] 1 $45,000,000 2025 Yes H
0231-19-003
0.6 mi W of FM 2657 to 0.15 E of Clarke . - .
W35-01 0231-01-003 US 190 Bypass Rd ! Widen from two lanes to four lanes divided and construct interchange 68.27 9 2 $48,150,000 2025 Yes L, H,
0231-02-067
. . . . Short Range Funding:
W30-17 1835-01-026 FM 93 Phase 1 and 2 SH 317 to Wheat Rd Widen from 2 to 4 lane roadway with a bike lane and 6 ft sidewalks 64.81 16 3 $8,794,843 2025/2026 Yes EJ,H, P $130,246,645
Widen from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway with a curb and gutter; includes hike and bike
T40-07b 0909-36-174 Temple Outer Loop West Phase Il 454 ft South of Dove Meadow Blvd to IH-35 S r p . B Y N 8 ’ . 64.67 17 4 $9,701,802 2027 No P,H
trail and bike dedicated lanes to incorporate multimodal transportation
0909-36-175 R truct and wid d fi 2to 4l divided road ith bicycl destri
K30-13 Chaparral Rd SH 195 to FM 3481 (stillhouse Hollow Lake Rd) | Reconstruct and widen roadway from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway with bicycle/pedestrian 59.99 27 5 $23,000,000 2023 No E)H
0909-36-172 facilities.
D40-01 N/A North Waco Rd (Old 81) West Main St to West Big Elm Rd Widen from 2 to 4 lanes, with curb, gutter, and bridge improvements 52.64 44 6 $4,600,000 TBD No .
Create a two |. d secti ith b, gutter, and left turn | it a fut hool; 6 ft
H30-05 0909-36-171 Warriors Path Upgrade FM 2410 (Knights Way) to Old Nolanville Rd _rea € atwolane r.oa section wi .a Cu‘.’ gl er. and left tum an.e at afuture schoo 48.17 50 7 $8,968,950 2025 No H
sidewalk on west side and a 10 ft wide hike and bike path on east side
N40-03 N/A O.Id Nolanvill.e Roaderidge Expansion and Bridge on Old Nolanville Rd to US 190/IH 14 Re?onstruct bridge on Old Nolanville Road and add multi-use trail system to connect to existing 49.84 46 g 61,602,700 8D No o
Bike/Pedestrian Project trail system.
Salado West Village Road C: ity and n A 5
S40-03 N/A aiado test Vi age By e Thomas Arnold Rd to IH-35 Widen roadway, add turn lanes and bicycle/pedestrian facilities 36.45 66 9 $300,500 2028 No _
Enhancement Project
T15-06k 0015-14-109 IH 35 US 190/IH 14 to Loop 363 Reconstruct and widen to 8 lanes 78.27 1 10 $129,700,000 2029 Yes EJ, H
S Main (through existing parking facilit, . q A
35:02ab°  |0724-01-055 FM 116 Railroad Underpass o AV‘E é ugh existing parking facility) |, o2 an underpass at the existing BNSF railroad with sidewalks 7173 4 12 $13,470,000 2023 Yes £
W25-02 0184-02-055 SH 36 SH 317 to Lake Belton Bridge Widen from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway 71.63 5 13 $36,715,000 2026 No P
W35-04 N/A FM 439 Roy Reynolds Drive to FM 3219 Widen from 4 to 6 lanes 70.27 6 14 $11,539,000 2027 No EJ
. Prospector Trail to Proposed Chaprarral Rd . " . .
H45-03 0184-02-055 FM 3481 (Stillhouse Lake Rd) Phase 1 Intersection Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continous center turn lane and sidewalks 69.33 7 15 $6,566,500 2026/2027 No H, ARZ, P
W30-23 0184-04-051 US 190/Loop 363 Spur 290 to SH 95 Upgrade to 4 lane freeway with continous frontage roads and grade separation at MLK Blvd 68.36 8 16 $16,784,000 2025 Yes EJ
Convert the center turn lane to a controlled left turn lane with raised median, maintain the two
C30-03a N/A Business US 190 - Phase |1 FM 1113 (Ave D) to FM 116 South existing travel lanes, add curb, gutter, and bike lanes on both sides of the roadway, 6 ft sidewalk 68.16 10 17 $7,400,000 2022 Yes EJ
on the south side and pedestrian crossings with curb ramps at street intersections
W3s5-08 N/A FM93 FM 1741 t0 SH 95 \LIJVF:d:; from 2 to 4 lanes, provide for a raised median and construct grade separation at 66.44 an 13 $12,588,000 ) Yes H
H45-01 N/A E FM 2410 (E. Knights Way) Phase 1 Cedar Knob Rd to Warriors Path Widen from 2 to 4 lanes with a continous turn lane, curb, gutter and sidewalks 66.35 12 19 $5,561,600 TBD
W30-13 N/A FM 2484 FM 1670 to IH-35 Widen from 2 to 4 lane divided roadway 65.99 13 20 $3,147,000 TBD No P
L 363 at FM 2305 (Ad: A Int til f L 363 and FM 2305 (Ad a
W30-21 N/A e ) @ . (B ) ISR L) an (dars Reconstruct interchange at FM 2305 (Adams Ave) and Loop 363 65.45 14 21 $18,000,000 TBD Yes EJ .
Reconfiguration Ave) Long Range Funding: $378,524,579
Widen from two to four lanes with a center turn lane and roundabouts at Featherline Rd and
K40-24 N/A Featherline Dy St h Rd to Ch | Rd 65.00 15 22 9,000,000 2025 N EJ
/ eathertine br agecoac 0 Chaparra Stagecoach Rd and Stagecoach Rd at W.S. Young Dr $ °
. Construct an urban cross-section roadway with sidewalks, median and pedestrian
H15-01 N/A FM 3423 (Indian Trail) Business 190 (VMB) to US 190/IH-14 o . v o ' and p 64.55 18 23 $3,391,800 TBD No _
enhancements within the appropriate context sensitive cross section
Widen from 4 lane undivided to 4 lane divided roadway with a curb, gutter and hike and
T35-36a N/A S 1st Street/Spur 290 Improvements SE Loop 363 to Ave M . . . . . Y » 8 64.45 19 24 $8,500,000 TBD Yes EJ
bike trails to incorporate multimodal design
K40-11 N/A WS Young Dr Mall Dr to AJ Hall Blvd Add turn lane and relocate traffic signal at Mall Dr to AJ Hall Blvd 64.09 20 25 $4,889,549 TBD Yes EJ
Pleasant Hill Cemetary Rd to Jack Rabbit . .
N40-06 N/A Nolanville Railroad Crossing Safety 1 Lemetary " | Upgrade crossings for better connections and safety 63.18 21 26 $500,000 8D No o
Road (4 RR Crossings)
D40-03 N/A 0ld TX 81 - Phase | FM 1237 to Loves Overpass Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with bicycle lanes, a curb and gutter 61.55 22 27 $3,500,000 TBD No H
P d Ch: | Rd Int tion to South
H45-04 N/A FM 3481 (Stillhouse Lake Rd) Phase 2 Cir;/pﬁfneits Rhes ntersection to Sou Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continuous center turn lane and sidewalks 60.84 24 28 $6,306,620 TBD No H, ARZ, P
K40-16 N/A East Trimmier Rd Improvements Stagecoach Rd to Chaparral Rd Widen roadway from 2 to 4 lanes with a continuous center turn lane, sidewalks and bicycle lanes 60.84 23 29 $7,000,000 TBD No EJ
Reduce roadway profile, install curb and gutter; add access management/driveway
H30-01 N/A Business US 190 (Veterans Memorial Blvd) |N Roy Reynolds to US 190/IH-14 control, drainage improvements, sidewalks, medians and other context sensitive 60.19 26 30 $5,000,000 TBD No EJLH
solutions
B40-10 N/A FM 1670 US 190 to Three Creeks Blvd Widen from 2 to 4 lane roadway with a 10 ft hike and bike trail 59.45 28 31 $5,643,360 TBD No ELH
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Technical Advisory Committee
% _/ September 2, 2020

KILLEEN-TEMPLE

Agenda ltem #8

KTMPO Public Participation Plan

Summary:
KTMPOQO’s Public Participation Plan (PPP) is to be reviewed and updated every three

years. The last major update occurred in March 2018. Staff has reviewed the plan
incorporating administrative changes only.

In July, staff requested TAC review of the following:
e PPP Goals (pg. 10)
e Program Adoption, Amendments, and Modification (pg. 11-12)
¢ Notification for Public Forums (pg. 14) and public meetings (pg. 16)
e Communications Strategy (pg. 18)
e Regional Agencies and Stakeholders (pg.36)

Title VI Plan and Limited English Proficiency Plan

Recipients of federal funding are required to adopt a Title VI/Nondiscrimination Plan. The
purpose of the plan is to ensure the entity’s programs, policies, and activities comply with
various nondiscrimination laws and regulations to include Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964. This federal law protects individuals, groups, and organizations from
discrimination on the basis of race, color or national origin in federally assisted programs
and activities. Since other nondiscrimination authorities have expanded the scope and
range of Title VI application and reach (i.e. religion, sex, disability, age), reference to Title
VI includes other provisions of federal statutes and related authorities to the extent that
they prohibit discrimination in programs and activities receiving federal financial
assistance.

KTMPO adopted Hill Country Transit District’s Title VI Plan in March 2018. This plan
remains HCTD’s most currently approved Title VI Plan, until their updated plan is
approved in 2021. At that time, KTMPO will present the updated plan to the TAC and
Policy Board for adoption for the KTMPO region.

KTMPO also adopted Hill Country Transit District’s Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Plan
in March 2018 and has updated with administrative changes only.

All three plans are included in the back of the August meeting packet and can also be
viewed at www.ktmpo.org.
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Tentative Schedule:

August 5, 2020--TAC review of PPP.
August 19, 2020- TPPB review of PPP.
September 2, 2020- TAC review of PPP, Title VI, and LEP documents; TAC
recommendation of initiating public involvement for PPP and LEP documents.
September 16, 2020- TPPB approve initiation of public involvement process
September 19- November 2, 2020 — 45 day public comment period;

e Two public hearings;

o

O

®)
@)

Public Hearing: September 23, 2020 at Central Texas Council of
Governments located at 2180 N. Main Street in Belton, TX at 12:00pm
Virtual access https://global.gotomeeting.com/[j0in/953745181

Phone Access: +1 (312) 757-3121, Access Code: 953-745-181

Public Hearing: October 13, 2020 at Central Texas Council of
Governments located at 2180 N. Main Street in Belton, TX at 5:00pm
Virtual access https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/769166053

Phone Access: +1 (786) 535-3211, Access Code: 769-166-053

November 4, 2020—TAC recommends approval of PPP and LEP update.
November 18, 2020—TPPB approve PPP and LEP update.

Action Needed: Recommend initiation of public involvement for PPP and LEP

documents.
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Final 2045 MTP Project Application Scoring Packet and
MTP Reprioritzation Schedule

Through a series of interactive workshops, the KTMPO Staff and TAC, with support from
ATG, have developed an updated Project Application Scoring Packet; aligning the
descriptions and measurement of criteria used in the MTP Project Scoring process, with
adjusted scoring procedures to incorporate federal performance based planning guidance
and emerging local priorities into the project selection process.

Today, ATG will present the completed Project Application Scoring Packet incorporating
changes for both the Roadway Evaluation Track and the Transportation Choices and
Livability Evaluation Track. The presentation will include a discussion of some of the key
additions to the Application Packet and how they support the project scoring process and
the metropolitan planning process.

MTP Reprioritization Schedule:

September 2020 Present updated Project Application Scoring Packet;
Recommendation and approval of Project Application Scoring
Packet; Recommendation and approval of MTP Reprioritization
Schedule.

October 2020 Task Order for Consultant to conduct objective scores.
October 1, 2020 Call for Projects opens.

November 15, 2020 Call for Projects closes.

December 31, 2020 Objective scores completed by Consultant.

January 20, 2020 Project Bus Tour.

January 6, 2021 TAC conducts subjective scoring on their own.
February 3, 2021 TAC subjective scores due to KTMPO.

March 2021 Presentation of scoring results; Discussion, recommendation, and
approval of 2045 MTP Reprioritization.

Action Needed: Recommend approval of final 2045 MTP Project Application Scoring
Packet and MTP Reprioritization Schedule.
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The Killeen — Temple Metropolitan Planning Organization, hereinafter referred to as KTMPO, serves
as the planning organization for the federally designated Transportation Management Area located
in the Central Texas area. The KTMPO boundary covers all of Bell County and parts of Lampasas and
Coryell Counties along with portions of Fort Hood. The Central Texas Council of Governments
(CTCOG) serves as the lead staffing agency for the KTMPO Transportation Planning Policy Board
(TPPB).

KTMPO is issuing a Call for Projects (CFP) as part of the update of its Mobility 2045 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan (MTP). Projects representing all modes of transportation are requested to
include roadway, bike and pedestrian, transit, and other eligible activities. Only construction phase
funding is available through the CFP. Project sponsors are responsible for funding pre-construction
activities (for example, feasibility studies and preliminary engineering).

If a project receives a sufficient score and fulfills a demonstrated need within the 25-year planning
horizon of the MTP, the project may be included in the fiscally constrained MTP. Projects included in
the fiscally constrained MTP may be funded through various sources at the local, state, and federal
levels based on established priority and funding availability. These funding sources include Surface
Transportation Metropolitan Mobility and Transportation Alternatives funding, and other FAST ACT
programs. In early screening, each project will be assigned to a preliminary funding category that
aligns with the project scope, purpose and need. The preliminary funding categories will be used to
perform a financial analysis of the proposed MTP program of projects.

A listing of funding categories used in the Texas Unified Transportation Program (UTP) and Texas
Metropolitan Planning Programs is provided in Appendix A of this document. Although there are
twelve funding categories, not all funding categories are available for use in developing the MTP. The
categories available to fund the MTP in a given cycle depend on current national and state funding
guidelines and the collaborative dialogue between the State and the MPO. The planned funding
allocation is then documented in the Texas UTP, which guides the allocation of available funding
resources for the upcoming 10 years.

This CFP describes a detailed process for submission of a project. The projects will be evaluated and
scored by the KTMPO Staff or designee (using objective criteria) and Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC) (using subjective criteria). Projects will be ranked based upon the scores and the TAC will
provide a recommendation to the TPPB. Final approval of the prioritized project list will be made by
the KTMPO TPPB. Projects will be evaluated based on the scoring criteria provided in this project call
packet.
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KTMPO Project Scoring Process

The CFP is available on the KTMPO website at www.ktmpo.org. Any revisions or updates to the CFP
will be posted on the KTMPO website. Questions about the CFP may be sent via email to

at . Questions will be addressed upon receipt and will be posted on the KTMPO
website. Questions about the CFP must be submitted to KTMPO by [INSERT DATE].

All submittals must be received by the KTMPO [INSERT TIME AND DATE] via physical electronic media
or email. For large files, contact KTMPO for options using FTP or file-sharing services. Electronic
responses must be formatted for 8 %4” x 11”7, 8 4” x 14” or 11” x 17” output only. Hard copies will not
be accepted.

Submission of Project Proposals — Electronic Media

By Mail Hand Delivery

Central Texas Council of Governments Central Texas Council of Governments
Attention: Attention:

P.O. Box 729 2180 North Main

Belton, Texas 76513 Belton, Texas 76513

By Email:
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KTMPO Project Scoring Process
KTMPO Project Scoring Process

The Project Selection Process fulfills several needs in the metropolitan planning process. In order to
spend federal dollars on local transportation projects and programs, a metropolitan area must have
along-range Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) and short-range Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP). Federal and State regulations require both of these documents to be performance-
based and financially constrained. Fiscal constraint has been a key component of transportation
planning and program development since the passage of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991.

The MTP is a long-range plan, normally 20 to 25 years, which outlines the long-term goals for the
region’s transportation system.

The long-term goals of the MTP include:

Improve mobility.

Reduce congestion.

Improve access to jobs, homes, goods, and services.

Improve safety, reliability, and efficiency in transportation system.
Promote a healthier environment; and

Encourage a regional coordination in decision making.

The MTP includes a list of projects that, over the long term, will meet the objectives of the plan. The
projects listed in the MTP are grouped into three component project lists: a short-range plan, a long-
range plan, and a regionally significant-unfunded plan. Fiscal constraint means that the cost of those
projects selected for inclusion in the MTP's planning horizon must reasonably match the expected
funding levels for that time period. The cost of those projects included in the 10-year short range plan
cannot exceed UTP projected funding available during that 10-year period. The planned KTMPO UTP
funding allocation by category is provided in Appendix B. These funding allocations are subject to
change over time as the UTP is amended to address new National or State programs, or fiscal
circumstances change with the economy.

Projects programmed for implementation in the long-range component of the plan must also be
fiscally constrained based upon the projected future categorical funding levels. Projects that are
advanced to the four-year TIP have received dedicated funding. Because of the limited resources
available, not all projects that are submitted to the CFP can be included in the fiscally constrained
MTP. Therefore, a process is needed to evaluate and score projects.

Once projects have been scored according to the procedures set forth in the remainder of this
document, the projects will be placed in the financially constrained component project lists of the
MTP based on projected funding levels for the MTP planning horizon, the project’s score, and the
project’s implementation timeline (readiness). When fiscal constraint for the MTP planning horizon
is reached, the remaining projects will be placed in the regionally significant-unfunded section of the
MTP.
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Project Selection Process

The KTMPO Project Selection Process consists of 4 steps:

Call for Projects and project submission to KTMPO

Project Review and Evaluation

KTMPO Technical Advisory Committee Recommendation

KTMPO Transportation Planning Policy Board Review and Approval

B w N e

The following is a detailed discussion of these steps and their processes.

Step 1: Call for Projects and Project Submission to KTMPO

As part of the updated 2045 MTP process, KTMPO, with coordination and cooperation from TxDOT,
will open a call for projects for all participants in the KTMPO area. KTMPO member organizations
wishing to submit projects to KTMPO can do so by completing a KTMPO 2045 MTP Project
Submission Packet. Projects must be submitted to KTMPO by [INSERT TIME AND DATE]

All projects submitted to KTMPO will be reviewed by staff to ensure that the submittals are
responsive to all required scoring criteria as well as to identify any fatal flaws in project feasibility or
eligibility. Sponsors are encouraged to contact KTMPO for guidance or interpretation as early as
possible in the application process for advice and feedback. KTMPO staff may call upon TxDOT or
other subject matter experts for support in examining feasibility or eligibility.

Projects which are non-responsive, or with identified feasibility or eligibility defects, will be returned
to the submitting member with notes to enable the member to cure any defects, update their
application and re-submit their project. Resubmittals must be submitted by [INSERT TIME AND
DATE]. All projects without defects which are evaluated as responsive and containing all the required
information will be assigned to a funding category and proceed to the scoring process.

Projects that are currently in the 2045 MTP project list may use the same submission packet as used
during the 2018 Reprioritization and need not be resubmitted, but all projects will be rescored, so an
updated application packet may be beneficial to the project scoring. Any changes to a project will
require a new submission packet.

The criteria for evaluating a project submission as responsive or non-responsive are:

e Exhibit A: The project submittal must include project name, MPO ID (unless project is
new), project track, project readiness status. The submittal must also describe any issues
with timing, staging, funding, or coordination with other projects that impact whether
this project is best implemented in the immediate timeframe or at some other short-term
or long-term time. In addition, the submittal must include local priority ranking, project
limits, work description, length (miles), estimated total cost, planned let year, how the
project addresses the goals set out in the MTP and other local plans.

The purpose and needs statement must describe the following:

o The primary issue which requires correction or enhancement and describe how the
project will address the issue.
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o Reasonable alternative approaches to the issue, if any, and why the proposed project is
the best alternative.

Each member may submit an unlimited number of projects for evaluation. All projects submitted by
the member must be given a preferred order of selection. Members’ project preference order is given
points under the Local Priority evaluation criteria.

e Exhibit B: The project submittal must include a brief narrative stating how the project
addresses the overall vision of developing a fully integrated, multimodal transportation
system for people and freight, and how the project addresses KTMPO long-range goals
adopted in the MTP. This narrative is a critical component of the application because it
serves as a guide to understanding project value in addressing each of the subjective
scoring criteria. Topics to be included in this section may include the following:

e Connectivity

e Local Support

e Scope of Benefit

¢ Environmental Justice

e Environmental Mitigation

e Multi-Modal Support

e Security & Reliability

e Transportation Enhancements and Livability
e Sustainability

o Complete-Streets design elements inherent in the project
e Economic Development Travel and Tourism
e Freight

e Exhibit C: The project submittal must include a map of the project clearly showing the
project location and limits.

e Exhibit D: The project submittal must include a signed assurance that any and all
TxDOT/FHWA deadlines will be met and required contracts will be signed.

e Exhibit E: Local support for the project, both “official” support from the submitting
member and “unofficial” support from other agencies and the general public, is an
important evaluation criterion. The submitting member should provide brief
documentation on the local support for each project.

Step 2: Project Review and Evaluation

The overall vision of KTMPO as outlined in the 2045 MTP is to develop a fully integrated, multimodal
transportation system for people and freight. KTMPO actively seeks to promote projects to develop
and support transportation choices in the region, including transit and active transportation modes.

In evaluating eligible transportation projects, the different scopes, characters, and operating
characteristics of the various modes and project types are apparent. These are so distinctly different
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that it would be impossible to develop a single process which would support a fair and
comprehensive evaluation of all the different projects. Project evaluation and scoring therefore
follows two distinct tracks:

e Road Track—Evaluation of projects primarily addressing roads and bridges.

e Transportation Choices and Livability Track—To provide a fair evaluation of bicycle
and pedestrian projects and of projects dealing with environmental and quality of life
issues.

Each evaluation track contains objective and subjective criteria. Each track is customized to contain
the criteria and weights most appropriate to their respective transportation modes, but each also
contains common criteria and evaluation points for the categories of:

e Linkage to the MTP or Other Relevant Regional Plans, with a maximum of 5 points given
for a project’s linkage to current planning documents.

e Local Priority and Support, with a maximum of 5 points given for a project’s listing in the
submitting member’s list of preferences and documented local support.

e Project Scope, with a maximum of 35 points given for a project’s contributions to local
benefits and livability.

Step 3: KTMPO Technical Advisory Committee Recommendation

The KTMPO Technical Advisory Committee will review all projects which are evaluated as responsive
and complete and which are forwarded to the TAC by KTMPO staff. The projects’ evaluation will
follow the defined project review and evaluation process, which will include the following steps:

Step 1: All projects will receive scores for the objective criteria through a third-party consultant.
KTMPO staff will deliver objective scores to each entity on [INSERT DATE]. TAC members may
question any project’s objective score for any criteria. KTMPO staff will provide documentation of all
scores as requested. The TAC will have the final decision on any objective project score, if, after
consulting with KTMPO Staff, a dispute still exists.

Step 2: All projects will receive scores for the subjective criteria. Subjective scoring will be conducted
by the TAC. TAC subjective scores will need to be submitted to KTMPO by [INSERT DATE].

Step 3: As projects are scored, the TAC may discuss individual projects’ scoring together and highlight
any projects for consideration of bonus points. The assignment of bonus points is intended to provide
flexibility for special situations and to provide better documentation and transparency for the normal
give-and-take inherent to any process involving subjective scoring. The assignment of bonus points
is subject to specific criteria:

e The project must have some prominent characteristic which is not adequately covered by
the selection criteria. A projectto correct for unintended consequences or to fine-tune the
performance of a previously constructed project would also qualify for thiscriterion.

e The characteristic must have a regional benefit.

e The reasoning for the assignment of bonus points must be discussed openly and must be
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documented.
A bonus score of 1 to 5 points may be added to any project by the TAC with a simple majority vote.

Step 4: Each project’s total score will be calculated within its particular evaluation track, i.e.,, Road
Track or Transportation Choices and Livability Track.

Step 5: All projects will then be placed in order from the highest to the lowest score within their
respective evaluation track. To break ties, the highest subjective score of the tied projects will be used
as the first tiebreaker. If projects remain tied, the lower estimated project cost will be used as the
second tiebreaker. If ties remain after two tiebreakers, the rank of the project will be determined by
the TAC with a simple majority vote.

From this rank ordering, projects will be placed in one of the MTP’s three project listing components.
The first ten years’ worth of projects, balanced to the available funding determined by the fiscal
constraint component of the MTP, will comprise the short-range listing of projects to be placed in the
TIP during the next ten years. The remaining fifteen years of projects, balanced to the available
funding determined by the fiscal constraint component of the MTP, will be placed in the long-range
listing. All other projects will be placed on the regionally significant-unfunded listing. The TAC will be
given the opportunity to develop a funding order based on the project ranking and the need to fund a
specific project. The funding order will be developed and recommended by the TAC with a simple
majority vote.

Once the Project Review and Evaluation Process is complete, the TAC will forward a recommendation
for the three project listing components of the MTP to the KTMPO Transportation Planning Policy
Board for their review and approval.

Step 4: KTMPO Transportation Planning Policy Board Review and Approval

The KTMPO Transportation Planning Policy Board (TPPB) will review and may accept, or by
consensus, revise candidate projects for inclusion in the three project listing components of the MTP.
If the TPPB chooses to reject the recommendation of the TAC, the project listing may be returned to
them for further review and evaluation. If the TPPB adopts the TAC recommendation and funding is
available, those components will then be incorporated into the MTP.
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Road Evaluation Track
1 Congestion 0 to 5 points each; 10 points maximum—Objective

Scoring is based on existing LOS and the expected change in LOS from the forecasted build to the
forecasted no-build condition. Forecasted conditions for the year 2045 are estimated by the travel
demand model, and current conditions are estimated by the 2015 model. New construction road
projects are also to be input into the 2015 model to estimate their current conditions within the
context of the full network and to provide a consistent basis for comparison. A forecast improvement
in LOS means that the project reduces congestion, so a project which shows a greater improvement in
LOS will score better. This is an objective, travel demand model (TDM) based criteria.

Existing LOS 2045 Build vs No Build Change in LOS

A 0 points FtoE 2 points*

B 1 point EtoD 2 points

C 2 point DtoC 1 point

D 3 points CtoB 1 point

E 4 points Bto A 0 points

F 5 points A 0 points

*Scores are cumulative as LOS descends to a maximum of 5 points

2 Traffic 0 to 10 points

This criterion considers the current and forecasted traffic volume in two parts: Average Annual Daily
Traffic (AADT), and connections to major activity centers that support peak hour traffic flow.

Part A: Average Annual Daily Traffic (AADT) 0 to 5 points each total 10 points—Objective

The scoring criterion for AADT considers both the existing and the forecasted traffic volumes, with
points adding to a cumulative total. Forecasted conditions for the year 2045 are estimated by the
travel demand model, and current conditions are estimated by the 2015 model. New construction
road projects are also to be input into the 2015 model to estimate their current conditions within the
context of the full network and to provide a consistent basis for comparison. The score for this
criterion is the cumulative value of the current and forecasted AADT points. Roads with higher traffic
tend to have greater regional significance, so projects with higher traffic will score better. Roadways
with high traffic growth are responding to regional travel patterns and will score better. This is an
objective criterion based on model-based estimates of AADT.

Current AADT Change in AADT
40,000+ 5 points 5 points
20,000 to 39,999 | 4 points 5 points
10,000 to 19,499 | 3 points 3 points
5,000 to 9,999 2 points 2 points
2,500 to 4,999 1 point 1 point
<2,500 0 point 0 points
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Part B: Connections to Major Activity Centers 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion considers the project’s ability to reduce peak period traffic congestion and its ability to
provide connectivity to defined special traffic generators. The defined special generators are sites
(malls, hospitals, colleges, airports, Fort Hood, large commercial developments, and schools),
typically with high concentrations of employment, which generate high levels of traffic in the peak
period. Projects that are close to and connect multiple special generators would have a greater ability
to reduce peak period traffic, and so would score higher.

Alist of special traffic generators for the Road Track is in the Appendix. This is an objective criterion.

Points
2 or more activity centers within 0.5 miles | 5 points
1 activity center within 0.5 miles 3 points
Does not connect to a special generator 0 points
3 Safety 0 to 5 points; 10 points maximum

This criterion is used to identify safety problem areas and to support projects which will impact the
number and severity of traffic-related crashes. There are two parts to the criterion: the five-year
rolling average fatality rate, and the five-year rolling average serious injury rate.

Part A: Fatality Rate 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion measures the project location’s number of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles
travelled against the statewide 5-year rolling average. A higher difference indicates that a location
has more safety issues than the statewide average. A higher difference receives a higher score for a
safety project. Proposed roads are assumed to be designed to current safety standards, and therefore
will receive the neutral score of 2.5 points for this criterion for meeting the statewide average rates.
This criterion is objective.

Points
More than 10% worse than statewide fatality rate | 4 points
0 to 10% worse than statewide fatality rate 3 point

0 to 10% better than the statewide fatality rate 2 points
More than 10% better than statewide fatality rate | 1 point
Has experienced non-vehicular fatalities +1 point
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Part B: Serious Injury Rate 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion flags the facility’s average serious injury rate during a rolling 5-year period. A higher
difference indicates that a location has more safety issues than the statewide average. A higher
difference receives a higher score for a safety project. Proposed roads are assumed to be designed to
current safety standards, and therefore will receive the neutral score of 2.5 points for this criterion
for meeting the statewide average rates. This criterion is objective.

Points
More than 10% worse than statewide serious injury rate 4 points
0 to 10% worse than statewide serious injury rate 3 point
0 to 10% better than statewide serious injury rate 2 points
More than 10% better than statewide serious injury rate 1 point
Has experienced non-vehicular serious injuries +1 point
4 Asset Management 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion references the project’s connection to the strategic and systemic management of
physical assets within the transportation system. This measures an agency’s ability to operate,
maintain, and improve physical assets with a focus on engineering and economic analysis, to identify
a structured sequence of maintenance, preservation, repair, rehabilitation, and replacement actions
that will achieve and sustain a desired ‘state of good repair’ over the lifecycle of the assets. The
categories of assets are evaluated in similar but different ways, for example:

e Bridges are rated on a structural sufficiency rating with a scale of 0 to 100 with 100 being
excellent.

e Roadways are rated using a pavement condition index (PCI) on a scale from 0 to 100

e Transit assets such as rolling stock (revenue and non-revenue vehicles) are rated using a
useful life benchmark (ULB) and facilities are rated using a Transit Economic Requirements
(TERM) Scale).

The criterion is an objective measure.

Points
100% improvement in benchmark criteria 4 points
75% improvement 3 points
50% improvement 2 points
25% improvement 1 point
<25% improvement 0 points
Facility on the Interstate or NHS System +1 point
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5 Resiliency 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

Resiliency is the ability of a transportation facility to survive or, in the alternative, recover from
natural disasters such as floods, fires, and other major weather events. Resiliency is a hybrid category
that has two points. The roadway or other transportation facility receives a vulnerability assessment
score using available GIS data (e.g. flood insurance rate maps (FIRM)) and the FHWA vulnerability
assessment tool to provide a vulnerability score. The TAC project evaluation team then scores the
project based on its anticipated ability to address or mitigate this vulnerability. The two factors are
combined to calculate the final score.

Points
Project does not reduce vulnerability 0 points
Project has some features likely to contribute to a moderate/general reduction in
vulnerability up to 2.5 points
Project provides specific resiliency enhancements targeted to significantly reduce
vulnerability up to 5.0 points
6 Linkage to MTP or Other Plan 0 to 5 points—Objective /Subjective

This criterion references the project’s inclusion in the current MTP or other plans. This criterion
demonstrates a project’s history and planning linkages. Projects with a history in the MTP are rated as
having a recognized need in the community and have been vetted by the prior planning and project
prioritization process, and so receive a higher score. Scores are cumulative for inclusion in one or
more plans or MTP lists, and the criterion is both objective and subjective.

Points
In the current MTP funded project list 2 points
In the current MTP regionally significant/unfunded List 1 point
In current Regional Multimodal Plan 1 point
On a segment of the current Congestion Management Process network| 1 point
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7 Local Priority & Support 0 to 5 points each; 20 points maximum

The local priority & support category of evaluation criterion is designed to define the extent of local
commitment to a project.

Part A: Local Priority 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

The stated preference order for implementation is defined by the submitting member, and may
consider objective and subjective factors, available funding, coordination with other projects or
planning, or other factors. Submitted projects within each respective evaluation track are listed
in order by the member. KTMPO staff will use the preference list as an objective criterion to score
each project within its appropriate evaluation track.

Points
Preference #1 5 points
Preference #2 4 points
Preference #3 3 points
Preference #4 2 points
Preference #5 1 point
Preference #6 and lower 0 points
Part B: Future Growth Area 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

This criterion references the project’s proximity to anticipated future growth areas and the ability to
provide a direct benefit to mobility and/or access of that area. This criterion measures whether the
project serves the community by ensuring the project investment is in line with the anticipated
growth of the region. Future growth areas are defined by KTMPO approved future population and
employment estimations for the region. Mobility and access can be analyzed as positive changes in
anticipated congestion or travel time savings. This criterion is both objective and subjective.

Points
Located in a future growth area and provides direct benefit 4 to 5 points
Located in a future growth area and does not provide direct benefit 2 to 3 points
Located outside of a future growth area and does not provide direct benefit | 0to 1 point
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0 to 5 points—Subjective

The connectivity of the network determines the ease of movement from origin to destination and the
alternative routes available to bypass congestion. This criterion measures how well the project
improves that connectivity or closes a gap in the overall network. Scores are subjective and
cumulative. A project receives 2 points for closing a gap in the roadway network and additional points
for closing gaps in the pedestrian/bike or transit network. A project receives an additional point if it
serves a role in promoting overall regional multimodal connectivity. This is a subjective criterion.

Points
Closes a gap in the roadway network 2 points
Closes a gap in the bike — pedestrian +1 point
Closes a gap in the transit network +1 point
Supports regional system connectivity +1 point

Part D: Local Support

0 to 5 points—Subjective

Local support and lack of controversy for a project are a gauge of the support that a project has from
both the official submitting member and from the general public. This measure may consider local
overmatch, resolutions, petitions, news articles, blog postings, or other relevant factors. This is a
subjective criterion that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Significant local support 4 to 5 points
Moderate local support 2 to 3 points
Minimal local support 1 to 2 points
Significant local controversy | 0 points
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8 Project Scope 0 to 5 points each; 50 points maximum
Part A: Scope of Benefit 0 to 5 points—Subjective

A submitting member’s narrative, in addition to the project’s model-based traffic changes, should be
used to evaluate the project’s scope of benefits. Factors to be considered include, but are not limited
to, the project’s geographic scale, functional class of the project roadway and connecting roadways,
and the roadway’s significance within the region. This is a subjective criterion.

Points
Regional Benefit 4 to 5 points
Benefit within KTMPO 2 to 3 points
Local Benefit 0 to 2 points
Part B: Environmental Justice (E]) 0 to 5 points—Subjective

The purpose of Environmental Justice (E]) is to ensure that all communities, regardless of race, color,
national origin, or income, live in a safe and healthful environment and receive fair treatment. Fair
treatment means that no group of people, including racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic group should
bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental consequences resulting from industrial,
municipal, and commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, local, and tribal programs
and policies.

Environmental Justice Communities of Concern (EJCOC) are defined by KTMPO. The criterion for
defining an EJCOC are a Census Tract where the Low-Income Index was in the 85% percentile and
above, a Census Tract with at least 50% of the population self-identified as minority, or a Census
Tract with at least 35% of the population self-identified as Hispanic or Latino descent.

This is a subjective criterion that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation. If
a project positively impacts an EJ area it will score higher, but if it has no benefit to an EJ area it will
score 0 points. If during the preliminary screening by staff, a project is identified as having a
potentially negative impact on an EJ area, the project may not be scored until the project sponsor
identifies and adds project components designed to eliminate or mitigate the negative impacts.

Points
Provides specific benefits directed to an EJ area 3 to 5 points
Provides general benefit to region including EJ Areas 1 to 2 points
Provides no benefit to an EJ Area 0 points
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Part C: Environmental Mitigation 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 stipulates that federal funds may not be
spent on projects in publicly-owned parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or
public or private historical sites unless there are no feasible alternatives and all mitigating steps are
taken, or alternatively, that the project has a minimal impact on the use of the land.

Environmentally sensitive areas in the KTMPO region are identified in the 2045 MTP to include
natural or recreational areas, archaeological sites, historic structures, landfills, watersheds, aquifers,
and endangered species.

Actions that are defined as acts of environmental mitigation include avoiding, minimizing, rectifying,
reducing over time, and compensating for impacts. Projects which are expected to improve regional
air quality by improving travel speeds, reducing idling, promoting ridesharing or other travel modes,
or otherwise reducing the emissions of NOz or VOC should be considered under this criterion. This
is a subjective criterion that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation. If a
project is not in an environmentally sensitive area and has no negative impacts on the environment
(including regional air quality impacts) and no mitigation is needed, then the project scores 5 points.
If a project is in a sensitive area or has negative environmental impacts the project scores between 0
and 4 points depending on the level of the environmental impacts and the level and effectiveness of
mitigation proposed to off-set those impacts.

Points
No negative environmental impacts (including AQ) 5 points
Minor negative impacts with substantial mitigation / elimination of impacts 3-4 points
Moderate negative impacts / adequate offsetting mitigation 2-3 points
Substantial negative impacts / adequate offsetting mitigation 1-2 points
Substantial negative impacts / little or no mitigation 0 points*
* Sponsor may be asked to revise and strengthen mitigation plan before the project is scored

Part D: Economic Development including Travel/Tourism 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Road projects can have direct impacts on economic activity, including supporting access and
development for new economic activity areas, redevelopment of economically depressed regions,
and access that supports activities creating new jobs. Projects can also travel and tourism through
providing access to all modes of transportation, allowing all types of tourists to easily navigate
throughout the area. Scoringis cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective score based
in part on the submitting member’s narrative.

Points
Supports creation of new permanent jobs | 0to 2 points
Supports travel/tourism 0 to 2 points
Supports economic activity Oto 1 point
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Part E: Multimodal Support 0 to 5 points—Subjective

To support an integrated multimodal transportation system and to promote intermodal linkages, a
project is evaluated on whether or not it accommodates additional modes. Example linkages include
connections from road projects to transit, pedestrian, or bicycle facilities or networks. Projects may
also receive points for features which promote or accommodate other modes’ operations or facilities
or improve the safety of other modes’ interaction with the road network. This is a subjective criterion
that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Supports additional modes 1to 5 points
Supports only the highway mode 0 points
Part F: Security + Reliability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

This criterion supports the ability of the transportation network to recover from emergency
situations and to mitigate their effects. A project’s score under this criterion may consider facilities
lying on an evacuation corridor or facilities which provide access to an evacuation corridor or
emergency services site.

Transportation Systems Management and Operations (TSMO) projects, which often use intelligent
transportation system (ITS) strategies such as variable message signs and active lane control are key
components of most security and reliability strategies and would be expected to score high in this
category.

The designated evacuation corridors for the region are IH 35, US 190, US 190/SH 36, SH 95, FM 93,
and FM 2268. Emergency services sites relevant to active transportation modes include access to
hospitals and designated shelters.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective criterion to be scored based on
the submitting member’s documentation.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective criterion to be scored based on
the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Lies on a designated evacuation corridor 0to 1 point
Enhances access for emergency services and other first responders| 0 to 2 points
Provides or promotes use of alternate or bypass routes 0to 1 point
Promotes communication / management of traffic 0to 1 point
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Part G: Transportation Enhancements & Livability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Contributions of transportation projects to the overall livability of the environment has been an
important consideration since the Transportation Enhancement program was established in ISTEA,
continuing forward under the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) in MAP-21. This
evaluation criterion continues that emphasis by scoring projects’ contributions to the overall

environment, aesthetics, and livability of the region. Projects which primarily address enhancements
and livability include, but are not limited to, the construction of turnouts for scenic views,
preservation of historic transportation facilities, pedestrian-scaled lighting and amenities,
landscaping and other scenic beautification, vegetation management, storm water management, and
environmental improvements. Projects which document their steps to reduce life-cycle costs, such
as landscaping with native species, xeriscaping, or integrated low-impact design (LID) storm water
systems should score higher for this criterion.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective criterion to be scored based on
the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Enhances environment, aesthetics, or livability | 0to 3 points
Documents steps to reduce life-cycle costs 0 to 2 points
Part H: Sustainability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

This criterion measures how a project contributes to social, environmental, and economic impacts in
a way that meets current needs without compromising the ability to meet future needs. It credits a
project for using any of the range of innovative approaches which promote sustainability or multi-
modalism in transportation, such as FHWA’s Context Sensitive Solutions, the FHWA’s INVEST
sustainability evaluation program, the Institute for Sustainable Infrastructure’s Envision evaluation
program, or the Green Roads evaluation program.

Programs and principles such as Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) support the consideration of
transportation, land use, and infrastructure needs in an integrated way. Enhanced public
involvement and strengthened consideration of the natural and cultural environments are key
factors of CSS. Sustainability rating systems provide a framework for conceiving and planning
sustainable infrastructure projects which can reduce the negative environmental impacts of a
project, reduce life cycle costs, and help ensure that all aspects of a project are fully considered.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is subjective criterion to be scored based on the
submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Uses a sustainability-oriented approach 0 to 3 points
Uses a sustainability rating system 0 to 2 points
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Part I: Complete Streets 0 to 5 points—Subjective

A Complete Streets approach integrates people and place in the planning, design, construction,
operation, and maintenance of the transportation network. The Complete-Streets approach helps to
ensure streets are safe for people of all ages and abilities, balance the needs of different modes, and
support local land uses, economies, cultures, and natural environments.

This criterion measures how a project takes into account access for all modes of transportation. The
Complete-Streets Streets approach promotes designs that provide for everyone, regardless of age,
ability, income, race, or ethnicity, to have safe, comfortable, and convenient access to community
destinations and public places-whether walking, driving, bicycling, or taking public transportation.
Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is subjective criterion to be scored based on the
submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Project incorporates a Complete-Streets approach 0 to 5 points

Part J: Freight 0 to 5 points—Subjective

This criterion measures how a project contributes to the investment in freight infrastructure and
operational improvements, that as a result, strengthen economic stability, reduce congestion, lower
costs of freight movement, improve reliability, increase productivity, improve safety (for example,
truck safety rest areas), and reduce the number of environmental impacts as a result of freight
activity. Consideration should be given to how well the project reduces overall freight delay as well
as providing first mile/last mile solutions to improve access to major freight generators.

Points
Increases reliability 1 point
Strengthens economic stability 1 point
Reduces congestion 1 point
Improves safety 1 point
Reduces environmental impacts 1 point
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Transportation Choices and Livability Evaluation Track

1 Connectivity & Service Gaps 0 to 5 points each; 35 points maximum
Part A: Connections to Major Activity Centers 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion considers the project’s ability to reduce peak period traffic congestion and its ability to
provide connectivity to defined special traffic generators. The defined special generators are sites
(malls, hospitals, colleges, airports, Fort Hood, large commercial developments, and schools),
typically with high concentrations of employment, which generate high levels of traffic in the peak
period. Projects that are close to and connect multiple special generators would have a greater ability
to reduce peak period traffic, and so would score higher. This is an objective criterion.

Points
2 or more activity centers within 0.5 miles 5 points
1 activity center within 0.5 miles 3 points
Does not connect to a major activity center 0 points
Part B: Eliminates Barriers 0 to 5 points each; 15 points maximum—Subjective

This criterion evaluates how a project addresses the barriers to active transportation which were
identified in the KTMPO Regional Thoroughfare and Pedestrian/Bicycle Plan. Barriers are defined in
terms of movements crossing a facility, not travel on it. The categories of barriers include, but are not
limited to:

e (Crossings of grade-separated arterials

e Crossings of multilane arterials with at-grade intersections
e Bridge crossings at overpasses and water features

e Railroad track crossings

Examples of barriers reference the Regional Thoroughfare and Pedestrian/Bicycle Plan. Categories
relate to benefit to specific users, communities, or active transportation trip generators. This is a
subjective criterion.

Points
Eliminates barrier in the bike/ped network 0 to 5 points
Eliminates barrier in the EJCOC 0to 5 points
Eliminates barrier within 1 mile of a special generator | 0to 5 points

Part C: Active Transportation Network Connectivity 0 to 5 points—Subjective

The connectivity of the network determines the ease of movement from origin to destination and the
alternative routes available to bypass congestion. This criterion measures how well the project
improves that connectivity or closes a gap in the overall network. Scores are subjective and
cumulative. A project receives 2 points for closing a gap in the roadway network that supports transit
17
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or active transportation and additional points for closing gaps in the pedestrian/bike or transit
network. A project receives an additional point if it serves a role in promoting overall regional
multimodal connectivity. This is a subjective criterion.

Points
Closes a gap in the roadway network that supports transit or active transportation.| 2 points
Closes a gap in the bike — pedestrian +1 point
Closes a gap in the transit network +1 point
Supports regional active transportation system connectivity +1 point
Part D: Addresses a Documented Need 0-5 points each; 10 points maximum—Subjective

As part of the narrative submitted for a project, the member should document how active
transportation needs have defined the project. The narrative should describe how the submitted
project will address the referenced needs. This is a subjective criterion.

Points
Documented need in EJCOC 0 to 5 points
Documented need in region 0to 5 points
2 Accessto Jobs 0 to 5 points each; 10 points maximum—Subjective

This criterion evaluates a project based on how well it supports active transportation facilities which
enhance the connection to employment opportunities. Projects focused on Environmental Justice
Communities of Concern can score higher. This is a subjective criterion.

Part A: Provides Access to Jobs in EJCOC 0 to 5 points - Subjective

Projects that promote access to jobs to low income and minority populations support social equity
and allows all residents of the region to participate in the regional economy. Promoting job growth
in underserved communities is both a regional, state, and federal priority.

Part B: Provides Access to Jobs in Region 0 to 5 points - Subjective

FAST Act goals include developing and maintaining a transportation system that supports and helps
to sustain the economic vitality of the region. One element of achieving this goal, is providing
improved access to jobs to allow all residents to fully participate in the regional economy.

Points
Provides access to jobs in EJCOC 0 to 5 points
Provides access to jobs in region 0 to 5 points
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3 Safety 0 to 5 points each; 20 points maximum—Objective and Subjective

This criterion rates a project on how it enhances the safety of pedestrians or bicyclists on the active
transportation network. This criterion is scored cumulatively with four different criteria of up to 5
points each. The first three criteria are subjective, and the fatality and serious injury rates scoring is

objective.
Points
Provides an exclusive path on an arterial 0 to 5 points
Provides an active transportation connection to a school 0 to 5 points
Mitigates or eliminates identified hazards 0 to 5 points
Part A: Exclusive Path 0 to 5 points—Subjective

An exclusive path is defined as being separated from vehicular traffic with a physical barrier such as
bollards, curbs, landscaped areas, or on-street parking. Projects on roads with a functional class of
minor arterial or higher in the KTMPO Regional Thoroughfare Plan are eligible for these points.

Part B: Connection to a School 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Projects which enhance safety by providing active transportation facilities which directly connect to
or serve a school.

Part C: Mitigates or Eliminates Identified Hazards 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Identified hazards include, but are not limited to, locations with five or more documented crashes
between pedestrians or bicycles and other transportation modes within the past five-year period.
Other hazards include physical and operational conditions which would contribute to safety issues,
such as storm water grate designs which could trap bicycle tires. Scoring is based on project potential
to remove or reduce the hazard with design improvements. Such as new pedestrian signals, mid-
block crossings, or pedestrian refuge islands.

Part D: Fatality / Serious Injury Rate 0 to 5 points—Objective

This criterion measures the project location’s number of fatalities and serious injuries per 100
million vehicle miles travelled against the statewide 5-year rolling average. A higher difference
indicates that a location has more safety issues than the statewide average. A higher difference
receives a higher score for a safety project. Proposed roads are assumed to be designed to current
safety standards, and therefore will receive the neutral score of 2.5 points for this criterion for meeting
the statewide average rates. This criterion is objective.

Points
More than 10% higher than statewide fatality rate | 4 points
0 to 10% higher than statewide fatality rate 3 point
0 to 10% lower than the statewide fatality rate 2 points
More than 10% lower than statewide fatality rate | 1 point
Non-vehicular fatalities +1 point

1<
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4 Linkage to MTP or Other Plan 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

This criterion references the project’s inclusion in the current MTP or other plans. This criterion
demonstrates a project’s history and planning linkages. Projects with a history in the MTP are rated
as having arecognized need in the community and have been vetted by the prior planning and project
prioritization process, and so receive a higher score. Scores are cumulative for inclusion in one or
more plans or MTP lists, and the criterion is both objective and subjective.

Points
In the current MTP funded project list 2 points
In the current MTP regionally significant/unfunded List 1 point
In current Regional Multimodal Plan 1 point
On a segment of the current Congestion Management Process network|l point

5 Local Priority & Support 0 to 5 points each; 10 points maximum

The local priority & support category of evaluation criterion is designed to define the extent of local
commitment to a project.

Part A: Local Priority 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

The stated preference order for implementation is defined by the submitting member, and may
consider objective and subjective factors, available funding, coordination with other projects or
planning, or other factors. Submitted projects within each respective evaluation track are listed in
order by the member. KTMPO staff will use the preference list as an objective criterion to score each
project within its appropriate evaluation track.

Points
Preference #1 5 points
Preference #2 4 points
Preference #3 3 points
Preference #4 2 points
Preference #5 1 point
Preference #6 and lower 0 points
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Part B: Local Support 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Local support and lack of controversy for a project are a gauge of the support that a project has from
both the official submitting member and from the general public. This measure may consider local
overmatch, resolutions, petitions, news articles, blog postings, or other relevant factors. This is a
subjective criterion that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Significant local support 4 to 5 points
Moderate local support 2 to 3 points
Minimal local support 1 to 2 points
Significant local controversy | 0 points

6 Project Scope 0 to 5 points each; 45 points maximum
Part A: Scope of Benefit 1 to 5 points—Subjective

A submitting member’s narrative should be used to evaluate the project’s scope of benefits. Factors to
be considered include, but are not limited to, the project’s geographic scale, functional class of the
project roadway (if the active transportation project is adjacent to a roadway) and connecting
roadways, and the roadway’s significance within the region. This is a subjective criterion.

Points
Regional Benefit 4 to 5 points
Benefit within KTMPO 2 to 3 points
Local Benefit 1 to 2 points
Part B: Environmental Justice 0 to 5 points—Subjective

The purpose of Environmental Justice (EJ) is to ensure that all communities, regardless of race, color,
national origin, or income, live in a safe and healthful environment and receive fair treatment. Fair
treatment means that no group of people, including racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic group should
bear a disproportionate share of the negative environmental consequences resulting from industrial,
municipal, and commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, local, and tribal programs
and policies.

Environmental Justice Communities of Concern (EJCOC) are defined by KTMPO. The criterion for
defining an EJCOC are a Census Tract where the Low-Income Index was in the 85% percentile and
above, a Census Tract with at least 50% of the population self-identified as minority, or a Census
Tract with at least 35% of the population self-identified as Hispanic or Latino descent.

This is a subjective criterion that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation. If
a project positively impacts an EJ area it will score higher, but if it has no benefit to an EJ area it will
score 0 points. If during the preliminary screening by staff, a project is identified as having a
potentially negative impact on an EJ area, the project may not be scored until the project sponsor
identifies and adds project components designed to eliminate or mitigate the negative impacts.
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Points
Provides specific benefits directed to an EJ area 3 to 5 points
Provides general benefit to region including EJ Areas 1to 2 points
provides no benefit to an EJ Area 0 points
Part C: Environmental Mitigation 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 stipulates that federal funds may not be
spent on projects in publicly-owned parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or
public or private historical sites unless there are no feasible alternatives and all mitigating steps are
taken, or alternatively, that the project has a minimal impact on the use of the land.

Environmentally sensitive areas in the KTMPO region are identified in the 2045 MTP to include
natural or recreational areas, archaeological sites, historic structures, landfills, watersheds, aquifers,
and endangered species. Actions that are defined as acts of environmental mitigation include
avoiding, minimizing, rectifying, reducing over time, and compensating for impacts. Projects which
are expected to improve regional air quality by improving travel speeds, reducing idling, promoting
ridesharing or other travel modes, or otherwise reducing the emissions of NOz or VOC should be
considered under this criterion. This is a subjective criterion that will be scored based on the
submitting member’s documentation. If a project is not in an environmentally sensitive area and has
no negative impacts on the environment (including regional air quality impacts) and no mitigation is
needed, then the project scores 5 points. If a project is in a sensitive area or has negative
environmental impacts the project scores between 0 and 4 points depending on the level of the
environmental impacts and the level and effectiveness of mitigation proposed to off-set those
impacts.

Points
No negative environmental impacts (including AQ) 5 points
Minor negative impacts with substantial mitigation / elimination of impacts 3-4 points
Moderate negative impacts / adequate offsetting mitigation 2-3 points
Substantial negative impacts / adequate offsetting mitigation 1-2 points
Substantial negative impacts / little or no mitigation 0 points*
* Sponsor may be asked to revise and strengthen mitigation plan before the project is scored

Part D: Economic Development including Travel /Tourism 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Road projects can have direct impacts on economic activity, including supporting access and
development for new economic activity areas, redevelopment of economically depressed regions,
and access that supports activities creating new jobs. Projects can also travel and tourism through
providing access to all modes of transportation, allowing all types of tourists to easily navigate
throughout the area. Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective score based
in part on the submitting member’s narrative.

Points
Supports creation of new permanent jobs | 0to 2 points
Supports travel/tourism 0 to 2 points
Supports economic activity Oto 1 point
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Part E: Multimodal Support 0 to 5 points—Subjective

To support an integrated multimodal transportation system and to promote intermodal linkages, a
project is evaluated on whether or not it accommodates additional modes. Example linkages include
connections from road projects to transit, pedestrian, or bicycle facilities or networks. Projects may
also receive points for features which promote or accommodate other modes’ operations or facilities
or improve the safety of other modes’ interaction with the road network. This is a subjective criterion
that will be scored based on the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Supports additional modes 1to 5 points
Supports only the highway mode 0 points
Part F: Security + Reliability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

This criterion supports the ability of the transportation network to recover from emergency
situations and to mitigate their effects. A project’s score under this criterion may consider facilities
lying on an evacuation corridor or facilities which provide access to an evacuation corridor or
emergency services site.

Transportation Systems Management and Operations (TSMO) projects, which often use intelligent
transportation system (ITS) strategies such as variable message signs and active lane control are key
components of most security and reliability strategies and would be expected to score high in this
category.

The designated evacuation corridors for the region are IH 35, US 190, US 190/SH 36, SH 95, FM 93,
and FM 2268. Emergency services sites relevant to active transportation modes include access to
hospitals and designated shelters.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective criterion to be scored based on
the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Lies on a designated evacuation corridor 0 to 1 point
Enhances access for emergency services and other first responders | 0 to 2 points
Provides or promotes use of alternate or bypass routes 0 to 1 point
Promotes communication / management of traffic 0to 1 point
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Part G: Resiliency 0 to 5 points—Objective/Subjective

Resiliency is the ability of a transportation facility to survive or, in the alternative, recover from
natural disasters such as floods, fires, and other major weather events. Resiliency is a hybrid category
that has two points. The roadway or other transportation facility receives a vulnerability assessment
score using available GIS data (e.g. flood insurance rate maps (FIRM)) and the FHWA vulnerability
assessment tool to provide a vulnerability score. The TAC project evaluation team then scores the
project based on its anticipated ability to address or mitigate this vulnerability. The two factors are
combined to calculate the final score.

Points
Project does not reduce vulnerability 0 points
Project has some features likely to contribute to a
moderate/general reduction in vulnerability up to 2.5 points
Project provides specific resiliency enhancements targeted to
significantly reduce vulnerability up to 5.0 points
Part H: Transportation Enhancements & Livability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

Contributions of transportation projects to the overall livability of the environment has been an
important consideration since the Transportation Enhancement program was established in ISTEA,
continuing forward under the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) in MAP-21. This
evaluation criterion continues that emphasis by scoring projects’ contributions to the overall
environment, aesthetics, and livability of the region. Projects which primarily address enhancements
and livability include, but are not limited to, the construction of turnouts for scenic views,
preservation of historic transportation facilities, pedestrian-scaled lighting and amenities,
landscaping and other scenic beautification, vegetation management, storm water management, and
environmental improvements. Projects which document their steps to reduce life-cycle costs, such
as landscaping with native species, xeriscaping, or integrated low-impact design (LID) storm water
systems should score higher for this criterion.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is a subjective criterion to be scored based on
the submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Enhances environment, aesthetics, or livability | 0to 3 points
Documents steps to reduce life-cycle costs 0 to 2 points
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Part I: Sustainability 0 to 5 points—Subjective

This criterion measures how a project contributes to social, environmental, and economic impacts in
a way that meets current needs without compromising the ability to meet future needs. It credits a
project for using any of the range of innovative approaches which promote sustainability or multi-
modalism in transportation, such as FHWA'’s Context Sensitive Solutions, the FHWA’s INVEST
sustainability evaluation program, the Institute for Sustainable Infrastructure’s Envision evaluation
program, or the Green Roads evaluation program.

Programs and principles such as Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) support the consideration of
transportation, land use, and infrastructure needs in an integrated way. Enhanced public
involvement and strengthened consideration of the natural and cultural environments are key
factors of CSS. Sustainability rating systems provide a framework for conceiving and planning
sustainable infrastructure projects which can reduce the negative environmental impacts of a
project, reduce life cycle costs, and help ensure that all aspects of a project are fully considered.

Scoring is cumulative to a maximum of 5 points. This is subjective criterion to be scored based on the
submitting member’s documentation.

Points
Uses a sustainability-oriented approach 0 to 3 points
Uses a sustainability rating system 0 to 2 points
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In Texas, transportation funding is apportioned through 12 funding categories. Categories 1-9
combine formulary funding from both federal (FAHP) and state programs. Categories 10, 11, and 12
are strategic and discretionary funding categories. The following lists and provides a general
overview of each funding category.

Category 1 - Preventive Maintenance and Rehabilitation: Preventive maintenance and
rehabilitation on the existing state highway system, including minor roadway
modifications to improve operations and safety; and the installation, rehabilitation,
replacement, and maintenance of pavement, bridges, traffic control devices, traffic
management systems, and ancillary traffic devices.

Category 2 - Metropolitan and Urban Area Corridor Projects: Mobility and added capacity
projects along a corridor that improve transportation facilities in order to decrease travel
time and the level or duration of traffic congestion, and safety, maintenance, or
rehabilitation projects that increase the safe and efficient movement of people and freight
in metropolitan and urbanized areas.

Category 3 - Non-Traditionally Funded Transportation Projects: Transportation-related
projects that qualify for funding from sources not traditionally part of the state highway
fund including state bond financing under programs such as Proposition 12 (General
Obligation Bonds), Texas Mobility Fund, pass through toll financing, unique federal
funding, regional toll revenue, and local participation funding. For KTMPO roadways,
funding for any project with Category 3 funds is determined by state legislation, Texas
Transportation Commission approved minute order, or local government commitments.

Category 4 - Statewide Connectivity Corridor Projects: Mobility and added capacity
projects on major state highway system corridors which provide statewide connectivity
between urban areas and corridors, to create a highway connectivity network composed
of the Texas Highway Trunk System, National Highway System, and connections from
those two systems to major ports of entry on international borders and Texas water
ports.

Category 5 - Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement: Congestion mitigation
and air quality improvement area projects to address attainment of a national ambient
air quality standard in nonattainment areas of the state. KTMPO is in attainment status
as of 2019; projects in the MTP are not eligible for Category 5 funds at this time.

Category 6 - Structures Replacement and Rehabilitation Bridge Program; Railroad Grade
Separation Program: Replacement and rehabilitation of deficient existing bridges located
on public highways, roads, and streets in the state; construction of grade separations at
existing highway and railroad grade crossings; and rehabilitation of deficient railroad
underpasses on the state highway system. Bridge projects in the MTP may be eligible for
Category 6 funding if they meet established criteria.

Category 7 - Metropolitan Mobility/Rehabilitation: Transportation needs within the
boundaries of designated metropolitan planning areas of metropolitan planning
organizations located in a transportation management area (TMA). The KTMPO study
area was designated a TMA based on the 2010 US Census, and therefore projects in the
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MTP are eligible for Category 7 funds.

e C(Category 8 - Safety: Safety-related projects both on and off the state highway system
including the federal Highway Safety Improvement Program, Railway-Highway Crossing
Program, Safety Bond Program, and High-Risk Rural Roads Program. Projects in the MTP
may be eligible for Category 8 funding if they improve safety.

e (ategory 9 - Transportation Alternatives Program: Transportation-related activities as
described in the Transportation Alternatives Set -Aside Program, such as on and off-road
pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and infrastructure projects for improving access to
public transportation.

e (ategory 10 - Supplemental Transportation Projects: Transportation-related projects
that do not qualify for funding in other categories, including landscape and aesthetic
improvement, erosion control and environmental mitigation, construction and
rehabilitation of roadways within or adjacent to state parks, fish hatcheries, and similar
facilities, replacement of railroad crossing surfaces, maintenance of railroad signals,
construction or replacement of curb ramps for accessibility to pedestrians with
disabilities, and miscellaneous federal programs. No projects in the MTP qualify for
Category 10 funding.

e (ategory 11 - District Discretionary: Projects eligible for federal or state funding selected
at the district engineer’s discretion. TxDOT districts select projects using a performance-
based prioritization process that assesses district-wide maintenance, safety, or mobility
needs. Projects in the MTP may be considered for funding under the Cat 11 District
Discretionary program.

e (Category 12 - Strategic Priority: Projects with specific importance to the state including
those that gen