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Disclaimer

The preparation of this report has been funded in part by the U]
Department of Transportationi-ederal Highway Administration,
Federal Transit Administratipnand the State of Minnesota
Department of TransportatianThe contents of this document
reflect the views of the authors who are responsible for the fac
or accuracy of the data presented herein. The contents do n
necessarily reflect the official viewsr @olicies of the U.S.
Department of Transportation. The report does not constitute
standard,specification, or regulation.

Map Disclaimer

The information contained in the following maps is a compilatig
of data from various federal, ate, county, regional, and municipal
sources. Geographic information has limitations due to the sca
resolution, date and interpretation of the original source
materials. Users should consult available data documentation
determine limitations and th@recision to which the data depicts
distance, direction, location or other geographic characteristic
These maps and/or data are not legal survey documents to be ug
for describing land for the purpose of ownership or title.
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RESOLUTION OF THE MANKATO /NORTH MANKATO AREA PLANNING
ADOPTING THE 282025 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM:. SELCERTIFICATION FINDING

WHEREAS, the Mankato /North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO) was created as
the MPO for the Mankato/North Mankato urbanized area through a joint powers Agreement
between all local units of government located within the urbanized area; and

WHEREAS, MAPO is the metropolitan planning body responsible for performing transportation
planningin conformance with State and Federal regulation for Metropolitan Planning
Organizations; and

WHEREAS, the U. S. Department of Transportation requires the development of a
Transportation Improvemerrogramby a Metropolitan Planning Organization; and

WHEREASstaff andthe TechnicaAdvisoryCommitteehasdevelopedandrecommended for
approval theTransportationimprovementProgramfor StateFiscalyear20221t H %) and

WHEREA$)e representationon the TechnicaAdvisoryCommitteeconsistsof those agegies
initiating the recommendedorojectsand havethe authority to executethem; and

WHEREA$)e projectsare adoptedfrom and consistentwith the Minnesota Department of
Transportation Statd@ransportationimprovement Program; and

WHEREA®)e projectsareconsistentwiththea ! t h Qa H-Range TrHarspbdation Plan;
and

WHEREAS, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.336(a) MAPO hereby certifies that the metropolitan
transportation planning process addresses major issues facing the metropolitan planning area
and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of:

23 U.S.C 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;

In nonattainment and maintenance areas, Section 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clear
Air Ace as Amended (42 U.S.C 7504, 7506 (tjdhand 40 CFR part 93,

1 Title VI of the Civic Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C-20&adi 49 CFR part
21;

1 49 U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national
origin, sex, or age in employment or business opportunity;

9 Sections 1101 (b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L-38TI%and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the
involvement of disadvaaged business enterprises in the US DOT funded projects;

1 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity
program on Federal and Fedewatl highway construction contracts;

1 The provisions of the American with Disabilitiet &f 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.)
and 49 CFR Parts 27, 37 and 38;
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Glossary

Administrative Modification: This is required when a minor change or revision is needed for a
TIP project which does not require a formal amendment.

Advanced Construction (ACJhe total estimated amount of future federal funds (AC) being
committed to a project, frontended by locdstate funds.

Allocation: A specific amount of funding that has been set aside by the state for a jurisdiction to
use for transportation improvements.

Amendment A significant change or addition of a TIP project which requires opportunity for

public inputand consideration by the MAPO Policy Board prior to becoming part of the TIP. The

TIP document provides guidance on what changes require an amendment, pursuant to CFR and
al!thQa R2LIGSR tdzwoftAO tFINIAOALI GA2Y tfly ottt

Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOPhis section identifies projects which have been
programmed and funding has been obligated. For example, projects are listed in the ALOP
section if the project has been or will be bid or let prior the end ofl2B2deral Fiscal Year
(September 30, 2021). The annual listing will represent 2021 projects as part of th@R22
TIP.

Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIFhe ATIP is a compilation of significant

surface transportation improvements scheduligt implementation within a district of a state
RdzZNAYy 3 (GKS ySEG T2dzNJ eSEFNB® arAyySazial KbFa +y
Minnesota fall under the ATIP for MnDOT District 7. All projects listed in the TIP are required to

be listed in theATIP.

Arterial: An arterial road or arterial thoroughfare is a higapacity urban roadviay be
principle (higher traffic) or minor (lower traffic).

Classification This section provides the functional classification of the roadway or route as
defined byMAPO and approved by State DOTs and FHWA.

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)e codification of the general and permanent rules
published in the Federal Register by the departments and agencies of the Federal Government.

Collector:service roads and primgal or minor arterial roadways

Environmental Justice Identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on
minority populations and lovincomepopulations.

Estimated Cost and Fundin@he total estimated cost of the described project. Sources are
defined by the following categories: federal, state, and other.

FASTACCAEAY 3 ! YSNROI Qa {dzNFI OS ¢NIyalLEMNas A2y
the transportation bill to replace MARM® ¢ KS CAEAY 3 ! YSNRAOF Qa { dzNJF |
Act is bipartisan, bicameral, fsde S+ NJ £t SIA &t A2y G2 AYLINRO®S GKS
infrastructure, including our roads, bridges, trarsjstems, and passenger rail netwalrk.
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addition to authorizing programs to strengthen this vital infrastructure, the FAST Act also
enhances federal safety programs for highways, public transportation, motor carrier, hazardous
materials, and passenger ralil

Federal Functional Classificatiof:2 YSGAYS&d NBEFSNNBR (2 Ia aOfl aa.
functional classification system defines the current functioning role a road or street has in

Metropolitan Planning Area network. Generally, the two basic functions of a roadway are: (1) to
allowforr 0O0Saa G2 LINPLISNIE& FyR ovU (2 Ffft2g UGN @St
include Arterial, Collector, and Local which determine the balance of the two roadway functions

which range from high mobility/low access (Arterials) to high accessfionility (Locals), with

Collector roadways falling somewhere in between.

Federal Highway Administration (FHWAA:division of the United States Department of
Transportation that specializes in highway transportation. The agency's major activities are
grouped into two programs, the Federald Highway Program and the Federal Lands Highway
Program

Federal Transit Administration (FJAAn agency within the United States Department of
Transportation that provides financial and technical assistance to locéicpgmnsportation
systems.

Federal Revenue Sourch the project tables, this column identifies the source of federal
revenues proposed for funding the project. The categories are abbreviated to indicate the
specific federal program planned for the schiéetl improvement. The abbreviations to these
categories are shown in the list on page 13.

Fiscal Constraintbemonstrating with sufficient financial information to confirm that projects
within said document can be implemented using committed or availablenue sources, with
reasonable assurance that the federally supported transportation system is being adequately
operated and maintained.

lllustrative Project:A project which does not have funding but is an important project for the
jurisdiction to identiy within the TIP to show the need for the project.

Interstate: A highway that provides for expeditious movement of relatively large volumes of
traffic between arterials with no provision for direct access to abutting property. An interstate,
by designjs a multilane road with grade separations at all crossroads with full control of
access.

Jurisdiction&’ lfa2 NBFSNNBR (2 Fa LI NIYSNERPE ¢KS Y
gAUGKAY al! t h Qahelndermbgrjulisdidions indide dhe followirthe counties of

Blue Earth and Nicollet; the cities of Eagle LMkankato, NorthMankato, and Skyline; and the
townships of Belgradd,uray Lime, Mankato, and South Bend.

Lead Agencyin the project tables, this column identifies the agency or jurisdiction usually
initiating the project, requesting funding, and carrying out the necessary paperwork associated
with project completion.

Length:In the project tables, this column identifiéise length of a project in miles, if applicable.
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Local RoadsA road or street whose primary function is to provide direct access to abutting
property.
Local SourceThe amount of funding that will be provided for the project from local

jurisdictions. Generally local funding comes from state aid, sales taxes, assessments, general
funds, or special funding sources.

Long Range Transportation Plan (LRT®fomprehensive document providing a blueprint for
regional transportation priorities. The LRTP isaleped with extensive stakeholder input
including members of the public and partner agencies.

Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAP@):K S NXedefaly/y Q &
designatedVietropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).

MAP-21: Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century, the previous surface transportation
act that was signed into effect in July 6, 2012 and expired September 30, 2014.

Minor Arterials. A road or street that provides for through traffic movements between
colledors with other arterials. There is direct access to abutting property, subject to control of
intersection and curb cuts. The minor arterial, by design, usually has two lanes in rural areas
and four or more in urban areas.

MnDOT State of Minnesot®epartment of Transportation.

Modification: This is required when a minor change or revision is needed for a TIP project
which does not require a formal amendment.

Principal Arterials A road or street that provides for expeditious movement of relatilezige
volumes of traffic between other arterials. A principal arterial should, by design, provide
controlled access to abutting land and is usually a rtate divided road with no provision for
parking within the roadway.

Project DescriptionThis sedbn further identifies the project to be carried out on the
LINSOA2dzat e adlradSR aFFrOAfAGeed o6& RSAONAROGAY
Project LocationThe physical location of a project. Projects may be located within multiple
jurisdictions.

Projed Number. This is a means of labeling each project with a unique identifier for reference
and for tracking the project across multiple years. This number is not related to any project
number that may be assigned to a project by any other agency, ane4 wiot reflect the order

of priority in which the responsible agency has placed the project or the order of construction.

Project Prioritization:This is an exercise in which the MPO and member jurisdictions evaluate
candidate projects submitted for feddraid against other candidate projects within the same
federal aid funding categories. The MPO then submits the prioritized candidate projects to the
state to further assist in project selection.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Project SolicitationThis is a request sent out to juristianal members to submit applications
requesting federal funding for federal aid eligible projects

Project YearThis is the year in which the project is funded, or the year in which funding is
identified and programmed for the project. The project yeandt necessarily the construction
year however, it is typical that first year TIP projects are bid or let before the next annual TIP is
developed

Public Participation Plan (PPPAn adopted MAPO plan which identifies the public input
process which wilbe used for all types of projects including introducing a new TIP and making
amendments and modifications to the existing TIP.

Regionally Significant ProjectA transportation project (existing or proposed) that is
designated by MAPO to have regional figance. MAPO assesses these projects on a-4Bse
case basis.

Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Act, A Legacy for US&SETEAU): A
previous surface transportation act that expired July 5, 2012 and was replaced witi2 MAP

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIRhe STIP is a compilation of significant
surface transportation improvements scheduled for implementation within Minnesota over the
next four years. All projects listed in the TIP are required to be listed iSTHe.

Transit OperatorThe designated transit service operator providing public transit for the area.
The transit operator for the MAPO urbanized area is the Mankato Transit System.

Transportation Improvement Program (TIPY.he TIP is a compilation sifjnificant surface
transportation improvements scheduled for implementation in the MAPO area during the next
four years

3-C Planning Procesas outlined in 23 C.F.R. 450 related to Metropolitan Transportation
Planning, the planning process between MP&ate transportation departments and
transportation operators is required to be continuous, cooperative, and comprehensi@g (3
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Acronyms

3-C
AC
ADA
ADT
ALOP
ATIP

ATP
BARC
BF
BRRP
CAA
CAAA
CFR
CMAQ
CNG
CR
CSAH
D7

DAR
DOT

DTA

EJ

EPA
ERG

FAA
FAST Act

FHWA
FRA
FTA
FY

HB

ITS

LF
LOS
LOTTR
MAP-21
MnDOT
MPA
MPO
MSAS
MTP
NAAQS
NBI
NEPA
NHPP
NHS
NPMRDS

Comprehensive, Cooperative and Continuing
Advance Construction

Americans with Disabilities Act

Average Daily Traffic

Annual Listing of Obligated Projects

Area Transportation Improvement Program
(Minnesota)

Area Transportation Partnership (Minnesota)
Bridge and Road Construction

Bond Fund

Bridge Replacement d&tehabilitation Program
Clean Air Act

Clean Air Act Amendment

Code of Federal Regulations
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Compressed Natural Gas

County Road

County State Aid Highway (Minnesota)
Minnesota Department of ransportation
District7

Diata-Ride

Department of Transportation
Dynamic Traffic Assignment
Environmental Justice

Environmental Protection Agency
Environmental Review Group

Federal Aviatiofdministration

Fixing Americ Q& { dzN¥ I OS
(2015)

Federal Highway Administration
Federal Railroad Administration
Federal Transit Administration

Fiscal Year

Highway Bridge

Intelligent Transportation System
Locally Funded

Level of Service

Level of Travel Time Reliability
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century
Minnesota Department of Transportation
Metropolitan Planning Area

Metropolitan Planning Organization

Municipal StateAid Street

Metropolitan Transportation Plan

National Ambient Air Quality Standard
National Bridge Inventory

National Environmental Policy Act

National Highway Performance Program
National Highway System

National Performance Management Research
Data Set

O&M
PCI
PL
PM
PM1
PM2

PM3

PPP
PTASP
RR
RRS
RS
RTAP

Operations and Maintenance

Pavement Condition Index

Public Law

Performance Management

FHWA Performance Measure RuleSafety
FHWA Performance Measure Rule 2
Pavement and Bridge Condition

FHWA Performance Measure RuleS/stem
Performance, Freight, and CMAQ

Public Participation Plan

FTA Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan
Railroad

Highway Rail Grade Crossing and Rail Safety
Regionally Significant

Rural Transit Assistance Program

SAFETERAUSafe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient,

SF
SGR
SHSP
SIP
SMS
SRTS
SBGP
STIP
STP
TA

TAC
TAM
TAMP

TDM
TDP
TERM
TH

TIP
TMA
TSM
I
TTTR
UPWP
us
usc
USDOT
UzA
vIC
VMT
YOE

Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
State Fund

State of Good Repair

State Strategic Highway Safety Plan

State Implementation Plan

Safety Management Systems

Safe Routes to School

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program
State Transportation Improvement Program
Surface Transportation Program
Transportation Alternatives (formally

¢ NI y & L2 NI | (TxaBsportatiéhiAlternative Program)

Technical Advisory Committee

Transit AsseManagement
Transportation Asset Management Plan
(Minnesota)

Travel Demand Model

Transit Development Plan

Transit Economic Requirements Model
Trunk Highway (Minnesota)
Transportation Improvement Program
TransportationrManagement Area
Transportation System Management
Travel Time Index

Truck Travel Time Reliability

Unified Planning Work Program

United States Designated Trunk Highway
United States Code

United States Department dfransportation
Urbanized Area

Volume to capacity Ratio

Vehicle Miles Traveled

Year of Expenditure
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Funding Sources

BR Bridge

BRU Bridge- Urban

BROS Bridge ReplacementCounty OffSystem
Project

CMAQ Congestion Managment Air Quality

DEMO Demonstration Project

FTA 5307 FTA Section 5307Urbanized Area Formula

FTA 5310 FTA Section 531Enhanced Mobility for
Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities

FTA 5311 FTA Section 53%-IFormula Grants for Other
than UrbanizedAreas

FTA 5339 FTA Section 533Bus and Bus Related

Facilities
HBP Highway Bridge Program
HPP High Priority Projects Designated by Congress
HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
M Interstate Maintenance State Project
NHPP National Highwayerformance Program

NHPPR HBP National Highway Performance Program
Highway Bridge Program

NHPRIM National Highway Performance Program
Interstate Maintenance

NHPRITS National Highway Performance Program
Intelligent Transportation Systems

NHPP NHSNational Highway Performance Program
National Highway System

NHS National Highway Systenftate Project

NHSU National Highway Systenftate Urban
Project

Non-NHS Non-National Highway System

RRS Highway/Railroad Grade Crossing Safety
Program

SRTS Safe Routet School
STBGP  Surface Transportation Block Grant Program
STBGHR  Surface Transportation Block Grant Program

Regional

STBGRJ  Surface Transportation Block Grant Program
Urban

TA Transportation Alternatives

TCSP Transportation & Community System
Presevation Program

SF State Funds

LF Local Funds
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Chapter 1: Introduction

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a rgalir program of transportation
improvements for theMankato/North MankatoMetropolitan Planning Area (MPA)ecisions
about transportation investments require collaboration and cooperation between different
levels of government andeighboringurisdictions.As a document, the TIP reports how the
variousjurisdictions withinthe Mankato/North Mankato Area Planmg Organization (MAPO)
area have prioritizethe use of limited federal highway and transit fundifi¢us TIP is part of

an annual efforto specify a coordinated, muitiodal transportation program that includes the
full range of transportation improvemestto be considered for implementation during the next
four-year period

The TIRrocess serves to implement proje@sd advance goaldentified inthe
Mankato/North Mankato ared.ong Rnge Transportation IBn (LRTPYheTIPalsoprograns
project funding forthe metropolitan area.

Development of both the LRTP and thiPare facilitated byMAPQ thel NB I Q& - FSRS NI f f &
recognizedMetropolitan RanningOrganization (MPO).

About Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization

The Mankato/NorthMankato Area Planning Organization (MAPQO) was established in 2012 in
response to the 2010 U.S. Census, which designated the Mankato/North Mankato region as an
urbanizedarea requiring the formation o metropolitan planningrganization

The Federal Suate Transportation Assistance Act of 1973 requires the formatiam bfPO
for any urbanized area with a population greater than 50,000. The Act also requires, as a
condition for federal transportation financial assistance, that transportation projectsased
upon a continuous, comprehensive, and cooperativ€{planning process for the

Mankatd North Mankato Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA). MPOs help facilitate
implementing agencies (including municipal public works departments, county highway
departments, and state departments of transportation) prioritize their transportation
investments in a coordinated way consistent with regional needs, as outlined in-adngg
metropolitan transportation plan.

The core oBn MPO is the urbanized area, whichngially identified and defined by the U.S.

Census Bureau as part of the Decennial Census update. This boundary is adjusted by local

officials and approved by the overseeifRgderal Highway Administration (FHWIA)e result of

which is the official AdjusteUrban Area Boundary (known as the UZAMAPQR & OF aS> (KS
overseeing DOT the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT). The UZA boundary is

used to determine the type of transportation funding programs potential projects may be

eligible to receve.

In addition to the UZA, the MPO boundary includes any contiguous areas, which may become
urbanized within a twentyyear forecast period. Collectively, this area is known as the

Metropolitan Planning Area (MPAYIAPARD A at ! 0 2 dzy Rl NE edablishediv 2 a i NI O
2013 and is currently comprised of approximat&Bi.31square miles§4,040.35acres)two
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counties,four cities, andive townships. The MPA boundary is effectivelipP@R a & a G dzR &
or area of influence respective to the metropolitan tegortation planning prograr{see Map

1). These areas are significant not only as potential future population centers, but also due to
their proximity to existing and future transportation assets of regional significance.

As 10ads and other transportationystems danot start and stop at jurisdictional line8JAPO
meets and maintains a 4 €congprehensive, cooperative, andrtinuing) metropolitan
transportation planning process to provide maximum service to citizémsply the federal
governmentwantsto see federal transportation funds speint a way that will positively impact
the metropolitan regionwide anddeveloped through intergovernmental collaboration, rational
and performancebasedanalysis, and consensbased decision making.

MAPO provides regnal coordination and approves the use of federal transportation funds
within the MPA Responsibility for the implementation of specific transportation projects lies
with MnDOT and the local units of government as transportation providers.

MAPO offices @& located at 10 Civic Center Plaza in Mankato, Minnesota.

a!t hQa 277 A@iwmbimago®apadVABOcan e followed omwitter at the
handle@MinnesotaMAPO

Governance and Organizational Structure

Chartl: MAPO Organizational Chart

MAPO Policy Board

-Coordinates planning; develops
policies; receives and disbursgs
monies; approves annual buddet;
provides direction to MAPO staff

MAPO Staff

-Prepares documents;
recommends action; reports TAC
recommendations

MAPO Technical Advisory

, Committee
Community Input i State & Federal Input
-Recommends action on

technical issues
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MAt hQa w2fS Ay tflFyyAy3a t NRPOSaa

In the transportation planning proced8lAPGs roles include

T

Maintaining a certified "8C" transportation planning processompreheasive,
cooperative, and @ntinuing

Coordinating the planning and ingrhentation activities of locategional,and state
transportation agencies.

Ensuring thatin effective public participation process,which meaningful public
input is obtained ispart of the decisiormaking process behind plans and programs.

Providing leadership both in setting transportation policy and in metropolitan system
planning.

Lending technical support in planning and operations to local governments.
Planning for an intermdal transportation system that is ecomacally efficient,

environmentally sound, provides the foundation to compete in the global economy,
andmovespeople and goods in agfficient manner.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Map 1: Mankato/North Mankato Metropolitan Planning Area
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Planning Factors

Thefederal transportatiorbil, CA EAy 3 | YSNA O Qa (RASIhRitlettifles teiNJ y & LJ2 |
planningfactorsthat must be considered in thieansportationplanning processThislaw is

informed by [23 CFR 450.306(bhe process used &elect projects to be programmed

throughthe Mankato/North MankatoTIPis based on these factars

1) Supporteconanicvitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competiveness, productivity and efficiency.

2) Increasesafetyof the transportation system for motorized amdbn-motorized users.

3) Increase security of the transportation system for motorized andmotorized users.

4) Increaseaccessibilig and mobility of people anfiteight.

5) Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the
quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and
state and local planned growth and econm development patterns.

6) Enhancantegration and connectivity of theeansportation systenacross and between
modes, people and éight.

7) Promote efficient system management and operation.

8) Emphasiz@reservation of the existing transportation system.

9) Improve theesiliencyand reliability of the transportation system and reduce or

mitigate storm water impacts of surface trgpmrtation.

10) Enhance travel andbtrism.

Transportation Improvement Prograrn(rP)

The TIP ian annualfederallymandateddocument that containpedestrian bicycle, transit
highway and other transportation projects that are recommended for federal funding during
the next four years ithe metropolitan area.

The projects included in each year's @t derivedf N2 Y (i KLBngRahyBlFassgortation
Pan (LRTRnd are aimed at meeting the lomgngeneeds of the transportatiosystem.

Partner agenciepropose projects ttAPOon an annual basis to mordinated into a
O2YLINBKSyYy aArgsS tfedeéaly\fyhdedransportaticbimdroddient dlanned for
the next 4 years.

The MAPO TIP includes projects from the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT)
District7 in the MAPO planning aredlankato Transit System (MT@nd local projects from
member jurisdictions. Local pegjts that are fully funded by a township, city, or county are not
included in the MAPO TIP.

Projects programmed into the TIP must comply with regulations issued by FHWA ariidaFTA.
project is 100% state funded, it does not have to meet federqlirements and does not have
to be included in the TIP.

Projects can be revised or amended at any time during the program year by action oA® M
Policy Board. These listings include information regarding cost, specific funding sources, project
timing, etc.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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As a management tool for monitoring the progress of implementing.fiR&Pthe TIP identifies
criteria and a process for prioritizing implementation of transportation projedgtecluding any
changes in priorities from the previous TIP that werelenpented¢ and identifies any
significant delays in the planned implementation of other projects.

Projects in the TIP represent a commitment on the part of the implementing jurisdiction or
agency to complete those projects.

TIP projects programmed for thdankatd North Mankato MPA are included, without change,
in the MnDQ District7 Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP) and subsequent
Minnesota State Transportation Improvemddtogram (STIP).

MAPO and its Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) contribute to the development of the
TIP, and the MAPO Policy Board reviews the TIP for approval.

Regionally Significant Projects

In addition, Federal regulations dictate the MPO mustiizRS Ay GKSANI I yydzr t ¢
significant projects requiring an action by the FHWA or the FTA whether or not the projects are

to be funded under title 23 U.S.C. Chapters 1 and 2 or title 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53 (e.g., addition

of an interchange tthe Interstate System with State, local, and/or private funds and
O2yaANBaarzylfte RSaAA3IYIFIGSR LINR2SO0la y2G Fdzy RS
Federal regulations go on to state:

GC2NJ LIzt AO AYyF2NXIGA2Y | yidude@RrggoralNdgidniicant LJdzNLJ2 & S
projects proposed to be funded with Federal funds other than those administered by the FHWA or
the FTA, as well as all regionally significant projects to be funded i &3S NI £ Fdzy Ra ®¢

Federal regulations have left$h RSUGSNNAY I GA2y 2F aNBIA2y | ff& &7
projects up to individual MPOs.

Within the MAPO area, a projectassessed for regional significance on a dasease basis.
Projects are reviewed by MAPO staff and the MAPO Technical Advisargitiee (TAC) using

a Regional Significance scoresheet. The TAC then determines whether a recommendation for
individual projects will be made to the MAPO Policy Board.

lllustrative Projects

lllustrative Projects are those projects that were not includethanfiscally constrained project

list due to limited funds. These projects are first to be considered if funds become available and
may have a total estimated cost associated with them. lllustrative projects must also conform
to the goals and prioritiesudlined in the LRTP.

Advance Construction Projects

I LN} OGAOS NBFSNNBR (G2 & d&! ROFHYOSR [/ 2yalNHzOd
FNBFQa oAfAGe G2 SELISYR FTSRSNYf FdzyRaod ¢ KA A
a project ocar in one fiscal year (FY) and be reimbursed with federal funds in one or more later
FY(s). When AC is used, project sponsors may front the entire cost, or a portion of the project

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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cost in the programmed FY with local or state funds. The project may témchuded in
subsequent FY(s) when federal funds become available to reflect a reimbursement of eligible
project costs.

TheTIP andts Gnnection tothe Transportation Planning Process

Aspreviouslystated, he projects in thdiscal year (FY) 202Z025TIP originate from th&/APO
Long Range TransportatiotaR (LRTPYhe LRTPontains a list of shoytmid, and longrange
transportation projectsgoalsand focus areathat are panned for the metropolitan areaver
a 20year time frame

The regional transportation goals and objectives identified in the LRTP set the broad policy
framework for planing transportation improvements.iE projectsinventoried inthe TIP are
intended to come fronthe LRTP asupport the longrangegoals and objectivesstablished in

that framework. TheMAPOLRTP identifies how each project or program in the TIP will support
the MAPO key performandgoal Aeas:

1 Access and Reliability
Economic Vitality
Safety
Preservation
Multimodal Trarsportation

Coordination and Collaboration

Environmental Conservation and Sustainability
Funding and Implementation
Land Use

1

1

1

1

1

1 Education
1

1

1

1 Security
1

System Management
Consistencyvith Other Plans
LRTP

al!thQa [ 2y 3 wl y3S(LRTRIdotEmeigsNie bnigoing piultimddal geord
long-term transportation planning process in the MAPO area. The LRTP sets a regional
transportation vision for MAPO partner agencies and identifies majoagrrangetransportation
investments. Projects coained in the TIP must first either be identified in the LRiR@/or

serve the goals outlined within the LRTP. Whereas the LRTP providestertarayerview of
transportation needs, the TIP is focused on the rfeam and is the means to program federal
transportation funds for projects to meet those needs. In addition, the TIP is consistent, to the
maximum extent feasible, with other plans developed by MAPO.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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UPWP

althQa | yATASR tftlyyAy3 22N] tNRINIY o6!t2to0 R
activitiesMAPO and other agencies propose to undertake during the next two calendar years.

The UPWP promotes a unified regional approach to transportation planning in order to achieve
regional goals and objectives. It serves to document the proposed expendituiedenal,

state, and local transportation planning funds, and provides a management tool for MAPO and
funding agencies in scheduling major transportation planning activities, milestones, and

products.

PPP

althQa | R2LIGSR t dzof Aservel | INZI AIOATMNIGK @ &2 NJ | 3T 0F dzk |
public engagement processes. Public involvement procedures are also required by federal
regulations to be in place and periodically reviewed regarding the effectiveness of the process

to ensure open access is progd to all. The PPP provides guidance for how the TIP is to be
developed and made available for public review and comment.

Programming the TIP

MnDOT has established eight Area Transportation Partnerships (ATPs) throughout the state to
manage the programmanof Federal transportation projects. Each of these ATPs is responsible

for developing a financially constrained Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP) and
incorporated into a financially constrained STIP.

MnDOTDistrict7 is represented bATP7.

As the designated MPO for the urbanized area, MAPO must develop its own TIP that is
incorporated into the ATIP and subsequently, the STIP. The STIP must be consistent with the
TIP.

The TIP prect solicitation and development process begins in November. Projects originate
from:

1 MPOLRTP /MTP
1 Implementing jurisdiction and/or agency project submittals

t N22eSO0ia YSSiAy3a GKS YAYAYdzy ljdzr t AF@Ay3 ONRGS
project list. Prioritization considerations include the following:

1 Economic Factors

1 Hedth and Safety

1 Access

1 Project Design
Regional Significance

Due to the multijurisdictional nature of transportation, some projects located outside the
MAPO planning area may have significant effect on and within the MAPO planning area. For

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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example, a substantial expansion or improvement of an interregional conpiassing through

or nearby the MAPO planning boundary may have transformative effect on traffic patterns to

and from the MAPO area, and thus qualify as regionally significant. It is the intent of MAPO to

show support for projects it classifies as regionalpnificant. MAPO will assess whether

projects qualify as regionally significant on a chg&ase basis. In son@asesthese projects

are in conceptual stages and thus definitive cost projections are unavailable. Cost estimates

AyOf dzZRSR Ay (KS awS3IAazyltte {AIYyATFAOLYyGE ¢ of

The following is a list of regionally significant projeaxgsdetermined by MAPO:

Trunk Highway 14 Corridor ExpansipAdministered by MnDOT, the project is a sum of
phased separate projects with the overall goal of uniforharde service of

approximately 112 miles of TH 14 from New Ulm to Rochester. Compongatizare

in various stages of completion. The West Nicollet to North Mankato project was
completed in 2016. The component project Owatonna to Dodge Center received

funding through Corridors of Commerce legislation and is being delivered via design
build @mntracting with construction expected through summer 20€2nstruction of

this project completes a 12.5 mile;ldne corridor gapThe component project MN 15

to West Nicollefs estimated to cost approximately $73,000,000 and is currently
programmed in e ATIP for construction over 2022 and 202B8e TH 14 Corridor

Expansion project is a significant expansion of an interregional corridor and has
substantial potential impact on freight and commuter traffic routed through the heart of
the MAPO area. In regnition of this impact, MAPO has designated this project as
regionally significant. TH 14 is also listed on the National Highway system (NHS) and will
0Kdza &dzLLI2 NI a!thQa tao LISNF2NXIYyOS Gl NBSI

St. Peter to Mankato Bicycle/Pedestrian TrgjlThe St. Petr to Mankato

Bicycle/Pedestrian Trail is one of six segments outlined in the Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources (MNDNR) Minnesota River State Trail Franklin to Le Sueur Master
Plan (2015). When completed, the St. Peter to Mankato connection (Se¢ghtdrihe
planned trail) will connect the cities of Mankato, Kasota, and St. Peter and comprise
approximately 13 miles of the larger statewide bicycle system. The trail has significant
potential impact on tourist, hobbyist, and commuter bicycle traffi@atal from the

MAPO area. In recognition of this impact, MAPO has designated the St. Peter to
Mankato Bicycle/Pedestrian project as regionally significant.

Funding Sources
Projectsincluded inthis TIP will béundedby one or more othe followingfundingcategories:
1 FHWA: those funds disbursed through the Federal Highway Administration

1 Advanced Construction (AC): The total estimated amount of future federal funds (AC)
being committed to a project, frorended by local/state funds.

FTA: those funds disbwd through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
Trunk Highway (TH): Funds disbursed through the State of Minnesota

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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1 Other: Funds derived from other sources, commonly Local Funds.

Legislation allows MnDOT to reserve the ability to determine which okthasdingsources
(and how much of eagiwill ultimately be used to fund any givemggect in the TIPAs such,
the amounts and types of funding shown in the project tables may be subject to modification.

Funding sources are identified on the following eadpy the acronym in parentheses after each
funding name listed below.

Theprimary governingederal transportation bill, the FAR\ct, for the most partcontinues the
structure of the various funding programs of the previous federal transportatiort idl,
Moving Ahead for Progress in thes2CenturyAct (MAR21, 2012) One notable exception from
the perspective of local jurisdictions that are eligible for federal transportation funds is the
conversion of the longtanding Surface Transportation program (STP) to the Surface
Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program, wkeimphasizes flexibility in the types of
projects and activities that those funds can be applied.

Bond Funds (BF)

Cdzylv?)\yzl )\Iiéyij)\T}\éli Fa &. Cé¢ AYIv?Aél'ijS GKFEG GKS
bond funds.

Bridge Replacement Ofsystem (BROS)

A federally funded bridge replacement program intended to reduce the number of deficient
off-system bridges within the state. This program applies to bridges under the jurisdiction of a
public authority, located on a nefederal aid roadway and open todtpublic

DEMO

HPP, Earmark, National Corridor Improvement Program, Projects of National & Regional
Significance and all projects that have a Demo ID

Early Let LatéAward (ELE)

ay5he¢eQa 9[[9 LINROSaa Aa | (G22f dzaSR (2 Ylyl 3S
This process is used on MnDOT projects only and affects both the federal and state funding

targets and the State Road Construction Budget in the year of fundiniglality. ELLE projects

are let in one state fiscal year (July 1 to June 30) and awarded (i.e., funds actually encumbered)

in the following fiscal year. The advantage of ELLESs are that it allows the project to be let and
awarded in advance of funding alability so that work can begin as soon as the next SFY

begins.

Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

Transit funding authorized by the FAST Act is managed in several ways. The largest amount is
distributed to the states by formula; other program funds discretionary.

FTA transit allocations may be administered by the state or be granted directly to the transit
agency. Projects identified as Fiuhded in the MAPO TIP generally represent one of several

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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subcategories that represent different funding praghs administered by the FTA to provide
either capital or operating assistance to public transit providers.

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

The Highway Safety Improvement Program is aimed at achieving a significant reduction in

traffic fatalitiesand serious injuries on all public roads and is related to addressing conditions
ARSYGAFTFASR Ay | adlrisSQa {dNXrdS3IAO | A3Kgl & {7
safety improvements on any public road, publicly owned bicycle and pedeptitaways, or
GNFAfad ¢KS FSRSNIE aKINB Aa ez 0F2N OSNIFAY
HSIP funds can be used to help fund other activities including education, enforcement and
emergency medical services.

Highway Rail Grade Crosgj & Rail Safety (RRS)

Railroadhighway grade crossing safety is funded under 23 USC Section 130. The current
Federal participation for railroatlighway grade crossing safety improvement projects is 100
percent of the cost of warning system. Normally igxpected that the local road authorityill
pay for roadway or sidewalk work that may be required as part of the signal installation.
Limited amounts of state funds are available for minor grade crossing safety improvements.

Local Funds (LF)

Fundingidelk FASR & d&a[ Cé AY
Fdzy Ra o6dzi FNBE ARSY(GATA

National Highway Freight Program (NHFP)

RAOIFIGSa LINer2SOGa GkKIEFG F N
SR Fa GNBIAZ2ylfte &AIYyA

The purpose, among other goals, of the Nationglhiay Freight Program (NHFP) is to improve
efficient movement of freight on the National Highway Freight Network (NHFN). NHFN replaces
the National Freight Network and Primary Freight Network established under the Moving
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Ceryt Act (MAF21). Section 1116 requires the-designation

of the NHFN every five years, and repeals Section 1116 of21ARhich allowed for an

increased Federal share for certain freight proje@ise intent of repeal was to rdesignate the
National Feight Network operational domain and replace it with the National Highway Freight
Network.NHFP funds may be obligated for projects that contribute to the efficient movement

of freight on the National Highway Freight Network (NHFN) and are consistentheith

planning requirements of sections 134 and 135 of title 23, United States Code.

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP

The NHPPrpvides support for the condition and performance of the National Highway System
(NHS), for the construction of nefacilities on the NHS, and to ensure that investments of
Federalaid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the
achievement of performance targets established in a State's asset management plan for the
NHS

State Funds (SF)
Fdzy RAYy 3 A RSy (i A TskhétR project has{Staté FuRdg.RA O G S
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Surface Transportatiomlock Grant Program (STBG

Formally known as the Surface Transportation Program (8iEPurface Transportation Block
Grant (SBG) program delivefsinds designedo beflexible in their applicationTheymay be

used by States and localities for projects to preserve and improve the conditions and
performance on any Federald highway, bridge and tunnel projects on any public road,
pedestrian and bicycle infrastruate, and transit capital projects, including intercity bus
terminals. States and localities are responsible for a 20% share of project costs funded through
this program.

TransportationAlternatives (1A)

The Transportation Alternatives (TRymally knownas the Transportation Alternatives

Program (TAP)s a revision of the former Transportation Enhancements program under the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA
LU; 2005) and now funds projects thag¢re previously funded under the Recreational Trails

and Safe Routes to School programs. Eligible projects include, but are not limited to, the
creation of facilities for pedestrians and bikes, environmental mitigation or habitat protection

as related tchighway construction or operations, as well as infrastructure and non

infrastructure related Safe Routes to School activities. States and localities are responsible for
20% of TA funds applied to projects. States may also transfer up to 50% of TA fixtRBRo

STP, HSIP, CMAQ, and/or Metro Planning.

Other

CdzyRAYy3d ARSYUGAFTASR a a20KSNE O2dzZ R Ay Of dzRS
funding sources including local funds.

Project Solicitation, Prioritization, and Selection

MAPO, in cooperatiowith MNnDOT and the Mankato Transit System cooperatively implement a
process for solicitation, prioritization, and selection of transportation improvements which are
eligible for federal aid.

MAPO member jurisdictions and agencies that are interestguliisuing transportation
projects within the MPA must follow a specific process and satisfy certain criteria.

See Chapter 2 | Project Selection for additional information.
Fiscal Constraint

The TIP is fiscally constrained by year and includes a finanalgbenthat demonstrates which
projects are to be implemented using existing and anticipated revenue sources, while the
existing transportation system is being adequately maintained and operated.

The financial analysis was developed by the MPO in cooparatith MNDOTMankato Transit
Systemand local jurisdictions who provided the MPO with historic transportation expenditures
and forecasted transportation revenue.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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In developing the financial plan, the MPO considered all projects and strategies funded
Title 23, U.S.C., and the Federal Transit Act, other Federal funds, local sources, State assistance,
and private participation.

A detailed look at fiscal constraint can be founCimapter6.
Environmental Justice

This TIP also includes an Environtaédustice (EJ) evaluation to determine if programmed
projects will have a disproportionate impact on peopliecolor and/orlow-income
populations, consistent with the 1994 Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in MintyiPopulations and Loswncome Populations.

A further look at TIP programmed projects in comparison to EJ areas can be fdCimapier 5
Public Involvement

The MAPO affords opportunities for the public and other interested parties to comment on the
proposd and approved TIP. Public meeting notices are published iM#mkato Free Press

the newspaper of record for the MARCand the TIP document is made readily available for
review and comment.

The TIP public participation process is consistent withatHet hPQHiic Participation Plan
(PPP)adopted in 2018The process provides stakeholders a reasonable opportunity to
comment on the TIP.

Chapter 7rovides a more comprehensive look at public involvement used in developing the FY
20222025 TIP.

Public comments obtained via surveys can be founigpendixB.
Self Certification

Annually as part of the Transportation Improvement Program, MAP&esilfies along with
MnDOT that the metropolitan planning process is being carried out in accordance with all
applicable requirements. Requirements relevant to MAPO processes include:

91 Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended,;

1 Prohibiting discriminabn on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age
in employment or business opportunity;

Involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDMIEd projects;

Implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on federal faatbrat
aid highway construction contracts;

Provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990;

Prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in programs or activities receiving
federal financial assistance;

1 Prohibiting discrimination based on gi#ar; and

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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1 Prohibitingdiscrimination against individuals with disabilities

A copy of the MAPO Policy Board statement of Self Certification is locatedfrothef this
document.
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Chapter 2:Project Selection

As the designated MPO for the Mankato/North Mankato area, MAPO is responsible for
developing a list of priority transportation projects for the Mankato metropolitan area for the
purpose of programming fuding through the FAST Act. It is required to work in cooperation
with local units of government, the Minnesota Department of Transportatamuthe Mankato
Transit System to identify area transportation priorities and produce the annual TIP. The
drafting of this document is done in conjunction with the development of a larger regional
program carried out with regional partners of the Minnesota Department of Transportation
District 7 Area Transportation Partnership (ATP).

As with the previous federal trapertation bills the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFBETEZ005) and MAPR1 (2012), the FAST
Act continues to call for the prioritization of projects on a statewide basis, which leads to the
development of a Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The statewide
program is informed by those projects developed at the local level. Therefore, the state and
local projects programmed in the STIP mustdiftective ofthe local TIPs.

MnDOTDistrict 7 Area Transportation Partnership (A4

The State of Minnesota uses a mechanism called the Area Transportation Partnership (ATP) for
distributing federal transportation funds throughout the state. The Mankato/North Mankato
Metropolitan Areaist SNIISR 06& G KS ay 5 h7, Qlkich 5 madé ugbi®dal 7 ! ¢t
elected officials, planners, engineers, modal representatives, and other agencies from MnDOT
District 7 that serve the thirteen counties of Blue Earth, Brown, Cottonwood, Faribaaksalia

Le Sueur, Martin, Nicollet, Nobles, Rock, Sibley, Waseca, and Watonwan counties (Figure 1).

Similar to MAPO, the purpose of the ATP is to prioritize projects in the larger region for
receiving federal funding. This priority listcalled the Arear@insportation Improvement
Program (ATIR$ combined withthe other ATIP§rom other ATPs around the state that
ultimately make up the STIP.

Although the ATP encompasses th&lRD MPA, the MPO through the development of the TIP
leads the project selectioaf the projects located within the MPA boundaries. The ATP leads
the project selection outside the MPA boundaries.

Under the ATH, there are ATP subcommittees that represent each of the funding areas that
the ATP helps program: TA, SSiRall Urban, andT®Rural .Entities represented on the
subcommittees include counties, cities, transit, MNDMMPNR Region Nine Regional
Development Commission (RDC), Southwest RDC, and MAPO.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Figurel: Membership Counties of the MnDOT District 7 ATP

Sibley
Nicollet Le Sueur
Brown
- Blue L
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Rock ables S g _ 4
Nobles Jackson Martin Faribault

Although projectdrom the thirteen counties and the MAPO ararein a sense competing for
the limited federal funding that comes to District 7, the process used by the ATP provides a
degree of meritbased equity.

Step 1:Proposed local projects are rated for regionahgfigance by MAPO and the respective
Regional Developmer@ommissior{REC) as input to the ATP subcommittedhe

subcommittees develop and recommend to the full ATP their ranked list of projects based on
funding targets, local priorities, and ATP approusgstment guidelines.

Step 2:District 7 compiles all local and MnDOT projects into a Draft ATIP based on MnDOT
investment guidelines and after ATP review and approval, sends the Draft ATIP to MnDOT
Central Office for review and compilation with the RIETIP.

Step 3:The Draft STIP is again reviewed and potentially revised by the District and reviewed by
the ATPDuring this review period, the general public has the opportunity to comment on the
ATIP.

Step 4:After all reviews and revisions acemplete, the ATIP is submitted to MNnDOT Central
Office for inclusion in the final STIP.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Figure 2: TIP, ATIP, STIP organization
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project recommendationsto  wWRDCs
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Eligibility for Roadway and Transit Projects

Federal funds can be spent on any road functionally classified as a Major @diedtabove

for rural roadways and Minor Collector and above for urban roadways. The FAST Act provides
funding for roadway projects through Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funding
programs and transit projects through Federal Transit Administrg&di\) funding programs.
FHWAfunded projects can beelated tomaintenance, expansig safety, or operationsas well

as enhancementgbike & pedestrian improvements, scenic byways, etc.). Planning, technology
and various other intermodal projects may aklaible for FHWA funds.

I LRNIA2Y 2F {dz2NFIFOS ¢NIyaLR2NIFdA2y . 201 DN
improvements, which the ATP 7 has agreed to do in recent yiwaosder to assist transit
operators in the region to maintain thewehicle fleets.

Project Selection Process

The TIP process should result in projects that reflect the goals, objectives, and priorities of the
Mankato/North Mankato area. As such, MAPO staff work with area jurisdictions and
stakeholders to ensure that thergects included in the TIP are consistent with those goals,
objectives, and priorities.

In selecting projects for inclusi in the TIP, MAPO utilizdge subcommittees of the ATP to
ensure consistency with regional and interjurisdictional transportation gégiplicant agencies
seeking funding through the Transportation Alternatives (TA) progreeet with MAPO staff

prior to applying for project fundig to review their Letters of Intent (LOISs) to ensure the
proposed projects are congruent with MAPO goals. MAPO staff review the proposed project
and eligibility requirements with the applicant and then makes a determination whether or not
to recommend prgect funding to the ATP ranking subcommittdeMAPO representative also
serves on the ATP subcommittee.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Project Evaluation andPrioritization

althQa LINRP2SOG SgGIfdz2 G§GA2Y LINE Ofabieds toQdide thenf A 4 KS &
in prioritizing prgect submittals. The process was designed to help ensure that projects are
consistent with the goals and objectives of thi®Aand that limited financial resources are

used in the most effective manner possible.

The MAPO Policy Board reviews, ranks, arm@pesSurface Transportation Program (STP)
applications within the MAPO planning boundary. Projects seeKirifunding are scored with
the below criteria:

TIP Project Scoring Criteria

Criteria Points Evaluation Question

2 KFG FNB GKS
merits/benefits and intended
effect upon the regional

a. Regional Benefit 30 transportation network?

How will the project improve
the mobility of people and
b. Mobility 30 goods?

Is the project identified in the
a!t hQaRahge y 3
Transportation Plan or other
transportation

Planning Support 15 study/document?

=

How does the project
encompass multiple modes o
d. Multimodalism 10 travel?

How will the project respond
to environmental impacts anc
e. Environmental Impacts 10 mitigation measures?

What public participation has
been undertaken or will take
f. Public Participation 5 place with this project?

Projects funded through the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program /
Transportation Alternatives Program

Funding eligibility for the Transportation Alternatives program (TA) includes the former
Transportation Enhancements eligible projects, Recreational Trails, and Safe Routes to School

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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programs. Construction, planning, and design for these types of pr@eetsll eligible

activities under TA, as well as projects related to environmental mitigation, or the maintenance
and preservation of historic transportation faciliti€dmilar to STP funds, STBG/TA funds are
allocated to the State DOT and thsuab-allocated to the local level. MNnDOT District 7 ATP has
developed an application process and STBG/TA subcommittee made up of elected officials and
transportation professionals that is facilitated by MnDOT District 7 staff. The selected STBG/TA
projectsare subject to the approval of the MnDOT District 7 ATP, but any funded TA projects
that are located within the MAPO area are included in the TIP.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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Chapter 3 Performance Measures & Targets

The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st CenturRiIl) Actinstituted transportation
Performance Measurement (PM) for state DOTs and MPOs:21Alrected the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to develop
performance measures to assess a range of fac&tete DOTs and MPOs are required to
establish targets for each performance measure.

In 2015, the FAST Act was signed into law and expanded upor2Mp&formancebased
outcomes and provided lonterm funding certainty for surface transportation infrastiture
planning and investment. Performance measures were built into the FAST Act to emphasize
planning and programming philosophies that are based upon continuously collected
transportation data.

Additionally, the FAST Act included requirements for siX@él's and MPOs to establish targets
for various performance measures. These targetsysedsurabldoenchmarks for FHWA, state
DOTs, and MPOs to easily track their progress on safety, pavement condition, and system
reliability goals. There are funding imglimns that are associated with the accomplishment or
progress toward each target to incentivize planning efforts be tied to performance targets and
goals.

The performance measures focus on several major areas; PM1 (transposafety), PM2
(pavement ad bridge conditiof), and PM3gystemreliability), as well as transit safety and

Transit Asset Management (TAM). TAM targets emphasize improvement of the regional transit
system, and MAPO mustgayram projects accordingliMAPO maintains current and conguolit
resolutions for PM1, PM2, PM3, TA&hd Public Transit Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)

Performance Measure 1: Safety
The Safety Performance Measure (PM1) incorporates five key targets:
T Number of Fatalities
1 Rate of Fatalities per 100 million VNMehicle miles travelled)
1  Number of Serious Injuries
1 Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT
1 Number of NoAamotorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries

Each ofh Yy 5 h ihdiv@ual targets is based on a fiyear rolling averagelhus, 2020 targets
were based on the total for 2015, 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019 then divided by five (5).
Subsequently, 2021 targets are based on the total of 2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020 then
divided by five (5)Hence the average can change each year based on new data.

MPOsreceiveVMT data for th& respective boundarieBom MnDOTAsMnDOTisonly able to
supply VMT datéo MAPOfor the MAPO boundary for years 2017, 2018, and 2019, MAPO is
currently unable to calculate a fiwgear rolling averagelhis means direct comparison of
metricsis not yetpossible unticomplete contiguous fivgear VMT datdor the MAPO are&s
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availablelt is anticipated a direct onto-one comparison will be achievable once MNDOT
provides VMT data for years 2020 and 2021.

Figue 5outlines the specific safety performance measure, the MnDOT targets for that
measurementa ! t hb&s&line measurement, aral! t haQofted targets.

MnDOT Target MAPO Baseline MAPO Target

Target 2021 (Actual 2019) 2021
Number of Fatalities 352.4 2 352.4
Rate of Fatalities per 100 million VN 0.582 367 0582
Number of Serious Injurie 1579.8 19 1,579.8
Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million V 2 606 3485 2 606
Number of NosMotorized Fatalities and Serious Injuri 281.2 3 281.2

MAPO makeprogress toward thee goals by prioritizing safety in studies, plans, and policies.
Safety is also a consideration in application scoring and project recommendation.

For Performance Measures 1 through 3, MPOs including MAPO may decide to adopt their own
targets or choose to adopt the MnDOT set statewide targets. Support of these measures must
be documented annually in the TIP document.

IN2020a ! t h NX &a2f OSSR ( 2aledddrlydai?0RM1aSateth) tatyétd.his was

R2y S 0SOI dzaS ayS hityQ af Alyr SNBGSAMERs sassNddopR M1 Bagyéts 4 ®

on an annual basis.

¢CKS 321 fa 2F a!thQa wnanp [2y3 wlky3aS ¢NIyaLR2 NI
measure areas by prioritizing projects which: increase the safety of all users of the#\PO
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and

increase access and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance the FAST Act
as a goal of the plan.

For example, projects currently prognaned in the TIP supporting PM1 targets includ@7-
090-005AC construction of a pedestrian and bicyclist trail, and-13D-001AC, construction of
a roundabout at the intersection of Pohl Road and Stadium Road.
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Map 3: NHS routes within MAPO plannipgundary

Performance Measure 2: Bridge and Pavement Condition
The Pavement Condition Performance Measure (PiNt@rporates sikey targets:
1 Percentage of NHS Bridges in Good Condition
1 Percentage of NHS Bridges in Poor Condition
1 Percentage of InterstatesaRement in Good Condition
1 Percentage of Interstate Pavement in Poor Condition
1 Percentage of Nointerstate NHS Pavement in Good Condition
1 Percentage of Nointerstate NHS Pavement in Poor Condition

Two and foutyear targets are established at the beginnofghe performance period every
four years. States report on performance every two yedhsese six performance measures can
be broken into two categories; bridge condition and pavement condition.

Bridge Condition

For the bridge condition targets, eachidige on the NHS system is assessed annually and the

score is entered into the National Bridge Inventory (NBI). The score is based on the inspection
NFGAYy3 2F GKS ONRARISQa RSO1 I &dzLIJSNE G NHzOG dzNB =
rating basedn the lowest score of the three elements. The scores are based on the following
ranges:

T Goodr-9
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1 Fair 5-6
1 Poor0-4

The targets for bridge condition were originally set as two and-year targets in May of 2018, with
an opportunity to adjust at the migerformance period in 2020.

In October 2020, MNDOT determined that the fgear targets would remain the same for bridge
condition targets except for Percentage of NHS Bridges in Good Condition, which would be
decreased from 50% to 35%.2@20 MAPO passka resolution to support and adopt the PM2
targets set by MnDOT.

Figure 6 outlines the specific bridge condition performance meastire MnDOT targets for that
YSI &dzNB Y Sy (a9 cordfioza thhy®Ra 6§ KS at hQa | R2LIISR dF NBS
MnDOT4-yr Target MAPO(Actual MAPO4-yr Target
Target (2021 2019) (2021

Percentage of NHS Bridges ) )
Good Condition 35%(revised) 50% 35%(revised)

Percentage of NHS Bridges
Poor Condition 4% 4% 4%

FIGURE 6: PERFORMENMEASUREEZBRIDGEONDITION MEASURENDTARGETS

For Performance Measures 1 through 3, MPOs including MAPO may decide to adopt their own
targets or choose to adopt the MnDOT set statewide targets. Support of these measures must
be documented annually in the TIP document.

In 2018, MAPO resolved i0dzLJLI2 NI ay5h¢Qa GFNBSG&a F2NJ.tan Ot
PM2 can be adopted by the MPO as well, or the MPO can adopt portions of each PM target. In

2021la! th NB&az2t 9SSR (2 dzZLJRIFGS Ada taw FYyR tao Gl N
PM2 and PM3argets.¢ KA & ¢l & RdzS (42 ay5h¢Qa GFNASGa O2NN

Projects currently programmed in the TIP supportingZatrgets include€d714-35, road
reconstruction from south of county road 57 and replacement of the River Bridge.

PavementCondition

For the pavement condition targets, each pavement segment is assessed annually by its
jurisdiction. Pavement Condition Targets are only set every four years, with the option to
update them every two. The jurisdictions assess each roadway sedrased on a variety of

factors to calculate the overall pavement condition. Then those assessments are combined and
an output of a standard Pavement Condition Index (PCI) is produced. The following are PCI
ratings and their associated range of scores:

T Excdent 86-100
1 Good 7185
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1 Fair 5670
1 Poor 855

The region is currently meeting and/or exceeding the pavement condition performance targets
in the MPA. Based on this information,kebruary 2021MAPOchose to support and adopt the
PM2 Pavement Condition p&srmance targets set by MnDOT for the MPA.

¢KS 32Ffa 2F a!thQa wnannp [2y3 wlky3aS ¢NIyaLl2NI
YSI &dzNB | NBFa o6& LINAZ2ZNRAGATAYy3 LINRP2SOGa 6KAOKY
transportation system, presen@nd maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and

increase access and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance w2th MAP

and the FAST Act as a goal of the plan.

LGQA AYLERNIIFYyd G2 y24S ddkyinierstate mieNsoalat! R2Sa vy
performance measure targets that are for interstates are not required to be adopted by MAPO,
as they are not applicable to the planning area. This is denoted in the following table with N/A.

Figure 7outlines the specifibridge conditionperformance measurg the MnDOT targets for
that measurement, theMit h @049 conditionandtheMt h Q& | R2LJGSR Gl NBSGa®

MnDOT4-yr Target MAPO4-yr Target
Target (202)) MAPO(2019) (2021

Percentage
of
Interstate
Pavement 55% N/A N/A
in Good
Condition

Percentage
of
Interstate
Pavement 2% N/A N/A
in Poor
Condition

Percentage
of Nont
Interstate
Pavement 50% 50% 50%
in Good
Condition

Percentage
of Nont
Interstate
Pavement 4% 4% 4%
in Poor
Condition
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FIGURE: PERFORMANCE MEABRZRPAVEMENTONDITION MEASURBDATARGETS

alth OK2aS (2 &a4dzlJ2NI ay5h¢Qa wHnum LI @SYSy
MAPO goals.
Projects in the TIP supporting these goals includeIBBOO3AC, road reconditioning and

replacement of pedestrian rampsnd071435AC, full depth reclaim and overlay from CSAH 57
to the Minnesota River Bridge.

Performance Measure 3: System Reliability

The System Reliability Performance Measure (PM3) incorporates three key targets:
1 Percentage of Person Miles Traveled on literstate that are reliable
1 Percentage of Person Miles Traveled on the INderstate NHS that are reliable
1 Truck Travel Time Reliability Index

Each of these individual targets are established every four years, but State DOTSs are required to
report on eab PM3target biannually These three performance measures can be broken into

two categories: travel time reliability and freight movement reliability. Reliability is defined by

the consistency or dependability of travel times from day to day or acrosselif times of the

day.

LGiQa AYLRNIIFIyd G2 y24S GKIFIG a!thQa at! R2Sa
performance measure targets that are for interstates are not required to be adopted by MAPO,
as they are not applicable to the planning area. Thenoted in the following table with N/A.

For the travel time reliability targets, FHWA requires the use of the National Performance
Management Research Data Set (NPMRID&h equivalent data sourde calculate the travel
reliability for each roadwayegment. NPMRDS uses passive travel data (probe data) to
anonymously track how people travel and at what speed the vehicle travels. The NPMRDS
provides a monthly archive of probe data that includes average travel times that are reported
every five minutes Wwen data is available on the NHS.

Using the NPMRDS, the Level of Travel Time Reliability (LOTTR) can be calculated for five
analysis periods using the following ratio:

Longer travel times (95percentile of travel times)
to
Normal Travel Times (83(ercentile of travel times)
The analysis periods are:

Morning weekday (&0 a.m.).
Midday weekday (10 a.ng.4 p.m.).
Afternoon weekday (@8 p.m.).
Weekends (6 a.ng 8 p.m.).

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
25



Overnights (8 p.nx; 6 a.m. all days).

Reliable segments of roadway are considered to have a ratio of 1.50 or less, whereas segments
of roadway with a ratio above 1.50 are considered unreliable.

MnDOT provides data to MPOs regarding Niotierstate NHS Reliability data. The overall level
of reliability for the Mankato/North Mankato metro area increased from 98.4% to 99.6%
between 2018 and 2019.

Figure8 outlines the specifibridge conditionperformance measure, the MnDOT targets for
that measurement, theMit h Q& ol aSt Ay S Y Mt Es@adfedSpgétss | yR (G KS

Target MnDOT4-yr Target MAPO(Baseline MAPOA4-yr Target

(2021) 2019) (2021)
Percentage of Person Miles Travel
on the Interstate that are reliable 80% N/A N/A
Percentage of Person Miles Traveled
the Nonlnterstate NHS that aneliable 9% 75% 9%
Truck travel Time Reliability Inde
(TTTR Index 15 N/A N/A

FIGURB: PERFORMANCE MEABGBRSYSTEM RELIABIY MEASURES ANRGETS

¢KS 2yfté& FNBF 2y a!thQa bl { &aeaidsSy GKIFIdG Aa y2
northbound/southbound Highway 22 and Highway 14 intersection. Tiisk Travel Time

Reliability Index (TTTRI) for Highwayn@2thbound turning ontaHighwayl14 s 1.64, and the

TTTRI for Highwa2 southbound turning ontdlighway14 is 1.57.

Within each segment, the day is broken into several analysis periods. These include the two
peaks (AM and PM), but also midday and, depending on the measure, an overnigdlana
LISNA2R +a ¢Stftd ay5he¢ GKSy GF1Sa GKS Gaé2NR(E
measurement used to calculate reliability. Thus, a single unreliable period throughout the day
could result in the entire segment being defined as unreliable.

ForPerformance Measures 1 through 3, MPOs including MAPO may decide to adopt their own
targets or choose to adopt the MnDOT set statewide targets. Support of these measures must
be documented annually in the TIP document.

In 2@1, MAPO resolved to support MiiDE Q& G F NBESGa F2NJtao 6{eadsSy
adopted by the MPO as well, or the MPO can adopt portions of each PM target. In 2020 MAPO
NEaz2t SR (2 dzLlRIFIGS Ada tao GFENBSGAE (G2 O2NNBaL)
¢KS 321 fa 27F RdngelT@rsporatiom Plan[(LRYPAsupport these performance

YSI &dzNB | NBFa o6& LINA2NRAGATAYy3 LINRP2SOGa 6KAOKY
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and

increase acess and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance wi2ilMAP

and the FAST Act as a goal of the plan.
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Performance Measures 2 and 3 (PM2 and PM3) pertain to those roadways on the National
Highway System (NHS). There are three segments of the NHS located within the MAPO

planning boundary: US 169, US 14, and TH 22 north of US 14 (see map 3). Because these targets
are limited to the NHS, it is understood there will be years when the MAPO TIP will not have

any projects programmed kich contribute to PM2 and PM3.

Transit Asset Management (TAM)

In addition, a separate set of performance measures is required to be developed and
maintained by transit agencies receiving Federal funding assistance. Known as Transit Asset
Management (TAM)}ransit agencies must establish a system to monitor and manage public
transportation assets to improve safety and increase reliability and performance. As part of the
TAM plan, transit agencies must also establish performance measures which will help the
respective transit agency maintain a state of good repair (SGR) which aligns with the Useful Life
Benchmark (ULB) for each asset. ULB is defined as the expected lifecycle of a capital asset or
the acceptable period of use in service. SGR must be documéntéte following assets:

1. Equipment:Nonrevenue supporservice and maintenance vehicles.
2. Rolling StockRevenue vehicles by mode.
3. Infrastructure:Only raiffixed guideway, track, signals, and systems.

4. FacilitiesMaintenance and administrativiacilities; and passenger stations (buildings) and
parking facilities. Facilities are measured on the Transit Economic Requirements Model
(TERM) scale which assigns a numerical rativt) flsed on conditions.

TAM plan requirements fall into tweategories
f ¢ASNILY hLISNIXradSa NIXrAf hw x mnwvm #Rdesiof Sa I (
one nonfixed route mode.
T ¢ASNILLY {dzoNBOALIASYOl 2F pomm TFdatlBss hw ! Y
ft FTAESR NRdzi § Y 2reSanfixédwouttkmader n OGS KA Of Sa A
2 A0KAY GKS at hMagkatd Jrahsif $ystgirB(MTIS)KERUired to develop a TAM
plan falling under the Tier Il requirements. Figure 9 outlines the MNDOT SGR targets for each
YSIFaAadzZNBYSy iG> GKS ac¢{ Qathé MTS Sdopted trgetshd targaNS Y Sy (1 =
that were adopted in 2018 remain valid in the 262225 TIP.

ay5he¢Qa ¢

Target 2020 & 2022 MTSBaseline MTS2020 Past ULB
Equipment 10% 20% 42%
(Nonrevenue service vehicle
Rolling Stock 10% 20% 20%
(revenue vehicles
Infrastructure n/a n/a n/a
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(rail, fixed guideway, track signals, at
systems)
Source: MTS 2021

FIGURE 9: STATE FO® REPAIRERFORMANCE MEASSRE

Figure 10 outlines the TERM scale rating and ULB targets for facilities.

a y 5 h Tapats 2020
Target & 2022 MTSBaseline MTS 2020 Past UL

[Faciliie3 No more than 10% rated 50% 0%
less than 3 on TERM Sca

Source: MTS 2021

FIGURE 10: TAM TERZALE PERAOANCE MEASURES

In 2018 MAPCOresolved to support the Mankato Transit System (MTi@hsit Asset
Management (TAMplan. TheTAM plan argets adopted in 2018 remain valid and will be used
for the this TIP.This involved coordination with the MT@nDOT and the FTAMTS programs a
significant number of projects in the MAPO TIP. The transit projects conisigtrily of

operating and maintenance funds for fixedute and paratransit serves, as well as bus
replacement.

¢CKS 321 fa 2F a!thQa nionwlan ([REIB) Suppert thesePerforiange s LI2 NI
YSI &dzZNB | NBFa o0& LINA2NARAGATAy3a LINRP2SOGa oKAOKY
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and

increase access and reliatyiloptions for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance with2AP

and the FAST Act as a goal of the plan.

MAPO plans and programs projects so that the projects contribute to the accomplishment of
theMTR & U NI yhadnagémehtdagg&idl For exampthe MTS TAM targets include

Gw2fftAy3a {G4201Y Hn LISNOSyd 2F NBGSydzsS OSKAOf S
supported in the TIP by proje€RF002825B (Transit Preventative Maintenanc&milarly, the

¢la GFNBSGa AyOf dRBE Ilofl i NBHdeililF NInFLBENDSW @Al A | 0 f
LISNOSYy (G 2F FlLOAfAGUASE O0AYyOfdzRAY3I LI 4aSyaISNI Y
supported by the TIP by the projectsSB02825B (Purchase of three buses)d TR-0028

25TA (Purchase oéplacement bus).

Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)

The Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) regulation requires covered public
transportation providers and state DOTSs to establish safety performance targets to address the
safetyperformance measures identified in the National Public Transportation Safety Plan which
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can be found at the following webpageww.transt.dot.gov/regulationsand-
guidance/safety/nationapublictransportationsafety-plan

In November 2020, MAPO resolved to support the PTASP targets set by the Mankato Transit

System

The public transportation operator is required to update the PTASP onramabbasis, but
MPOs are not required to adopt PTASP targets on an annual basis. Only when a new PTASP is
adopted (at least once every four years) does the MPO have to adopt PTASP Trgets.
adopted targets by both the Mankato Transit System and MAP @Qeloav:

Mode of Transit Fatalities Fatalities Injuries Injuries Safety Safety System
Service (total) (per 100 (total) (per 100 Events Events Reliability
thousand thousand (total) (per 100 (VRM/failures)
VRM) VRM) thousand
VRM)
Fixed Route Bus 0 0 5 1.564 7 2.190 9,500
ADA/Paratransit 0 0 1 2.005 1 2.005 68,500

FIGURE 11: PTASP PERMANCE MEASURES

MAPO chose to support the PTASP targets selected by the Mankato Transit System because the
targets were in line with MAPO goalhese targets are supportdry projects programmed in
the current TIP, includinfRF002824Band Transit Preventative Maintenancas wellas TRS
002824CA and RF002823TA which fund new bus purchases.

Anticipated Effect

Per 23 CFR 450.326 (d), TIPs are required to includepanation of how the TIP helps
support achieving performance measures. This TIP is anticipated to have a positive effect on the
I R2 LJi SR
scoring criteria that overlaps andgoorts PM1, PM2, and PM3 goals. For example, the below
table illustrates how selected programmed projects within the TIP support PM and TAM

alt hQa

tamz

t aHZ

taoz
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GF NBSGa

targets.
Target Project Number / Description Target Support

PM1 007-090-005AC / Construct ped/bike trail | Anticipated to separate motorized and

adjacentto Stadium Road nonmotorized users and increase safe]

of users of the roadway
PM1 137-140-001AC / Construct roundabout at| Roundabout construction anticipated t¢
intersection of Pohl Road and Stadium Roj lead to decease in intersection crash
severity
PM2 071435/ MN22, from south of CR 57 to Bridge replacement
River Bridge in St. Peter. Medium mill and
overlay, replace bridge.

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program

29


http://www.transit.dot.gov/regulations-and-guidance/safety/national-public-transportation-safety-plan
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TAM TRF002822B Supports upkeep of transit equipment

TAM TRF002823B Supports upkeepf transit equipment

At this time, MA® is anticipatedi 2 O2 Yy (1 Ay dzS (2 aRziuIBMNEMeasyirb h ¢ Q& 2
targetswithout modification. As of TIP adoption, combined projected funding levels from

federal, state, and local sources are adequate to meet current scheduled projects. Performance
Target achievement could potentially be hindered by a variety of factors,astie availability

2T aG1r4S FYR FSRSNYf RIFEGEFE® ' RRAGAZ2YIEf&% G NH
influence when taken into consideration with other local, State, and Federal priorities as they

arise.

MPOInvestmentPriorities

MAPO has long supported the spirit of the federal PMs in The undelying values of

its project selection process. The underlying values of safety, efficiency, and fiscal

safety, efficiency, and fiscal responsibility have historically responsibility have historically

been foundational elements of MAPO decision making. been foundational elements of

Since receiving guidanceofn MnDOT and FHWA on PM MAPO decision making.

reporting requirements in 2018, MAPO hasamphasized

0KS aA3IyAFTAOIYOS 2F (KSasS (GFNBSG FINBFao taa
process and play a significant role in staff decisitaking, priorities, and

recomnendationsC2 NJ SEI YLX S5 G(KS a-hwlRaay| waeydzAf
F2N) AGA RS@OStE2LIYSyied al!thQa O2ydAydzZSR Lyl
the ongoing Lookout Driv€ESAH 13 Corridor Study, Second Street CorridolySand169
Corridor Study abide by and support PM1 target area of user safety. The omgoiitpr

studies also contributéo the PM2 goals of preserving the pavement system, and PM3 goals of
providing reliable transportation of people and goods.

2 6a
SNBE S
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Chapter 4 FY 202-2025 TIP Projects

Thetables that followlist all the transportation projects scheduled for federal and/or state
fundinginheMAPQarea> | & ¢Sftf & LINRB2SOGa OFGSI2NART SR |
MAPQ Thecorrespondingmaps depictthe location of each projecAppendix A provides an

example of how to read the TIP tabl@e structure of the tabkeis as follows:

LRTP Referenc®age reference to where the project can be found in the MAPO Long Range
Transportation Plan.

Route/System Local jurisdiction responsible for the project and the route number where the
project is occurring.

Project Number Project identifier. Most trunk highway projects state with the control section
numbers. Local projectsate with either a county number or the city number.

Year:Year the project is programmed.

Agency:The jurisdiction responsible for implementing project or for opening bids.

Project DescriptionScope of project, location, length, etc.

Miles: The length oproject.

Type: Identifies if project is primarily road, pedestrian/bike, transtated, etc.

Type of Work:ldentifies if project is maintenance, reconstruction, safety improvements, etc.

Proposed Fundddentifies the federal funding programs intendedke the primary funding
sources for the project.

Project Total:Total anticipated cost of the project.

FHWA:The total estimated federal aid highway funding to be used for the project. This includes
advance construction conversion funding.

AC:a! RO YYOBRNHzQG A2y ¢ GKS (201Kt SadAYFdSR | Y2dzy
committed to a project, frortended by local/state funds.

FTAThe total estimated federal aid transit funditg be used for the project

TH:G ¢ NHzy 1 | AdKglezé GKS d2d0Frf SAGAYFGSR adldsS
project.

Bond: The total estimated state bond to be used for the project.

Other: Funding coming from other sources, (local city, county, transit agency).

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program
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FY 2022 Federal Funded Transportation Projects

*NOTE: Totals will not balance because of Advanced Construction (AC) Dollars**

MPO:MANKATGNORTH MANKATOAREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION

FY 2022 ¢ FY 2025 TIP

LRTP | ROUTE| PROJECT YEAR | AGENC]) DESCRIPTION MILEY PROGRAM| TYPE OF WOR PROPOSE| STIP TOTA FHWA | AC FTA TH | OTHER | PROJEC
REFEREN| SYSTEM NUMBER FUNDS TOTAL
65 MSAS 139 137-139001| 2022 |[MANKATOMSAS 139 (TIMBERW@R) FROM THE INTERSION| 0.2 [EN PEDESTRIAN | TAP5K00K| 191,805 | 153,444 | 0 0 0 38,361 | 191,805
OF HERON DR TO 0.PEVICONSTRUCT PHIRESN ENHANCEMENRAMPS (ADA
CROSSING AMBWK SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS
65 MSAS 14( 137-140 | 2022 |MANKATOMAC*: MSAS 140, JOPOHL ROAD AND SITAD 0.44 RD BITUMINOUS | STP5R00K| 795814 | 795814 | O 0 0 0 0
001AC ROAD, CONSTRUCT RDABOUT AND RESURFACE RECONDITIONIOVERLAY,
POHIROAD FROM BALCERZRK/E TO STADIUM R G ROUNDABOUT
(AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1)
65 TRF0028224 2022 |[MANKATOSECT 5307: CITY ORNKATO RR TRANSIERATING URBANIZED ARTRANSIT FTA 2,500,000 0 0 750,000 0 1,750,000 | 2,500,000
ASSISTANCE FORMULA (B9) OPERATIONS
65 TRF002822 2022 |MANKATOSECT 5307: CITY ORNKATO RR TRANSIT URBANIZED ARTRANSIT FTA 400,000 0 0 320,000 0 80,000 | 400,000
PREVENTATIVE MAINAERE FORMULA (B9) OPERATIONS
65 TRF002822( 2022 |MANKATOSECT 5307: CITY ORNKATO: PURCHASE T2JO URBANIZED ARTRANSIT VEHICL|  FTA 338,000 0 0 287,300 0 50,700 | 338,000
CLASS 400 GAS LFARSION BUSES FORMULA (B9)PURCHASE
65 TR028220 2022 |[MANKATOCITY OF MANKATO PHRSE ON@) CLASS 400 GAS TRANSIT (TR) [TRANSIT VEHICUSTBGP 500§ 169,000 | 135200 | 0 0 0 33,800 | 169,000
LOWFLOOR REPLACENBWS PURCHASE
65 TRF002822F 2022 |MANKATOQSECT 5307: CITY ORNKATO SYSTEM TECHNGY TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT GRANT| FTA5307 (B9 400,000 320,000 80,000 | 400,000
UPGRADES CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT
(NONVEHICLE (S
65 TRF002822F 2022 |MANKATOSECTION 5307: CITR MANKATO 5 YEAR NBA TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT GRANT| FTA5307 (B 290,000 232,000 58,000 | 290,000
DEVELOPMENT PLAN CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT
(NONVEHICLE (S
65 TR028 | 2022 |[MANKATOCITY OF MANKATO PHRSE ONE (1) CLASS DIESE TRANSIT (TR) [TRANSIT VEHICLSTBGP 5R00f 546,000 | 436,800 | O 0 0 109,200 | 546,000
22TA REPLACEMENT BUS PURCHASE
65 US 14US| 8827319 | 2022 |MNDOT [*ITS*: US 14, USED & MN 22, VARIOU®CATIONS TM-TRAFFIC [OTHER STBGP 500§ 2,000,000 | 1,600,000[ 0 0 400,000 0 2000,000
169, MN 27 IN MANKATO AND NORWIANKATO, TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

Continual on next page
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FY 2022 Federal Funded Transportation Projee@NTINUED

65 us 14 0702131 2022 |MNDOT |US 14, FROM CSAHTEB CSAH 17 IN EAGKKE, 0.83 [SGSAFETY CHANNELIZATIO NHPP 500,000 328,889 0 171,111 0 500,000
REDUCE CONFLICT REEECTIONS CAPACITY (S)
65 Us 14 | 0702131S| 2022 MNDOT p*SEC164**US 14, FROCSAH 86 TO CSAHN7 | 0.83 [SHSAFETY HSICHANNELIZATIO HSIP 888,889 0 0 0 0 888,889
EAGLE LAKE, REDUTQHEHRLICT INTERSECTION (S
65 MSAS 119 150119 2022 |NORTH [*AC**: MSAS 119 (C@OMERCE DRIVE) FROM 0.98 RD BITUMINOUS STPRK-200K| 205,314 205,314 0 0 0 0
003AC MANKATOLOOKOUT DR TO LOR RR, REMOVE AND EBXPE RECONDITIONREPLACEMENT,
SURFACING, ADA ANGHTING (AC PAYBAGHBF 1) G PEDESTRIAN
RAMPS (ADA
IMPROVEMENTS
TOTAL 9,224,822 | 3,655,461 1,909,300 |571,111 2,200,061| 8,223,694

2022¢2025 MAPO Transportation Improvement Program

33




Map 3 2022 projects
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Mankato-North Mankato Urban Area
nkato-North Mankato Planning Area
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FY 203 Federal Funded Transportation Projects

MPO:MANKATGNORTH MANKATOAREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION

FY 2022 ¢ FY 2025 TIP

LRTP | ROUTE] PROJECT | YEAR AGENCY DESCRIPTION MILES| PROGRAN PROPOSED|PROPOSH STIP TOTA| TARGET AC| FTA TH OTHER PROJECT TOTA
REFEREN{ SYSTEN NUMBER FUNDS FUNDS FHWA
65 CSAHG6 | 007-090-005AC 2023 |BLUE EARTHF*AC*ALONG CSAH 16 0.93 EN NEW TRAIL |TAP 5K00K 50,828 50,828 | O 0 0 0 0
COUNTY  [(STOLTZMAN RD) FREXISTIN{ ENHANCEN
TRAIL, 0.1 MI N OBA&H 60 NT
(STADIUM RD) TO WEAISANT
STREET, CONSTRUCTEMKE
TRAIL (AC PAYBAGBFIL)
65 TRF002823A | 2023 MANKATO [SECT 5307: CITY OANKATO R URBANIZEITRANSIT FTA 3,100,000 0 0 | 775,000 0 2,325,000 3,100,000
TRANSIT OPERATINGISBANC AREA OPERATIONS
FORMULA
(B9)
65 TRF002823B | 2023 MANKATO |SECT 5307: CITY OANKKATO R URBANIZEITRANSIT FTA 400,000 0 0 | 320,000 0 80,000 400,000
TRANSIT PREVENTATIVE AREA OPERATIONS
MAINTENANCE FORMULA
(B9)
65 TRF002823C | 2023 MANKATO [SECT 5307: CITY OANKATO URBANIZEITRANSIT FTA5307| 300,000 0 0 | 240,000 0 60,000 300,000
AUTOMATED VEHICLESKATEI AREA OPERATIONS (B9)
FORMULA
(B9)
65 TRFO02823TA| 2023 MANKATO [SECT 5307: CITY ORNKATO: URBANIZEITRANSIT VEHI{ FTA 562,000 0 0 | 449,600 0 112,400 562,000
PURCHASE ONE (1)S3.£00 AREA PURCHASE
DIESEL REPLACEMBMY B FORMULA
(B9)
65 MSAS 11| 150-117-007 | 2023 NORTH MSAS 117 (LOR RAY) RRISAS| 0.02 MGMAJOR[ROUNDABOUT|STP 500K 1,500,000 | 1,200,000 0 0 0 300,000 1,500,000
MSAS 25 MANKATO [255 (HOWARD DR), AHE CONSTRU(C
INTERSECTION OF RAR DR ON
AND HOWARD DR, CORSCTT 4
ROUNDABOUT
TOTAL 5,912,828 [1,250,828 0 1,784,600 O 2,877,400 5,862,000
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Map 4 2023 projects
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http://www.mnmapo.org/












http://www.mnmapo.org/tip
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https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2017/03/5-things-every-trolley-craving-mayor-should-know-214915/
https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2017/03/5-things-every-trolley-craving-mayor-should-know-214915/























































