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Map Disclaimer 

The information contained in the following maps is a compilation 
of data from various federal, state, county, regional, and municipal 
sources. Geographic information has limitations due to the scale, 
resolution, date and interpretation of the original source 
materials. Users should consult available data documentation to 
determine limitations and the precision to which the data depicts 
distance, direction, location or other geographic characteristics. 
These maps and/or data are not legal survey documents to be used 
for describing land for the purpose of ownership or title. 

Disclaimer 

The preparation of this report has been funded in part by the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, 
Federal Transit Administration, and the State of Minnesota 
Department of Transportation. The contents of this document 
reflect the views of the authors who are responsible for the facts 
or accuracy of the data presented herein. The contents do not 
necessarily reflect the official views or policies of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation. The report does not constitute a 
standard, specification, or regulation. 
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RESOLUTION OF THE MANKATO /NORTH MANKATO AREA PLANNING 
ADOPTING THE 2022-2025 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 

PROGRAM & SELF-CERTIFICATION 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 
planning in conformance with State and Federal regulation for Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations; and 

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

WHEREAS, staff and the Technical Advisory Committee has developed and recommended for 
approval the Transportation Improvement Program for State Fiscal Years 2022πнлн5; and  

WHEREAS, the representation on the Technical Advisory Committee consists of those agencies 
initiating the recommended projects and have the authority to execute them; and  

WHEREAS, the projects are adopted from and consistent with the Minnesota Department of 
Transportation State Transportation Improvement Program; and 

WHEREAS, the projects are consistent with the a!thΩǎ нлпр [ƻƴƎ-Range Transportation 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 non-attainment and maintenance areas, Section 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clear 
Air Ace as Amended (42 U.S.C 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93; 

¶ Title VI of the Civic Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 
21; 

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

¶ Sections 1101 (b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-357) and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the 
involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in the US DOT funded projects; 

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

¶ The provisions of the American with Disabilities Act of 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 (AC): The total estimated amount of future federal funds (AC) being 
committed to a project, front- ended by local/state 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 input and 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 
a!thΩǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ tǳōƭƛŎ tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ όtttύΦ 

Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOP): This 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 of 2021 Federal Fiscal Year 
(September 30, 2021). The annual listing will represent 2021 projects as part of the 2022-2025 
TIP. 

Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP): The ATIP is a compilation of significant 
surface transportation improvements scheduled for implementation within a district of a state 
ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ŦƻǳǊ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ aƛƴƴŜǎƻǘŀ Ƙŀǎ ŀƴ !¢Lt ŦƻǊ ŜŀŎƘ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΦ a!thΩǎ ¢Lt ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ 
Minnesota fall under the ATIP for MnDOT District 7. All projects listed in the TIP are required to 
be listed in the ATIP. 

Arterial: An arterial road or arterial thoroughfare is a high-capacity urban road. May be 
principle (higher traffic) or minor (lower traffic). 

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

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR): The 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 principal 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 low-income populations. 

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

F.A.S.T Act: CƛȄƛƴƎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ {ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ !Ŏǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ƻƴ hŎǘƻōŜǊ мрΣ 2016 as 
the transportation bill to replace MAP-нмΦ ¢ƘŜ CƛȄƛƴƎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ {ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ όC!{¢ύ 
Act is bipartisan, bicameral, five-ȅŜŀǊ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ 
infrastructure, including our roads, bridges, transit systems, and passenger rail network. In 
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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 rail. 

Federal Functional Classification: {ƻƳŜǘƛƳŜǎ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ άŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴέΣ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ 
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 
allow for ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŀƴŘ όнύ ǘƻ ŀƭƭƻǿ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ƳƻōƛƭƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ άŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎέ ƻŦ ǊƻŀŘǿŀȅǎ 
include Arterial, Collector, and Local which determine the balance of the two roadway functions 
which range from high mobility/low access (Arterials) to high access/low mobility (Locals), with 
Collector roadways falling somewhere in between. 

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

Federal Transit Administration (FTA): An agency within the United States Department of 
Transportation that provides financial and technical assistance to local public transportation 
systems. 

Federal Revenue Source: In 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 scheduled improvement. The abbreviations to these 
categories are shown in the list on page 13. 

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

Illustrative Project: A project which does not have funding but is an important project for the 
jurisdiction to identify 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 design, is a multi-lane road with grade separations at all crossroads with full control of 
access. 

JurisdictionsΥ  !ƭǎƻ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ άǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΦέ ¢ƘŜ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ǳƴƛǘǎ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ 
ǿƛǘƘƛƴ a!thΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΦ The member jurisdictions include the following: The counties of 
Blue Earth and Nicollet; the cities of Eagle Lake, Mankato, North Mankato, and Skyline; and the 
townships of Belgrade, Luray, Lime, Mankato, and South Bend. 

Lead Agency: In 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 identifies the length of a project in miles, if applicable. 
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Local Roads: A road or street whose primary function is to provide direct access to abutting 
property. 

Local Source:  The 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 (LRTP): A comprehensive document providing a blueprint for 
regional transportation priorities. The LRTP is developed with extensive stakeholder input 
including members of the public and partner agencies. 

Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO): ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ federally 
designated Metropolitan 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 
collectors 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 Minnesota Department 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 relatively large 
volumes of traffic between other arterials.  A principal arterial should, by design, provide 
controlled access to abutting land and is usually a multi-lane divided road with no provision for 
parking within the roadway. 

Project Description: This section further identifies the project to be carried out on the 
ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ άŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅέ ōȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƳƛǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎΦ 

Project Location: The physical location of a project. Projects may be located within multiple 
jurisdictions. 

Project 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, and it does not 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 federal aid 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. 
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Project Solicitation: This is a request sent out to jurisdictional members to submit applications 
requesting federal funding for federal aid eligible projects 

Project Year: This is the year in which the project is funded, or the year in which funding is 
identified and programmed for the project.  The project year is not 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 (PPP):  An adopted MAPO plan which identifies the public input 
process which will be used for all types of projects including introducing a new TIP and making 
amendments and modifications to the existing TIP. 

Regionally Significant Project:  A transportation project (existing or proposed) that is 
designated by MAPO to have regional significance.  MAPO assesses these projects on a case-by-
case basis. 

Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Act, A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU): A 
previous surface transportation act that expired July 5, 2012 and was replaced with MAP-21. 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP): The 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 in the STIP. 

Transit Operator: The 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 (TIP):  The TIP is a compilation of significant surface 
transportation improvements scheduled for implementation in the MAPO area during the next 
four years. 

3-C Planning Process: As outlined in 23 C.F.R. 450 related to Metropolitan Transportation 
Planning, the planning process between MPOs, state transportation departments and 
transportation operators is required to be continuous, cooperative, and comprehensive (3-C). 
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Acronyms 

3-C Comprehensive, Cooperative and Continuing 
AC Advance Construction 
ADA Americans with Disabilities Act 
ADT Average Daily Traffic 
ALOP Annual Listing of Obligated Projects 
ATIP Area Transportation Improvement Program 

(Minnesota) 
ATP Area Transportation Partnership (Minnesota) 
BARC Bridge and Road Construction 
BF Bond Fund 
BRRP Bridge Replacement or Rehabilitation Program 
CAA Clean Air Act 
CAAA Clean Air Act Amendment 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
CNG Compressed Natural Gas 
CR County Road 
CSAH County State Aid Highway (Minnesota) 
D7 Minnesota Department of Transportation 

District 7 
DAR Dial-a-Ride 
DOT Department of Transportation 
DTA Dynamic Traffic Assignment 
EJ Environmental Justice 
EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
ERG Environmental Review Group 
FAA Federal Aviation Administration 
FAST Act Fixing AmericŀΩǎ {ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ !Ŏǘ 

(2015) 
FHWA Federal Highway Administration 
FRA Federal Railroad Administration 
FTA Federal Transit Administration 
FY Fiscal Year 
HB Highway Bridge 
ITS  Intelligent Transportation System 
LF  Locally Funded 
LOS Level of Service 
LOTTR  Level of Travel Time Reliability 
MAP-21  Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century 
MnDOT Minnesota Department of Transportation 
MPA  Metropolitan Planning Area 
MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization 
MSAS Municipal State-Aid Street 
MTP Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standard 
NBI National Bridge Inventory 
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 
NHPP National Highway Performance Program 
NHS National Highway System 
NPMRDS National Performance Management Research 

Data Set 

O&M Operations and Maintenance 
PCI Pavement Condition Index 
PL Public Law 
PM Performance Management 
PM1 FHWA Performance Measure Rule 1 - Safety 
PM2 FHWA Performance Measure Rule 2 - 

Pavement and Bridge Condition 
PM3 FHWA Performance Measure Rule 3 - System 

Performance, Freight, and CMAQ 
PPP Public Participation Plan 
PTASP FTA Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan 
RR Railroad 
RRS Highway Rail Grade Crossing and Rail Safety 
RS Regionally Significant 
RTAP Rural Transit Assistance Program 
SAFETEA-LUSafe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, 

Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users 
SF State Fund 
SGR State of Good Repair 
SHSP State Strategic Highway Safety Plan 
SIP State Implementation Plan 
SMS Safety Management Systems 
SRTS Safe Routes to School 
STBGP  Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 
STIP State Transportation Improvement Program 
STP Surface Transportation Program 
TA Transportation Alternatives (formally 

Transportation Alternative Program) 
TAC Technical Advisory Committee 
TAM Transit Asset Management 
TAMP Transportation Asset Management Plan 

(Minnesota) 
TDM Travel Demand Model 
TDP Transit Development Plan 
TERM Transit Economic Requirements Model 
TH Trunk Highway (Minnesota) 
TIP Transportation Improvement Program 
TMA Transportation Management Area 
TSM Transportation System Management 
TTI Travel Time Index 
TTTR Truck Travel Time Reliability 
UPWP Unified Planning Work Program 
US United States Designated Trunk Highway 
USC United States Code 
USDOT United States Department of Transportation 
UZA Urbanized Area 
V/C Volume to capacity Ratio 
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled 
YOE Year of Expenditure 
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Funding Sources 

BR Bridge 
BRU Bridge - Urban 
BROS Bridge Replacement - County Off-System 

Project 
CMAQ Congestion Management Air Quality 
DEMO Demonstration Project 
FTA 5307 FTA Section 5307 - Urbanized Area Formula 
FTA 5310 FTA Section 5310 - Enhanced Mobility for 

Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
FTA 5311 FTA Section 5311 - Formula Grants for Other 

than Urbanized Areas 
FTA 5339 FTA Section 5339 - Bus and Bus Related 

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

Highway Bridge Program 
NHPP- IM National Highway Performance Program 

Interstate Maintenance 
NHPP- ITS National Highway Performance Program 

Intelligent Transportation Systems 
NHPP- NHS National Highway Performance Program 

National Highway System 
NHS National Highway System - State Project 
NHS-U National Highway System - State Urban 

Project 
Non-NHS Non-National Highway System 
RRS Highway/Railroad Grade Crossing Safety 

Program 
SRTS Safe Routes to School 
STBGP Surface Transportation Block Grant Program 
STBGP-R Surface Transportation Block Grant Program - 

Regional 
STBGP-U Surface Transportation Block Grant Program - 

Urban 
TA Transportation Alternatives 
TCSP Transportation & Community System 

Preservation Program 
SF State Funds 
LF Local Funds 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a multi-year program of transportation 
improvements for the Mankato/North Mankato Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA). Decisions 
about transportation investments require collaboration and cooperation between different 
levels of government and neighboring jurisdictions. As a document, the TIP reports how the 
various jurisdictions within the Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO) 
area have prioritized the use of limited federal highway and transit funding. This TIP is part of 
an annual effort to specify a coordinated, multimodal transportation program that includes the 
full range of transportation improvements to be considered for implementation during the next 
four-year period. 

The TIP process serves to implement projects and advance goals identified in the 
Mankato/North Mankato area Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The TIP also programs 
project funding for the metropolitan area. 

Development of both the LRTP and the TIP are facilitated by MAPO, the ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭƭȅ-
recognized Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). 

About Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization 

The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO) was established in 2012 in 
response to the 2010 U.S. Census, which designated the Mankato/North Mankato region as an 
urbanized area, requiring the formation of a metropolitan planning organization. 

The Federal Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1973 requires the formation of an MPO 
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 projects be based 
upon a continuous, comprehensive, and cooperative (3-C) planning process for the 
Mankato\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 a long-range 
metropolitan transportation plan. 

The core of an MPO is the urbanized area, which is initially 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 overseeing Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) The result of 
which is the official Adjusted Urban Area Boundary (known as the UZA). In MAPOΩǎ ŎŀǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ 
overseeing DOT is 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 receive. 

In addition to the UZA, the MPO boundary includes any contiguous areas, which may become 
urbanized within a twenty-year forecast period. Collectively, this area is known as the 
Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA). MAPOΩǎ at! ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ǿŀǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ǊŜŎŜƴǘƭȅ established in 
2013 and is currently comprised of approximately 131.31 square miles (84,040.35 acres), two 
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counties, four cities, and five townships. The MPA boundary is effectively MAPOΩǎ άǎǘǳŘȅ ŀǊŜŀέ 
or area of influence respective to the metropolitan transportation planning program (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 roads and other transportation systems do not start and stop at jurisdictional lines, MAPO 
meets and maintains a άо-/έ όcomprehensive, cooperative, and continuing) metropolitan 
transportation planning process to provide maximum service to citizens. Simply, the federal 
government wants to see federal transportation funds spent in a way that will positively impact 
the metropolitan region-wide and developed through intergovernmental collaboration, rational 
and performance-based analysis, and consensus-based decision making. 

MAPO provides regional 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 are located at 10 Civic Center Plaza in Mankato, Minnesota. 

a!thΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ www.mnmapo.org and MAPO can be followed on Twitter at the 
handle @MinnesotaMAPO. 

Governance and Organizational Structure 

Chart 1: MAPO Organizational Chart 

 

MAPO Policy Board

-Coordinates planning; develops 
policies; receives and disburses 

monies; approves annual budget; 
provides direction to MAPO staff

Community Input

MAPO Technical Advisory 
Committee

-Recommends action on 
technical issues

State & Federal Input

MAPO Staff

-Prepares documents; 
recommends action; reports TAC 

recommendations

http://www.mnmapo.org/
https://twitter.com/minnesotamapo?lang=en
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MAthΩǎ wƻƭŜ ƛƴ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

In the transportation planning process, MAPO's roles include: 

¶ Maintaining a certified "3-C" transportation planning process: comprehensive, 
cooperative, and continuing.  

¶ Coordinating the planning and implementation activities of local, regional, and state 
transportation agencies. 

¶ Ensuring that an effective public participation process, in which meaningful public 
input is obtained, is part of the decision-making 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 intermodal transportation system that is economically efficient, 
environmentally sound, provides the foundation to compete in the global economy, 
and moves people and goods in an efficient manner. 
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Map 1:  Mankato/North Mankato Metropolitan Planning Area 
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Planning Factors 

The federal transportation bill, CƛȄƛƴƎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ {ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ (FAST) Act identifies ten 
planning factors that must be considered in the transportation planning process. This law is 
informed by [23 CFR 450.306(b)]. The process used to select projects to be programmed 
through the Mankato/North Mankato TIP is based on these factors: 

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

2)  Increase safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
3)  Increase security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users. 
4)  Increase accessibility and mobility of people and freight. 
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 economic development patterns. 

6) Enhance integration and connectivity of the transportation system across and between 
modes, people and freight. 

7) Promote efficient system management and operation. 
8) Emphasize preservation of the existing transportation system. 
9) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or 

mitigate storm water impacts of surface transportation.  
10) Enhance travel and tourism. 

Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 

The TIP is an annual federally-mandated document that contains pedestrian, bicycle, transit, 
highway, and other transportation projects that are recommended for federal funding during 
the next four years in the metropolitan area. 

The projects included in each year's TIP are derived ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ Long Range Transportation 
Plan (LRTP) and are aimed at meeting the long range needs of the transportation system. 

Partner agencies propose projects to MAPO on an annual basis to be coordinated into a 
ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ƭƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ federally funded transportation improvements planned for 
the next 4 years. 

The MAPO TIP includes projects from the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) 
District 7 in the MAPO planning area, Mankato Transit System (MTS), and local projects from 
member jurisdictions. Local projects 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 and FTA. If a 
project is 100% state funded, it does not have to meet federal requirements 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 of the MAPO 
Policy Board. These listings include information regarding cost, specific funding sources, project 
timing, etc. 

https://mnmapo.org/lrtp/
https://mnmapo.org/lrtp/
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As a management tool for monitoring the progress of implementing the LRTP, the TIP identifies 
criteria and a process for prioritizing implementation of transportation projects ς including any 
changes in priorities from the previous TIP that were implemented ς 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 the Mankato\North Mankato MPA are included, without change, 
in the MnDOT District 7 Area Transportation Improvement Program (ATIP) and subsequent 
Minnesota State Transportation Improvement Program (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 must incƭǳŘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀƴƴǳŀƭ ¢Lt άŀƭƭ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ 
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 to the Interstate System with State, local, and/or private funds and 
ŎƻƴƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƴƻǘ ŦǳƴŘŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ но ¦Φ{Φ/Φ ƻǊ пф ¦Φ{Φ/Φ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ роύΦέ 

Federal regulations go on to state: 

άCƻǊ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŦƻǊƳƛǘȅ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ¢Lt ǎƘŀƭƭ ƛnclude all regionally significant 

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 with non-CŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŦǳƴŘǎΦέ 

 

Federal regulations have left thŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘέ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ 
projects up to individual MPOs. 

Within the MAPO area, a project is assessed for regional significance on a case-by-case basis. 
Projects are reviewed by MAPO staff and the MAPO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) using 
a Regional Significance scoresheet. The TAC then determines whether a recommendation for 
individual projects will be made to the MAPO Policy Board. 

Illustrative Projects 

Illustrative Projects are those projects that were not included in the fiscally 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. Illustrative projects must also conform 
to the goals and priorities outlined in the LRTP. 

Advance Construction Projects 

! ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ά!ŘǾŀƴŎŜŘ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴέ ό!/ύ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ƳŀȄƛƳƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ 
ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŜȄǇŜƴŘ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŦǳƴŘǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊǎ ǘƘŜ ŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ 
a project occur 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 

https://www.dot.state.mn.us/planning/program/stip.html
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cost in the programmed FY with local or state funds. The project may then be included in 
subsequent FY(s) when federal funds become available to reflect a reimbursement of eligible 
project costs.  

The TIP and its Connection to the Transportation Planning Process 

As previously stated, the projects in the fiscal year (FY) 2022-2025 TIP originate from the MAPO 
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The LRTP contains a list of short, mid, and long-range 
transportation projects, goals, and focus areas that are planned for the metropolitan area over 
a 20-year time frame. 

The regional transportation goals and objectives identified in the LRTP set the broad policy 
framework for planning transportation improvements. The projects inventoried in the TIP are 
intended to come from the LRTP or support the long-range goals and objectives established in 
that framework. The MAPO LRTP identifies how each project or program in the TIP will support 
the MAPO key performance Goal Areas: 

¶ Access and Reliability 

¶ Economic Vitality 

¶ Safety 

¶ Preservation 

¶ Multimodal Transportation 

¶ Coordination and Collaboration 

¶ Education 

¶ Environmental Conservation and Sustainability 

¶ Funding and Implementation 

¶ Land Use 

¶ Security 

¶ System Management 

Consistency with Other Plans 

LRTP 

a!thΩǎ [ƻƴƎ wŀƴƎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ (LRTP) documents the ongoing multimodal short-and 
long-term transportation planning process in the MAPO area. The LRTP sets a regional 
transportation vision for MAPO partner agencies and identifies major long-range transportation 
investments. Projects contained in the TIP must first either be identified in the LRTP, and/or 
serve the goals outlined within the LRTP. Whereas the LRTP provides a long-term overview of 
transportation needs, the TIP is focused on the near term 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. 



 

 

2 0 2 2ς2 0 2 5  M A P O  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  I m p r o v e m e n t  P r o g r a m 

8 

UPWP 

a!thΩǎ ¦ƴƛŦƛŜŘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ²ƻǊƪ tǊƻƎǊŀƳ ό¦t²tύ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 
activities MAPO 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 expenditures of federal, 
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 

a!thΩǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ tǳōƭƛŎ tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ όtttύ serveǎ ŀǎ ŀ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ ƎǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎ ŦƻǊ a!thΩǎ 
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 provided 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 programming of 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. 

MnDOT District 7 is represented by ATP 7.  

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 project solicitation and development process begins in November. Projects originate 
from: 

¶ MPO LRTP / MTP 

¶ Implementing jurisdiction and/or agency project submittals 

tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ ǉǳŀƭƛŦȅƛƴƎ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ athΩǎ ¢!/ ƛƴǘƻ ƻƴŜ 
project list. Prioritization considerations include the following: 

¶ Economic Factors 

¶ Health and Safety 

¶ Access 

¶ 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 

https://www.dot.state.mn.us/d7/atp/index.html
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example, a substantial expansion or improvement of an interregional corridor passing 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 regionally significant. MAPO will assess whether 
projects qualify as regionally significant on a case-by-case basis. In some cases, these projects 
are in conceptual stages and thus definitive cost projections are unavailable. Cost estimates 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άwŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ {ƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘέ ¢ŀōƭŜ р ŀǊŜ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ŀŘƧǳǎǘŜŘΦ 

The following is a list of regionally significant projects as determined by MAPO: 

Trunk Highway 14 Corridor Expansionς Administered by MnDOT, the project is a sum of 
phased separate projects with the overall goal of uniform 4-lane service of 
approximately 112 miles of TH 14 from New Ulm to Rochester. Component projects are 
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 contracting with construction expected through summer 2022. Construction of 
this project completes a 12.5 mile, 4-lane corridor gap. The component project MN 15 
to West Nicollet is estimated to cost approximately $73,000,000 and is currently 
programmed in the ATIP for construction over 2022 and 2023. The 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 recognition of this impact, MAPO has designated this project as 
regionally significant. TH 14 is also listed on the National Highway system (NHS) and will 
ǘƘǳǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ a!thΩǎ taо ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎΦ 

St. Peter to Mankato Bicycle/Pedestrian Trail ς The St. Peter 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 (Segment 4 of the 
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 traffic to and 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 

Projects included in this TIP will be funded by one or more of the following funding categories: 

¶ FHWA: those funds disbursed through the Federal Highway Administration 

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

¶ FTA: those funds disbursed through the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 

¶ Trunk Highway (TH): Funds disbursed through the State of Minnesota 
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¶ Other: Funds derived from other sources, commonly Local Funds. 

Legislation allows MnDOT to reserve the ability to determine which of these funding sources 
(and how much of each) will ultimately be used to fund any given project in the TIP. As such, 
the amounts and types of funding shown in the project tables may be subject to modification. 

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

The primary governing federal transportation bill, the FAST Act, for the most part continues the 
structure of the various funding programs of the previous federal transportation bill, the 
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21, 2012). One notable exception from 
the perspective of local jurisdictions that are eligible for federal transportation funds is the 
conversion of the long-standing Surface Transportation program (STP) to the Surface 
Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program, which emphasizes flexibility in the types of 
projects and activities that those funds can be applied.  

Bond Funds (BF) 

CǳƴŘƛƴƎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ά.Cέ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŦǳƴŘŜŘ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ 
bond funds. 

Bridge Replacement Off-System (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 non-federal aid roadway and open to the public 

DEMO 

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

Early Let Late Award (ELLE) 

aƴ5h¢Ωǎ 9[[9 ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛǎ ŀ ǘƻƻƭ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ŀƴŘ ŦƭǳŎǘǳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎΦ 
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 funding availability. 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 ELLEs are that it allows the project to be let and 
awarded in advance of funding availability 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 are discretionary.  

FTA transit allocations may be administered by the state or be granted directly to the transit 
agency. Projects identified as FTA-funded in the MAPO TIP generally represent one of several 
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subcategories that represent different funding programs 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 fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads and is related to addressing conditions 
ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ {ŀŦŜǘȅ tƭŀƴ ό{I{tύΦ CǳƴŘǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ 
safety improvements on any public road, publicly owned bicycle and pedestrian pathways, or 
ǘǊŀƛƭǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƛǎ фл҈ όŦƻǊ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ млл҈ύΣ ŀƴŘ ǳǇ ǘƻ мл҈ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ 
HSIP funds can be used to help fund other activities including education, enforcement and 
emergency medical services. 

Highway Rail Grade Crossing & Rail Safety (RRS) 

Railroad-highway grade crossing safety is funded under 23 USC Section 130. The current 
Federal participation for railroad-highway grade crossing safety improvement projects is 100 
percent of the cost of warning system. Normally it is expected that the local road authority will 
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) 

Funding identƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ά[Cέ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ōŜƛƴƎ ŦǳƴŘŜŘ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
ŦǳƴŘǎ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘΦ 

National Highway Freight Program (NHFP) 

The purpose, among other goals, of the National Highway 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 Century Act (MAP-21). Section 1116 requires the re-designation 
of the NHFN every five years, and repeals Section 1116 of MAP-21, which allowed for an 
increased Federal share for certain freight projects. The intent of repeal was to re-designate the 
National Freight 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 consistent with the 
planning requirements of sections 134 and 135 of title 23, United States Code. 

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) 

The NHPP provides support for the condition and performance of the National Highway System 
(NHS), for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, and to ensure that investments of 
Federal-aid 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) 

FǳƴŘƛƴƎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ά{Cέ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜs that a project has State Funds. 
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Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG) 

Formally known as the Surface Transportation Program (STP), the Surface Transportation Block 
Grant (STBG) program delivers funds designed to be flexible in their application. They may be 
used by States and localities for projects to preserve and improve the conditions and 
performance on any Federal-aid highway, bridge and tunnel projects on any public road, 
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and transit capital projects, including intercity bus 
terminals.  States and localities are responsible for a 20% share of project costs funded through 
this program. 

Transportation Alternatives (TA) 

The Transportation Alternatives (TA) formally known as the Transportation Alternatives 
Program (TAP), is 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 that were 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 to highway 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 funds to NHPP, 
STP, HSIP, CMAQ, and/or Metro Planning.  

Other 

CǳƴŘƛƴƎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άƻǘƘŜǊέ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ CŜŘŜǊŀƭ ƎǊŀƴǘǎ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ 
funding sources including local funds. 

Project Solicitation, Prioritization, and Selection  

MAPO, in cooperation with MnDOT 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 interested in pursuing 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 financial analysis that 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 cooperation with MnDOT, Mankato Transit 
System, and local jurisdictions who provided the MPO with historic transportation expenditures 
and forecasted transportation revenue. 
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In developing the financial plan, the MPO considered all projects and strategies funded under 
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 found in Chapter 6. 

Environmental Justice 

This TIP also includes an Environmental Justice (EJ) evaluation to determine if programmed 
projects will have a disproportionate impact on people-of-color and/or low-income 
populations, consistent with the 1994 Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations. 

A further look at TIP programmed projects in comparison to EJ areas can be found in Chapter 5. 

Public Involvement 

The MAPO affords opportunities for the public and other interested parties to comment on the 
proposed and approved TIP. Public meeting notices are published in the Mankato Free Press ς 
the newspaper of record for the MAPO ς and the TIP document is made readily available for 
review and comment. 

The TIP public participation process is consistent with the a!thΩǎ Public Participation Plan 
(PPP), adopted in 2018. The process provides stakeholders a reasonable opportunity to 
comment on the TIP. 

Chapter 7 provides a more comprehensive look at public involvement used in developing the FY 
2022-2025 TIP. 

Public comments obtained via surveys can be found in Appendix B. 

Self Certification 

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

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

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

¶ Involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT-funded projects; 

¶ Implementation of an equal employment opportunity program on federal and federal-
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; 

¶ Prohibiting discrimination based on gender; and 

https://mnmapo.files.wordpress.com/2018/12/MAPO-2018-Public-Participation-Plan-Update.pdf
https://mnmapo.files.wordpress.com/2018/12/MAPO-2018-Public-Participation-Plan-Update.pdf


 

 

2 0 2 2ς2 0 2 5  M A P O  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  I m p r o v e m e n t  P r o g r a m 

14 

¶ Prohibiting discrimination against individuals with disabilities 

A copy of the MAPO Policy Board statement of Self Certification is located in the front of 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 funding through the FAST Act. It is required to work in cooperation 
with local units of government, the Minnesota Department of Transportation, and the 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 transportation bills the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU, 2005) and MAP-21 (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 must be reflective of the local TIPs. 

MnDOT District 7 Area Transportation Partnership (ATP-7) 

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 Area is ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ т !¢t ό!¢t-7), which is made up of local 
elected officials, planners, engineers, modal representatives, and other agencies from MnDOT 
District 7 that serve the thirteen counties of Blue Earth, Brown, Cottonwood, Faribault, Jackson, 
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 list is called the Area Transportation Improvement 
Program (ATIP) is combined with the other ATIPs from other ATPs around the state that 
ultimately make up the STIP. 

Although the ATP encompasses the MAPO MPA, the MAPO through the development of the TIP 
leads the project selection of the projects located within the MPA boundaries. The ATP leads 
the project selection outside the MPA boundaries. 

Under the ATP-7, there are ATP subcommittees that represent each of the funding areas that 
the ATP helps program:  TA, STP-Small Urban, and STP-Rural. Entities represented on the 
subcommittees include counties, cities, transit, MnDOT, MnDNR, Region Nine Regional 
Development Commission (RDC), Southwest RDC, and MAPO. 
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Figure 1:  Membership Counties of the MnDOT District 7 ATP 

 

Although projects from the thirteen counties and the MAPO area are in a sense competing for 
the limited federal funding that comes to District 7, the process used by the ATP provides a 
degree of merit-based equity.  

Step 1: Proposed local projects are rated for regional significance by MAPO and the respective 
Regional Development Commission (RDC) as input to the ATP subcommittees. The 
subcommittees develop and recommend to the full ATP their ranked list of projects based on 
funding targets, local priorities, and ATP approved investment 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 Draft STIP.  

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

Step 4: After all reviews and revisions are complete, the ATIP is submitted to MnDOT Central 
Office for inclusion in the final STIP. 
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Figure 2: TIP, ATIP, STIP organization

  

Eligibility for Roadway and Transit Projects 

Federal funds can be spent on any road functionally classified as a Major Collector and above 
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 Administration (FTA) funding programs. 
FHWA-funded projects can be related to maintenance, expansion, safety, or operations, as well 
as enhancements (bike & pedestrian improvements, scenic byways, etc.). Planning, technology 
and various other intermodal projects may also eligible for FHWA funds.  

! ǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ǳǊŦŀŎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ .ƭƻŎƪ DǊŀƴǘ ό{¢.Dύ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ Ŏŀƴ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ άŦƭŜȄŜŘέ ŦƻǊ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ 
improvements, which the ATP 7 has agreed to do in recent years, in order to assist transit 
operators in the region to maintain their vehicle 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 the projects included in the TIP are consistent with those goals, 
objectives, and priorities.  

In selecting projects for inclusion in the TIP, MAPO utilizes the subcommittees of the ATP to 
ensure consistency with regional and interjurisdictional transportation goals. Applicant agencies 
seeking funding through the Transportation Alternatives (TA) program meet with MAPO staff 
prior to applying for project funding to review their Letters of Intent (LOIs) 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 project funding to the ATP ranking subcommittee. A MAPO representative also 
serves on the ATP subcommittee.   

ATP Subcommitees make 
project recommendations to 

ATP

ATPincorporates 
recommendations into ATIP

MnDOT Central Office 
incorporates ATIP into STIP

ωCounties/Cities

ωRDCs

ωMPOs

ωElected officials

ωPlanners/Engineers

ωModal representatives

ωState staff

ωAppointees
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Project Evaluation and Prioritization 

a!thΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜǎ ŀ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ŦƻǊ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-makers to guide them 
in prioritizing project submittals. The process was designed to help ensure that projects are 
consistent with the goals and objectives of the MPA and that limited financial resources are 
used in the most effective manner possible. 

The MAPO Policy Board reviews, ranks, and approves Surface Transportation Program (STP) 
applications within the MAPO planning boundary. Projects seeking STP funding are scored with 
the below criteria: 

TIP Project Scoring Criteria 

Criteria Points Evaluation Question 

a.  Regional Benefit 30 

²Ƙŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ 
merits/benefits and intended 
effect upon the regional 
transportation network?   

b.  Mobility 30 

How will the project improve 
the mobility of people and 
goods? 

c.   Planning Support 15 

Is the project identified in the 
a!thΩǎ [ƻƴƎ Range 
Transportation Plan or other 
transportation 
study/document? 

d.  Multimodalism 10 

How does the project 
encompass multiple modes of 
travel?   

e.   Environmental Impacts 10 

How will the project respond 
to environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures? 

f.   Public Participation 5 

What public participation has 
been undertaken or will take 
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 
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programs. Construction, planning, and design for these types of projects are all eligible 
activities under TA, as well as projects related to environmental mitigation, or the maintenance 
and preservation of historic transportation facilities. Similar to STP funds, STBG/TA funds are 
allocated to the State DOT and then sub-allocated to the local level. MnDOT 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 
projects are 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. 
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Chapter 3: Performance Measures & Targets 

The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) Act instituted transportation 
Performance Measurement (PM) for state DOTs and MPOs. MAP-21 directed the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to develop 
performance measures to assess a range of factors. State DOTs and MPOs are required to 
establish targets for each performance measure.  

In 2015, the FAST Act was signed into law and expanded upon MAP-21 performance-based 
outcomes and provided long-term funding certainty for surface transportation infrastructure 
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 state DOTs and MPOs to establish targets 
for various performance measures. These targets set measurable benchmarks for FHWA, state 
DOTs, and MPOs to easily track their progress on safety, pavement condition, and system 
reliability goals. There are funding implications 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 (transportation safety), PM2 
(pavement and bridge condition), and PM3 (system reliability), as well as transit safety and 
Transit Asset Management (TAM). TAM targets emphasize improvement of the regional transit 
system, and MAPO must program projects accordingly. MAPO maintains current and compliant 
resolutions for PM1, PM2, PM3, TAM, and Public Transit Agency Safety Plan (PTASP). 

Performance Measure 1: Safety 

The Safety Performance Measure (PM1) incorporates five key targets: 

¶ Number of Fatalities 

¶ Rate of Fatalities per 100 million VMT (vehicle miles travelled) 

¶ Number of Serious Injuries 

¶ Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT 

¶ Number of Non-motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries 

Each of aƴ5h¢Ωǎ individual targets is based on a five-year rolling average. Thus, 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.  

MPOs receive VMT data for their respective boundaries from MnDOT. As MnDOT is only able to 
supply VMT data to MAPO for the MAPO boundary for years 2017, 2018, and 2019, MAPO is 
currently unable to calculate a five-year rolling average. This means a direct comparison of 
metrics is not yet possible until complete contiguous five-year VMT data for the MAPO area is 
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available. It is anticipated a direct one-to-one comparison will be achievable once MnDOT 
provides VMT data for years 2020 and 2021. 

Figure 5 outlines the specific safety performance measure, the MnDOT targets for that 
measurement, a!thΩǎ baseline measurement, and a!thΩǎ adopted targets. 

Target 
MnDOT Target 

2021 
MAPO Baseline 
(Actual 2019) 

MAPO Target 
2021 

Number of Fatalities 352.4 2 352.4 

Rate of Fatalities per 100 million VMT 
0.582 .367 0.582 

Number of Serious Injuries 
1,579.8 19 1,579.8 

Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT 
2.606 3.485 2.606 

Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries 
281.2 3 281.2 

 

MAPO makes progress toward these 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. 

In 2020 a!th ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ calendar year 2021 PM1 (Safety) targets. This was 
ŘƻƴŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴ ƭƛƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ a!thΩǎ ƎƻŀƭǎΦ MPOs must adopt PM1 targets 
on an annual basis. 

¢ƘŜ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ƻŦ a!thΩǎ нлпр [ƻƴƎ wŀƴƎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ ό[w¢tύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ 
measure areas by prioritizing projects which: increase the safety of all users of the MAPOΩǎ 
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 programmed in the TIP supporting PM1 targets include: 007-
090-005AC, construction of a pedestrian and bicyclist trail, and 137-140-001AC, construction of 
a roundabout at the intersection of Pohl Road and Stadium Road.  
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Performance Measure 2: Bridge and Pavement Condition 

The Pavement Condition Performance Measure (PM2) incorporates six key targets: 

¶ Percentage of NHS Bridges in Good Condition 

¶ Percentage of NHS Bridges in Poor Condition 

¶ Percentage of Interstate Pavement in Good Condition 

¶ Percentage of Interstate Pavement in Poor Condition 

¶ Percentage of Non-Interstate NHS Pavement in Good Condition 

¶ Percentage of Non-Interstate NHS Pavement in Poor Condition 

Two and four-year targets are established at the beginning of the performance period every 
four years. States report on performance every two years. These six performance measures can 
be broken into two categories; bridge condition and pavement condition. 

Bridge Condition 

For the bridge condition targets, each bridge 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 
ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǊƛŘƎŜΩǎ ŘŜŎƪΣ ǎǳǇŜǊǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǎǳōǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ 9ŀŎƘ ōǊƛŘƎŜ ƛǎ ƎƛǾŜƴ ŀƴ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ 
rating based on the lowest score of the three elements. The scores are based on the following 
ranges: 

¶ Good 7-9 

Map 3: NHS routes within MAPO planning boundary 
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¶ Fair 5-6 

¶ Poor 0-4 

The targets for bridge condition were originally set as two and four-year targets in May of 2018, with 
an opportunity to adjust at the mid-performance period in 2020. 
 
In October 2020, MnDOT determined that the four-year 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%. In 2020 MAPO passed a resolution to support and adopt the PM2 
targets set by MnDOT. 
 
Figure 6 outlines the specific bridge condition performance measures, the MnDOT targets for that 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘΣ ǘƘŜ athΩǎ 2019 conditionΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ athΩǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎΦ 

Target 
MnDOT 4-yr Target 

(2021) 
MAPO (Actual 

2019) 
MAPO 4-yr Target 

(2021) 

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

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

FIGURE 6: PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2 ς BRIDGE CONDITION MEASURES AND TARGETS 

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 to ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŦƻǊ taн όtŀǾŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ .ǊƛŘƎŜ /ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴύ. 
PM2 can be adopted by the MPO as well, or the MPO can adopt portions of each PM target. In 
2021 a!th ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƻ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ƛǘǎ taн ŀƴŘ taо ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ǘƻ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ŀŘƧǳǎǘŜŘ 
PM2 and PM3 targets. ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ a!thΩǎ ƎƻŀƭǎΦ 

Projects currently programmed in the TIP supporting PM2 targets include 0714-35, road 
reconstruction from south of county road 57 and replacement of the River Bridge.  

Pavement Condition 

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 segment based 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: 

¶ Excellent 86-100 

¶ Good 71-85 
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¶ Fair 56-70 

¶ Poor 0-55 

The region is currently meeting and/or exceeding the pavement condition performance targets 
in the MPA. Based on this information, in February 2021, MAPO chose to support and adopt the 
PM2- Pavement Condition performance targets set by MnDOT for the MPA. 

¢ƘŜ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ƻŦ a!thΩǎ нлпр [ƻƴƎ wŀƴƎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴ ό[w¢tύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ōȅ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘΥ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǳǎŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ a!thΩǎ 
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and 
increase access and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance with MAP-21 
and the FAST Act as a goal of the plan.  

LǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ a!thΩǎ at! ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ any interstate miles, so all 
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 7 outlines the specific bridge condition performance measures, the MnDOT targets for 
that measurement, the MthΩǎ 2019 condition, and the MthΩǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎΦ 

Target 
MnDOT 4-yr Target 

(2021) MAPO (2019) 
MAPO 4-yr Target 

(2021) 

Percentage 
of 

Interstate 
Pavement 

in Good 
Condition 

55% N/A N/A 

Percentage 
of 

Interstate 
Pavement 

in Poor 
Condition 

2% N/A N/A 

Percentage 
of Non-

Interstate 
Pavement 

in Good 
Condition 

50% 50% 50% 

Percentage 
of Non-

Interstate 
Pavement 

in Poor 
Condition 

4% 4% 4% 
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FIGURE 7: PERFORMANCE MEASURE 2 ς PAVEMENT CONDITION MEASURES AND TARGETS 

a!th ŎƘƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ нлнм ǇŀǾŜƳŜƴǘ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ƭƛƴŜ ǿƛǘƘ 
MAPO goals. 

Projects in the TIP supporting these goals include 150-119-003AC, road reconditioning and 
replacement of pedestrian ramps, and 0714-35AC, 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: 

¶ Percentage of Person Miles Traveled on the Interstate that are reliable 

¶ Percentage of Person Miles Traveled on the Non-Interstate NHS that are reliable 

¶ Truck Travel Time Reliability Index 

Each of these individual targets are established every four years, but State DOTs are required to 
report on each PM3 target 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 across different times of the 
day. 

LǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ a!thΩǎ at! ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǎǘŀǘŜ ƳƛƭŜǎΣ ǎƻ ŀƭƭ 
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. 

For the travel time reliability targets, FHWA requires the use of the National Performance 
Management Research Data Set (NPMRDS) or an equivalent data source to calculate the travel 
reliability for each roadway segment. 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 when 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 (95th percentile of travel times) 

to  

Normal Travel Times (50th percentile of travel times) 

The analysis periods are: 

·        Morning weekday (6-10 a.m.). 

·        Midday weekday (10 a.m. ς 4 p.m.). 

·        Afternoon weekday (4-8 p.m.). 

·        Weekends (6 a.m. ς 8 p.m.). 
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·        Overnights (8 p.m. ς 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 Non-Interstate 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.  

Figure 8 outlines the specific bridge condition performance measure, the MnDOT targets for 
that measurement, the MthΩǎ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ MthΩs adopted targets. 

Target 
MnDOT 4-yr Target 

(2021) 
MAPO (Baseline 

2019) 
MAPO 4-yr Target 

(2021) 

Percentage of Person Miles Traveled 
on the Interstate that are reliable 80% N/A N/A 

Percentage of Person Miles Traveled on 
the Non-Interstate NHS that are reliable 90% 75% 90% 

Truck travel Time Reliability Index 
(TTTR Index) 1.5 N/A N/A 

FIGURE 8: PERFORMANCE MEASURE 3 ς SYSTEM RELIABILITY MEASURES AND TARGETS 

¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŀǊŜŀ ƻƴ a!thΩǎ bI{ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ άǊŜƭƛŀōƭŜέ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŜǘǊƛŎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ 
northbound/southbound Highway 22 and Highway 14 intersection. This Truck Travel Time 
Reliability Index (TTTRI) for Highway 22 northbound turning onto Highway 14 is 1.64, and the 
TTTRI for Highway 22 southbound turning onto Highway 14 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 overnight or weekend 
ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭΦ aƴ5h¢ ǘƘŜƴ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǘƘŜ άǿƻǊǎǘέ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŜ 
measurement used to calculate reliability. Thus, a single unreliable period throughout the day 
could result in the entire segment being defined as unreliable. 

 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 2021, MAPO resolved to support MnDh¢Ωǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŦƻǊ taо ό{ȅǎǘŜƳ wŜƭƛŀōƛƭƛǘȅύΦ  taо Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 
adopted by the MPO as well, or the MPO can adopt portions of each PM target. In 2020 MAPO 
ǊŜǎƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƻ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ƛǘǎ taо ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ǘƻ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ŀŘƧǳǎǘŜŘ taо ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎΦ 

¢ƘŜ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ƻŦ a!thΩǎ нлпр [ƻƴƎ Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) support these performance 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ōȅ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘΥ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǳǎŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ a!thΩǎ 
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and 
increase access and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance with MAP-21 
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 such 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 which 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), transit 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 documented for the following assets: 

1. Equipment: Non-revenue support-service and maintenance vehicles. 

2. Rolling Stock: Revenue vehicles by mode. 

3. Infrastructure: Only rail-fixed guideway, track, signals, and systems. 

4. Facilities: Maintenance and administrative facilities; and passenger stations (buildings) and 
parking facilities. Facilities are measured on the Transit Economic Requirements Model 
(TERM) scale which assigns a numerical rating (1-5) based on conditions. 

TAM plan requirements fall into two categories 

¶ ¢ƛŜǊ LΥ hǇŜǊŀǘŜǎ Ǌŀƛƭ hw җ млм ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ŀƭƭ ŦƛȄŜŘ ǊƻǳǘŜ ƳƻŘŜǎ hw җ млм vehicles in 
one non-fixed route mode. 

¶ ¢ƛŜǊ LLΥ {ǳōǊŜŎƛǇƛŜƴǘ ƻŦ ромм ŦǳƴŘǎ hw !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ LƴŘƛŀƴ ¢ǊƛōŜ hw Җмлл ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜǎ across 
ŀƭƭ ŦƛȄŜŘ ǊƻǳǘŜ ƳƻŘŜǎ hw Җ млл ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜǎ ƛƴ ƻne non-fixed route mode. 

²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ athΩǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΣ Mankato Transit System (MTS) is required to develop a TAM 
plan falling under the Tier II requirements. Figure 9 outlines the MnDOT SGR targets for each 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘΣ ǘƘŜ a¢{Ωǎ ōŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴd the MTS adopted targets. The targets 
that were adopted in 2018 remain valid in the 2022-2025 TIP. 

Target 
aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ¢ŀǊƎŜǘǎ 

2020 & 2022 MTS Baseline MTS 2020 Past ULB 

Equipment 
(Non-revenue service vehicles) 

10% 20% 42% 

Rolling Stock 
(revenue vehicles) 

10% 20% 20% 

Infrastructure n/a n/a n/a 
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(rail, fixed guideway, track signals, and 
systems) 

Source: MTS 2021 

FIGURE 9: STATE OF GOOD REPAIR PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

 

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

 

Target 
aƴ5h¢Ωǎ Targets 2020 
& 2022 MTS Baseline MTS 2020 Past ULB 

[Facilities] 
No more than 10% rated 
less than 3 on TERM Scale 

50% 0% 

Source: MTS 2021 

FIGURE 10: TAM TERM SCALE PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

 

In 2018, MAPO resolved to support the Mankato Transit System (MTS) Transit Asset 
Management (TAM) plan. The TAM plan targets adopted in 2018 remain valid and will be used 
for the this TIP. This involved coordination with the MTS, MnDOT, and the FTA. MTS programs a 
significant number of projects in the MAPO TIP. The transit projects consist primarily of 
operating and maintenance funds for fixed-route and paratransit services, as well as bus 
replacement. 

¢ƘŜ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ƻŦ a!thΩǎ нлпр [ƻƴƎ wŀƴƎŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘion Plan (LRTP) support these performance 
ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ōȅ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǿƘƛŎƘΥ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǳǎŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ a!thΩǎ 
transportation system, preserve and maintain the existing transportation infrastructure, and 
increase access and reliability options for users. The LRTP also outlines compliance with MAP-21 
and the FAST Act as a goal of the plan.  

MAPO plans and programs projects so that the projects contribute to the accomplishment of 
the MTSΩǎ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘ ŀǎǎŜǘ management targets. For example, the MTS TAM targets include 
άwƻƭƭƛƴƎ {ǘƻŎƪΥ нл ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜ ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜǎ ƳŜŜǘ ƻǊ ŜȄŎŜŜŘ ǳǎŜŦǳƭ ƭƛŦŜΦέ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ƛǎ 
supported in the TIP by project TRF-0028-25B (Transit Preventative Maintenance). Similarly, the 
¢!a ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ά!ǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ул ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊ ŦƭŜŜǘ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀƴŘ άрл 
ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǇŀǎǎŜƴƎŜǊ ŀƳŜƴƛǘƛŜǎύ ŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ƻǊ ōŜǘǘŜǊΦέ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎ ŀǊŜ 
supported by the TIP by the projects TRS-0028-25B (Purchase of three buses) and TRS-0028-
25TA (Purchase of replacement bus). 

Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) 

The Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) regulation requires covered public 
transportation providers and state DOTs to establish safety performance targets to address the 
safety performance measures identified in the National Public Transportation Safety Plan which 
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can be found at the following webpage: www.transit.dot.gov/regulations-and-
guidance/safety/national-public-transportation-safety-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 on an annual basis, 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 targets. The 
adopted targets by both the Mankato Transit System and MAPO are below: 

Mode of Transit 

Service 

Fatalities 

(total) 

Fatalities 

(per 100 

thousand 

VRM) 

Injuries 

(total) 

Injuries 

(per 100 

thousand 

VRM) 

Safety 

Events 

(total) 

Safety 

Events 

(per 100 

thousand 

VRM) 

System 

Reliability 

(VRM/failures) 

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 PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

 

MAPO chose to support the PTASP targets selected by the Mankato Transit System because the 
targets were in line with MAPO goals. These targets are supported by projects programmed in 
the current TIP, including TRF-0028-24B and Transit Preventative Maintenance, as well as TRS-
0028-24CA and TRF-0028-23TA, which fund new bus purchases. 

Anticipated Effect 

Per 23 CFR 450.326 (d), TIPs are required to include an explanation of how the TIP helps 
support achieving performance measures. This TIP is anticipated to have a positive effect on the 
a!thΩǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ taмΣ taнΣ taоΣ ŀƴŘ ¢!a ǘŀǊƎŜǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǿŜǊŜ ǿŜƛƎƘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ 
scoring criteria that overlaps and supports PM1, PM2, and PM3 goals. For example, the below 
table illustrates how selected programmed projects within the TIP support PM and TAM 
targets. 

Target Project Number / Description Target Support 

PM1 007-090-005AC / Construct ped/bike trail 
adjacent to Stadium Road 

Anticipated to separate motorized and 
nonmotorized users and increase safety 

of users of the roadway 

PM1 137-140-001AC / Construct roundabout at 
intersection of Pohl Road and Stadium Road 

Roundabout construction anticipated to 
lead to decrease in intersection crash 

severity 

PM2 0714-35 / MN22, from south of CR 57 to 
River Bridge in St. Peter. Medium mill and 

overlay, replace bridge. 

Bridge replacement 

http://www.transit.dot.gov/regulations-and-guidance/safety/national-public-transportation-safety-plan
http://www.transit.dot.gov/regulations-and-guidance/safety/national-public-transportation-safety-plan
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TAM TRF-0028-22B Supports upkeep of transit equipment 

TAM TRF-0028-23B Supports upkeep of transit equipment 

 

At this time, MAPO is anticipated ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ aƴ5h¢Ωǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ Performance Measure 
targets without 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, such as the availability 
ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŘŀǘŀΦ !ŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅΣ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜƳŜƴǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜƭŀȅŜŘ ōȅ a!thΩǎ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ 
influence when taken into consideration with other local, State, and Federal priorities as they 
arise. 

MPO Investment Priorities 

MAPO has long supported the spirit of the federal PMs in 
its project selection process. The underlying values of 
safety, efficiency, and fiscal responsibility have historically 
been foundational elements of MAPO decision making. 
Since receiving guidance from MnDOT and FHWA on PM 
reporting requirements in 2018, MAPO has re-emphasized 
ǘƘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ taǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ a!thΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ 
process and play a significant role in staff decision-making, priorities, and 
recommendations. CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ǘƘŜ a!thΩǎ [w¢t ǳǘƛƭƛȊŜǎ a!t-нмΩǎ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ŀǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ 
ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ a!thΩǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ LƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ 9Ǿŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ όL/9ύ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ 
the ongoing Lookout Drive-CSAH 13 Corridor Study, Second Street Corridor Study, and 169 
Corridor Study abide by and support PM1 target area of user safety. The ongoing corridor 
studies also contribute to the PM2 goals of preserving the pavement system, and PM3 goals of 
providing reliable transportation of people and goods. 

The underlying values of 
safety, efficiency, and fiscal 

responsibility have historically 
been foundational elements of 

MAPO decision making. 
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Chapter 4: FY 2022-2025 TIP Projects 

The tables that follow list all the transportation projects scheduled for federal and/or state 
funding in the MAPO areaΣ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ άǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘέ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
MAPO. The corresponding maps depict the location of each project. Appendix A provides an 
example of how to read the TIP tables. The structure of the tables is as follows: 

LRTP Reference: Page 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 projects state 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 Description: Scope of project, location, length, etc. 

Miles: The length of project. 

Type: Identifies if project is primarily road, pedestrian/bike, transit-related, etc. 

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

Proposed Funds: Identifies the federal funding programs intended to be 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: ά!ŘǾŀƴŎŜŘ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴΣέ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŦǳƴŘǎ ό!/ύ ōŜƛƴƎ 
committed to a project, front- ended by local/state funds. 

FTA: The total estimated federal aid transit funding to be used for the project 

TH: ά¢Ǌǳƴƪ IƛƎƘǿŀȅΣέ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘǊǳƴƪ ƘƛƎƘǿŀȅ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
project. 

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

Other: Funding coming from other sources, (local city, county, transit agency).
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FY 2022 Federal Funded Transportation Projects 

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

 MPO: MANKATO-NORTH MANKATO AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION FY 2022 ς FY 2025 TIP 

LRTP 
REFERENCE 

ROUTE 
SYSTEM 

PROJECT 
NUMBER 

YEAR  AGENCY  DESCRIPTION MILES PROGRAM TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED 
FUNDS 

STIP TOTAL FHWA AC FTA TH OTHER PROJECT 
TOTAL 

65 MSAS 139 137-139-001 2022 MANKATO MSAS 139 (TIMBERWOLF DR) FROM THE INTERSECTION 
OF HERON DR TO 0.2 MI E, CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN 
CROSSING AND HAWK SYSTEM 

0.2 EN-
ENHANCEMENT 

PEDESTRIAN 
RAMPS (ADA 
IMPROVEMENTS) 

TAP 5K-200K 191,805  153,444  0  0  0  38,361  191,805  

65 MSAS 140 137-140-
001AC 

2022 MANKATO **AC**: MSAS 140, JCT POHL ROAD AND STADIUM 
ROAD, CONSTRUCT ROUNDABOUT AND RESURFACE 
POHL ROAD FROM BALCERZAK DRIVE TO STADIUM ROAD 
(AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 

0.44 RD-
RECONDITIONIN
G 

BITUMINOUS 
OVERLAY, 
ROUNDABOUT 

STP 5K-200K 795,814  795,814  0  0  0  0  0  

65   TRF-0028-22A 2022 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO RR TRANSIT OPERATING 
ASSISTANCE 

  URBANIZED AREA 
FORMULA (B9) 

TRANSIT 
OPERATIONS 

FTA 2,500,000  0  0  750,000  0  1,750,000  2,500,000  

65   TRF-0028-22B 2022 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO RR TRANSIT 
PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE 

  URBANIZED AREA 
FORMULA (B9) 

TRANSIT 
OPERATIONS 

FTA 400,000  0  0  320,000  0  80,000  400,000  

65   TRF-0028-22C 2022 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO: PURCHASE TWO (2) 
CLASS 400 GAS LF EXPANSION BUSES 

  URBANIZED AREA 
FORMULA (B9) 

TRANSIT VEHICLE 
PURCHASE 

FTA 338,000  0  0  287,300  0  50,700  338,000  

65   TRS-0028-22D 2022 MANKATO CITY OF MANKATO PURCHASE ONE (1) CLASS 400 GAS 
LOW-FLOOR REPLACEMENT BUS 

  TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT VEHICLE 
PURCHASE 

STBGP 5K-200K 169,000  135,200  0  0  0  33,800  169,000  

65   TRF-0028-22F 2022 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO SYSTEM TECHNOLOGY 
UPGRADES 

  TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT GRANT 
CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT 
(NONVEHICLE (S) 

FTA5307 (B9) 400,000      320,000    80,000  400,000  

65   TRF-0028-22E 2022 MANKATO SECTION 5307: CITY OF MANKATO 5 YEAR TRANSIT 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

  TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT GRANT 
CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT 
(NONVEHICLE (S) 

FTA5307 (B9) 290,000      232,000    58,000  290,000  

65   TRS-0028-
22TA 

2022 MANKATO CITY OF MANKATO PURCHASE ONE (1) CLASS 700 DIESEL 
REPLACEMENT BUS 

  TRANSIT (TR) TRANSIT VEHICLE 
PURCHASE 

STBGP 5K-200K 546,000  436,800  0  0  0  109,200  546,000  

65 US 14, US 
169, MN 22 

8827-319 2022 MNDOT **ITS**: US 14, US 169 & MN 22, VARIOUS LOCATIONS 
IN MANKATO AND NORTH MANKATO, TRAFFIC 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

  TM-TRAFFIC 
MANAGEMENT 

OTHER STBGP 5K-200K 2,000,000  1,600,000  0  0  400,000  0  2000,000  

Continued on next page  
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FY 2022 Federal Funded Transportation Projects CONTINUED 

 

65 US 14 0702-131 2022 MNDOT US 14, FROM CSAH 86 TO CSAH 17 IN EAGLE LAKE, 
REDUCE CONFLICT INTERSECTIONS 

0.83 SC-SAFETY 
CAPACITY 

CHANNELIZATION 
(S) 

NHPP 500,000  328,889  0  0  171,111  0  500,000  

65 US 14 0702-131S 2022 MNDOT **SEC164**US 14, FROM CSAH 86 TO CSAH 17 IN 
EAGLE LAKE, REDUCE CONFLICT INTERSECTIONS 

0.83 SH-SAFETY HSIP CHANNELIZATION 
(S) 

HSIP 888,889  0  0  0  0  0  888,889  

65 MSAS 119 150-119-
003AC 

2022 NORTH 
MANKATO 

**AC**: MSAS 119 (COMMERCE DRIVE) FROM 
LOOKOUT DR TO LOR RAY DR, REMOVE AND REPLACE 
SURFACING, ADA AND LIGHTING (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 

0.98 RD-
RECONDITIONIN
G 

BITUMINOUS 
REPLACEMENT, 
PEDESTRIAN 
RAMPS (ADA 
IMPROVEMENTS) 

STP 5K-200K 205,314  205,314  0  0  0  0  0  

TOTAL                   9,224,822  3,655,461  0  1,909,300  571,111  2,200,061  8,223,694  
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Map 3: 2022 projects 
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FY 2023 Federal Funded Transportation Projects 

 MPO: MANKATO-NORTH MANKATO AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION FY 2022 ς FY 2025 TIP 

LRTP 
REFERENCE 

ROUTE 
SYSTEM 

PROJECT 
NUMBER 

YEAR  AGENCY  DESCRIPTION MILES PROGRAM PROPOSED 
FUNDS 

PROPOSED 
FUNDS 

STIP TOTAL TARGET 
FHWA 

AC FTA TH OTHER PROJECT TOTAL 

65 CSAH 16 007-090-005AC 2023 BLUE EARTH 
COUNTY 

**AC**ALONG CSAH 16 
(STOLTZMAN RD) FROM EXISTING 
TRAIL, 0.1 MI N OF CSAH 60 
(STADIUM RD) TO W PLEASANT 
STREET, CONSTRUCT PED/BIKE 
TRAIL (AC PAYBACK 1 OF 1) 

0.93 EN-
ENHANCEME
NT 

NEW TRAIL TAP 5K-200K 50,828 50,828 0 0 0 0 0 

65  TRF-0028-23A 2023 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO RR 
TRANSIT OPERATING ASSISTANCE 

 URBANIZED 
AREA 
FORMULA 
(B9) 

TRANSIT 
OPERATIONS 

FTA 3,100,000 0 0 775,000 0 2,325,000 3,100,000 

65  TRF-0028-23B 2023 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO RR 
TRANSIT PREVENTATIVE 
MAINTENANCE 

 URBANIZED 
AREA 
FORMULA 
(B9) 

TRANSIT 
OPERATIONS 

FTA 400,000 0 0 320,000 0 80,000 400,000 

65  TRF-0028-23C 2023 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO 
AUTOMATED VEHICLE PA SYSTEM 

 URBANIZED 
AREA 
FORMULA 
(B9) 

TRANSIT 
OPERATIONS 

FTA5307 
(B9) 

300,000 0 0 240,000 0 60,000 300,000 

65  TRF-0028-23TA 2023 MANKATO SECT 5307: CITY OF MANKATO: 
PURCHASE ONE (1) CLASS 700 
DIESEL REPLACEMENT BUS 

 URBANIZED 
AREA 
FORMULA 
(B9) 

TRANSIT VEHICLE 
PURCHASE 

FTA 562,000 0 0 449,600 0 112,400 562,000 

65 MSAS 117, 
MSAS 255 

150-117-007 2023 NORTH 
MANKATO 

MSAS 117 (LOR RAY DR) & MSAS 
255 (HOWARD DR), AT THE 
INTERSECTION OF LOR RAY DR 
AND HOWARD DR, CONSTRUCT A 
ROUNDABOUT 

0.02 MC-MAJOR 
CONSTRUCTI
ON 

ROUNDABOUT STP 5K-200K 1,500,000 1,200,000 0 0 0 300,000 1,500,000 

TOTAL          5,912,828 1,250,828 0 1,784,600 0 2,877,400 5,862,000 
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Map 4: 2023 projects 
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