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NOACA

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
Planning For The Needs of Today And Tomorrow

The Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency (NOACA) is a public Organization serving the
counties of and municipalities & townships within Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lake, Lorain and Medina (cover-
ing an area with 2.1 million people). NOACA is the agency designated or recognized to perform the
following functions:

- Serveasthe Metropolitan Pianning Organization (MPO), with responsibility
for comprehensive cooperative and continuous plananing for highways,
public transit, airports, waterways and bikeways, as defined in the US.
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act.

- Perform continuous water quality, transportation-related air quality and other
environmental planning functions.

- Administer the area clearinghouse function, which includes providing local government
with the opportunity to review a wide variety of local or state applications for federal funds.

- Conduct transportation and cnvironmental planning and related demographic,
economic and fand use research.

- Serveasaninformation center for transportation and environmental and related planning.

- AtGoverning Board direction, provide transportation and environmental planning
assistance to the 172 units of local, general purpose governments.

The NOACA Governing Board is composed of 37 local public officials. The Board hly to provide a forum for members to
present, discuss and develop solutions to local and ide issues and probl garding portation and the envi -1t rev
aaff h of regional issues, id Jutions and makes recommendations regarding implementation strategics.  As the Area
Clearinghouse for the regioa, the Board makes and dations on applications for state and federal grants, with the
purpose of enhancing the region's social, physical, enve | and land use/t jon fabric

NOACA invites you (o take part in its planning process. Fedhelopnieipde.rloukwmdtoleuunmnbunmide
planning. For more information, call (216) 241-2414.

The Communities of
Northeast Ohio
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AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 96-049
(NOACA STATE FISCAL YEAR 1997 TRANS-
PORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM)

RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BOARD
OF THE
NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY (NOACA)

WHEREAS, the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency, the Metropolitan Planning Organi-
zation (MPO) for the five Northeast Ohio Counties of Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lake, Lorain and Medina, is
presently engaged, through Governing Board action and staff technical work, in the continuing phase of
the cooperative, comprehensive planning process designed to meet needs, requirements, goals and objec-
tives of national, state and local governmental levels, all within this nation's federal transportation system;
and

WHEREAS, the Congress of the United States, through law, and the U.S. Department of Transpor-
tatfon, through regulation and guidance, have determined that a staged, multi-year Transportation Im-
provement Program (TIP) shall be prepared, which includes federal-aid transportation projects expected to
be implemented in each of the program years; and

WHEREAS, the above regulation and guidance specifies that the TIP must be consistent with the
NOACA Transportation Plan, the Clean Air Act and its amendments, and must contain a financial plan,
provide for public involvement and contain specific documentation related to transit programs; and

WHEREAS, the NOACA State Fiscal Year (SFY) 1997-2000 TIP has been prepared in con-
formance with the NOACA Interim TIP Preparation Policy (Resolution No. 96-023) and, as such, is con-
sistent with the above guidance and regulation; and

WHEREAS, the highway and bikeway programs have been prepared in cooperation with the State
(ODOT) consistent with its allocations of capital program funds for bridges, pavements, and maintenance
to Districts and Major New Construction priorities; and

WHEREAS, the Interim TIP Preparation Policy is in effect for State Fiscal Year 1997 which begins
on July 1, 1996; and

WHEREAS, NOACA completed a major revision of its Transportation Plan's Long Range element
{Resolution No. 93-151), as amended by Resolution 96-002; and

WHEREAS, the Cleveland-Akron-Lorain (CAL) area, which includes NOACA's counties, was re-
designated to attainment of the national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS) for ozone on May 7, 1996;
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AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 96-049
(NOACA STATE FISCAL YEAR 1997 TRANS-
PORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM)

22-

WHEREAS, this redesignation has removed the reasonable further progress and attainment demon-
stration requirements of section 182(b)(1) and related requirements of Section 72(c)(9) of the Clean Air
Act (CAA) for the CAL area; and

WHEREAS, Section 176(c)(3) of the Clean Air Act (the Act), as amended by the Clean Air Act
Amendments (the Amendments) of 1990, and implemented by federal regulations 40 CFR, Parts 51 and
93 requires NOACA to make a determination that the Transportation Improvement Program for its Study
Area is in conformity with respect to the Ohio State Implementation Plan for attainment of the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS); and

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 93-129 this conformity determination must be coordinated with the
CAL area conformity determinations by the Akron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study for Portage
and Summit Counties and by the Ohio Department Transportation for Ashtabula County; and

WHEREAS, CAL area redesignation has also removed the action/baseline comparison test as a con-
formity requirement for the CAL area, and this redesignation has established the motor vehicle emissions
budget for the CAL area for conformity purposes, and the total mobile source emissions for the CAL area
must remain below this budget; and

WHEREAS, a list of priority projects and a financial plan for Surface Transportation Program (STP)
and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Funds were prepared in conformance with the Interim
TIP Preparation Policy; and

WHEREAS, as per the Interim TIP Preparation Policy, staff will monitor the sale of projects and
coordinate the same with the Ohio Department of Transportation, prior to and following federal approval
of the TIP, to ensure compliance with approved policies; and

WHEREAS, NOACA, in coordination with ODOT, conducted a thorough and comprehensive TIP
Public Involvement Program as established by Resolution No. 95-023, providing citizens, affected public
agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, private providers of transportation and other
interested parties with reasonable notice of and an opportunity to comment on the TIP; and

WHEREAS, the transit programs have been prepared in conformance with the NOACA policies and
procedures for Private Sector/Competitive Participation in Mass Transportation Programs within North-
east Ohio, and are also in conformance with the Federal Transit Administration's financial capacity re-
quirements; and

0082r



AMENDED RESOLUTION NO. 96-049
(NOACA STATE FISCAL YEAR 1997 TRANS-
PORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM)

-3-

WHEREAS, the TIP is additionally reviewed through the Intergovernmental Review Process by
both Metropolitan and State of Ohio Clearinghouses; and

WHEREAS, the NOACA Governing Board, by Resolution 92-050, conditionally approved the lane
additions (widenings) for IR-71 (PIDs 7885 and 15717) and IR-90 (PIDs 11385, 5984 and 11738) subject
to a npumber of considerations and recommendations; and

WHEREAS, the ODOT Districts 3 and 12, in cooperation with NOACA and other interested parties,
are currently developing Major Investment Studies (MIS) that are intended to fulfill federal requirements
and address NOACA considerations and recommendations regarding the above projects; and

WHEREAS, the draft TIP has been presented to, and has been recommended by the NOACA Trans-
portation Advisory Committee and its Subcommittee for Board approval.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Governing Board of the Northeast Ohio
Areawide Coordinating Agency that:

Section 1. The NOACA SFY 1997-2000 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is consistent
with comprehensive, continuing, and cooperative transportation planning, including transportation system
management and long range clements, and attainment of air quality standards.

Section 2. The NOACA SFY 1997-2000 TIP was prepared in conformance with the Interim TIP
Preparation Policy and the Long Range Transportation Plan.

Section 3. There is conformity between the NOACA SFY 1997-2000 Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) and the Ohio State Implementation Plan for the attainment of the NAAQS, and further, this
conformity determination has been coordinated with Metropolitan Planning Organizations responsible for
conformity determination in the balance of the cight-county Cleveland-Akron-Lorain area.

Section 4. The Interim TIP Preparation Policy is in effect as of July 1, 1996 and the sale of projects
will be coordinated with the Ohio Department of Transportation prior to and following federal approval of
the TIP.

Section 5. The NOACA SFY 1997-2000 TIP, having had appropriate committee and public review,
is accepted and is hereby approved.
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Section 6. The Ohio Department of Transportation lane addition (widening) pmjécts for IR-7t and
IR-90 (PIDs 7885, 15715, 11385, 5984 and 11738) are approved conditional upon receipt and Governing
Board concurrence with the results of the Major Investment Studies for those projects.

Section 7. The Executive Director be and he is hereby authorized to transmit a certified copy of this
Resolution to appropriate federal, state and local agencies.

Certified to be a true copy of a Resolution of the Governing Board
of the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency adopted this
14th day of June, 1996.

Secretary: ,)/MW

Date Signed: Qﬂll/ﬂ/’v >0, /496

0082r



(‘ Region §
y IMinois, Indiana, Michigan
Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin

U.S. Department
of Transportation

Federal Highway Administration, Region 6 Qi 1
19900 Governors Highway, Suite 301 '
Olympie Fields, 1L 60481

Federal Transit Administration, Region V
§8 E. Monroe St., Room 1415
Chicago, it 60603-2439

1395

Mr. Howard Maier, Executive Director
Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency
668 Euclid Avenue, 4® Floor

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-3000

Dear Mr. Maier:

Our agencies completed a joint certification review of the transportation planning process in
the Cleveland area on February 29, 1996. We appreciate the cooperation and assistance
provided by you and your staff during the review.

The objective of this type of review is to determine whether the transportation planning
process can be certified to achieve satisfactory progress in implementing the new ISTEA
planning requirements. Through such reviews and a continuing cooperative interactive
process among all affected agencies, it is our goal to enhance the overall ability of the
transportation planning process to provide decision makers with the knowledge they need to
make well informed decisions.

The review found that the NOACA transportation planning process has made good progress
in implementing the new planning requirements. Seven recommendations for continuing
quality improvements and enhancement to the Cleveland 3-C planning process are offered
and documented with the enclosed report. Implementation of the recommendations should be
reflected in the 3-C planning process as soon as possible and be fully implemented with the
Transportation Plan update due in 1'4-years.

Based on these findings, the Federal Transit Administration and the Federal Highway
Administration jointly certify the transportation planning process for the NOACA
planning area.

Pl&sg contact Doug Gerleman, FTA at (312) 353-2883 or Herman Rodrigo at (614) 469-
5877 if you have any questions regarding the certification action.

Sincerely yours, Sincerely yours,

0P A N -

Joel |74 Ettinger Z%“Ualc E. Wilken
Regional Administrator Regional Administrator

Federal Transit Administration Federal Highway Administration

Enclosure

cc:  Jerry Wray, Director of the Ohio Department of Transportation
Ron Tober, General Manager of the Greater Cleveland Regional Transit Authority
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HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT SUMMARY TABLES



SFYs 1997 — 2000

NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT (By County)

Total Costs Programmed in Five County Area

07/10/96

Federal, State and Local Dollars by State Fiscal Year

x $1000
4 Year
County 1997 1998 1999 2000 Total
Cuyahoga $175,201,$168,343| $62,852|$133,541 $539,937
Geauga 5,926 1,410 4,542 440 12,318
Lake 8,224 11,316/ 45,070, 21,340 85,950
Lorain 69,865 6,429, 77,389 21,353 175,036
Medina 40,895 0 2,332 1,720 44,947
Grand Total |$300,111|$187,498/$192,185|$178,394 $858,188

B:\TIPSUM97. WK1




NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN FIVE COUNTY AREA

10

07/10/96
Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year
Fund Source 1997 1998 1999 2000 Total
Surface Transportation Program (STP) 18,492 18,913 16,344 18,820 72,569
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
1 Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)

Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS) _
Bridge Replacement on the Federal—Aid System (BRF) 7,452 3,104 2,318 19,028 31,902
Bridge Replacement off the Federal—Aid System (BRO) 1,340 1,760 3,100
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal—Aid System (BHF) 1,565 17,765 5,815 2,068 27,213
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal—Aid System (BHO) 1,360 1,360
Demo Bridge (DE) '
National Highway System (NH) 34,381 17,208 9,972 6,560 68,121
Interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-Q) 7.328 7,289 19,090 32,042 65,749
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM—G) 84,205 79,100 53,649 59,171 276,125
Bikeway on the Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) 8,078 8,312 6,287 6,999 29,676
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ) 5,100
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP) 476 476
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP) 6,859 3,768 682 11,309
Interstate Substitution (I1X)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF) 390 390

Total Federal| 175666 | 157,219 114,157 146,048 587,990
Local 11,629 12,162 9,028 9,949 42,768
State (ODOT) 34,201 18,117 17,277 22,397 91,992
Issue 2 667 667
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC) 77,948 51,723 129,671

Total Non—Federal| 124,445 30,279 78,028 32,346 265,098
Grand Total| $300,111| $187,498| $192,185| $178,394| $858,188

Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand. B:A\97YR4TIP.WK1




NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN CUYAHOGA COUNTY AREA

07/10/96
Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year
Fund Source 1997 1998 1999 2000 Total
Surface Transportation Program (STP) 18,492 15,700 1,852 11,526 47,570
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)
Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS)
Bridge Replacement on the Federal—Aid System (BRF) 5,956 1,024 1,900 1,480 10,360
Bridge Replacement off the Federal—Aid System (BRO) 1,760 1,760
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal—Aid System (BHF) 1,565 16,320 4,712 1,764 24,361
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal—Aid System (BHO) 1,360 1,360
Demo Bridge (DE)
National Highway System (NH) 12,057 13,208 2,340 6,560 34,165
Interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-G) 2,714 4,190 7,448 30,429 44,781
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM-G) 52,148 79,100 25,830 49,001 206,079
Bikeway on tne Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) 8,078 8,312 6,287 6,999 29,676
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ) 5,100
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP) 476 476
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP) 4,783 3,768 8,551
Interstate Substitution (I1X)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF) 78
Total Federal 111,447 143,382 50,369 109,119 409,139
Local 9,646 10,682 5,708 8,368 34,404
State (ODOT) 15,440 14,279 6,775 16,054 52,548
Issue 2 667 667
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC) 38,001 38,001
Total Non—Federal 63,754 24,961 12,483 24,422 125,620
Grand Total| $175,201| $168,343 $62,852| $133,541 $539,937
Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand. B:\97YRATIP.WK1

11




NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN GEAUGA COUNTY AREA

07/10/96

Fund Source

Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

Total

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)
Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—-DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS)
Bridge Replacement on the Federal—-Aid System (BRF)
Bridge Replacement off the Federal—Aid System (BRO)
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal—Aid System (BHF)
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal—-Aid System (BHO)
Demo Bridge (DE)
National Highway System (NH)
Interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-QG)
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM—-G)
Bikeway on the Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ)
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP)
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP)
Interstate Substitution (IX)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF)

Total Federal

Local
State (ODOT)
Ilssue 2
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC)
Total Non—Federal

1,340

78
1,418

335
4,173

4,508

1.410

1,410

1,152

400

682
2,234
458

1,850

2,308

304

304

136

136

1,152

1,340
304

1,810

682
5,288
793

6,159

6,952

Grand Total

$5,926

$1,410

$4,542

$440

$12,318

Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand.

12
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NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN LAKE COUNTY AREA

07/10/96

Fund Source

Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

Total

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)
Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS)
Bridge Replacement on the Federal-Aid System (BRF)
Bridge Replacement off the Federal~Aid System (BRO)
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal-Aid System (BHF)
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal—Aid System (BHO)
Demo Bridge (DE)
National Highway System (NH)
Interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-G)
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM-G)
Bikeway on the Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ)
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP)
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP)
Interstate Substitution (1X)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF)

Total Federal

Local
State (ODOT)
Issue 2
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC)
Total Non—Federal

1,880

800
315

1,657

78
4,630

459
3,135

3,594

1,808

4,000

1,448

7,256

768
3,292

4,060

12,296

480

2,380

10,439
11,420

37,015

2,626
5,429

8,055

4325

2,866

840
10,170

18,201

811
2,328

3,139

18,429

2,866

480

8,260

13,627
21,905

1,557
67,024
4,664

14,184

18,848

Grand Total

$8,224

$11,316

$45,070

$21,340

85,950

Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN LORAIN COUNTY AREA

07/10/96
Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year
Fund Source 1997 1998 1999 2000 Total
Surface Transportation Program (STP) 1,405 2,400 3,805
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)
Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS)
Bridge Replacement on the Federal~Aid System (BRF) 1,304 2,080 418 14,682 18,484
Bridge Replacement off the Federal- Aid System (BRO)
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal—-Aid System (BHF) 1,445 623 2,068
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal—Aid System (BHO)
Demo Bridge (DE)
National Highway System (NH) 9,238 5,252 14,490
Interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-G) 2,644 241 2,885
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM—-G) 11,352 16,399 27,751
Bikeway on the Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ)
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP)
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP)
Interstate Substitution (IX)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF) 78
Total Federal 24616 5,171 22,692 17,082 69,483
Local 796 712 600 2,108
State (ODOT) 4,506 546 2974 3,671 11,697
Issue 2
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC) 39,947 51,723 91,670
Total Non—-Federal 45,249 1,258 54,697 4,271 105,475
Grand Total| $69,865 $6,429| $77,389{ $21,353( $175,036
Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand. B:\97YR4TIP.WK1
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NOACA SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED IN MEDINA COUNTY AREA

07/10/96

Fund Source

Amounts in $1000 by State Fiscal Year

1997

1998

1999

2000

Total

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
ISTEA Demonstration Funds (DPR)
Minimum Allocation (ADD MA, MPO MA)
Bikeway on the Rural Secondary System (BWS)
Bridge Discretionary (BR—DISC)
Railroad Program (RRP)
Railroad Safety (RRS)
Bridge Replacement on the Federal—Aid System (BRF)
Bridge Replacement off the Federal—Aid System (BRO)
Bridge Rehabilitation on the Federal—Aid System (BHF)
Bridge Rehabilitation off the Federal-Aid System (BHO)
Demo Bridge (DE)
National Highway System (NH)
interstate Construction (IC)
State Surface Transportation Program (S/STP, HES, S/STP-Q)
Interstate Maintenance (IM, IM-G)
Bikeway on the Urban System (BWM)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)
State Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (S/CMAQ)
County Surface Transportation Program (C/STP)
Planning (PL)
Highway Planning and Research (HPR)
Enhancement Surface Transportation Program (E/STP)
Interstate Substitution (1X)
National Recreational Trails Fund (NRTF)

Total Federal

Local
State (ODOT)
Issue 2
Ohio Turnpike Commission (OTC)
Total Non—Federal

192

11,206

1,170
20,390

519

78
33,555

393
6,947

7,340

1,044

803

1,847

236
249

485

569

773

1,342

170
208

378

1,613

192

11,206

2,746
20,390

519
36,666
799

7,404

8,203

Grand Total

$40,895

$0

$2,332

$1,720

$44,947

Note: Figures are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

4-YEAR PRIORITY LIST OF
NOACA - ADMINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS

SFY 1997 - 2000

Sorted by Year and Type of Fund
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07/05/96 SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
4 - YEAR PRIORITY LIST OF
NOACA - ADMINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS
(SFYs 1997 - 2000)
BY YEAR AND TYPE OF FUND

PROJ-ID COUNTY & PROJECT NAME

1997 =&

$10,308,761 CMAQ SFY 1997
1997 w &

1997

1997

1997

1997 ww

1997

1997 %

1987

$18,492,000 STP SFY 1997

$10,568,000 CMAQ SPY 1998

I
.
w
L]
®

$18,913,000 STP SrY 1958

$9,688,000 CMAQ SFY 1999

SPONSOR WORK TYPE-OF-WORK TYPE OF FEDERAL
PHASE FUND SHARE
ey e LR L R L L LRl At e fididind S secscamoenee e tecenrmerctca e canae PR T Y e R R L R R TR R N PR Escencescecorensrs o eenn e
lll CUY GCRTA IIPLAC!H!NT CNG BUSES GCRTA [+ Purchase & CNG Replacement Busaes CMAQ $1,631,000
12639 CUY MAIN ST Chgn Fllas c 8ignal Upgrade CMAQ $450,000
11841 CUY SR003-1.51 N Ryltn [+ Signal Upgrade CMAQ $1,571,047
11842 CUY US006-4.89 Bay V1lg [+ Signsl Upgrade CMAQ $903,600
14688 CUY US006-15.5S - Cleve c Signal Synchronization CMAQ $2,2%0,000
14939 CUY SR010-06.00 rrvw Prk [ Signal Synchronization CMAQ $58%,000
12789 CUY US042-08.33 Parma Ht c Signal Upgrade CMAQ  $2,093,114
15377 CUY SR043-9.950 Bdfrd Ht [of Signal Synchronization CMAQ $225,000
R/A LAK LAKETRAN SR-2 & SR-306 P & R LOT LKTRN [of Construct 250 SpacePaxk & Ride Lot CMAQ $600,000
13603 CUY AVE Cleve RW Bridge Rehadb & Reconstruction sTP $2,000
14917 CUY HURON/PROSPECT RD Clave (o Repair 5 Bridges STP $1,840,000
5314 CUY MILES RD <UY Co c Widen, Reconstruct & Replace Bridge STP $7,727,000
11407 CUY SNOW RD CUY COo [+ Rehabilitation STP $2,000,000
8800 CcUY STOKRS BLVD Clave RW Bridge Replacement STP $5,000
14210 CUY VAN AKEN BLVD Shaker Rt [« Repair and Resurfacing STP $1,228,000
13604 CUY W 44TH 8T Cleve RW Bridge Rehad & Reconstruction STP $10,000
5378 CUY WARRENSVILLE CENTER RD oY CO (o4 Reconstruction STP $5,680,000
N/A CUY QGCRTA REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES GCRTA c Purchase € CNG Replacement Buses CMAQ $31,631,000
14818 CUY SR008-04.15 Map Ht [of Signal Synchronization CMAQ $1,823,000
14689 CUY SR010-08.9%6 Clave c Signal Synchronization CMAQ $2,484,000
14892 CUY US020-00.00 Westlake o4 Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $2,250,000
14943 CUY US042-0.00 strngs [ Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $1,755,000
R/A LAK LAKETRAN SR-2 & EEISLEY P & R LOT LKTRN RW,C Construct 400 SpacePark & Ride Lot CMAQ $625,000
7001 CUY DENISON AVE Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruction STP $15,000
15318 CUY B 9TE ST - PEASE II Clave [~ Upgrade Pier and Widen Sidewalk STP $720,000
5237 CUY LANDER RD cuY Co (o Reconstruction STP $3,760,000
5201 CUY LER RD (CLEVELAND} cuyY Co c Reconstruction STP $3,200,000
8418 CUY MADISON AVE Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruction sSTP $5,000
8536 CUY W 117TR ST cuy co c Rehabilitation STP $8,000,000
13992 LAK US020-14.24 Painvl c Signal Upgrade STP $1,520,000
9670 LAK SR084-8.14 Mentor RW ¥iden from 2 to 4 Lanes STP $2088,000
14520 LOR BAUMHART RD Lorain c Rehabilitate & Resurface STP $168,000
10511 LOR LORAIN RD N Rdgvl c Widen & Rehabilitate Bridge STP 995,000
15222 LOR CR 202 (S BROADWAY) LOR CO [+ Resurfacing STP $242, 000
N/A CUY OCRTA REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES GCRTA [ Purchase 6§ CNG Replacement Buses CMAQ $1,631, ooo
15381 CUY MEMPHIS AVE Brklyn [o] signal Synchronization CMAQ $527,000
14945 CUY SR008-02.00 VARIOUS Bedfrd c Signal Synchronization CHMAQ $1,350,000
12728 CUY US042-05.46 Midbg Ht C Signal Upgrade CMAQ $1,890,000
13223 CUY US422-06.98/5R087-06.01 Shaker Ht [ Signalization Improvements CMAQ $2,520,000
R/A LAK LAKETRAN SR-2 & E.305 P & R Lot Lktrn RW,C Construct 300 SpacePark & Ride Lot CMAQ $1,325,000
N/A LAK LAKETRAN US-20 & LANE P & R LOT LXTRN RW,C Construct 150 SpacePark & Ride Lot CMAQ $445,000
N/A CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXT - WETLANDS Co RW Construct Wetland Mitigation Site STP $135,000
1539¢ CUY LEE RD Shaker Rt C Resurfacing STP $348,000
10901 CUY PLEASANT VALLEY RD cUY COo RW Widen, Rehab, Add LT Lane & Replace STP $95,000
18634 CUY 8 WOODLAND RD Shaker Ht c Repair and Resuxfacing STP $464,000
8419 CUY W 65TH ST Cleve RW Bridge Rehad & Reconstruction STP $5,000
15397 CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD Shaker Rt [+ Resurfacing STP $245,000
11231 COY UB020-6.64 Rocky Rvr c Widen to 5 Lanes & Reconstruct sTY $560,000
15017 OEA WASHINGTON GEA CO (o] Rehabilitate and Resurface STP $1,152,000
13919 LAK ERIR RD willby c Reconstruction STP $1,368,000
6308 LAXK PELTOR KD LAK CO RW Realign Roadway & Replace Bridge STP $75,000
7894 LAK STEVENS BLVD Rastlk c Reconstruction STP $3,192,000
5669 LAK VROOMAN RD LAK CO RW Reconstruction & Relocation STP $30,000
15098 LAK US020-05.80 ¥willby c Widen Lanes,Upgradeand Resurface STP $856,000

* PROJECT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
*» PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
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PROJ-ID COUNTY & PROJRCT NAME

11103
11830
3833

0?/05/%¢

BEEE399999 39337 EKE

SROS .
SR615-04.93
CR097-06.53

BROOK PARK SIGNALS

GCRTA REPLACEMENRT CNG BUSES

MILES RD/SRO43
SR003-05.32
U8006-25.01

SIDDULPE RD
CROCKER/STEARNS BXT - WETLANDS

2 200TH ST

LARCHMERE BLVD
PLEASANT
PELTONR RD
SR615-04.93
BAINBRIDGE RD
DURLING DR

VALLEY RD

SPONSOR

¥entor
Mentor
Seville

Bxk Pk
GCRTA
Warr Hts
Parma
Eucl

Brklyn
Cuy Co
Eucl
Shaker Nt
Shaker Ht

LAK CO
Mentor
N Rdgvl
Wadswth

S8FY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAN (TIP)
4 - YEAR PRIORITY LIST OF

nnnannNaonNn NaNano

NOACA - ADMINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS

(SrYs 1997 - 2000)
BY YEAR AND TYPE OF FUND

TYPE-OP-WORK

Widen from
¥Widen to 4 Lanes &
Widen L &

2 to 4 Lanes
Raconstruct Bkwy
Rehabilitate

Traftic Signal
Purchase CNG Buses
Signal

Signal

8ignal Upgrade

Resurfacing &
Construct Wetland
Reconatruct &
Resurfacing
Repair and

Widen, Rehad, Add
Realign Roadway &
¥Widen to 4 Lanes &
Reconstruction
Widen Lanes &

Upgrade

Synchronization
Synchronixzation

Reconstruction
Mitigation Site
Widen Lanes

Resurface

LT Lane & Replace
Replace Bridge
Reconstruct Bkwy

Reconstruct

TOTAL FUNDS

* PROJECT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
## PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
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TYPR OF FEDERAL P
FUND SHARX sry
STP $6,700,000 1399
sTP $75,000 1999

STP $1,044,000 1899

CMAQ $1,800,000 2000
CMAQ $1,631,000 2000
CMAQ $33,000 2000
CMAQ $2,880,000 2000
CMAQ $2,286,000 2000
8TP $1,200,000 2000
STP $174,000 2000
STP 42,640,000 2000
sTP $112,000 2000
STP $112,000 2000
sTP 47,208,000 2000
STP $373,000 2000

STP $3,952,000 2000
STP $2,400,000 2000
sTP $569,000 2000

$111,763,761

$8,630,000 CMAQ SPY 2000

$18,820,000 STP

SFY 2000



HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
PROJECT LISTING
(SFY 1997- 2000)

Sorted by County - Route - Section
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HOW TO USE THE HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY TABLES

Highway and bikeway projects are listed in a format required by the Ohio Depart--

ment of Transportation (ODOT). Chart 1 is a blank TIP project listing. The
numbers in parentheses () correspond to the definitions below.

In looking for projects, please notethat they are sorted first by County, then by
route or street name and, lastly, by route section number (if applicable).
(CUY=Cuyahoga County; GEA= Geauga County ; LAK= Lake County; LOR=
Lorain County; and MED= Medina County)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION (1) - Includes the county, route (or street name) and
route section number (if applicable) of the project, the city (s) in which the project
is located and the termini of the projects. Also, a brief description of any unique
components of or circumstances about the project (i.e. bridge involvement, ramp
construction, etc.)

TYPE OF WORK (2) - Brief description of the type(s) of work involved in the
project (Signal Upgrade, Resurfacing, Bridge Repair, etc.).

LENGTH IN MILES (3) -The length of the project (currently expressed in
miles).

PROJ-ID (4) - The Project Identification Number which is assigned by the ODOT
districts and programmed by the ODOT Central Bureau of Programming and is
exclusive to that project.

PHASE OF WORK (5) - One or more (if applicable) of the following three
general phases of a project: 1) PE - Preliminary Engineering; 2) RW - Right-of-
Way; and 3) C - Construction.

SOURCE OF FUNDS (6) - This column portrays all Federal (e.g. STP, IM,
BRF etc.), State (e.g. ODOT, Issue 2, etc.) and local (communities) funding
participants involved in a projects' work phase(s).

ESTIMATED COST (7) - This figure represents an estimated cost for each
phase (and its respective participants) of the project (in thousands) and what state
fiscal year (SFY) it is expected to occur (1997 - 2000). "Total" refers to the
project's cumulative total cost inclusive of all phases in any of the four fiscally
constrained years.

NOTE: The Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element only portrays a
project’s cumulative total (including all phases) but does not depict a scheduled
year in which it is to occur.

AQ STATUS (8) - Represents the project's status regarding its potential to affect
the NOACA region's Air Quality standard. It primarily applies to projects which
add capacity to existing facilities or involve the construction of new facilities.
"Analyzed" refers to the analysis performed to measure the quantitative impacts of
the project's construction. "Exempt" refers to projects which do not involve
additional capacity.

PROJECT INFORMATION (9) - Includes "supplemental” information about a
project (as per sponsor input and/or request) regarding one or more of the
following:

. PROGRAM AMENDMENT IN SFY ___ - the state fiscal year in which
the project was amended to the fiscally constrained or supplemental
highway and bikeway element of the TIP. Does not display program
amendments prior to SFY 1993.

. PROJECT AMENDED IN SFY - the state fiscal year in which the
existing project was amended (e.g. change in work scope, increased costs,
additional work phase, etc.).

> READINESS: - This refers to status of the project provided by its sponsor
and coincides with ODOT's District Project Development Management
System (PDMS). Following the term "READINESS:" is the estimated state
fiscal year in which the project (or phase thereof) is to sell (or occur). This
date more accurately reflects the schedule of the project, but is superseded
by the necessity for fiscal constraint of the TIP four year program (see TIP
Financial Plan).



PROJECT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997 - This
project (or project phase) is listed in a State Fiscal Year (SFY) other than
SFY 1997 (i.e. July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997) for fiscal constraint, but an
obligation for this project is expected to occur during Federal Fiscal Year
(FFY) 1997 (i.e. October 1, 1996 - September 30, 1997). This is permitted
by federal regulations. See TIP QObligation Management for State and
Federal Fiscal Years 1997 in Appendix C for additional explanation.

PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997 - This
project (or project phase) is listed in a State Fiscal Year (SFY) 1997 (i.e.
July 1, 1996 - June 30, 1997) for fiscal constraint, but an obligation for this
project may not occur during Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 1997 (i.e. October
1, 1996 - September 30, 1997). See TIP Obligation Management for State
and Federal Fiscal Years 1997 in Appendix C for additional explanation.

TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURE (TCM) - This term (ora
variation of the term) applies to projects which have been identified in
NOACA's State Implementation Plan (SIP) as a measure to achieve the
NOACA region's Ozone Emission Reduction Target.

TCM for RFP (Reasonable Further Progress) refers to TCMs to be
implemented by 1996 and credited toward the 15 percent emission
reduction for the November 1993 Reasonable Further Progress SIP. These
projects are to be completed by November, 1996.

TCM for AQM (Air Quality Maintenance) refers to TCMs implemented on
a priority basis for the SIP for air quality maintenance purposes. It is not
likely that these can be completed by November, 1996 and are, therefore,
not included toward the 15 percent emission reduction target.

NON-NOACA CORDON PROJECT- A project which is located within
the boundaries of the NOACA region, but is located outside NOACA's
Cordon boundaries.

PARTIAL NOACA CORDON PROJECT - A project which is only
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partially located within the boundaries of the NOACA region and/or Cordon
area.

Additional Project Information (primarily furnished by the ODOT Districts)
includes:

. 100% STATE FUNDED (100% STATE FUNDS) - Funded by
completely by ODOT with no Federal Funds involved.

. MAINTENANCE PROJECT - Project sponsored by ODOT and covered
under line itemn.

. HIGH EMPHASIS PROGRAM (HEP) - Governor endorsed, high profile
project funded by the State.

. ODOT 12 MULTI-LANE PROGRAM - Included in ODOT's Multi-lane
Resurfacing Program.

. ODOT 3 A-1994 BRIDGE PROGRAM - Included in ODOT's Bridge
Program.

. PROJECT-ID NUMBER SUBJECT TO CHANGE
, PS&E (PS&E DATE) -Date by which the project's plans, specifications
and estimates will receive Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

approval. Generally, eight to ten weeks prior to the project's sale.

. SALE (SALE DATE) - Date by which the project is expected to sell.



Sorted by County - Route - Section

CHART 1

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

DATE: 07/08/96

(1) PROJECT DESCRIPTION

(2) TYPE OF WORK
(3) LENGTH IN MILES

(4) PROJ-ID
(5) PHASE OF
WORK

(6) SOURCE

(7) ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

OF
FUNDS

1997

1998

1999

2000

4-YEAR
TOTAL

(8) AQ
STATUS

{9) PROJECT
INFORMATION
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Sorted by County - Route -

Adolgort Rd: Cleveland
Over N&S, Conrail and GCRTA
Between Circle Dr and Murray Hill

CUY BEDFORD ENHANCEMENT PROJECT
Bedford Enhancement Project:
Bedford

Sandstone Arch Bridge for the
Hudson and Delawara RRs, near the
Intersection of Taylor St

and Willis St (Develop Park)

CUY BIDDULPH RD
Biddulph Rd: Brookliyn
Tiedeman Rd to Ridge R4

CUY BIG CRERK BIKEWAY ENHANCEMENT
Big Creek Bikaway Enhancement:
Brooklyn, Cleveland

Along CSX and N&S RR RW, from
Big Creek Reservation, Memphis
Picnic Area to Metroparks Zoo

CUY BROOK PARK SIGNALS
Brook Park Signals
Brookpark Rd, Hummel R4,
Holland Rd, Sheldon R4,
Smith RA and W 130th St

Snow Rd,
Eastland R

CUY CEDAR POINT RD BIKEWAY
Cedar Point Rd Connector: N Olmste
Brook Park, Cleve Metropark System
SR 252 to Ruple R4

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Bridge Replacement

0.04 Mile

Restore Structure
& Develop Mini Park

Resurfacing &
Reconstruction

1.46 Miles

Construct
Bikeway

5.00 Miles

Traffic Signal
Upgrade

Construct 10°'
Bikeway

Wide

0.83 Mile

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
8799 [+
14545 (o
9922 c
14975 (o4
15398 [+
5307 c

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
OF 3 |eeeoccccccccccacaaccaaan e e et iccaecatccccceccmemmmmccenceaccam—m————
FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ
TOTAL STATUS
BRO N 1760 | exempt
Cleve 440 440
2200
E/STP 203 203 t
Bedfrd 50 50 oxeme
253
STP 1280 1280 *x t
cuy co 160 160 o
Brklyn 160 160
1600
R/STP 2480 2480 ax t
cMs 620 620 e
3100
cMAQ 1800 1800 exempt
Brk Pk 200 200 i
2000
S/STP 630 630 axempt
630

PROJECT

READINESS :
C - SFY 1998

READINESS:
C - SFY 1997
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Sorted by County - Route - Section

P T L ertamsmrsannacen ecsremmcscenmmaccanan cmeaccemem—n “sammesmmcan—a eteevccesmcecenscansnmnan. cecencnaan eccesmmmaccannmeaa 4emeeserme e mmcaan. i g P R S

PROJECT DRSCRIPTION

Coe L-ko !nhnncon.nt Project:
Beres

Over Coe Lake connecting
Recreational Arsas

and Community Service Areass

CUY CROCKER/STEARNS IXT - WETLANDS

Czockozlstolrnl !xtonlion - Wetlan
Mitigation Site: N Olmsted, Westla
{Related to PID No. 8517)

Denison Ave: Cleveland
Over N&W and Conrail

CUY B 9TH ST - PHASE II

E 9th St: Cleveland

West sids of bridge over Conrail
and E 9th St Pier Area

0.38 Mi North of Lakeside Ave

CUY ® 71ST ST

T 71lst St: Cuylhogn Hts
Over Conrail

TYPR OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILRS

Construct Walkway

Construct Wetland
Mitigstion Site

Bridge Rehad &
Reconstruction

0.02 Mile

Upgrade Pier and
¥Widen Sidewalk

1.05 Niles

Bridge Replacement

0.20 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASK OF
WORK
15333 o4
RW
c
7001 RW
7001 c
153218 [+
10897 RW
10897 Cc

NORTHEAST OXIO ARRAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

STP

Cuy Co
Westlk
N Olms
STP

Cuy Co
Westlk
N Olms

Clave
STP
BHP
Clsve

E/STP
Cleve
STP

cUY co

CUY €O

27

65

1840
460

3348
1017
720

640
160

ESTIMATED COST ( X ‘1000 )

axempt

axeapt

exampt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1958

READINESS
RW - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1998

READINESS :
C - SFY 1997

PROJECT RXPECTED TO BE
OBLIGATED IN ¥ry 1997

READINESS
RW - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1998




Sorted by County - Route -

K 105th S§t: Cleveland
Over N&W RR and GCRTA,
N of Quebec Ave

CUY E 200TH ST

% 200th St: Euclid, Cleveland
St. Clair Ave to Lake Shore Blvd

CUY EAGLR AVE (PHASE I1II)

Phase IIX

W, 3rd St Ramp:

Eagle Ave to W. 3rd S5t
Eagle Ave Viaduct:

Cuyshoga River to Ontario St

HBarvard Ave:
Over N&W RR

Clevelan:

Barvard Ave: Cuyahoga Hts
Over the Newburgh and South
Shore Railroad

CUY HURON/PROSPECT RD
Buron/Prospect Rd: Cleveland
Tower City Bridges (W 2nd St,

¥ 3rd St, W §th 8St, Prospect Ave,
and Huron Rd) between

Superior Ave and Ontario St

Section

TYPE OF WORK

Reconstruct and
Rehabilitate

1 Bridge

0.17 Mile

Reconstruct &
Widen Lanes

1.50 Miles

Rehabilitate Ramps
& Repair Columns
on Viaduct

Bridge Rehab &
Reconstruction

0.01 Mile

Bridge Replacement

0.10 Mile

Repair $ Bridges

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDR COORDINATING AGENCY
EFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

PROJ-ID
PHASE or
WORK
1535S RN
153S8S Cc
Clave
5360 c STP
cuYy cCo
Cleve
Zuclid
14111 c BRP
Cleve
13603 RW |Clave
STP
136013 [o BRF
Cleve
9697 [ BRY
CUY Co
14917 Cc STP
Cleve

AIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

53

640
160

796
199

1840
460

28

2640
330
248

83

1280
320

axempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/9%6

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendmant
in SrY 1995

READINESS:
C - SrY 1997

PROJECT NOT EXPEXCTED TO BE
OBLIGATED IN FYY 1997

Program
Amendment
in SPY 199S




Sorted by County - Route -

Kemper Rd: Shaker Hts
Pairhill R4 to Woodland Rd

CUY LAKEFRONT BIKEWAY
Lakefront/North Coast

Harbor Bikeway: Cleveland

Ph I - E. 9th to Buclid Beach Park
Ph II - Edgewater Park to
Washington St

Ph III - Washington St to E.9%th St

CUY LANDER RD

Lander Rd: Orange, Pepper Pike

Miles Rd to 900' S of Chagrin Blvd

CUY LARCHMERE BLVD

Larchmere Blvd:
Shaker Hts

N Moreland Blvd to S Park Blvd

Claveland,

Lee RA: Shaxer Hts
Scottsdale Blvd to Shaker Hts NCL

CUY LEE RD (MAPLE HTS)
Lee Rd: Maple Hts
Broadway Ave to IR 480

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurfacing
0.35 Mile

Construct Various
Bike Paths & Bkwys

16.63 Miles

Reconstruction

2.45 Miles

Repair and
Resurface

0.52 Mile

Resurfacing

1.65 Miles

Reconstruction

0.90 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE oF
WORK
15394 c
PE
[+
5237 [+
15395 [+
15396 (o4
8541 RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY RLEMENT

STP
Shaker Ht

ODNR
ODNR

sTP
CuYy co

STP
Shaker Ht

STP
Shaker Ht

29

3760
940

380
3700

348
87

112
28

W W

axempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998

READINESS :
C - SFY 1997

READINESS :
C - SFY 1998

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1997
C - SPY 19958




Sorted by County » lolto -

Section

RORTHEAST ORIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

DATE: 07/03/98

etvuevbpsrnabreavtboccabonan L N e e e e R e e ik R L TR DA AP cececcama et emancaem. -~ -
SOURC®E |  ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 ) __TTTyTTTTmTTemeeemoes
or

PROJACT DESCRIPTION

amscsnspustsbotacnacrracanesenenenen
Lee Rd; Cléveland
Claveland SCL to Miles R4

CUY LTV STEEL BRIDGE

1IV Stesl: Cleveland

linring 2 Plants of LTV Steel
Company At the Head of the
Navigation Channel over the
Cuyahoga River

CUY MADISON AVE
umtlon Ave: clnvolnnd
Over N&¥W and GCRTA

0.04 Mi E of W 6Sth 8t

Chagrin Palls Signals
Maip St, Pranklin St,
Washington St, Pell St and
Solon R4 (and others)

lu.lntonmco Yards: Cuyshoga County
ODOT District 12 Maintenance Yards

iCDY MARTIN LUTHER KING BLVD BKWY
iRockefeller Park: Cleveland

Along Martin Luther Xing Blvd
Wade Oval to X 105th St (Bike Rt)
R 105th St to Lakefront(Bike Path)

TYPE OP WORK
LENGTE IN MILES

Reconstruction

1.20 Miles

Construct a 2 Lane
Bridge

Bridge Rehad &
Reconstruction

0.05 Mile

Signal Upgrade

Dabris Removal

Construct Alternate
Bike Path & Bike Rou

5.50 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

8418
8418

12839

16192

11701

RW

S/CMAQ
LTV

Clave
sTP
BHP
Clave

CMAQ
Chgn Flls

oDnoT

S/sTP
Cleve

5100
1400

450
50

350

€46
161

55

1360
340

30

ESTIMATED COST ( X 81000 )

----------------------- PROJECT
4 YEAR AQ INTORMATIOR
3o axempt nmnnssx
ngg C - SrY 1997
120 PROJECT EXPECTED TO BR
120 OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
4050
S100 axempt Program
1400 Amendment
---------- in SFY 1996
6500
55 sxampt
L]
1360
340
1760
cgg axampt TCM for RPP
s00
350 axampt opoT 12
crearracea MAINTENANCE
350 PROJECT
646 [ t
161 -
807




NORTEEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENRCY
SFPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJRCT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF L I DT e e L L e LT PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
CUY MEMPHIS AVE Signal 15381 c CMAQ 527 527 exempt READINESS:
---------------------------- - Synchronization Brklyn 59 59 C - SPY 1998
Memphis Ave: Brooklym .+ (.t b e
586
CUY MILES RD Widen, Reconstruct 5314 c STP 7727 1727 analyzed READINESS:
------------------------------ & Replace Bridge cuY co 2000 2000 C - SFY 1997
Miles R4: Warrensville Hts, BRF 280 280
Pedford Hts, Orange, Solon 2.00 v4%es Vv 0 X rtzzTToe==-s
Greean R4 to 1000' E of Brainard Rd 10007
(Including Bridge over Branch
of Tinkers Creek)
CUY MILES RD/SR043 Signal 15399 c CMAQ 33 33 exempt Program
----------------------------- Synchronization Warr Hts 4 4 Amendment
Miles RA/SR 43: Warrensville Wes | | . v L emeesees in SFY 1994
North Randall, Bedford Hts. 37
Warnsvl. Hta WCL to Miles Pkwy and
N. Randall Dr to Warnsvl. Hts ECL
CUY OAKWOOD ALL PURPOSE TRAIL Construct Bike & c E/STP 420 420 exempt
---------------------------- Pedestrian Path Oakwood 105 105
Oakwood All Purpose Trail: Oakwoed { | ¢ ¢ 9 |tTmzzomes
Hawthorne Valley Shopping Center 525
to Cleveland Metroparks along
Broadway Ave, Fair Oaks Rd,
Forbes Rd and Richmond Rd
CUY PETTIBONE RD Reconstruction & [of Solon 3500 3500 esxempt
---------------------------------- Lane Widening B
Pettibone Rd: Solon 3500
Solon WCL to Scolom ECL 3.30 Miles.
CUY PLEASANT VALLEY RD Widen, Rehab, Add 10901 RW |CUY CO 145 145 analyzed READINESS:
---------------------------------- LT Lane & Replace STP 95 95 RW - SFY 1997
Pleasant Valley Rd: Parma Bridge 10901 c STP 7208 7208 C - SPY 1998
York R4 to State Rd 2.25 Miles CcuUY co 1852 1852
BRP 200 200
9500

31



NORTREAST ONIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
S7Y 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVENENT PROGRAN
HIGHWAY AND BIRKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by CQunty - Route - Section

____________________ e e DATRs 07/03/96¢
PROJ-ID SOURCE I TToTTmetemoemeene
PROJRCT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PAASE OF or PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK YUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 AQ INPORMATION
STATUS
i 5o 50 | exempt  [program 77T
Rehabilitate 1680 1680 Amendment
Quincy Ave: clovchnd 1 Bridge 420 420 in SPY 199S
Ovar Ma¥W RR and GCRTA, L 5 X N [ S [ N S PO,
¥ of B 105th S8t 2150
CUY RICHNMORD RD Bridge Replacement 11423 RW |CUY CO H 5 exempt
P cenanan tmecereccnanana 1142) c BRY 384 s
Richmond Rd: Oakwood, Glonvlllov 1 sridge cuUY co 96 '
Over Tinker's Creek .20 Mt2¢e 1 ¢ ' 01 b (eeeaaaaaaa
448
CUY 8 WOODLAND RD Repair and 15634 c STP 464 464 axempt READINESS
ctamemasmssccesccnsmnunonanen Resurfacing Shaker Ht 116 116 C - SFY 1997
8 Woodland R4 (CR 21): Shaker Hts ememneamea
Van Aken Blvd to Sulgrave Rd 4.05 Niles s80
CUY SNOW RD Rehabilitation 11407 c STP 2000 2000 exempt
crmeemmscscscana eecceccccorccanana - cuY Co 250 250
Snow Rd: Brook P-rk BrkPrk 250 ase
1300° W of Engle RA to W 130th St 2.45M4e;e |t 1t 1 10 Jeeeeaneaa.
2500
CUY SOLOM RD Bridge Replacement $240 c BRY 2960 2960 exempt READINESS
cecemencermasassncanan aecesacamana cuY Co 740 740 R¥ - SFY 1996
Solon Rd: nonudyvnlo ---------- C - SFY 19%7
Over Aurora Branch of 0.03 Mile 3700
Chagrin River
CUY STOKES BLVD Bridge Replacement 8800 RN [Cleve 5% 55 exempt READINESS
meeemececcacacsctcecencanmanmanron STP 5 H RW - BPY 1997
Stokes Blvd: Cleveland 8800 C (BRP 1920 1%20 c - srFY 1997
Over NaS, Conrail and GCRTA 0.04 Nile Cleve 480 480
Between Baldwin Ave and Cedar Ave Sesneseses PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE
2460 OBLIGATED IN PPY 1397

32



NORTHEAST ONIO ARERAWIDE COORDIRATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section
PROJRCT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK
LENGTE IN NILRES
CUY TOWPATE TRAIL Constuct
meccesmcmesenannna seserecccan Padestxisn Path
Towpath Trail: Cleveland
a Ets, Valley View 6.50 Niles
Rockside Rd to W 14th St
CUY VAN AKEN BLVD Repair and
mseecsescsmacacaca esesssooaas Resurfacing
Ven Aken Blvd (CR 418).
Shaker Hts 2.97 Miles

8 Woodland Rd to Chagrin Blvd

CUY W 44TH 8T

W 44th St: Cleveland
Over Train Avenue and Conrail

CUY W S3IRD 8T

W 53rd St: Cleveland
Over M&W and GCRTA

cUY W €STR ST

W 65th St: Cleveland
Over N&W RR and GCRTA

CUY W 117TB ST
W 117th St

Cleveland, Lakeawood
Bellaire RA to Rdgewater Dx

Bridge Rehab &
Reconstruction

0.10 Mile

aridge Rehab &
Reconstruction

0.03 Mile

Bridge Rehad &
Reconstruction

0.03 Mile

Rebabilitation

3.13 Miles

14210

13604
13604

7003

8419
8419

8536

RW

8TP
Shaker Ht

Cleve
STP
BHF
Cleve

BHO
Cleve

Cleve
STP
BRP
Cleve

STP
CoY CO
Cleve
Lakwod

1228
307

60
10

33

2640
660

8000
1000
500
500

58

S
1120
280

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000

1360
340

)

2640
660

3370

exempt

exewpt

axempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/9%¢

PROJRCT
INFORMATION

READINESS:
C - 8PY 1997

READINESS:

R¥ - SFY 1997

C - Sry 159%s

PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE
OBLIGATED IN PFY 1997

READINESS
RWN - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1999

READINESS
C - Sry 197

PROJECT EXPECTED TO BE
OBLIGATED IN FFy 1397




Sorted by County - Route - Saction

¥ 140th St: Cleveland
over Conrail and GCRTA

CUY W 150TH ST

W 150th St: Cleveland
over Conrail, GCRTA and
Chatfield Ave

CUY WARRENSVILLE CENTER RD
Warrensville Center Rd:

North Randall, Warrensville Hts,
Highland Hills

Warrensville Hts SCL to NCL

CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD
Warrensville Ctr Rd (CR 4):
Shaker Hts

Scottsdale Blvd to Pairmount Blvd

CUY CO Pre-stressed Box Beam
Bridges

York Rd: Parma Hts

Over Countryman's Creek

Boston Rd: N Royalton, Hinckley Tw
Over Big Brook Cresk

Ridgewood Dr: Parma Hts

Over Countxyman's Creek

W 130th St: Middleburg Hts, Parma
Over Baldwin Creek

Eastland Rd: Middleburg Hts

Over Baldwin Creek

SPLIT FROM PID NO. 8555

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Bsridge
Rehabilitation
0.16 Mile

Bridge
Rehabilitation

0.14 Mile

Reconstruction

2.20 Miles

Resurfacing

2.03 Miles

Bridge Repair &
Resurfacing

S Bridges

0.05 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

10899

5375

15397

13261

NORTHRAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

BHP
cuYy co

STP

coY Co
ISSUE 2
Hlnd H11

STP
Shaker Ht

C/STP
BHF
cuY co
MED CO

5680
710
667

43

476
221
147

27

4000
1000

34

245
61

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

PROJRCT

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998



Sorted by Cc\mty - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

cuy 81003 -1.51

sk 3 - 1. 51: N Royalton

North Royalton Signals

W 130th St - Boston R4 to Sprague
York R4 - Bennett Rd to Sprague Rd
SR 3 - Rdgerton Rd to Bunker R4
Bennett Rd - Drake, Edgerton, SR 8
SR 94 - Edgerton R4 to Sprague Rd

coy snoos -0S. 32

Parma Signlll

State R4, W S4th St, Ridge R4,
Pearl R4, Brookpark R4

Pleasant Valley R4 lnd Sprague R4

CUY US006-1.96

Us 006 - 1.96: nly vlll-g.
1.96 Mi B of WCL to 1.16 Xi
¥ of SR 252

CUY US006-2.57
Us 6§ - 2.57: l-y Villug-
Over Cahoon Creek

CUY US006-4.89

U8 6 - 4.89: Bay Village

Bay Village Signals

Wolf R4 - Bradley RA to Clague Rd
Clague R4 - Wolf R4 to Lake R4

CUY US006-15.55

Claveland Signals

Cleveland (Downtown) PHASE II
Central Business District (CBD)

Section

TYPR OF WORK
LENGTE IN MILES

aignnl Upgrade

8ignal
Synchronization

Reconstruct with
Minor Widening

0.74 Miles

Bridge
Replacement

0.02 Mile

Signal Upgrade

8ignal
Synchronization

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
11841 [
15345 c
11360 c
8743 [~
11842 [of
14688 [+

NORTHEEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BXKEWAY ELEMENT

CMAQ
Parma

oDoT

NH
opoT

CMAQ
Bay Vllg

CMAQ
Cleve

35

DATE, 07/03/9s

!STXHAT!D COST ( X $1000 )
D R R L L LT P PP e R R T PROJECT
1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
-------------------------------- TOTAL S8TATUS
1571 1571 axempt TcM FOR RPP 9
178 178
1746
2880 2880 exempt Program
320 320 Amendment
.......... in SFY 1995
3200
2000 2000 exempt
2000
800 800 exempt
200 200
1000
904 0
4 :0: exempt TCM POR RPP
1004
2250 2250 ax
empt Px am
250 250 A-:g:mont
---;;66--- in SPY 1994
PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BR
OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997




Sorted by County - Route -

Us 6/US 20 - 24.98/27.65:
Euclid
Euclid WCL to Euclid ECL

CUY US006-25.01
US 6 - 25.01: Euclid
Euclid Signals
Euclid Ave (US 20) -
Upper Valley Dr to IR 90 Ramp
E 260th St (SR 175) -
Forestview Rd to Brush Rd
Lakeshore Blvd (SR 283) -
E 189th St to Lloyd Rd

CUY US006A-4.80
US 6A - 4.80: Cleveland
Detroit RA over N&W RR & GCRTA

CUY SR008-1.27

SR 8 - 1.27: Walton Hills
Over Conrail RR Tracks,

5 of Forbes Rd

CUY SR008-02.00 VARIOUS
Bedford Signals
Broadway, Northfield Rd,
Warrensville Ctr Rd and
Rockside R4

CUY SR008-4.06

SR B - 4.06: Bedford,
Bedford Hts, Maple Hts
Rockside Rd to IR 480N

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Repair & Resurface

4.11 Miles

Signal Upgrade

Bridge
Rehabilitation

0.03 Mile

Replace Bridge
Superstructure
1 Bridge
0.12 Mile

Signal
Synchronization

Widen to Standard
Lanes & Reconstruct

1.09 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

11843

5705

11527

11527

14945

13418

13418

PE

PR

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

CMAQ
Euclid

BRF
oDOT

BRP
ODOT
BHF
ODOT

CMAQ
Bedfrd

ODOT
OoDOT

704
176

1900
475

3592
898

1350
150

2286
254

440
110
50

exempt

exempt

exsmpt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INPORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998
TCM for AQM

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
S8YY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by Co\mty - Route - Section DATR: 07/03/96
cmm——- snov 1D sormen xsum\txn st TR 0007 memememesemcccacecsncsesnasnsancscasccscamaaanaasnn

PROJECT DESCRYIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF [ e ettt bt e e L L L R L L S LR P PP cesesencann ceccmana PROJECT

ENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1598 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS

CUY SR008-04.15 signal 14818 c |omg 1823 1823 exempt  |mEapINEsss i
e cecan synchx-onhnuon Map Ht 203 203 c - 8rY 1997

Maple Hts $igpé2e |} 1 % v 1 jqtcttrzIs=-- TCM for AQM

Broadway, Dunham Rd, Les Rd, 2026

Libby Rd, Northfield R4,

Rockside Rd, Turney Rd and

Warrensville Ctr R4

CUY SR010-0.00 Resurfacing 14200 PE |ODOT 424 424 exempt

sk 10 - 0.00: X Ol.-lt.d 424

N Olmsted WCL to N Olmsted ECL 6.00 Miles

cur 8R010-06.00 §ignal 14935 c jcoMaQ 585 585 axempt TCM for AQM

...... cscemmmrmsccnccacnnaan Synchronization Frvw Prk 65 [1]

er 10 - 6.00 (LoratmR®): . | v 1t v 0 0 |eeeeeeeu-a PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE
Pairview Park 650 OBLIGATED IN PFY 1987

W 229th 8t to Story Rd

CUY SR010-8.96 Resurfacing 16203 c oDoT 1400 1400 exempt 100% STATE
-------------------------------------- PUNDS

SR 10 - 8.96: Clavaland 1400

Prom the WCL to IR - 90 4.33 Miles

COY SRO10-08. 98 8ignal 14689 c CMAQ 2484 2484 ax t TCM for A
cceecenmmemmnsancannn memceema Synchronization Clave 276 276 i R!ADIN!SS?H

Cleveland signu- ---------- C - SFY 1997 ,
Lorain Ave, Buckeyes RA and Lee RA 2760

cvr 8SR010-16.13 Bridge 6454 c {8/sTP 15360 15360 exempt

............ cana Rehabilitation oDoT 3840 ls40

sn 10 - 16.13: velana | 1t v " (r=mzzo===-

Hope Memorial Bridge 0.62 Mile 19200

Over Cuyahoga River

0.42 Mi B of US 42

37



Sorted by County - Route - Section

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CUY SR017-7.63

SR 17 - 7.63: Cleveland,
Parma

Over a stream, 0.05 Mi W of
Brooklyn WCL

CUY SR017-17.52

SR 17 - 17.52:

'cUY US020-00.00

US 20 - 0.00: Westlake

Westlake Signals

Detroit Rd, Center Ridge R4,
Bradley Rd, Crocker Rd, Dover Ctr
Columbia Rd and Clague Rd

CUY US020-6.64

US 20 - 6.64: Rocky River,
Fairview Park
Spencer Rd to Wagar R4

CUY US020-8.99

UsS 20 - 8.99: Rocky River
Wooster RA: from approximately
Scenic Dr to Eastlook R4

CUY US042-0.00

Us 42 - 0.00: stronglvilln
US 42 and SR 82

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

PROJ-ID soorex | )
TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |=ccencccmaccaan -
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998
Bridge lopl-cnn.nt s/sTP
oDoT
1 Bridge
0.01 Mile
Resurfacing oDoT 1400
Traffic Signal 14892 CMAQ 2250
Upgrade Cleve 250
Widen to 5 Lanes & 11231 STP
Reconstruct 5/STP
oDoT
0.63 Mile
Slope 15788 s/sTP 400
scabilizntion oDoT 100
0.06 Mile
Tratfic Signal 14943 CMAQ 1755
Upgrade Strngs 195

38

560
472
258

sxempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exampt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994

100% STATE
FUNDS

READINESS:
C - SFY 1997

READINESS :
C - SFY 1938

READINESS:
C - SPY 1937




NORTHRAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
8FY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMRNT PROGRAM N
RIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section

__________________________________________________ DATR: 07/03/96

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED CO TeyTTTTTTTTTTeTesmrAmsTesseeny
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OP e ff_f_f_ff‘_’?‘_’_’_ ____________

LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000

m 08042 2.67 Resurfacing

US 42 - 2.67: Strongsville
SR 82 to Strongsville NCL 2.79 Miles

CU! 08042 05.46 8ignal Upgrade 12728 c |oMaQ 1890 1890 exempt READINESS:
--------- ascsscacsseoscacancar Mdbg Ht 210

Niddleburg Hts Signals . L2 C - SFY 1997
Sheldon R4 - Bastland, Engle & Pry 2100 TCM for AQM
Bagley Rd -Pleasant Ave to W 130th
Fowles R4 -Big Crk Pkwy & Pearl R4 .

Sprague R4 - Pearl R4, Webaster R4
and W 130th 8t

Engle Rd - Englewcod Dr

Pearl Rd -Luceine Dr to W 130th St
Smith R4 - W 130th St, Southland
Shpg Ctr N&8 drives & Big Crk Pkwy
W 130th St-Shawnee Tr to

Big Creek Pkwy

coY vsou 08.33 8ignal Upgrade 12789 c CMAQ 2093
................................. Parma Ht 233 223; sxempt TCM for RFP
Parma !u gignal¢ % 0 %t vtz
Pearl R4 - ¥ 130th to Lotusdale 2326
Stumph Rd - Huffman to Independenc

Snow R4 - Kings Hwy to Queens BHwy
¥ 130th St - Big Creek Pwy near
Southland Shopping Ctr

Big Creek Pwy - Stumph RdA to W 130

CUY SR043-5.950 Signal 15377 C |CMAQ 225 .
vecesrescscccecaanscsnencanea Synchron.lzntion Bdfrd Rt 25 ‘;i exempt TCM for AQM
SR 43 - 9,950: Bedford Hts PROJECT NOT EXPECTEID TO BE

SR 8 to SR 175 T Tase OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997

CUY IR071-0.00 Reconstruct, Add 18717 [+ ™ 2058S
cemercmmcaaan D --- |2 Lanes & Repair 2 NH 9248 23;2: analyzed gga"":"ggg
IR 71 - 0.00: Strongsville, pridges oDOT 4453 1453 IORITY
niddleburg Hts 5.72 Miles el
MED Co Line to 0.19 Mi N of US 42 314256
Including Bridges over Rocky River

and Vallay Parkway

(Combines PID NOs., 8459 and 5575)
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Sorted by County - Route -

IR 71 - 00.00: Cuyahoga County
Various Routes in District 12

CUY IR071-5.72

IR 71 - §.72: Middleburg Hts,
Frook Park

3.19 Miles N of Pearl RA{US 42) to
S of Brookpark Rd (SR 17)

Noise Barriers at 4 Locations
along IR 71, betwsen US 42 and
Sheldon Rd and Over Holland Rd

and Sylvia Dr

CUY IR071 & VARIOUS

Il 71 - 06.70: Middleburg Hts

At Bagley Rd & IR 71 N Bound Ramp
GEA US006-3.03: Chardon Twp
{Geauga County) At US 6 and
Auburn R4

LAK IR090-0.80: Wickliffe (Lake Co
At IR 90 E Pound and SR 84

CUY IR071-9.62

IR 71 - 9.62: Brook Park,
Cleveland, Linndale, Brooklyn
0.34 Mi 5 of SR 17 ac IR 480
to 0.63 Mi 8 of Ridge Rd

CUY IR071-9.94

IR 71 - 9.94: Cuyahoga County
Along various interstates xoutes
in District 12

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN NILES

Mowing

Repair, Resurface,
Noise Walls, Repair
12 Bridges

3.90 Miles

Relamping

Upgrads & Resurface
& Rehabilitate

§ Bridges

5.34 Miles

Mowing

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
16191 [
8195 o
16082 c
13002 [
16190 c

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAX
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

pe !
oDoT

OoDOT

M
oDoT

oDoT

17100
1800

45

65

8100
900

40

axempt

exempt

exempt

axempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

100% STATE
FUNDS

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATRD COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = [e=====a-e R R St L R LR R LR R et S e D e PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
CUY IR071-9.9%4 Replace 3 9174 c M 18650 18650 exempt
---------------------------------- Bridge Decks ODoT 2072 2072
IR 71 ~ 9.94: Cleveia&nd, | [ b P 0 | Jee-e--e---
Brook Park 0.56 Mile 20722
IR 71 over SR 17
IR 71 ~ 10.08: Cleveland,
Brook Park
IR 71 over IR 480
IR 71 - 10.16: Cleveland,
Brook Park
IR 71 over Conrail/GCRTA
CUY IR071-10.08 Wearing Surface 16189 ¢ jopboT 300 300 exempt ODOT 12
--------------- wesmceceneenan Patching meemeeecacs MAINTENANCE
IR 71 - 10.08: Cleveland 300 PROJECT
IR 71 Over IR 480
CUY IR071-11.14 Bridge Deck 11530 c ™ 5580 5580 exempt Program
---------------------------------- Replacements oDoT 620 620 Amendment
IR 71 - 11.14/311.47/11.74/11.88: S pridges | 0y 0y - in SPY 1993
Cleveland 0.14 Mile 6200
Over Puritas Rd, Conrail RR & GCRT
W 154th St and W 150th St
CUY IR071-14.96 Repair & 9870 c pe. | 16650 16650 exempt
---------------------------------- Resurfacing 0oDoT 1850 1850
IR 71 - 14.96: Clevelgmna | | byt |eeeeeeeean
Cleve/BrkPk Corp Line to IR 90 4.16 Miles 18500
CUY IR071-16.79 Bridge Deack 13562 PE |IM 405 405 exempt Program
---------------------------- Replacement ODOT 45 45 Amendment
IR 71 - 16.79: Cle and 1 Bridge 13562 C pe.d 2295 2295 in SPY 1994
Fulton Rd Bridge Over IR 71 0.09 Mile 0oDOT 255 258
3000
CUY IR071-17.43 8ign Structure 16186 c ODOT 125 125 exempt ODOT 12
----------------------------- Repair R MAINTENANCE
IR 71 - 17.43: Claveland 125 PROJECT
At IR 71 N Bound & W. 25th Overpas
SR 2-1.77: Willowick (Lake County)
At SR 2 and E. 305th Street
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fSorted by County - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

IR 77 * 4.02:
1.20 ML N of SR 82
to 0.12 Mi N of SR 21

CUY IR077-9.09

IR 77 - 9.09: Independence
IR 77 over IR 480

CUY IR0O77/IR 480 - 9.50/18.42

IR 77/IR 480 - 09.50/18.42:
Independence

JR 77 - 0.41 Mi N of IR 480
to 2.34 Mi N of IR 480
IR 480 - 0.54 Mi B of IR 77

CUY IR077-12.68

IR 77 - 12.68: Cleveland

Fleet Ave to NiW RR (east side)
IR 77 - 12.68: Cleveland

NeW RR to Parshing Ave (east side)
IR 77 - 12.68: Fleet Ave

to Chard Ave (west side)

IR 480 - 20.75: Garfield Hts

Hy Ct to Silver Rd (north side)
IR 480 - 20.75: Garfield Hts

SR 17 to Silver Rd (south side)
IR 480 - 21.68: Maple Hts
Greenhurst to Lea RA (south side)

CUY IR077-14.35

IR 77 - 14.35: Cleveland
IR 77 over IR 490

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Add Lanes and
Upgrade

Replace 2 Bridge
Decks

2 Bridges

0.12 Mile

Paint 4 Bridges

1.00 Mile

Construct Noise
Barriers - PHASE 3

2,36 Miles

Replace and Widen
Bridge Deck

1 Bridge

0.48 Mile

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
13707 PE
13707 EV
10465 c
14741 c
11105 c
13567 PE
13567 [

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 19397 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

IM
oDoT

ODOT

oDoT

IM
™

OoDOT

320

2583
287

666
74

5445
605

3186
2124
590

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/98

troedacniceana ceacansse

PROJECT
INFORMATION

ODOT MAJOR
NEW PRIORITY
(COSTS UNKNOWN)

oDoT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994
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Sorted by County - Routs -

i;-;;-: 14.57: Cleveland
IR 77 Bridge over Kingsbury Run,
GCRTA, N&¥W RR and Conrail

CUY/SUM IR080-161.5

IR 80 - 161.5: Strongsville,
N Royalton, Broadview Hts,
Brecksville and Richfield
IR 71 & US 42 (Exit 10)

to SR 21 (Exit 11)

CUY SR82-13.76

SR 82 - 13.76:

CUY SRO87-4.24

SR 87 - 4.24: Cleveland

Over GCRTA Located at Woodhill and
Shaker, 1.85 Mi E of US 422

CUY SRO87-6.01

SR 87 - 6.01: Shaker Hts,
Beachwood
Shaker Bts WCL to SR 175

CUY IR050-0.00

IR 90 -~ 00.00:

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Replacement &
Rehabilitation of
1 Bridge

0.39 Mile

Add One Lane in
Each Direction

11.7 Miles

Scour and Repair

Bridge Replacement

0.01 Mile

Repair & Resutuce

4.60 Miles

Raised Pavement
Markings

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

14542

10787

13523

16185

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM

OoTC

oDoT

s/sTp
oDoT

s/stp
ODOT

opoT

HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY

34290
3810

38001

150

1188
297

100

ELEMENT

1000
250

analyzed

exempt

exenpt

exempt

exempt

DATE:

07/03/96

PROJECT
INPORMATION

in SFY 1895

100% STATR
FUNDS

Project
Amended
in SFY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

oPOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT
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Sorted by County - Route -

;R 90 - 0.95: Weatlake
Crocker Rd over IR 90

CUY IR090-2.01

IR 90 - 2.01: Westlake
Cihoon R4 over IR 90

CUY IR090-4.58

IR 90-4.58: West Rocky River
Clague Rd to Wooster Rd

CUY IR090-7.58

IR 90 - 7.58:

CUY IR030-9.74
IR 90 - 9.74: Cleveland
W 159th St to 0.94 Mi W of US 42

CUY IR090-15.24 (PH II)

IR 90 - 15.24: Claveland

IR 90 Innerbelt

Central Viaduct Bridge (West BEnd)
0.57 Mi E of IR 71

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES
Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.01 Mile

Asphalt Overlays

Paint 9
Bridges

1.00 Mile

Slope Repair

Resurfacing/Bridge
Repair/Replacement

4.98 Miles

Repair Poundation
& Superstructurs
1 Bridge

0.01 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

16188

11736

11736

15854

5754

12374

NORTHRAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVENENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

opoT

oDoT

oDoT

ODOT

M
oDoT

IM
oDOT

300

400

7020
780

44

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

DATE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

07/03/96

10

11700
1300

1656
184

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

0poT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994




Sorted by County - Route - Section
......... PROJ-1ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X 51650 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |cececceccrcccscesreecciecmneccciccccccicnecccccccceecaecareananaane eeceeccacaccsaca

LENGTH IN NILRES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000
' COY TR090-15.99 Bridge Repair and 5584 c |1 8010 T T 8020 | exempt
---------------------------------- Partial Deck oDOT 890
IR 90 - 15.99: Cleveland Replacem't
Over Cuyahoga River and .
Conrail RR
CUY IR090-16.71 Innerbelt 16193 [ oDoT 500
eemermmmcememmmmmmmcemeacocooe Pavement Repair
IR 90 - 16.71: Cleveland
E. 22nd St Ramps to S. Marginal Rd [2.318 Kms
CUY IR090-20.00 Fast Dry Pavement 16181 c opoT 115
----------------------------- Marking
IR 80 - 20.00:
CUY IR090-24.13 Wearing Surface 15835 [+ oDoT 500
----------------------------- Injection
IR 90 - 24.13: Cleveland, Euclid 6 Bridges

8.144 Kms
CUY SR091-3.43 Resurfacing 16204 c oDoT 200
SR 91 - 3.43: Solon
0.4 Km N, of US 422 to Solon NCL 2.946 Kms
CUY SR176-9.31 Replace 1 Bridge 10788 [+ s/sTP 896
---------------------------------- Dack ODOT 118
SR 176 - 9.31: Parma
Over West Creek 0.57 Mi S of SR 17 [0.03 Mile
CUY SR237-8.24 Resurfacing PE {0ODOT 117

c S/STP 1096

SR 237 - 8.24: Cleveland oDOT 274
Brookpark Rd to Puxitas Avs 1.14 Miles

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGRWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

45

4 YEAR AQ
TOTAL STATUS
8010 exempt
890
8900
500 exempt
500
115 exempt
115
500 exempt
500
200 sxempt
200
896 exampt
118
1014
137 exempt
1096
274
1507

DATE: 07/03/9

PROJECT
INFORMATION

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

100% STATE
FUNDS

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

100% STATE
FUNDS




Sorted by County - Routs -

SR 237 - 9.38: Cleveland, Lakewocod
Puritas Ave to Hilliard Blvd

CUY SR252-5.92

SR 252 - 05.92:

CUY IR271-1.46
IR 271 - 1.46: Oakwood Village
SR 14 (Proadway Ave) over IR 271

CcUY IR271-2.32
IR 271 - 2.32 L&R: Bedford,
Bedford Hts

CUY IR271-4.43

IR 271 - 4.43(L&R): Bedford Hts
Over SR-43

IR 271 - 4.74(L&R): Bedford Hts
Over Conrail

IR 271 - 5.19(L&R):
Over Miles Rd

Bedford Hts

CUY IR271-5.26

IR 271 - 5.26: Warrensville Hts
Construct Mainline Northbound
Entrance to the Dual-Dual Lanes)
IR 480N - 1.29: Warrenasvills Nts
Construct Lanes D-W and W-D
(Excludes Bridges)

Widen and Relocate Lanes N-W & W-N
within IR 271/480 N Interchange
(SECTION 9A)

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Repair &
Resurfacing

2.97 Miles

Guardrail Upgrade

Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.01 Mile

Widen/Rehabilitate
4 Bridge Decks

0.20 Mile

Replace 6 Bridge
Decks

0.26 Mile

Construct Dual-Dual
Lanes, Widen &
Relocats

2,21 Miles

15722

13187

10467

12340

11039

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

opoT

IN
ODOT

I
opoT

I
oDOoT

oDoT

100

9400
2350

46

4725
525

2070
230

10890
1210

exempt

exsmpt

exempt

exempt

analyzed

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

ODOT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1993

ODOT MAJOR
NEW PRIORITY




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATIRG AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 ) 77T I

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |-e-escccerccccccrnnncoinnnanas mesmecccececascace D T T T Uy, ————— N PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK PUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION

.......................................................................... TOTAL STATUS
cUY 1R271-6.10 Replace Bridge Deck |5600 c |m amer |y 2187} exampt | TTTTTTTTTTTmTTemes
.......................... ODOT 243 243
IR 271 - 6.10: Warrensville #ts {( o L0 0 0 |eesaaaanaa
Emery Rd over IR 271 2430
CUY IR271-8.13 Replace Bridge Dack 11529 c |IM 1962 1962 exempt Program
.................................. ODOT 218 218 Amendment
IR 271 - 8.13: Besachwood i prddge | X 0 001 ]eevmccana- in SFY 1993
Chagrin Blvd Bridge Over IR 271 0.11 Mile 2180
CUY IR271-09.16/LAK IR271-00.66 Construct Noise 12408 RW [ODOT ao 3o axempt
............................. Barriers 12408 c NH 3960
IR 271 - 9.16/0.66: Beachwood, opor 440

Lyndhurst, Mayfield Hts, Mayfield $5.72 Kiles
and Willoughby (Lake County)

14 locations along various section
of IR 271 from SR 87 to

Wilson Mills R4 in Cuyahoga County
and between White Rd and US 6

in Lake County

CcUY IR271-9.72 Replace Bridge 9176 c pe i 5580

---------------------------------- Decks oDOoT 620 s:;g exempt

IR 271 - 9.72: Beachwood 4 Bridges ¢ vt 1t Meaaaaaa-

Fairmount over IR 271(2) 0.34 Mile 6200

IR 271 - 10.86: Lyndhurst

Cedar over IR 271

IR 271 - 15.43: Highland Hts

Highland over IR 271

CUY IR271-12.74 Replace 4 Bridge 12342 c M 2430 2430 -
---------------------------------- Decks opoT 270 270 xempt :::g:m‘:nt
IR 271 - 12.74 (L&R): Mayfield B&s¢ | | (9 A g ]eeaemaacan in SFY 1993
Over Marsol Rd 0.14 Mile 2700

IR 271 - 13.15(L&R): Mayfield Hts
Over US 322 (Mayfield R4)
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Sorted by County - Routs -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SR 291 - 0.88: Middleburg Hts
Bagley Rd to Sheldon Rd

CUY SR291-2.93

SR 291 - 2.93:

CUY/GEA US322-14.14/0.00

GEA US8322-00.00

US 322 - 14.14/0.00:
Chester

Gates Mills WCL (Cuyahoga County)
to 0.63 Mi E of Geauga County Line

Gates Mills,

CUY US422-0.78WS

US 422 - 0.78 W3: Cleveland

Ramp (bridge) connecting
Bastbound US 422 to

Southbound IR 77, over US 422 (WB)

CUY US422-06.98/SR087-06.01
Shaker Hts Signals

Chagrin, Van Aken, S Woodland,
Shaker, Lee, Warrensville Center,
Fairmount, Green

CUY IR480-0.00

IR 480 - 0.00:
Fairview Park

N Olmated,

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTE IN MILES

Widen to 4 Lanes

1.17 Miles

Resurfacing

¥Widen Lanes

3.20 Miles

Replace Bridge
Superstructure
1 Bridge

0.01 Mile

Signalization
Improvements

Landacaping
Erosion Control

6.60 Miles

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
3283 RW
9283 c

C

9299 RW
9299 c
13188 PE
13223 c
8735 c

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDR COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

opoT

OoDOT
s/stp
oDOT

oDoT

CMAQ
Shaker Ht

s/stp
oDoT

250

2520
280

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

100
7600
1900

150

1341
149

analyssd

exempt

exempt

axempt

exempt

exampt

PROJECT
INFORMATION

ODOT MAJOR
NEW PRIORITY

100% STATE
FUNDS

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998




SOrtod by County - Route -

IR 400 - 6.60: Cleveland,
Brooklyn, Brooklyn Rts,
Independence

CUY IR480-10.38

IR 480 - 10.38: Cleveland,
Brooklyn

0.16 Mi W of W 130th St
to Idlewood Dr

CUY IR480-11.71

IR 480-11.71: Brooklyn

0.09 Mi East of Tiedeman Rd,
along Big Creek

CUY IR480-15.72

IR 480 - 15.72: Cleveland,
Maple Hts, Garfild Hts
2.15 Mi W of IR 77

to 0.87 Mi E of SR 14

CUY IR480/IR480N-23.44/00.54

IR 480/IR 480N - 23.44/0.54:
Warrensville Hts

4 locations along IR 480 from
Camden Rd to Warrenville Ctr Rd
and IR 480N from Miles Rd to IR 27

CUY IR480-25.77

IR 480 - 25.77, 25.85, 29.89:
Bedford Hts, Oakwood

IR 480 over Rockside Rd and IR 271

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Landscaping
Erosion Control

11.82 Miles

Upgrade & Resurface

2.34 Miles

Stebilize & Repair
Upper Slope

1.00 Miles

pPaint 7 Bridges

1.00 Mile

Construct Noise
Barriers

1.12 Miles

Widen/Rehabilitate
Bridge Decks

2 Bridges

0.26 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

13000

9648

13906

12409
12409

10468

NORTHEAST OHRIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN

M
OoDOT

oDoT

M
ODOT

OoDOT

ODOT

IM
ODOT

RIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

290

5850
650

1170
130

10
2340
260

5400
600

exempt

exempt

axempt

exempt

axempt

DATR: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

100% STATE
FUNDS
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IR 490 - 01.10:

ERI US006-25.12
US 6 - 25.12: Vermilion Twp
0.28 Mi B Poorman Rd

ERI/LOR IR080-118.6

IR 80 - 118.6: Milan Twp,

Berlin Twp, Berlin HAts, Florence T
Henrietta Twp and Brownhelm Twp
Us 250 (Bxit 7)

to Baumhart R4 (Exit 7A)

GEA GEAUGA COUNTY BIKEWAY

Geauga County Bikeway: Chardon
Within abandoned RW of B&O RR

B&O RR from Park Ave to Reeves Rd
(Chardon to Parkman Twp)

GEA GEAUGA COUNTY METROPARK ENHANC
Geauga County Metropark Enhancemen
Concord Twp

Linking Reeves Rd to Chardon Porti
of Bikeway (PID NO 5231) with Lake
Metroparks Bikeway at the
Lake/Geauga County Line

GEA GEAUGA METROPARKS

Metroparks (Eldon Russell Park Rd):
Troy Twp

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILRES

Bridge Dack
Sealing

Replace 1 Bridge

0.14 Mile

Add One Lane in
Rach Direction

17.5 Kiles

Conatruct 10' Wide
Bikeway

18.80 Miles

Construction of a
Bicycle Facility

Resurfacing

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

12041

5231

15353

16085

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1937 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

BRP
OoDoT

OTC

S/STP

E/STP

GCMPD

oDOT

104
286

39947

50

50

1410

682
170

exempt

analyzed

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

oDoT 12
MAINTENANCE
PROJECT

PARTIAL NOACA
CORDON
PROJECT

100% STATE
FUNDS




Sorted by County - Route -

;;i;;; Rd (CR 2): Parkman Twp
Over the Grand River,
1500*' § of SR 88 Intersection

GEA PUNDERSON

P;ndcrlon State Park: Newbury Twp
Headlands Stats Park: Mentor (Lake
County) and Various Park Roads

GEA TAYLOR MAY ROAD

Taylor May Rd: Auburn Twp

Over Bridgs Cresk

100* E of Taylor May Rd/Thorpe Rd
Intersection

GEA WASHINGTON ST

Washington St: S Russell,
Bainbridge Twp
Cuyahoga/Geauga County line
to SR 306

GEA SR044-0.00

SR 44 - 00.00:

GEA SR044-8.93

SR 44 - 8.93:

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTE IN MILES

Replace 1 Bridgs

0.05 Mile

Resurface
Park Roads

4.638 Kms

Bridge Replacement

0.07 Mile

Rehabilitate and
Resurface

2.28 Miles

New Signals

Resurfacing

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK
13804 [
15458 c
15466 c
15017 C
16187 C

NORTHREAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
RIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

DATE: 07/03/96
SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000) | o oooTTmmmemew
[ 2 B et eee-semeccnresccccncaan - PROJECT
FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
BRO 1040 1040 sxempt Program
GEA CO 260 260 Amendment
---------- in SFY 1994
1300
oDpoT 433 433 exempt 100% STATE
---------- FUNDS
433
BRO 300 300 exempt Program
GEA CO 75 75 Amendment
---------- in SFY 1996
3718
STP 1152 1152 exempt READINESS:
GEA CO 288 288 C - SFY 1998
1440
ODOT 125 125 exempt ODOT 12
---------- MAINTENANCE
125 PROJECT
oDoT 850 850 exempt 100% STATE
---------- FUNDS
850
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1937 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
P PROJ-ID SOURCE BSTIHATBD COSsT ( x s1000 )y o TTTTTIyTTTTTTTTTEmTmommmmsssmoeees
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF or meeeeemeeeeceeeseeccecseecacceicavaceaccammeeamamsenm—cecmcesan feeemammunecenem—n PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YRAR AQ INFORMATION

GEA SRO44-13.13 Bridge Raplacement 12830 [of 8/STP 400 400 exempt Program

----------------------------- oDoT 100 100 Amsndment

SR 44 - 13.13: Munson Twp 1 pridge csmesecaves in SFY 1994

over a stream, 0.02 Mi S of US 322 [0.01 Mile 500

G!A SR0B7-6.90 Two Lane 8805 c apor 270 270 exempt 100% STATE
--------------------------- Resurfacing memmemene. FUNDS

Sl 087 - 6.90: Newbury Twp. 270

4.17 Mi B of SR 306 0.82

GIA SR087-16.00 Resurfacing 16208 ¢ |opboT 600 600 exempt 100% STATE

---------- FUNDS

SR 87 - 16.00: Middlefield, 600

Middlefield Twp. On Kinsman R4 7.599 Kms

From the Middlefield WCL to the

Geauga County Line

GEA SR166-0.00 Resurfacing [ oDoT 450 450 exempt 100% STATE

--------------------------------------- FUNDS

SR 166 - 0.00: 450

GEA SR166-4.09 Resurfacing 16206 c |opor 500 500 axempt 100% STATE

----------------------------- LR FUNDS

SR 166 - 4.09: Thompson Twp. 500

Rock Creek Rd: From SR-86 to 7.567 Kma

the Geauga County Line

GEA SR168-7.39 Resurface and 11700 PE |ODOT 20 20 exempt 100% STATE

............................. Repair 1 Bridge 11700 ¢ |ovoT 625 625 FUNDS

SR 168/SR 700/US 422-7.3%/ (¢ 9 1 |eern=ee=--

2.71/12.46: Burton Twp, Burton, 09.808 Km 6458

Troy

S8R 168 - SR 700 to SR 87
SR 700 - US 422 to SR 168
US 422 - Bridge W of SR 700
Over Cuyahoga River
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Sorted by County - Route - Saction

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SR 306-3.46: Bainbridge Twp.

GEA SR306-9.84

SR 306 - 9.84: Russell Twp

Over Chagrin River,
1.88 Mi N of SR 87

GEA US322-10.40

Us 322 - 10.40:

GEA US322-14.47

US 322 - 14.47:

US 422 - 14.75: Parkman Twp., Troy
1.71 Mi E of SR-700 to SR-88

LAK ERIE RD
Erie RdA: Willoughby
Willoughby WCL to Conrail RR

LAK LAXE METROPARKS ENHANCEMENT PR
Lake MetroParks Enhancemant Projec
Lake County

Along IR 90 betwaen SR 44

and E Lake County Line

(neaxr Grand River)

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Replace 1 Bridge

Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.15 Mile

Resurfacing

Resurfacing

Catch Basin Repair

2.46 Miles

Reconstruction

0.90 Mile

Purchase
Right-of-Way

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
14965 (o
13189 PE
13189 c

c

14410 [+
16194 c
13919 RW
13919 [+
15100 RW

NORTHEAST ORXO ARBAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

oDoT
BHF
ODOT

opoT

oDoT

ODOT

willby
STP
Willby

B/STP
LCMP

700

250

40

1460
365

53

450

1368
342

60
304
76

DATE: 07/03/96

--------- .- PROJECT
4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
600 exempt 100% STATE |
---------- YUNDS
600
60 exempt Program
304 Amendment
76 in SPrY 1994
440
450 sxempt 100% STATE
---------- FUNDS
450
700 exempt 100% STATE
---------- FUNDS
700
250 exempt ODOT 12
---------- MAINTENANCE
250 PROJECT
40 axempt READINESS:
1368 RW - SPY 1997
342 C - SFY 1998
1750
1460 exempt
365
1825




Sorted by County - Route -

P;i;;; Rd: Willoughby

Over Chagrin River
0.04 Miles West of Lost Nation Rd

LAX STEVENS BLVD

St ns Bivd: Zastlake
Lakeshore Blvd to Eastlake ECL

Vrooman Rd: Leroy Twp, Perry Twp
IR 90 to SR 84

Includes Bridge over Grand River
(AS is an Archeological Study)

LAK SR002-0.SS

SR 2 - 0.55: Wickliffe, Willowick
and Mentor

0.92 Mi W of SR-44

2.66 Mi W. of SR-91 to Mentor

LAK SR002-7.60

SR 2 - 7.60 L&R: Mentor
Over Newsll Creek,

0.66 Mi E of SR 306
{Design/Puild Contract)

LAK US 020-0.241

US 20 - 0,241: Wickliffe

Euclid Ave Streetscape Enhancement
Sun AVE to Lloyd R4

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTR IN MILES

Realign Roadway &
Replace Bridge

0.21 Mile

Reconstruction

1.52 Miles

Reconstruction &
Relocation

1.48 Miles

Paint 16 Bridges

1.00 Mile

Rehabilitate
Bridges

2 Bridges
0.01 Mile

Streetscape
Enhancement

0.71 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

7894

5669

14743

13191
43191

15338

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

STP
LAK CO
Eastlk

LAK CO
STP

oDoT

oDpoT

opoT

E/STP
Wkl

1660

220
1880
470

97
24

3192
426
372

80
30

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

2866
811
373

exempt

a0 exempt

exempt

exempt

97 axempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INPFORMATION

READINRSS 1 o
RN - SFY 1997
C - sPY 1998

READINESS:
C - SFY 1997

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1997
AS & C - SPY 1998

100% STATE
FUNDS

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994
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Sorted by County - Route -«

Mentor Ave: Willoughby
Chagrin River to Willoughby ECL

LAK US020-14.24

Painesville Signals

Downtown Painesville:

Mentor Ave, Jackson St,

Richmond St, Liberty St, Erie St,
8t Clair St, State St, Walnut St

LAK SR044-0.00

SR 44 - 0.00: Concord Twp
Lake/Gesauga County Line to

0.29 Mi N of SR B4

{Includes Bridge Deck Replacements
Over Kellogg Creek)

LAK SRO84-5.04

BR 84 - 5.04: Willoughby
Shankland to SR 174 (River St}

LAK SR084-8.14

S8R 84 - 8.14: Kentor
SR 306 to Garfield Rd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTE IN MILES

Resurfacing

Widen Lanes,Upgrade
and Resurface

0.85 Mile

Signal Upgrade

Repair, Resurface &
Replace Dacks of

2 Bridges

4.14 Miles

Slope Stabilization
System

Widen from
2 to 4 Lanes

1.56 Miles

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK

c

15098 RW
15098 c
13992 C
9866 [o4
12176 o4
9670 RW
9670 c

NORTHEAST ORIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY RLEMENT

Willby
STP
Willby

STP
Painvl

ODOT

8/STP
oDoT

Mentor
sTP
STP
0oDOT

36

800
200

1520
380

4000

1000

les
288

55

856
214

6700
1675

ESTIMATED COST ( X 31000 }

DATE: 07/03/96¢
PROJECT

4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS

250 exempt 100% STATE o

.......... FUNDS
250
a0 sxempt READINESS:

856 RW - SFY 1997

224 C - SFY 1998
1100
1520 exempt READINESS:

380 C - SFY 1997
1900
4000 exempt
1000
5000

800 exempt Program

200 Amendmant

---------- in SFY 1993
1000

igs analyzed READINESS :

288 RW - SFY 1997
6700 C - SFY 1998
1675
9051




Sorted by County - Route -

Section

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

SR 86 - 1.32:

LAK SR086-01.95

SR 8% - 1.9S5: Painesville Twp
Over Kellogg Creek

0.46 Mi SE of Painesville ECL

LAK SR086-8.25
SR 86 - 8.25: Leroy Twp

1.95 Mi W of Geauga/Lake Co Line,
Over MacMullen Creek

LAK IR090-6.71

IR 90 - 6.71: Willoughby, Mentor,
Kirtland Hills

1.20 Mi W of SR 306 to Morley Rd
(Add a lane in each direction
from SR 306 to SR 615)

LAK IR0S0-14.67
IR 90 - 14.67/14.69: Concord Twp
SR 44 over IR 90

LAK IR090-14.87

IR 90 ~ 14.87/16.41: Concord Twp
IR 90 EBR and WB Bridges over
Auburn R4 and Big Creek

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurfacing

PE Alternative
Study

0.46 Mile

Bridge Replacement
1 Bridge

Add Lanes,
Rcnstrct & Repair
Bridge

6.53 Miles

Replace Bridge
Decks

1
0.12 Mile

Replace Decks
{Widen Shoulders)
2 Twin BR

0.10 Mile

12832

12037

5774

12341

12341

13569

13569

PE

PE

PE

S/STP
OoDOT

s/sTP
ODOT

e

oDOT

M
oDOT

oDuf

IM
ODOT

ODOT

31S
3s

56

9800
2380
1400

1620
180

240
60

600
150

1170
130
6570
730

exempt

exempt

analyzed

exempt

exempt

DATE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

100% STATE
FUNDS

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

ODOT MAJOR
NEW PRIORITY

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994

07/03/96




Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF [ T e ettt T T T N ————— PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FOUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
LAK IR090-17.42 Replace 3 Bridge 9177 IN 2430 2430 sxempt
---------------------------------- Decks oDOT 270 270
IR 90 - 25.15/17.42/27.76: Madigon { | v 't |erem====ee-
River Rd over IR 90 (25.15) 0.08 Nile 2700
SR 86 over IR %0 (17.42)
Bates Rd over IR 90 (27.76)
LAK SR091-0.00 Widen Lanes, Repair 9864 s/sTP 2456 2456 exempt
............ cwemccmcmccs-vac---=-- |& Resurface oDoT 614 614
SR 91 - 0.00: Willoughby, (v P feremeee-e-
Willoughby Hills 3.82 Miles 3070
0.01 Mi S of Cuyahoga/Lake
County Line to US 20
(includes intersection work
at White Rd and SR 91)
LAK S5R174-4.39 Slope Stabilization 12177 s/sTP 848 848 exempt Program
---------------------------------- System 0oDOT 212 212 Amendment
SR 174 - 4.39: Willowughby | vt 1 v [|eeeece=e-- in SPY 1993
Ridge Rd (SR 84) to South St 1060
LAK SR283-0.00 Resurfacing 14101 oDoT 1200 1200 axempt 100% STATE
--------------------------------------- FUNDS
SR 283 - 0.00: Willowick 1200
wWillowick WCL to Willowick ECL 2,25 Miles
LAK SR283-2.2§ Resurfacing oDOT 300 300 exempt 100% STATE
--------------------------------------- FUNDS
SR 283 - 2.25: 100
Eastlaka WCL to SR 91 1.56 Miles
LAK SR283-6.79 Resurface & Widen 11966 s/sTP 600 600 sxempt Program
----------------------------- {to Add Bike Lanes) oDoT 150 150 Amendment
SR 283 - §.79: willougnty {1  +r 0t 1  Je=erec-e-- in SPY 1593
Willoughby WCL to Willoughby ECL 1.18 Miles 750
(Includes Lane Widening
to Add Bike Lanes)

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDXE COORDINATING AGENCY
SrY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY RELEMENT
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Sorted by County - Route - Section

PROJRCT DESCRIPTION

SR 283 - 7.97: Mentor

Mentor WCL to Munson RA (SR 61S5)
(Includes Lane Widening

to Add Bike Lanes)

LAK SR283-14.47

SR 283 - 14.47: Paineaville,
Grand River

0.209 Xm B of SR 44 to SR 535

LAK SR528-5.03

SR 528 - 5.03: Hadi-on Village
0.17 ML N of SR 84

LAK SR528-6.85

SR 528 - 6.85: Hadilon Twp
0.15 Mi S of US 20

LAK SR615-4.64

Mentor Bikeway (Phase III): Mentor
Hopkins Rd - US 20 to Munson Rd
Munson Rd - Tyler Blvd to Market §
Munson Rd - SR 283 to SR 615
Hendricks R4 - Hopkins to Norwood

LAK SR615-04.93

SR €15 - 4.93: Mentox

SR 2 to Munson R4

(Includes Bikeway along SR 615
from SR 2 to Fairfax Dr)

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurface & Wide
(to Add Bike Lanes)
1.46 Miles

Resurfacing

2.995 Knm

Bridge
Rohubilitltion
1 Bridge

0.01 Mile

Bridge Replacament

1 Bridge
0.01 Mile

Construct
Bike Lane

3.90 Miles

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Reconstruct Bkwy

0.74 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

16207 [
12833 RW
12833 [+
12834 RW
12834 C
11418 [of
11103 RW
11103 c

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGERNCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENMENT

ODOT

ODOT
BHF
OoDoOT

oDoT
S/STP
oDoT

S/STP
Mantor

Mentor
STP
STP
oDOT

300

58

480
120

440
110

668
167

125
75

3852
988

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

analyzed

DATE: 07/03/96

ESTIMATED COST { X $1000 )

AQ

PROJECT
INFORMATION

in sSFry 1953

100% STATE
FUNDS

Program
Amendment
in Sry 1994

Program
Amendment
in SPFY 1994

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1958




BSorted by County - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SR 615 - 4.93;

LAK SR640-1.74

Vine St: Eastlake
SR 91 to E 364th St

LAK SR640-2.14

SR 640 - 2.14: Eastlake,
Willoughby

B 364th St to B 367th St (0.19 Mi)
E 367th St to US 20 (1.02 Mi)

LOR BAINBRIDGE RD

Bainbridgs Rd: North Ridgeville
SR 83 to Chestnut Ridge RA

LOR BAUMHART RD
Baumhart R4: Lorain
Lorain SCL to Terminal Dr

LOR E 4TH ST

B 4th St; Elyria
Over East Branch of Black River

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurfacing

Widen Lanes,Upgrade
& Reconstruct

0.40 Mile

Repair & Resurface

1.21 Miles

Reconstruction

1.64 Miles

Rehabilitate &
Resurface

0.63 Milae

Bridge
Replacement

0.03 Mile

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
16208 c
14199 RW
14199 c
13722 RW
13722 [+
11830 [+
14520 c
13440 [

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Eastlk
S/STP
s/STP
Rastlk

opoT
8/STP
oDoT

sTP
N Rdgvl

STP
Lorain

BRP
Elyria

HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

1200
300

59

20

168
42

175
125
2400
600

3600
900

2400
600

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

axempt

DATRE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

100% STATR
s

READINBSS:
R¥ - SFY 1997
C - SPY 1998

ODOT 12 1995
Multi-Lane
Program

READINESS:
C - SFY 1997

READINESS:
C - SPY 1997

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

07/03/96



NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHEWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPR OF WORK PHASE OF oF PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION

TOTAL STATUS
LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY (PH II) |Construction of 3938 PE |Elyria 188 188 analyzed Project
---------------------------------- 4 Lane Facility weeesconea Amended
Elyria Industrial Parkway: Elyria 188 in SFY 1993
Extend Pkwy W to Murray Ridge R4 0.90 Mile
(Phase II)
LOR LORAIN COUNTY METROPARKS BKWY Construct 10' Wide 13841 c s/sTP 1232 1232 exempt Program
----------------------------- Bikeway LCMPD 308 308 Amendment
Lorain County Metropark District: | | | e e in sry 1994
Cumdsn Twp, Kipton Twp, Russia Twp |10.0 Miles 1540
Caxlisle Twp, Elyria
Along abandoned RW of
Penn-Central RR
Baisrd RA to 0.75 Mi N of
Elyria SCL
Connecting with the Oberlin Bikewa
(PID NO. 3930)
LOR LORAIN RD Widen & 10511 c BHF 1445 1445 exempt READINESS :
---------------------------------- Rehabilitate Bridge STP 995 995 C - SPY 1997
Lorain Rds North Ridgeville N Rdgvl 610 610
over Conrail 0.95 Mile V1t 1 .

3080
LOR 003SP-0.96 Replace a 13358 (o oDoT 294 294 exempt ODOT 3 1994-A
----------------------------- Deficient Bridge B BRIDGE
003SP - 00.96: Wellington 294 PROGRAM
Located in Findley State Park 0.05 Mile
on a Park Rd over Wellington Creek
LOR US006-18.47 Replace 1 Bridge 10238 [of OoDOT 211 211 exempt 100% STATE
-------------------------------------- FUNDED
US 6 - 18.47: Avon Lake 211
0.10 Mi W of SR 83 0.13 Mile
to 0.03 Mi E of SR 83
LOR US020/SR010-3.20/0.35 Signal Coordination 12757 c S/STP 867 867 exempt Program
----------------------------- & Safety Upgrade 0oDoT 217 217 Amendment
us 20/SR 10 - 3.20/0.35: | o A 0 | feememre--- in SFY 1994
N Ridgeville 1.99 Miles 1084
US 20 - SR 83 to Lear Nagle R4
SR 10 - at IR 480 & Lear Nagle R4
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NORTHEAST ORIO ARBAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATIOR INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X §1000 ) o TTTTTTTTTTTTTTeeTeTes

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |=emeccmmeececeecmeeeieeteein e iccccccocieececemessesneemcscccecascceean PROJECT

w LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION

‘ TOTAL STATUS

LOR US020-12.62 Resurfacing 4009 c |mu 6020 6020 exempt | TTTTTTTeeee

o e eeeeeccsemmeeeessemmmasmmeeenn ODOT 1505 1505

US 20 - 12.62: Carldsle T™p | 1 e

0.42 Miles W of SR 301 to 3.33 Miles 7525

0.10 Miles B of SR 57

LOR US020-16.76 Bridge 6009 C {BRP 1400 1400 sxempt
---------------------------------- Replacement opor aso 350

US 20 - 16.76: Elyrda | o} by e

East Bridge St over East Branch 0.04 Mile 1750

of Black River

LOR SR057-8.11 Bridge 13021 PE {ODOT s 75 exempt Program
----------------------------- Replacement 13021 RW |ODOT 3 3 Amendment
SR 57 - 8.11: Grafton 1 Bridge 13021 c NH 74 74 in SFY 1994
0.25 M{ N of Crook St 0.04 Mile oDpoT 19 19

171
LOR SR057-39.268 Resurfacing 1597S c oDoT 120 120 exempt 100% STATE
--------------------------------------- S
SR 57 - 39.268: 120
LOR SR58-25.138 Resurfacing 15997 c opoT 100 100 exempt 100% STATE
--------------------------------------- FUNDS
SR 58/SR 511 - 25.138/31.881: 100
LOR IR080-136.1 Add One Lane in c oTC 25222 25222 analyzed
----------------------------- Bach Direction [
IR 80 - 136.1: Brownhelm Twp, 25222
Amherst Twp, Amherst, Elyria Twp 5.4 Miles
and Elyria
Baumhart R4 (Exit 7A)
to SR 57 (Exit 8)
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRAMSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by COunty - Route - Section

DATR: 07/03/96

62

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X 31000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF fecee--- Rt b b LR L e L L L L L 2 L L LR PROJECT
LENGTE IN NMILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATIOR

TOTAL STATUS
LOR/CUY IR0BO-151.4 Add One Lane in c Jorc 26501 26501 analyzed
---------------------------- Each Direction ceccerm—-
IR 80 - 151.4: W N.dg.villo, 26501
Olmsted Twp, Olmsted Falls, 10.1 Miles
Beresa and Strongsville
IR 480 (Bxit 9A)
to IR 71 & US 42 (Exit 10)
LOR SR0B2-7.86 Bridge 13359 PE |ODOT 88 a5 axempt Program
----------------------------- Rehabilitation 13359 RW |ODOT 3 3 Amendment
SR 82 - 7.86: Columbia Twp 1 Bridge 13359 c BHF 623 623 in SFY 1994
0.20 Ni W of SR 252 0.07 Mile opoT 155 155

866
LOR SROS83- 13 59 Bridge Replacement 12042 c 8/8TP 192 192 eaxempt Program
................................. oDoT 48 48 Amendment
SR 83 - 13. 59: N Ridgeville 1Bridge £t 0 0 Jeeescesnas in SFY 1993
0.40 ¥i N of US 20 0.02 Mile 240
LOR IR090-13.01 Rahabilitate and 11385 PE {IM 851 851 analyzed ODOT MAJOR
---------------------------------- Add Lanes RH 269 269 NEW PRIORITY
IR 90 - 13.01/17.20: Elyria, opoT 124 124
Blyria Twp, Shaffield, Avon 6.94 Milea 11385 [ IM 16399 16399
Add 1 lane in sach direction NH 5178 5178
0.19 Mi W of SR 57 to ODOT 2398 2398
0.59 i Wog SR 83 | 0 x  tr r  t  Jeeecccnen.
(Signs & Lighting at Interchanges) 25219
LOR IR090-19.95 Rehabilitate and 59504 c i 10501 10501 analysed ODOT NAJOR
---------------------------------- Add Lanes NH 2949 2949 NEW PRIORITY
IR 90 - 19.95: Avon oboT 1904 1904
Add 1 lane in each direction 3.38 Miles cemmumcnea
from 0.59 M1 W of SR 83 15354
to Cuyahoga County Line
LOR SR113-3,08 Bridge Replacement 12012 [ s/8TP as3 353 exempt Program
""""""""""""""""" oDoT ee (1] Amendment
S8R 113 - 3.08: Henrietta Twp 1 Bridge cecumcscne in SrFY 1993
0.10 Mi K of Gifford Rd 0.02 Mile 441




NORTHEAST OHIO ARBAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMN
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY BLEMENT

Sorted by County - louto - s-ctlon DATE: 07/03/9%¢
PR A e L R L R Rl Rl it P e tititiadiaiadidi b it ittt e me-- Sesewormancacsscsrsrrtudcat s s R eCcaTETcOo eSS EEEEE R LR XS T -- R R R R LR LR CER R LR TR TR R
PROJ-ID SOURCE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF or PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS INFORMATION

LOR SR113 6.64 Widen Lanes & 7461 c S/STP

ceemevlamccascceasesmmnmmscosenoe Add Turn Lane OoDOT

SR 113 - 6.64: Amherst Twp

west of SR 58 0.63 Mile

LOR CR 202 (S BROADWAY) Resurfacing 15222 [« STP 242 242 exempt READINESS:
---------- eracccmmnomanea o LOR CO 60 60 C - SPY 1997
CR zoz(s Broadway Rd):Sheffield Tw [ L L1 e

Cooper Foster Pk Xd to W 39th St 1.09 Miles 302

LOR SR252-5.43 Bridg 4028 [o} BRF 680 680 exenpt

D T R LR Rchnbilitltion oDoT 170 170

SR 253 - 5.43: Columbia Twp and | b | 1 1 1 ymrmrmoiettT

Olmsted Falls 0.06 Mile 850

Spragus RA over West Branch of

Rocky River

LOR SR254-0.87 Bridge Replacement 13969 RW |BRFP 418 418 exempt
----------------------------- ODOT 108 105

SR 254 - 0.87: Sheffield Village, 1 Bridge 13969 C BRF 14682 14682

Sheffield Twp 0.65 Mile oDoT 3671 3671

Garfield Bridge | 4+ .y Xt fmmrememees

Over the Black River, 18876

0.87 NMi E of SR 57

MED DURLING DR Widen Lanes & 8893 RW |Wadswth 28 28 exempt READINESS:
---------------------------------- Reconstruct 8853 o STP 569 569 RW - SFY 1997
Durling Dr: Wadsworth Wadswth 142 142 C - SFY 1998
Broad St to 700*' South of o.79 ¢4%¢ |\ 4t 1 (grmmmzo==--

Ardale Ave 739

MED STREETSCAPE ENHANCEMENT PROJEC |Replace Curbs and 14726 c |E/STP 519 519 exempt

Sidewvalks Medina 345 345

Streetscape Enhancement Project: | by T

Medina 864

Medina Public Square

Liberty St, Washington St

and Court St

63



NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMNENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

PROJ-ID SOURCE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF oF PROJECT
LENGTHE IN MILRS WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1998 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
MED SR003-18.282 Resurfacing 15951 c opoT 500 500 sxempt 100% STATE
---------- FUNDS
SR 3 - 18.282: 500
MED US042-11.73% Bridge Replacement 11465 c s8/sTP 173 173 exempt Program
ODOT 43 43 Amendment
US 42 - 11.79: Lafayette Twp 1 Bridge | v % v 1 feaceaccaan in SFY 1993
0.25 Mi S8 of SR 162 0.02 Mile 216
MERD US042-25.87 Signalization 8487 [ S/STP 196 196 sxempt
---------------------------------- Upgrade oDOT 49 49
Us 42 - 25.87: Brunewick, | v ...+ 0t A 1 |eeescmenes
Brunswick Bills 0.25 Mile 245
Intersection of US 42 and
Grafton R4
MED SR057-9.95 Bridge 13022 PE |ODOT 85 85 axempt Program
----------------------------- Replacemant 13022 RW |oDOT 12 12 Amendment
SR 57 - 9.95: Medina 1 Bridge 13022 ¢ |s/sTe 155 155 in SFY 1994
0.07 Mi N of Lafayette Rd 0.04 Mile oDOT 39 39
291
MED IR071-15.94 Rehabilitate and 7885 c IM 20390 20390 analyzad ODOT MAJOR
"""""""""""""""""" Add Lanes NH 11206 11206 NEW PRIORITY
IR 71 - 15.94: Montville Twp, oDoT 5058 5058
Medina Twp, Brunswick Hills Twp, 10.74 Mides } Yy e
Bruanswick 36654
Add 1 lane in each direction
0.91 Mi 8 of SR 18 to
Cuyahoga County Line
(Partial NOACA Cordon Project)
MED IR071-20.90 Aquire RW for 14444 RW |opoT 120 120 exempt
----------------------------- Park-n-Ride Lot PR
IR 71 - 20.90: Medina Twp 120
IR 71 and SR 3 Interchange
(6W Quadrant)
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATIOR INPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HEIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF 3 |--ve-cecccaccccccceceererrramcce e caccceccccetcrccetee e acbaserse e mer e PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR AQ INFORMATION
. TOTAL S8TATUS

MED IR071-41.279 Bridge Repair 16104 ¢ oot PP T T R e ] exempt | 100n sTATE T
--------------------------------------- FUNDS
IR 71 - 41.279: 48
MED SR083-1.71 Replace 2 Bridgess 11466 (o] s/STP 236 236 exempt Program

opor 59 59 Amendment
SR 83 - 1. 71/2 64: 2 Bridges | 4 1 1 1 Jeememee-es in SFY 1993
Harrisville Twp, Lodi 0.04 Mile 295
1.81 Mi N of IR 71 and
0.86 Mi § of SR 421
MED SR094-12.52 Bridge 13360 PE jODOT 8s 8s emp
----------------------------- Replacement 13360 RW [oODOT 3 3 * ¢ :::g:::nt
SR 94 - 12.52: Granger Twp 1 Bridge 13360 c S/STP 155 155 in SFY 1994
1.35 M{ N of SR 18 0.05 Mile oDoT 39 19

282

MED CR097-06.53 Widen Lanes & 12719 [+ STP 1044 1044 :
............................. Rehabilitate Seville 236 236 sxempt EAPIFY 1997
CR 97 (Greenwich Rd) - 6.53: Sevil oDoT 25 25
from 300' E of Chippewa Ditch 1.53 Mies {7t b=~
to Seville ECL (at SR 3) 1305
MED CR097-8.08 Replaca 1 Bridge 10760 ¢ |BRrF 192 192 exempt

NED CO 48 48
CR 97 (Greenwich R4) - 8.80: | ... ¢ v v 0 rmmerzm-es
Guilford Twp 0.06 Mile 240
Over Hubbard Cresk
MED SR162-8.50 Bridge Replacement 11467 c S/STP 96 96 axempt Program

opoT 24 24 Amendment
SR 162 - 8.50: Chatham Twp 1 Bridge 0 v b feererzee-- in SFY 1993
0.79 Mi ¥ of SR 83 0.02 Mile 120
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Sorted by County - Route -

Section

SR 162 - 21.95/21.99: Sharon Twp
0.30 & 0.34 ¥i E of Bear Swamp Rd

MED SR162-26.58
SR 1¢2 - 26.58: Sharon Twp
0.35 Mi W of Medina/Summit Co Line

MED SR252-2.15

SR 252 - 2.15/2.70: Liverpool Twp,
York Twp

1.22 & 1.77 Mi N of SR 57

MED SR252-3.23
SR 252 - 3.23: Liverpcol Twp
1.67 Mile S of SR 303

MED SR252-5.987/7.22/7.62/7.67
SR 252 - 5.97/7.22/7.62/7.67:
Liverpool Twp

1.07 Mi N of SR 303 and

0.56, 0.16 and 0.11 Mi S

of Medina/Lorain Co Line

MED SR303-14.22

SR 303 - 14.22: Hinckley Twp
Intersection of SR 303 & CR 44

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Replace 2 Bridges

2 Bridges

Bridge
Replacement
1 Bridge
0.05 Kile

Replace 2 Bridges

2 Bridges
0.07 Nile

Bridge
Replacement
1 Bridge
0.05 Mile

4 Bridge
Replacsments
4 Bridges
0.20 MNile

Remove a Knoll for
Sight Distance

0.09 Mile

13361
13361
13361

11469

13362
13362
13362

13363
13363
13363

10338

PE

PE
RW

PE
RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SFPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

ODOT
OoDpoT
s/sTP
opoT

S/STP
oDoT

ODOT
oDoT
s/stP
oDpoT

oDoT
oDoT
S/STP
opoT

S/STP
OoDOT

85

199
S0

85

216

144
16

66

146
37

5
222
133

12
618
154

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

in SFY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SFPY 1994

Program
Amenendment
in SFY 1954

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGINCY
SFY 1397 TRANSPORTATION IMPR! PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BRIKEWAY RLENENT

sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

PROJ-ID SOURCR |  ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 3 o TTTTTTTTIIerT TTTTTEIITTIme s
' PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |cececwecacnccccaa~ ceccsscracacacancn. sececevcacccana PROJECT
} LENGTE IN MILRES WORK FUNDS 1997 1998 19,9 INPORMATION
'm"'};;;x-:..n Bridge 133;; ) EQ"ééor ------ e8| TTTTYC TTTTTTYUTT T ;; --------------- “lerogeem o TTTTTTtC
smsssmemocesmccmcomaocccccoes Replacement 13364 »w |opor 3 H sxempt ProgTan ¢
SR 431 - 1.91;: Lodi 1 Bridge 13364 c |8/sTP 280 280 in SFY 1994
0.25 Mi W of SR 83 0.05 Mile oDOT 70 70
451
STT BRIDGR INSPECTION Bridge Inspection PE |BRF b exempt
pridge Imspection | 1 01 X oogrTTTT=
STT ENVIRONMENTAL usxsslmrrs Environmental PE |S8/STP * exenpt
cevmemevmnnan canees csmmmm——— Asgessments v P Jescecseran
Ravi 1 A
STT lIle PMI)IG & RESEARCH Highway Planning PE |STP L exempt
mmemeemememescssemmmaeaom oo & Research HPR »
lughvuy Planning i lonnrch PL '
8/sTP »
CMAQ »
STT NATIONAL ncuuzom TRAILS Implement NRTF PL |NRTP 390 390 axempt
ererecmacaanaa cmmmemmaemmo .- progrgm 104y ———-
National Recreational 'l‘r‘u.- 390
Funds Program
STT OTHER BASIC MAINTENANCE PROJEC [Operations c (1M . exampt
----------------------------- All Systema NH -
Other Basic Maintenance Projects s/sTP .

* Specific projects within MPO not yet known.

See statewide line item entries in State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for projected funding data.
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gorted by County - Route - Section

NORTEEAST OMIO AREAWIDE COORDIMATING AGENCY
S7Y 1997 TRAMNSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

Dkﬂl 07/03/,‘

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTINATED COST ( X § 1ooo )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF L et L R [ PROJECT
LENGTH IN NILXS WORK PUNDS 1997 1998 1999 2000 4 YEAR aAQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
STT noom DOCUMENTS & GUIDANCE Preparation of PR |8/8TP - exempt TEEmEmEesy
----------------------------- Program Documents 1 .
Preparation of Program Documents
and Provide Guidance to LPAs
STT RAIL HIGHWAY CROSSING SAFETY RR Crossing Safety PE |8/STP * exenpt
---------------------------------- Except Interstate mmeeecen—n
Rail Highway Crossing Safety
STT RIDESHARK PROGRAM Match and Promote PE |STP * sxampt
cemesesccaccccrascccacmasmenn Carpool and Vanpool CMAQ »
Rideshare Program §/STP -
STT ROW, HARDSHIP & PROTECT BUYING |Right-of-Way RW |NH . exenpt
----- comsecevencnmreeannnoane A1l system S/STP .
Right-of-Way, Hardship ama |  ~  ( }p ¢ 0| e
Protective Buying
STT TRAPFIC MANAGEMENT PROGRAM Implement THP c |s/sTP hd axempt
D L L L R LR R L L L Program oDoT L]
Traffic Management Program: | | bt .0 -t 1 b feerrescc--
Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lake, Lorain
and Medina Counties
STT TRNSPRTTN ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITI |Trensportation c s/sTP » eaxempt
B e L L R R Enhancemagnt | 1 0 9 0 reeeeeee=-
T P tion Enh t
Activities
STT UNDIVIDED HIGHWAY usmncma Resurfacing c IM . exempt
acccccvcoscannn ceccamcccsacse All Systems NH -
Undivided Highway loluttucing S/STP .

* Specific projects within MPO not yet known.

See statewide line item entries in State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for projected funding data.
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Sorted by County - Route - Section

US 42 - 0.612/0.000:

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurfacing

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAN
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

100% STATE

69



TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

SUPPLEMENTAL LIST OF
NOACA - ADMINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS

BEYOND SFY 2000

FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by Type of Fund
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07/05/96 SPY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
SUPPLEMENTAL LIST OF
NOACA - ADMINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS
BEYOND SPY 2000 (FOR INFORMATION ONLY)
BY TYPE OF FUND

PROJ-ID COUNTY & PROJECT NAME SPONSOR WORK TYPE-OF-NORK TYPE OF FEDERAL TOTAL
PHASXK FUND SHARE BY TYPE
N/A CUY BRREA SIGNALS [ Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ 81,580,000
R/A CUY CLRVELAND (GROUP IIB) SIGNALS c Traftic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $2,327,000
R/ CUY CLEVELAND (GROUP IIA)} SIGNALS o] Traffic Signal Upgrade anQ $3,924,000
N/A CUY COVENTRY RD Cleve Hts [of Traffic S8ignal Upgrade CMAQ $320,000
N/A CUY GARFIELD NTS SIGNALS Gar At [od Traffic Signal Upgrads CMAQ $855,000
5248 CUY SNOW/ROCKSIDE RD CUY CO (o] Widen, Ad4 LT Ln, Sgnls, Modify Itchg CMAQ $900, 000
R/A CUY 8R021-0.00 Brksvl c Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $967,500
N/A CUY 8R175-07.38 Lynd c Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $644,000
N/A CUY US422-9.9%6 Bchwod [+ Signal Upgrade {IVRS Technology) CMAQ $745,792
N/A GRA CHARDON VILLAGR SIGNALS Chardon [ Traffic Signal Upgrade CMAQ $540,000
16353 LAX 8R283-0.043 Willwk C Signal Upgrade CMAQ $355,000
-------------------------- $13,158,292 CMAQ BEYOND SFY 2000
N/A CUY GCRTA REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES * GCRTA [ Purchass 185 CNG Replacement Buses rTA $46,256,000
-------------- wse-cecce--- $46,256,000 FTA  BEYOND SFY 2000
N/A CUY BAGLKY RD €Y Co c Rehabilitation STP $2,400,000
10900 CUY BAGLEY RD/PLEASANT VALLEY RD cuxY Co RW,C Widen, Rehab, Add LT Lane & Replace 8TP $7,930,000
N/A CUY BAINBRIDGE RD Solon c Reconstruction STP ‘42,880,000
9699 COUY BASSETT/CROCKER RD CUY Co C Resurfacing & Bridge Replacement STP $2,788,000
8554 CUY CEDAR RD cuY CO [+ Resurfacing & Rehabilitation STP $1,680,000
8538 CUY CEDAR RD cuY co c Resurfacing & Rehabilitation sTP $1,920,000
11433 CUY CEDAR RD cuY co c ¥iden Lanes, Rehadb & Slide Rapair STP $1,208,000
N/A CUY CLAGUE RD €Uy Cco RN, C Reconstruct & ¥Widen to 4 Lanes STP $2,475,000
§357 CUY COCHRAN RD (RELOCATIOR) cuY Co [ Relocation on a New Alignment sTP $3,200,000
15391 CUY COVENTRY RD Shaker Ht c Repair and Resurfacing STP $334,000
8517 CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXTENSION cuUY Cco R¥,C Naw Constr & Bkwy Widen/Reconstruct sTP $8,750,000
5302 CUY DUNHAM RD cuy Co c Reconstruction & Bridge Replacement STP $1,560,000
N/A CUY B 9TH ST Cleve [+ Reconstruction STP $2,320,000
N/A CUY R 9TH ST - PHASE II (PART B) Clave [ Widen Bridges STP $994,000
N/A CUY B 79TR ST Clave c Rehabilitation STP $1,014,000
N/A COY B 98TH ST - RXTENSION Gar Ht (o New Location STP $2,000,000
11410 CUY R 222ND ST cuY Co c Repair & Resurface STP $1,800,000
5410 CUY RASTLAND RD cuY Cco RW,C Realign Intrsectioni Reconstruct RR STP $4,722,000
5404 CUY EMERY RD oOrng Vil R¥,C Reconstruction STP $3,465,000
14000 COY EMEBRY RD cuY Co R¥,.C Reconstruct & Widen Lanes STP $729, 000
15917 CUY BUCLID HTS BLVD Cleve Hts c Rehabilitation STP $906,000
15392 CUY PAIRNAILL RD Shaker Rt o] Repair and Resurface STP $93,000
15393 CUY FAIRMOUNT BLVD ’ Shaker Ht c Repair and Resurface sSTP $448,000
N/A CUY FAIRMOUNT BLVD Pppr Pk c Rehabilitation STP $652,800
5394 CUY FULTON RD CuY €O RN Bridge Replacement STP $5,000
/A CUY GATES MILLS BLVD Pppr Pk c Rehabilitation STP $1,009,600
15330 CUY GRANT AVE coY co [ Rehabilitation STP $640,000
11412 CUY GREEN RD coy co (o Rehabilitation STP $760,000
11413 CUY GREEN RD (S EUCLID) cuY co [ Rehabilitation STP $640,000
9658 CUY GREEN RD (WARRENSVILLE HTS) cUY €O RW,C Widen to 4 Lanes & Resurfacing STP $2,505,000
11405 CUY RILLIARD BLVD cuy co c Rehabilitation STP $2,400,000
8534 CUY NILLIARD BLVD cuY co c Reconstruct & Widen to 4 Lanes STP $2,640,000
9700 CUY KILLSIDE RD cuUY CO c Bridge Replacement STP . $560,000
12500 CUY HILLSIDR RD Indpnc RW,C Reconstruct and ¥iden Lanes STP $2,345,000
13991 CUY RILLSIDE RD Svn Hlls [+ Widen Lanes & Reconstruct STP $4,432,000
R/A CUY NOWE RD (PHASE IIX) strngs [ Reconstruction STP $783,000
N/A CUY HOWER RD (PEASE I) strags c Reconstruction STP $301, 000
R/A CUY JACKSON RD/WILSON MILLS RD cuY co c 81ide Repair sSTP $560,000
11422 CUY LAKEWOOD HTS BLVD cuY co c Rehabilitation & Bridge Repair STP $1,148,000
8541 CUY LEXK RD (MAPLE RTS) cuY Co c Reconstruction STP $2,400,000
N/A CUY LIBERTY RD Solon c Lane Widening & Reconstruction STP $1,280,000
R/A CUY MASTICK RD cuY co c Rehabilitation & Slide Repair STP $4,000,000
5272 CUY MEMPEIS AVE cuY Co RN, C Lane Widening and Reconstxuction STP $4.,505,000
11411 CUY MILES RD coy Co c Rehabilitation STP $480,000
11434 CUY MILES RD CuUY Co c S1ide Repair STP $800,000
N/A CUY MONTICELLO BLVD CcuUY co [ Replace Drainage System and Patch'g 8TP $400,000
N/A COUY RIDGE RD €UY CO [ Rehabilitation STP $400, 000

* Unmet capital need, as defined by GCRTA; Federal funds will be pursued. Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval.
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07/0%/96 SPY 1897 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
SUPPLEMENTAL LIST OF
NOACA - ADNINISTERED FUNDED PROJECTS
BEYOND SPY 2000 (FOR INFORMATION ONLY)
BY TYPE OF FUND

PROJ-ID COUNTY & PROJECT NAME SPONSOR WORK TYPE-OF-WORK TYPE OF FEDERAL TOTAL
PHASE FUND SHARE BY TYPE
N/A CUY S WOODLAND RD PPPTr Pk C Rehabilitation sTP $816,800
N/A CUY SHAKER BLVD PpPPr Pk c Rehabilitation STP $666,000
15331 CUY SMITH RD cuy co c Rehabilitation 8TP $960,000
5251 CUY SNOW RD Brk Pk c Railroad Grade Separation STP $2,848,000
5248 CUY SNOW/ROCKSIDE RD cuY Co < widen, Add LT Ln, Sgnls, Modify Itchg TP $9,200,000
5243 CUY SPRAGUE RD <oy Co R¥,C Niden to 4 Lanesa & Reconstxuct STP $7.468,000
311409 COY TURNEY RD <UY co (o Reconstruction STP $3,680,000
N/A CUY VAN EPPS RD Brkln Hts c Reconstruction sTP $1,200,000
11937 CUY W 140TH ST coy Co [+ Repair & Resurface STP $1,600,000
11406 COUY W 150TH ST CuY Co [ Rehabilitation STP $1,360,000
13366 CUY W 150TK ST coY co C HWiden Lanes & Rehabilitate STP $4,000,000
10896 CUY W 220TH 8T cuY Co [+ Reconstruction STP $2,240,000
9672 CUY WAGAR RD cuY €O [of Raconstruction STP $2,396,000
N/A CUY WALLINGS RD Bdvw Hta c Add Turning Lane & Reconstruct STP $4,800,000
11408 CUY WARNER RD cuy Co [+ Widen Lanes & Rehabilitate STP $600,000
9694 CUY WARRENSVILLE CENTER RD cuyYy Co c Reconstruction STP $1,200,000
N/A CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD/NOBLE RD Cuy Co c Rehabilitation STP $2,376,000
N/A CUY WESTWAY DR coY Co < Rehabilitation 8TP $280,000
N/A COY YORK RD CcoY CO RW,C Widen to 4 Lanes & Rehabilitate STP $3,475,000
13602 CUY 8R008-0.00 ¥ltn Hlls c Widen Lanes & Reconstruct STP $1,800,000
N/A CUY SR043-00.00 Solon c Resurfacing & Reconstruction STP $2,800,000
N/A CUY SR043-03.08 Solon c Resurfacing & Reconatruction STP $1,920,000
7900 CUY SR091-0.00 Solon RN, C Widen to 4 Lanes & Reconstruct STP $6,205,000
16204 CUY SR091-3.40 Solon c Resurfacing STP $304,000
110431 CUY SR1L75-3.66 ODOT 12 c Reconstruct & Widento 4 and 5 Lanes STP $1,400,000
N/ CUY SR252-9%.13 Bay Vllg c Rehabilitation and Culvert Replacemant sSTP $1,232,000
N/A GEA CHERRY AVE Chardon c ¥Widen Lanes & Resurface STP $306,000
N/A GEA WILSON MILLS RD Chardon RN, C Reconstruction STP $3,190,000
15275 LAK K 288TR 8T Willwk [ Upgrade and Reconstruct STP $816,000
7895 LAK ERIE RD Eastlk RN, C Widen Lanes & Reconstruct STP $2,910,500
N/A LAK HEISLEY RD Mentor [+ RR Grade Separation STP 48,000,000
14110 LAK JACKSON ST Painvl c Repair and Resurface STP $1,194,000
15400 LAK N MARGINAL RD Willwk c Intersection Upgrade STP $56,000
5669 LAK VROOMAN RD LAK CO AS.C Reconstruction & Relocation STP $6,504,000
14940 LAK SR281-09.43 M-0-t-L [ Widen Lanes & Resurface STP $2,200,000
16009 LAK 8SR615-0.00 Kirtld o Realign Roadways, Relocate 1 Bridge STP $3,363,000
R/A LOR FERNDALE AVE Shefld Lk c Resurfacing STP $5,250,960
8844 LOR COLORADO AVE (PHASE X) Lorein c Widen and Reconstruct STP $1,752,000
7466 LOR COOPER FOSTER PARK RD (PT I ) Lorain RW,C Widen to 4 Lanes & Resurface STP $1,901,500
7467 LOR COOPER POSTER PARK RD (PT IIX ) Lorain RN, C Widen to 4 Lanes & Resurface STP $2,164,000
6170 LOR B BROAD ST Elyria RW,C Wdn to 4 Lns w/ TrnLane at Key Intrasct STP $3,594,500
3938 LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY (PH II) Elyria c Construction of 4 Lana Facility STP $1,944,000
N/A LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWNY(PH III) Elyria PE,C New Construction STP $1,590,000
12840 LOR FRENCH CREEK RD Sheffield c Widen Lanes, Rehab & Resurfacs STP $380,000
N/A LOR EARRIS RD Shefld Lk [ Resurfacing STP $60,000
16320 LOR ISLAND RD LOR CO < Niden Lanes and Rehabilitate STP $532, 000
16319 LOR LEAR WAGLE RD N Rdgvl C Widen Lanes & Rehabilitate STP $1,125,000
12838 LOR PARK ST/GRAFTON RD Oberln o Reconstruction STP $1,292,000
16332 LOR RUSSIA RD LOR CO [ Widen Lanes & Rehabilitate sTP $478,000
15559 LOR SPRAGUE RD LOR CO c Widen Lanes & Resurface STP $734,000
7311  LOR TOWER BLVD (PHASE I) Lorain [of Extension on New Alignment STP $1,296,000
N/A LOR TOWER BLVD (PHASE II) Loxain RW,C ¥iden to 4 Lanes & New Construction STP $2,147,000
N/A LOR WALKER RD Ava Lk [+ Resurfacing STP $288,000
N/A LOR SR611-5.66 Sheffield RW.C Reconstruction STP $2,671,000
4067 MED BOSTON RD Brunsw RN,C Reconstruct & Widen Lanes STP $8,598,000
N/A MARKS RD MED CO [of Reconstruction STP $1,184,000
14821 NED N CARPENTER RD Brunaw RW,C Reconstruction STP $3,610,000
---------------- se-m-=---- $229,220,660 STP BEYOND SFY 2000
TOTAL FUNDS $2088,634,952
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SUPPLEMENTAL HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT
PROJECT LISTING
BEYOND SFY 2000

FOR INF l Y

Sorted by County - Route - Section
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INPORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
~ PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF [ A R bbb ik bt R b L e e R e L L L L L P LT TR PROJECT
| LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
CUY AEROSPACE PARKWAY Construction of New RW |ISTEA DEM 1200 1200 Program
............................. Connector Roadway Brk Pk 300 300 Amendment
Aerospace Parkway: Brook Park C (ISTEA DEN 10060 10060 in SFY 1996
S end of Aerospacs Parkway 1.53 Miles Brk Pk 33s0 3390
to IX Cept@r »» X )
14950
CUY BAGLEY RD Rehabilitation RW (CUY CO 1833 1833 axempt
.................................. Berea 1833 1833
Baglaey Rd: B Mbrg Hts 1 1
Niddleburg Htas 2.10 Niles [ STP 2400 2400
Fastland Rd to Pearl Rd cuy co 300 300
Mbrg Hts 279 279
Barea 21 21
6667
CUY BAGLEY RD/PLEASANT VALLEY RD Widen, Rehab, Add 10900 RW |cuY cO 100 100 analyzed READINESS :
.................................. LT Lane & Replace STP 50 50 RW - SFY 1998
Bagley Rd/Pleasant Valley Rd: 2 Bridges 10900 c STP 7880 7880 C - SFY 2000
Middleburg Hts, Parma 2.40 Miles CcUY co 2170 2170
Pearl Rd to York Rd BRF 800 800
11000
CUY BAINBRIDGE RD Reconstruction c STP 2880 2880 sxempt
---------------------------------- Solon 360 360
Bainbridge RA: Solon cuY co 360 360
50% Center Rd to Solon ECL 2,35 Miles V00 0 A |eeesacace-
3600
CUY BASSETT/CROCKER RD Resurfacing & 9699 RW [CUY CO 5 5 sxampt READINESS :
---------------------------------- Bridge Replacement 9699 c STP 2788 2788 RW - SPY 1999
Bassett/Crocker Rd: Bay Village, cuY Co 412 412 C - SFY 2000
Westlake 1.20 Miles Bay V1 320 320
0.10 Mile South of Bay Village BRFP 252 252
Corporation Line to Lake Rd Watlk 28 28
Including Bridge over POrter ¢+ .t . Q9 1 |eeecerann-
Creek in Bay Village 3805
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAX BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AMD BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

78

PROJ~ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = J---e----ccccesmccnmeccoccocscctssonneos o oot tascaaanon e ittt PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS Q INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
CUY BEREA SIGNALS Traffic Signal c CMAQ 1580 1580 exempt
............................. Upgrade Berea 176 176
Berea Signals: Bexrea | %+ % A 0 NN
Bagley Rd, Prospect St, Riverside 1756
N Rocky River Dr, Eastland R4 and
W Bridge St
COVY CEDAR RD Resurfacing & 8538 RW |CUY CO 25 25 exempt READINESS:
.................................. Rehabilitation Cleve Hts 25 25 RW - SPY 1997
Ci-dar Rd: Cleveland Hts 85138 [ sSTP 1%20 1920 C - SFY 1998
Cieve Hts WCL to Cleve Hts ECL 2.10 Miles CcuY €0 240 240
Cleve Hts 240 240
2450
CUY CEDAR RD Widen Lanes, Rehab 11433 RW (CUY CO 5 5 exempt READINESS:
---------------------------------- & Slide Repair 11433 C |STP 1208 1208 RW - SPY 1997
Cedar Rd (Slide Area): CuY co 151 151 C - SFY 1998
Bunting Valley 0.23 Mile Hntg V1ly 151 151
1600°* W of Cbagrin Rdver | ¢ ¢+t 9 b |TTrtIziooTT
1515
CUY CEDAR RD Resurfacing & 8554 c sSTP 1680 1680 sxempt
.................................. Rehabilitation cuy co 210 210
Cedar Rd: South Euclid, Univ Ht 126 126
University BHta 2.00 Miles 5 Bucl a4 84
Taylor Rd to Greem R4 | v ) F . TTTIestTT
2100
CUY CLAGUE RD Reconstruct & RW |Sus 75 15 analyzed
---------------------------------- Widen to 4 Lanes CuY co 63 63
Clague Rd: N Olmsted N Olms 63 63
Mastick Rd to SR-17 1.20 Miles c |ste 2400 2400
SR-17 to Lorain Rd CuY co 300 300
N Olms 300 300
3201
CUY CLEVELAND (GROUP IIB) SIGNALS Traffic Signal C CMAQ 2327 2327 exempt Program
----------------------------- Upgrade Cleve 259 259 Amendment
Cleveland (Group IIB) sigpnals:  § ¢ Lt} 7T in SFY 1996
Claveland 2586
Datroit Ave and Superior Ave
(Originally included under one
Cleveland Group II project
but split from Cleveland Group IIA




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIXKEWAY ELENMENT ...PFOR INPORMATION ONLY

lortod by County - Route - Saection DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ISTIMTBD COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |~--cceerecccmcmcccecreracescrerecctemercececcccmceremecenccceeMccercceccnccemeua—- PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INRFORMATION
CUY CLEVELAND (GROUP IIA) SIGNALS Traffic Signal C CMAQ 3924 3924 exempt READINESS:
----------------------------- uUpgrade Cleve 436 436 C - SFY 2000
Cleveland (Group IIA) signezs: { ¢+ 9 0 4 feeesceacan
Cleveland 4360
Broadway, Broadview R4, B 105th St
Kinsman Rd
CUY COCHRAN RD {(RELOCATION) Relocation on a 5357 c STP 3200 3200 analyzed READINESS:
---------------------------------- New Alignment coYy Co 800 800 C - SFY 1998
Cochran Rd {(Relocation): @Glemwildle | (14 A A ememceann
Solon 0.82 Niles 4000
Pettibone Rd to Beaver Meadow Pkwy
Bridge Rehab & 5383 RW |[Cleve 20 20 axempt
Reconstruction 5383 c BRF 16000 16000
Columbus Rd: Cleveland Clave 4000 4000
Lift Bridge over Cuyahoga River o.04 yi2e¢e |\ 1 0 v 0 b e
20020
CUY COVENTRY RD Traffic Signal ¢ joamg 320 320 exempt Program
----------------------------- Upgrade Cleve Hts 36 36 Amendment
Coventry Rd: Cleveland H&s | ¢ b v 0 e in SFY 1995
N Park Blvd to Mayfield Rd 356
CUY COVENTRY RD Repair and 15391 c STP 334 334 exampt READINESS:
----------------------------- Resurfacing Shaker Ht 83 83 C - SPY 1998
Coventry Rd (CR 330): Shakexr H¢eg | b ¢ Ao A 1 1 emeeamcaee
Fairhill R4 to Huntington Rd 0.62 Nile 417
CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXTENSION New Constr & Bkwy 8517 RW |STP 350 350 analyzed READINESS :
---------------------------------- Widen/Reconstruct [811) g ols] 240 240 RW - SFY 1997
Crocker/Stearns Extension & Bikewa N Olms 104 104 C - SPY 1999
North Olmsted, Wastlake 2.30 Miles Watlk 56 56
Lorain Rd to Center Ridga R4 8517 c STP 8400 8400
Stearns Rd: North Olmsted Cuy co 1260 1260
IR 480 to Lorain Rd N Olms 546 546
Bikeway - Lorain R4 Watlk 294 294
to Center RddgeR@ | ¢ v 9 vt v 1 s
| 11250
|
|
|
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Sorted by County - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Dunham Rd: Walton Hills

Dunham Rd Br to Walton Hills NCL
Incl Dunham Rd Bridge over Tinkers
Creek

E 9th St: Claveland
Prospect Ave to Lakeside Ave

CUY E 9TH ST - PHASE II (PART B)

E 9th St: Claveland

East side of bridge over Conrail
and both Sides of bridge over SR-2
‘(Split from PID NO. 15318)

CUY B 79TH ST

E 79th St: Cleveland
Hough Ave to 5t Clair Ave

98TH ST - EXTENSION

E 98th St: Garfield Hts
Rockaide Rd to Lilac Ave

CUY R 222ND ST

£ 222nd St: Ruclid
Buclid Ave to Lakeshors Blvd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Reconstruction &
Bridge Rsplacement

0.93 Mile

Reconstruction

0.55 Mile

Widen Bridges

0.04 Mile

Rehabilitation

1.48 Miles

New Location

1.08 Miles

Repair & Resurface

2.60 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
NORK

$302
5302

11410

NORTHEAST OHIO ARRAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN BRYOND SPY 2000

HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMNENT

CUY Co
Wal H1
STP
BHY
coYy Co
Wal H1

STP
Cleve

STP
Clevs

STP
Cleve

STP
Gar Ht

STP

Bucl

80
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AQ
TOTAL STATUS
25 25 exeampt
25 25
1560 1560
6§00 6§00
421 421
119 119
2750
2320 2320 exempt
580 580
2900
994 994 sxampt
48 248
1242
1014 1014 sxempt
as53 253
1267
2000 2000 analyzed
500 500
2500
1800 1800 exeampt
225 225
225 225
2250

Amendment

07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS :
RW - SFrY 1997
C - SPY 1998

Program

in SFY 1995




Sorted by County - Routo - Section
PROJ-ID SOURCE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |--escercmrccccncae-.
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS
CuUY EASTLAND RD Ronlign Intrsection 5410 RW {cuy co
-------- eememeemecacccce----svar--- |& Reconstruct RR Berea
Rastland Rd: Berea, Middleburg Hts |Overpass STP
Brook Park 2.60 Miles Midbg Ht
Bagley Rd to SR-237 Brk Pk
{Including intersection of 5410 [ STP
Eastland Rd and Sheldon Rd, Bridge Berea
over Abrams Ditch and the Conrail CcuUY CO
RR Bridge) Midbg Ht
Brk Pk
BRF
CuY EMERY RD Raconatruct & 14000 RW |CUY CO
---------------------------------- Widen Lanes STP
Emery Rd: 14000 c |stp
North Randall 0.40 Mile CuUY Co
Miles R4 to Warrensvills Ctr R4
CUY EMERY RD Reconstruction 5404 RW |[CUY CO
---------------------------------- STP
Emery Rd: Warrenaville Hts, 5404 C STP
Orange, Moreland Hills 2.09 Miles cuy co
Richmond Rd to Jackson Rd
CuYy EUCLID HBTS BLVD Rehabilitation 15917 c STP
----------------------------- Cleve Hts
Euclid Hts Blvd: Claveland Hts
Cedar Rd to § Taylor R4 2.50 Miles
CUY FAIRHILL RD Repair and 15382 c STP
----------------------------- Resurfacs Shaker Ht
Fairhill Rd: Shaker Hts
B 127th St to Coventry Rd 0.52 Mile

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDR COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000

HBIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

81

-+ .FOR INFORMATION ONLY

TOTAL
3s 3s
3 31
26 26

7 7

3 3
4696 4696
1388 1388
600 600
258 258
204 204
104 104

7382
75 75
as 25

704 704
176 176
s80

75 75
25 25
3440 3440
860 860
4400

906 306
226 226

1132
93 93
23 23

116

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT

Program
Amendment
in SFY 199S

READINESS :
C - BFY 1999




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLmNTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BRYOND SFY 2000
GHWAY AND BIKEWAY RELEMENT ...FOR INFORNATION ONLY

Sorted by Ccmnty - Route - Section DATE : o7/03/95
----------- PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 ) T
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF [ S bbb i R e T L E L L PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS aAQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
- CUY----;;;;;C-)UW BLVD Repair and 15393 c STP 448 448 exempt READINESS tTTTY
----------------------------- Resurface Shaker Ht 112 112 C - SFY 1999
Fairmount Blvd: Shaker H¢s, | (¢ V... v 1 4t 0 rem====e- -
Beachwood 2.03 Miles 560
Shaker Hts WCL to Sulgrave Rd
CUY FAIRMOUNT BLVD Rehabilitation c sTP 653 653 exempt Program
............................. Pppr Pk 163 163 Amsndment
Fairmount Blvd: Pepper Pike |\t 4 |eeeecremnn in SFY 1994
Brainard Rd to SON Center Rd 1.97 Niles 816
CUY FULTON RD Bridge Replacement 5394 RW [Cleve . 55 55 axempt
---------------------------------- STP 5 5
Fulton Rd: Cleveland 5394 o] BR-DISC 15000 15000
over Big Creek 0.50 Mile CuUYy co 1875 1875
Fulton Parkway to Denison Clave 1875 1878
18810
CUY GARFIEBLD HTS SIGNALS Traffic Signal (o CMAQ as5 855 exempt Program
Upgrada Gar Ht 95 95 Amendment
Garfield Hts Signals: Garfield Mes | | ¢ 0 Jeesamcca-x in SFY 1996
Along Turney Rd, Garfield Blvd, 950
Granger Rd, Rockside Rd, Broadway
and B 131st St
CUY GATES MILLS BLVD Rehabilitation c STP 1010 1010 exempt Program
----------------------------- Pppr Pk 252 252 Amendment
Gates Mills Blvd: Pepper Pdk¢e | ¢}t 0 0 Jesecmaanaas in SFY 1994
Braipard Rd to Cedar R4 2.23 Miles 1262
CUY GRANT AVE Rehabilitation 15330 c STP 640 €40 sxempt READINESS
---------------------------------- Ccuy co 80 80 C - Sry 1998
Grant Ave: Cuyahoga Hts, Cuy Hts 69 69
Cleveland 0.90 Mile Cleve 11 11
2 49th St to X 728t STt 4y oy e leeeeanaae
800

82



Sorted by County - Route -

Green RA: South Buclid
Monticello Blvd to S Ruclid NCL

Green Rd: Beachwood,

Shaker Hts
Chagrin Blvd to Fairmount Blvd

CUY GREEN RD (WARRENSVILLE HTS)

Warrensville Hts
Miles Rd to Rmery Rd

Green Rd;

Harvard Rd: Beachwood, Orange
0.27 ¥i B of IR 271/Harvard
Interchange to 0.15 Mi E of
Brainard Rd (includes widening
of the interssctions)

SECTION 8

CUY RILLIARD BLVD

Hilliard Blvd: Rocky River
Rocky River WCL to Rocky River BCL

CUY HILLIARD BLVD

Hilliard Blvd: Westlake
Dover Center R4 to Crocker Rd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Rehabilitation

0.70 Mile

Rehabilitation

1.60 Miles

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Resurfacing

0.75 Mile

Reconstruct & Widen
to 4 and 5 Lanes

0.47 Mile

Rehabilitation

2.80 Miles

Reconstruct &
Widen to 4 Lanes

1.80 Miles

PROJ-XD
PHASE OF
WORK

11413

9698
9698

11038

11405

8534
8534

RW

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BXYOND SFY 2000

HIGHWAY AND

STP

cuYy Co
Shaker Ht
Bchwod

CUY Co
STP
STP
cuyY Cco

S/STP
CuY Co

STP
cuY Co
Rocky Rvr

CuY Co
Watlk
STP
CuY Co
Watlk

BIKEWAY ELEMENT

83

«++FOR INFORMATION ONLY

15

2480
620

2080
520

2400
oo
300

2640
330
3o

exempt

analyzed

analyzed

exempt

analyzed

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS
C - SFY 1999

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

READINESS
C - SFY 1998




NORTHEAST OHIO AREBAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND Sry 2000
EIGHWAY AND BIXKEWAY ELENENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE oOF (2 B e e T e R s PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
CUY HILLSIDE RD Widen Lanes & 13991 [+ STP 4432 4432 exempt
............................. Reconstruct CcuY CO 554 554
Hillside RA: Seven Hills, Svn Hlls 277 277
Indepsndence 2.40 Niles Indpnc 277 277
Broadview Rd to BrecksvillerRa | (b 0 | |eeeeemcaun-
5540
CUY HILLSIDE RD Bridge Replacement 9700 c BRF 1040 1040 exempt READINESS:
.................................. STP 560 560 C - SPY 2000
Hillside Rd: Valley View Cuy co 400 400
Over the Ohio Canal 0.20 M42¢ | 1 v |eeemmanaa
2000
CUY HILLSIDE RD Reconstruct and 12500 RW |Indpnc 275 275 sxempt
---------------------------------- Widen Lanes STP 225 225
Hillside Rd: Indepandence 12500 c {sTP 2120 2120
Brecksville Rd to B&O RR 1.30 Miles Indpnc 530 530
3150
CUY HOWE RD (PHASE I) Reconstruction RW |[Strngs 8 8 exsmpt
.................................. c STP 3ol 30
Hows Rd: Strongsville strngs 75 75
Pomeroy Blvd to 200°' South 0.2 v20¢ ) X ¥ 0 0 A Jeecesccceca
ot Shurmer Rd (Phase I) 384
CUY HOWE RD (PHASE II) Raconstruction RW [Strngs 20 20 exempt
---------------------------------- c |sTp 783 783
Howe Rd: Strongsville strngs 196 196
200* S of Shurmer Rd to o.77M2¢ v 0 AV (eeeeenmnen-
200°* B8 of Drake Rd (Phase II) 999
CUY JACKSON RD/WILSON MILLS RD Slide Repair RW |CUY CO 6 6 sxempt
---------------------------------- Mrlnd H1l1l 3 3
Jackson Rd: Moreland Hills Gates Mil 3 3
B of SOM Center Rd; and 0.20 Mile o STP 560 560
Wilson Millas Rd: Gates Mills cuY Co 720 10
W of Chagrin River Mrlnd Hll 40 40
Gates Mil 40 40
722

84



Sorted by County - Routs -

Lakewood Hts Blvd: Lakewood,
Cleveland

Including 2 Bridges

Over Conrail and Berea Rd

CUY LEE RD (MAPLE HTS)

Lee Rd: Maple Hts
Broadway Ave to IR 480

CUY LIBERTY RD
Liberty Rd: Solomn
Bainbridge Rd to Pettibone Rd

CUY MASTICK RD
Mastick Rd: Fairview Park
Brookpark Rd to Valley Pkwy

CUY MEMPHIS AVE
Memphis Ave: Cleveland, Brooklyn
Ridge Ra to Pearl Rd

Miles Rd: Bedford Hts,
Warrensville Hts, N Randall
Northfield Rd to Green Rd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
MI

LENGTH IN LES

Bridge Repair
2 Bridges
1.50 ¥iles

Reconstruction
0.90 Nile

Lane Widening &
Reconstruction

1.65 Miles

Rehabilitation &
Slide Repair

1.80 Miles

Lane Widening and
Reconstruction

1.52 Miles

Rehabilitation

0.50 Mile

WORK

8541

5272

5272

11411

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BRYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

sTP
cuY co
Map Ht

STP
Solon

STP

rFrvw Prk

Brooklyn

STP

cuy co

N Rndll
Bdfrd Hts
Warr Hts

85
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2400
300
300

1280
320

4000
600
400

38
25

4480
560
448
112

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS:
C - SFY 1999

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1937
C - SFY 1998

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1995

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1997
C - SFY 1999

READINESS:
C - SPY 1999

07/03/96




Sorted by County - Route -

Miles Rd: Bentleyvillas,
Moxsland Hills
Bentleyville Rd to N Fork Rd

CUY MONTICELLO BLVD

Monticelle Blvd: S Euclid
Bridge Over Euclid Creek

Ridge RA: Parma
Pearl Rd to Brookpark Rd

CUY ROCKCLIFF LANE BIKEWAY

Rockcliffe Lane Connector:
Cleveland Metropark System
Along Rockcliff Lane from
Rockcliff Rd to Valley Parkway
in the Metropark

CUY S WOODLAND RD

S Woodland Rd: Pepper Pike
Pepper Pike WCL to Pinetree Rd

CUY SHAKER BLVD

Shaker Blvd: Pepper Pike
Pepper Pike WCL to Pepper Pike ECL

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

S1ide Repair

Replace Drainage
System and Patch'g

0.26

Rehabilitation

0.40 Mile

Construct Bikeway

0.45 Mile

Rehabilitation

2.52 Miles

Rehabilitation

2.49 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK
11434 c
[of
RW
[+
5293 c
c
[

NORTHEAST OHIO ARBAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

CUY co
Batlyvlle

sSTP
Cuy Co

s/sTp

STP
Pppr Pk

STP
Pppr Pk

ESTIMATED COST ( X

$1000 )

400
100

600

817
204

666
167

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

axempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS:
C ~ SFY 1999

Program
Amendment
in sPY 1994

86



Sorted by County - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

smith Rd (CR 64): Brook Park
Snow Rd to Brookpark Ra

Snow Rd: Brook Park
At B&O RR W of W 130th St

CUY SNOW/ROCKSIDE RD

Snow/Rockside Rd: Parma

Seven Hills, Independence
Broadview Rd to Brecksville Rd
IN CONJUNCTION WITH

IR 77 - 8.37: (ODOT 12)
Indepesndencs

IR 77 & Rockside Rd Interchangs

Spragus RA:; Parma, N Royalton,
Strongsville, Middleburg Hts
Pearl Rd to York Rd

y Rd: Besdford,
Maple Hts
Mapls Hts WCL to W Grace St

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Rehabilitation

1.10 Miles

Railroad
Grade Separation

0.42 Mile

Widen, Add LT Ln,
Sgnls, Modifty Itchg
Ramps

3.20 Miles

0.01 Mile

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Reconstruct

3.00 Miles

Reconstruction

2.00 Miles

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
RIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORMATION ONLY

DATE: 07/03/96

:::g;lb SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
or o] T R L R
--------------------------- PROJECT
WORK FUNDS A INFORMATION
15331 [+ STP 960 960 exempt Program
€UY Co 120 120 A-:gdlont
Brk Pk 120 120 in SFY 1954
1200
5251 RW |Brk Pk 40 40 amp
5251 c sSTP 2849 2848 b t
Brk Pk 712 712
3600
5248 c STP 9200 9200 analyzed READINESS:
cUY CO 2400 2400 Y C - SFY 1999
NH 13150 13150
CMAQ 9500 %00
0DoT 150 150
14000
5243 RW |STP 200 200 analyzed
€Uy Cco 86 86 o
Midbg Ht 49 49
Strngs 49 49
Parma 34 34
N Roy 34 34
5243 C STP 7268 7268
CUY Co 428 428
Midbg Ht 248 248
sStrngs 248 244d
Parma 179 179
N Roy 179 179
9002
11409 c STP 3680 3680 axempt READINESS:
CUY Cco 460 460 C - SPY 2000
Bedfrd 254 254
Maple Hts 206 206
4600

87



Sorted by County - Route - Section

PROJ-ID
PROJECT DRSCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE Or
LENGTH IN MILES WORK
CUY VAN EPPS RD Reconstruction [o4
Van Epps RA: Brooklyn Hts
Brooklyn Hts WCL to NCL 0.80 Mile
cuUY W 3rD ST Bridge Rehab & 5511 [«
---------------------------------- Reconstruction
W 3rd St: Claveland
Lift Bridge over Cuyahoga River 0.04 Mile
S of Eagls Ave Viaduct
CUY W 44TH ST Bridge Rehab & 210134 RW
---------------------------------- Reconstruction 10134 [+
W 44th St: Cleveland
Over N&W and GCRTA 0.03 Mile
CUY W 53RD ST Bridge Rehab & 7003 RW
---------------------------------- Reconstruction
W 53rd St: Cleveland
Over N&W and GCRTA 0.03 Mile
CUY W T74TH Bridge Rehab & 10135 RW
-------------- Reconstruction 10135 [«
W 74th St: 1
Over N&W RR and GCRTA 0.03 Mile
CUY W 77TH ST Bridge Rehab & 7004 RW
-------------- Reconstruction
W 77th St: 1 7004 c
Over N&W RR and GCRTA 0.03 Nile
CUY W 140TH ST Repair & Resurface 11937 [+
W 140th St: Cleveland
Puritas Ave to Lakewood Hts Blvd 2.60 Miles

NORTHEAST OHIO AREANIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

STP
Brkln Hts

BRF
Cleve

Clave
BEF
Cleve

Cleve

Cleve
BHO
Cleve

Cleve
BRO
BHO
Cleve

STP
CUY co
Cleve

88
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DATE: 07/03/96
------------------------------------- PROJECT
AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
1200 1200 ;;;;;; ------------------------------
o0 300
1500
6400 6400 exempt
1600 1600
8000
. 40 40 exempt READINESS:
1200 1200 RW - SFY 2001
300 300 C -~ SFY 2001
1540
50 50 exempt
50
20 20 exempt
800 800
200 200
1020
20 20 sxempt
1040 1040
260 260
1320
1600 1600 exempt
200 200
200 200
2000



NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route ~ Section DATE: 07/03/96
"""" PROJ- ID SGURCE
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF or PROJECT
LENGTH IN NILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
- C\IY-"-R 150TH ST Widen Lanes & 13366 RW {CUY CO 3 3 exempt
--------------------------------- Rehabilitate Clave 3 3
W 150th St: Clsveland 13366 c STP 4000 4000
Brookpark Rd to Puritas Ave 1.30 Miles cuy co 500 500
Clave 500 500
5006
CUY W 150TH ST Rehabilitation 11406 RW {CUY CO 3 3 exempt
.................................. Cleve 3 3
W 150th St: Cleveland 11406 Cc |STP 1360 1360
Puritas Ave to Lorain Rd 1.70 Miles <oy co 170 170
Cleve 170 170
1706
CUY W 220TH ST Reconstruction 10896 RW |CUY CO S 5 exampt READINESS :
.................................. 10896 [+ STP 2240 2240 RW - SFY 1998
W 220th St: Fairview Park cuy co 560 560 C - SFY 1999
Brookpark Rd to Lorain Rd 1.20 Miles |  r v ¥ vt e
2805
CUY WAGAR RD Reconstruction 9672 RW |CUY CO 5 5 exempt READINESS:
---------------------------------- 9672 c sTP 2396 2396 RW - SFY 1997
Wagar Rd: Rocky River cuYy co 599 599 C - SPY 1998
Center Ridge Rd to Lake Rd 1.45 Midles {4 0 1 e
3000
CUY WALLINGS RD Add Turning Lane & c STP 4800 4800 axempt
.................................. Reconstruct Bdvw Hts 1200 1200
Wallings R4: Broadview Hts ¢ }v . 4 g Jeceeceeun.
IR 77 to Broadview Rd 2.00 Miles 6000
CUY WARNER RD Widen Lanes & 11408 RW CUY CO 3 3 exempt
---------------------------------- Rehabilitate V1ly Vw 3 3
Warner Rd: Valley View 11408 [+ STP 600 600
Granger Rd to Canal Rd 0.20 Mile CuY Co ‘78 75
Vily Vw 75 7S
756

89




Sorted by County - Route -

;;;;;n‘villu Center Rd:
Cleveland Hts, South Euclid
Cedar Rd to Mayfield Rd

CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD/NOBLE RD
Warrensville Ctr RA/Noble Rd:
Cleseland Hts, East Cleveland

§ Euclid

Mayfield R4 to Buclid Ave

CUY WESTWAY DR
Westway Dr: Rocky River
Wagar Rd to Hilliard Blvd

York Rd: North Royalton,
Parma
Sprague Rd to Pleasant Valley Rd

CUY US006-17.69

US 6 - 17.69: Claveland
Conrail RR Bridge over US 6,
0.52 Mi B of IR 90

Section

TYPE OF MORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Reconstruction

1.35 Niles

Rehabilitation

2.60 Miles

Rehabilitation

0.60 Mile

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Rehabilitate

0.90 Mile

Bridge Replacsment

1 Bridgse
0.38 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE Or
WORK

13181
13181

RW

PE

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT FPROGRAM BEYOND SPY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY RLEMENT ...FOR INFORNATION ONLY

Cleve Hts

STP

Cuy Co
Cleve Hts
E Cleve

S EBucl

STP
Cuy Co
Rocky Rvr

STP

cuUy co
Parma
N Ryltn
STP

cuYy co
Parma
N Ryltn

oDpoT

OoDOT

20

2376
297
198

10

280
3s

75
53

9
3400
425
361
64

480
120
3112
778

exempt

exempt

analyzed

exempt

DATR:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1996

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

07/03/96




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY KLEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF P A T T o T L T el PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION

TOTAL STATUS
CUY US006-28.16/LAK US006- 00.00 Add Lanes & 9246 RN |ODOT 215 215 analyzed HIGH EMPHASIS
----------------------------- Reconstruct 9246 C 10DOT 4700 4700 PROGRAM (HEP)
os & - 28.1600.00c ...ttt A 1 feermzzz--- 100% STATE
Richmond Hts, Willoughby Hills 1.08 Miles 4915
US 6 - SR 175 (Richmond Rd) to
Richmond Hts ECL
US 6 - Willoughby Hills WCL to
SR 84 (Bishop Rd)
CUY US006A-0.26 Replace 1 Bridge 11229 PE {ODOT 21§ 215 exempt Program
---------------------------------- 11229 c |s/sTP 920 920 Amendment
US 6A - 0.26: Rocky River ODOT 230 230 in SFY 1993
Railroad Bridge over US 6A ¢.2s Md¢e 0 00 qemmeee-e--

1365
CUY SR008-0.00 Widen Lanas & 13602 [+ STP 1800 1800 axempt
----------------------------- Reconstruct oDoT 450 450
SR 8 - 0.00: Walton H411s8  } ¢« ¢t bt Jeeeesece-=
Sagamors Rd to Forbes R4 1.42 Milas 2250
CUY SRO0B-4.06 Widen to Standard 13418 c NH 3280 3280 exempt Program
----------------------------- Lanes & Reconstruct oDoT 820 820 Amendment
SR 8 - 4.06: Bedford, (v A x|t rtzIzo=er in SPY 1994
Bedford Hts, Maple Hts 1.09 Miles 4100
Rockside RA to IR 480N
CUY SR010-0.00 Resurfacing 14200 [ S/STP 3394 3394 exempt
----------------------------- oDoT 848 848
SR 10 - 0.00: N Ol#gted | )} ot Jem==me=e==-
N Olmsted WCL to N Olmsted ECL 6.00 Miles 4242
CUY SR010-15.91 Bridge Replacement 11528 C |BRF 936 936 exempt Program
--------------------------------- oDoT 234 234 Amendment
SR 10 - 15.91: Cleveland i prddge ! 0 0 A Jrmem=m==o==-- in SPY 1993
Over GCRTA Tracks, located 0.03 Mile 1170
betwesn W 25th St and Columbus Rd

91



NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAN BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKENAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORMATION ONLY

Section DATE: 07/03/96

Sorted by County - Route -

PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |-c-eememcccemcccermmem e cmccscetreteenmcteccccaccscmemsv—ctesenecamcascsmccccann PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION

TOTAL STATUS
CUY SR014-5.21 Bridge Replacement 12828 PE |ODOT o | ;;; ..... ;;-p"-; ..... l-’;;;;;; --------------------
----------------------------- 12828 R¥W |ODOT 20 20 Amendment
SR 14 - 05.21: Cleveland 1 Bridge 12828 C |(NH 2104 2104 in SFPY 1994
Conrail RR Bridge over SR 14 0.03 Nile opoT 526 526
SE of Harvard Rd intersection | v v 4 ] Jeeeaencana-

3100
CUY SR014-6.28 Bridge Replacement 13182 PE [ODOT 80 80 exempt Program
----------------------------- 13182 c NH 1080 1080 Amandment
SR 14 - 6.28: Garfield Hts 1 Bridge 0DOT 270 270 in SFY 1994
Over Mill Creek, 0.13Mite 4 X 0 ¥ e
2.64 M1 W of SR 17 1430
CUY SR014-6.76 Bridge Replacement 13183 PE }ODOT " 200 200 exempt Program
............................. 13183 Cc NH 840 840 Amendment
SR 14 - 6.76: Garfield Heights 1 Bridge 0oDoT 210 210 in SrY 1994
Over Mill Creek o.13yMie 0 0 |eeeeeaaaa
(adjacent to Garfield Park), 1250
2.16 Mi W of SR 17
CUY SRO14E-0.08 Bridge Deck 13184 PE |ODOT 80 80 empt P
........... - P T Replacement 13184 [of S/STP 392 392 o A;:g:::nt
SR 14E - 0.08: Bedford 1 Bridgse oboT 98 98 in SFY 1994
Union St over Tinker's Cresk .23 M{de¢  } 0 b |eceecacaca
(adjacent to Bedford Reservation}, 570
0.08 Mi B8 of SR 14
COY SR017-13.50 Replace Bridge Deck 12033 PE |ODOT 140 140 exempt Pro:

gram

---------------------------------- 12033 C |s/sTP 680 680 Amendment
SR 17 - 13.50: Brooklyn Hts 1 Bridgs opoT 170 170 in SPY 1993
Schaaf Rd Bridge over SR 17 0.06 Mdte | 9 1 v 10t Jececee—aa-

930
CUY SR021-0.00 Tratfic Sigmal C |CMAQ 968 968 axempt
............................. Upgrade Brkavl 108 108
SR 21 - 0.00: Brecksville | ¢ ¢ 1 v 1 Jeememanaa-
SR 21 (Brecksville RA) and 1076
SR 82 (Royalton Rd)

92



Sorted by County - Route -

Aurora Rd: Solon
8R 91 to Solon ECL

CUY SR043-03.08

Aurora Rd: Solon
Cochran R4 to SR 91

CUY IR077-11.11

IR 77 - 11.11: Cuyahoga Hts
Conrail RR Bridge, Over IR 77,
0.32 ¥i B of Grant Ave

CUY IR077-11.69/11.71
IR 77 - 11.6%/11.71:
Cuyahoga Hta
Newburgh & South Shore

RR Bridges, Over IR 77,

0.26 and 0.28 Mi N of Grant Ave

CUY IR077-11.78/11.82

IR 77 - 11.78/11.82:

Cuyahoga Hts

Newburgh & South Shore

RR Bridges, over IR 77,

0.35 and 0.39 Ni N of Grant Ave

CUY IR077/US 422-15.18/00.84WS

IR 77/U8S 422 - 15.18/00.84:
Cleveland

IR 77 - EB US 422 to E 9th St
(including IR 77 over US 422 EB

and IR 90 WB ramp bridge
to IR 77 §B)

B 22nd St, B 14th St, E 9th St:E-1

Section

RORTEEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BRYOND SPY 2000

HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT

-+ FOR INFORMATION ONLY

DATE: 07/03/96

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Resurfacing &
Reconstruction

3.10 Miles

Resurfacing &
Reconstruction

1.85 Miles

Bridge
Replacament
1 Bridge
0.02 Nile

Replace 2 Bridges

0.02 Mile

2 Bridge
Replacemants
2 Bridges
0.04 Mile

Add Aux. SB Lane &

6 Bridges
0.75 Mile

&

Replace Dcks of 6 B

PROJ- 1D
PHASE OF
WORK
[+
c
13564 PB
13564 RW
13564 [of
13565 PE
13565 RW
13565 [+
13566 PE
13566 RW
13566 c
13568 PR
13568 RW
13568 [+

STP
Solon

IM
oDoT
opoT

opoT

IM
ODOT
oDOT

oDoT

IM
ODOT
oDoT

OoDOT

IM
OoDpoT

oDoT
b

ODOT

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- PROJECT
AQ INFORNATION
TOTAL STATUS
2800 2800 exempt
700 700
asoo
1920 1920 exempt
480 480
2400
828 828 exempt Program
92 92 Amendment
30 30 in SFY 19954
4770 4770
530 530
6250
450 450 axempt Program
50 50 Amendment
50 S0 in SFY 1994
2610 2610
290 290
3450
810 810 exempt Program
S0 90 Amendment
50 50 in Sry 1994
4770 4770
530 530
6250
284 284 sxempt Program
s 35 Amendment
32 32 in SFY 1994
50 50
9518 9518
1285 1285
1200 1200
12404
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Sorted by County - Route -

Section

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

DATE: 07/03/96

;;_;;-- 00.00: Strongsville
Lorain/Cuyahoga County Line
to US 42 (Pearl Rd)

CUY SR082-3.66

SR 82 - 3.66: Strongsville
0.12 i B of IR 71

to Strongsville ECL

CUY 5R082-4.23
SR 82 - 4.23: Strongsville
Royalton Rd over Rocky River
Rast Bridge

CUY SR082-4.87
SR 82 - 4.87: N Royalton
N Royalton WCL to State Rd

CUY SR082-08.16

SR 82 - 8.16: N Royalton,
Broadview Hts, Brecksville
SR 94 to 0.38 Mi of IR 77

CUY SR087-11.88/US422-11.22

SR 87/US 422 - 11.88/11.22: Beachw
Orange, Woodmere, Pepper Pike

IR 271 to Lander Rd (Lander Circle

CUY IR090-0.00

IR %0 - 0.00: Westlake

Add 1 lane in each direction
Lorain/Cuyahoga County Line to
0.26 M1 E of SR 252

(Includes Bridge Widening:

IR 90 - 0.45 (L & R)

Over Bradley R4 and

IR 90 - 2.49 (L & R)

Over Dover Center Rd)

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Add Lanes
& Reconstruct

2.24 Miles

Add Lanes
& Reconstruct

1.21 uiles

Widen Bridge to
4 Lanes

0.02 Nile

Add Lanes &
Reconstruct

3.29 Niles

Add Lanes &
Reconstruct

3.57 Miles

Add Lanes &
Reconstruct

1.51 Kiles

Add Lanes & Widen
4 Bridges

3.82 Miles

9222
9222

5557
5557

3005
9005

9223
9223

9445
9445

11738
11738

PE

24

SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
o] S R il R R L P PR
FUNDS

analyzed
opoT 7900 7%00
10300

oDoT 650 650 analyzed
ODOT 4750 4750
5400

oDOT 20 20 analyzed
oDoT 700 700
720

opoT 1750 31750 analyzed
opoT 12550 12550
14300

OoDOT 1900 1900 analyzed
OoDoT 13450 13450
15350

oDoT 800 800 analyzed
oDoT 8000 8000
8800

NH 720 720 analyzed
opoT 180 180
NH 4000 4000
OoDOT 1000 1000
5900

PROJECT
INFORNATION

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAX (HEP)
100% STATE

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAM (HEP)
100% STATE

Project
Amended
in SFY 1993

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAM (HEP)
100% STATE

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAM (HEP)
100% STATE

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAM (HEP)
100% STATE

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGEWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF L et e D e T PO PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS

CUY IR090-2.01 Replace 5 Bridge 12339 c |im 2745 2745 exempt Program
---------------------------------- Dacks oDoT 30s 30s Amendment
IR 90 - 2.01/3.03/6.21/6.48/8.49: s 9 %t eeeemaan in SFY 1993
Rocky River and Cleveland 0.21 Mile 3050
Replace S Bridge Decks over
Interstate

Cahoon, Canterbury, Wager,
Northview and W 159th

CUY IR090-15.24 Widening & 5178 PE |ODOT 150 150 exempt
.................................. Misc Improvements 9178 c ¥ 6525 6525
IR 90 - 15.24: Cleveland OoDOT 728 725
Innsrbelt Bridge Westbound 0.96 Mize | ¥ a0t 1 reeacaaaaa

7400
CUY SR091-0.00 . Widen to 4 Lanes & 7900 RW j{Solon 178 175 analyzed READINESS:
---------------------------------- Reconstruct STP 125 125 RN - SFY 1397
SR 91 - 0.00: Solon 7900 C |sTP 6080 6080 C - SFY 1899
SOM Center Rd 2.42 Miles ODOT 1520 1520
Solon S8CL to Baldwin®a } ¢ L | eeemaaaaas

7900
CUY SR091-3.40 Resurfacing 16204 Cc (sTP 304 304 exempt
---------------------------------- Solon 76 76
SR 51 - 3.40: Solon | A4 0 )y r} ecacaanaan
SOM Center Rd 1.89 Milas 3so

Maple Dr to Solon NCL

CUY SR174-2.137 Bridge Replacement 13185 PE |ODOT 290 290 exempt Program
13185 c S/sTP 1360 1360 Amendmant
1 Bridge oDpoT 340 340 in SFY 1994
Over Chagrin River, 0.1 #ile¢e 1 9t 0 %t vt ememaaaans
1.46 Mi N of US 322 1990
CUOY SR175-0.32 Construct Grade 11230 RW |Ss/sTP 40 40 exampt
---------------------------------- Separation on Neaw 0DoT 10 10
SR 175 - 0.32/0.56: Solon Alignment 11230 o4 s/stp 3120 3120
Under Conrail between 0.46 Nile oDoT 780 780
Solon WCL and Braipaxd a {0 | b {eeecmeman-
3950
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVENENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIXEWAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORNATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF oA R L L LT T I PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS A INFORMATION

cuY SR175-2.01 Reconstruct & Widen 11042 RW jopoT 200 200 analyzed

---------------------------------- to ¢ and 5 Lanes 11042 c 8/STP 24860 2480

SR 175 - 2.01: Warrensville Hts, oDoT 620 620

Miles Rd to Emery Rd 0.3 wite (0 Jeeeeeeana.

{SECTION 11) 3300

CUY SR175-3.15 Reconstruct & Widen 11035 RW {0ODOT 100 100 analyzed

---------------------------------- to 4 and 5 Lanes 11035 C |S/sTP 2160 2160

SR 175 - 3.15: Warrensville Hts, QDOT 540 540

H'ghland Hills 0.52 yilte 0 v 4 el

0.25 Mi N of IR 271 to Harvard R4 2800

{SECTION SA)

CUY SR175-31.66 Reconstruct & Widen 11041 RW {ODOT 150 150 analyzed

---------------------------------- to 4 and 5 Lanes 11041 C |s/sTP 2840 2840

SR 175 - 3.66: Beachwood,’ STP 1400 1400

Warrenaville Hts, Highland Hills 2.17 Miles oDOoT 710 710

(Harvard Rd from 0.4 Mi W of CuY Co 175 178

SR 175 to SR 175 and Bchwod 100 100

SR 175 from 0.1 Mi S of Harvard Rd Hgld Hlls 75 75

to Chagrin Bvay | 0 0 Jececmmnenn

SECTION 10 5450

CUY SR175-07.38 Traffic Signal c CMAQ 644 644 exempt

----------------------------- Upgrade Lyndhurst 72 72

SR 175 - 7.38: Lyndhurst ¢ Vb L,

SR 175 and Brainard Rd 716

CUY SR175-10.98 Add Lanes 6504 RW |ODOT 650 650 analyzed HIGH EMPHASIS

----------------------------- & Reconstruct 6504 (o opoT 7000 7000 PROGRAN (HEP)

SR 175 - 10.98: Richmond Heights | | ¢+ v (b e 100% STATE

Highland Rd to Horizom Dr 1.23 Miles 7650

CUY SR175-12.21 Add Lanes & 14171 RW |(ODOT 70¢ 700 analyzed

----------------------------- Reconstruct 14171 [+4 oDoT 7500 7500

SR 175 - 12.21: Richwomnd ®H¢s, | V. .|t 4 0 | haeaiaas

Euclid 1.32 Kiles 8200

Horizon Dr to Euclid Ave
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gSorted by County - Route -

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CUY SR176F-12.61

SR 176F - 12.61: Cleveland
Denison over Jennings Frseway

CUY SR252-8.04
SR 252 - B.04: Vestlake
Hilliard Blvd to Westlake NCL

CUY SR252-9.13

SR 252 - 9.13: Bay Villaga
Columbia Rd

N & WRR to US § (Lake RA4)

CUY IR271-0.54

IR 271 - 0.54: Oakwood Village
Alexander Rd, over IR 271,
0.52 X1 N of IR 480

CUY IR271/IR480-3.57/25.10

IR 271/IR 480 - 3.57/25.10:
Bedford Hts, Warrenaville Hts

IR 271; 0.10 Mi S of Coluxmbus Rd
to 0.06 M{ 8 of Emery Rd

IR 480: 0.07 M1 E of SR 17

to IR 271

CUY IR271-6.04

IR 271 - 6.04: Warrensville Hts,
Bsachwood, Pepper Pike, Orange
0.06 Mi S of Emery R4 to

0.19 Mi N of Fairmount Blvd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTHE IN MILES

Bridge Deck
Replacement

1
0.02 Mile

Widen to 4 Lanes
& Reconstruct

0.99 Nila

Rehabilitation and
Culvert Replacement

0.60 Mila

Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.01 Nile

Upgrade & Resurface

3.76 Miles

Upgrade & Resurface

3,88 Miles

PROJ-ID

PHASE OoF

WORK
12075 PE
12075 c
9628 RW
96128 [

[

13186 PE
13186 c
12995 [
12996 [

NORTHEAST OBIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000

HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT

oDoT

opoT

STP
OoDOT

oDoT

opoTr

IM
oDoT

e
opoT

97

«+POR INFORMATION ONLY

ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )

370
1840
960

1232
308

360
1881
209

2925
3as

3015
335

analyzed

exempt

exempt

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

in SFY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SPY 199§

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1954

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994

Program
Amsndment
in 8FY 1954




Sorted by County - Route - Section

IR 271 - 6.53: Besachwood,
Warrensville Hts, Orange

New Interchange at Harvard Rd
(including widening of Harvard Rd
from SR 175 to IR 271)

{SBCTION 7}

CUY IR271-9.92

IR 271 - 9.92: Beachwood,

Pepper Pike, Lyndhurst, Mayfield H
Mayfield, Highland Hts

0.19 Mi N of Fairmount Blvd

to the Cuyahoga County Line

CUY IR271-13.15

CUY US322-12.50

IR 271/US 322 - 13.15/12.50:
Mayfield Heights

Repair and Resurface US 322 from
Lander Rd to IR 271

Widen and Reconstruct from

IR 271 to Mayfiaeld Hts ECL
(includes widening SR 91 Intersect
and modifying interchange)

CUY IR271-14.49

IR 271 - 14.49(L&R): Mayfield
village and Highland Hts
Over Wilson Mills Rd

CUY US422-0.78WS

US 422 - 0.78 ¥WS: Cleveland

Ramp (bridge) connecting
Eastbound US 422 to

Southbound IR 77, over US 422 (WB)}

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTHE IN MILES

Construct New
Interchange

1.33 Miles
0.57 Mile

Upgrade & Resurface

6.73 Miles

Widen, Rasconstruct
Modify Interchange

1.89 Miles

Replace Bridge Dack

0.49 Mile

Replace Bridge
Superstructure
1 Bridge

0.01 Mile

PROJ-ID

PHASE OF

WORK
9300 <
12997 [
12472 RW
12472 [
12343 [+
13188 c

NORTHEAST OHIO ARKAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BRYOND SPY 2000
BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

HIGHWAY AND

IM
oDoT

oDoT

opoT

I~
oDoT

IM
oDoT

98

5148
572

100
8080
2020

3690
410

675
78

analysed

exempt

analysed

exempt

exempt

DATE: 07/03/96

ESTINATED COST ( X $1000 )

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS: Ty
C - SFY 1999

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1994

Program
Amendment
in SPFY .993

Program
Amendment
in SPY 1994




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Saction DATE: 07/03/96
----------- PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 ) T

PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF e e e e e cmmmecccceeemacmemem—————— PROJECT

LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS

- CUY US422-9.96 Signal Upgrade ¢ |cMag 746 746 exempt Program T
----------------------------- (IVHS Technology) Bchwod 186 186 Amendment

US 422 - 9.96: Beachwood, | | |y T T . in SFY 1995

Highland Hills, Orange, Woodmere 2.27 Miles 932

Belvior Rd to Orangs Pl

CUY IR480-6.78 Upgrade, Resurfacae 12999 c I 5580 5580 exempt Program
----------------------------- & Bridge Repairs oDoT 620 620 Amendment
IR 480 - 6.78: Claeveland 14 Bridges | 9 0 00 e in SFY 1994
Rocky River Valley to 3.60 Niles 6200

0.16 Mi W of W 130th St
(includes repairs to 14 bridges)

GEA CHARDON VILLAGE SIGNALS Traffic Signal c CMAQ 540 540 exempt Program
Upgrade Chardon V 60 60 Amendment

Chardon Village 2 e e e e e e O in SPY 1996
Signals: Chardon Village 600
US 6 (Water St/Hambden St) and
SR 44 (Center 5t/Main St)
GEA CHERRY AVE Widen Lanes & [of STP 306 306 exampt
.................................. Resurface Chardon 77 71
Cherry Ave: Chardon bttt
SR 44 to US 6 0.17 Mile 383
GEA WILSON MILLS RD Reconstruction RW |Chardon 160 160 exempt
---------------------------------- STP 110 110
Wilson Mills Rd: Chardon o STP 3080 3080
Chardon SCL to US 6 0.85 Mile Chardon 770 770

4120
GEA 5R168-7.58 Replace Bridge 13483 PE |ODOT 70 70 exempt Program

13483 RW {ODOT 10 10 Amendment

SR 168 - 7.58: Burton Twp 1 Bridge 13483 [+ S/STP 320 320 in SFY 1994
Over the Cuyahoga River, 0.02 Mile opoT 80 80
8 of Burtomsc. | e

480

929



Sorted by County - Route - Section

US 322/SR 306 - 00.59/11.89
Chester Twp

2.16 Mi W of SR 306 to 0.30 Mi
E of SR 306

0.18 Ml S of 322 to 0.34 Mi

N of US 322

LAK E 288TH ST

E 288th St: Willowick
Worden Rd to SR 283

LAX ERIE RD
Bastlake
Lakeshore Blvd to Eastlake ECL

LAK HEISLEY RD

Heisley RA: Mentor

Jackson St to Hendricks Rd
(Proposed Grade Separations with
the CR & NS RRs and adding lanes
to the approaches)

(PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES STUDY
IS ACTIVR)

LAK JACKSON ST

Jackson St: Painesville
Painesvills WCL to State St

LAX METROPARKS GREENWAY BIKETRAIL
Lake Mestroparks Greenway Biketrail
Concord Twp, Paineaville

Along abandoned RW of B&O RR
Colburn Rd to Jackson St

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Reconstruct

0.52 Mile
2.46 Miles

Upgrade and
Reconstruct

0.52 Mile

Widen Lanes &
Reconstruct

1.05 Miles

RR Grade Separation

2.71 Miles

Repair and
Resurface

2.22 Niles

Construct
Bike Path

5.90 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

6485
6485

1527s

7895
7895

14110

10085

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO ARKAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMNATION ONLY

opoT

oDOT
8/8TP

STP
Willwk

Mentor
STP
Mentor

STP
Painvl

S/STP
LNS

816
204

141

2820
704

730
8000
2000

1194
299

2400
600

analyzed

exempt

exempt

axempt

exempt

axempt

DATR: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

READINESS:
RW - SFY 1998
C - SFY 1998

READINESS:
C - SFY 1998

100



NORTHEAST OHIO AREBANIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND Sry 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...YOR INFORKATION OMLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

PROJ-1ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF Lo D R D i et it T L R SR I - PROJECT
LENGTE IN MILKS WORK FUNDS AQ INFORMATION
LAK N MARGINAL RD Program
----------------------------- Amendment
N Marginal Rd: Willowick in SPY 1995
Intersection of N Marginal Rd 0.27 Mile 74
and Bayridge Blvd and Narginal Rd
from K 305th S5t to Bayridge Blvd
LAK VROOMAN RD Reconstruction & 5669 c STP 6384 6384 exempt READINESS:
---------------------------------- Relocation LAK CO 1596 1596 RN - SFY 1997
Vrooman Rd: Leroy Twp, Perry Twp 5669 AS |STP 120 120 AS & C - SFY 1998
IR 90 to SR 84 1.48 MNilew LAK CO 30 10
Includes Bridge over Grand R4Ver { (¢ ¢ [ 0 1t |eseeenneaa
(AS is an Archeclogical Study) 8110
LAK SR002-3.63/3.99/4.86/5.30 Replace Bridge Deck (12831 PE |NH 440 440 exempt Program
----------------------------- on 4 Twin Structures BHF 440 440 Amendment
SR 2 - 3.63/3.99/4.86/5.30: 8 Bridges oDoT 220 220 in SFY 1994
Eastlake, Willoughby 0.15 Mile 12831 RW |opoTt 10 10
Over Beidler Rd, SR 640, Erie Rd 12831 c |nNH 2516 2516
and the Chagrin River BHF 2516 2516
ODOT 1258 1258
7400
LAK SR002-0.31 Replace 3 Twin 13484 PE [NH 752 752 exempt Program
----------------------------- Bridge Decks ODOT 188 188 Amendment
SR 2 - 0.31/0.55/1.05 L&R: 3 Bridges 13484 RW |ODOT 10 10 in SFY 199¢
Wicklifte 0.09 Mile 13484 [ NH 4520 4520
Over Lloyd Rd, the Lloyd Rd OoDOT 1130 1130
connector Ramps (to SR 2) &apa | (.t (0] b |eeemeenan
and Worden Rd 6600
LAK SR002-1.80 Replace 2 Twin 13485 PE |ODOT 400 400 exempt Program
Bridge Dacks 13485 RW |ODOT 10 10 Amendment
SR 2 - 1.80/2.55 L&R: 2 Bridges 13485 c |mm 1952 1952 in SFY 1994
Willowick, Eastlake 0.75 Nile ODOT 488 488
Over K 305th St and X 337th 8¢t  { ¢ L > %t ¥ Jee-emac~==
2850
LAK 8R002-3.03 Rehabilitate 13190 PE |ODOT 100 100 exempt Program
----------------------------- Bridges 13190 RW |ODOT 10 10 Amendment
SR 2 - 3.03 L&R: Eastlake 2 Bridges 13190 c BHP 472 472 in SFY 1954
Over a stream, 0.19 Mi W of SR 91 {0.01 Nile oDpoT 118 118
700

101




Sorted by County - Route - Section

SR 2 - 4.51: Willoughby
Stevens Blvd over SR 2

LAK SR002-11.69

SR 2 - 11.69 L& Mentor
Over Heisley Creek

LAK US020-12.21
US 20 - 12.21: Painesville Twp
Mentor ECL to Fern Ave

LAK US020-17.40

US 20 - 17.40: Painesville Twp
Conrail RR Bridge Over US 20
1.0 Mi W of SR S35 (Nursery Rd)

LAK US020 - 18.40

US 20 - 18.40: Painesville,
Perry Twps

SR 535 cto Townline R4

LAK US020-24.98

US 20 - 24.98/27.71: Madison Twp
Townline RA to Ashtabula County
Line (includea Bridge Replacement
over Arcola Creek)

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.05 Nile

Rehabilitate Twin
Bridge

1 Bridge

0.02 Mile

Add LT Lane, Widen
& Reconstruct

2.18 Miles

Bridge Replacement

1 Bridge

Widen Lanes &
Reconstruct

6.58 Miles

Widen Lns, Rcnatrct
and and Replace

1 Bridge

5.43 Niles

PROJ-ID

PHASE or

WORK
10414 c
13486 PE
13486 RW
13486 c
8411 RW
8411 [+
12051 PE
12051 [of
6065 RW
6065 [
5135 RW
5135 [+

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELENENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

oboT
oDoT

oDoT

oDOT
ODOT

0DOT
S/STP
oboT

oDoT

ODOT
s/sTP

oDoT
oDoT

102

220

1016
254

50
5000

100
544
136

80
3600
1000

400

100
10800
2700

exempt

exempt

exampt

exempt

exempt

DATE:

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1954

HIGH EMPHASIS
PROGRAM (HEP)
1008 STATE

Program
Amendment
in SrY 1993

NON-NOACA
CORDON
PROJECT

NON-NOACA
CORDON
PROJECT

07/03/96




Sorted by County - Route -

IR 90 - 0.54: Willoughby Hills
at SR 84 Interchangs

SR 84 - 0.43: Willoughby Hills,
wWickliffe

US 6 to 0.25 Miles N of IR S0

LAK IR090-9.26

IR 90 - 9.26: Mentor(Interchange)
at SR 615 (0.38 Mile)

SR 615 - 1.83: Mentor (Widening)
IR 90 to SR 84 (0.99 Mile)

LAK IR050-26.87

IR 90 - 26.87: Madison
SR 528 Over IR 90

LAK SR283-0.043

SR 283 - 0.043: Willowick
Along Lakeshore Blvd, Vine St
and B 305th St

LAK SR283-09.43

Andrews Rd: Mentor-on-the-Laks
SR 615 to Mentor ECL

LAK SR615-0.00

SR 615 - 0.00: Kirtland

SR 615 - From Garfield Rd
intersection to the SR 306 &
Eisenhower Rd intersection
Kirtland-Chardon R4 - S of SR 615
(northward) to intersection of
SR 615 and Garfield Rd

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Modify Interchange
& Widen Bridge

1.13 Niles

New Interchange &
Widen to 4 Lanes

0.38 Mile
0.99 Mile

Replace Bridge Deck

1 Bridge
0.06 Mile

Signal Upgrade

Widen Lanes &
Resurface

1.65 Miles

Realign Roadways,
Relocate 1 Bridge

0.33 Miles

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY

SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVENENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
RK

9247 RW
9247 c
9331 RW
9331 c
12038 PE
12035 c
16353 c
14940 [+
16009 [

RIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INPORMATION ONLY

S/STP
oDOT
DPR

oDOoT

oDoT

oDoT

CMAQ
Willowick

M-o-t-L

STP
Kirtld

103

540
340
120
4700
2900
1500

100
639
71

3s5s
39

220,90
550

3363
841

analyzed

exempt

exempt

exampt

exempt

PROJECT

Project
Amended
in SFY 1993

Program
Amendment
in SFY 1993

Program
Amendnent
in SFY 19956

Program
Amendmant
in SFY 1995

in SFY 1996




Sorted by County - Route -

SR 615 - 1.18: Kirtland Hills
Chillicothe R4 to Kirtland Hills C

LAK SR615-2.82
SR 615 - 2.382:
SR 84 to US 20

LOR FERNDALRE AVE

Ferndale Ave: Sheffisld Lake
Harris Rd to Warwick Dr
Warwick Dr: Sheffield Lake
Ferndale Ave to Lake Rd

LOR CENTRAL LORAIN CORRIDOR
Central Lorain Corridor
{(Preliminary Development
Study under PID NO. 7567)

LOR COLORADO AVE (PHASE I)

Colorado Ave: Lorain
Bast Erie ave to Henderson Dr
(Phase I)

LOR COOPER FOSTER PARK RD (PT I )

r Park Rd:
Amherst, Amherst Twp
SR 58 to Oberlin Ave

Lorain,

Section

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Upgrade, Rcnstrct &
MNodify Intersection

0.95 Nile

Widen to 4 Lanes
& Reconstruct

0.50 Mile

Resurfacing

1.51 Miles

New Construction

Widen and
Reconstruct

0.85 Mile

Widen to 4 Lanes &
Resurface

1.26 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

9332
9332

8844
8844

7466
7466

RW

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN BEYOND SFY 2000

HIGHWAY AND BIXKEWAY RLEMENT

oDOT
S/STP
oboT

STP
Shefld Lk

oDoT

Lorain
sTP
Lorain

Lorain
STP
STP
Lorain

...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

200
1440
360

5251
1313

45000
15000

3o
1752
438

120

1832
458

analyzed

exempt

analyzed

analyzed

PROJECT
INPORNATION

Program
Amendment
in SFPY 1994
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Sorted by County - Route - Section

Cooper Fos
Oberlin Ave to South Broadway

LOR E BRIDGE ST

E Bridge St: Elyria
Conrail RR Bridge
over E Bridgs St

LOR B BROAD ST

E Broad St: ERlyria
E River St to 432' E of SR 57

LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY (PH II)

Elyria Industrial Parkway:
Extend Pkwy W to Murray Ridge Rd
(Phase II)

LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY(PH III)
Elyria Industrial Parkway: Elyrias
Murray Ridge To West Ridge R4
(Phase 1II)

LOR FRENCH CREEK RD

French Creek Rd: Sheffield Village
East River R4 to Sheffield ECL

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IN MILES

Widen to ¢ Lanes &
Resurface

1.72 Miles

Replace RR Bridge

0.15 Mile

Wdn to 4 Lns w/ Trn
Lans at Key Intrsctn

1.15 Niles

Construction of
4 Lane Pacility

0.90 Mile

New Comstruction

0.72 Mile

Widen Lanes, Rehab
& Reasurface

1.99 Miles

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK
7467 RW
7467 [
Cc
6170 RW
6170 c
3938 c
PE
o
128490 c

NORTHEAST OHYO ARERAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
BIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORMATION ONLY

STP
Lorain

BRF
Elyria

Elyria
STP
STP
Elyria

sTP
Elyria

STP
Elyria
STP
Elyria

sSTP
Sheffield

1800
450

ETT

313
3282
821

1944
486

150

1440
360

380
s

analyzed

axempt

analyzed

analyzed

analyzed

exempt

DATR: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION

Program
Amendment
in SPFPY 1995

Project
Amended
in SFY 1993

Project
Amended
in SPY 1993
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NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SPY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORMATION ONLY

106

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATR: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE RSTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF Lo R PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILRS WORK FUNDS A INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS

RIS RD Resurfacin STP 60 60 exempt
LOR EARRIS D 9 Shef1d Lk 15 15 -
Harris Rd: Shetfield Lé#ke | v+ 0 X 0 A0 b Jeeecernceaa
Lake Rd to Oster Rd 0.80 Mile 75
LOR ISLAND RD Widen Lanes and 16320 STP 532 532 exempt Program
----------------------------- Rehabilitate LOR CO 133 133 Amendment
Island Rd (CR $8): Batomn ™»p .+ (.t b feescccan-a in SFY 1995
SR 82 to N Ridgeville SCL 2.63 Miles 665
LOR LEAR NAGLE RD Widen Lanes & 16319 STP 31125 1125 exempt
---------------------------------- Rehabilitate R Rdgvl o0 300
Lear Nagle Rd: North Ridgeville BRF 75 75
Lorain R4 to Center Ridge Rd 1.2 ®iltes | A 0 % ¥ A Jecaaeavecan

1500

LOR PARK ST/GRAFTON RD Reconstruction 12838 STP 1292 1292 exampt READINESS :
-------------------------- Oberln 323 323 ¢ - SPY 1998
Grafton St: Oberl4n | 0t 0 1 eemeaaaaaa
Park St to Oberlin ECL 0.95 Mile 1615
ECL W to Park St
Park 5t: Oberlin
Grafton St to Loraim St
LOR RUSSIA RD Widen Lanes & 16332 sTP 478 478 exempt Program
----------------------------- Rehabilitate LOR €O 119 119 Amendment
Russia Rd (CR 57): Henrdetta Twp, | ¢+ . ¢ (b feaaaaa in SPY 1995
S Amherst and Russia Twp 3.10 Miles 597
Baumhart Rd to SR 58
LOR SPRAGUE RD Widen Lanes & 15559 sTP 734 734 exempt Program
----------------------------- Resurface LOR CO 183 183 Amendment
Spragus Rd (CR 10): Columbia TWQO, | (¢ A b in SFY 1995
Eaton Twp, N Ridgevillas 3.82 Miles 917
Olmsted Twp and Olmsted Palla
Root Rd to Columbia W River RdA




NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Routs - DATE: 07/03/96
PROJ-ID SOURCE ESTIMATED COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DRSCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF [ D L i Lt T R e L L e e e e T PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK TONDS AQ INFORMATION
TOTAL STATUS
LOR TOWER BLVD (PHASE I) Extension on New 7311 o] STP 1296 1296 analyzed
---------------------------------- Alignment Lorain 324 324
Tower Bivd: Loxrain |~ 7S 9 x4 t  (esceece-a-
Falbo Ave to Elyria Ave (Phase I) 0.71 Nile 1620
LOR TOWER BLVD (PHASE II) Niden to 4 Lanes & RW |Lorain 345 345
---------------------------------- New Construction STP 295 295
Tower Blvd: Lorain c sTP 1852 1852
Elyria Ave East to SR 57 (Phase II [2.09 Miles Lorain 163 463
2958
LOR WALKER RD Resurfacing c STP 288 288 sxempt
---------------------------------- Avn Lk 72 72
Walker Rd: Avon Lake e e S bt dahds
Avon Lake WCL to Jaycox Rd 4.00 Miles 360
LOR SR002-7.97 Preliminary 7129 PE |NH 2172 2172 exempt PROJ-ID Number
---------------------------------- Engineering Study oDoT 543 543 Subject to
SR 2 - 7.97/Ik %0 - 10.64: |  ~ ~~~ (A 0 Jeeeeseees Change
Brownhelm Twp, Amherst, 9.05 Miles 2715
Amherst Twp and Elyria
0.44 ML E of SR 58 to IR 90
SR 2 to Rlyria Corp Limit
LOR SR058-24.31 Inatall Traff Sigl c s/sTP 169 169 axempt
----------------------------- & Improve Access oDoT 42 42
SR 58 - 24.32 % meemeeeme.
Intersection of SR 58 & Kresge Dr 0.386 Kn 211
(along SR 58)
LOR SR083-10.28 PR Study ONLY 12378 PE (NH 3969 3969 sxempt
----------------------------- oDoT 993 993
SR 83 - 10.28: N Ridgeville, { | v 1 Yt 1 (me=e-=wec=s
Avon, Avon Lake 11.54 Milas 4962
SR 83 Corridor Study
0.50 Mi 8§ of SR 10 to US 6
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NORTHEAST OHIO ARKEAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLENENTAL TRANSPORTATION INPROVEMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
BIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...POR INFORMATION ONLY

Sorted by County - Route - Section DATE: 07/03/96

108

PROJ-1ID SOURCE ESTIMATRD COST ( X $1000 )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION TYPE OF WORK PHASE OF OF = |e-c-cemccccccrccccrremccececcccccccrotcrcer e e e st et cccmecccetceccnanea PROJECT
LENGTH IN MILES WORK FUNDS INFORMATION
LOR SR611-04.38 Widening and 4062 RW |NH 105 108 analyzed
---------------------------------- Reconstruction 0DOT 26 26
Colorado Ave: Lorain 4062 c NH 1120 1120
Henderson Dr to Lorain ECL 1.25 Miles ©oDoT 280 280
(Phage 1} b e
1531
LOP SR611-5.66 Reconstruction RN |Sheffield 175 175 analyzad
.................................. STP 125 125
SE 611 - 5.66: Sheffield C sTP 2546 2546
Sheffield WCL to Abbe Rd 2.80 Miles Sheffiasld 637 637
{ehase 1ry ..t -ttt 0 eemeenanas
3483
MED BOSTON RD Reconstruct & 4067 RW |STP 400 400 exempt READINESS :
~--- |Niden Lanes Brunsw 225 2258 RW - SFY 2000
Boston Rd: Brunswick, Strongsville Strags 225 225
Brunswick Hills Twp 2.67 Miles 4067 c STP 8198 a19s
Pearl RA to W 130th St Strags 7025 7025
Brunsw 820 820
Med Co 208 205
17098
MED MARKS RD Reconstruction RW [MED CO 20 20 exempt
.................................. [+ STP 1184 11384
Marks Rd (CR 22): Liverpool Twp, MED CO 296 296
Brunsawick Hills Twp .98 442¢ {94 0 feecerenanm-
SR 303 to Wegman Rd 1500
MED N CARPENTER RD Reconstruction 14821 RW [Brunsw 220 220 sxempt
---------------------------------- STP 170 170
N Carpenter Rd: Brunswick 14821 (o STP 3440 3440
0.06 Mi N of Center R4 2.12 Miles Brunsw 860 860
to Bogton 4 = ¢ 1 1 Qeeeaccoc--
46950
MED SR003 Conatruct Bike PR |Saville 51 51 axampt
---------------------------------- Path, Route, Lanes c Seville s1§ 51§
Saville Bikeway: Seville {1 1 deeacaeanaa
Various bikeway types along variou [4.65 Niles 566
streets and off-atrest locations




Sorted by County - Route - Section

SR 18 - 16.08: Granger Twp.
Sharon Twp

0.09 Mi E of Windfall Rd to
Medina Co Line

WAY/NED SR083-23.84

SR 83 - 23.48/0.00: Burbank,
Harrisville Twp

0.07 Mi S of Wayne/Medina Co Linas
to 1.00 Mi N of Wayne/Medina Co Li

TYPE OF WORK
LENGTH IM MILES

Reconstruct &
Add Turn Lane
5.05 Miles

Realign Curve,
Replace Bridge

1.07 Mile

PROJ-ID
PHASE OF
WORK

7463

7463

RW

NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVENMENT PROGRAM BEYOND SFY 2000
HIGHWAY AND BIKEWAY ELEMENT ...FOR INFORMATION ONLY

§/STP

opoT
BRF
S/STP

opoT
BRPF

109

37
13

404
234
153
.102

exempt

R: 07/03/96

PROJECT
INFORMATION




Il. TRANSIT ELEMENT (by Operator)
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TRANSIT ELEMENT (By Operator)
SFYs 1997-2000
Total Costs Programmed in Five County Area

07/09/96
Federal, State and Local Dollars by State Fiscal Year
' 4 Year
Operator 1997 1998 1999 2000 Total

GCRTA $217,979| $221,382| $226,135| $233,144, $898,640
Geauga County Transit 522 633 606 622 2,383
LAKETRAN 8,532 7,684 10,419 7,919 34,554
Lorain County Transit 2,407 2,146 2,614 2,795 9,962
LCT/SBS Transit Inc. 94 134 94 96 418
Medina County Transit 586 518 564 571 2,239
Brunswick Transit Alternative 593 233 634 234 1,694
Specialized Transportation Program 200 200 200 200 800
Grand Total | $230,913| $232,930| $241,266| $245,581| $950,690

Note: Gost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY
(GCRTA)

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet

STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 31,502 186,477 0 25,201 2,576 0
1998 29,783 191,599 0 23,825 986 0
1999 29,691 196,444 0 23,751 0 0
2000 30,807 202,337 0 24,645 0 0
TOTAL 121,783 776,857 0 97,422 3,562 0
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating | Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR| Expenditures | Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 186,477 45357 141,120 132,909 5,635 2,576
1998 191,599 45905| 145,694 139,073 5,635 986
1999 196,444 46,458| 149,986 144,351 5,635 0
2000 202,337 47,387| 154,950 149,315 5,635 0
TOTAL 776,857 185,107 591,750 565,648 22,540 3,562

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

Wheelchair Equipped Sowrce of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
Item! Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 7 [ 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Bus/Rail Spare Parts 186 X 148 19 19 1996 Spare Parts Suypport Program
2)| Replacement Fixed Route Buses 27 (X |X 8250 X 6,600 825 825 1996 Bus Improvement Program
3)|Passenger Shelters 150X 800 X 640 80 80 1990 Bus Passenger Sheiter Program Policy
4)|Purchase Computer Hardware/Software 500 X 400 50 50 1996 Computer Upgrade
5){ Transit Center (Construction—Westgate) 1.000{ X 800 100 100 1993 Transit 2010
6)| Communications Upgrade (Radio System) 1250 X 1,000 125 125 1996 Eq. Replacement/Radio Upgrade
1996 Needs Assessment
7)| Rail Station Rehabilitation 8,652 X 6,922 865 865 1977 Capital Needs |
(Construction—Brookpark) Toguchi Ovington Report
8)|Bridge Rehabilitation 1,958 X 1,566 196 196 1977 Capital Needs |
(Construction—Grand Avenue) CUT Right—of—Way and Bridge
9)iTrack Rehabilitation 1,368 X 1,094 137 137 1977 Capital Needs |
CUT Right—of -Way and Bridge Study

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! _ Formerly FTA Section 8 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 _ Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
DISCRETIONARY, RLEXIBLE, STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING PROGRAMS

NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

Construction—Triskett) 3

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation

tem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 '] 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title

1)| Replacement Fixed Route Buses 6 X X 2,039 X CMAQS® 1,631 204 204 1996 Bus Improvement Program

2){CNG Fueling Facility (Brooklyn) * 2,500 X CMAQS 2,000 250 250 1997 Facility Mcdifications for Clean Air Req.

3)|Bus Garage Rehabilitation (Partial — Funding for 3,000 X 2,400 300 300 1979 Caepital Needs I

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds

2
3
4
3

-~ Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
— Additional federal funds will be pursued to support GCRTA's bus garage rehabilitation program.
- Project contingent on NOACA Board approval
- Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to transfer to Section 5307 funds
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NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)

SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

(Construction — W. Park to Airport)

Wheelchair Equipped Sowrce of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation

ltemn Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:

No. Desciption of Impravement Qty. 5307 ' | 53097 Funding [ ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Bus/Rail Spare Parts 300 X 240 30 30 1996 Spare Parts Support Program
2)| Replacement Fixed Route Buses 36 (X (X 1143 X 9,148 1,144 1,144 1996 Bus improvement Program
3)| Fare Collection Equipment 200f X 160 20 20 1996 Fare Collection Bq. Upgrade Program
4) | Computer Hardware/Software 500 X 400 50 50 1996 Computer Equipment Upgrade
5)| Rail Station Rehabilitation (partial funding: 3,771 X 3,017 377 377 1977 Capital Needs !

Construction — Puritas) Touguchi—Ovington Report
6){ Track Rehabilitation 3,100 X 2,480 310 310 1977 Capital Needs |
CUT Right—of—Way and Bridge
7)| Signal System 5,437 X 4,349 544 544 1977 Capital Needs |

CUT Right—of—Way and Bridge

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds

2 . Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
DISCRETIONARY, FLEXIBLE, STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING PROGRAMS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

Wheelchair Equipped Sowrce of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
ftem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:

No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 '] 53007 Funding [ ODOT [ Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1){Replacement Fixed Route Buses * 6 (X IX 2089 X CMAQS 1,631 204 204 1996 Bus Improvement Program
2)|Bus Garage Rehabilitation (partial Funding for 3,000 X 2,400 300 300 1979 Capital Needs I

Construction ~ Triskett) 2
Note: Cost and funding vakues represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds

2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds

3 — Additional federal funds will be pursued to support GCRTA's bus garage rehabilitation program.

* - Project contingent on NOACA Board approval

% — Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to transfer to Section 5307 funds BARTAPL97. WK
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
temy Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in: B
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 53097 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)[Replacement Fixed Route Buses 28 |XI X 9,180 X 7.352 919 919 1996 Bus Improvement Program
2)| Fare Collection Equipment 400 X 320 40 40 1996 Fair Collection Equipment Upgrade
3){Passenger Shelters 150]X 850 X 680 85 85 1990 Bus Passenger Shelter Program Policy
4)|Computer Hardware/Software 700, X 560 70 70 1996 Computer Upgrade
5)| Transit Center (Design and Construction — Parma) 1,350 X 1,080 135 135 1993 Transit 2010
6)|Bridge Rehabilitation (Constr. — Holton, Euclid, 8,176 X 6,540 818 818 1977 Capital Needs |
McCurdy) CUT Right—of-Way and Bridge Study
7)|Track Rehabilitation 3,986 X 3,188 399 399 1977 Capital Needs |

CUT Right—of-Way and Bridge Study

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds BARTAPLS7.WK1
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCHTA)
DISCRETIONARY, FLEXIBLE, STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING PROGRAMS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Bxpansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem| Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' ] 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1){ Replacement Fixed Route Buses * 6 X [X 2,039 X CMAQS® 1,631 204 204 1996 Bus Improvement Program
2){Bus Garage Rehabilitation (Partial funding for 3,000 X 2,400 300 300 1979 Capital Needs 1l

Consfruction — Woodhill) 2

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
3 — Additional federal funds will be pursued to support GCRTA's bus garage rehabilitation program.
* — Project contingent on NOACA Board approval
3 - Funding sowrce contingent on NOACA Board approval to transfer to Section 5307 funds

BARTAPL97.WK1
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)

SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 5309° Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax [ Other | Year | Document Title
1){Bus/Rail Spare Parts (Including replacing car wash 2,500] X 2,000 250 250 1996 Spare Parts Sypport Program
at Central Rail)
2){ Replacement Fixed Route Buses 26 |X )é 9,000 X 7,200 900 900 1998 Bus Improvement Program
3)iPurchase Computer Hardware/Software 700 X 560 70 70 1996 Computer Upgrade
4)|Fare Collection Equipment 400, X 320 40 40 1996 Fair Collection Eq. Upgrade
5)|Transit Center (Design — Randall) 350f X 280 35 35 1993 Transit 2010
6}|Rail Station Rehabilitation (Construction — 9,082 X 7.266 908 908 1977 Capital Needs |
University Circle, E. 55th St. & E. 105th St. - Toguchi Ovington Report
Partial Funding)
7)|Bridge Rehabilitation (Construction —~ 2,136 X 1,708 214 214 1977 Capital Needs |
Ambler, Mayfield) CUT Right—of —Way and Bridge Study
8)| Track Rehabilitation 900 X 720 90 90 1977 Capital Needs |
CUT Right—of--Way and Bridge Study
9)|Green Road Madifications for ADA 700 X 560 70 70 1985 ADA Key Station Plan Update
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds B:ARTAPLY7.WK1
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
DISCRETIONARY, ALEXIBLE, STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING PROGRAMS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

| Wheelchair Equipped Source of
BExpansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
ftemn| Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 53077 | 5309° Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Bus Garage Rehabilitation (partial funding for 3,000 X 2,400 300 300 1979 Capital Needs |i
Construction — Woodhill) 2
2)| Replacement Fixed Route Buses * 6 X IX 2,039 CcMAQ® 1,631 204 204 1996 Bus Improvement Program

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 _ Formerly FTA Section 3 Formuta and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
3 _ Additional federal funds will be pursued to support GCRTA's bus garage rehabilitation program.
4 — Project contingent on NOACA Board approval
s

- Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to transfer to Section 5307 funds BARTAPLI?Z.WK1
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCRTA)
UNMET CAPITAL NEEDS
STATE FUNDS WILL BE PURSUED

FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Wheelchair Equipped Sowrce of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundi Amount of State Local Documentation
tem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 53092 Funding | ODOT [ Other | Tax [ Other | Year | Document Title
1){ Akron Commuter Rail 30,000 1993 Transit 2010
2)|1-2711-480 Park—n—Ride Lot 3.495 1990 Park—n-Ride Development Plan
3){1~77 Park—n—Ride Lot 3,000 1990 Peark—n—Ride Development Plan
4)|Viaduct Bridge 22,000 1977 Capital Needs |
CUT Right—of—Way and Bridge Study
5)|Martin Luther King Jr. (MLK) Street Bridge 1,520 1996 Bridge Replacement Program
6)|E. 103rd Street Bridge 1,350 1996 Bridge Replacement Program
7)| E. 121st StreetBridge 1.417 1996 Bridge Replacement Program
8)| Abby Street Bridge 1,437 1996 Bridge Replacement Program
9)|Broadway Street Bridge 2,265 1996 Bridge Replacement Program
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section § Formula Grant Program Funds
2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds BARTAPLY7.WK1
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GREATER CLEVELAND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (GCHTA)
UNMET CAPITAL NEEDS
FEDERAL FUNDS WILL BE PURSUED

FOR INFORMATION ONLY

Wheelchair Equipped
Expansion Total Source of Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Federal Amount of State Local Documentation
tern! Cost Funding Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of improvement Qty. FTA FHWA | Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Fixed Route Bus Replacements ' 185 57,820 46,256 11,564 1996 Bus Improvement Program
2)iBus Garage Rehabilitation 20,900 1979 Capital Needs {1
(Triskett, N. Olmsted, Woodhill)
3)| Rail Station Rehabilitation 10,677 1977 Capital Needs |
(W. 117th, Puritas — Partial, W. 65th and Toguchi Ovington Report
E. 105th — Partial)
4)| Euclid Corridor Improvement Project 210,000 1995 Transitional Analysis
5)|Berea Rail Extension 85,000 1974 Ten Year Development Program

Note: Cost and funding vakies represent $1,0005 and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

! _ Unmet capital need, as defined by GCATA; Federal funds will be pursued. Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval.
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SECTION 1

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

130

BACKGROUND

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a four-year planning document
required of Metropolitan Planning Organizationz (HPO) by the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA). The TIP contains a priority listing of
projects for which Federal funding will be requested.

GCRTA submits projects for the TIP to the region’s MPO, the Northeast Ohio
Areavide Coordinating Agency (NOACA). Upon approval, NOACA then adds them to
the region’s TIP, a priority listing that includes other transit, highway,
bridge, harbor, airport and bikevay projects.

For Authority purposes, the transit element of the TIP is a four-year inventory
of future capital and operating projects that the Authority vishes to undertake
vith Federal and State funds. Thus, the TIP is the source document for all
future GCRTA grant applications, and a transportation project must be included
in the TIP before it can become eligible for Federal or State funding
consideration. In GCRTA’s case, grant applications are sent directly to the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Ohio Department of Transportation
(0DoT).

It should be noted that GCRTA’s 1997-2000 TIP does not include all the
Authority’s needs. Federal requirements will only allowv projects for which
Federal funding is expected through authorization (formula Section 5307 and 5309
Rail or Bus Discretionary funds) or through the (predetermined) use of flexible
funds made available by transfer from the Federal Highwvay Administration.

Hence, GCRTA’s bus-related rehabilitation projects suffer. The FTA Section 5309
Discretionary Bus Modernization program has proven to be an unreliable funding
source that can not be used for immediate critical needs. In FFY 1996 the DOT
Appropriations Act earmarked all of the fiscal year 1996 Bus funds to specified
states and localities for bus and bus-related projects. No funds remain
available for discretionary allocation by the Pederal Transit Administrator.

GCRTA’s 1997-2000 TIP also includes an "Unmet Capital Needs" section. This
section of the TIP identifies major capital project needs beyond that listed in
the TIP tables. Once funds have been identified, unmet capital needs can be
moved to the fiscally-constrained TIP document.

CAPITAL PROGRAN

GCRTA Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) provides for the maintenance and
improvement of the Authority’s capital assets. This plan is composed of both
anticipated grant-funded projects (TIP) as vell as locally funded projects.
Capital assets are properties such as buses, rail cars, facilities, and
equipment, including the life of vhich extends over a period of years. Capital
improvement planning facilitates the process of maintaining these assets. It
provides a framework for scheduling improvements based on the availability of
resources, the condition of assets and the priorities between projects. With
the continuation of Transit 2010 projects, including the completion of the
Vaterfront Line and the beginning of the Euclid Corridor Project, the need for
increased debt financing 15 reflected in GCRTA‘s Capital Budget.
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GCRTA’s capital program priorities can be summarized as follows:

1. Rehabilitation
a. bus replacements
b. Viaduct and other GCRTA bridges
c. stations
d. garages

2. Suburban Passenger Facilitles
a. transit centers
b. park-n-ride lots

3. Euclid Corridor Improvement Project
4. Berea Extension
S. Canton-Akron-Cleveland Commuter Rail

The grant funding programs referenced in the TIP for capital and operating needs
are as follows:

Section 5307 Formula (FTA 9)

These formula funds, used for planning, capital and operating
purposes, are allocated to urbanized areas on the basis of
population, population density, fixed guideway route miles,
vehicle revenue miles passenger miles, and efficiency (measured by
the ratio of passenger miles to operating expenses). Operating
funds made available under this program are expected to be
eliminated, most likely by 1999.

Section 5309 Rail Modernmization Formula (FTA 3)

These formula funds are restricted to fixed guidewvay modernization
projects. The funds are used to rehabilitate existing transit
facilities and other capital improvements in rail and fixed

guidevays.
Section 5309 Discretionary Bus Modernization (FTA 3)

These funds can be granted for any capital project involving
bus-related improvements. Comsunication with members of Congress
and FTA is important. Historically, this has proven an unreliable
funding source. Congress has earmarked most or all of the
appropriated funds to specific projects, leaving few or no dollars
to FTA’s discretion. Hovever, vith the support of our
Congressional delegation, GCRTA has received earmarked Federal
funds for several years under this program.

Section 5309 Nev Starts (FTA 3)
These discretionary funds can be granted for nev rail transit or

busvay segments. In recemt years, only the projects earmarked by
Congrzu (including Dual Hub) have been funded under this program.
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Section 5307 funds made available by transfer (ISTEA Flexible Funds)

Vhen NOACA decides to use flexible funds (Surface Transportation
Program or Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Improvement Program
funds) for a GCRTA project, NOACA asks ODOT to ask the Federal
Highvay Administration to transfer the funds to the FTA Section 9
Program. FTA can then avard a grant to GCRTA. GCRTA has a seat
on the NOACA Governing Board and has been successful in seeking
flexible funds for transit projects.

ODOT Operating Assistance

The annual formula allocation GCRTA receives from ODOT is used to
match FTA Section 9 operating assistance. The amount of funds
received under this program is based on Federal funding source,
size of system, population and annual vehicle-miles of service.

ODOT Public Transportation Grant Program

This program can be used to pay up to half the non-Federal share
of FTA capital grants.

Local Capital Funds: Board Policy dictates that at least 10% of annual sales
tax proceeds by dedicated to capital improvements, primarily to use as the local
match on federally-funded projects. Any funds in excess of those needed for
matching requirements are used to support RTA Capital Fund Projects:

Routine Capital Projects - includes the purchase of vehicles,

equipment, and other items vhere the unit cost exceeds $1,000
and the useful life exceeds one year.

Asset Maintenance Projects - includes expenditures vhich maintain,
repair, rehabilitate, replace, or construct a capital asset. Normally,
asset maintenance projects are smaller in scope than grant-funded
projects.

Bond Issues: Occasionally, bonds are issued to support the capital program.
This is done when sales tax proceeds are insufficient to meet the 10X Board
Policy or vhen the magnitude and life expectancy of capital improvements varrant
bond financing. )

TRANSIT DEVELOPHENT

In an effort to redesign its services to better meet the changing travel needs
in Cuyahoga County, GCRTA is conducting a system-vide Comprehensive Operational
Analysis (COA). The COA, to be completed in the spring of 1996, vill be the
basis for a significant reallocation of operating resources to improve customer
service opportunities vithin fiscal constraints. Customers will also see
improvements in service from full compliance with the Americans Disabilities Act
(ADA) criteria for complementary paratransit, the introduction of comsunity
circulators and restoral of service over the rehabilitated Veterans Memorial
Bridge.

-3-



The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) mandates that GCRTA provide
complementary paratransit service to those persons vhose travel needs cannot be
met by the regular fixed-route bus and rail system. Through the phased
inplementation of Saturday, evening and late night services, GCRTA should reach
full compliance vith ADA service criteria by December 31, 1996.

Vhile most service development projects are now deferred as part of the COA
project, the following new services will begin in 1996:

Lee-Harvard Community Circulator

St. Clair-Superior Community Circulator
Vestlake Park-N-Ride service

Vaterfront Line

oo oo

In the late 1970‘s, GCRTA embarked upon an ongoing major capital investment
program to upgrade the entire transit system. This effort has included the
purchase of new transit buses, reconstruction of the Green and Blue rail lines
and stations, rehabilitation of the Red line and stations, construction of nev
rail and bus maintenance facilities, rehabilitation of bus garages, and
installation of nev passenger shelters.

GCRTA is continuing its program of passenger-related capital improvements. The
rehabilitation of existing bus garages, bus loops, and rail facilities is
ongoing. The formal Park-N-Ride lot program continues vith permanent Euclid
facility to be completed early 1997. The CSU Transit Center, originally
scheduled for construction in 1996, has been postponed. With the approval of a
Locally Preferred Alternative, Euclid Corridor Improvement Project, (ECIP) GCRTA
must re-evaluate the location of this transit center. This will be addressed in
an early phase of the ECIP’s preliminary engineering effort. The next tranmsit
center, to be developed in the City of Westlake, is scheduled for construction
in 1997.

SYSTEM EIPANSION

During development of its long-range plan, Transit 2010, GCRTA identified trends
in local demographics and the Greater Cleveland economy, vhich strongly
indicated a need for system expansion. Other public and private organizations
in Greater Cleveland have concerns about spravl and the urban environment.
Strategic alliances are being formed to support efforts to change development
patterns, and focusing growth, in a vay that relates efficiently to tranmsit.
The trend of population loss is no longer limited to a movement of people from
the City of Cleveland to the suburbs. Analyses of local travel patterns and
trip purposes show that markets exist for new bus service linking outlying
suburban communities and counties with activity centers, municipalities and
neighborhoods throughout Cuyahoga County.

To support system expansion, construction of the modern, efficlient Harvard Bus
Garage vas completed in 1995. This facility is strategically located near I-77
on Harvard Avenue in Nevburgh Heights and houses the largest natural gas
fueling station in North America.

Construction of GCRTA’‘s Waterfront Line to the Flats and North Coast Harbor will
provide rail service from the Tover City Rapid Transit Station to stores,
offices, entertainment district, Municipal Stadium, the Rock Hall of Fame and to
the nev Great Lakes Museum {scheduled to open in Summer 1996). This project is
funded with approximately $55 million, all non-federal funds. The Vaterfront
Line will play a key role in transporting people to and from special events for
the City of Cleveland’s bicentennial in 1996.
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SECTION 2

1997-2000 TRANSPORTATION INPROVENENT PROGRAX

See: GCRTA's program in the transit element of NOACA's TIP
which precedes the executive summary in section 1.
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SECTION 3

PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS
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BUS GARAGE REHABILITATION

RTA presently owns five operating garages: four fixed-route bus operating
garages (districts) and one paratransit operating garage. The four bus garages
vere built betveen 1895 and 1969 and are inadequate for the type of buses and
bus service that RTA now operates and is planning to operate.

RTA’s Rehabilitation Program for the four bus garages began in 1988, The
objective of this program is to rehabilitate each facility entirely, including
the surrounding site. Included in the work will be modifications and updating
in the areas of transportation offices, running maintenance, servicing (fueling,
vashing, cleaning), storage garages, nev equipment (bus fueling, cleaners and
bailers, bus washers, bus lifts, fluid dispensing systems, exhaust systems and
miscellaneous equipment), plumbing, HVAC systems, fire protection system,
electrical systems, lighting, site alterations, replacement of roof, exterior
and interior architectural additions and/or alternations, store room changes,
franchise tire areas, advertising work areas, and nev space for the Plant
Department and janitors. Energy efficiency and standardization of systems and
components shall be implemented to the extent possible.

Construction of the newv Harvard District garage was completed in 1995.
Construction of Hayden bus garage is scheduled to begin mid-1996. Triskett is
the next garage scheduled for rehabilitation, a design contract will be awarded
in 1996. Construction of Woodhill bus garage is scheduled for 2000.

The estimated cost (including CNG fueling facility) of the Bus Garage
Rehabilitation Program can be summarized as follows:

Triskett $ 16,000,000
Voodhill $ 12,900,000

GCRTA’s Bus Garage Rehabilitation funding needs beyond that eligible for
inclusion on the TIP, is contained in the "Unmet Capital Needs" section.
Approximately, $21 millon is needed to complete GCRTA’s bus garge rehailitation
program and to construct a nev facility for North Olmsted Bus Garage.

GCRTA vill continue to pursue Federal funds in support of this program. Once a
funding source(s) has been identified, projects from the "Unmet Capital Needs"
section can be included in the financially constrained TIP by amendment.

SUMMARY
ANMOUNT
YEAR PROGRAMNED
1997 Const. - Triskett $ 3,000,000
1998 Const. - Triskett 3,000,000
1999 Const. - Triskett 3,000,000
2000 Const. - Woodhill 3,000,000
$12,000,000
-18-



BUS INPROVEMENT PROGRAM

It is desirable in any bus fleet to retire buses as they reach the end of their
useful life. This vay, older buses that require correspondingly higher amounts
of maintenance effort and cost can be removed from service. By removing such
maintenance-intensive vehicles, the transit operator is able to operate more
efficiently.

Simultaneously, it is equally desirable to acquire nev buses at the same rate
the older buses are being retired. This way, more reliable and efficient
equipment, that is less costly to maintain, can be placed in service. This also
permits the overall fleet size to remain constant vhile reducing the average age
of same. The current fleet size is in line with garage capacity.

As of year-end 1995, GCRTA’s fixed route fleet consists of 785 buses with an
average age of seven years. Under GCRTA’s Bus Improvement Program, the overall
fleet size vill remain constant vhile reducing the average age to 5.6 years by
the year 2000.

GCRTA vill seek to replace between 30 and 80 coaches from its bus fleet every
year. This establishes a fleet where vehicle ages are more equally distributed,
equalizing the maintenance and replacement efforts over time.

Small Vehicles

Five small vehicles were ordered in 1996 for fixed-route services to ensure the
efficiency of RTA’s transit operations. These small vehicles would also be
suitable for community circulators called for in the Long Range Plan.

Call-A-Lift Bus Service

As outlined in RTA’s ADA Complementary Paratransit Plan, 1994 Update, this
service vill involve advance reservation of an accessible bus on a fixed route
for a specific trip. Fixed route buses will be utilized for this service, if

needed.

Alternate Fuel Vehicles

GCRTA currently operates 101 compressed natural gas buses. Clean air vehicles
have been acquired since 1993. Until more experience is documented in the
industry with other clean air alternatives for fuel, the compressed natural gas
vehicles will be acquired.

Articulated Vehicles

Although the current Ohio law prohibits the use of articulated buses, the law
may change. The primary motivation for the use of large capacity vehicles is to
improve transit productivity; that is, to move more people at a lower cost per
passenger mile.

~19-
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BUS IMPROVENENT PROGRAM (CONT’D)

Articulated Vehicles (cont’d)

Large capacity buses would be used to replace forty-foot buses one of two vayss:

1) Seat-for-seat replacement: maintain the same service capacity and
reduce labor costs, or

2) Bus-for-bus replacement: increase the service capacity without
increasing labor costs.

Over-the-Road Vehicles

These vehicles designed for inter-city and charter service, are sometimes used
for freevay flyer services between a downtown and a outlying park-n-ride lot.
Passengers may consider riding over-the-road vehicles more pleasant than driving
their own cars. These vehicles could be utilized to provide extremely
comfortable and convenient service. Alternatively, this kind of service could
be contracted out to operators who have over-the-road vehicles and use them for
veekend and midday charter service. This would eliminate the need for RTA to
make garage modifications necessary to maintain and store this type of vehicle.

As of 1995, a total of 20 suburban vehicles have been purchased. These vehicles
are used for park-n-ride service in addition to express suburban service.

Program Needs

Replacement of older buses is the Authority’s number one priority. Flexible
funds have been requested from the Northeast Ohio Areavide Coordinating Agency
(NOACA) to support GCRTA’s entire Bus Improvement Program. GCRTA’s Bus
replacement program meets the standard project criteria and emission reduction
analysis routines developed by the Department of Transportation. Additionally,
fixed route bus replacements have been programmed under Section 5307 in the
event that the entire program is not approved for use of flexible CMAQ funds.
Bus replacement needs beyond those programmed under Section 5307 and flexible to
date, are included in the unmet capital needs section of the TIP.

GCRTA Bus Replacement needs are as follows:

1997 1998 1999 2000 Total
# buses 67 105 77 74 323
unit cost $300,000 $310,000 $325,000 $335,000

total cost  §20,100,000 $32,550,000 $25,025,000 $24,790,000 $102,465,000
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BUS INPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CONT’D) COMMUNICATIONS AND COMPUTER EQUIPMENT

SUMMARY In 1985, the Authority implemented the initial phase of its effort to upgrade
its data processing systems. The furnishing and installing of a computer
hardvare system vas provided by Digital Equipment Corporation. Thereafter,

AMOUNT* conversion of programs was implemented and computer room modifications were
YEAR # OF VEHICLES PROGRAKNED made. In 1992, a long avaited computer softwvare upgrade began. The Authority‘s
— entire financial system, including grants accounting and reporting modules, have
1997 33 § 10,289,000 been replaced. Additionally, GCRTA will contract for the installation of a
1998 61 19,313,000 Maintenance and Materials Kanagement Information System which will also be
1999 62 20,454,000 instrumental in tracking federal operating and capital resources. Completion of
2000 26 9,000,000 this project is expected by 1997. Both of these systems are funded primarily
182 § 59,056,000 vith federal funds (OH-90-0068).
GCRTA vill develop a formal planning process for the Information
+ Represents amount previously approved and programmed by the NOACA Governing Systems Department. A strategic information systems plan vwill be
Board as of the FY 1996 TIP, in addition to funds programmed under Section developed to support the strategic initiatives in this area.

mul ram.
5307 Fo a Prog During this process, GCRTA will utilize Critical Success Factors
developed for Information Systems in Transit. They are:

BUS IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

0331706 Support key strategic business purposes of the transit agency
Establish appropriate organization structure for IS
31/98]  12/31/98]  12/31/00 Institute an agency-vide planning process
FLEET| YEAR]| 3/31/96] 6/30/96] 9/30/96] 12/31/96]  12/31/97] 12/, I[ - Eaploy a Systes Deyelopment mothodolomy (SDH)
''''' — 3978l " 78l T T 6 4 T Decentralize access to management tools
-g;-% *“:ggg - - ?3 ;’; 7? 67 Centralize control over the IS function
8300] 1984 57 16 4 4 - Use automation to facilitate future expansion
[ 8500f 1985 105, 105| 105 105 105 105 Initiate an automation/re-engineering process
8800] 1988 77 77 77 77 77 77 77 Perform cost/benefit analysis
8900 989 77 77 77 77 77 77} 77 77 Hove tovard software packages rather than custom development
9000 990 74 14 74 74 74 74 74 74 Avoid prototype solutions
9100 990 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 76 Use Computer-Aided System Engineering (CASE)
4700] 1991 21 21] 21 21 21 21 21 21 Higrate toward open architecture
9200 1992 58 58 58 58 58 58 58 58 Haximize integrated solutions
<9300 1994 B 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 Facilitate the use of data as a resource
400] 1994 65) 65) 65 65 65 65 65 65 Establish the use of data as a resource
*9500] 1995 15| 15| 15! 15| 15 15 16 15 Establish a Help Desk
9700] 1997 60 60 60 60 Implement a Disaster Recovery Plan
**4800] 1996 5 5 5 5 5
58001998 67 67 67 Details on exactly where GCRTA is in regards to these factors follows
99601959 105 105 this description. Budget information will be further documented as
2000] 2000 77 the architecture and program plan elements are refined.
Total 785 735 705 705 705 705 705 705
Average Age 865 836 807 7.96 7.76 7.02 5.96 5.64 The folloving communications equipment has been programmed:
mFmdllng Requirement Total Bus Traffic Control Base and Mobile Radio System Upgrade -
- # of Vehicles 67 105 77 74 323 Nev system vill use voice/digital transmissions that will
TUnit Cost 300,000] 310,000 325000 335,000 combine voice and data on the same channel, with display and
“Total - 20,100,000] 32,550,000] 25,025,000] 24,790,000} 102,465,000 feature enhancements on mobile units, and allov trunking
I betveen channels to facilitate minimizing voice conversations
[* Suburban - and delays due to voice conversations already on the channel.
= 29" Circulator These functions vill enhance service responsiveness
* Fleet Delivery Shown in Year Following Funding Requirement particularly during the special events and emergencies.
(Ex. Funding Requirement for 67 Buses in 1997 shown as 9800 Fleet)
-23-
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INFORMATION SYSTEMS

COMMUNICATIONS AND COMPUTER EQUIPMENT (CONT’D)

Bus Traffic Control Base (cont‘d) D::nh Aowas Sdndulii
Detabase Database Dstabase

Equipment will include interface to farebox and doors for

load factors, lift for 1lift use, GPS (Global Position
Satellite) receivers to permit accurate information on
schedule and up to date information for informing passengers .
(requires GPS/AVL option), and enhanced Emergency Alarm that
allovs Control Center to hear vhat is happening on the bus to Peoplesoft
aid in police response and reduce false alarms. This system Detabaso
vill include consoles, mobile radios and portable radios.

This project has been subdivided into several years. Exact Finencials
phasing is under discussion because of the size of annual
funding requests. A total six consoles, 950 mobile radios on
bus and supervisory vehicles, and 50 portable radios are include 1VAX
in the project with subsequent addition of 250 mobile and 50 2 ALPHAS

portable radios in various service functions. Usee Filos \\\\\\

DIGITAL
Cluster

PC Frissars:
(L]

Phagse I, funded under capital grant OH-90-X179, will consist of 20120
the purchase and installation of consoles, microwaves, base

stations, and related hardware and software. A needs assessment

and preparation of specifications will be completed in 1996. (Currenity being phased out)

RTA DATA NETWORK

SERVICES & TOPOGRAPHY

LAN/WAN

ETHERNET
10BASE-T

10BASE-5
10BASE-2

Phase II, partially funded under capital grant OH-90-X204 will
provide for the purchase of mobile units for buses and PC Files AT ORKS
supervisors; computers for interfacing with the radios and data & Server
inputs. They will replace existing mobile units which are no
longer manufactured and spare parts which are unavailable.
Estimated cost to complete Phase I and II: $4,100,000.

SUMNARY
ANOUNT
YEAR PROGRAMMED DIGITAL
Servens
1997 computer upgrade $ 500,000
communications system 1,250,000
$1,750,000
1998 computer equipment 500,000
1999 computer equipment 700,000
2000 computer equipment 700,000
$ 3,650,000
-24-
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NG FURLING AT BROOKLYN GARAGE

This project will design and install a complete CNG Fueling station at the
Brooklyn Garage capable of fueling approximately 100 buses in 8 hours. Current
RTA policy calls for all nev buses to be fueled by CNG. Vhen conversion is
completed, the Brooklyn Facility will not be usable for fleet maintenance unless
fueling capabilities for CNG buses are available. The estimated cost of this
project is $2,500,000.

Flexible funds have been programmed as follovs:

SUMMARY
YEAR ESTIMATED COST
1997 2,500,000
-26-
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PURCHASE AND INSTALL FARE COLLECTION EQUIPMENT

GCRTA Fare Collection Equipment has been updated to utilize more modern
technology. GCRTA buses, rail cars and stations have been equipped with a
registering farebox system that provides basic route-specific revenue and
ridership counting capability. Fares are nov automatically counted by each
farebox prior to transfer of monies to the main revenue collection facility.
This has eliminated labor costs formerly associated with manual revenue
counting. Another benefit of the new fareboxes is that ridership data is
accurately being reported, as GCRTA system ridership reports are nov prepared
directly from registering farebox reports.

GCRTA’s registering fareboxes are currently being upgraded with the newvest
magnetic card encoding/reading technology. The nev fare collection equipment
vill greatly increase the utility of GCRTA’s present fare collection system.
Along vith nev transit pass programs that GCRTA has implemented this will help
to strengthen the Authority’s revenue base through more frequent prepayment of
fares. Improved revenue flov and management is critical to GCRTA’s becoming a
more efficient urban mass transportation provider in coming years.

GCRTA has requested FTA funds under Section 5307, to demonstrate and evaluate a
nev technology (SmartCard) for providing customer convenience, revenue control,
and detailed ridership data. The demonstration will be conducted at the Tower
City rapid station and two other red line stations. A small group of riders
vill receive an incentive to participate in this evaluation and provide feedback
to GCRTA. This demonstration will begin in 1996.

SUMMARY

ANOUNT

YEAR PROGRAMNED
1998 $ 200,000
1999 400,000
2000 400,000
$1,000,000
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LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM ACCESSIBILITY

GCRTA light rail cars are equipped vith stanchions and grab rails,
slip-resistant flooring, improved interior lighting, public address system and
door-closing audible wvarning devices. Heavy rail cars are equipped vith these
same features as vell as vheelchair berthing positions with tie-downs. As GCRTA
Red Line heavy rail stations are rehabilitated, each will be made fully
accessible to disabled riders. To achieve accessibility as required under the
ADA, light rail vehicles will be equipped with car-borne fold-down (manual)
bridge plates that will both cover the cars existing center stairvell, and will
bridge the gap betveen the vehicle and the mini-high platform and ramp. These
platforms and ramps will be installed over the next 26 years at each of RTA’s
ten key light rail stations.

Under capital grant OH-03-0136, GCRTA avarded a contract in late-1994 to design
station modifications for key light rail stations. The first station to receive
ADA renovation for light rail is Tower City, which is to be renovated in 1996.
Modifications to the vehicles will be completed in 1996.

SUMMARY
AMOUNT
YEAR PROGRAMMED
2000 Green Road Construction 700,000
-28~
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REHABILITATE RAIL STATIONS

GCRTA’s 19-mile heavy rail line contains 18 stationms, including Tower City
Center in downtown, formerly known as the Cleveland Union Terminal. Fifteen of
these vere built betveen 1954-1958. Three additional stations on the Airport
extension, including the Airport station, were built in 1967.

All of the stations are in their original configuration with equipment that is
near the end of its useful life. Very little has been done to the stations,
except for needed repairs. The financial condition of GCRTA’s predecessor
precluded anything more than those needed repairs. A preventive maintenance
program complete with routine systematic inspections is now in place.

Since GCRTA took over in 1975, the Authority has not undertaken a major
rehabilitation effort even though such an effort was included in the 1974 Five-
County Study, the 1975 Memorandum of Understanding that enabled GCRTA’s
creation, and the 1976 Capital Needs Study plus every Transportation Improvement
Program since 1975. The reason this effort has been postponed is due to the
need to complete other higher priority projects first. That included the
Central Bus, Paratransit and Central Rail facilities, and the complete
reconstruction of the light rail (ex- Shaker Heights Rapid Transit) system.

In 1980, a field audit of the stations vas completed. This systematically
inventoried vhat needed repair or replacement at the stations. It identified a
total cost of $35.1 million 1980-1982 dollars. This figure excluded any costs
for handicapped accessibility and for station bridge work (four stations are on
bridges over city streets). This figure did allow for stations with heavier
passenger volumes being given a higher level of rehabilitation, including full
enclosure, than the lover volume stations.

A second study vas completed in 1984; rather than recommending a rehabilitation
level for each station, this study developed a range of rehabilitation work (and
cost) for each station. This range ran from basic repairs through rehabili-
tation and major improvement to new stations. While all four levels of effort
vere not identified for each station, at least two options were proposed for
each station. The resulting maximum cost (worst-case scenario) wvas $37.3
million in 1984 dollars.

Please note that this narrative is based on a preliminary engineering evaluation
completed in 1984. That work identified problems at each station and provided a
range of options: rehabilitation, major improvement and new station. The
difference between each 1s as follows:

Rehabilitation

This goes just beyond a repair job but it keeps the basic station geometry as it
is now. There is no change in access routes, for instance. In some stations,
fare collection would be relocated for more effective surveillance, or a new
opening may be made in an existing wall, but little else is changed. Access for
disabled customers will be incorporated.
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REHABILITATE RATL STATIONS (CONT‘D)

Hajor rovement

This goes beyond "Rehabilitation® and considers the most vork that might logi-
cally and economically be done to enhance stations short of building an entirely
new station configuration. Typically, this means keeping existing tunnels since
they are structurally sound, and altering most everything else. This plan will
allov for access to disabled customers.

New Station

Some of the inherent problems of the existing stations are so severe that it is
logical to consider an entirely new station. This option usually has the
highest initial cost but it also has the greatest reduction in operating costs
over time. It allows significantly better security and safety for passengers
and allovs access for disabled customers.

The difference between these different levels of effort can be summarized as
follows:

SUNMARY
MAJOR NEV
REHABILITATION INPROVEMENT STATION
Platforms replace replace replace
Canopies " " "
Stairs " " "
Escalators repair " "
Tunnels " " "
Valls, Floors,
and Ceilings " repair .
Mechanical and
Electrical System " replace "
Elevators install new at key stations
Parking Lots replace or repair
Station Entrances repair replace replace
Bus Canopies repair " "
-30-
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REHABILITATE RAXL STATIONS (CONT’D)

Current status of the rail station rehabilitation program can be summarized as
follows:

STATION STATUS
Vest 25th Complete

Airport Complete

Superior Construction underway

Vest Park Construction underway
Vindermere Construction undervay

Vest 98th Construction to begin in 1996
Vest 117th Construction to begin in 1997
Triskett Design undervay

Brookpark Design underwvay

The remaining rail station projects will extend over a series of years and are
being programmed into the TIP accordingly. From a practical standpoint, there
is a limitation to the amount of work that can be undertaken simultaneously.
Adjustments to train service will be required ranging from single-tracking
around the construction site to the complete closure of passenger boarding/
alighting areas at stations being rehabilitated. In the latter case, substitute
bus service will be operated between the temporarily closed station and adjoin-
ing stations.

Rail station rehabilitation needs exceed anticipated formula funding. Funds
required to support this program over and above the amount programmed are listed
under Unmet Capital Needs. Funds have been programmed in the TIP for the
following stations:

Brookpark Station (Construction - $8,608,000)

Rehabilitation of Brookpark Station will provide for a new covered platform,
improved bus loops and elevators. The design phase is undervay. Construction
is expected to begin in 1997.

Puritas Station (Construction - $5,133,000)
Rehabilitation for Puritas station vill include a nev platform canopy,
elevators, escalators, fare collection booth, redesign of existing tunnels, and

both bus and auto passenger drop-off areas. Design is scheduled to begin in
1996. Construction is scheduled for completion in 1998.
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REHABILITATE RAIL STATIONS (CONT’D)

E. 55th Street Station (Engineering - $90,000, Construction - $853,500)

Rehabilitation of E. 5S5th Street station will provide for reconstruction of the
station, foot bridge and platforns. The station is subject to be connected to
the rail yard. Elevators will be installed for handicapped passengers. The
design phase has been programmed to begin in 1999 with station construction to
occur subsequent to that year.

University Circle (Engineering - $979,000, Construction - $6,930,000)

Preliminary engineering of this station relocation will be undertaken as part of
the Euclid Corridor improvement project. Relocation of this station will
improve accessibility between the station and neighborhood and employment
centers, to meet the requirements of ADA and to encourage transit-oriented
development in the station catchment area.

E. 105th Street (Engineering - $475,000, Construction - $4,459,000)

Preliminary engineering of this station relocation will be undertaken as part of
the Euclid Corridor improvement project. Relocation of this station will
improve accessibility betveen the station and neighborhood and enployment
centers, to meet the requirements of ADA and to encourage transit-oriented
development in the station catchment area.

SUMMARY
ANOUNT
YEAR PROJECT PROGRAMNED
1997 Brookpark Construction 8,608,000
1998 Puritas Construction 3,771,000
(partial funding)
2000 University Circle Construction 6,930,000

E. 55th Comstruction 853,000

E. 105th Construction 1,299,000
(partial funding)

9,082,000

Total Rail Station Rehabilitation $21,461,000
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PASSENGER SHELTERS

In December 1989, the GCRTA Board of Trustees approved adoption of a Bus
Passenger Shelter Program Policy. These guidelines were established for the
installation of bus passenger shelters throughout the GCRTA service area. The
ultimate objective of the shelter program is to provide nev glass shelters at
all bus stops vhich meet established criteria. The GCRTA vill purchase new
shelters vhich are a mixture of sizes and types in order to best satisfy
different site circumstances and requirements. The design will be durable, easy
to maintain, and provide a safe and secure environment for the Authority’s
customers. The shelters will contain schedule information on the routes serving
the shelter.

The Authority’s Shelter Program calls for the purchase of 120 to 150 shelters of
varying sizes tailored to suit physical circumstances (i.e. sidewalk width,
sight distances) and passenger volumes. GCRTA will provide passenger shelters
throughout the service area to protect waiting passengers from inclement weather
conditions. Existing corrugated metal shelters will be replaced if they are not
in serviceable condition. However, vhen the corrugated shelters are damaged or
deteriorated they will be replaced vith nev glass shelters, as long as the site
meets established criteria for installation of a new shelter.

SUMNARY
YEAR ESTIMATED COST
1997 800,000
1999 850,000
Total $1,650,000
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PURCHASE SPARE PARTS

Najor spare parts for fleets undergoing major repairs are being purchased on an
ongoing basis to improve service reliability and comfort for GCRTA customers.
This is an integral part in maintaining a S5-year interval for bus overhaul.
Major spare parts are also needed to support the Authority’s efforts to maintain
the rail fleet in prime operable condition.

Bus spare parts will include such items as engine rebuild kits, transmissions,
axles.

Rail spare parts will consist of items such as air conditioning blower motors,
chopper blover motors, HRV brake control/emergency units, LRV & HRV static
converters and air conditioning condenser/compressor units. Central Rail
Facility car vash programmed in 2000 for refurbishing.

SUMNARY - BUS, PARATRANSIT & RAIL

YEAR ESTIMATED COST

1997 400,000

1998 400,000

2000 400,000

Total $1,200,000
-34-
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REBABILITATE HEAVY RAIL TRACK BRIDGES AND RIGHT-OF-UAY

The present heavy rail (Red Line) is a 19.2 mile rail corridor going from the
Alrport, on the vest side of the County, to the Vindermere Station on the far
east side. The tracks from Vindermere to Vest Park were built between 1954 and
1958. The system vas expanded beyond West Park in 1967-1968 to the Airport.

The rehabilitation of the "Red Line" Rapid Transit system was begun in 1983 with
a request for, and subsequent approval of, funding for the upgrading of the
track structure and supporting ballast on the east side portion of the system.

The "Red Line" Right-of-Vay is located entirely within the confines of an
existing freight railroad system corridor, paralleling the N&V railroad, for its
entire length along the east side and part of the vest side. The remaining
vestern portion of the system, from the Vest 98th Street double curve to the
Airport tunnel, parallels the Conrail Railroad’s Right-of-Way.

The majority of the structures within this corridor, including the stom
drainage system, retaining wall structures, and supporting sub-base are over 50
years old. The actual track structures, ballast, ties and special trackwork
items vere installed when the system vas initially constructed and are over 35
years old and in poor condition.

Huch of the needed major track and signal work is undervay or has been
completed. During the next five years, efforts vill focus on selected Red Line
track bridges, that for the most part will entail replacement or rehabilitation
of the bridge substructure and superstructure.

The original retaining valls betveen Tover City .and East S5th Street, and near
the eastern terminus of the Red Line will be replaced. To eliminate the growth
of vegetation and poor drainage areas along the Red Line, a nev storm sewer
system and surface ditching will be put in place along the entire Red Line
Right-of-Vay.

Due to the majority of Red Line trackage being within a cut or on an embankment,
motor vehicle access to the right of way is extremely limited. GCRTA has
targeted locations where new roadways will be built to permit better access to
the Right-of-VWay by emergency, supervisory and maintenance vehicles.

The Red Line Right-of-Way passes through neighborhoods and areas vhere people
routinely cross RTA tracks or place large objects on the tracks. At certain
stations people will valk up the Right-of-Vay and jump onto the end of the
platforms to avoid the fare collection area. This has been a major safety
concern and even vith increased Transit Police patrols, additional measures are
needed. RTA will construct fencing and add high intensity lighting to limit
pedestrian access to the Right-of-Way and to increase night visibility around
stations.

RTA’s nev central train storage yard at East 55th Street opened in 1984 with a
majority of track switches being remotely controlled. Replacement of the
remaining manually-operated svitches, all located at the east end of the yard,
vill continue in 1995. Approximately 30 switches are involved, including
certain remote switches on the mainline, some of which will be used to replace
manual switches in the yard.
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REHABILITATE HEAVY RATL TRACK BRIDGES AND RYCHT-OF-UAY

SUMMARY
YEAR PROJECT

TRACK RIGHT-OF-VAY REHABYLITATION:
1997 Track rehabilitation

(Electric)

1998 Fence, lights and road design
and construction
Yard switches design

1999 Yard svitches construction
Right-of-Vay Cleaning, Landscaping
design and construction

2000 Track rehabilitation

Total Track Right-of-Way Rehabilitation

TRACK BRIDGE REHABILITATION:
1997 Grand Avenue construction
1999 Holton construction

Euclid construction
McCurdy comstruction

2000 Ambler construction
Nayfield construction

Total Track Bridge Rehabilitation
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(CONT’D)

ESTIMATED FUNDING

$ 1,367,202

2,734,000
366,000
3,100,000
1,853,000
2,131,520

§ 3,984,520
900,000

$ 9,351,722

$ 1,958,000
4,530,000
2,010,000
1,635,000

§ 8,175,000
1,200,000

935,000
$2,135,000

$12,268,000
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TRANSIT CENTERS

A transit center acts as a transit hub vith main line and circulator bus routes
feeding it to exchange passengers on a timed transfer basis. Transit centers
vill provide a comfortable waiting environment as well as potential joint
development opportunities.

Transit centers will play a vital role as hubs for timed, inter-route bus and
rail connections. A possible focus for joint development, transit centers also
allov for consolidation of service coverage by bringing together nearby routes
vhich previously did not interface. Potential transit centers include:

Cleveland State University Transit Center

Located on the eastern fringe of Cleveland’s central business district, CSU is
one of the region’s major urban universities (total enrollment: 18,200; total
faculty and staff: 1,500). CSU is served by nearly twenty RTA bus routes, nine
of vhich originate in Cleveland’s vestern suburbs and terminate at CSU. CSU’s
Convocation Center hosts numerous local and regional conferences and sporting
events.

The CSU Transit Center is being planning in conjunction vith GCRTA’s Euclid
Corridor Improvement Project, preliminary engineering phase. This transit
center will allow for improved bus circulation through this portion of the
region’s highest travel demand area and will establish a key bus interface site
for future transit service improvements. Construction of this transit center
vill be scheduled once a preferred location is determined. Funding for this
transit center has been approved under capital grant Oh-90-X222.

Parmatovn Transit Center

Parmatowvn Mall is located in the Cleveland suburb of Parma, Cuyahoga County’s
second largest city. Of all suburban Cuyahoga County residents, 24% live in
Parma and the nine other suburbs vithin a five mile radius market area of
Parmatown Mall. This indicates strong potential for utilizing Parmatown Mall as
a major public transit hub to serve the southern portion of Cuyahoga County.

Four RTA bus routes currently serve Parmatown Mall directly. To make transit
access to the mall even more convenient, improved schedule coordination, and
implement nev bus routing through the mall area, RTA will acquire properly in
the vicinity of the mall develop as a transit center. The Parmatown Transit
Center vill also strengthen the interface between the area’s east-vest
cross-town, and north-sough radial routes, which can stimulate ridership on
express buses betveen the mall and downtown Cleveland. Site selection and land
acquisition and design is scheduled to begin in 1998. Construction of this
transit center is programmed in 1999.

Vestgate Transit Center

The Westgate Mall lies within the I-90 West corridor, and serves a variety of
communities including Westlake, Lakewood, Rocky River, and Cleveland’s
southvestern neighborhoods. Vestgate Mall is located along a portion of Center
Ridge Road which contains a number of smaller shopping centers and strip
development. RTA currently operates six bus routes which directly access
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TRANSIT CENTERS (CONT’D)

Vestgate Trangit Center (Cont‘d)

Vestgate Mall, including express service into downtown Cleveland. It is the
intent of RTA to identify property in the vicinity of this mall to develop as a
transit center. Local funds have been programmed in 1996 for property
acquisition. Design of this transit center is scheduled for 1996. Construction
of this transit center is programmed in 1997.

Randall Transit Center

Randall Mall is a major regional shopping center located in the southeastern
suburban area of the County. It serves the southeastern portion of Cleveland,
and the communities of Warrensville Heights, North Randall, Bedford, Bedford
Heights, Maple Heights, Garfield Heights, Oakwood, and Solon. The mall is the
only regional shopping mall located in the southeastern area of Cuyahoga County
and even serves portions of Summit County.

The mall is served by four different bus routes and again is functioning as a
suburban transit hub. A Transit Center at this location will provide customers
vith a vaiting environment and convenient transfer connections. It will also
serve as a centralized location from which RTA can establish future transit
center improvements.

Site selection and land acquisition for this facility is scheduled to begin in
1999 vith design to follow in 2000. Construction of this facility will be
programmed for 2001.

SUMMARY
YEAR TRANSIT CENTER ESTIMATED COST
1997 Vestgate $ 1,000,000
1999 Parma design and 1,350,000
construction

1999 Randall design 350,000

$ 2,700,000
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SIGNAL SYSTEM
(VEST PARK TO ATRPORT)

Funding requested under this project vill support an upgrade of the cab signal
system nov in place betveen the West Park and Airport Red Line stations.
Presently, the cab signal system only protects trains operating normally. This
upgrade vill provide cab signal protection for train operation against the
normal flov of traffic (reverse moves) over this segment of track, and bring
this segment into conformity with the cab signaling nov controlling the majority
of the red line. The design effort for this project vill be accomplished by RTA
staff in 1996-1997 under capital grant OH-03-0136.

SUMMARY
ESTIMATED
YEAR COST
1998 5,436,000
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ELDERLY & DISABLED CITIZEN PROGRAMS

COMMUNITY RESPONSIVE TRANSIT SERVICES (CRT)

GCRTA’s Community Responsive Transit (CRT) paratransit service has been
operating in the Cleveland urbanized area since 1976. Following the formation
of GCRTA in 1975, then-existing Neighborhood Elderly Transit and Reserve-A-Ride
systems vere acquired by GCRTA and became the basis for the CRT program.
Neighborhood door-to-door CRT service began in July 1976 and the service area
vas gradually expanded to include all areas of Cuyahoga County. "Extra-Lift"
service for disabled commuters was added a year later and in 1980, Cross-County
SECTION 4 Medical service was added.

In Harch 1993, the Community Dialysis Center (CDC) services was assumed by the

EIDERLY AND DISABLED CITIZEN PR s County. GCRTA no longer operates the CDC service.
Combined CRT operations in 1994 required 49 peak vehicles to meet wveekday
schedules, approximately 108,074 + 1.3 million annual vehicle hours and miles
vere generated, respectively. The estimated total cost of CRT operations in
1994 was approximately $4.8 million. Total ridership for 1994 was approximately
333,000. As indicated on Table 1, CRT ridership has declined within the

last three years.
Table 1
TOTAL ANNUAL CRT RIDERSHIP

1988 397,615
1989 381,124
1990 392,709
1991 411,594
1992 411,120
1993 360,000
1994 333,461

Tvo-thirds of all CRT services are operated directly by GCRTA and include
urbanized area portions of the neighborhood door-to-door service, all
neighborhood shuttles, all Cross-County Medical runs, and "Extra-Lift". Special
transportation and outlying County neighborhood services are provided under
contract with a private contractor, additionally, cab services are used.

FARES AND SERVICE AMENITIES

Currently, fares for senior and disabled citizens who display their GCRTA-issued
identification card are $.50 per ride on fixed route service systemwide;
hovever, vith the implementation of ADA, Complimentary Paratransit Service in
September 1995, A Demand-response trip fare of $1.25 per ride has been
established.
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ELDERLY & DXSABLED CITIZEN PROGRAMS (CONT’D) PAGE 2

Presently, approximately 46% of the Authority’s 40-foot bus fleet is equipped
vith vheelchair lifts. With the implementation of the reconstructed Downtown
Loop service in November 1991, fifteen (15) new 30 foot CNG lift-equipped
coaches vere procured. Since that time five (5) 35-foot and one (1) 40-foot CNG
coaches have been added to the fleet for use in the Downtown Loop System and
40-foot CNG coaches have been added to the regular fleet.

GCRTA received delivery of eighteen (18) paratransit vehicles in 1993.
Twenty-four (24) Paratransit vehicles will be procured in 1995. All of these
vehicles vill replace coaches which have reached the end of their useful life.

A "priority seating" program is in place for all buses and rail cars. Signage
is posted on these vehicles asking that the two front bench seats of buses and
the two forward-facing seats of rail cars closest to the front-end doors are
reserved for seniors and disabled passengers. All GCRTA operators undergo ADA
and senior passenger sensitivity training sessions. As part of this training,
and through bulletins issued periodically, GCRTA operators are instructed on
vhen/how to advise able-bodied passengers to make priority seating available.

GCRTA light rail cars are equipped with stanchions and grab rails, slip-
resistant flooring, improved interior lighting, public address system and
door-closing audible varning devices. Heavy rail cars are equipped with these
same features as vell as vheelchair berthing positions with tie-downs. As
GCRTA Red line heavy rail stations are rehabilitated, each will be made fully
accessible to disabled riders. To achieve accessibility as required under the
ADA, light rail vehicles will be equipped with the car-borne fold-down (manual)
bridge plates that will both cover the cars existing center stairwell, and will
bridge the gap between the vehicle and the mini-high platform and ramp. GCRTA
plans to bring twenty-seven (27) key stations into compliance with the
tequirements of the ADA by 2020. The first station to receive ADA renovation
for light rail is Tower City, which is to be renovated in 1996.

INTEGRATED ACCESSIBLE GCRTA TRANSIT NETWORK

In 1990, GCRTA conducted an Elderly & Disabled (E&D) Accessibility Study. The
most significant finding of the E&D Study was that in a given month, more than
752 of all CRT patrons sampled required no special boarding assistance, and that
only 11X of all CRT patrons required lift assistance. From that same sample,
only 11X of patrons needed operator assistance due to blindness or infirmity.
This prompted GCRTA to begin re-evaluating CRT patron eligibility requirements
in order to make that service more available to citizens unable to utilize
mainline bus service under ADA guidelines.
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On January 22, 1991 the GCRTA Board of Trustees passed a resolution adopting an
Accessible Transit Services Policy. This policy vas designed to acclaim full
system accessibility and provide GCRTA compliance with the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) & the U.S. Department of Transportation regulations.

This is to be accomplished through the integration of fixed rail & bus services
vith paratransit services (CRT) into a network of services comparable to that
available to the general public.

The policy incorporates four (4) policy statement to guide GCRTA compliance
activities. They are:

INTEGRATED ACCESSIBLE TRANSIT NETWORK

The continuing development of GCRTA’s accessible transit system
should be guided by the same principles of distribution as apply
to general public services. Fixed rail and bus services should be
the primary service modes available to all disabled persons vho
are physically capable of using these modes. CRT service should
supplement the fixed route network, and its capacity dedicated to
those persons who are unable to use the fixed-route network.

QUALITY OF ACCESSIBLE SERVICES

The quality and utility of accessible transit services shall be
comparable to services offered to the general public. Disabled
passengers shall be afforded similar access to destinations, trip
distances, wvait and ride times, safety and reliability as the
general public.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

GCRTA efforts to implement full accessibility should be guided by
the interests and needs of the disabled community.

COORDINATION VITH COMMUNITY RESOURCES

The allacation of GCRTA accessible transit services should

be coordinated vith similar services offered by municipalities,
private and public agencies, and the private sector in order to
minimize duplication of effort and eliminate gaps in service
availability.

GCRTA ADA COMPLEMENTARY PARATRANSIT PLAN

The lav intends for persons with disabilities to have equal access to facilities
and to be able to fully participate in programs and services. Access to
mainline, fixed route system is the primary, cost efficient focus, the law
acknovledges that some persons with disabilities are not able to use fixed route
services even if these services are accessible.
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ELDERLY & DISABLED GCRTA TRANSIT NETUORK (CONT’D) PAGE 4

Complementary paratransit service is required in Section 223 of the ADA
regulations to serve those person vho needs cannot be met by fixed route
systems. The regulations identify three (3) categories of individuals who are
eligible ADA complementary paratransit service:

Category-1 -Persons unable to board, ride, or disembark from an
accessible vehicle.

Category 2 -Persons able to use accessible vehicles but accessible
vehicles are not available.

Category 3 -Persons unable to reach boarding locations or destinations
due to specific impairment related conditions.

The plan is a document vhich has required adjustments from time to time. An
annual update process is required by ADA, the mechanism for the facilitation of
change. The ADA lav requires full compliance as soon as possible, but no later
than January 26, 1997. The GCRTA began implementation of ADA service September
1995.

The Authority also developed a "Key Rapid Transit Station Plan" and submitted
same to FTA for reviev and approval. This plan, vhich was the subject of three
public hearings, identifies key stations consistent with ADA criteria, estimates
the cost of making each station ADA compliant, and sets forth a schedule of when
modifications are completed.

The major purpose of the plan was to request time extensions for the renovation
of key rail stations beyond the ADA compliance dead line of July 26, 1993. FTA
granted RTA approval of its request for time extensions in October 1993. Under
the plan, RTA’s heavy rail stations will be renovated over the next eight years
under RTA’s current ongoing station rehabilitation program. RTA’s ten key light
rail stations will be renovated to meet ADA regulations over the next 20 years
at a rate of about one every two-four years.
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FINANCIAL CAPACITY ANALYSIS
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GREATER CLEVELAND RTA
FINANCIAL CAPACITY ANALYSIS RAW DATA WORKSHEET

Year 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
(Underline When Actual) Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Estimated Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected
Data Element (000's)
Net Quick Assets:
1. Cash and Cash ltems 48,142 36,188 34,764 25,254 32,751 33,570 34,577 35,615 36,683 37,600 38,540
2. Receivables 33,075 29,357 17,681 25,042 24,595 25,210 25,966 26,745 27,547 28,236 28,942
3. Trade Paysbles Q0,118) (19,050) (10,044) (2,698) (3,308) (3,390) (3.492) 3,597 (3,705) 3,797 3,892)
4. Accrued Payroll Liabilities (10,273) (10,662) (13,951) (13,537 (14,065) (14.417) (14,849) (15,295) (15,753) (16,147) (16,551)
5. Accrued Tax Lisbilities (3,479) (3,398) 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
6. Short-Term Debt (645) (595) (3,066) (3.832) @3,856) (3,952) 4,071) (4,193) 4,319) 4,427) 4,537
7. Other Current Liabilities (103) (168) (7.892) (5,582) (6,054) (6,205) 6,391) (6,583) (6,781) (6,950) 7,124)
8. Total Net Quick Assets 46,599 31,672 17,492 24,647 30,063 30,816 31,740 32,692 33,672 34,515 35,378
Operating Expenses:
9. Labor 76,665 79,397 79,763 79,715 81,586 97,232 103,268 107,042 110,656 113,007 116,397
10. Fringe Benefits 32,415 32,401 35,826 34,457 34,184 27,204 28,152 29,556 30,869 31,806 32,760
11. Services 5,614 6,810 8,788 7,213 7,732 5,791 7,685 7,741 7,764 7,996 8,236
12. Materials and Supplies 17,461 16,986 13,542 15,047 14,610 16,336 15,789 16,252 16,257 16,744 17,247
13. Utilities 5,423 7,502 7,465 7,017 6,410 6,550 7,358 1,799 7,806 8,040 8,281
14. Casualty and Liability 2,355 1,405 3,109 1,929 9,764 3,834 2,959 3,048 3,048 3,140 3,234
15. Purchase Transportation 6,307 7,955 1,362 7,409 7,073 7,515 8,235 8,858 9,021 9,291 9,570
16. Other (Taxes and Misc.) 1,685 1,950 3,450 4,753 3,741 5,294 6,097 6,180 6,180 6,418 6,611
17. Total Operating Expenses 147,925 154,406 159,305 157,540 165,100 169,756 179,543 186,476 191,601 196,442 202,336
Operating Revenus:
{8. Pass Fares-Transit 38,065 39,993 38,607 41,622 42,704 42,456 42,855 44 057 44,505 44,958 45,857
19. Other Transp. Revenue 1,147 1,176 1,121 1,494 1,496 936 1,200 1,300 1,400 1,500 1,530
20. Total Operating Revenue 39,212 41,169 39,728 43,116 44,200 43,392 44,055 45,357 45,905 46,458 47,387
Non-Operating Revenues:
21. Federa! Operating Assistance 9,167 9,910 10,069 8,953 8,985 7,954 4,167 2,576 986 0 0
22, State General Funds 7,551 8,610 8,080 8,464 8,417 6,305 6,224 6,224 6,224 6,224 6,224
23, Local General Funds 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
24, State Dedicated Funds 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
25. Local Dedicated Funds 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0
26. Other 98,003 106,320 107,573 111,542 121,489 130,989 140,000 145,550 150,736 156,545 161,241
27. Total Non-Op Revenue 114,721 124,840 125,72 128,959 138,891 145,248 150,391 154,350 157,946 162,769 167,465
Capital Investment:
28. New Capital Projects 1,000 0 10,810 8,400 0 9,724 200 3,500 1,350 350
29. Capital Reinvestment 47,398 30,753 34,492 26,249 32,589 42,840 29,255 28,002 35,620 37,564 28,417
Capital Investment - No ID

30. Total Capital Investment 48,398 30,753 45,302 34,649 32,589 52,564 29,455 31,502 35,620 38,914 28,767
Operating Statistics:
31. Passengers 73,000 66,761 58,483 53,998 60,249 57,720 58,263 59,894 60,505 60,505 61,715
32. Passenger-Miles 313,306 352,362 243,226 235,113 270,215 252,230 254,601 261,730 264,399 264,399 269,687
33. Revenue Vehicle Miles 26,355 26,751 28,535 27,426 24,182 28,457 30,245 30,153 30,271 30,437 30,604
34. Revenue Vehicle Hours 1,680 1,779 2,157 2,065 1,641 2,094 2,245 2,258 2,267 2,279 2,292
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GREATER CLEVELAND RTA
FINANCIAL CAPACITY ANALYSIS INDICATORS

Applicant’s Fiscal Year
Year 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
(Underiine When Actual) Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual _ Estimated Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected
A. 8 Changa in Net Quick Assets ($14,033) ($14,927) ($14,180) $7.155 $5,146 $753 $924 $952 $980 $1.823 $1,706
B. % Change in Net Quick Assets —-23% -32% —45% 41% 22% 3% 3% 3% 3% 6% 5%
C. Ratio of Annual Op Cost to ’
Net Quick Assets 31.50% 20.51% 10.98% 15.64% 18.21% 18.15% 17.68% 0.00% 17.57% 17.57% 17.48%
D. % Change in Ratio ~30.56% -34.80% -46.47% 42.48% 16.3%  ~0.31% -2.62% 0.00% 0.24% 0.22% -0.51%
E. Average Passenger Fare $0.52 $0.60 $0.66 $0.77 $0.71 $0.74 $0.74 $1.00 $0.74 $0.74 $0.74
F. % Change in Passenger Fare 2% 15% 10% 17% —-8% 4% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1%
G. Change in Ridership (000's) 4,486 6,239 8,278 4,485 6,251 2,529 543 1,631 611 611 1,210
H. % Change n Ridership 7% -9% —12% ~8% 12% —-4% 1% 0% 1% 1% 2%
|. Federal Operating Assistance (000's)
1. $ Change (726) 743 159 (1.116) 32 {1,031) (3.287) (1,591) (1.590) (2.576) (986
2. % Change -7% 8% 2% -11% 0% -11% —48% 0% -62% -100% ~100%
J. State General Funds (000's)
1. $ Change 35 1,059 (530) 384 (47) {2,112} (81) [¢] o] o] o]
2. % Change 0% 14% -6% 5% -1% ~-25% —-1% 0% 0% 0% 0%
K Local General Funds
1. $ Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
2. % Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
L. State Dedicated Funds
1. $ Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
2. % Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
M. Local Dedicated Funding
1. $ Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
2. % Change #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A #N/A
N. Other (000's)
1. $ Change {51,625 $8,317 $1,253 $3,965 $9,947 $9,500 $9,011 $5,550 $5,186 $10,995 $10,505
2. % Change —-2% 8% 1% 4% 9% 8% 7% 0% 4% 8% 7%
Q. Total Non—Op Revenue (000's)
1. $ Change ($2,386) $10,119 $882 $3,237 $9,932 $6,357 $5,143 $3,959 $3,596 $8.418 $9,519
2. % Change -2% 9% 1% 3% 8% 5% 4% 3% 2% 5% 6%
P. Major Cost Element % Change
1. Labor 12% 4% 0% 0% 2% 19% 6% 4% 3% 6% 5%
2. Fringe Benefts 7% 0% 1% —4% -1% -20% 3% 5% 4% 8% 6%
3. Services 7% 21% 29% -18% 7% -25% 33% 1% 0% 3% 6%
4. Materials & Supplies 33% -3% —-20% 1% -3% 12% -3% 3% 0% 3% 6%
5. Utilties —-13% 38% 0% —-6% -9% 2% 12% 6% 0% I% 6%
6. Casualty & Liability 14% ~-40% 121% —~38% 406% -61% -23% I% 0% 3% 6%
7. Purchased Transportation ~5% 26% -7% 1% ~5% 6% 10% 8% 2% 5% 6%
8. Other (Taxes & Misc.) 22% 16% 77% 38% -21% 42% 15% 1% 0% 4% 7%
Total 11% 4% 3% -1% 5% 3% 6% 4% 3% 5% 6%
Q. Cost/Revenue Mile $5.61 $5.77 $5.58 $5.74 $6.83 $5.97 $5.94 $6.00 $6.33 $6.45 $6.61
R. % Change 7% 3% —-3% 3% 19% -13% 0% 4% 2% 4% 4%
S. Cost/Revenue Hour $68.05 $86.79 $73.85 $76.29 $100.61 $81.07 $79.97 $83.00 $84.52 $86.20 $88.28
T. % Change 6% -1% -15% 3% 32% ~-19% —-1% 3% 2% 4% 4%
U. Cost/Passenger $2.03 $2.31 $2.72 $2.92 $2.74 $2.94 $3.08 $3.00 $3.17 $3.25 $3.28
V. % Change 4% 14% 18% 7% -6% 7% 5% 1% 2% 4% 4%
W. Cost/Passenger Mile $0.47 $0.44 $0.65 $0.67 $0.61 $0.67 $0.71 $1.00 $0.72 $0.74 $0.75
X. % Change 0% ~-7% 49% 2% -9% 10% 5% 1% 2% 4% 4%
Y. Change in Revenue Miles 916 396 1784 -1109 -3244 4275 17688 -92 118 284 333
Z. % Change in Revenue Miles 4% 2% 7% —4% -12% 18% 6% 0% 0% 1% 1%
AA. Change in Revenue Hours 74 98 378 -92 —424 453 151 13 9 21 25
AB. % Change n Revenue Hours 5% 6% 21% -4% -21% 28% 7% 1% 0% 0% 0%
AC. Operaling Ratio 26.51% 27.40% 25.80% 28.20% 28.60% 27.10% 25.90% 25.20% 24.60% 24.30% 23.42%
AD. % Change -2% 3% -6% 9% 1% —5% —4% -3% —-2% —4% -5%
AE. Subsidy/Passenger $1.50 $1.71 $2.06 $2.15 $2.03 $2.21 $2.35 $2.00 $2.43 $2.50 $2.54
AF. % Change 5% 14% 20% 4% -5% 9% 6% 1% 2% 5% 4%
AG. Subsidy/Passenger Revenue Miles $0.35 $0.32 $0.50 $0.49 $0.45 $0.50 $0.54 $1.00 $0.56 $0.57 $0.58
AH. % Change 0% 7% 53% -1% -8% 11% 6% 1% 2% 5% 4%
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet
STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCALYEAR| Capital Operating Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 72 450 0 58 111 0
1998 183 450 0 147 111 0
1999 156 450 0 124 111 0
2000 172 450 0 138 111 0
TOTAL 583 1,800 0 467 444 0
GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR | Expenditures| Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 450! 455 405 141 153 111
1998 4502 45 405 133 160 111
1999 450° 45 405 133 160 111
2000 450 ¢ 45 405 133 160 111
TOTAL - 1,800 180 1,620 540 633 444

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

1

2
3
4
5

- 1997 operating expenditure is based on projected 1996 income/expense.

— 1998 operating expenditures is based on anticipated 1997 income/expense.

— 1999 operating expenditures is based on anticipated 1998 income/expense.

— 2000 operating expenditures is based on anticipated 1999 income/expense.

— Reflects a proposed fare and contract rate increase. 169
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding | Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA | FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1)|25/2 Light Transit Diesel Vehicle * 1 (X [X 72| X 58 7 7 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Pian

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
1 _ 10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. BA\GEAPLI7.WKI
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Totai Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA | FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1) [10/1 Converted Diesel Van ! 11X (X 50| X 40 5 5 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan
2)]14/2 Light Transit Diesel Vehicle ! 2 X 1X 133] X 107 13 13 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — 10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs.
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA | FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1)[10/1 Converted Diesel Van ! 3 X |X 156 X 124 16 16 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — 10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. B\GEAPL97.WKI
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding | Amount of State Local Documentation
Item Cost FTA | FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1){11/1 Converted Diesel Van ! 3 (X [X 1721 X 138 17 17 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — 10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. BAGEAPL97.WKL
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Gcauca COUNTY RAN:

12555 Merritt Road — Chardon, Ohio 44024
Phone (216) * 285-2222 » 564-7131 * 834-1856 » Ext. 5160 - 5170 » FAX 285-9476

BUD JORDAN, DIRECTOR
November 27, 1995

Ms. Pat Moore, Administrator
Office of Public Transportation
Ohio Department of Transportation
25. South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 432126-0899

RE: GEAUGA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS - CY 1997 FOUR YEAR
CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN

. Dear Ms. Moore:

Enclosed as per ODOT's Rural Transit Program Criteria and the Ohio Public
Transportation Grant Program Criteria, and your letter dated November 1, 1995, is the
County of Geauga Board of Commissioners CY 1997 Capital and Operating Plan,
including both the capital and operating tables, apuz.l justification, and the vehicle
replacement schedule.

The County of Geauga, together with Geauga County Transit, has reviews and updated
this plan, all projects are consistent with the Rural Transit Program eligibility criteria.
Further, the County of Geauga, intends to execute the required "Certification of
Equivalent Service” for all non-accessible vehicles.

Questions concerning this plan should be directed to Mr. B. W. Jordan at (216) 285-
2228 x 5190.

Respectfully,
Bud Jordan
Director
C: NOACA
Commissioners
File

GEAUGA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
NEIL HOFSTETTER JAN NOVAK WILLIAM RFPKF
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GEAUGA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
1997 FOUR YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN
CAPITAL JUSTIFICATION
CY 1997

This purchase would be to replace current unit #21, a 1987 Ford gasoline 25 passenger,
non-accessible light transit vehicle. This unit will be at least 10 years old when the
grant application is made. With anticipated miileage, and service over the next two to
three years, the unit will need replacing by 1997. With manufacture and delivery,
expectation would be for a 1998 delivery date into service.

CY 1998

1- 1081 C  Van & 2. 14/02 Light Transit Vehicy

The converted van will be requested to replace current vehicle #32, a 1992 Dodge B-
350 gasoline 10 passenger, one wheelchair position vehicle. Current (January 1995)
mileage of 102986 should be approaching 250,000 at time of final delivery. The
vehicle will be replaced with the latest available model that mests the 1998 standards of
Federal regulations and accessibility requirements.

Unit #33 and #34 currently (January 1996) have surpassed the 150,000 mile mark in a
relative shorter period than the Converted van discussed above. This is due to the
increased usage that the Diesel vehicles are enjoying and the larger seating capacity of
#33 and #34.

By the delivery date of 1998/99 these units will have passed the 300,000 mile mark of
service and will be rotated into a backup/spare role for continued service.

A decision will be forthcoming regarding the implementation of a regular route’ service
between the Village of Chardon and the medical complex. If this does develop then
these vehicles will be used for this service delivery and a amendment to the 4-year
capital plan will be submitted. Preliminary plans are in the process of being developed
with ODOT input.
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GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT
1997 FOUR YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN
CAPITAL JUSTIFICATION
CY 1999

3 -_10/01 Converted Vans:

The CY 1999 Capital Grant Application will request replacement of current Units #35,
#36, AND #37, 10 passenger, accessible lift equipped diesel vans. These units are
averaging approximately 4500 miles per month of vehicle service time, thus by the
anticipated delivery date these units will be at or above 280,000 serviceable miles.

CY 2000

. 2 o .

This anticipated purchase will be required due to the mileage of the existing single
wheel cutaways (SWC). Being in service since January 1996 the mileage will be
approaching 250,000 when the capital contracts are awarded.

SUMMARY

The above explanations of capital projects for the next 4 years 1997-2000 is completely
based on the assumption that capital dollars will be available from the operating side of
the State and Federal fund. However, with the anticipated loss of Federal dollars and
the probability of further erosion of the Federal transit funds, these capital purchased
can only be a projection,



GEAUGA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
GEAUGA COUNTY TRANSIT

VEHIQLE ROSTER AND REPLACEMENT SCHEDULE

Vehicle ID Year Model
21 1987 Ford
22+ 1988 Chevrolet

27+ 1989 Ford
28* 1989 Ford
29 | 1991 Ford
30 1991 Ford
N 1991 Ford

32 1992 Dodge
33 1992 Ford
34 1992 Ford
35 1993 Fprd
36 1993 Ford
37 1993 Ford
T-2** 1994 Ford
T-4 | 1995 Chev
38 1995 Ford
39 1995 Ford
40 1995 Ford
41 1995 Ford
42 1995 Ford
a3 1995 Ford

Make
E-350
sw
£-350
E-350
E-350
Aerostar
E-350
B-350
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-250
Caprice
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-350
E-350

Lift
Equipment

Seats/WHP(a)

25/0
8/00
13/0
6/3
8/2
6/00
15/0
10/1
1173
173
101
101
101
3/00
5/00
111
11
111
11
11
11

" Mileage

145000
132368
234138
219407
170401
79825
85427
125922
123408
124328

. 73100

76731
79162
8200
13000
450
450
450
450
© 450

450

* Vehicles to be sold at public auction during 1996 with prior ODOT apgroval

Receipts from sale of vehicles to be retumed to the capital account for local dollars

(a) seating capacity and wheelchair positions

** Service vehicle with plow

filename: 964yrb.wks

177

11-27-95
B. W. Jordan

Year to
Replace

1997
1994
1995°
1996
1995
1995
2000
1998
1998
1998
1999
1999
1999
2000
2003
2005
2005
© 2005
2005
2005
2005

GRANT
AWARDED

No
Yes (1994)
Yes(1993)
Yes(1993)

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

.No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No



LAKETRAN

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS



NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

LAKETRAN
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet

STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR| Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 3,420 5112 0 1,336 500 0
1998 2,389 5,295 0 1,735 500 0
1999 4,996 5,423 0 3,404 500 0
2000 2,330 5,589 0 1,864 500 0
TOTAL 13,135 21,419 0 8,339 2,000 0
LAKETRAN
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating | Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR |Expenditures| Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 5112 381 4,731 3,602 629 500
1998 5,295 40 5,255 4,126 629 500
1999 5,423 381 5,042 3,914 629 500
2000 5,589 399 5,190 4,061 629 500
TOTAL 21,419 1,201 20,218 15,703 2,516 2,000

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

181
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LAKETRAN
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

ADA Compliant Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Doctiment Title
1) |Purchase Small Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 0 X o] X 0 o] 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
2) |Purchase Large Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 0 X o X o] ] o) Fleet Improvement Plan
3) |Purchase 25-30" Medium~Duty CNG Buses 0 X 0 (o] 0 4] Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
4){Purchase 35’ & 40" CNG Buses [\] X 0 o] 4] [ Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
5)|Acquire Right of Way (RW) for Park—-n~Ride Lots Park—n—Ride Pian
1996 Business Plan
6)|Design Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
Mentor; SR—2 & Heisley Road (400 Spaces) 60| X 48 6 6 1996 Business Plan
Wickliffe: SR—2 & East 305th Street (300 Spaces) 90| X 72 9 9
Perry: US 20 &Lane Road (150 Spaces) 48| X 38 5 5
7)|Construct Park~n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
Mentor: SR—-2 & SR—306 (250 Spaces) * 750 CMAQ* 600 75 75 1996 Business Plan
PROJECT NOT EXPECTED TO BE
OBLIGATED IN FFY 1997
8)|Construct Transfer Stations 500 400 50 50 1996 Business Plan
9) | Purchase/Install Shop Equipment 50 X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
10) | Purchase/Install Passenger Shelters 3 22| X 18 2 2 1996 Business Plan
11)|Purchase/Install Office Equipment 50, X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
12)|Purchase Spare Parts 100 X 80 10 10 1996 Business Plan
13)|Purchase Support Vehicles (Possibly CNG) 0 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
14)|Facilty Expansion — Construction ¢ 1,750 1,750 1996 Business Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

1

— Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds

? — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds

3
.
s
.

— In coordination with ODOT!
- Project contingent on NOACA Board approval

— Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to {ransfer to Section 5307 funds

~ LAKETRAN intends to seek Section 5308 funds for this project.
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

NOACA

TRANS

ITELEMENT

LAKETRAN
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' 5309 ? Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other Year ] Document Title
1) {Purchase Small Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 0 X |X 0 X 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
2)|Purchase Large Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 11X X 716] X 572 72 72 Fleet Improvement Plan
3) |Purchase 25—-30" Medium—Duty CNG Buses 0 X 0 0 0 o] Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
4)|Purchase 35' & 40’ CNG Buses 0 X 0 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
5) jAcquire Right of Way (RW) for Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
Mentor: SR—2 & Heisley Road (400 Spaces) * 501 CMAQ* 225 138 138 1996 Business Plan
6) |Design Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
1996 Business Plan
7)|Construct Park~n-—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
Mentor: SR—2 & Heisley Road (400 Spaces) * 500 CMAQ* 400 50 50 1996 Business Plan
8) | Construct Transfer Stations 500 X 400 50 50 1996 Business Plan
9) {Purchase/Install Shop Equipment 50| X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
10) |[Purchase/install Passenger Shelters 3 22| X 18 2 2 1996 Business Plan
11) {Purchase/Iinstall Office Equipment 50| X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
12) |Purchase Spare Parts 50 X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
13) [Purchase Support Vehicles (possibly CNG) 0 (X 0 0 4] 0 Fleet Improvement Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! —~ Formerly FTA Section 9 Formuia Grant Program Funds

* — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds

* — in coordination with ODOT}
¢ — Project contingent on NOACA Board approval
* — Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to tansfer to Section 5307 funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LAKETRAN
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
Item Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 5309 * Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1){Purchase Small Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) o (X (X o X 0 [¢] ] Fleet Improvement Plan
2)(Purchase Large Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 13 X iX| 846| X 676 85 85 Fleet Improvement Plan
3) {Purchase 25—-30' Medium—Duty CNG Buses 0 X 0 0 [ 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
4)|Purchase 35" & 40’ CNG Buses 0 X 0 0 [o] 1] Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
5)|Acquire Right of Way (RW) for Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n-Ride Plan
Wickliffe: SR~2 & East 305th Street (300 Spaces) * 1,501 cMAQ# 725 388 388 1996 Business Plan
Perry: US 20 & Lane Road (150 Spaces) * 301 CMAQ* 125 88 88
6) |Design Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n~—Ride Plan
1996 Business Plan
7)|Construct Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n-Ride Plan
Wickliffe: SR—2 & East 305th Street (300 Spaces) * 750 CMAQ* 600 75 75 1996 Business Plan
Perry: US 20 & Lane Road (150 Spaces) * 400 cMAQ® 320 40 40
8) | Construct Transfer Stations 1,0000 X 800 100 100 1996 Business Plan
9) |Purchase/Install Shop Equipment 50 X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
10) [Purchase/Install Passenger Shelters 3 22 X 18 2 2 1996 Business Plan
11) |Purchase/Install Office Equipment 50 X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
12) |Purchase Spare Parts 50| X 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
13) [Purchase Support Vehicles (possibly CNG) 26; X 20 3 3 Fleet Improvement Plan
Note: Costand funding values reprasent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

—~ Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds

- In coordination with ODOT!
- Project contingent on NOACA Board approval

- Funding source contingent on NOACA Board approval to transfer to Section 5307 funds

]
1
? — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
3
4
5
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (T1P)

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LAKETRAN

SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
Item Cost FTA FHWA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 5309 * Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other Year | Document Title
1) |Purchase Small Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 28 1X| |X 1680 1,344 168 168 Fleet Improvement Plan
2) {Purchase Large Paratransit Vans (possibly CNG) 0 X X 0 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
3) |Purchase 25—30" Medium—Duty CNG Buses 0 X 0 CMAQ 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
4) |Purchase 35’ & 40’ CNG Buses 0 X 0 0 0 (4] Fleet Improvement Plan
Possibly Low Floor
5) |Acquire Right of Way (RW) for Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
1996 Business Plan
6) |Design Park—n—Ride Lots * Park-n—Ride Plan
1996 Business Plan
7) |Construct Park—n—Ride Lots * Park—n—Ride Plan
1996 Business Plan
8) {Construct Transfer Stations 500 400 50 50 1996 Business Plan
9) (Purchase/Install Shop Equipment 50 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
10) [Purchase/Install Passenger Shelters 0 0 0 0 0 1996 Business Plan
11) |Purchase/Instali Office Equipment 50 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
12) |Purchase Spare Parts 50 40 5 5 1996 Business Plan
13) |Purchase Support Vehicles (possibly CNG) 0 (X 0 0 0 0 Fleet Improvement Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
* — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
* ~ In coordination with ODOT!
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LINETRAN

1996 Business Plan

| including
1997-2000
Transportation
Improvement Program

January 1996 '
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INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a multi-year projection of the
operating and capital projects LAKETRAN may seck to implement with federal
funds in the coming period. Required by federal regulations, it is prepared
annually, in late fall - early winter, to become effective with the state fiscal year
beginning next July 1 and the federal fiscal year beginning the following
October 1. A project must be listed in the TIP to be eligible for state and federal
funding.

The TIP does not commit LAKETRAN to any specific course of action. Rather,
it serves as a planning document, a "business plan”. Separately, the Board of
Trustees will be asked to separately endorse LAKETRAN’s annual grant
application to fund the project, and to award a contract to implement the project.

LAKETRAN prepares the TIP for transit projects in Lake County, and forwards
that TIP to NOACA. NOACA obtains similar ‘TIP’s for transit projects in
Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lorain and Medina counties - plus highway, waterworks and
airport projects in all counties. These are compiled into a regional TIP which is
forwarded to ODOT for inclusion in the State TIP (STIP). The subsequent fall,
LAKETRAN reviews the TIP to select the projects for which federal funding will
be sought for the next year.

Federal regulations require the TIP be:

1. fiscally-balanced. Only those funds specifically allocated or earmarked to
an agency can be shown. We cannot show our need or desire to utilize
either discretionary transit funds (Section 3) or flexible intermodal funds
(Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality or CMAQ).

2. at least air quality neutral. NOACA must perform an air quality conformity
finding for each TIP to ensure the projects included do not worsen air

quality.
" Bechuse of the ‘complexity arising from the fiscal balance and air quality

requirements plus having to incorporate the regional TIP into the STIP, changes
to the TIP in between the annual updates are discouraged.
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FUNDING

The range of federal funding sources available for transit projects are as follows:
FTA 3 Discretionary transit funds, 80% federal share.
FTA 9 Formula transit funds, 80% federal share.

CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds. Can only be used
in non-attainment areas, areas which do not meet National Ambient
Air Quality Standards. Federal highway funds, controlled by
ODOT, eligible for transfer to transit capital projects that enhance
air quality, 80% federal share. ' ’ :

R Discretionary Interstate highway funds, ODOT controlled, 100%
federal share. .

STP Surface Transportation Program funds, NOACA administered,
eligible for transfer to any transit capital projects, 80% federal
share.

NHS National Highway System funds, ODOT controlled, eligible for

transfer to transit capital projects located along NHS roads, 80%
federal share.

The overwhelming amount of FTA 3 funds are earmarked by Congress to specific
agencies with strong lobbying efforts. There is intense competition for what little
there is left over for agencies such as LAKETRAN. Our use of such funds is
therefore limited to such "big ticket" items as our garage, its CNG fueling facility
and major, large bus purchases.

The STP, NHS and CMAQ funds are highway funds that are flexible and can be
used for selected transit projects. Transit’s use of these funds requires lobbying
at the NOACA and ODOT levels. ODOT is generally supportive of eligible transit
projects especially "routine” ones like alternatively-fueled buses and park-n-ride
lots. It has also supported "unique” projects such as Akron’s new Cleveland and
University of Akron services and its purchase of rail right-of-way. Competing
interests at NOACA often make the NOACA review of transit projects intense.



IR funds. are restricted to use along Interstate highways (e.g. 1-90); NHS funds
along highways and other facilities that are part of the National Highway System.
The only Lake County facilities that are part of the NHS are the following:

SR2 from Cuyahoga County to SR44S

SR44 from Headlands Park to Geauga County
SR91 between SR2 and 1-90
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Park-n-Ride Lots

CMAQ funds are restricted to projects which enhance air quality. It has the
greatest potential for use by transit agencies as most transit projects are, by
definition, at least "air quality neutral” and have the inherent potential to reduce
single-occupant vehicle (SOV) travel. These funds are administered by ODOT.

Each candidate project must undergo an eligibility review by both state (ODOT,
OEPA) and federal (USEPA, FTA, FHWA) agencies.

The state is seeking.to redesignate the Cleveland area from non-attainment to
attainment (a decision by USEPA is expected in 1996). If USEPA agrees, CMAQ
funding will not be lost to the region as previously thought. The 1995 NHS bill
permitted CMAQ funds to continue to flow to areas redesignated as attainment.
Without such legislation, the transit elements of the TIP would be dramatically
impacted and place further burdens on an already - overprogrammed STP

program.

STP is the main funding source for all highway projects not in the NHS. It is
already overprogrammed to such a significant extent that there is little likelihood
transit projects face an intense, uphill battle as evidenced by GCRTA’s CSU
Transit Center.

All of these funding categories are subject to change as their ISTEA authorization
must be renewed in 1997.

Coupled with the requirement that TIP’s be “fiscally restrained®, the forgoing
means our TIP can only show Section 9 (now, Section 5307 Urbanized Area
Formula) funds, earmarked Section 3 (now, Section 5309 Bus Capital) funds plus
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CMAQ funds for selected, pre-approved projects. This generally means only
Section 9 funds can be shown in our TIP for routine capital projects. These are
barely one third of the amount needed to fully fund LAKETRAN’s routine capital
needs (e.g. bus replacement). The significant boost Section 9 formula funds
received in FFY 1994-1995 - and the relief that provided to LAKETRAN - has
been negated by the 1996 cuts in the transit budget.

Future, federal budget proposals portend further drastic reductions in federal
financial support of transit programs. The outright elimination of federal funding
for transit is more possible now than at anytime in the past. This was cut 44% in
1996. As federal funds equal 48% of our budget, the impact could be cataclysmic.

Not withstanding the forgoing doom-and-gloom scenario, we have calculated the
amount of Section 9 funds available to LAKETRAN in future years as follows to
maximize our flexibility:

® The National Section 9 program will be fully funded at the authorization
level. '

® LAKETRAN’s share of the National Section 9 program will remain
unchanged at 0.06%.

® The relative growth of LAKETRAN’s services and ridership will yield an
additional 1% per year. )

® An additional 20% contingency is included to accommodate the contingency
projects permitted by FTA.



OPERATIONS

Ridership on LAKETRAN’s services continued to increase in 1995. Overall,
systemwide ridership increased 7% fueled by 2 6% growth in Dial-a-Ride. During
the same time, revenue hours dropped 4%. This is the third consecutive year
LAKETRAN achieved a significant improvement in efficiency. (All figures
compare the January - October of 1995 vs. the same period in 1994.)

LAKETRAN’s sales tax proceeds continued their healthy growth in 1995, up 8%
versus 1994. Such a large increase is due in part to the ongoing expansion of
retailing in Lake County. (Based on the 1993 census of retailing, Mentor has
grown to become the 7th highest retail sales locale in Ohio.) Nonetheless, the
primary challenge for LAKETRAN remains to increase efficiency from the
existing level of operations in the face of contjnuing increases in demand - and
potential loss of federal funds.

LAKETRAN will continue to use a range of strategies to improve efficiency,
especially for Dial-A-Ride. Short term and ongoing strategies include:

1. Greater grouping of trips.

2. Encouraging riders to shift trips from rush hours to base periods.

3. Continued heavy policing of clients with high cancellations and no-show
rates.

Longer term strategies include:

1. The existing software will continue to evolve and improve. It is not known
whether this is the "best” software. As the ADA market matures, other
‘software may become available and be "better”. LAKETRAN will continue
to monitor developments.

2. Utilizing MDT (mobile data terminals) and AVL (automatic vehicle location)
technology to maximize Dial-A-Ride/fixed route integration, achieve real
time dispatching and convert paper to electronic data transmission.

Th_esé latter strategies will be phased in over a multi-year period. .As a lean
organization, LAKETRAN must fully absorb one change before proceeding into
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the next. Past experience with technology systems mandates an extreme testing
phase will be required to thoroughly evaluate new products followed by a
prolonged de-bugging phase. :

Against this background, ADA-required service has been incremcntally‘
implemented. Full compliance is expected by the 1997 deadline.

Under terms of a 1993 agreement with GCRTA, LAKETRAN underwrites routes
43 (Willowick) and 49 (Wickliffe) at 50% and 80% respectively. Buses were
purchased jointly with Akron, Youngstown and Cleveland in 1995 to take these
routes over. Delivery is expected in Summer 1996. This transfer from GCRTA
to LAKETRAN will benefit taxpayers as LAKETRAN's fully-allocated cost of -

- operations is $36.00 per hour, GCRTA’s, $63.00 per hour. These will be

LAKETRAN's first CNG buses. LAKETRAN must become familiar with the
buses and their new technology.

For all the hoopla, CNG remains a young technology. Every transit agency that
has implemented CNG has had learning curve issues to overcome, Indeed, when
GCRTA took delivery of its first production run of CNG buses, there were a host
of engine and bus plumbing issues that appear to have been addressed. GCRTA
continues to have problems with its fuel island compressor. As our compressor .
is different from theirs and has been in long use in-a number of locations around
the county, we do not expect similar concerns.

LAKETRAN will continue to use private contractors for parts of its operation
where it is cost-effective to do so. LAKETRAN will continue contracts with local
firms and not-for-profit agencies to provide supplemental service in 1996-1998.

LAKETRAN will nonetheless continue to explore greater integration of Dial-a-
Ride and fixed route services. The demographic character of Lake County
portends well for such integration. ’

Population, development and economic activity are concentrated in the western

part of Lake County. Passengers from eastern Lake County must, therefore, travel
at least to Painesville, if not further west to the Great Lakes Mall and Vine Street.

This creates a large number of county-wide trips on Dial-A-Ride, duplicating the
fixed route service. The more that Dial-A-Ride can be integrated with and used .
to feed fixed routes, the more efficient LAKETRAN's operations will be.



has remained constant.

In addition to the. commuter buses referenced above, LAKETRAN will take
delivery of 12 low floor 35" CNG buses in late 1996, early 1997. These will
replace the 1985 and 1990 buses currently used on local fixed routes. This will
also provide sufficient buses for the following possible changes to local fixed route
service:

¢ Hourly weekday service on Routes 2 and 3.
® Examine the feasibility of rationalizing late evening service on Route 1.

® Service along Vipe Street after it is widened to 12-foot lanes, which is .

scheduled for mid-1990’s. Presently, buses are wider than the lanes offering
a safety hazard. . ‘

Cleveland commuter services continue to experience growth. In 1995, a third bus
was added to Route 7, Mentor Civic Center - Cleveland. This service now
operates at 0:15 frequency in the rush hours.

Route 6, Lakeland College - Cleveland, was extended to Madison in October
1994. This extension is expected to help LAKETRAN further tap the eastern Lake
County and Ashtabula County markets. The Madison Village Fire Department (on
SR 528 just north of SR 84) is being used. Ridership averages 5 persons per day.

LAKETRAN has formulated a coherent Park-n-Ride lot program for Lake County.
Existing lots are at the Mentor Civic Center (SR615, north of SR2) and Lakeland
College (SR306 and 1-90) and Madison Village Fire Department (SR 528, just
north of SR 84). The latter was added in October 1995 when Royte 6 was
extended east. Both the Lakeland College and Madison Village lots are joint use.

In the future, lots are projected for the following locations:
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I-90 and
SR528, Madison
Vrooman Road, Leroy
SR44, Concord
SR615, Mentor
SR84, Wickliffe

© US20 and :

SR528, Madison
Lane Road, Perry

SR2 and
SR306, Mentor

. Heisley Road, Mentor

East 305th Street, Wickliffe

These lots enable most of Lake County’s commuters to be within 2 or 3 miles of
a park-n-ride lot. This will enhance LAKETRAN’s appeal to local markets and
enable LAKETRAN to tap new markets, including Ashtabula and Geauga
Counties. Further, these lots will be open to car and van pools increasing the’
attractiveness of alternates to the single occupant vehicle (SOV).

Land acquisition, design and construction of these lots is being funded by a mix
of CMAQ, Section 9 and local funds.

The Park-n-Ride lot at I-90 and SR615 will be integrated into design of the new
interchange to be built at that location. Incorporating the lot into the design of the
interchange will improve traffic flow and enable easy on-off for both buses and
cars. ODOT is currently planning this intersection and expects this project to
proceed to construction in the late 1990's.

Park-n-Ride lots are part of a long term strategy to provide alternates to single-
occupant vehicles (SOV's). It is not LAKETRAN’s intent to operate bus
service to all of these lots. Bus service will be operated at those lots with the
greatest demand. All lots will be available for carpools, vanpools and other high
occupant vehicle (HOV) travel.

Carpools and vanpools are other parts of the HOV arsenal. Continued
suburbanization of the Cleveland metropolitan area means work destinations are
increasingly dispersed. Coupled with equally - if not more - dispersed home



origins, flextime and the region’s non-attainment status for air quality, this means
non-traditional modes of public transportation will play an increasing role in the
future. 'LAKETRAN entered into an agreement with NOACA whereby NOACA
will promote van pools with LAKETRAN sponsorship to employers and employee
groups in Lake County. - '
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CAPITAL

FLEET IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

LAKETRAN operates a fleet of 79 revenue vehicles. These vehicles range from
small 10-passenger vans to full-sized, 40-foot buses.

Small (10-passenger) and large (14-passenger) vans are used in paratransit service.
The latter also substitute for accessible fixed-route buses should one of those be
unavailable. Medium (30 - 35 foot) sized buses are used on Jocal fixed route
service. Full-sized (40 foot) transit and intercity buses are used in Cleveland
comrmuter services.

The number of each type of vehicle in LAKETRAN's fleet is détermined by peak .
period demand plus a 20% spare factor. This spare factor is FTA’s standard.

It is desirable in any bus fleet to retire buses as they reach the end of their useful
life. The minimum useful life of a bus is defined by FTA as follows:

12 years or 500,000 miles
30 foot buses 10 years or 350,000 miles
less than 30 foot buses 7 years or 200,000 miles
vans 4 years or 100,000 miles

3540 foot buses

This way, older buses that require correspondingly higher amounts of maintenance
effort and cost can be removed from service. By removing such maintenance-
intensive vehicles, LAKETRAN is able to operate more efficiently,

Simultaneously, it is equally desirable to acquire new buses at the same rate the
older buses are being retired. This way, more reliable and efficient equipment, '
that is less costly to maintain, can be placed. in service. This also permits the
overall fleet size to remain constant while reducing the average age of same. The
regular replacement of buses in small, annual increments rather than larger,
infrequent purchases serves a number of purposes.

1. Fleet age is prevented from building up to a high level where replacement of



a large portion of the fleet is required.

2. The likelihood that LAKETRAN will have a large portion of its fleet comprised
of defective or maintenance-intensive buses is minimized.

3. Maintenance efforts are spread equally throughout the system over time so that
large numbers of vehicles do not reach major overhaul milestones in mass.

Also, problems arise from making large bus purchases in a single year. It will
again be necessary to purchase a large number of vehicles in a single year to
replace them to maintain fleet size. Vehicles purchased together, age together.
All will reach such major milestones as engine overhaul simultaneously, requiring
a greater maintenance- effort then an agency can often accommodate.

All of the new buses to be purchased under the Fleet Improvement Program are
slated to be CNG fueled. This will take maximum advantage of the CNG
capabilities of our new facility. It is possible that 90% or more of LAKETRAN’s
fleet could be CNG fueled by the mid-1990’s. This would make us one of the first
transit systems to achieve such a high percent of CNG-fueled buses.

The forgoing is being pursued with the recognition that CNG is a young
technology. (In contrast, diesel has been around for 60+ years.) Regional
variations in gas "quality” (methane - ethane - propane composition) has an impact
on bus engines.

It is probable that paratransit vans will remain diesel-powered to achieve the 200-
250 miles per day range required of them. Current CNG technology limits
vehicles of this size to 100 miles per day, requiring a return to the garage for
fueling part way through the vehicles run. Further, the $10,000 - $15,000
incremental cost of CNG is hard to justify over the 4 - 5 year life of paratransit
vans.

A chart summarizing the changes in fleet composition that are expected to occur
during the ensuing years is provided as Attachment 1.

Salient ingredients of LAKETRAN's Fleet Almprovcmcnt Program (FIP) are as
follows:

193

1. Commuter Fleet

Sixteen 40’ foot (11 commuter, plus 6 transit/fixed route) buses are shown on
the FIP tables. These are needed for LAKETRAN’s operation of the west end
routes now operated by GCRTA (routes 43 and 49) under contract to
LAKETRAN. These were tendered in 1994, jointly with Akron and
Youngstown. Due to financial problems of various bus manufacturers that
time, no tenders were received. We thereafter merged our tender with
Cleveland’s. These proposals were received.in 1995. Delivery is scheduled
for Summer 1996. The GCRTA routes will be taken over once mechanics are
trained on the buses, LAKETRAN is confident CNG problems have been licked
and drivers trained on the routes.

Over the past year, LAKETRAN has pursued used suburban or intercity buses.
Suburban buses are almost exclusively purchased by transit agencies and must
be retained for at least 12 years/500,000 miles, Such old, well-worn buses
would not reflect well on LAKETRAN. We have, therefore, focused on the
range of late-model, low-mileage intercity buses on the market.

Four such buses were added to the fleet in 1995. This allowed LAKETRAN
to take the one Mentor-Cleveland run operated by a contractor back in house,
and will provide buses needed to operate service at one or more of the park-o-
ride lots expected to come on line in the late 1990°s.

Once frequency on Cleveland routes drops to 10 minutes, adding further buses
to accommodate ridership will reduce driver productivity. High capacity buses
(articulated or double-deck) will be explored for use beyond that point.

2. Fixed Route

The fixed route fleet will be standardized around low floor, 35" foot buses.
Twelve such buses were tendered in 1995. Delivery is scheduled for late 1996
- early 1997. These will replace the 1985 and 1990 buses now used in local
service and provide the additional buses needed to provide hourly service on
Routes 2 and 3, plus along Vine Street after it is widened.

Please note a 35" low floor, CNG bus provides the same passenger capacity and
operating range as the 30" high floor, diesel buses being replaced. The



passenger-friendly low floor and environmental benefits of CNG bode for the
selection of this bus for LAKETRAN’s future.

3. Light Duty 25’ Buses

Four Light duty 25° buses were tendered in 1995 for delivery in early 1996.
These will be used on local shuttles and light density routes.  These buses are
used where 18 passenger light transit vehicles were formerly used. The latter
are purchased as 14 passenger vehicles now. Reduced passenger seats means
2 wheelchair passengers can be accommodated.

- 4. Light Transit Vehicles

These 14 passenger vans are used in many-to-one dial-a-ride service and on
low-volume fixed routes. Low floor vans will be explored.

5. Small Paratransit Vans

Ten-passenger vans are used in basic one-to-one paratransit service. A modest
fleet increase will permit expanded service.

The forgoing fleet additions will increase the revenue fleet to just over 100 buses.

In its diesel fleets, LAKETRAN will strive to provide the industry-standard 20%
spare ratio for its fleet. On its CNG fleets, LAKETRAN will provide a lar;cr
spare ratio due to the teething problems bus and engine manufacturers are having
with CNG. Lacking such an adequate ratio often requires a different type 9f bus
being sent on a bus change and, less frequently, maintenance has to juggle
schedules to keep both inspections and service on time.
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PARK-N-RIDE LOTS

Development in Lake County has evolved around the use of the automobile. Over
the last two decades, people have sought to leave the central city for safety,
privacy, better schools, less noise and congestion, and Lake County has been the
benefactor of this change. Unfortunately, this overwhelming migration to the
suburbs has produced the same environmental problems in which caused this
retreat. The future of this unlimited growth is the hot topic between geographers
and planners.

Looking into the future, the continuing growth of traffic will probably spiral. This
scenario will produce enormous problems of congestion, pollution, and
inconvenience. If we look around Lake -County we witness more and more
construction of single family houses with three-car garages. As we continue our
growth patterns and demand for more services, our road network will become moie
clogged, pollution will increase, and road maintenance will outstrip the public’s
threshold for taxes. :

To meet the challenges of providing commuting options to our public, Park and
Ride adapts to our land use pattern and our prediction for the automobile very well.

The intent of Park and Ride facilities is to provide a common location for
individuals to transfer from a single (or low) occupancy to a high occupancy travel
mode. In Lake County we consider our high occupancy modes to be carpool,
vanpool and commuter bus.

LAKETRAN has operated a Park and Ride commuter service to downtown
Cleveland since 1985. The first Park and Ride service originated from the Railbus
Demonstration Project. We began this service from the Mentor Civic Center
because the lot was free. This location was to be temporary until we could locate
a site closer to State Route 2. However, discussions with private owners of land
located closer to State Route 2 proved fruitless. We continued the search by
talking to existing retail establishments in the desired areas. The stores did not
want to share their limited available parking with a Park and Ride. We then shifted
our search and began considering the possibilities of locating on Tyler Boulevard.

The Tyler Boulevard corridor certainly offered opportunities. First, there were sites



available, and second, some of these sites did provide some level of visibility from
the Lakeland Freeway. However, accessing Tyler Boulevard is not convenient for
commuters coming from North Mentor. These potential customers would have to
pass up the Lakeland Freeway ramp, fight more morning traffic, and travel another
10 to 15 minutes to reach the Park and Ride lot. Consequently, our bus would have
to negotiate its way through traffic to the freeway, or backtrack to State Route 615.
Even if the bus entered the freeway at State Route 306, additional time would be
added to the trip. The total travel time spent in just getting on the freeway could
come close to a 30 minute delay. The only riders attracted would be those who are
truly committed to the idea and benefits of public transit and those who are transit
dependent.

Since available sites had severe long-range limitations, we delayed making a major
investment in Park and Ride until we could establish a site that met the location
criteria and could grow with future needs. LAKETRAN made a modest
improvement at the Mentor Civic Center to ease the growing demand for the Park
and Ride service. The Mentor Civic Center service was successful almost
immediately with the availability of additional parking. Since this modest start in
1985, LAKETRAN has gone from one bus to three buses to meet the demand of
commuters riding into Cleveland. :

Lake County is anything but transit dependent. American Demographics Magazine
listed our county as one of the most automobile-dominated counties in the United
States. There are more vehicles registered in Lake County than there are residents.
Vehicle registration grew 7% in 1992 - 1994. In spite of this trend, our Park and
Ride service continued to flourish. We currently operate four buses to Cleveland
on a daily basis and our buses to various Cleveland sporting events are even more

popular.

Currently, Lake County residents have very few options for their daily work trip

to Cleveland. Our Park and Ride program must offer our residents a full realm of
commuting options, whether they choose to carpool, vanpool or ride a commuter
bus.

To reach a solution for the growing demand of commuter services in the Mentor
area and Lake County, LAKETRAN began searching for potential Park and Ride
lots that were located next to and visible from the Lakeland Freeway. We found
almost all of the available interchanges were virtually fully developed.' To help the
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latent and apparent need for Park and Ride services, we expanded our search to all
of the lots along the Lakeland Freeway and Interstate 90. The greatest need is to
secure available and adequately sized parcels that are located close to present
population and congested areas. Therefore our priority is to address our growing
demand for commuter services from the Mentor area and inventory available sites
that meet our needs.

The following criteria will be used to ensure sites are compatible for park-n-ride
development:

1. Site Accessibility - Perhaps the most important, location must have
convenient access from major roadways for both commuters and transit
vehicles.

2. Availability - Site is available for both short term and long term use.

3. Site Visibility - Site should be visible from major roadways to ensure
passing motorists will be aware of the facilities; also visibility will deter
possible vandalism and enhance the safety and security of the area.

4. Adequate Space - Size should allow for current and projected demand, and
provide room for effective expansion.

5. Current Operations - Site should maximize operating efficiencies; should
encourage use and ridership.

6. Development Costs - Level sites are preferred as they have good access and
are free from environmental problems; also, a level site is a consideration for
construction of supporting elements.

7. Transit and HOV Potential - Site should be able to support rail or HOV
" (High Occupancy Vehicle) lanes, signal priority and direct access ramps to
further enhance the use of the facility and transit.

8. Proximity of User Amenities - Consideration should be given to
service-like amenities such as gas stations, convenience stores, dry
cleaners, day care, etc. which may encourage transit usage by providing
convenient services.



9.  Joint Development Opportunities - Potential may be examined in the
site selection process. Additional developments at Park and Ride sites
have been very appealing. The idea centers on the methodology to reduce
the total number of trips taken. Offering services, particularly child care,
at the Park and Ride facilities makes the service very attractive for several
reasons. First, women are more prone to use transit than men (although
our ridership appears to be evenly split). Additionally, women are more
likely to assume the task of dropping off the children at the day care
center. Consequently, the idea to provide child care and bus service at
the same location reduces the number of trips in the morning. Trip
reduction and reducing the number of engine starts, etc., are ways to
positively impact the quality of our air. Again we see the convenience
factor enhanced as well. The Park and Ride facility fills another need to
consolidate trips and, more importantly, save time for the commuter in the
morning.

In addition, FTA guidelines will be followed for park-n-ride lot development. All
of the Park-n-Ride lots will qualify as Class II environmental actions pursuant to
C5020.1 and 23 CFR 77 as follows:

. Land will be zoned for highway, park-n-ride or similar use;
2. Adjoining land uses will be compatible;

3. Adjacent streets.will have sufficient capacity to handle the resulting car
and bus traffic;

4. No relocation will be needed; and

5. Environmental audits will be performed on all sites to ensure no
environmentally contaminated parcels will be developed.

Design and construction parameters will allow for Park-n-Ride - plus Kiss-n-Ride,
passenger amenities, and joint development. Future expansion will not be
precluded.

Interchanges offer the best sites for Park and Ride lots. Theylmeet or exceed ‘the
suggested criteria listed above and already serve as a focus in the daily driving
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habits of the vast majority of Lake Countians, Every resident must access 1-90 or
State Route 2 by using an interchange and the Northeast Ohio Areawide
Coordinating Agency traffic counts prove that no other roads come close to the
volume of cars during commute times. While each interchange offers its own
characteristics, the way the population is dispersed in Lake County, the sites on the
north side of State Route 2 and 1-90 are more desirable because that is where the
traffic is generated. Moreover, it is better to build onto pattemed behavior than to
try to change two behaviors. It will be easier and consequently more acceptable
for people to utilize a Park and Ride facility if they do not have to change their
travel pattems too much. Thus, if the facility is on their normal route to the
freeway and the route has the same destination, people are more likely to use the
service. Additionally, we have seen commuters form carpools at abandoned gas
stations along 1-90. Providing parking lots for carpooling commuters is just as
important to our mission as providing buses for their commute.

There are many areas outside downtown Cleveland that serve as the workplace for
Lake Countians. These diverse areas are very difficult to serve with bus routes.
By making the formation of carpools and vanpools easier by centralizing parking,
Wwe encourage commuters to make a decision to increase the occupancy of their
vehicle. Everybody understands the value of carpooling and vanpooling from the
perspective of environmental gains, cost savings, trade deficit reduction, and to
decrease our reliance on foreign sources of fuel.

As stated before the best locations for Park and Ride are adjacent to interchanges.
This is an inventory of sites available for possible Park and Ride development
along the Lakeland Freeway and Interstate 90.

l_.‘ East 305th Street and the Lakeland Freeway - This location contains a
single large structure that once housed a grocery store. The building and
grounds stand vacant now except a small portion rented to a dental office.

2.  State Route 91 and the Lakeland Freeway - Preliminary findings indicate
that nothing is available.

3. Vine Street and the Lakeland Freeway - Nothing available.

4. Lost Nation and the Lakeland Freeway - There is one land parcel just
south of the freeway. Because of its small size and the ramp problems at



this exit, the ‘potential of purchasing land at the airport was reviewed and
rejected. We have problems merging our bus onto the roadway at Lost
Nation and State Route 2. Even our small vehicles which provide our Dial-
A-Ride service have found it problematic - a fully loaded 40 foot bus would
be even slower. This facility does not offer the visibility and easy access
that are part of our primary criteria for Park and Ride site selection as listed
above. : '

State Route 306 and the Lakeland Freeway - Two sides to the

interchange have not been developed. Both are located on the north side of

the freeway, the better side. Possibly the best location in Lake County may

be the vacant parcel at the northwest comer of the Lakeland Freeway and
 State Route 2. Sites further north on State Route 306 are possibilities, there

is airport property available along 306 and a shared use option might
~ include the parking lot at St. John Vianney Church. The parcels on the
south side of State Route 2 were not considered because they are not
convenient for commuter traffic to reach in the momning.

- State Route 615 and the Lakeland Freeway - In hind sight perhaps, we
should have pushed harder for a site in the old Pick-N-Pay/Cooks United
‘Plaza for a Park and Ride site here, The only other site in this
immediate area that may be available is the comer property at Beliflower
Road and State Route 615. The owners have sought to have this parcel at
. the interchange rezoned for years. The housing on the property predates the
freeway. This is a consideration. _

. Heisley Road and the Lakeland Freeway - We should consider this
location for a potential Park and Ride location. Once some of those old
nursery properties located on Lakeshore Boulevard are subdivided and
developed the traffic volume will increase significantly. A notable increase
in traffic along this corridor has already been noticed due to many people
using Heisley as an access from newer housing developments farther south.:
The northwest comner remains vacant. There is another parcel available on
the southeast side and there are some potential locations further south on
Heisley as well. There is a possibility of more available sites at State Routes
44 and State Route 283,

8. State Route 283 and State Route 2 - In Painesville, offers a few potential
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

sites, although access would be a problem.

Bacon Road/Fairport Harbor Nursery Road - There are some sites near
the intersection. The traffic flow originates from State Route 20 and east.

State Route 20 Split - This area has sites available. The optimal location
would be on the north side of 20 allowing easy access by automobile.
However, considering left tums along State Route 20 are nearly impossible
(especially at peak times); signaling then becomes a prime concern.

Lane Road - A potenﬁal location. This site has many characteristics that
interchanges have, but it lacks ramps.

-Madison - A 'fast-growing part of the county, Madison offers two distinct
possibilities. We currently use the Chapeldale strip center for our service to

the Cleveland Browns’ home games. It was available for shared use limited
to Browns home games. The long term potential would be State Route 528.
& State Route 20 or, if we wanted to go further south, State Route 528 &
1-90.

1-90 and ‘SR 528/US20 and SR 528 - Presents some possible locatioris for
future Park and Rides. State Routes 528-and I-90 have locations avajlable
at or near the interchange. This location would sufficiently serve part of the
Madison area. However, Madison residents who live north of State Route
20 have a higher tendency. to use 20 and State Route 2 instead of I-90.
Other markets that might be served by this location include Geneva,
Ashtabula, and surrounding townships.

I-90 and Vrooman Road - Another interchange that has sites available is
Vrooman Road and I-90. There is speculation that once the new bridge is
constructed, this interchange will pull traffic from Route 20 and 1-90 because
the directness and speed of traffic will improve.

I-90 and SR 44 - State Routes 44 and I-90 is a difficult area to access.
Locating along State Route 44 south is particularly problematic because -
passengers from the north will have to bypass I-90 to reach the Park and
Ride lot. Locating along this corridor would, however, attract commuters
from the Chardon area. The other possibility for service in this area is to



review the sites at State Route 44 and State Route 84. This interchange
serves the commuters from the Painesville and Concord area.

16. 1-90 and SR 615 - The Ohio Department of Transportation is constructing
a Park and Ride lot at the proposed State Route 615 and 1-90 interchange.
Our current Park and Ride at Lakeland Community College handles the State
Route 306 and I-90 area. Future prospect of this lot is limited considering
the above mentioned future Park and Ride at State Route 615 & 1-90.

17. 1-90 and SR 91 . State Route 91 and 1-90 would be a great area for a Park

and Ride lot if we could secure a location. "Currently the RTA #49 bus

begins its fixed route at Pine Ridge Valley Apartments and continues west
on State Route 84 to Bishop Road. A Park and Ride location here to anchor
this route would be a positive enhancement to the feasibility of this site
selection, especially if timed with LAKETRAN assuming the operation of
RTA routes 49 and 43.

18. 1-90 and Bishop Road (SR 84) - At the Bishop Road interchange with I-90,
there is some potential for a future Park and Ride location. A service such
as this may draw heavily from apartment residents who live in the immediate
area. We should continue to pursue the purchasing of Park and Ride lots and
have applied for funding to help finance these projects.

It is unlikely LAKETRAN will operate bus service to all lots that are developed.
On the one hand, demand may not be large enough to fill a bus at one or even two
stops. This will require the bus to make additional stops to fill it. On the other
hand, these additional stops will elongate the ride for passengers such that it is no
longer competitive with the private auto.

As tﬁe auto - and the single occupant vehicle (SOV) - is the prime alternate to
LAKETRAN's Park-n-Ride services, our service must remain quick and direct.

LAKETRAN does not view its Park-n-Ride lots the exclusive domain of public
transit riders. These lots are open to car and vanpools as well and will be
advertised as such. This is consistent with our previous statements and our funding
of Rideshare’s vanpools based in Lake County. Car and vanpools are the most
viable alternative to the SOV when both ends (origin and destination) are dispersed
in typical, low-density suburban settings.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

LAKETRAN should continue to pursue the purchase of potential Park and Ride
lots. We have applied for funding to help finance these projects: :

I-90 and SR 528

US 20 and SR 528

1-90 and Vrooman Road
1-90 and SR 44 '
I-90 and Bishop Road
SR 2 and SR 306

At this point, we believe that an aggressive effort should be considered to purchase
the best sites to preserve them and ensure access to them in the future. In some
cases, we may purchase and develop a lot before we operate bus service from that
l?caﬁon as this will encourage some commuters to use them as carpool and vanpool
sites. .

As a final note, since rail service may be a consideration for the future of Lake
County, these lots can be decommissioned. “Also, any land purchased will only
continue to appreciate in value. )



TRANSFER STATIONS AND PASSENGER SHELTERS

Transfer stations will be developed at strategic locations in Lake County and are
key to LAKETRAN’s evolving hub-and-spoke concept. These stations will
provide a weather-protected environmerit in which passengers can transfer between
buses. Such transfers would be between fixed routes (e.g. Fairport Shuttle and
Route 1 in Painesville), between Dial-A-Ride runs, or between Dial-A-Ride and
fixed routes (where Dial-A-Ride is used to feed fixed route service).

These stations will provide basic protection from the weather. If heated or cooled,
passive energy sources will be used. Telephone and/or vending concessions may
be sought to offset the cost. These stations can also be used as staging areas
where buses may wait between trips.

LAKETRAN will seck to locate these stations near major activity centers.
Candidate locations include Shoregate, Lake West Hospital, Great Lakes Mall,
Painesville (Lake East Hospital or on the Square), Perry and Madison. Wherever
possible, LAKETRAN will develop these stations on a turnkey or joint-use basis.

LAKETRAN will install passenger shelters at selected locations where passenger

volumes are high, but not high enough to warrant a transfer station. Candidate

locations for these include the following:

Lake West Hospital

Vine Street

Kmart on Mentor Avenue

Mentor Civic Center

Downtown Cleveland (e.g. Rockwell)
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EACILITY EXPANSION

LAKETRAN's facility was designed for 64 revenue vehicles plus 7 non-revenue
vehicles for a total of 71. LAKETRAN currently has 88 vehicles, an increase of
24 vans. This growth occurred 1990 to 1994 to meet the demand for dial-a-ride
service. Our fleet will expand by another 28 buses by 1997 due to the following
acquisitions:

6 Intercity Buses

Used intercity buses were purchased in 1995 - 1996 to help meet increasing
demand for commuter and baseball game service to Cleveland, and to provide
adequate vehicles for additional park-n-ride lots scheduled to open.

16. 40’ Suburban Buses

In December 1992, GCRTA notified LAKETRAN it would not operate two
commuter routes in Western Lake County that it and its predecessor had

- operated since 1958. That began a process where first, LAKETRAN
contracted with GCRTA to continue the service and second, LAKETRAN
tendered new buses to take over this service. These buses are scheduled to
arrive in the summer of 1996.

LAKETRAN's takeover of this service will result in significant savings to the
taxpayer. GCRTA's cost per bus vehicle service hour is $63.00;
LAKETRAN's, $38.00. That is 40% less!

’

w ity Buse

These buses will allow LAKETRAN to reduce the headway on local routes to
once-an-hour from the present onece-every two hours, and allow for new service
along a major shopping/retail street in Western Lake County. These buses are
scheduled to be delivered in the spring of 1997.

As a consequence, LAKETRAN’s facility will handle 52 (73 %) more vehicles than
it was designed for.



All available floor space in the storage house is used now. Three lanes are
respectively reserved for internal circulation, staging buses for servicing and
waiting for repair. These can be converted to storage. This would force hostlers
to constantly juggle buses during the evening shift. Efficiency will be lost and
costs increased as hostlers spend as much time moving buses about as servicing
them. Buses waiting for repair would be forced outside. Outside storage is not
conducive in Lake County’s heavy snow and ice environment. More about that
later. ‘

Buses could also be parked in the fuel/service lanes. Yet, hostlers are just
finishing their work at the same time the first pull-out is made at 4:30 a:m. You
can not park buses "overnight” in 2 space still being used.

The alternative plan would be to park some vehicles outside. Expanded indoor
parking is the most effective approach. Before moving to the current facility with
indoor storage, all storage was outside. The move to indoor storage has caused
significant maintenance expense savings. Since moving here, all of our parts and
labour costs have gone down. Because all of our vehicles are diesel, we do not
have any of the starting problems we once had. Our spending on starters, glow
plugs and batteries has dropped 50%. Our air conditioning repairs have also
dropped. Even our road calls have dropped since we are parking inside. The
labour for drivers is lower because they do not have to spend the first minutes of
their day scraping ice and snow from their vehicle.

Even though the new suburban and low floor buses will be CNG, similar reduced
maintenance expenses can be expected if those buses are stored indoors. Indeed,
cold weather starting of CNG buses parked outside overnight is a nascent
technology.

To accommodate the 28 new buses, 7 additional parking lanes will be needed,
(each lane is 170’ long). One additional waiting-for-repair land plus two additional
parking lanes for further expansion will be provided for. Thus, 10 additional lanes
will be added.

No additional land will need to be acquired. LAKETRAN is fortunate to have
acquired sufficient additional land when assembling land parcels for the facility
initially.
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LAKETRAN expects design work to conclude in late 1996 and construction to
proceed in early 1997. Advance construction authority, Certificates of
Participation, discretionary and earmarked funding will all be pursued to fund
construction.



N P IPMEN

Shop and support equipment must be purchased to maintain vehicles in safe and
operable condition, permitting efficient transportation to riders. This equipment
will facilitate the maneuvering of vehicles and heavy vehicle components. Also,
deteriorated equipment must be replaced. New vehicles may require specific
supplies and equipment for maintenance. Overall, productivity will be improved.

The general guideline used for replacing existing equipment is a combination of
age, condition, replacement part availability and a repair/replace evaluation based
on individual vehicle repair needs. This equipment is expected to last ten (10)

years, but may be replaced sooner depending upon actual usage, condition and _

maintenance costs.

A nominal amount of $20,000 per year is projected.
P! N EFI !

Various office equipment must be purchased to replace old, worn out pieces,
‘provide for new employees, and otherwise meet the emerging needs of the agency.
The ongoing advancement of technology dictates that new equipment will be a
continuing need. A modest amount of $50,000 is programmed per year.

New portable radios are purchased to coincidental with fleet
replacement/expansion. In addition, mobile data terminals (MDT’s) will be
purchased and existing portable radios modified. This will permit LAKETRAN's
existing open-loop system (where all radios receive all broadcasts) to a closed
system (where only the two parties talking to each other hear the conversation).

It will also permit a large amount of voice transmissions to be converted to data
- transmissions. Less chatter will occur over the radio. Voice communication will
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be possible only when enabled by the dispatcher. Data transmission will epable
pickup, dropoff, trip cancellation and trip addition information to be communicated
between base and the driver without tying-up airwaves with an extended verbal
discourse. This will also provide real-time recording of pickup and dropoff times
on Dial-a-Ride. Vehicle performance will be able to be better monitored.

An automatic vehicle locator (AVL) system will be also be installed. AVL uses
satellites to track the location of vehicles. Such a system will emable LAKETRAN
to convert to real time dispatching to provide an almost immediate response to
passengers and simultaneously enhance productivity.

PURCHA RT_VEHI

This program has established a regular replacement cycle on the basis of vehicle
age, mileage, use, and condition. The replacement cycle for these vehicles is
determined separately for each vehicle because of their varying use. These
vehicles must be extremely reliable and capable of providing 24-hour service under
all kinds of conditions. By replacing them regularly, the likelihood of a
breakdown in service is lessened and major maintenance and repair costs are
reduced.

PURCHASE SPARE PARTS

Major spare parts for revenue vehicles will be purchased to improve service to the
customer; and is an integral part of a preventative maintenance program to keep
the fleet in prime operable condition. This includes power plant and air
conditioning components, destination signs, and body panels.

A nominal amount of $30,000 per year is programmed. This amount is increased
for those years in which major acquisitions of new commuter and fixed route buses
are program. -



LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT
(LCT)

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT
LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet
STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning

1997 500 1,690 217 500 650 174
1998 188 1,741 217 150 650 174
1999 - B9g|  1,793 222 479 650 178
2000 720 1,847 228 576 650 183

TOTAL 2,007 7,071 884 1,705 2,600 709

LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating | Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR | Expenditures | Revenues Cost Local State Federal

1997 1,690 169 1,621 617 254 650
1998 1,741 176 1,565 654 261 650
1999 1,793 180 1,612 694 268 650
2000 1,847 200 1,647 720 277 650

TOTAL 7,071 725 6,345 2,685 1,060 2,600

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
Above estimates for operating expenditures do not assume passage of an operating levy.
They assume 15% State match from 1997 — 2000 and 9% reduction in Federal operating assistance
from 1997 — 2000 compared to 1996.

BALORSUM97.WK1
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

- Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltom Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 53112 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax [ Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Paratransit Van 4 X [X 154/ X 154° 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
2){Bus Purchase 2 (X {X 346 X 346° 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
* — We are requesting that our local share be from toll booth revenue which requires prior approval from the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA). In the event FHWA does not approve usage of toll booth revenue, the above listed projects
will be funded by other local sources, delayed to other program years, or scaled back.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALORPLIT.WK1

% — Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

NOACA

LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

- " Wheelchair Equipped Source of
B o Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding_ Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 53117 Funding | ODOT [ Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Paratransit Vans 3 X X 116 X 92 12 12| 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
2)|Bus Shelters 1 40 X 32 4 4] 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
3)| Tire Lease 32 X 26 3 3| 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
' — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALORPLYZ.WKI

2 — Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds

208




NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

- _ Wheelchair Equipped Souwrce of - o
. Expansion| | Total Federal Amournt of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem| Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' [ 53112 Funding [ ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1){Bus Purchase 31X (X 519 X 415 52 52{ 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
2)|Van Purchase 2 X |X 8o X 64 8 8| 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)
Forthcoming
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALORPLI7.WKI

2 - Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT (LCT)
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

Wheelchair Equipped| T Source of R
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
o ~ Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
itemn| Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 '] 53117 Funding { ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Bus Purchase 6 X |X 720 X 576 72 72} 1996 Transportation Development Program (TDP)

Forthcoming

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALORPLIZ.WK1
2 — Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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 Lorain
. County

Transit serving greater lorain county

one park landing 6100 south broadway, suite 301, lorain, ohio 44053

Mr. Brett Harris ~ RECEIVED

Section 18 Program Manager : .
Ohio Department of Transportation DEC 13 1395
Division of Public Transportation

25 South Front Street . NOACA
P.0. Box 899 ’

Columbus, Ohio 43216-0899

Dear Mr. Harris:

Please find enclosed our Section 18 Four-Year Capital and~Qperatihg
Program for years 1997-2000. We plan to submit. this infomg:ion to NOACA
for the next TIP update scheduled for January 1996. We have eliminated

all in-kind service contribution from our Rural Program beginning in
1997, which is consist i

conservative.
We hope you find everything in order.

* 1f you have any questions or comments regarding our plans, please do not
hesitate to call me at (216) 329-5545,

General Manager }

WRE/emg

CC: Pam Novak, Fiscal Coordinator

T ) . equal opportunity employer ’ o
(216) 329-5545 (elyria) - : (216)233-7868 (lorain) )
(216) 775-1351 ext. 5545 (oberlin) (216) 647-2351 ext. 5545 (wellington) -
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LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT BOARD'S
1997

PLANNING WORK PROGRAM
Total FY 1997 Planning Program Cost - $217,000
Federal Share (Sectiong9) & - $173,600
Local Share - $43,400

Prepared by LCTB Staff
Project #OH-90-X253
Drafted: 3/18/96
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1995 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM (TDP) Implementation Assistance:

ACTIVITIES:

DOCUMENTS:

[

Work v_i_riDtll; our local MPO in implementing service strategjes relating to the

Qutline stmteﬁies In marketing the TDP Countywide
Develop ques in evaluahnlﬁanCommunity support of TDP initiatives
Provide input into Long Range updates

Memorandums
Solicitation Materials
Contract for work
Board resolutions

Total Cost = $18,000
Federal Share = $ 14,400
Local Share = $ 3,600



1997 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM

PROGRAM SUPPORT AND ADMINISTRATION:

ACTIVITIES:

DOCUMENTS:

Prepare for LCTB Meetin'fs
Preparation of grants and proposals, and reports
tion of annual report
tance to agencies providing service to the LCTB
Preparation ofe:ld p reports on the fixed route services and de-
mand/response services

Reports, grants, LCTB Meeting materlals, annual reports, correspondence

Total Cost = $156,000
Federal Share (Section 9) = $124,800
Local Share ‘= $31,200
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1997 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM

ADA PLAN FOR SERVICES:

ACTIVITIES:

DOCUMENTS:

To update the ADA Plan annually

Hold regular meetings with the ADA Advisory Committee
Revise operating and capital bud,

Incorporate ons to the ADA

Monitor development of ADA services

Memorandums

Meeting summaries

Board resolutions

Revisions to the ADA Plan

Revisions to operating and capital budget tables
Total Cost = $8,000
Federal Share (Section 9) = $6,400
Local Share = $ 1,600



1997 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM 1997 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP):
BOARD TRAINING/STAFF WORKSHOPS;

- To prepare the annual Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
- Provide and conduct up to four workshops focusing on future transit devel-

opment
ACTIVITIES:
ACTIVITIES:
- Prepare draft TIP elements
- Respond to private section review questions _
- Prepare financial capadity information . - Solicit assistance from consultants on a per diem basis
- Meetings with the local MPO to review the draft elements - Select site of workshops
- Prepare final TIP elements - Prepare and schedule workshop activities
- Attend the NOACA's Technical Advisory Committee to review the final ele- - Prepare workshop materials
ments
- LCTB approval of the final TIP elements
EXPECTED DOCUMENTS:
DOCUMENTS:
- Memorandums
- Invoices
- Transit Board resolution to adopt final TIP elements - Meetings
- Draft TIP, Privatization review and finandial capacity review - Conferences
- Final TIP elements, private sector review and finandal capacity information
Total Cost - $ 8,000
Federal Share - $ 6,400
Total Cost = $15,000 Local Share = $ 1,600
Federal Share (Section 9) = $12,000
Local Share - $ 3,000
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1997 PLANNING WORK PROGRAM

TITLE VI UPDATE:

- Update and report Title VI information to the Federal Transit Administration.

ACTIVITIES:

- Preparations of Title VI
- tion of maps mrgp;bla reflecting demographic changes in minority

tions
- Solicit . tance from our local MPO on map preparations

EXPECTED DOCUMENTS:

Memorandums
Invoices
Meetings

Maps and Tables

Title VI Report

Total Cost =
Federal Share
Local Share -

»
h 2 2]

215



Planning Impleméntation Schedule
1997

Jan. Feb. March April June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec.
Program

Support &
Admim. X X X X X X X X X X X

ADA X X X X X
TIP X X X X

Board
Workshops X X X X

TDP Assist, X X X X X X X X X X X

Title VI X X X

Notes: Two projects assume ongoing assistance during 1997 Program
Support and Administration and TDP Implementation Assistance.

The Board Workshop outlines the months when board education
workshops will be held.

ADA schedule outlines months where LCT staff will continue to meet
the ADA Advisory Committee. :

The Transportation Improvément Program (TIP) schedule assumes
completion by April 1997.

Title VI schedule outlines completion by March 1997,
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Lorain County Transit (LCT)
Financial Capacity Worksheet
for SFY 1995-2000

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

Data Element Actual Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected
Net Quick Assets
Cash and Cash ltems 185,000 195,000 224,899 248,063 279,555 244,755
Recehables 1,235054 1,096,332 1,109,878 1,122,465 930,994 1,053,626
Trade Payables 0 0 0 0 0 0
Accrued Payroll Liabilities 77.215 77.215 77,215 77.215 77,215 77.215
Accrued Tax Labilities 0 0 0 0 0 0
Short—term Debt 60,000 0 0 (o] 0 0
Other Current Liabilities 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Net Quick Assets 1,557,269 1,368,547 1,411,992 1,447,743 1,287,764 1,375,596

eratin: enses
Labor 43,956 70,000 72,100 74,160 76,385 77,913
Fringe Benefits 0 0 0 0 (] 0
Services (Maint.) 91,589 108,000 114,000 120,200 126,300 135,000
Materials and Supplies (Marketing) 50,019 60,000 68,045 70,636 73,275 65,000
Utilities [v] o] (V] 0 o] ¢}
Casuality and Liability 0 (V] o] 0 0 o]
Purchases Transportation 931,224 1,074,865 1,178,025 1,202,470 1,227,361 1,251,843
Other (Taxes and Misc.) 144,705 155,504 126,610 130,310 134,210 135,278
Total Operating Expenses 1,261,493 1,468,369 1,558,780 1,597,776 1,637.531 1,665,034
Operating Revenue
Passenger Fares 116,705 140,000 166,296 175,755 180,128 199,804
Other Transportation Revenues (] 0 o 0 0 0
Totai Operating Revenue 116,705 140,000 166,296 175,755 180,128 199,804
Non-—Operating Revenue
Federal Operating Assistance 608,803 679,327 620,000 620,000 620,000 620,000
State General Funds 183,287 242,350 233,807 239,666 345,630 249,755
Local General Funds 222,563 207,822 291,931 296,183 290,219 300,659
Local Dedicated Funds 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 193,149 198,870 246,736 266,173 301,559 294,816
Other o] 0 0 0 (4] 0
Total Revenue 1,207,802 1,328,369 1,392,474 1,422,022 1,557,408 1,465,230
Capital Investments
New Capital Projects 0 0 0 0 1] 0
Cepital Reinvestment 32,000 0 500,000 188,000 599,000 720,000
Total Cepital Investments 32,000 0 500,000 188,000 6§99,000 720,000
Operating Statistics
Total Passengers 166,856 175,199 183,959 193,157 202,815 187,810
Total Passenger— Miles 811,504 854,215 896,926 896,926 896,926 896,926
Revenue Vehicle Miles 485,509 490,364 495,268 500,221 505,223 530,484
Revenue Vehicle Hours 34,944 37.804 37,804 37,804 37.804 37.944
Employees 24 25 25 25 25 25

BALCTFCW.WK1

217



OVERVIEW OF LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT'S TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

. £ LT and ita Servi

Lorain County Transit servaes the Lorain County area with fixed route,
dial-a-ride, and ADA Complimentary services. It operates a fleet of 18
vehicles, including spares. In 1995 a total of 166,856 paasengars were
served. This reflected a ten (10) parcent increase over the previous
year. Of those using ICT services, 758 used fixed route services, 17%
used Dial-a-Ride services, and about 8% used ADA Complimentary Services.

The Lorain County Transit Board (LCTB) includes seven permanant members
and up to four board alternates. The LCTB provides sarvices through
purchase of service contracta. The number of contracts total four and
include the following: .

. Avon Lake Dial-A-Busa;

. SBS Transit, Inc., Rural Transit Program;

. SBS Transit, Inc. (private bus operator); and
. Vermi}ion Community Services Center.

LCT*'s Dial-A-Ride services are available Monday through Friday from as
early as 6:00 AM to as late as 6:30 PM. Traneit fares vary from agency
to agency and ars as low as $.60 per one way trip to as high as $2.00
per one way trip. Seniors and persons with disabilities ride at half
fara. In 1995, a total of 26,881 passengers were served.

Lixed Route

Currently LCT has five service routes covering the County. All of the
routes are interconnecting, allowing passengers to transfer conveniently
from one bus route to another. Transfer areas are located at Lorain
County Community College, Midway Mall, Sheffield Centre, and Meridian
Plaza. All the routes operate Monday chrouqh Friday. The Lorain-Elyria-
Oberlin bus route operates on weaekends on a reduced schedule. No service
is provided on major holidays. Fares $1.25 per one-way trip for adults;
$.60 one-way trip for seniors and persons with disabilities. In 1995, a
total of 125,462 passengers were served.

ARA Complementary Service

In January 1993 LCT began ADA Complimentary Service along its fixed
route corridors. In 1995, A total of 511 peocple were certified to
racaive such service. A total of 12,346 passengers weare sarved. The

fare for ADA Conplementary Service is $2.00 per one-way trlp Service is
available 11-hours per day Monday through Friday.

All services provided by LCT are available to everyone in Lorain County.
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?rogrammed for 1997

Lorain County Transit is planning to go on the ballot in November of
1997 for a dedicated transit source of funding (i.a., a property tax or
sales tax). Our 1997 Transportation Improvement Program, however, does
1ot assume passage of the tax. The majority of the local share for
3ervices will be made available through an allocation trom the Lorain
Sounty Commiasioners. LCT plana to make the following adjustments in its
1997 program:

Fixed Route: Adjust routing patterns where feagible;
review the fare and transfer policies;
make adjustments if necessary.

Dial-A-Ride: Review scheduling and dispatching capability
and make improvements if feasible.

ADA Compli-
mentary
Sarvice: Continue to monitor ADA services, especially the number
of turndowns being reported and make adjustments to

t!\e program as necessary.

In addition, LCT will continue to develop more opportunities for
connacting service with GCRTA in 1997. Connecting service opportunities
would include adding more times for connecting service with GCRTA's Bus
Route 31X, 75X and 63F. Bus Route 31X is an express bus servica
orginating from Avon Lake. ICT currently is providing connecting service
to 31X one time in the morning and one time in the afternoon. Bus Route
75X and 63F orginates in North Olmsted and is very close to North
Ridgeville. LCT is currently provides connecting service six times a day
Monday through Fridey at North Olmsted with the 75X and 63F. 1In
addition, review sarvice options to connect with GCRTA at the new
Westlake Park-N-Ride lot off of 1-90.

By the end of 1996 LCT anticipates having 19 vehicles in service on a
regular basis. In addition, through retirement of older vehicles, ILT
will have a service fleet of 21. Its spare ratio will be 23%.

The current vehicle roster includes a total of twenty-eight vehicles:

4 -Skillcraft Vehicles;
11 LTV's;

9 modified vans;

1 standard van; and

2 30* Gillig Busses.

Out of the 11 LTVs listed above, four have been approved for retirement
by FTA. They are planned to be sold in the fourth quarter of 1996. Out
of the 9 modified vans listed above, three will be requested for
retirement because they have met their useful life requirements..



Question:

Question:

Question:

Question:

Quastion:

Question:

Question;

PRIVATE SECTOR PARTICIPATION
NOACA 1997 TIP

what type of notice or early consultation with private
providers is provided in the planning process?

Lorain County Transit (LCT) has adopted the NOACA Regional
Private Sector Policy. That Policy includes having the
Regional TIP circulate and distribute to private operators
throughout the State of Ohio.

What types of inclusion does the private providers have in
the re-examination of the existing services?

Lorain County Transit aexamines its existing services on a
three to five year basis. At such times the servica is
raviewed in terms of its effectiveness in meeting community
needs, peaerformance in operations, and financial progress.
During these periods LCT prepares operational proposals for
contracting purposes.

What is LCT's definition of new Or restructured service?

LCT has adopted NOACA's Regional Private Sector Participative
Policies. Thesa policies address the Regional‘'s standards on
new and restructured services.

what is LCT'S Time table to re-examine its existing services?

Maintenance: 1997/1998
9307 Oparations: 1997/1998
5311 Operations: 1997/1998

wWhat cost factors are used by LCT in evaluating services?

ICT uses such factors as cost per hour, cost per day, and
cost per mila. In addition, othar factors have been used to
evaluate system performance such as passenger carried per
mile, per trip, and per hour.

what kind of impediments are there for private sector
involvement?
None

In the past year has LCT received any complaints from private
providers on private sector involvement?

No, but wa did have a complaint on our 5307 (formerly Sect.
9) procurement. The complaint centered around the facc that
wa did not consider an option which was submitted during a
bid submittal. This option was not in accoxdance to LCT's
specifications. The complaint was withdrawn. Correspondence
regarding the complaint and our response was forwarded to
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Question:

Question:

Question:

NOACA and the Ohio Department of Transporctation for their
raview and files.

wWhat type of action plan does LCT intend to carry out over

the next 12 months as it relates to private sector
involvement?
LCT will continue to work closely with NOACA on the

devalopment of the 1997 TIP.

What involvement did the private sector have
sarvices over the last 12 months?

in ICT'S

LCT conducted two procurements on the proviaion of services:
LCT's 5311 (formerly Section 18) program; and LCT's 5307
program. Under LCT's 5311 program, a contractor was solicited
to provide transportation services to the Oberlin/New Russia
Township area. The successful proposer was SBS Transit, Inc.
The proposal was based on an hourly rate. (See attachment on
cost analysis of the 5311 proposals).

LCT's S307 program procurement included the provision of
transportation services for its fixed route, county-wide
dial-a-ride program and ADA service. It also included a -
separate cost for maintenance services. There were four
propogsals submitted for review. The successful proposal was
SBS Trangit, Inc. (See attachment for cost information on
each proposal submitted).

Publications used wara:
The Chronicle Telegram;
The Morning Journal; and
The Plain Dealer

What methods are used by LCT to evaluate proposals?

The 5311 Program, method of evaluation was cost per hour.
Maintenance was part of the hourly rate.

The 5307 Program, method of cost was cost per hour for
operations. Maintenance was evaluated on a cost per mile
basis and was not considered as part of the operational cost
in the proposal.

In addition to these methods to evaluate cost of performing
work, we also used the following criteria to evaluate non-
cost factors:

Experience to perform service;

Qualification to perform per proposal specifications; and
Conformance to meat proposal specifications.



LCT/SBS TRANSIT INC.

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
Capital, Operating and Planning

Summary Sheet
STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 0.7 93 0 05 20 0
1998 41 93 0 33 20 0
1999 0 94 0 0 20 0
2000 0 96 0 0 20 0
TOTAL 417! 376 0 335" 80 0
LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR | Expenditures | Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 93 7 86 39 26 20
1998 93 7 86 39 26 20
1999 94 7 87 39 28 20
2000 96 7 89 40 29 20
TOTAL 376 28 348 157 109 80

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
' — Figures are rounded to the nearest hundred.
ASSUMPTIONS

~ CY 1997 Federal Subsidy reflects CY 1996 budget reduced by 17.2%.

— CY 1997 Operating Subsidy assumes no change in State Operating Assistance.

— No in—kind service is used from 1997 — 2000.

— Operating expenses for 1997 are reduced by 15% over 1996.

—~ 1998 assumes a fare increase; budget is frozen at current level.

— 1997 to 2000 Assumes increase in local commitment from County Commissioners;
Contract revenues from City of Oberlin, JVS, @23also increase.

B:ALRSSUM97.WK1




NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ftem ] Cost FTA T FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 53112 Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Fixed Asset Management Software 0.7 X 05 0.1 0.1] 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
' — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALRSPLOTWK1
2 — Fommerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT
LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost |  FTA FHWA | Federal Funding __Funding - Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 5311° Funding | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
1)|Replacement Van (11 Passenger) * 1Y X 41 X 33 4 4| 1997 Four Year Capital and Operating Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BALRSPLOZWKI
? — Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
¥ — 10% for contingency and 1% for administration are added to project costs.
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchai Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundin, Amount of State Local Documentation
item Cost FTA FHWA | Federal |  Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307' | 53112 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
? — Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

LCT/SBS TRANSIT, INC.
SECTION 5307 AND SECTION 5311 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 5311° Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
% ~ Formerly FTA Section 18 Rural and Small Urban Grant Program Funds
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Transit System Name: _ LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT

Grantee:
CY 1997 RURAL TRANSIT PROGRAM FOUR YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN
OPERATING
OPERATOR'S FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JANUARY 1, 1997
Subsidy
Net Local
Fiscal | Recipient | Agency Responsible for| Operating Operating Project Dedicated Local
Year | of Funds | Project Implementation { Expenditures | Revenues Cost Tax Other State Federal
1997 LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT| $92,500 $6,600 $85,900 $0 _$39,125 | $26.394  [$20,381
1998 LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT|| $92,500 $7.,000 $85.500 $0 $38,.725 | $26,394  {$20,381
1999 LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT| $94,350 $7,140 $87.210 30 $38,524 | $28,305 [$20,381
2000 LORAIN COUNTY TRANSIT/ $96,243 $7,300 $88,943 $0 | $28.873 1$20,381

(Operating Expenditures - Operating Revenues = Net Project Cost = Subsidy)

NOTES: Assumptions
*CY 1997 Federal Subsidy reflects CY 1996 budget reduced by 17.2%.

*CY 1997 Operating Subsidy assumes no change in State Operating Assistance.

. No in-kind service is used from 1997-2000

. Operating expenses for 1997 is reduced by 15% over 1996.

. 1998 assumes a fare increase; budget 1s frozen at current level.

- 1997-2000 assumes increase local commitment from County Commissioners;
contract revenue from City of Oberlin, JVS, etc. also increases.
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GRANTEE : LORAIN COUNRTY TRANSIT

PREPARED BY: WILLIAM R. ELTRICH

DATE: 11/16/95

Item Description E__R__Total = Federal _ State Local
CY 1997
FIXED ASSET MANAGEMERT ., $591.00 $472.80 $59.10 | $59.10
SOFTWARE
CY 1998
BEPLACEMERT VAN - 11 PASSENGER
VAN WITH LIFT x| $37,500 $30,000 $3,750 $3,750
1Z ADMINISTRATIVE COST $375 $300 $37.50 $37.50,
10X CORTINGENCY ‘ $3,750¢ $3,000 $375 $375
TOTAL COST $41,625 $33,300 $4,162.59 $4,162.5p
CY 1999
CY 2000
E = EXPANSION. R = REPLACEMENT
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RURAL TRANSIT PROGRAM BUDGET

' 1997 BUDGET

Purchased Transportation @

. $26.50/Vehicle Revenue Hour (#3,120) = * $82,680
Administrative Expenses (Salaries) = $ 5,537
Marketing - = $ 1,500
Materials and Supplies = $ 202
Audit Expenses. = $ 500
Travel/Training = $ 2,081

' FOTAL EXPENSES = 492,500
REVENUE SOURCES:

Federal Funds = $20,381
State Funds - = $26,394
Farebox Revenue = $ 6,600
E&D Funds = $ 2,896
Contracts = $13,689
Advertising = $ 1,200
~ Local Share = $21,340
TOTAL REVENUR = $92,500

LOCAL SHARE:
County Commissioners = $21,340
_Contract Sources: Oberlin Senidr Center
: "Oberlin Nutrition Center

LC Joint Vocational School
City of Oberlin

* Includes 260 hours of additional service to the City of Oberlin.
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RURAL TRANSIT FOUR- YEAR CAPITAL & OPERATING PROGRAM

Fixed Asset Management
Software for 1997:

Replacement Van,'

1l-Passenger,
1998:

for

PROJECT JUSTIFICATION

One of the recommendatlons made by De101tte
and Touche, auditor for Lorain" County Tran31t
is to have a management software that is
capable of maintaining LCT's fixed. assets.
Currently, we provide 1nformat10n on

- spreadsheets and manually update -each asset

during -physical inventory. MCS Systems and
Consulting Services has a fixed asset
management program that fits well with our
ACCPAC accounting software program. We believe
that this management software will make our

‘inventory process easier and more efflclent.

Based on current vehicle mlleage, Lorain
County Transit staff is anticipating- vehlcle
replacement in 1998 as opposed to 1997. The
replacement vehicle will be wheelchair
accessible.
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FOUR.YEAR CAPITAL PLAN

VEHICLE'ROSTER AND REPLACEMENT SCHEDULE

88-111 ° . 1988 VAN DODGE ~ LIFT 32,903 . 2001
190-129 - 1991 van Ford - RAMP 46,605 - 1998

-*.******-*********'****jk**

N Mileages reported are as of 11/30/95
88-111 has 'been a.back up vehicle for the Rural Program.

Our replacement of 90-129 would include same seating capacity, but be
diesel fueled, or be capable of being duel fueled. For example, diesel or

compressed natural gas.
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MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet

STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 144 442 0 116 105 0
1998 76 442 0 61 105 0
1999 . 122 442 0| 98 105 0
2000 129 442 0 104 105 0
TOTAL 471 1,768 0 379 420 0
MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR| Expenditures | Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 442 18 424 186 133 105
1998 442 18 424 186 133 105
1999 442 18 424 186 133 105
2000 442 18 424 186 133 105
TOTAL 1,768 72 1,696 744 532 420
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand. BA\MEDSUM97.WK1
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT

CAPITAL SECTION 5311 FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

Wheelchair Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 ' |FHWA| Funding |ODOT | Other | Tax | Other Year | Document Title
1) {Purchase 23/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 |X| |X 60 X 48 6 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
2) |Purchase 16/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 [X] |X 53| X 43 5 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
3) |Purchase 10/2 Van 1 (X X 31 X 25 3 3 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. 239

' — Formerly FTA Section 18 Grant Program Funds

BAMEDPL97.WK1




NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT
CAPITAL SECTION 5311 FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
item Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 ! | FHWA Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other Year | Document Title

1}[Purchase 12/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 (X

2) {Purchase 10/2 Van 1 X

X 45| X 36 4 4

X 31 X 25 3 3

CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan

CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. 240

' — Formerly FTA Sertion 18 Grant Pronram Funds
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT

MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT
CAPITAL SECTION 5311 FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

( Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
Item Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311' | FHWA | Funding |ODOT | Other | Tax | Other Year | Document Title
1) |Purchase 23/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 [X 60| X 48 6 6 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
2) |Purchase 10/2 Van 1 X 31 X 25 3 3 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
3) |Purchase 10/2 Van 1 X 31 X 25 3 3 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs, 241

! — Formerly FTA Section 18 Grant Program Funds

BAMEDPL97.WK1




NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT

CAPITAL SECTION 5311 FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding | Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5311 '/ FHWA| Funding |ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1) {Purchase 16/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 X 53] X 43 5 5 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
2) |Purchase 12/2 Light Transit Vehicle | 1 X 45| X 36 4 4 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
3) [Purchase 10/2 Van 1 X 31 X 25 3 3 CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan
NT)te: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
10% for contingency and 1% for administration are included in project costs. 242

' — Formerly FTA Section 18 Grant Program Funds

BAMEDPL97.WK1




-MEDINA

Yo 144 North Broadway
, '-‘-C'O-UNTY Medina, Ohio 44256
- ~TRANSIT
" The County Connection RECEIVED
November 28, 1995 MAR 26 1996
NOACA

Ms. Pat Moore

Administrator

Office of Public Transportation
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street - Room 706
Columbus, Ohio 43216-0899

Dear Ms. Moore:
MEDINA COUNTY - CY 1997 FOUR YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN

Enclosed as per ODOT’s Rural Transit Program Criteria and the Ohio
Public Transportation Grant Program Criteria, and your letter dated
November 1, 1995, is the County of Medina CY 1997 Capital and
Operating Plan. This plan includes both the capital and operating
tables, capital justification, and vehicle replacement schedule.

Brett Harris informs me that ODOT will be reviewing the Medina
County CY 1996 grant application, and making a decision as to our
1997 federal allocation accordingly. Therefore, per his request 1
have submitted our four year operating plan for CY 1997 through CY
2000 as unchanged.

Sincerely, 7
Dennis G. Solensky

Director of Transportation
Medina County

Tel: (216) 723-9670 « Fax: (216) 7259169 « IDD - Ohio Relay: 1-800-750-0750
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MEDINA COUNTY TRANSIT
1997 FOUR YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN
CAPITAL JUSTIFICATION

Currently Medina County Transit is operating between 27,000 and
30,000 miles per month.

As highlighted in the accompanying documents all vehicles requested
for CY 1997 - CY 2000 are intended to function as replacement
vehicles.

At this time no other capital requests are anticipated.



Medina County Transit
CY 1997 Four Year Capital Plan

Une ltem

CY 1997

1-23/2 Light Transit Vehicle wylitt
1-16/2 Light Transit Vehicle w/lift
1-10/2 Van wilift

Subtotal

Administration @ 1.0%
Contingency @ 10.0%

Total

CY 1998

1-12/2 Ught Transit Vehicle wylift
1-10/2 Van wy/iift

Subtotal

Administration @ 1.0%
Contingency @ 10.0%

Total

CY 1999 . :

1-23/2 Ught Transit Vehicle w/lift
1-10/2 Van w/iitt

1-10/2 Van wy/iift

Subtotal

Administration @ 1.0%

Contingency @ 10.0%
Tolal

CY 2000

1-16/2 Uight Transit Vehicle w/lift
1-12/2 Ught Transtt Vehicle w/litt
1-10/2 Van w/ift

Subtotal

Administration @ 1.0%
Contingency @ 10.0%

Total

(E) Expansion / (R) Replacement

ADOR

DR

DI

Total

$564,000
$48.,000
$28,000
$130.000
$1.300
$13.000
$144,300

$40.100
$28,000
$68,100
$681
$6.810
$76,691

$54,000
$28,000
$28,000
$110,000
$1,100
$11.000
$122,00

$48,000
$40,100
$28,000
$116,100
$1,161
$11,610
$128.871

Federal

$43,200

. $38.400
$22,400
$104,000
$1.040
$10,400
$116440

$32,080
$22.400
$54,480
$545
$5448
$60.473

$43.200
$22.400
$22 400
$88,000
$880
$8.800
$97.680

$38.400

- $32080
$§22.400
$92.880
$929
$9.288
$103.097

Funding
State

$5,400
$4,800
$2,800
$13.000
$130
$1.300
$14.430

$4.010
$2,800
$6.810
$68
$681
§7.569

$5400
$2.800
$2,800
$11.000
$110
$1.,100
$12210

$4.600
$4.010
$2,800
$11.610
$116
$1.100
$12,887

Local

$6400
$4.800
$2,800
$13.000
$130
$1.300
$14.430

$4010
$2.800
$6.810
$68

" $681
$7.559

$5.400
$2,800
$2.800
$11.000
$110
$1.100
$12.210

$4.500
$4.010
$2,500
$11.410
s$16
$1.161
$12,887
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MEDINA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
REVISED FOUR—-YEAR OPERATING PLAN, 1997 - 2000

Revenue Subsidy

Fiscal Recipient of Project Operating Operating Net Project Local Local

Year Funds Agency Expenditures Revenue Cost Dedicated Other State Federal
1997 Medina County Medina Co. Transit $441,700 $18,000 $423,700 $0 $185,943 $132,510 $105,247
1998 Medina County Medina Co. Transit $441,700 $18,000 $423,700 $0 $185,943 $132,510 $105,247
1999 Medina County Medina Co. Transit $441,700 $18,000 $423,700 $0 $185,943 $132,510 $105,247
2000 Medina County Medina Co. Transit $441,700 $18,000 $423,700 $0 $185,943 $132,510 $105,247

* Per ODOT, all operating expenditures have been submitted as constant.
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BUSIN9GS.XLS

Medina County Transportation Depariment

1995 Bus Inventory
10/9/95

Model Make | Sedting | Condition | Bus |Lift | Mileage | Vehicle Identification Vehicle Title Holder GAS
Year Capacity # Number Card #
1985 |Cheverolet] 7 Fair 13 109,227 |1G8EK16LBFF17545 Soclety For Handicapped Citizen] 25
1987 |[Ford 18 Fair ) 138,712 |1FDKE30L7HHC09850  [Medina County Commissioners 36
1989 |Dodge 10 |Fair 3 | 68.104 [2BSWB35Z6KK371235  |Medina County Commissioners 38
1990 |Bluebird 18 Fair 4 x | 105,274 |1GDKP32K4L3500410 Medina County Commissioners 51
1990 |Dodge 10 Fair/Poor 16 x | 112,884 |2B6KB31251K726574 Society For Handicapped Citizens
1991 |Ford 10 Good 8 x | 58,115 |1FTHS34HXMHAS8168 {Medina County Commissioners . 19
1991 |Ford 25 Good 9 x | 71,141 |1FDKE30GOMHAG9234 |Altemative Paths 32
1991 |Cheverolef| 16 Good 10 78,231 |2GBHG31K2L4103724 |Altemative Paths 33
1992 |Dodge 10 Good 2 x | 65,169 |2B7KB31Z9NK170204 Medina County Commissioners 37
1994 |Dodge 10 Excellent 11 x | 40,148 [2B7KB3126RK372994 Society For Handicapped Citizen] 127
1994 |Dodge 10 Excellent 14 X | 36,109 |2B7KB31Z5RK573005 Soclety For Handicapped szenl 128
1994 |Dodge 10 Excellent 15 x | 41,572 12B7KB31ZXRK573002 Society For Handicapped Cltizen| 129
1994 |Dodge 10 Excellent 17 x | 62,288 |2B7KB3123RK582057 Society For Handicapped Citizen| 38
1994 |Ford 156 Excellent 7 x | 38,795 |1FDKE30G5RHAS51481 |Society For Handicapped Citizen| 73
1994 _|Ford 15 Excellent 5 x | 35.508 j1FDKE30GORHA114290 [Society For Handicapped Cltizen| 69
1995 [Ford i New 12 x| 9.250 |1FDKE30G1SHB11990 |Society For Handicapped Chizens
1995 |Ford 18 New o) X 10,610 |[1FDKE30G3SHB11991 Society For Handicapped Citizens
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Medina County Transit
Miles Operated by Vehicle
Vehicle | Year | 1\1\94 | INI\Q5 [ INI\O6 | 1\1\97 | 1\N1\98 | 1\1\99 2000 Year To
Estimate| Estimale | Estimate | Estimate | Estimate Replace

1 1987 99489, 123446] 147803 178260]  210240{ 243819 279076 1997
2 1992 27493  46500| 65507 90814 117386 145287 174583 1999
3 1989| 57079] 59951 62823 71995 81626 91738 1b2355 1997
4 1990]  69715] 914631 113211 141259 170709]  201632] 234101 1997
5 1995 21492| 42984 70776 99958 130598 162771 2000
6 1996 10000 34000 59200 85660 113443 1995
7 1995 22152| 44304 72756 102631 133999 166936 2000
8 1991]  41425]  50212| 58999 74086 89927 106561 124026 1998
9 1991]  42720] 58841 74962 97383 120925 145644 171599 1999
10 1991]  44697] 63168 81639 106410 132420 159730 188405 1998
11 1994 41561 23455 42754 68353 95232 123455 153089 2001
12 1996 16000 40000 65200 91660 119443 1995
13 1985| 100820[ 105630{ 110440 121550 133216 145464 158325 2000
14 1994 3052]  21223] 39394 63865 89560 116539 144867 2001
15 1994 4410  23656] 42902 68448 95271 123436 153008 2001
16 1990{ 86430{ 106095] 125760 151725 178988] 207615] 237672 1996
17 1994 4303] 33365) 62427 97789 134919 173906 214842 1999
18 1997 16000 32800 50440 68962 1996

Old 6 1982|Replaced

oid5s 1980[Replaced

Old7 1984|Replaced

Old 12 1984(Replaced

°_All Vehicles are Gasoline, esitmated life is 150.000 miles, or 5 years.
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BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
(BTA)

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT

BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet

STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning
1997 360 203 30 288 69 24
1998 0 203 30 0 69 24
1999 400 204 30 320 69 24
2000 0 204 30 0 69 24
TOTAL 760 814 120 608 276 96
BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating | Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR|Expenditures| Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 203 7 196 98 29 69
1998 203 7 196 98 29 69
1999 204 8 196 98 29 69
2000 204 8 196 98 29 69
TOTAL 814 30 784 392 116 276

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

251

BABTASUM97.WK1




TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ' | 5309° Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
1){Purchase 30’ Paratransit Vehicles 2 XX 360 X 288 36 36/ 1996 Section 3 Discretionary Capital Grant

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds
2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Impravement Qty. 5307 ' | 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BABTAPL9Z.WK1

2 ~ Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation

tem Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:

No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5307 ! | 53092 Funding | ODOT | Other Tax | Other | Year | Document Title

1)|Purchase (26—passenger) Diesel Fueled 2 X (X 400, X 320 40 40
Transit Buses

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.

! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BABTAPLIZ.WK1

2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

NOACA

TRANSIT ELEMENT

BRUNSWICK TRANSIT ALTERNATIVE
SECTION 5307 CAPITAL AND SECTION 5309 RAIL FORMULA PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
ltem| Cost FTA FHWA | Federal Funding Funding Located in:
No. Description of Improvement _|Qty. 5307 ' [ 5309° Funding | ODOT | Other | Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
! — Formerly FTA Section 9 Formula Grant Program Funds BABTAPLIZ.WKI

2 — Formerly FTA Section 3 Formula and Discretionary Grant Program Funds
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SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

SUMMARIES AND PROJECTS
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Specialized Transportation Program

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), under provisions of Section 5310, makes capital assistance
grant funds available to private, nonprofit corporations for the purchase of equipment for use in
transporting the elderly and the handicapped, where existing mass transportation services are unavail-

able, insufficient or inappropriate.

The funding for participation in this gfant program is on a matching basis. Up to 80 percent federal
funding is available from FTA, through the Ohio Department of Transportation's Annual Section
5310 Program. The remaining 20 percent (minimum) is provided by the local grantees, NOACA,
as the MPO, is responsible for prioritizing applications for vehicles requested in Lake, Lorain and
Ct;yahoga Counties.

A muttiplicity of providers, growing operating costs, and the increased need for adequate service, has
resulted in the need for greater coordination among service providers.

The Specialized Transportation Program is to be a catalyst for coordination and cooperation among
transportation users and providers interested in participating in the coordinated paratransit effort.
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

SECTION 5310
Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet
STATE TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCALYEAR| Capital Operating | Planning Capital Operating | Planning |
1997 200 0 0 160 0 0
1998 200 0 0 160 0 0
. 1999 200 0 0 160 0 0
2000 200 0 0 160 0 0
TOTAL 800 0 0 640 0 0
SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310
Operating Schedule
STATE Operating | Operating Net SUBSIDY
FISCAL YEAR |Expenditures| Revenues Cost Local State Federal
1997 0 0 0 0 0 0
1998 0 0 0 0 0 0
1999 0 0 0 0 0 0
2000 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0 0
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand. BASTPSUM97.WK1
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1997 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1996

(for Cuyahoga, Lake and Lorain Counties)

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Fundin Amount of State Local Documentation
Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
ltem Section| FHWA | Funding
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5310 ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
Purchase Vehicles and Equipment 200 X 160 40 Based on ODOT Performance

Standards and Coordination
Initiatives.

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1998 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1997

(for Cuyahoga, Lake and Lorain Counties)

r Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
Item Section| FHWA | Funding
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5310 ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
Purchase Vehicles and Equipment 200 X 160 40

Based on ODOT Performance
Standards and Coordination
Initiatives.

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT
SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

1999 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1998

ltem
No.

(for Cuyahoga, Lake and Lorain Counties)

Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding Amount of State Local Documentation
T Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
Section] FHWA | Funding | | -
___ Description of I[mprovement ~~_ [Qty. 5310 ; | ODOT | Other Tax | Other | Year | Document Title
Purchase Vehicles and Equipment 200 X 160 40 Based on ODOT Performance

Standards and Coordination
Initiatives.

Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand.
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NOACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
TRANSIT ELEMENT

SPECIALIZED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310 PROGRAM FUNDS
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

2000 FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JULY 1, 1999

T Wheelchair Equipped Source of
Expansion Total Federal Amount of Amount of Planning
Replacement Project Funding_ﬁ Amount of State Local Documentation
Cost FTA Federal Funding Funding Located in:
ltem Section| FHWA | Funding | i
No. Description of Improvement Qty. 5310 | ODOT | Other Tax Other | Year | Document Title
Purchase Vehicles and Equipment 200 X 160 40 Based on ODOT Performance
(for Cuyahoga, Lake and Lorain Counties) Standards and Coordination
Initiatives.
Note: Cost and funding values represent $1,000s and are rounded to the nearest thousand. BASTPPLI7.WKI
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APPENDIX A

EXCERPTS FROM THE TIP AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY DOCUMENTATION

NOTE: The complete air quality conformity analysis is contained in the State Fiscal Year 1997 -
2 r ion Improvem [ Tl leveland/Akron/Loraij zon
N inment Ar ir li nformi ion 1
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Cleveland/Akron/Lorain Area "
Conformity Demonstration '

As shown in Map 1, this area includes eight counties in northeast Ohio, ‘Ashtabula, Cuyahoga,
Geauga, Lake, Lorain, Medina, Portage, and Summit Counties. Two MPOs serive seven of these
countics. The Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency (NOACA) is the MPO for Lorain,
Cuyahoga, Lake, Geauga and Medina counties. The Akron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study
(AMATS) s the MPO for Summit and Portage Counties and Chippewa Township in Wayne County.
Wayne County is an attainment area and is therefore, rot included in AMATS' conformity process.
Ashtabula is a rural county on the extreme northeast border of the non-attainment area. At the
request of Ashtabula County, in August and September 1993, the County, the two MPOs, OEPA,
and ODOT executed a memorandum of agreement exempting Ashtabula County from the Federal
3-C urban transportation planning process and specified a process for conducting the conformity
analyses. The MPOs conducts the conformity analyses for their respective areas, while ODOT
conducts the analysis for Ashtabula County (see Attachment F).

In their respective FY 1997-2000 TIP conformity analyses, NOACA and AMATS demonstrate that
their emissions conform to the budgets for their areas. In this document, NOACA and AMATS
conformity demonstrations are combined with the Ashtabula County emissions to demonstrate
conformity for the entirc area. The Ashtabula County emissions are included in the budget
comparison. Ashtabula’s emissions are added to the overall area mobile emissions burden.

Areas are required to have both a conforming Plan and TIP. This document describes the SFY 1997-
2000 TIP conformity process for the CAL area. The Transportation Plan conformity analyses for
the Cleveland and Akron Metropolitan Planning Organizations were submitted to the Federal
Agencies in June, 1994 and were subsequently approved. Ashtabula County does not have a
metropolitan area Transportation Plan due to its exemption from the urban transportation planning
process requirements.

To ensure coordination within the area, the two MPOs, ODOT, Ohio EPA and FHWA met at
NOACA on April 15, 1994 during the preparation of the SFY 1995-1998 TIPs to discuss the
planning methodologies utilized for these three sub-regions of the area. The meeting concluded
with the determination that the methodologies for the sub-areas are compatible and will allow for
a conformity determination to be made for the entire area. The methodologies used for SFY 1997-
2000 TIP conformity analyses are consistent with these previously agreed upon methodologies.

NOACA conducted its analysis using its TRANPLAN urban planning model. AMATS conducted
its demonstration using the PLANPAC urban model held by ODOT. The results of the AMATS
PLANPAC forecast were then normalized using the HPMS calibration factors discussed in Section
13. In addition, ODOT conducted the analysis for Ashtabula County, based upon the HPMS non-
model procedures.

As required in the conformity regulations, emissions from the implementation of transportations

plans in the CAL are compared to the emission budgets designated in the redesignation
announcement. A Baseline/Action analysis was completed prior to the redesignation and its results

23 DRAFT FINAL: June 1996
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are included here for informational purposes. The milestone years for the MPOs in the CAL area
were 1997, 2006, and 2010, the final year of the TIP and Plan.

Emission reductions resulting from “off model® sources are an important component in the
Cleveland/Akron conformity demonstration. Once again, NOy reductions from CNG bus
replacements play an important role in the NO, conformity demonstration. Both NOACA and
AMATS have CNG conversion programs scheduled for implementation in their TIPs. For the first
time, NOACA is reporting the HC and NO, emission reductions generated by signalization projects.

For every milestone year, the area transportation emissions generated by the action scenarios are
less than their respective emission budgets. Table 15 illustrates the comparison of the TIP action
scenarios to the emission budgets. Additionally, for every milestone year, the area emissions
resulting from the TIP action scenarios are less than than the emissions resulting from the baseline
scenarios. Table 16 illustrates the TIP baseline scenario vs. action scenario resuits.

Final Conformity Determination
Based on the above descriptions, confénm'ty for the combined Cleveland/Akron/Lorain area’s SFY
1997-2000 transportation programs and the Ohio State Implementation Plan has been determined.
As described in this document, the conformity determination analyses were conducted consistent
with the Criteria and Procedures for Determining Conformity to State or Federal Implementation
Plans of Transportation Plans, Programs and Projects Funded or Approved Under Title 23 U.S.C.
or the Federal Transit Act, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, issued November 24, 1993.
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Table 10:  Cleveland/Akron/Lorain TIP Budget Comparison
NOACA AMATS Ashtabula' Total vM™mT
(tons/day) (tons/day) (tons/day) (tons/day) (thousands)
HC NOx HC NOx HC NOx HC NOx

1990 Bascline 16120 | 12065 | 75.53 46.35 11.65 9.60 24838 | 176.60 | 62692.50
1996 Budget 62.60 12065 | 29.91 46.35 6.99 9.61 99.50 176.61 | 65,466.45
1997 TIP Action 52.94 76.12 27.96 31.76 6.85 7.84 87.75 115.72 } 65406.69
2006 Budget! 30.68 50.77 12.94 18.73 5.18 590 48.80 75.40
2006 TIP Action 24.30 48.89 14.75 19.45 599 6.59 45.04 74.92 69585.14
2010 TIP Action 20.77 45.07 12.75 17.97 5.91 6.57 3943 69.61 71439.73

1. Ashtabula has been exempted from the metropolitan planning process and therefore does not have a Plan or a separate TIP.

However, the mobile inventory, including VMT growth, is shown for Ashtabula.

2. These are the current budgets for the arca as defined in the May 7, 1996 redesignation announcement.
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Table 11:  Cleveland/Akron TIP Action/Baseline Comparison
NOACA AMATS Ashtabula Total
(tons/day) (tons/day) (tons/day) (tons/day)
HC NOx HC NOx HC NOx HC NOx
1997 TIP Action 52.94 76.12 27.96 31.76 6.85 7.84 871.75 115.72
1997 TIP Bascline 54.32 76.25 28.02 31.93 6.85 7.84 89.19 116.02
2006 TIP Action 2430 48.89 14.75 19.45 5.99 6.59 45.04 74.92
2006 TIP Bascline 29.83 49.06 14.86 19.67 599 6.59 50.68 75.32
2010 TIP Action 20.77 45.07 12.75 17.97 5.91 6.57 3943 ].69.61
2010 TIP Bascline 26.40 45.19 12.94 18.52 5.91 6.57 45.25 70.28
25 DRAFT FINAL: June 1996




1990 Baseline:
1997 Baseline*:
2006A 1997B
2006A 19978
(SOLD)

2006A 1997B

2006A  1997B
(OPEN)

1997 Action*:

1997A
1996A 1997A

2006 Baseline™:

APPENDIX 2
SFY 1997 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
HIGHWAY NETWORKS SUMMARY

This is equivalent to the 1990 Cordon area portion of the network used in the 1990 SIP
Bascline Inveatory,

This network is equivalent to the 1990 Baseline Network (transportation system which was
open to traffic in 1990) plus completed or programmed, federally funded network changes
which will be open to traffic during 1997,

PR
CUYAHOGA  SR252-4.34 PID 8406 (SOLD)
LAKE CENTER ST. EXTENSION LOCAL PROJECT
LAKE SR640-1.18 PID 10778 (OPEN)
LORAIN IR 830/BAUMHART RD. TURNPIKE PROJECT

This network is oquivalent to the 1997 Bascline pius regionally significant, non-federally
finded projects which will be open to traffic in 1997;
CTION PID

IR 80 - SR 57 to 1-480 TURNPIKE PROJECT
IR 80 - SR 58 INTERCHANGE TURNPIKE PROJECT

LORAIN
LORAIN

T}cZOOGmwubmmquuedbeuuxmnlysummymbcnmthmtmmn
apart ng to the regulati This rk is equivalent to the 1997 Bascline plus
pmgnnmedmpmjeclswlnchmmmmomtefouovnngmmn.

1) Projects which are currently under construction or are undergoing right-of-way

isition:
2) Projects which were programmed in the first three years of the SFY 1996 TIP,
3) Projects which have completed the NEPA process, and are expected to be open to traffic
in 2006;
CTION PID.

2006A 20068 CUYAHOGA IR 71 -00.00 PID 15717

2006A 2006B  CUYAHOGA IR71-03.32 PID 15717

2006B 20068 CUYAHOGA IR 271 - 05.26 (SECT. 9A) PID 11039

2006B 2006B CUYAHOGA IR 271 - 05.34 (SECT. 6) PID 11037

2006A 2006B CUYAHOGA IR 480 - 23.45/IR 480N - 00.00 (SECT.9B)  PID 11040

2006A 2006B CUYAHOGA MILES RD. PID 5314

1996A 2006B CUYAHOGA MILLER RD. LOCAL PROJECT
2006B 2006B CUYAHOGA SNOW RD./ROCKSIDE RD. PID 5248

2006B 2006B CUYAHOGA SR 91 - 00.00 PID 7900

2006A 2006B CUYAHOGA SR 176F - 10.14 PID 8448 (sold)
2006A 20068 CUYAHOGA SR 176F - 10.88 PID 12345

2006B 2006B LAKE R 90-06.71 PID 5774

2006B 2006B LAKE SR615-04.93 PID 11103

2006A 2006B LORAIN IR90-13.01 PID 11385

2006A 2006B LORAIN IR90-19.95 PID 5984

2006A 2006B  MEDINA R71-1594 PID 7835*

* These networks are forccasts.

SFY 1997 - 2000 TIP AZ-2 Draft Final: June 1996
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2006 Action*:

2006A 2006A
20068 2006A
2010A 2006A
2010A 2006A
2006A 2006A

2006A

2006A
2006A 2006A

2006A 2006A

2006A 2006A
2010A 2006A
2006A 2006A
2006A 2006A
2006B 2006A

2006A

2006A
2010A 2006A
2010A 2006A
2006A 2006A

2010 Baseline*:

2006B 2010B
2006A 2010B
20068 2010B
2006A 2010B
2006B 2010B
2006B 2010B
2006B 20108
2006A 2010B
2006A 2010B

2006B 2010B
20068 2010B

2010 Action*:

7
2006A 2010A
2010A 2010A
2010A 2010A
2010A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2006A 2010A
2010A 2010A
2006A 2010A

2006A 2010A
2010A 2010A
2006A 2010A

SFY 1997 - 2000 TIP

This network is cquivalent o the 2006 Bascline plus 1997 Action projects plus any projects
which do not meet the Baseline criteria and are expected to be open to traffic in 2006;

CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
LAKE

LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN
LORAIN

CTION PID
BAGLEY RD./PLEASANT VALLEY RD. PID 10900
COCHRAN RD.- RELOCATED PID 5357
CROCKER-STEARNS RD. EXTENSION PID 8517
GREEN RD. PID 9698
HILLIARD BLVD. PID 8534
IR-80 - I-71 to SR-21 TURNPIKE PROJECT
IR-80 - 1-480 10 ]-71 TURNPIKE PROJECT
PLEASANT VALLEY RD. PID 10901
SR 291 - 00.88 PID 9283
SR84-814 PID 9670
COLORADO AVENUE (1) PID 8844
COOPER FOSTER PARK RD. (2) PID 7467
COOPER FOSTER PARK RD. (1) PID 7466
E. BROAD ST. PID 6170
[R-80,W.CO.LINE to BAUMHART TURNPIKE PROJECT
IR-80 BAUMHART to SR-57 TURNPIKE PROJECT
SR611-0438 PID 4062
SR 611 - 05.66 LRTP PROJECT
TOWER BLVD. (1) PID 7311

This network is equivalent to the 2006 Bascline plus any projects which meet the Baseline
criteria but are not expected to be open by the end of 2006; and

CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
LAKE

LAKE

CTION PID
HARVARD RD. (SECT. 8) PID 11038
IR 90 - 00.00 PID 11738
IR 271 - 06.53 (SECT. 7) PID 9300
SR 87-11.88/US422-11.22 PID 9445
SR 175 - 02.05 (SECT. 11) PID 11042
SR 175 - 03.14 (SECT. 5A) PID 11035
SR §75 - 03.66 (SECT. 10) PID 11041
SR175-12.21 PID 14171
SR 252 -8.04 PID 9628
IR 90 - 09.26/SR 615 - 01.83 PID 9331
SR615-02.82 PID 9332

This network is equivalent to the 2010 LRTP Minimum Build Highway Network plus other
regionally significant, federally or federally funded proj
which are expected to be open in 2010. The use of this network accounts for those LRTP
projects which are not currently programmed but are expected to be complete by 2010.

CUY/LAKE
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
CUYAHOGA
GEAUGA
LAKE
LORAIN
LORAIN

with clear funding sources

CTION PR
US 6 - 28.16/00.00 PID 9246
CLAGUE RD. LRTP PROJECT
E. 98TH ST. EXTEMSION PID 5369
SPRAGUE RD. LRTP PROJECT
SR 82 - 00.00 PID 7848
SR82-366 PID 9222
SR82-4.23 PID 5557
SR 82-4.87 PID 9005
SR82-8.16 PID 9223
SR 175-10.98 PID 6504
YORK ROAD LRTP PROJECT
SR 306 - 11.89/US 322 - 00.59 PID 6485
IR 90 - 00.54/SR 84 - 00.43 PID 9247
ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PARKWAY (3) LRTP PROJECT
ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PARKWAY (2) PID 3938

A2-3

Draft Final: June 1996



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

STREET ADONESS: MARS6 ADORESS:
1800 WaterMark Orive TELE: (814) 544-3020 FAX: (814) 0442320 £.0. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43215-1009 Columbus, OH 43216-1049
May 1. 1996 RECHIVED
John Beeker, Environmental Planning Director MAY - - 1996
Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency Ay
668 Euclid Ave. N O A CA

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-3000
Dear Mr Beeker:

Ohio EPA has reviewed NOACA's 1997-2000 TIP and finds the air
quality analysis procedures and results for both Cleveland and
Akron to demonstrate conformity with Cleveland's 2006 maintenance
plan budget for both VOC and NOx.

Conformity testing was based on a combination of urban
transportation modeling, non-modeling techniques, and off model
analyses. Off model credits include Congestion Mitigation
Projects and bus replacements. Although Ashtabula County
emissions were included in the area total, no change between
Ashtabula's baseline and action scenario occurred due to all air
quality exempt projects being programed.

On June 15, 1995 Federal EPA Proposed to redesignate the
Cleveland area to attainment. On April 4, 1996 the Administrator
signed the final notice yet to appear in the Federal Register.
Upon publication, redesignation becomes effective immediately.

Once redesignation occurs, the 2006 Emission Budget becomes the
standard for which all conformity analyses must be compared.
Also, as a result of final conformity rule approval, conformity
in attainment areas must be demonstrated for both VOC and NOx.

NOACA's conformity analyses contain both build/no build analyses
and conformity comparisons with both the 1996 Budget (from the
15% Plan) and the 2006 maintenance budget (from the Redesignation
Plan). All analyses demonstrate conformity for both VOC and NOx.

Divisién of Air Pollution Control

cc: Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon

George V. Voinovich, Govemor
Nancy P, Hollister. L. Govemor

8 - Prper Ooneki A. Schregardus, Director
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APPENDIX B

INTERIM TIP PREPARATION POLICY
FOR SFY 1997

NOTE: The following policy was adopted by the NOACA Governing Board on March 8, 1996
(Resolution 96-023). This policy, which was drafted in February, 1996, provided for the prepara-
tion of the SFY 1997 NOACA TIP consistent with current federal, state and local requirements.
The Interim TIP Preparation Policy for SFY 1997 includes an executive summary and contains the
Assessment of Reasonable Progress and Strategic Programming Targets, which were also used in
the development of the SFY 1997 TIP.
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Interim TIP Preparation
Policy for SFY 1997

APPROVED with Amendment (pg. 14)
NOACA Board Resolution 96-023

Prepared for
The NOACA Goveming Board

by
The TIP Prionitization Task Force
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Executive Summary

in August 1995, the President of the NOACA Goveming Board, with the concurrence of the NOACA
Goveming Board, established a task foree to develop recommendations to amend the policy manual for the
development of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the financially constrained list of projects
that programs and schedules the use of federal ransportation funds in the NOACA region.

In February 1996, the Task Force reported to the Goveming Board that, due to time and data constraints, a
new policy and system would not be completed in time to develop the State Fiscal Year 1997 TIP. The

G ing Board President then directed the Task Force to develop an Intenim Policy for March 1996 Boasd
approval. It is expected that the Task Force will continue to work on completing the entire new policy and
system (or the November 1996 Board meeting

This Interim TIP Preparation Policy divides the development of the TIP into four distinct phases:

Phasc 1: Project Planning Asscssment

Phase 2: Project Evaluation (Scoring)

Phase 3: TIP Deveclopment

Phase 4: Public Comment and Final Approval

Each of the phascs have distinct steps, or tasks, that must be performed Since the Board must develop a
draft SFY 1997 TIP by carly April, the above ph will be impl d on a staged basis. For example,
Step 1.3 (Identification of alternatives will not be used to develop the SFY 1997 TIP, but will be used to
begin planning for the SFY 1998 TIP.

For the SFY 1997 TIP projects will be scored using a draft scoring system developed by staff. However, as
will be seen, the project score will not be the sole determinant of whether a project is placed on the
TIP, but will be a preliminary assessment of the project’s merit in relation to all of the other projects
that are cligible for lunding and will be used to draw a distinction between the projects during Phase
3.

The tablc below lists the phascs and steps that must be completed in developing the TIP. An estimated
percentage of cach siep’s affect on the final TIP is listed. Note that the current, interim and proposed system
are compared.

Proposed Draft
System

Phase/Step Current System Iaterim System

Estimated % of  |-Estimated % of Estimated % of
affect on final TIP | affect on final TIP | affect on final TIP

Phase 1: Project Planaing
Assessment

Step 1.1: Initial review % 3% 5%
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Phase/Step Curreat System Interim System Proposed Draft
System

Estimated % of Estimated % of Estimated % of
affect on final TIP | affect on final TIP | affect on final TIP

Step 1.2: Consistency 5% 5% 5%

review

Step 1.3: ldentification of 0% 0% 10%

altematives

Phase 2: Project

Evaluation

Step 2.1, Readiness 75% 15% 10%
cvaluation/ Guideline

cvaluation

Step 2.1: Ranking of 0% 5% 15%

projects (sconng)

Phase 3: Program
Development

Step 3.1: Assessment of 0% 15% i 15%
Reasonable Progress

Step 3.2: Strategic 0% 20% 15%
Programming Targels

Step 3.3: Final Draft 5% 20% 10%
Development: Commuttee

feview

Phase 4: Final Approval

Step 4.1: Public 5% 5% 5%
lavolvement

Step 4.2: Board review and 5% 10% 10%
approval

Totals 100% 100% 100%

As can be secn, the intenm and proposed draft system offer greater balance among technical, policy and
procedural criteria than the current system, which is weighted heavily d project readiness. As noted
above, the major reasons for developing this system is o remove the phasis on project readi and focus
instead on implementing the region’s LRP. (The Enhanced Planning Review conducted by federal officials
also suggested a de-emphasis of projoct readiness as the major criteria for sclecting projects.)
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Interim TIP Preparation Policy for SFY 1997 Interim TIP Preparation Policy for SFY 1997

Mayor David Anderson, City of Willoughby and TAC Chair
I. MISSION STATEMENT Ronald Tober, General Manager, GCRTA

Frank Polivka, General Manager, LAKETRAN

Bryan Groden, ODOT 12 District Deputy Director

In August 1995, the President of the NOACA Governing Board, with the
concurrence of the NOACA G ing Board, cstablished a task force to develop
recommendations to amend the policy manual for the development of the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the financially constrained list of
projects that programs and schedulcs the use of federal transportation funds in the
NOACA region.

The MISSION of the TIP Prioritization Task Force is to construct a process for
linking the policies of the NOACA Board (as described in the Statement of
Planning Principles, the Long Range Transportation Plan and the Ozone
Attainment SIP Submittal) to the multi-modal projects in the fiscally constrained
NOACA TIP.

As 2 PROCESS, the Task Force will provide reports to the Transportation
Advisory Committec which will make recommendations to the NOACA Board.

The PRODUCT of the Task Force will be a revision to the NOACA TIP
Preparation Policy and Manual.

Interim Policy Development

In February 1996, the Task Force reported to the Governing Board that, due to
time and data constraints, a new policy and system would not be completed in
time to develop the State Fiscal Year 1997 TIP. The Goveming Board President
then directed the Task Force to develop an Interim Policy for March 1996 Board
approval. It is expected that the Task Force will continue to work on completing
the catire new policy and system for the November 1996 Board mecting.

Task Force Members
Chair: Mayor Walter Ehmfelt, City of Strongsville

Thomas NefE, Cuyahoga County Engincer

Kenneth Camey, Lorain County Engineer

Mayor Michacl White, City of Cleveland

Mayor Gerald Boldt, City of Parma

Timothy Hagan, Cuyahoga County Commissioncr and NOACA Board President

Page | Page 2
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Interim TIP Preparation Policy for SFY 1997

Il. FOUNDATION

The enactment of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA)
in 1991 radically altered the method of planning and structure of the nation's
transportation infrastructure by placing an emphasis on metropolitan planning and
local control in project selection. Flexible funding was added to many modes of
transportation in order to encourage the development of a multimodal, integrated
transportation system.

These two concepts, inclusive planning and multimodal flexibility, were conceived
to stop the traditional transportation conflicts that had developed between state and
local governments, rural communitics and urban communitics, urban communitics
and suburban communitics, highway cngincers and transit providers, and engineers
and planners. )

ISTEA contains sixteen factors that must be considered tn the transportation
planning process. These factors emphasize:

¢ Improvement of existing transportation systems;

o Identification of transportation needs through management systems;

® Relationship of transportation investment decisions in a metropolitan
region with land use, development, society, the economy, energy use and

the environment,

® [Intcgration of highway and transit planning and gthening the regional
cconomy; and

®  Use of life cycle costs in the design and engineering of ransportation
facilitics.

With statutory responsibility derived from ISTEA to develop both a Long Range
Transpoctation Plan (LRP) and a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the
NOACA Goveming Board adopted a Statement of Principles. The adoption of
these Principles mandate their use in all matters deliberated by the Govemning
Board, its advisory commitiees and the staff.

The S of Principles reflects the vision foc the Northeast Ohio region’

P

Principle 1: Comply with the language and spinit of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991

Pﬁ:;ciplc 2: Comply with the language and spiit of the Clean Air Act of 1990

Principle 3: Enhance the natural environment of the NOACA region and minimize
the adverse impact of incremental transportation investments on the

Page 3
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environment

Principle 4. Enhance the quality of hifc of communitics within the NOACA region
and minimuze the adverse impact of incremental transportation
investments on cxisting communities within the region

Principle 5: Support the planning activities of the counties and communities within
the NOACA region and ensure that transportation investments
authorized by the Board are consistent with the policies and plans
adopted by these agencies both individually and severally

Pninciple 6: Ensure that all transportation funds potentially available to the region
are sought and that these funds are used prudently to meet the
transportation needs of the region. To this end, the Board will, when
cvaluating TIP d , all other factors being equal, give higher
pnonty to projects addressing a greater level of hazard, a poorer level
of service, or a more persistent hardship on the region's transportation
system

Principle 7° Maximize the efficiency of the existing transpostation system.

Principle 8- Encourage the use of public transportation within the region. To this
end the NOACA Board will:

- evaluate the impact of capacity adding highway improvements
on the operations of transit systems,

- encourape transportation investments which improve the
efficiency of public transit;

- encourage communitics within the region to adopt land use
plans and zoning codes which result in development densitics
that support the efficient use of public ransportation; and

- encourage cooperation among the region's several countics,
communitics and transit systems to improvc Iransit services,
region-wide

Pnnciple 9 Decisions regarding TIP amendments will be fully informed and
deliberated

Principle 10: Encourage cfficient, compact land use development that facilitates
mobility, saves infrastructure costs, preserves envisonmentally
seusitive and agricultural lands, and enhances the economic viability
of existing communities within the region

Prnciple | 1: Ensure that transportation sy nv enhance racial and
cultural harmony
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The NOACA Long Range Plan (1994) was prepared to mect the requirements of
ISTEA, the Clean Air Act and the Statement of Principles. The Long Range Plan is
first and foremost a strategic framework for the expenditure of federal and state
funding. With its focus on "Mobility Management™ the Long Range Plan
recognizes the effoct that transpostation planning decisions have on the
enviroament and development. Mobility Management's three goals are to-

|. Maintain the existing system,
2. lmp the efficiency of the exssting system; and
3. Reduce peak demand on the existing system.

Federal law and guidance emphasize that the TIP is the implementation of the Long
Range Plan. Consequently, the Interim TIP Preparation Policy was developed to
assist the region in achicving its long-term goals.

Page $
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lIl. THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

AUTHORITY

ISTEA states that the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) of an arca shall,
in cooperation with the State and affected transit operators, develop a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

DESCRIPTION

The TIP identifies federally funded (and some non-federally fundcd) highway,
transit, and bikeway improvements, along with various transportation plans and
management actions. Thesc improvements are 1o be implemented by the Ohio
Department of Transportation (ODOT), transit agencies, local governments and
other project sponsors

DEVELOPMENT AND SELECTION .

Projects must comply with vanous federal, state and local statutory requircments,
planning regulations, policies and principles. The TIP must:

1 Be consistent with the: ISTEA sixtoen (16) planning (actors, NOACA
Statement of Principles, NOACA Long Range Plan, requirements of the
Clean Air Act and be found to conform with the State Implementation Plan
(SIP) for air quality,

2 Ensure carly and continuing public involvement;

3 Be financially constrained and include a financial plan that contains only
projects for which construction and operating funds can reasonably be
expected,

4 Provide documentation that the region's transit operators have the financial

capacity to carry out the projects contained in the TIP and that the region's
privatization policy was adhered to;

5 Contain sufficient descriptive material to identify projects and phase of
work,

6 List major projects Grom the previous TIP that were tmplemented and
weatify any significant delays in the planned implementation of major
projects,

7 Give prionity to the tumcly implementation of Transportation Control
Measures; and

8 Be consistent with the region's Congestion Management System.
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POLICY AND PROCEDURE MODIFICATIONS

Due to the complexities and changes that may occur at the federal, state and local
lcvcls. the NOACA Govamng Board reserves the nght to modify the policies,

and p lined in this d¢ Project spoasors will be
lnl'ormed of any pmposed changes in a timely manner and proposed changes will be
processed through public involvement

Page 7
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IV. THE TIP DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

The development of the TTP is divided into four distinct phascs

Phase | - Project Planning Assessment

Phase 2 - Project Evaluation

Phase 3 - Program Development

Phase 4 - Public Involvement Coordination and Final Approval

PHASE I: PROJECT PLANNING ASSESSMENT
(Completed by NOACA staff)

The purpose of the Project Planning Assessment (PPA) is 1o distinctly link a
proposed project to ransportation planning processes, including the LRP. Using
wnformation obtained from the project sponsor, management systems, plans and
studies, solutions to transportation problems arc identified

For example, a proposed project needs 1o be assessed as to how and to what degrec
it solves a transportation problem that exists. Thercfore, project sponsors are
required 10 define the transportation problem they are planning to solve. The
proposed solution is then analyzed with respect to ideatified solutions developed
from the LRP, management systcms and other plans.

Step LU Initial Review

All submitted projects will be reviewed by the NOACA staff for compliance with
the lpphcauon rcqulrcments (Scc Chupler V: TIP Preparation Guidelines and

Reqn s). Project app s that do not fulfill the application requirements,
do not include the necessary data or do not comply with the TIP policies and
requirements will be retumed to the applicant.

For purposes of review and evaluation, projects will be placed into one of four
Mobility Management classifications:

1. System Prescrvation - the project prescrves an existing transportation

facility
2. System Efficiency - the project will improve the efliciency of the existing
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system by reducing congestion and improving the level of service (LOS)
3. Demand Reduction - the project will reduce peak demand on the existing

franspostation system
4. Capacity Improvements - the project will increase the capacity of the
existing system.

Step 1.2 Consistency Review

Proposed projects cvolve from the NOACA LRP, ISTEA's 16 factors, and the
NOACA Statement of Principles, as well as from state and local plans (including
land use plans). State and/or local plans will be assessed as to their consistency
with the NOACA LRP and Principles. If the project does not comply with the LRP,
ISTEA's 16 factors or the NOACA Principles, it will be returmed (o the applicant

Step 13 Identification of afternatives

The NOACA staff will review projects and identify altematives to the proposed
project to that the problems identified or the solutions proposed further the
policics and plans of NOACA. Staff will work with the project sponsor regarding
any modifications.

PHASE 2: PROJECT EVALUATION
{Completed by NOACA staff)

The Project Evaluation Phase is the assessment of only those projects on the TIP
that arc ready 1o proceed and ligible for funding in the current fiscal year. Project
Sponsors must provide assurance that they will be able to obligate the funds in the
year their projects arc listed. (A transfer of funds from one federal category 10
another does not constitute an obligation of funds.)

Using a multimodal scoring system that provides “cross-modal® comparisons, the
NOACA staff will cvaluate and score the ready projects.

Step 2.1 Ranking of Projects

Using information obtained from project spoasors, stafT will assess which projects
arc ready to sell. At this point, staff will also assess projects regarding relevant
specific policies listed in Chapter V.
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All ready projects will be ranked using their Project Score. The project score will
0ot be the sole determinant of whether a projectis placed on the TIP, but wil)
be a preliminary assessment of the project's merit in relation to all of the other
projects that are digible for funding and will be used to draw s distinction
between the projects during Phase 3.

PHASE 3: PROGRAM DEYELOPMENT
(Completed by the NOACA staff and Advisory Committecs)

Phase 3 consists of three major tasks: assessment of reasonable progress,
development of strategic programming targets, and final program development.

Step 3.1A ment of R ble Progress

The definition of “reasonable progress™ will be based in part, upon the mix and
quality of projects that are scored in Phase 2 - Project Evaluation. Because the TIP
onginales from the LRP, the TAC, with assistance from the NOACA staff, will
develop an "assessment of reasonable progress™ which will address progress being
madc toward the major LRP goals of system preservation, system efficiency,
demand reduction, and system expansion.

Step 3.2 Strategic Programming Targets

Bascd on the progress determined in Step 3.1, NOACA staff will prepare
background information and develop "strategic programming targets® for approval
by the Goveming Board. These targets would identify the level, type and mix of
investment thal is necded to implement the LRP within a given four-vear period of
the Plan’s horizon year.

For example, preservation of the ewusting system is onc of the goals of the LRP.
The current mix of projects may emphasize a need for maintenance despite a
historic expenditures of NOACA Attributable Funds on maintcnance of 80 - 85%.
The assessment of reasonable progress, noted above, may determine that more than
85% of the funds in the TIP should be programmed for maintenance projects and
the funds allocated to capacity adding projects should be reduced.

Ste.p 33 Final Program Development

The goal of this step is to ensurc that the TIP leverages federal and statc resources
properly
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Based upon the strategic programming targets developed in Step 3.3, projects wall
be assessed as to the appropriate category of funding. Projects eligible under more
than onc category will be assigned the most strategically appropnate category.

StafT will develop an obligation management policy (see Chapter V) that the Board
will approve as part of the TIP. The final action within this step will be review of
the draft TIP by NOACA standing committees. This draft TIP will be then be
subnutted for public involvement.

PHASE 4 FINAL APPROVAL AND SUBMITTAL
(Completed by Govemning Board)

Step 4.1 Public Iavolvement Coordination

[n order to assist in the development of the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP), staff wilt coordinate with the Ohio Department of Transportation
in processing the draft TIP through the public involvement process, using Board-
approved guidelines.

Step 4.2 Final Approval and Submittal of the TIP

Upon completion of the public involvement, the TIP wall be presented 1o the

NOACA Governing Board for final approval and will be forwarded to the
appropriate Statc and Foderal agencies for final approval.
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Y. TIP PREPARATION GUIDELINES AND REQUIREMENTS

APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

A project application and TIP preparation schedule will be mailed (o all p ial
project sponsors at the beginning of cach calendar year. (For CY 1996, this wiil
occur after the Board has approved the [nterim Policy.)

The burden of proof of how a project addresses the LRP, ISTEA's 16 factors, and
the NOACA principles lics solely with the project sponsor

The application infor

®  An explanation of the project scope, its limits, concept and justification.

This information should refe , where applicable, cxusting manag

systems, performance-based standards, capital improvement reports that

outline the problem and demonstrate its need.

®  Supporting legislation from the Council or Board of the project sponsor

A cost estimatc of the project and a project schedule-

®  Venfication of public involvement. A public hearing is not required, but
all projects must be presented at a public mecting where public
participation was invitod and considered.

®  An outlne of the funding for the project. Although the local match 1s not
required to be in hand it should be specificd and must be documented.

e  The following data:

o Curmrent conditions (pavemeat condition ratings, bridge sufficiency
ratings, transit facility uscful life ratings, average daily traffic, persons
camied on the facility, percent trucks, curvent signal systems, intersection
configurations, level of service, presence of wetlands)

® Projected conditions (traffic volumes, service life of the project)

® Location conditions (local fand use plans, development status, local
zoning, right of way, curreat bike lanes/paths, bus stops and/or
sidewalks, utilities, environmental status)

APPLICANT'S SHARE OF THE PROJECT (SOFTMATCH
CREDIT AND “G" FUNDING)

In this cra of fiscal constraint, it is recommeaded that no projects be programmed at
a federal share greater than 80% of project cost for componeats eligible for federal
ad
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For the SFY 1997 TIP, the Task Force reccommends that projects previously listed
as 100 percent CMAQ funds, which are expected to sell within SFY 1997, be
funded at 90 percent federal share. Table | in the Appendix lists the effected
projects.

ISTEA penmits the use of a softmatch credit in order to allow a state, MPO, county,
local public ageacy or transit authority to use federal doilars to cover all or a portion
of the local share of any eligible project. So called "G" funding aliows certain
projects to receive 100% federal match.

If a project sponsor can clearly demonstrate a financial neod/economuc distress that
precludes it from providing the minimum local match they will be cligible for
consnda'luon for softmatch or "G" funding. NOACA wll establish cntena for
what “f ial nood/ ic distress”.

For the SFY 1997 TIP, the goal was 1o usc an casy to obtawn source 10 measure
financial need/economic di C quently, stafl rece ds using the
“community-level percentage of persons living below the poverty level ™ These
data are available from the 1990 Census of Population and Housing and will be
uscd to assess any request received for a softmatch credit. Table 1 in the Appendix
lists the “poverty/economic index™ for projects previously listed at 100 percent
funding.

COORDINATION WITH THE STATE TIP AND BIENNIAL TIP

NOACA wilt develop the TIP for projects using NOACA Aitributable Funds and
will consider the advice of ODOT Districts 3 and {2 in the use of these funds.
ODOT will develop the financial plan and priority list for projects using "State-
controlled” funds. NOACA and the State will jointly sclect projects using these
funds. It is recommended that the cooperative process include the consideration of
both the NOACA Four Step Process and the ODOT's project prioritization process

ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS

The intent of enhancement projects is to more creatively integrate transportation
facilitics into their surrounding communitics and natural environment. ISTEA
authorizes funding for projects that "humanize” the transpontation system and
improve its enviroamental quality through landscaping and scenic protection,
histonic preservation and archacological projects, and bicyching and pedestrian
facilities.

Enhancement projects are selected by ODOT in cooperation with MPO's
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Currently, ODOT's policy is to sclect enhancement projects every two years, using
significant input from the MPO.

NOACA will establish Enhancement Task Forces for Districts 3 and 12
respectively comprised of NOACA TAC members, ODOT District and NOACA
staff (o review enhancement projects and make recommendations to the NOACA
TAC and Governing Board. The Goveming Board will send its selection of
projects with regional significance (o the ODOT District offices, who will forward
them to the ODOT Ceatral Office.

QING FOR STATE ROUTES

In a time of dMGgult choices, it is roc ded that, for the 1997 TIP,
projects oa State ™y g NOACA. ds be placed behind all
other ready projects ndwgn State roulcs That is, proige®S on State routes will be

placed on the SFY 1997
authority and if the project
ISTEA . [f the above projects arc

is sufficient unused obligating
fifoct fiscal balancing as required by

Additionally, staff will revi
quarterly. If sufficient ob#f
ncgauvcly affect the Sea

gpefst the Board, Table 2 in the Appendix contains a list of projects 2w
unitics that will be impacted in SFY 1997 by this policy.

OBLIGATION MANAGEMENT POLICY

NOACA is respoasible for managing the obligation ceiling for its Attributable
Funds. This means that NOACA, given a certain funding level, must effectively
manage the sale of projects. This management should include not only the sale of
prioritized projects for a specific year, but also the development of strategies to
account for upcoming high cost or high priority projects.

Obligation 8 is complicated by the fact that the Federal Fiscal Year
(FFY) is from October 1 to September 30. Federal obligation ceilings are issued
according to the federal calendar. The TIP is developed on a State Fiscal Year
(SFY): July 1 to Junc 30.
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At the time of TIP development whea projects are selected, staff will develop a
draft obligation management strategy for TAC and Governing Board consideration
This strategy will providc information regarding the most effective and strategically
sound approach to obligation management, and couple the federal requirement of
fiscal constraint with fund management. It should be noted that at times, it may be
strategically appropriate to cither borrow or lend obligation authonity to another
MPO in order to cffectively manage the sale of projects.

PROJECT MODIFICATIONS: COST AND SCOPE

For the SFY 1997 TIP, no changes in cost and scope will be accepted, unless
necessary for emergency purposcs (see definition under TIP Amendment section).
For purposes of managing the obligation ceilings, NOACA will not use obligating

thority for project bids gr than 10 p of the project cost listed in the
SFY 1997 TIP. The 10 percent must not exceed $500,000.

RIGHT OF WAY AND PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

NOACA attributable funds are not permitted to be used for project-level
preliminary engineering. To assist the Board, Table 3 in the Appendix contains a
tist of projects and communitics that will be impacted in SFY 1997 by this policy.

With respect to Right of Way, the Task Force recommends that when the cost of
right of way is greater than $50,000 for a NOACA-ataributable project, NOACA
will pay 50 percent of the right of way cost. NOACA will not pay for night of way
kess than $50,000. Table 3 in the Appendix contains a list of projects and
communitics that will be impacted in SFY 1997 by this policy

TIP AMENDMENTS

The SFY 1997 TIP will only be amended at the January 1997 Board meeting,
except in the case of emergency projects.

In ocder for a project to be considered as an amendment to the SFY 1997 TIP,
complete projoct packages must be submitted by October 1, 1996.

Project sponsors can request and complete project applicatioas at any time. In
oeder for a project to be considered for the SFY 1998 TIP, complete project
packages must be submitted by Sanuary 1, 1997.

Emecgency projects are defined as those projects necessary for the safety of the
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traveling public and projects of regional economic tmpact. In all cases the burden
of proof rests with the project sponsor. Emergency projects may be added as
amendments to the SFY 1997 TIP after having been deliberated by the NOACA
Goveming Board.

The TIP may be amended without Board approval for clerical errors/bookkecping

reasons that do not impact policy implementation or funding balances. The Board
will be informed of any clexical TIP amendments.
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Appendix
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27-Feb-96
TABLE 1

PROJECTS FUNDED WITH 100% ("G CMAQ FUNDS EXPECTED TO SELL PRIOR TO SFY 1998 (07/01/97) *

Federal and Non—Federal Participation Rate Comparison

(x $1.000)
SFY 1996 CMAQ POLICY SFY 1997 CMAQ POLICY
CURRENT PROPOSED ' CURRENT PROPOSED 7 Result
) 100% 100% 0% 100% 90% 10% of
TOTAL Faderal Federal Local TOTAL Federal Federal Local Policy
PID NO. PROJECT SPONSOR [fP.i.**} COST Share Share Share COST Share Share Share Change
11841 [CUY SR003-1.51 > N. Royalton 2.5% $1.,440 $1,440 $1,440 $0
11842)CUY USO06~4.89 ° Bay Viliage 2.6% 1,004 1,004 1004 [+]
12639 JCUY MAIN ST Chagtin Falls 20% 500 500 450 50 50
14688 JCUY US006-15.55 Cleveland 28.7% 2,500 2,500 2250 250 250
14818 JCUY SR008~04.15 ¢ [Maple Heights 4.0% 2,025 2025 18228 2028 2028
14939 [CUY SR010~06.00 ¢ Fairview Park 4.1% 650 650 585 (1] 1.}
14689 { CUY SRO10~-08.96 * Cleveland 28.7% 2,760 2,780 2484 276 276
14892 CUY US020~00.00 Wastiake 21% 2,500 2,500 2250 250 250
14943 CUY US042-00.00 Strongsville 2.3% 1.950 1,950 1755 195 105
12728 CUY US042-05.40 Middieburg Hts. 24% 2,100 2,100 1890 210 210
12789 JCUY US042-08.33 3 |Parma Heights 3.7% 1,800 1,500 1350 150 150
18377 CUY SR043-9.030 ' |Bedtord Holghhn 6.8% 280 250 225 25 25
RAND ALS $2 444 $2 444 $2. 444 $0] $16.735 $16,735] $15.062 ;1 674 $1.674

* — Based on readiness.
** _ P | (Poverty Index) is the % of persons in the community below poverty level. Taken from the 1990 Census of Population and Housing.
' — The proposed policy recommends that projects expected to sell prior to July 1, 1996 (SFY 1997) should be 100% federally funded.

! — The proposed policy recommends that projects expected to sell between July 1, 1996 and June 30, 1997 (SFY 1997) should be 90% federally funded
and 10% locally funded. This would provide an additional $1,674,000in federa funds for SFY 1997,

s . Lsted in the NOACA State Implementation Plan (SIP) for reasonable further progress.

+ — Listed in the NOACA State Implementation Plan (SIP) for air quality maintenance.

B8:\FUNDS2 WK1
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TABLE 2

PROJECTS ON STATE ROUTES USING NOACA ATTRIBUTABLE STP FUNDS
EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED PRIOR TO SFY 1998 (07/01/97) *

27 ~Feb—-96

(x $1,000)
SFY 1996 SFY 1997
PID NO. - PROJECT PE RW PE_ | RW [ _C
9760 | LAK SR084—08.14 500 6,700
7900 | CUY SR091—00.00 240
15098 |LAK US020—05.80 24
11103 |LAK SR615—04.93 160
14199|LAK SR 640—01.74 240
GRAND TOTALS | $500] [ $664 $6,700

* — Based on readiness.

NOTE: The proposed policy recommends that projects on State routes be placed on the SFY 1997 TIP priority list
only if there is sufficient unused obligating authority and if the project does not negatively affect fiscal balancing

as required by ISTEA. The impact of this policy could be as much as $7,864,000.

287
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TABLE 3

PROJECTS USING NOACA ATTRIBUTABLE STP FUNDS
for PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING (PE) and RIGHT—OF -WAY (RW)
EXPECTED TO BE OBLIGATED IN SFY 1997 (July 1, 1996 — June 30, 1997)*

Ll =reD=30

(x $1,000)
PE POLICY RW POLICY
CURRENT PROPOSED ' | Resuit CURRENT PROPOSED * Result
80% | 20% 0% | 100% of 80% | 20% I of
TOTAL | Federall Local [Federal| Local | Policy | TOTAL|Federall Local  TOTAL |Federall Local | Policy
PID NO. PROJECT NAME COST | Share | Share } Share | Share | Change | COST | Share | Share | COST | Share | Share | Change
3339 ~188] 150 38 o 188] 150 N

14821 JMED N CARPENTER RD 516 413 103 0 516 413
CUY CEDAR RD (CLEVELAND HEIGHTS) 50 40 10 50 0 50 40
11433JCUY CEDAR RD (HUNTING VALLEY) 5 4 1 5 0 5 4
CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXTENSION 750 600 150 750 350 400 250
CUY CROCKER/STEAPNS WETLANDS 320 256 64 320 135 185 121
1JCUY DENISON AVE 80 64 16 80 15 65 49
02§ CUY DUNHAM RD 50 40 10 50 0 50 40
T0897)CUY E 71T ST 5 4 1 5 0 5 4
8541) CUY LEE RD (MAPLE HEIGHTS) 5 4 1 5 0 5 4
CUY MADISON AVE 60 48 12 60 5 55 43
5272]CUY MEMPHIS 100 80 20 100 25 75 55
CUY PLEASANT VALLEY 240 192 48 240 95 145 97
5356 CUY QUINCY AVE 50 40 10 50 0 50 40
1 CUY RICHMOND RD 5 4 1 5 0 5 4
8800) CUY STOKES BLVD 60 48 12 60 5 55 43
13 CUY W 44TH ST (OVER TRAIN AVENUE) 70 56 14 70 10 60 46
B416FCUY W 65TH ST 60 48 12 60 5 55 43
9672 CUY WAGAR 5 4 1 5 0 5 4
CUY SR091~0.00 300 240 60 300 125 175 115
13919}LAK ERIE 40 32 8 40 [+] 40 32
AJLAK PARK & RIDE LOT (SR 2 & HEISLEY RD) 625 500 125 625! 287.5] 3375 2125
6308 LAK PELTON 200 160 40 200 75 125 85
L LAK VROOMAN 110 88 22 110 30 80 58
O3] LAK SR 615-4.93 200 160 40 200 75 125 85
4199 LAK SR 640-1.74 300 240 60 300 125 175 115
5098J LAK US 020-5.80 30 24 5 30 0 30 24
8893) MED DURLING DR _ _ 28] 224 56| 28 0 28] 224
\LS $704f $563] $141 $0] $704 $563] $8, 748 ;2,998 ;750 ;3,'748 $1,363] $2.386] $1,636

* Based on readiness.

! — The proposed policy recommends that all project PE phases be 100% locally funded. This would provide an additional $563,000 in federal funds.

! . The proposed policy recommends that all project RW phases with a total cost of $50,000 or less be 100% locally funded. For those project RW phases with a total
cost of more than $50,000, the first $50,000 will be locally funded. The remaining amount will be 50% federally funded and 50% locally funded. This would provide
an additional $1,636,000 in federal funds.

NOTE: The combined result of the proposed PE and RW policies is an additional $2,199,000 in federal funds.
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Introduction

Assessment of Reasonable Progress and Strategic Programming Targets

The inh ption of the project evaluation and scoring system used Phase
2 of the Interim TIP Preparation Policy for SFY 1996 is that a project’s merit is
equivalent to a project’s score. A great deal of rescarch and testing went into
the development of the scoring system that rewarded projects that were
consistent with the LRP and the Board’s policies and principles. At the same
time, it is recognized that no scoring system can be perfect; any scoring system
will have its limitations.

One specific limitation is that the unly projects that can be scored are those that
arc currently in development. At first glance, this may not appear to be a
significant problem. However, when it is understood that the TIP js the NOACA
Board's implementation of the LRP, the potential problem comes into focus.
The mix and quality of projects in development within a four-year time period
may be pivotal in the long-term implementation of the LRP. In other words,
because the TIP is the enaction of the LRP, projects selected for programming
must not only be individually consistent with the LRP, but also must collectively
attempt to make “reasonable” progress toward LRP and Board policy goals.

Consequently, the four-year TIP needs to be assessed as to its overall strategic
implementation of the 20-year LRP. Questions that need to be asked include:
Do the scored projects, as a whole, indicate that “reasonable” progress is being
made in achieving LRP goals regarding demand management? Is reasonable
progress being made regarding system preservation, system efficiency, system
expansion? Does the “universe of projects” in development indicate that
reasonable progress is being made to achieve the Board's policics and
principles?

Bascd upon the need to cvaluate the TIP as the strategic implementation of the
LRP, the Interim Policy recommends that an “Assessment of Reasonable
Progress” (ARP) and “Strategic Programming Targets™ (SPT) be developed. In
the ARP, staff assesses the progress being made toward the majot LRP goals
The SPTs identify the level, type and mix of inv d to impl t
the LRP within a given four-year period of the Plan’s horizon year.
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Assessment of Reasonable Progress

Spending Analysis

The first step wn developing the ARP is to perfonn a spending analysis. This
wnvolves the reviewing of transportation projects sold in the region during specific
tume period. For the purposes of this ARP, project sales were researched from
January 1992 1o the present. This date was chosen for a number of reasons. First,
the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficicncy Act (ISTEA) was signed into law
in December of 1991, Second, while the LRP being assessed was not formally
drafied until October 1993, the NOACA Board had already begun 10 make
decisions consistent with the letter and spirit of ISTEA. For example, the first
transfer of “traditional” highway dotlars took place in mid-1992

Table | below lists total spending (including Statc and local match) in the NOACA
regioa since January 1992.

Table 1
Total Spending
By LRP Category
All Modes
January 1992 to present
All funds oDoT NOACA Other
C Hadd C Hed Fund')
Funds' Funds!

Preservation 492 854.654 274,155,569 108,745,016 109,954,069
Efficiency 52,031,706 10,874,895 29,743,740 11,413,071
New Capacity 200,377,969 118,896,071 27,706,954 53,774,944
Grand Totals | 745,264,329 { 403,926,535 | 166,195,710 | 175,142,084

Source: NOACA TIP data basc: hghwnymdn‘doeswwfwtﬂpchmuymmg
and nght of way phascs; transit speading

proyects with grmt apy

1)) Includes foderal and 100 perocnt State-funded projects
2)) Includes Atmnbutable STP, DXMPO/MA, and sub-allocated CMAQ

3.) Includes all othes fund estcgones, including Federal FTA and State snd local maiches
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As can be seen, the spending was classified according to the LRP categories of
System preservation, system efficiency and new capacity. Table 2 shows the total

spending pereeatages over the time period
Table 2
Total Spending Percentages
By LRP Category
All Modes
January 1992 to present
All funds opoT NOACA Other
Controlled | Controlied | Funds
Funds Funds
System Preservation 66.13% 61.87% 65.43% 62.78%
System Efficlency '6.98% 269% 17.90% | 6.5:%
New Capacity 26.89% 29.44% 16.67% 30.70%
Grand Totals 100,00% 1 100,00% 1 100,00% {100.00%

»

Table 2 indicates that approximately 66 percent of all funds spent in the region
were spent on system preservation. With respect to NOACA controlled funds,

close to 65 percent was spent on preservation with the remaining being fairly
evenly split between effici i

Table 3 provides a breakdown by work type.

y and new capacity.
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Table 3
Total Spending
By LRP Category
and Work Type
January 1992 to present
All funds oDoT NOACA Other
Controlled Controlled Fuuds
Funds Funds
Preservation
Roads 180,017,841 111,935,073 68,082,768
Bodges 136,931,499 | 135470872 1,460,627
Bus Replaccments 65,857,030 35,735,961 30,121,069
Other Transit Presav. 105,908,660 | 22 610,000 3,465,660 79,833,000
Misc:crosion, painting.etc] 4,139.624 4,139,624
Preservation Totals 492854654 | 274,155,569 | 108,745,016 | 109,954,069
Efficiency
Park snd Ride 18,777,000 7,412,000 11,365,000
CNG Facilities 3,000,000 3,000,000
Pedestrian Accessways 10,810,000 10,810,000
Signal Improvements 8,591,409 69,669 8,521,740
Bikeway 1,566,694 3,566,694
Misc:Noise Barviers, 7,286,603 7,238,532 48,071
Bike racks,ctc.
Efficiency Totals 52,031,706 10,874 895 29,743,740 11413071
New Capacity
New Rosds & Add lanes | 144,408,794 | 118,896,071 | 25,512,723
New Transit Routes 43,700,000 43,700,000
New Transit Facilities/ 6.926,000 6.926,000
Equip
Additioaal Buses 5,343,175 2,194,231 3,148,944
Capacity Totals 200,377,969 § 118896071 | 27,706 954 53,774,944
Grand Totals 2452643291 4039265351 ye6.195710] 175142084
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Tables 4 and S show the spending by mode: highway, transit and bikeway

Table 4
Total Spending since 1992
By LRP Category and Mode
All funds onoT NOACA Other
Coatrolled | Coantrolled Fuads
Funds Funds
Preservation
Highway Preservation 321,088,964 | 251,545,569 | 69,543,395
Transit Preservation 171,765,690 | 22,610,000 39.201,621 109.954.069
Efficiency
Highway Efficicocy 15878012 | 7,308,201 | 8521740 48,071
Traasit Efficiency 32,582,000 21,222,000 11,365,000
Bikeways 3,566,694 3,566,694
New Capacity
Highway Capacity 144,408,794 | 118,896071 | 25,512,723
Traasit Capacity 55,969,175 2,194,231 53,774 944
Total Highway Spending | 481,375,770 | 377,749 841 { 103577858 | 48071
Total Transit Spending 260,321,865 | 22610000 | 62617851 | 175094013
Total Bikeway Speading 3,566,694 | 3566694
GrandTouls 1743264329 1403926535 1166193710 1175142084
Page S
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Table 5
Total Spending Percentages since 1992
By LRP Category and Mode

All funds] ODOT | NOACA | Other
Controlled |Costrolled

Preservation
Highway Prescrvation 65.15% | 91.75% | 63.95% | 0.00%
Traasit Preservation 3485% | 8.25% 36.05% |100.00%
Total Preservation 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% [100.00%
Efficlency
Highway Efficicncy 30.52% | 67.20% 28.65% 0.42%
Traasit Efficicocy 62.63% 0.00% 71.35% | 99.58%
Bikcways 6.85% 32.80% 0.00% 0.00%
Total Efficicncy 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
New Capacity
Highway Capacity 72.07% | 100.00% | 92.08% | 0.00%
Transit Capacity 27.93% | 000% 7.92% {100.00%
Total New Capacity 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00% | 100.00%
Total Highway Spending 64.59% | 93.52% | 62.32% | 0.03%
Total Transit Spending 34.93% 5.60% 37.68% | 99.97%
Total Bikeway Speading 0.48% 0.38% 0.00% 0.00%
CrapdTotals __________110000% 1 100,00% | 100.00% i10000%

LRP Progress Analysis

Financial Benchmarks
To assess the progress of the region in implementing the LRP, it is first necessary

to review some of the financial benchmarks developed in the LRP. Table 6 below
lists the per year estimates as noted in the plan.
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Table 6
Per Year Cost Estimates Table 7
Long Range Plan Comparing LRP Cost Estimates
Mobility Management and Spending since January 1992
Preservation Per Year Cost Preservation LRP Per Per Year Per Year
Estimate Year Spending Difference
Cost Estimate
Roads 106 million
Roads 106 million 45 million -61 million
Bridges 76 million
- Bridges 76 million 34 million -42 million
Bus Replacements 11.8 million
Bus Replacements 12 million 16 mullion +4 million
Other Preservation N/A 28 mullion +28 million
Efficiency — —
- Total Preservation 194 million 123 million -71 million
Intelligent 11.8 million
Transportation Sysiems
Signalization/ 11.8 million Efficiency
Operational stratcgics Intelligent 12million 0 -12 million
Transportation Systems
New C e} 35.3 million Signalization/ 12 million 13 mittion +1 million
cw Lapacity Operational strategies
Total Efficiency 24 million 13 million -11 million
Totals 252.7 million
l&;um:: NOACSA LRP New Capacity 35 million 50 million +15 million
Strategic Mix Totals 253 million 186 million 67 million
A major assumption of the above financial estimates were that ISTEA would be
fulty funded. This has not been the case. Table 7 attempts to show the progress
made by the region in reaching the above estimates. ([t should be noted, however, It is safe to say that the region has not been receiving sufficient funds per year with
that the LRP estimates were not developed as fargets.) which to implement the LRP. Much of this is a result of ISTEA not being funded.

It also appears that the tegion is not mecting the yearly average regarding highway

Page? Page 8
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system (roads and bridges) prescrvation.  Additionally, average yearly new capacity
spending is well above the yearly average, while per vear bus replacements, and
signalization/efficiency spending since 1992 are slightly above.

Staff belicves, however, that the above information in Table 7 should be
interpreted carefully. As noted above, the LRP esti were not developed at
targets. The LRP did not have “perfoom " benchmarks. Additionally,
per year estimates or “benchmarks” of capital purchases must be cautiously
reviewed. In general, capital purchases are not consistently the same year-by-year.
However, yearly averages can be used to develop and/or assess target ranges, as will
be seen later.

Using information from Table 7, Table 8 shows the LRP share of funds per
category/ycar and compares them with actual spending per year.
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Table 8

Comparing LRP Share of Funding
with Spending since January 1992

Preservation Per year LRP Per Year Per Year
Percent of Percent Difference
funding Spending since

January 1992

Roads 42% 24% -18%

Bridges 30% 18% -12%

Bus 5% 9% %

Replacements

Other N/A 15% +15%

Preservation

Total 7% 66% ’ -11%

Preservation

Efficiency

Intelligent 5% % -5%

Transportation

Systems

Signalization/ 5% T% +2%

Operational

strategies

Total Efficiency | 10% 7% -3%

New Capacity 14% 27% +13%

Totals' 100% 100% N/A

1.} Perocatages may equal 100 perocat duc 10 rounding
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Condusions: ARP

Throughout this A of R ble Progress, stafl made note of the
complexities involved. For example, the current LRP did not set performance
targets which would be uscful in performing this analysis. Also it was noted that
per year estimates or “benchmarks” of capital purchases must be cautiousty
reviewed. In general, capital purch arc not i ly the same year-by-ycar

However, we belicve an assessment can be made regarding certain key issucs
Fust, it appears that the NOACA region is not receiving sufficient funds with
which to implement the region’s LRP. Much of this is the result of ISTEA not
being fully funded.

At this time, system preservation spending is not keeping pace with LRP yearly
“benchmarks™, especially with respect to road and bridge preservation. While
system elficiency spending also falls behind the LRP benchmarks, the situation is
not as severe as with system preservation.

Since the passage of ISTEA, an average of $50 million per ycar has been spent on
capacity projects. Highway capacity accounted for 72 percent of the capacity
spending, and transit 28 percent. The $50 million yearly average is about $15
million more per year than the LRP beachmark.

During the study period, ODOT controlled spending was basically split among two
LRP categories: system preservation and system capacity. Approximalely 68 cents
of every ODOT controlied dollar was spent on system preservation while close to
30 cents was spent on capacity. Just a little over 2 cents per dollar went to system
cfliciency.

NOACA controtied spending was atlocated differently. Close to two-thirds of
every NOACA dollar went to system preservation. System efficiency accounted for
approximately 18 cents and new capacity was close to 17 cents per dollar.

With respect to all other funds, 31 cents of every dollar went to new capacity. The

majonty of this was transit capacity. Sixty-three cents of the “other” funds went to
system preservation, with only 6 cents of every dollar going to system efficiency
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Docs all the above point to “reasonable” progress being made toward LRP
umplementation? The answer, stafl belicves, is a qualified “yes.” First, as noted
above, the region needs additional funds to implement the LRP. Second, it is
recommended that new capacity spending should inue to be closely reviewed,
especially with respect to system preservation. If the new capacity per year
spending trend were to continuc, it appears that system preservation would suffer.

Third, staff belicves that all future projects (including ODOT and FTA) should be
processed through the NOACA prioritization system (interim and proposed). This
policy has been noted in the Interim and Proposed systems. This policy is fully
supported by the Enhanced Planning Review of NOACA conducted by Federal
officials. Only in this way can the TIP strategically scrve as the implementing tool
of the LRP.
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Strategic Programming Targets Table 9

The goal of Strategic Programming Targets (SPTs) is to identify the level, type and Strategic Programming Targets
mix of investroent nceded to implement the LRP within a given four-year period of for the Annual Element

the Plan’s horizon year. The SPTs are to use the information from the Assessment of the SFY 1997 TIP

of Reasonable Progress. This year the SPTs will focus only on attributable funds.

As was noted above, approximately two/thirds of NOACA-controlled funds were System Prescrvation
spent on system pmsa'vntio.n since 1992. 1]:: other third was almost cvenly Highways $12.1 million
divided among system efficiency and capacity.
Transit $6.1 million
At the same time, the historical ratio might be slightly modified to: 70% —
preservation/ 20% efficiency/10% capacity. This modification would be to put Subtotal (70%) $18.2 million
morc cmphasis on system preservation as a strategic target. This is consistent with
the ARP performed previousty.
System Efficiency
The latest information indicates that the total attributable funds available for the - —
1997 annual element are 526 million, the ratio would offer the targets listed in Highways $1.7 million
Table9. Transit $3 5 million
(Please note the $26 million estimate is a $13 million reduction (-33%) from last Subtotal (20%) $5.2 million
year's total. In other words last year, the NOACA region was allocated $39
million, compared with next year's estimate of $26 million.)
System Capacity
Highways $2.6 million
Transit 0
Subtotal (10%) $2.6 million
Total $26 million

The above, of course, is a starting point. The project mix must be assessed. In
reviewing the draft list of ready projects, it appears that there may not be sufficient
transit efficiency projects for 1997. If this is the case, a ready highway efficiency
project could be sold

It must be noted that the above largets do not determine the exact projects that wall
be in the annual clement. As noted in the interim policy, committee review, project

scores, public involvement and Board review will all impact individual project
sclection.

Page 13 Page 14
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APPENDIX C

TIP FINANCIAL PLANNING

NOTE: The following includes the Fiscal Constraint Analysis for the NOACA-Administered funds for

SFYs 1997 - 2000 and the TIP Obligation Management for State and Federal Fiscal Years 1997
(April 1, 1996).
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TIP Financial Planning

Introduction

As required by law, the NOACA TIP must contain a financial plan that indicates how currently
programmed projects are to be funded. As per the Interim TIP Preparatien Policy, the financial
plan is to contain:

1) A financial constraint analysis for NOACA-administered funds for SFYs 1997-2000; and
2) An obligation management plan for NOACA-administered funds for State and Federal fiscal
year 1997.

(State Fiscal Year (SFY) is from July 1 to June 30; the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) is from
October 1 to September 30.)

In this section you will tirst find the fiscal constraint analysis followed by the obligation
management plan.

Fiscal Constraint Analysis

For SFYs 1997-2000, the NOACA administered funds are Surface Transportation Program
(STP), Donor State Bonus, Hold Harmless, Interstate Reimbursement, Minimum Allocation
(MA) and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ).

Table | summarized the projects programmed using STP/Combined Sources and CMAQ funds.
In the TIP project listings, projects eligible for STP, MA, Donor State Bonus, Hold Harmless
and Interstate Reimbursement are listed as “STP” projects. This is done for two reasons, First,
for these funds, NOACA has project selection authority. Second, there is no way to ascertain
which funding categories will be used in a certain year; projects that may use any of the above
funds are simply programmed as STP.

Table 2 contains estimates for the various accounts provided by the Ohio Department of
Transportation. Tables 3 and 4 provide an estimated fiscal balance of the STP and CMAQ
programs, respectively. Any funds that are “carried over” from one year to the next are assumed
to be minimum allocation funds.

It should be noted that projects do not have to be listed in the current fiscal year in order 10 be
obligated. Consequently, since a project listed in SFY 1998 could conceivable be sold in SFY
1997, the obligation management strategy that follows is of prime importance for the annual
element.

In summary, this analysis demonstrates that the NOACA TIP is in fiscal balance for SFYs 1997-
2000.
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Adequate Funding for Operations and Maintenance

Current regulations require that the TIP Financial Plan demonstrate that the preservation of the
existing system is given priority

As noted in the Assessment of Reasonable Progress and Strategic Programming Targets (See
Appendix B) system preservation is the major emphasis of the region’s Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRP). The ARP noted that progress was being made toward
implementation of the LRP.

Additionally, the Strategic Programming Targets for NOACA-administered funds stated that 70
percent of the funds should go toward for system preservation. As will be seen by reviewing the
obligation management strategy, this target was achieved.

Consequently, it can be demonstrated that preservation of the existing system IS given priority
with respect 1o NOACA-administered funds.



TABLE 1

PROJECTS PROGRAMMED
(x 1000)
STATE FISCAL YEARS
FUNDING CATEGORY 1997 1998 1999 2000 TOTAL
STP/COMBINED SOURCES ! $18,492 $18913 $16,344 $18,820 $72,569
CMAQ $10,309 _ $10,568 $9,688 $8,630  $39,195
TOTAL $28,801 $29.481  $26,032 $27.450 $111,764
TABLE 2
PROJECTED FEDERAL FUNDING
{x 1000)
FEDERAL FISCAL YEARS
FUNDING CATEGORY 1997 1998 1999 2000 TOTAL
STP? $18,162 $18,162 $18,162 $18,162 $72,648
MINIMUM ALLOCATION (MA) $753 $753 $753 $753 $3,012
COMBINED SOURCES SUBTOTAL $18915 $18915 $18915 $18915 $75,660
cMaAQ $10597  $10,597  $10,597 __$10597  $42,388
(COMBINED SOURCES & CMAQ) TOTAL $29,512 $29,512  $29,512 $29,512 $118,048
TABLE 3

ESTIMATED FISCAL BALANCE
STP/COMBINED SOURCES PROGRAM

(x 1000)
1997 1998 1999 2000
1) PROJECTED FEDERAL FUNDING $18915 $18915 $18,915 $18915
2) CARRYOVER FROM PREVIOUS YEAR N/A $423 $425 $2,996
3) TOTAL AVAILABLE FUNDS (1+2) $18,915 $19,338  $19,340  $21,911
4) PROGRAMMED PROJECTS $18,492 $18,913  $16,344  $18,820
5) CARRYOVER TO NEXT YEAR? $423 $425 $2,996  $3,001
TABLE 4
ESTIMATED FISCAL BALANCE
CMAQ PROGRAM

(x 1000)
1997 1998 1999 2000
1) PROJECTED FEDERAL FUNDING $10597 $10,597 $10,597  $10,597
2) PROGRAMMED PROJECTS $10,309  $10,568 $9,688  $8,630
3) BALANCE? $288 $29 $909 $1,967

! — Includes Donor State Bonus, Hold Harmless, Interstate Reimbursement and Minimum Allocation funds.
2 — Includes Donor State Bonus, Hold Harmless and Interstate Reimbursement funds.

3 — Carryover refers to unobligated MA.
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TIP Obligation Management
for State and Federal Fiscal Years 1997
Third Draft

April 1, 1996
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TIP Obligation Management
Introduction

On March 8, 1996 the NOACA Govemning Board approved the Interim TIP Preparation Policy

for drafting the SFY 1997 TIP. Thcpoliqnqui:uthnmobliglﬁonmmgunemmmybe
developed at the time of TIP development.

The Obligation Management strategy below couples the federal requirement of fiscal constraint
with obligation account mansgement. In other words, it is concemed with the actual selling of
projects in the combined Foderal and State fiscal years 1997.

TIP Financial Capacity

On February 27, lM,mOWTthﬁmCommmiuﬁon(IOC.Med)whmedbnu
District Deputy Directors regarding SFY 1997 TIP Fiscal constraint After review by NOACA
staff, it was determined that the funding capacity for NOACA administerod finds for the SFY

1997 TIP is as listed in Table 1. .

Table 1: Financial Capacity for Fiscal Constraint of

NOACA-administered fimds
Account SFY 1997 | SFY 1998 | SFY 1999 | SFY 2000
STP/Combined Sources® 18,162 18,162 18,162 18,162
Minimrom Allocation 733 753 753 753
Subtotal 18,915 18,915 13,915 18,915
CMAQ 10,597 10,597 10,597 10,597
Totals 29512]  29512] 29512} 29512

*way include Donor Stato Bowrus, Hold Harmicss sod Interstate Reimbursament funds



The projects programmed in the TIP cannot exceed the amounts listed above.

The Interim TIP Preparation Policy set strategic programming targets for SFY 1997 based upon
the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRP) categories of system preservation, system efficiency
and system capacity. Thepolicylmdmm%ofdmﬁmduhotﬂdbehrgetedwmtem
preservation, 20% to efficiency and 10% to new capacity. The policy also states that these
targets should havo approximately 20 percent affect (weight) in the development of the final
TIP. Table 2 shows the targets based upon the funding in Table 1.

Table 2: Strategic Programming Targets !

(thousands)
LRP Category SFY 1997 | SFY 1998 | SFY 1999 | SFY 2000
System Presecvation (P) 20,658 20,658 20,658 20,658
Systom Efficknoy (E) ss02]  s902] 5902 sem
Systom Capacity © 2,951 2,951 2,951 2,951
Total 29,512 29,512 29,512 29,512

1.) These targots are besod on the Stato Fisoal Year. Using obligation suthority availsblo (disoussion to follow), the
mhm-uﬂdﬂybsu.zmhmms&mf«ﬂmynnjmmrm
oapacity for 1997.

Obligation Management Strategy

mmhnl’olicymthnutheﬁmeofmdevelopmmt. staff will develop a draft
obligation management strategy. As noted in the policy, obligation management is complicated
by the fact that the obligation ceilings are issued according to the Federal Fiscal Year (FFY).

The TIP is developed according to the SFY (July ! to June 30). The goal of the obligation
management strategy is to “couple the federal requirement of fiscal constraint with fund
mansgement.”

As of March 14, 1996, the remaining Federal funding capacity (obligation authority) for the

NOACA region was $11,131,726. It should be noted that obligation authority is not restricted by
federal funding category. In other words, CMAQ obligation authority can be used for STP
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projects, and vice versa.

Using available information, staff developed Table 3 which shows obligations which will occur
in the near term. (Please note tImtheAppemﬁxoomdmthemaﬂnoemlmmaﬂmngadng
recent and/or pending obligations.)

Table 3:
Expected Obligations through 6/30/96
(thousands)

Project Description Amount
Snow Rd bridge over CUY 291 $2,400
Ozone Action 13
Heisley Rd. p.c. 152
ODOT O/D susvey 125
GCRTA CNG buses 1,373
Riverview Road 1,840
Total $6,021
Total Obligation Authority $11,132
Available Authority until 9/30/96 35,111

Given the above table, the remaining available obligation authority is approximately $5.1
million. As will be seen, this amount will be pivotal in both fund management and fiscal
constraint. It will be this number which will “couple” the two.

NOTE: Total Obligation Authority available from March 14, 1996 through September 30, 1997
is estimated to be $34.6 million. (The $5.1 million above plus $29.5 million from Table 1)
This amount will be used in the development of the scenarios which follow. Using this
amount, the Strategic Programming Targets (70/20/10) for 1997 are: $24.2 million for
system preservation, 6.9 million for efficiency and 3.5 million for capacity,

Project Selection



The next step in developing a financial plan is to assess the mix of r¢ady projects. Table dis a

. list of projects ready to sell in SFY 1997, Included also is the draft project score, when
available. (Right of way was not scored.) Note that the grand total of the projects is close to $80
million.

Right of way (ROW) and signal construction costs have been modified from previous TIP
listings as a result of the Interim Policy. The Interim Policy states that when the cost of right of
way is greater than $50,000 for s NOACA attributable project, NOACA will pay 50 percent of
the right of way cost that is greater than $50,000. NOACA will not pay for ROW less than
$50,000. CMAQ-funded signal construction projects are now listed at 90% federal funds.
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TABLE 4

TOTAL
NOACA ADMINISTERED PROJECTS PROJECT
FOR SFY 1997 SCORE =
Cat I Pus.+
CatII Pts. +
Cat III Pts. +
SFY 1997 Cat IV P1s,
PID COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTION Qtr. SPON PH TYPE OF WORK . CAT. FED FUNDING SHARE YE_MI_L
1]5314 CUY MILES RD CUYCO C  Widen, Reconstruct & Replace Bridge C STP 7,727,000 97 28
2J11103 LAK SR615-4.93R Mentor RW Widen to 4 Lanes & Reconstruct & Bkwy C STP 24,750 97 N/A
3]7900 CUY SR091-0.00% Solon RW Widen to 4 lane and Reconstruct C STP 62,500 97 N/A
418517 CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXTENSION P Cuy Co RW New Constr & Bkwy Widen/Reconstruct C STP 336,000 97 N/A
5IN/A CUY CROCKER/STEARNS WETLANDS A Cuy Co RW Construct Wetland Mitigation Site (o] STP 129,600 97 N/A
6]9670 LAK SR084-8.14R Mentor RW Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes C STP 144,000 97 N/A
7j10901 CUY PLEASANT VALLEYR Cuy Co RW_Widen, Rehab, Add LT lane & Replace Bridge C STP 55,100 97 N/A
8]14199 LAK SR640-1.74R Eastlk RW Widen Lanes, Upgrade & Reconstruct (o] STP 62,500 97 N/A
Total 8,541,450 103 %
1IN/A CUY GCRTA CNG FUELING FACILITY GCRTA C  Construct CNG Fueling Facility E CMAQ 2,000,000 97 45
2§15318 CUY E.STHST Cleve C  Widen Sidewalk E STP 720,000 97° 36
3111842 CUY US006-4.89 Bay Vig C  Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 903,600 97° 25
4]14689 CUY SR010-08.96 Cleve C  Signal Synchronization E CMAQ 2,484,000 97 23
SIN/A LAK LKTRN P & R LOT SR-2 & HEISLEYRD Lktrn C _ Construct Park & Ride Lot (400 Spaces) E CMAQ 400,000 97 23
6114688 CUY US006-15.55 Cleve C  Signal Synchronization E CMAQ 2,250,000 97 23
7114892 CUY US020-0.00 (Westlake Signals) Westlake C  Traffic Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 2,250,000 97 23
8114818 CUY SR008-04.15 Map Ht C  Signal Synchronization E CMAQ 1,822500 97 21
9111841 CUY SR003-1.51 N Ryitn (o] Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 1,571,047 97" 21
10]N/A  LAK LKTRANP & RLOT SR-2 & SR-306 Lktrn C_ Construct Park & Ride Lot (250 Spaces) E CMAQ 600,000 97 21
1114839 CUY SR010-06.00 Frvw Pk C  Signal Synchronization E CMAQ 585,000 97 19
12§12789 CUY US042-08.33 Parma Ht C  Signal Upgrade E CMAQ-G 2,093,114 97 19
13813992 LAK US020-14.24 Painvi C  Signal Upgrade E STP 1,520,000 97 17
14115377 CUY SR043-9.950 Bdftrd Ht C  Signal Synchronization E CMAQ 225,000 97 17
15112728 CUY US042-05.46 Midbg Ht C  Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 1,890,000 97 13
16114943 CUY US042-0.00 Strngs C  Traffic Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 1,755,000 97 13
17112639 cuy MAINST Chgn Flls C  Signal Upgrade E CMAQ 450,000 97 13
18|N/A  LAK LKTRNP & RLOT SR-2 & HEISLEY RD LKTRN RW Construct Park & Ride Lot (400 Spaces) E CMAQ 225000 97 N/A
Total 23,744,261 28.7%
1IN/A CUY GCRTA REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES ! GCRTA C  Purchase 67 CNG Buses P CMAQ 16,080,000 97 45
218536 CUY W117THST CUYCO C Rehabilitation P STP 8,000,000 97 43
3]5375  CUY WARRENSVILLE CENTER RD 1Q  CUYCO C Reconstruction P STP 5,680,000 97° 41
4]14917 CuY HURON/PROSPECT 1Q  Cleve C  Repa3(Pddges P sSTP 1,840,000 97 39




TABLE 4
TOTAL
NOACA ADMINISTERED PROJECTS PROJECT
FOR SFY 1997 SCORE =
Cat I P1s.+
Cat II Pts.+
sFTee VR TYPECF——FEDERIC Y] “Cav
PID  COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTION Qtr.  SPON PH TYPE OF WORK CAT.  FED FUNDING SHARE YEAR|
57894 LAK STEVENS BLVD 3Q Eastlk C  Reconstruction P sSTP 3,192,000 97 38
65360 CUY E 200TH ST 4Q  Eucl C  Reconstruct & Widen Lanes P STP 2,640,000 97 37
785237 CUY LANDERRD 4Q CUYCO C Reconstruction P STP 3,760,000 97 32
8]12719 MED CR097-06.53 3Q  Seville C  Widen Lanes & Rehabilitate P STP 1,044,000 97 31
911830 LOR BAINBRIDGE RD 4Q NRdgvl C Reconstruction P STP 2,400,000 97 31
10[|14210 CUY VAN AKEN BLVD 1Q Shaker Ht C  Repair and Resurfacing P STP 1,192,000 97 27
11115634 CUY S WOODLAND RD 3Q Shaker Ht C  Repair and Resurfacing P STP 464,000 97 26
12]11407 CUY SNOW RD 1@ CUYCO C Rehabilitation P STP 2,000,000 97" 26
13]|14520 LOR BAUMHART RD 3Q Lorain C Rehabilitate & Resurface P STP 168,000 97 24
14110511 LOR LORAIN RD 20 NRdgv C  Widen & Rehabilitate Bridge P STP 995,000 97 22
1515222 LOR S BROADWAY 20 LORCO C Resuracing P STP 242,000 97 20
168800 CUY STOKES BLVD Cleve RW Bridge Replacement P sTP 5,000 97 N/A
17§6308 LAK PELTON LAKCO RW Realign Roadway and Replace Bridge P STP 75,000 97 N/A
1845669 LAK VROOMAN LAKCO RW Reconstruction & Relocation P STP 30,000 97 N/A
19{7001 CUY DENISON AVE Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruct P STP 15,000 97 N/A
20{11103 LAK SR615-4.93" Mentor RW Widen to 4 Lanes & Reconstruct P STP 50,250 97 N/A
21]NJA  CUY CROCKER/STEARNS WETLANDS ? CuyCo  RW Construct Wetland Mitigation Site P STP 5400 97 N/A
2218418 CUY MADISON AVE Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruct P STP 5000 97 N/A
2313604 CUY W, 44TH ST (Over Train Avenue) Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruct P STP 10,000 97 N/A
24114199 LAK SR640-1.74R Eastlk AW Widen Lanes, Upgrade & Reconstruct P STP 62,500 97 N/A
25)5272 CUY MEMPHIS Cuy Co RW Lane Widening & Reconstruction P STP 25,000 97 N/A
26[l8416 CUY W.65THST Cleve RW Bridge Rehab & Reconstruct P STP 5000 97 N/A
27{7900 cuYy SR091-0.00" Solon RW Widen to 4 lane and Reconstruct P STP 62,500 97 N/A
28110901 CUY PLEASANT VALLEYR CuyCo RW Widen, Rehab, Add LT lane & Replace Bridge P STP 39,900 97 N/A
20J9670 LAK SR084-8.14R Mentor RW Widen from 2 to 4 Lanes P STP 144,000 97 N/A
30]8517 CUY CROCKER/STEARNS EXTENSION ® CuyCo RW New Constr & Bkwy Widen/Reconstruct P STP 14,000 97 N/A
NOTE: Readiness based on coordination which began in November 1995, *SFY 1997 Qtr.* indicates the quarter of the SFY 1997 in which Total 50,245,550 60.8 %

the project is estimated to seli (i.e. 1Q:7/96 — 9/96, 2Q:10/96 ~ 12/96, 3Q:1/97 — 3/97 and 4Q:4/97 - 6/97).
R _ Indicates that project is portrayed in more than one work category (i.e. Preservation, Efficiency or Capacity).
97" - Project may not sell before the end of SFY 1996 (June 30, 1996).
97" - Project may sell before SFY 1997 (July 1, 1996).

1 — GCRTA's request as per 11/21/95 correspondence.
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Grand Tot. __ 82,531,261

P ~ Preservation
E -~ Efficiency
C - Capacity
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Project Selection Scenarios
Table 6: Scenario 1: Targets and Project scores

Scenario Building
Phase I: ( )

Shatem thoussnds Funding Catogory
ﬂwmﬂedonmﬁmmmﬂt\.ning the Interim TIP Policy. The Policy estimated OCRTA Buscs 16,080 CMAQ
the perceat of influence (“weight™) that various factors wero to have in the development of the Milos Road (40%) 3.091 STP
final TIP. meplghdewojeammaﬂmehwoSpamwdgmon —
WWMMWcWTmmleZOM Total Prosccvation 19191
influence, according to the policy. Presorvation Target 24236

Pecveat of Target 79%
The scenarios were built from the ground up, so to speak. Scenario 1 uses the Strategic
Programming Targets and individual project scores. Scenario 2 introduces the Assessment of STP Subtotal 3,091
Reasonablo Progress to the mix. Scenario 3 adds a “readiness” component, while Scenario 4 CMAQ Subtotal 16,080
incorporates Task Force input and Scensrio S includes TAC recommendations. Tablo § lists the
Mﬁdﬁhm&m“thmMmm”p«meMmPoch. STP remaining for 15071
(It should be noted that additional factors, not included in this Table, include Public Involvement SFY 1997
and Boerd review and approval. These will take place after the development of the first draft of CMAQ romaining for (G.433)
the TIP.) Sy
Phase 2: Syatem Efficiency
Table 5: Estimated Percent of Influence on final TIP Projects
QCRTA Fueling Facili 000 CMAQ~
Phase/Factor Estimated % of affect on final TIP East 9th = 7'-',2,:, mQ
Stratenic P ing T 20 percent Bay Villago Signals 904 CMAQ
: B Clov Signals 2,250 CMAQ
Project Scoring 5 percent Lakotran Park and Ride Lot 400 CMAQ
- Wostlak
of o s ) e Signals 2,250 CMAQ
Project Readiness/Guideline Revi 15 percent Total Efficlency 8,524
il Efficlenoy Target 6925
Committes Review* 20 percent Peroont of Target 123%
¢ Includes TIP Task Force, TAC Subcommittee, TAC, EAC and CPAC. STP remeining for SFY 1 14,351
CMAQ remaining SFY 1997 (13,387)
Sceaario 1 Phase 3 Seies Capocty
Table 6 was built using the Strategic Programming Targets (Table 2) and individual project Miles Road (60%) 4636 STP
scores (Table 4). Please nots that tho targets of 70/20/10 are based on obligation authority Copacity Targt 3462
svailable for the time period. Poroent of Terget 134%
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Table 6: Scenarlo 1: Targets and Project scores

STP remsining for SFY 1997 9,715

CMAQ remaining for SFY] (13387
1997

Batimatod obligation 333

suthority wsed betweea July

1, 1996 and Juoe 30, 1997

Estimated obligation 34,623%°
suthority available

Prslected exoces suthocity 1292

* Inshudos $3.1 million available uatil September 30, 1996 (Table 3) and $29,512,000 from Table 1.

Under this scenario, the system preservation target would not be reached. The reason for this is
that the next preservation project on the scoring list is $8 million. In order to meet the other
‘targets, and not exceed funds available, a preservation project would have to be setected “out of

scoring order.”

The negative balance of CMAQ projects (13,387) means that a certain amount of projects would
bave to listed in the TIP in SFY 1998 in order to achieve fiscal balance. However, as per ODOT
policy, they can be sold in SFY 1997, when a letter of concurrence is given.

It should be noted that the table assumes that the $5.1 million in authority (see Table 3) will be
used by September 30, 1996. The $1.2 million of projected excess authority cannot be carried
over to anather fiscal year unless they are minimum allocation funds. It is possible that if excess
authority were available, the region could loan it out to other MPOs as per an Ohio Association
of Regional Councils (OARC) policy. Additionally, excess authority could be used in other
ways such as the purchase of ROW. In ither event, the obligation authority needs o be
monitored.

It mst also be strongly emphasized at this time that estimating and managing obligation
axthorlty is « combination of art and science. The obligation estimates change over time as a
resnlt of project cost modifications and changes at the State level. Staff recommends that
obligation status reports be given to the Board quarterly in order to help manage fiscal
balance and disseminate important information.

Assessment: Scenario 1

Scecoario 1 shows the project list if only the programming targets and scores were used. As
noted above, the Interim Policy stated that for SFY 1997, the scoring system would only have an
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estimated weight of 5 perceat. ('I'beweightwukcptlowbeauutheworingsynunisindn
developmental lnge.)ltdmldabobemﬂmthewwhgwauddmmﬂmdn
pwclmcoj67bumd$l6mllllonumb¢aﬁrllunglm The scoring system results are that
tlnCNanIaxmnbmmldgh;ﬂnmqufbm their cost or cost effectiveness was
not accounted for within the limits of the scoring system. CNG bus replacements receive the
same score whether one or 67 buses are purchased.

Scenario 2

The next scenario is similar to the previous one with one exception, it introduces information
obtained from the Assessment of Reasonable Progress (ARP). The ARP introduced the concept

region to implement its LRP. For example, the ARP analyzed that, according to LRP estimates,
themgionlhmﬂdbelpmding”jpacentoﬁummptmaﬁmﬁmdaonmadsmd
bridges, and 6.5 perceat on bus replacements. (Soo Assessment of Reasonable Progress and
Strategic Programming Targets, Tables 7 and 8; pgs. 8-10)

The ARP noted that since 1992, road and bridge preservation was 43 percent less per year than
mbmchmubmggmhmnmﬁmmemmmm. In contrast, bus
replacements have averaged 133 percent shead of yearly LRP benchmarks.

ltneedswbemwdthadleARPmtedthnthebenchmuhmmtbeintapmdwefuuy. The
bus replacement estimates listed in the LRP, for example, have been called into question as
being too low to maintain an adequate fleet for the region. Future LRP's will undoubtedly
address this issue. Additionally, the LRP estimates includo all funds, not just the NOACA
attributablcﬁmdsthnmbeingdloutedputhelm«imPolky.AtthenmoﬁmetheARPdoeu
oﬂ‘euwayuoguidemgiomlinvaunena,whenmedinmocilﬁonwithoﬂwrfmuputhe
Interim Policy.

The main difference between Scenarios 1 mdzisinthcmtempmervaﬁonum,dmwghthe
project mix in the efficiency section does change also. As noted above, the LRP benchmarks for
pmmaﬁmmdhs»mﬁnﬂhmeummmm%.Smofmmmwﬁm
wgeushmddgom:dmdmdbﬁdgemﬁonde.Spacem These percentages were
genenally used to allocate system preservation funds, in addition to the project scores, a3 noted
above.



Table 7: Scenario 2: Targets, Scores and ARP

Phase 1: Syurem

Preservation Projects

GCRTA Buscs 1,631 CMAQ
Milcs Road (40%) 3,091 STP
West 117* 8,000 STP
Warrensville Catr. 5,680 STP
Huron/Prospect 1,840 STP
Stovens Bivd. 3,192 STP
Total Prosorvation 23,434

Preservation Targot 24,236

Perocnt of Targoet 96.7%

STP Subsotal 21,803

CMAQ Subtotal 1,631

STP romaining (SFY) (888

CMAQ remaining(SFY) 3,966

Phase 2: Syssem Efficiency

Projecss

GCRTA Fueling Facility 2,000 CMAQ
East 9th 720 STP
Bay Village Signals 904 CMAQ
Clov Signals 2,250 CMAQ
Lakotran Pack and Ride Lot 400 CMAQ
Total Efficlency 6,274

Effickency Target 6,925

Peroont of Target 90.6%

STP romaining (3.608)

CMAQ remasining 3412

Phase 3: Syetem Capacity

Miles Road (60%) 4,636
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Table 7: Scenario 2: Targets, Scores and ARP

Capacity Targot 3462
Porocat of Target 134%
STP remaining (8,964)
CMAQ remaining 2,246
Estimated obligation 3434
suthority used betwoen July|
1, 1996 and June 30, 1997
Estimated obligation g 34,623
suthority available
Estimated axoces authority 279

1.) Using ARP cstimstos, the bus roplacamont target for sttributable funds should be $1.3 million. ( 6.5 peroent of 20.7
million) The $1.6 million for bus replacemcnts is slightly above the ARP banchmark boosuse staff neod the bus
replacement figure for GCRTA approved by the NOACA Board for the SFY 1996 TIP.)

2.) The cost cstimato for this projoct bs uncertain at this thoe. It has boen suggestod that the projoct may cost in excees
of $16 million.

Assessment: Scenario 2

Scenario 2 provides a greater focus on the preservation of the region’s highway system. This is
in keeping with the ARP's recommendations.

Scenario 3
Table 8: Scenario 3 continues with the building in of the different factors as per the Interim

Policy (see Table 5). It includes two preservation projects that are projected to be ready before
the end of the first quarter of the State Fiscal year (before 10/1/96).



Scenario 3: Targets, Scores, ARP and Readiness

Table 8:

Phase I: System

Preservation Projects

GCRTA Buoses 1,631 CMAQ
Milos Road (40%) 3,091 STP
Wost 1172 8,000 STP
Huron/Prospect 1840 STP
Warrensvillo Cafr. 5,630 STP
Vaa Akon Bivd 1,228 STP
Soow Roed 2,000 STP
Lorain R4. (Lor Co.) 995 STP
S. Broedway (Lor. Co.) 242 STP
Total Prosarvation 24,707

Prosecvation Target 24,236

Percent of Target 101.9%

STP Subsotal 23,076

CMAQ Subtotal 1,631

STP remaining (SFY) (4,161)

CMAQ remaining(SFY) 8,966

Phase 2: System Efficiency

Projects

GCRTA Focling Facility . 2,000 CMAQ
Emt 9% 720 STP
Bay Village Signals 904 CMAQ
Clov Signals 2,250 CMAQ
SR2/Holsley PNR kot 400 CMAQ
Total Efficicncy 6,274

Efficlonoy Target 6,925

Porocnt of Targoet 90.6%

STP remaining (4,881)

CMAQ ramaining 3412
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Table 8:
Scenario 3: Targets, Scores, ARP and Readiness
Phase 3: System Capacity
Miles Road (60%) 4,636 STP
Capacity Target 3462
Parcent of Targot 134%
STP remaining (9517)
CMAQ remaining 3412
Estimated obligation 35,617
suthority used betwoea
July 1, 1996 and June 30,
1997
Estimated obligation 34,623
suthority available
Projocted suthority neoded 954
1.) Using ARP ceti the bus ropl tacget for sttributable funds should be $1.3 million. ( 6.5 peroent of 20.7

millicn) The $1.6 million for bus roplacaments js slightly sbove the ARP benchmark booause staff used the bus
replacemcnt figure for GCRTA approved by the NOACA Board for the SFY 1996 TIP.)

2.) The cost esti for this projoct is in at this time. It has bocn suggosted that the projoct may cost in exoces
of $16 million.

Assessment: Scenario 3

Scenario 3 adds the dimension of readiness. However, this is not as simple as it may appear.
Project readiness is difficult to predict. With readiness introduced as a factor, staff recommends
a quarterly review of project status to inform the Board and Committees of possible changes in
project status.

fn this scenario, approximately $994 thousand would have to be borrowed from other MPOs.
This could be done via the OARC policy noted above.
Scenario 4

At a TIP Prioritization Task Force, the issue of projects listed in the State Impiementation Plan
for Air Quality was discussed. Four signal projects are listed in the SIP as being necessary for



“reasonable further progress.” This means that the projects should be in operation by November
"1996. Scenario 4, then, modifies the system efficiency projects to include those listed in the SIP,
A few projects that were listed under system preservation must be removed to help manage the
obligation account.

Table 9: Scenario 4: Targets, Scores, ARP,
Readiness and SIP

Phase 1: System
Preservation Projects
GCRTA Buses 1,631° CMAQ
Milos Road (40%) 3,091 STP
West 1172 ) 8,000 STP
Huron/Prospoct 1,840 STP
Warrensvillo Cutr, 3,680 STP
Vaa Aken Bivd 1,228 STP
Soow Road 2,000 STP
Total Proscvation 23,470
Presecvation Targot 24,236
Parcent of Targot 96.8%
STP Subtotal 21,839
CMAQ Subtotal 1,631
STP ramaiuing (SFY) @.524)
CMAQ romaining(SFY) 8,966
Phase 2: System Ffficiency
Profecs
OCRTA Fucling Facility 2,000 CMAQ
East 9th 720 STP
Bay Villago Signals 904 CMAQ
North Royalon Signals 1,571 CMAQ
Pama Hix, Signsls 2,093 CMAQ
Chagrin Falls Signals 450 CMAQ
Totat Efficlency 7,738
Efficlency Target 6,925
Parceat of Target 111.7%
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Table 9: Scenario 4: Targets, Scores, ARP,
Readiness and SIP

STP remaining (G,644)
CMAQ remaining (5387
Phase 3: Syatem Capacity
Miles Road (60%) 4,636
Capacity Targot 3462
Paroent of Target 134%
STP romaining (8,280)
CMAQ remaining (3.387)
Estimated obligation 35,844
muthority used between July
1, 1996 aod Juoe 30, 1997
Estimated obligation 34,623
suthority availsble
Projected suthority nooded 1221

Assessment: Scenario 4

With the addition of the projects listed in the SIP, this scenario becomes the most expensive 30
far, given the current mix of projects. Over $1 million of obligating authority would have to be
borrowed.

Scenario §

Scenario 5 was developed and recommended for Governing Board approval at the March 21,
1996 TAC meeting. While the scenario is the most expensive ($2.4 million of authority will
need to be borrowed), it will also allow for all the programming targets to be exceeded. Of main
interest is the TAC's recommendation for GCRTA to use obligation authority from a previously
approved project (East 21st Strect realignment) in order to fund their CNG fueling facility.
(When this $2 million project is added to the other efficiency projects expected to sell next year,
112% of the efficiency target is achieved.)



Table 10: Scenario 5: Targets, Scores, ARP,

Readiness; SIP and TAC Input

Phase 1: Syetem

Preservation Projects

QCRTA Buscs 1,631° CMAQ
Milos Roed (40%) 3,091 STP
Wost 1177 8,000 STP
Huroo/Prospoct 1,340 STP
Warrensvills Catr. 5,680 STP
Vaa Akeon Bivd 1,228 STP
Soaow Road 2,000 STP
Los Road 3,200 STP
Total Proscrvation 26,670

Proscrvation Target 24,236

Perosot of Target 110.0%

STP Subtotal 25,039

CMAQ Subsotal 1,631

STP remalning (SFY) (6,124)

CMAQ reensining(SFY) 8,966

Phase 2: Syssem Efficiency

Projects

East 901 720 STP
Bay Village Signals 904 CMAQ
North Royalion Signats 1,571 CMAQ
Pama His. Signals 2,093 - CMAQ
Chagria Falls Signals 450 . CMAQ
Total Effickenoy ST38

Effickency Target 6,925

Percont of Target 82.9%

STP romaining (6,804)

CMAQ remmsining 3948
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Table 10: Scenario 5: Targets, Scores, ARP,
Readiness; SIP and TAC input

Phase 3: Syssem Capacity

Miles Road (60%) 4,636
Capacity Target 3,462
Percent of Target 134%
STP romaining 11,440)
CMAQ remaining 3,948
Estimatod obligation 37044
mathosity used betwoen July
1, 1996 and June 30, 1997
Estimatod obligation 34,623
suthority evailablo
Projected suthority needed 2,421




Conclusions

The implementation of any of the above scenarios requires that $5.1 million be obligated by

September 30, lMumwﬁpﬁmmmoﬁwhmhblemdmgbmeFedem Fiscal Year.

used in the above scenarlos may change over time, as project cost modifications come in and
the picture at the State level changes.

Cmmdy.mﬁmmmmdsmnmobﬁguﬁonmmponbogiveubﬂwBoudmd
Committecs quarterly in order to help manage projects. This report will also include changes in
the readiness status of projects as well as other relevant information.

SomuioiwuremmendedforBoudnpprwnlnanucth. 1996 TAC meeting. At that
memeeﬁngthopouibiﬁtyofmovingaCityofClevelmdlpomaedlismlpmjeainmthe
efficiency projects was discussed. Discussions will be held to determine if the project, or a
pmﬁonofﬁonojeu.mmbsﬁmfuwmcofﬁemjmthnmlhmdinthoSlPu
necessary for reasonable further progress. The Board will be kept apprised of the status of the
fiscussions.

312

Appendix



& inter-office communication
to: Al District Qeputy Directors

from:  Thomas C. Lunt, Division of Finance
subject: CMAQ Funding and SFY 1887-2000 TIP Fiscal Constralnt

date: February 27, 1990

On February 15th we notifled you of the FFY 1985 and 1896 Federal allocations for the MPOs and
cities within your district, and of tho FFY 1098 MPO obiigation limit except for tha CMAQ componant
This {00 Is to advise you'of a proposed CMAQ funding polioy revislon, and the FFY 1988 obligation
fimit increase for tha non-attalnment MPOs which will result. The SFY 1887-2000 TIP fiscal imhs
will now also be set based on this CMAQ fundinj policy.

Enclosed Is a copy of our February 26th letter to the Ohlo Association of Regional Counclls (OARC)
summarizing the GMAQ funding policy issus, which Is self explanatory. While some MPOSs will ot be
happy with any policy change which reduces the levei of CMAQ funding they anticiputed having under
our previous guldance, the need for the change should be avident. Wo havo attcmptod to satisty some
of the MPO concems; while assuring suffiolent CMAQ funds will be available to meet ODOTs curreatly
Kentified funding needs.

As refiected in the bottom right column lr't the CMAQ funding status tabio attached to the OARC lelter,
the FFY 1998 obiigation limit for the ten non-attalnment MPOa will Increase by about $30.4 million over
the limits previously distrthuted In our February 15th [OC. Our accounting records for these MPOs will

% adjusted accordingly. .

Also enclosed ia'a table showing the projected Federal funding capacity for the MPOs for the SFY 1907
TP fiscal constraint. It incorporates the CMAQ funding lovels specified in the policy revision. The FFY
1997 MA aliocations are based on our FFY 1986 MA apportionment level; the amounts for the individual
¥POs vary fronvFFY 1886 because of the adjustments made in FFY 1996. The FFY 1897 $TP, DSB
ind CMAQ allocations have been Increased to compansate for the 12.54% cut in these apporttionments
n FFY 1996 due to ISTEA Seotion 1004(0). The projected FFY 1997 obligation limiit has been reduced
woordingly to 100.0% from the 105.4% FFY 1996 level.. The FFY 1998-2000 funding levels should be
wesumed equal to FFY 1607, This will likely reflect TIP overprogramming based on popular opinion re-
iarding the Ukely impaot of defiolt reduction on transportation funding in the coming years

Yiesse provide this funding input to the MPOs as quickly as posaible. We regrel the delay in setting
Yese marks which the CMAQ issue caused.
7U-

MM:TCL:
Snclosures

: T. McPherson-J. Piatt-G. Proctor-D. Moore~)
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OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Cenrrar Qrrics, 25 S, Frowr Srsey, P.O. Box 898, Cownnus, Oo 43216-0899

Pebruary 26, 1996

John Getchey, Chairmnan

Transportation Committee

Ohio Assoclation of Regianal Councils

/o Eastgate Development and Trassportation Agency
25 East Bosrdman Stroet, #400

Youngstown, Ohio 44503

Dear Mr. Getchey:

Atthe Januafy 26th OARC mecting, Tom Lunt of our Di.vision of Finance prescuted u druft
Congestion Mitigation and Alr Quality (CMAQ) funding proposal. This proposal allocated
CMAQ funds to the MPOs3 afioc doducting for commitments already made by ODOT. The

Pproposal was not received favorably sinoe it dopartod frum the previous planning guidance and
resulted in-a jargo CMAQ deduction in FFY 1996.

As 8 consequence we have furiher ocamined this issuc, In tho interim we set lnltial FFY 1996
obligation limits for the MPOs which cxcludod the CMAQ component, and we delayed seiting
the fiscal constraint marks for the SFY 19972000 TIPs.

-

There is a noed to get the CMAQ funding back onto a specific accounting basis which recognizes
the funding noods of ODOT and the MPOs, '

An Equal Opportunity Employer



"Our initial proposal was 10 revise the FI'Y 1994 CMAQ ullocation (o ulso include the mainicn-
ance MPOs and to make formal allocations to all muintenance anid nou-aitainment MPOs each
.yoar thoreafler, with the CMAQ annually needed by ODOT taken ofY the top. Two basic pra-
blems with this approath were that ODOT's funding draw was open-ended, und our estimated
FFY 1996 funding demand was about $16 million. That would huve reduced the MPO allocaiion
to about $21 million,

Wa have revised the CMAQ funding policy proposul 1o address thesc prublems. The ODOT
CMAQ allocation will bs fixed at $8 miilion annually retroactive to FFY 1992. The prior allo-
cations will bo adjusted accordingly, the FFY 1994 allncation will be expanded to include all the
maintenance and non-attainment MPOs, FFY. 1995 snd 1996 allocations will now be made
which reflect the ONOT draw, and future allogations will also be made accordingly. This'will
spread ODOT's funding demand out over'n longer period, allow some funds previously allocated
to be redirected to mest current funding nceds, limit ODOT's unnual allocation, wnd reduce its
impact on MPO funding in FFY 1996 and beyond. ODOT will make no further CMAQ funding
commitments, and will only retain CMAQ funds to the uxtent needéd.to finance our current pro-
jects. All new CMAQ projects will be funded through the MPO allocations.

The atached table shows the rovised allncations under this proposal, the FI'Y 1995 and 1996
allocations, tho current CMAQ balances and nct allocation increascs, and projected allocations
for FFY 1997-2000 based on current funding levols. While the $8 million per year diaw does
not fully cover ODOT's funding demand through PFY 1996, we are comfortable with this (und-
Inglovel, The CMAQ program will have 10 bo reevaluated onice the Federal tranypurtation
program is reauthorized.

\

We would appreciate your input and that of individual MPOs who wish to comment regarding
this CMAQ funding policy. It allows ODOT to meet our outstanding CMAQ funding commi
ments while reducing the impact on the MPOs. We will cstablish FFY 1996 obligation fisnits
and tho needed upooming TIP funding levels bascd on this CMAQ funding approach.

Respectfully,

L oy

Director

v
m’fg:

Attaclunent

c: Director’s File-T. MoPherson-J. Plan-C. Runyan-Q. Proctor-D. Cores-J. Ray-File
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_'oéamncms-ozfzzjas

(1) @ (3) L) (s) (€) @
Redghted Bdjusted 2 jasted Adjusted Total Total
: . Ncn-att?in. N(n-m. FFY 19932 F¥Y 1993 FFY 1994 FFY 1995 EFY 1996 Allocated dligated
MO (Nor-attaioment Counties) Population Populatimn  Allocatiom Allocation Allocaticn Allocation 2Allocation  To Date * To Date
TRXG (10C & ROO) 575,630 633,193 1,955,243 2,446,866 2,438,107 2,219,611 2,053,592 11,113,419 2,922,538
RATS (S & POR) 652,575 862,993 2,680,303 3,354,244 3,342,226 3,042,706 2,815,122 15,234,591 6,435,626
EERTA (IRU & M3H) 492,719 492,719 1.,521.472 1,904.028 1,897,212 1,727,190 1,598,002 8,647,902 381,240
Scars (STa) 387,585 367,585 1,135,070 1,420,469 1,415,384 1,288,542 1,192,163 6,451,628 500,000
MREC (DEL & FRA) 1,028,366 102,366 3,175,902 3,973,965 3,959,713 3,604,861 ‘3,335,229  18.049.256 6,140,935
MYREC (MDY, GRE & MIA) 803,722 834,094 2,730,003 3,416,430 3,404,200 3,099,126 2,867,322  1S,517.08l 7,752,262
a1 (B80T, CIE, HEM & 1,422,803 1,563,983 4,829,439 6,043,745 6,022,110 5,482,426 5,072,359 7,450,079 13,527,452
ROACA (C0Y, GEa, LAK, LCR & MED) 2,102,248 2,774,961 8,568,850 10,723,386 10,684,999 9,727,441 8,999,861 48,704,537 45,216,820
NERBRE-BEATH (LIC) 128,300 128,300 396,179 495,793 494,019 449,746 .  £16,107 2,251,844 127,948
SFRINGETELD {CLA) 147,548 162,303 501,177 627,192 624,947 568,940 525,386 2,843,643 92,000
Subtotal - 7,?25,496 8,903,509 27,493,238 34,406,083 34,282,923 31,210,590 28,87$,i43 156,268,982 83,699,821
0T Administered* 39,621 199,803 8,000,000 8,000,000 8,000,000 8,000,000 8,000,000 40,000,000 43,852,135
Total- 7,825,317 9,013,312 35,453,238 42,406,088 42,282,923 39,210,5%. 36,876,143 196,268,982 127,651,956
*Population shown is Ashtabula County portion.
(8) ) (10} (1) (12) (13) (14) - (15)
Carrent ¢t Previcusly Proposed | Projected Projected Projected Pzojected | FPFY 19%
. Unocbligated | Allocated Additional | FPY 1897 FFY 19398 FFY 1993 FFY 2000 | am
MPO (Noo-attainment Counties) Balazce t Toblate Allccation | Allocation  Allocatica Allocatian Allocaticn ¢ x1.054
: : | ;
DACOG (LOC & WOO) 8,190,861 | 5,459,195 5,654,224 | 2,417,986 . 2,417,986 2,417,586 2,417,986 | 2,164,486
AMETS (SIM & BXR) 8,798,965 } 11,545,647 3,686,944 | 3,314,644 3,314,644 3,314,644 3,324,544 ¢ 2,967,138
EDXTA (TRU & MAH) 8,256,664 | 4,437,403 4,210,501 | 1,881,555 1,881,555 1,881,555 1,881,555 § . 1,684,294
SCaTs (STa) 5,951,628 | 3,159,204 3,282,424 7 1,403,704 1,403,704 1,403,704 1,403,704 | 1,256,540
MORPC (DEL & FRA) 11,908,321 | 8,866,254 9,183,002 | 3,927,041 3,927,041 3,927,041 3,927,041 ; 3,515,332
MVRPC (MOT, GRE & MIA) 7,759,839 ¢ 7,622,386 7.694,695 ! 3,376,107 3,376,107 3,376,127 3,376,207 ! 3.022,157
oI (8UT, CLE, HBM & WBR) 13,922,627 | 20,833,247 5,646,832 | 5,972,412 5,972,412 5,972,422 5,972,412 5,345,267
NaCA (COY, GEA, LAK, LOR & MED)} 3,437,707 7 26,511,093 11,993,444 . 10,595,819 10,596,819 10,595,819 10,596,829 | 9,485,854
NBARKX-HEATH (LIC) 1,523,896 | 1,106,163 1,145,681 ; 489,942 489,942 439,942 489,942 | 438,576
SPRIIGFIELD {CTa) 2,758,643 | 1,399,325 1.449.317 619,790 619,730 619,790 619,790 ! 555,81
,—————— + B il P S P e e e e e e e e e e o ——
Subtotal- 72,565,161 { 201,213,518 54,545,064 | 34,029,000 24,290,050 34,003,020 34,000,22C ) 3D,43%,45¢%
1] 2 L]
P ) 4 3
ODOT Acninistered* (3,952,135} 54,949,664 (54,939.0684). €,000.C0% 2.020,000 8,00¢,203 €.062,020
~ - e e e e ee R i D i T Y
Totai- 68,617,026 | 156,263,922 ¢ 42,032,662 42,300,20C  42,C00.C3C 42,000,300 ;
3156 sinznee

KSR



MPO Federal Funding Capacity for TIP Fiscal Analysis - SFY 1997

{Thousands)
, Total
Ma FFY 96 FFY 97 Total Projected Allocations Subject to Ceiling ** Projected
Balance MA MA MA . Funding
Area 09/30/95 Allocation | Allocation Available * || STP/DSB/RF CMAQ Total x 100% Capacity *
TMACOG $4,497 | $23 (- 196 || s4916 $4,742 $2418 $7,160 57,160 $12,076
AMATS 1,599 402 218 2,219 5,265 3,315 8,550 8,580 10,799
EDATA 4224 147 147 4,518 3,464 1,882 5,346 5,346 9,364
SCATS 2,599 247 110 2,956 2,655 1,404 4,059 4,059 7,015
MORPC 4,108 488 383 4,979 9,235 3,927 13,162 13,162 18,141
MVRPC 5,168 514 770 5,952 6,506 3376 9,882 9,882 15,834
OKI .~10,868 | 745 435 " 12,098 14,69 | 5972 17,668 17,668 29,766
NOACA L. 850N =518 753 6,81 18,162 10,597 23759 28,759 35,630
Subtotal - N~ - n
SLarge MPO's:|  $38,603 $3,344 $2,562 $44,509 $61,725 $32,891 | $94,616 $94.616 || $129.125
Allea Co. $638 $30 $30 3698 $656 $0| ° 8656 (| . 3656 || . 1354
Richland Co. 0 34 34 68 792 |. 0 792 792 360
Newark-Heath 564 55 21 640 515 490 1,005 1,005 1,645
Clark Co. 875 65 33 978 914 620 1,534 1534 2,512
KYOvaA 27 17 13 257 k7] 0 322 322 579
wWW 164 9 9 182 190 0 190 190 1))
BHJ 560 13 13 596 365 0 365 365 %1
BOM e 12 12| 264 255 | 0 255 255 |, 519
Subtotal -
8 Small MPO's: $3.268 $240 $175 $3.683 $3,009 S1.110 $5,119 $5,119 $8.302
PR o— i == — == 4 e — ) P ey _— [l
{ Total: $41.871 $3,584 $2737 |, $48.192 || $65734 | 534001 $99,735 $99.735 1| s147927 |}

NOTE: For SFY 1993 - 2000 assume allocations will equal SFY 1997. and obligation lmits will equal 100%
* Actual MA available and total funding capacity must be reduced by any MA obligations between 973C/95 and /3096 and probable MA lapses on 9/30/96.
** STP includes poth "Hold Harmless™ and “Interstate Reimbursement” equity adjustment apportionments

CMAQ is based on weighted non-attainment population. less daduction for ODOT funding needs.

Finance
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TABLE 1 13~-Mar-96
OBLIGATIONS FROM 7/01/95 TO 3/26/96
PID WORK FEDERAL SALE
NO. COuU PROJECT SPONSOR TYPE OF WORK PHASE CAT. TYPE SHARE DATE
4065 MED W 130TH ST (BENNETT'S CORNERS) MED CO IMPROVE INTERSECTION & RECONSTRUCT RW P STP $382,815 07/06/95
4065 MED W 130TH ST (BENNETT'S CORNERS) MED CO IMPROVE INTERSECTION & RECONSTRUCT P STP $2,001,0696 07/06/95
7561 CUY SR 10 — 0.00 (N OLMSTED SIGNALS) N OLMSTED  SIGNALIZATION IMPROVEMENTS E CMAQ $1,683,771 08/02/95
9337 LOR CR 39 (OBERLIN RD) LOR CO RECONSTRUCTION P sTP $315,775 08/30/95
8421 CUY FRANKLIN BLVD CLEVELAND RESURFACING P STP $3,545,136 09/27/95
5336 CUY BARRETT RD / NOBOTTOM RD Cuy co RECONSTRUCT & ADD BIKEWAY RW P sTP $144,576 10/25/95
5336 CUY BARRETT RD / NOBOTTOM RD Cuy co RECONSTRUCT & ADD BIKEWAY P STP $3,843,072 10/28/98
8100LOR CR 53 (W RIDGE RD) LOR CO RESURFCACING P STP $941,960 10/25/95
5240 CUY SOLON RD cuy co BRIDGE REPLACEMENT RW P STP $24,000 11/07/95
9697 CUY HARVARD AVE CLEVELAND BRIDGE REPLACEMENT RW P sTP $24,000 12/11/95
5314 CUY MILES RD Ccuy co WIDEN, RECONSTRUCT & REPLACE BRIDGE RW [~ STP $349,600 12/11/98
10400CUY SR 3 - 2.74 N ROYALTON RESURFACING P sTP $1,537,592 0t1/24/96¢
2641 CUY US 6 — 25.94 EUCLID RESURFACING P STP $2,594,920 03/13/96
12344 GEA SR 44 - 5.04 GEA CO REALIGNMENT & PROFILE CHANGE E sTP $275,080 03/26/96
13931 LAK LAKELAND BLVD EASTLAKE REPAIR & RESURFACE P STP $1,054,744 03/26/96
7893 LAK  WILLOWICK DR EASTLAKE RECONSTRUCTION P STP $2,754,0615 03/20/90
14100 LAK CURTIS BLVD EASTLAKE RECONSTRUCTION P STP $829,840 03/26/90
7803 LAK WILLOWICK DR EASTLAKE RECONSTRUCTION AW P STP 03/26/90
12842 LOR E 31 ST ST SHEFFIELD RESURFACING P 03/26/96
[t —— S O P— G neooe —
TABLE 2
OBLIGATIONS EXPECTED TO OCCUR PRIOR TO 7/01/96 (SFY 1997)
PID WORK FEDERAL EST. SALE
NO. cou PROJECT SPONSOR TYPE OF WORK PHASE CAT. TYPE SHARE DATE
15318 CUY E 9TH ST (PHASE It A) CLEVELAND  WIDEN BRIDGE SIDEWALK E STP $720,000 05/28/96
5237 CUY LANDER RD CuY CO RECONSTRUCTION RW P STP $120,000 06/18/96
11842CUY US 8 —~ 4.89 (BAY VILLAGE SIGNALS) BAY VILLAGE SIGNAL UPGRADE E CMAQ $903,600 06/18/96
NACUY GCRTA PARATRANSIT VEHICLES GCRTA REPLACE 13 PARATRANSIT VEHICLES P CMAQ $1,373,000 006/18/96
11435 CUY RIVERVIEW RD Cuy co SLIDE REPAIR & RECONSTRUCTION P sTP $1,120,000 08/18/96
12293 CUY. SR 291 - 3.01 (SNOW RD OVER SR 291,CUY CO BRIDGE REHABILITATION P sTP $2,400,000 ae/18/96
14174 LAK HEISLEY RD MENTOR PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES STUDY PE [~ sTP $152,000 oo/18/96
NAMED BOSTON RD BRUNSWICK RECONSTRUCT & WIDEN LANES PE P STP $230,000 06/18/90
NASTA OZONE ACTION PROGRAM NOACA DEVELOP & IMPLEMENT OZONE ACTION PROGRAM E CMAQ $131,000 oc/18/96
NA STA ORIGIN AND DESTINATION SURVEY oDOT DEVELOP, IMPLEMENT SURVEY & COLLECT DATA 06/18/96
TABLE 3
OBLIGATIONS EXPECTED TO OCCUR PRIOR TO 10/01/96 (FFY 1997)
PID WORK FEDERAL EST. SALE
NO. Cou PROJECT SPONSOR TYPE OF WORK PHASE CAT. TYPE SHARE DATE
14210 CUY VAN AKEN BLVD * SHAKER HTS REPAIR & RESURFACE P STP $1,192,000 07/23/96
5375 CUY WARRENSVILLE CENTER RD cuYy co RECONSTRUCTION P sTP $5,680,000 09/11/96
14917 CUY HURON RD / PROSPECT RD CLEVELAND  REPAIR 5 BRIDGES P sTP $1,840,000 09/11/96
11841 CUY SR 3 ~ 1.51 (N ROYALTON SIGNALS) N ROYALTON SIGNAL UPGRADE E CMAQ $1,206,000 09/11/9
11407 CUY SNOWRD ° cuY CO REHABILITATION P

B:\SFYS60BL. WK1

* ~ Project not included in funding scenarios.
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FFY 1996 OBLIGATION STATUS - NOACA

March 14, 1996

. STP, DSB
PID PROJECT ACTION DATE & QMAQ MA

Obligation Limit/MA Available- $26,105,929 $6,118,347
Obligations Incurred or Submitted To Date:

8421 COY-Franklin Blvd. PA-Cons 10/11/95 53,545,136

5336 CUY-Barrett Rd. PA-RW 10/25/95 $144,576

5336 (UY-Barrett Rd. PA-Cons 10/25/95 2,199,889 1,643,183

8190 LOR-CR 53 ASB PA-Cons 10/25/95 941,960

5240 CUY-Solon Rd. PSSE-FW 11/07/95 24,000 ‘

9697 CUY-Harvard Rd. PSSE-FH 12/11/95 24,000

5314 COY-Miles Rd. PS&E-RR 12/11/95 349,600

10400 COY-3-2.84 PA—Cons 01/24/96 1,537,592

5339 CUY-Bagley Rd. PA Mod 02/02/96 204,686

8373 CUY-6/20-5.34/2.54 PA Mod 02/02/96 425,400 # '

C-41 CUY-Harvard Rd. FV-R/W 02/14/96 (429)

4067 MED-Boston Rd. PS&E-PE 02/26/96 230,000

5237 CUY-Lander Rd. PSSE-R/W 02/28/96 159,200

5559 COY-2-17.12 FV-Cons - 03/05/96 (11,503)

9641 COY-6-25.94 PS&E-Cons  03/13/96 2,594,920

12344 GEA-44-5.94 PSSE-Cons  03/26/96 275,080

14100 LAK-Curtis Blvd. PS&E-Cons  03/26/96 829,840

13931 LAK-Lakeland Blvd. PS&E-Cons 03/26/96 1,054,744

7893 LAK-Willowick Rd. PA Mod-RH  03/26/96 59,541

7893 LAK-Willowick Rd. PSSE-Cons  03/26/96 2,754,615

12842 LOR-East 31st st. PSSECons 03/26/96 119,600

9921 CUY—Clinton Blwd. PS&E-Cons  05/08/96 1,986,920
Net Obligated- $14,974,203 $6,118,347
Remaining Federal Funding Capacity- $11,131,726 $0

#QmQ funded.
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APPENDIX D

TIP PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

NOTE: The following policy was originally created in October, 1992 and approved by the NOACA
Governing Board on Novemeber 13, 1992 (Resolution 92-135). The policy was reapproved by the
NOACA Governing Board on March 10, 1995 (Resolution 95-023) following a forty-five day period
during which it was made available for public comment.
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QObjective: NOACA has always maintained a strong commitment to public participation in all its
on-going activitics. It is the objective of this public involvement program to continue the
commitment through a specific program of activities designed to provide maximum
opportunity for public involvement in developing a Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and TIP amendments.

Background

The TIP is a document prepared each year by NOACA in cooperation with municipal, county, state, public
transit agencies and other transportation system operators. The TIP lists needed projects to be started within
a specific time period (currently five years), along with cost estimates, sources of financial support, air
quality impacts and other planning considerations for each project.

The TIP is also amended at various times throughout the fiscal year (July-June). That is, the operators, as
listed above, will ask the NOACA Governing Board to amend the current TIP. This request may be a new
project, a new phase of work added to a current project, a change in funding, or other technical or clerical

modifications.

Interim Guidance for the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) states the following:

"Consideration should ... be given to the need to establish or modify existing public
involvement procedures so that citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of
transportation agency employees, private providers of transportation, and other
interested partics have a reasonable notice of and opportunity to comment on the
proposed TIP."

Because the TIP is both produced annually and amended throughout the year, different public
involvement procedures will be implemented to account for the two efforts. That is, the Public
Involvement Program will use different techniques to involve the public at both the Annual
Element and TIP amendment production stages.

The sclection of certain techniques will also consider: 1) Public Participants and Issues; 2) Time

Constraints; 3) Resources (staffing and money); 4) Magnitude and Type of Proposal; and
5) Federal and State Guidclines.

0120t !
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Phase 1.- Identificati 1P Desi
Identification of Public Partisi i

Initially, the TIP Public Involvement Program will identify the public participants that may be
interested in or affected by the activities associated with the TIP and TIP amendments. The goal
of this identification phase will be to develop a mailing list which would be used, and updated,
throughout the Public Involvement Program process as the means of direct contact with the public.
Indirect contact with the general public will be accomplished by more generalized methods such
as advertisements and notices in newspapers, press releases and other mass-media associated

activities.

Identification of the "public" and thereby creation of a mailing list will primarily be accomplished

through a “brainstorming” process seeking responses to the following questions.

- What geographical area will be involved?

- What local govemmental groups will be involved?

- What regional, state or local group might be interested?

- What special interest groups are interested or involved? -
- What state agencies have interest in TIP and TIP amendment issues?

- What federal agencies will be involved?

- What key individuals may be interested?

NOACA will also contact county and local planning commissions and transit agencies for input
to this listing. Finally, general notices and materials will be produced which will include an
invitation for the general public to be placed on the direct mail list.

The resulting list will be updated as necessary to assure maximum coverage and opportunity.
Time C .

The TIP Annual Element is normally approved by the NOACA Governing Board at its May

mecting date. Consequently, the Public Involvement Program will be developed to account for

this time schedule.
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TIP amendments can be requested at various times throughout the fiscal year and are processed according
to their type of work, type and level of information submitted by the applicant, and type and level of analysis
required. Table 1 lists the types of work, estimated levels of analysis and estimated total days required for
the analysis/processing.

In general, it can be assumed that projects requiring a good deal of analysis will be subject to additional
public involvement activitics. This topic will be addressed below.

TABLE 1
Resurfacing G 50
Lane Widening G 50
Lane Addition G, AQ,DI 140-230
Bridge Replacement G 50
Bridge Decks and G 50
Rehabilitation
Reconstruction G 50
New Location G,AQ,DI 140-230
Freeway Point of Access G, AQ, DI 140-230
Traffic Signals G 50
Transit Improvements G 50
Bikeway G 50
Types of Analysis
General (G) - information as requested by NOACA staff for
appropriate TIP/IGR processes
Air Quality (AQ) - analysis required by ISTEA and the Clean Air act for
capacity-adding projects
Development Impact analysis required by NOACA Board for capacity-adding
Analysis (DI) - projects

Note:  Projects using NOACA attributable funds must be prioritized and part of the financial plan.

0120t 3
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Resources

Constraints such as staffing and available funds may influence the techniques used to involve the public
for both the TIP Annual Element and TIP amendments. However, care will be taken to ensure that the
objectives of the program are being met.

Magnitude and Type of Proposal

In general, the TIP Annual Element will require more public involvement activities than TIP
amendments. Due to the TIP's complexity, sufficient notification, adequate information and
opportunities for resolution of conflicts must be available.

With respect to TIP amendments, it is imperative to have early identification of public participants and
issues. This can be accomplished, in general, by reviewing the type of work and the levels of

information and analysis required.
Federaland § Guideli

At the present time, the federal government has not issued specific guidelines with respect to TIP public
involvement. ODQT has issued guidance concerning the TIP Annual Element (10C: 5/11/92 by Thomas
M. Singleton, See Appendix).

The techniques used in this plan will reflect ODOT guidance. If further guidance is issued by either the
federal or state governments, this plan will be modified to reflect the guidance.

Inf ion' and Educati

One of the purposes of the TIP Public Involvement Program is to inform and educate the public
regarding the purposes of the TIP and how a TIP is developed. Information distributed must be clear and
concise, and it must provide a solid foundation for the public to develop informed judgement on projects
that result from the planning process conducted by NOACA.

As in il the matenals pod the Public § Program, 1t is 10 recognizc that the language and
descriptions used must be of 3 noa-technical neture and capable of being gencraily waderstood by the avernge citizen.
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Phase 11 - Program Development and Implementation Below is a discussion of the techniques including the specific objective of cach technique

and procedures to be used in implementation.
Table 2 includes techniques to be used in the TIP Public Involvement Program. The various techniques
were chosen based upon the previously discussed identification and program design issues. The

following publications were also used: "Adoption of Guidelines on Citizen Participation in Local Direct Mailings
Transportation Planning” USDOT, January 1981; and "Guidelines for Public Involvement” ODOT, June
1980. Objective: To inform specific audiences through the distribution of pertinent .
information.
TABLE 2
Direct News- News Legal Hot Speaker's Procedures: Using the mailing list developed in Phase I, disseminate letters,
El 'Work T Maili I Rel Noti Li B newsletters, project information, etc. to inform the public and encourage response.
TIP Annual Element X X X X X X
TIP Amendments: Objectives: To inform specific audiences through the distribution of pertinent
- Resurfacing X X X information; to encourage involvement through promotion of opportunities for the
- Lane Widening X X X general public to become active in the process.
- Lane Addition X X X X X X . o . L
Procedures: Using the mailing list developed in Phase |, distribute a newsletter. To
- Bridge Replacement X X X involve the general public, distribute newsletter to libraries and/or community groups.
- Bridge Decks
and Rehabilitation X X X News Release
- New Location/High-
way and Rail X X X X X X Objectives: To inform the general public through a wide-ranging distribution of
- pertinent information; to encourage involvement through promotion of opportunities
- Freeway Point . L
for the general public to become active in the process.
of Access X X X X X X
- Traffic Signals X X X Procedures: Distribute news releases to various media.
- Transit Improvement X X X
- Bikeway Legal Notice
Improvement X X X
QObjective: To inform the general public through official notification of information
available for review and/or public meetings to be held.
Procedures: Distribute legal notices to area newspapers.
0120t ) 0120¢ 6
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Hot Line
Objective: To collect information regarding specific proposals and/or documents.

Procedures: Using Agency equipment, install hot line for receiving comments.
Publicize hot line via news releases and other publications. Assign staff to follow-up
on comments or make referrals to project sponsors.

Speaker's Bureau

Objectives: To inform specific and general audiences through the focused distribution
of pertinent information; to encourage involvement through promotion of opportunities
for the general public to become active in the process.

Procedures: Compile a list of speech topics. Create audio-visual aids to enhance
presentation. Publicize speaker’s bureau via news releases and other publications.

As can be seen, the direct mailings, newsletter, speaker’s bureau and hot line will inform and
attempt to involve the specific audience identified in Phase I. The newsletter, news releases,
legal notices, hot line and speaker’s bureau will be used to inform and attempt to involve the

general public.

As Table 2 indicates, the TIP Annual Element will employ all of the public involvement
activities. Major projects/work types - lane additions, new route locations, frecway point of
access and transit projects - will, in most cases, employ all the activities. There will
probably be exceptions with respect to certain minor transit projects.

The other relatively simple types of work will require fewer activities. These types of work
will include resurfacing, lane widening, bridge replazement, bridge decks and rehabilitation,
traffic signals and bikeway improvements.

In either case, a report to the NOACA Committees and Board conceming the level of public
involvement employed for each project will be communicated.

0120¢ 7

325

Consideration of Public C

Public comments from the various sources will be organized and analyzed, where
appropriate, so that the suggestions may be considered by project sponsors, staff and
decision makers. Summaries will be prepared and disseminated to NOACA Committees

and the Policy Board.

When possible, NOACA staff will respond to those who participated in order to demonstrate
the results of their involvement. This will be done via direct mailings, the newsletter or

news releases, or referrals to project sponsors.

Near the end of each fiscal year, NOACA staff will review the Public Involvement Program
to determine if the objectives of the program were fulfilled. Effectiveness will be measured

using the following criteria;

1) The number of citizen responses that occurred as a result of the various

techniques;
2) The input received from the citizens demonstrating citizen understanding;
3) The process itself was responsive;

4) The input received from the citizens provided decision makers and funding

agencies with reliable and useful information.

Using these criteria, the program can be cvaluated and modified as necessary. An annual
evaluation report will be made to NOACA Committees and Board.
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@inter-otfice communication

to:_* w date: __ S/00/22 __

APPENDIA

{rom: ..Bingleton c E eer

subject MEO FY 1993 TIP3 .

*Norman R. Redick Gerald B. BRyink
James L. MoCarty Gary M, Ketron
Phillip A. Harwood Jamoes A. Watkins
David R, Dreger John D. Dowler
0. Cash Misel Jobn H. McClain
Michael C. Flynn Bryan T. Groden

The ISTEA Interim Ouidance for Metropolitan Planning requires MPOs to
address the issues of project selection and prioritization, funding,
and public involvement aotivities in developing the PY 1993 TIPs. In
responding to these issues, the FHWA Ohio Division office is
requesting the MPOs include the following information in copies of the
final .FY 1993 TIPs:

) The current practice of listing projects, by Fiscal Year,
praoject phase and funding source, should satisfy the Interim
regulations for prioritiration. A8 TCMs are identified for the
area through the SIP process, these projects will be prioritized
in the TIP.

2. MPOs ahould develop a funding matrix which sums ‘the project
funding totala by individual funding source for each-Fiscal Year
included in the TIP. A comparison of these yearly totals should
be made, for funding sources that the MPO controls such as STP,
MA, and Congestion Management/Air Quality, to document that there
is sufficient funding available to the rogion to support the
projects listed in the TIP. The 3State will analyze the funding
for the State aclected projects.

3. MPOs will need to document in the TIP narrative the activities
the MPO has pursued to satisfy the requiremoents for public iaput
to the TIP development process. MPOs should follow their standard

- public involvement process such ac taking the Draft TIP through
the citizen involvement copmittee. In addition te this proceas,
it is recommended that the MPO place advertisement in 1local
publications, stating that the draft TIP is available for public
review at the MPO offices.

Please forward this information to the MPO(s) in your District.
THS:DAMidm

c: Rodrigo ~ Platt - Zook - Hall - Cefaratti - Lunt - Proctor --
Runyan - Bchreck - Ligibel ~ Pate - Schafet - Charles - Longberry -
Gephart ~ Morria - Yirkafanaa - Clarke -~ Tavlor -~ Sinaleton - Saylor -~

Coburn « Dewd—
Stemen -

GEN 1001{ 384 ) mg
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RESOLUTION NO. 95-023
(TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT POLICY)

RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BOARD
OF THE
NORTHEAST OHIO AREAWIDE COORDINATING AGENCY

WHEREAS, the Intermodal Surface Transportation Assistance Act (ISTEA) states that Transportation Im-
provement Program (TIP) shall provide citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agency
employees, other affected employee representatives, private providers of transportation, and other interested parties
with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the proposed program; and

WHEREAS, the ISTEA Metropolitan Planning Requirements state that consideration should also be given to
the need to establish or modify existing public involvement procedures so that all interested parties have a reason-
able notice of and opportunity to comment on the TIP; and

WHEREAS, the requirements further state that the public involvement procedures should include opportuni-
ties for carly involvement in the TIP development process; and

WHEREAS, the NOACA staff is in the early stages of developing the F iscal Year 1996 TIP; and

WHEREAS, the current Board-approved TIP Public Involvement Policy was made available for comment for
a period of 45 days; and

WHERFAS, the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) and its Subcommittee have reviewed public
comments regarding the TIP Public Involvement Policy; and

WHEREAS, the TAC has recommended for Board approval the TIP Public Involvement Policy (Exhibit 1).

) by the Governing Board of the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coor-
dinating Agency, consisting of thirty-seven principal officials of general purpose local govemment throughout and
within the Couaties of Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lake, Lorain and Medina Counties that:

SECTION : The Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency hereby adopts the Transportation
Improvement Program Public Involvement Policy.

SECTION 2: The Executive Director be and he is hereby authorized to transmit a certified copy of this reso-

lution to appropriate Federal, Statc and local agencies.

Certified to be a true copy of a Resolution of the Governing
Board of the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency
adopted this 10th day of March, 1995.

Date Signed: .?I//o’/‘i s

0027R
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APPENDIX E

REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS IN THE NOACA TIP SFY 1997 - 2000
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REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS
IN THE NOACA TIP
SFY 1997-SFY 2000

INTRODUCTION

On the accompanying list are projects in the SFY 1997-SFY 2000 TIP for which NOACA has been
directly involved through a cooperat%ve transportation planning effort. These include the 1995
amended Long Range Transportation Plan, the 1993 State Implementation Plan for Ozone, and the
Transportation Enhancement Program for various years. NOACA's involvement has been the
cooperative blend of its local governments with adjacent counties, the Ohio Department of

Transportation and the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency.
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PROJECT

City of Bedford, Minipark
City of Berea

Big Creek Bikeway

City of Cleveland
Crocker/Stearns Roads
GCRTA Bus Fleet

Main Street (Chagrin Falls)
Miles Road

Village of Oakwood
Parmatown Transit Center
Pleasant Valley Road
Towpath Trail Extension

0349t

REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS

IN THE NOACA TIP

SFY 1997 - SFY 2000
DESCRIPTION PHASE
CUYAHOGA COUNTY
Develop and Restore Hist. Bridge Construct
Coe Lake Walkway Construct
Connect Reserv. with Zoo Construct
East Ninth Street Pier Construct
Extension & New Bikeway/Widen Acq. ROW
CNG Fueled Replacements Purchase
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
All-Purpose Trail Construct
New GCRTA Facility Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Paved Trail along Ohio & Erie Canal ~ Construct

1
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FED-AID

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

PLAN DOCUMENT*

TEP

TEP

TEP

TEP

LRTP

SIP-RFP

SIP-RFP

LRTP

LRTP

LRTP



PROJECT

Westgate Transit Center
SR-3 - 1.51 (North Royalton)
US-6 - 4.89 (Bay Village)
US-6 - 15.55 (Cleve CBD II)
SR-8 - 4.15 (Maple Heights)
SR-10 - 6.00 (Fairview Park)
SR-10 - 8.96 & Var. (Cleve)
US-42 - 5.46 (Middleburg Hts)
US-42 - 8.33 (Parma Hits)
SR-43 - 9.951 (Bedford Hts)
IR-71-0.00

IR-77-4.02

0349t

REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS
IN THE NOACA TIP
SFY 1997 - SFY 2000
DESCRIPTION PHASE

CUYAHOGA COUNTY (Continued)

New GCRTA Facility Construct
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Traffic Signal Upgrade Install
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Design
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FED-AID

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

PLAN DOCUMENT*

LRTP
SIP-RFP
SIP-RFP
SIP-AQM
SIP-AQM
SIP-AQM
SIP-AQM
SIP-AQM
SIP-RFP
SIP-AQM
LRTP

LRTP



PROJECT

IR-271/480N (Sec 9A)
SR-291 - 0.88

IR-480/480N (Sec 9B)

Geauga County Bikeway

Lake Metroparks
City of Wickliffe
SR-84 - 8.14
IR-90 - 6.71
SR-615 - 4.93

0349t

REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS
IN THE NOACA TIP
SFY 1997 - SFY 2000
DESCRIPTION PHASE

CUYAHOGA COUNTY (Continued)

Interchange Reconstruction Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
GEAUGA COUNTY

Extension North of Chardon Construct
LAKE COUNTY

Scenic Easement along IR-90 Acq. ROW
Euclid Avenue Streetscape Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Widening-Rehabilitation Construct
Widen-Reconstruct-New Bikeway Construct

3
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FED-AID

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

PLAN DOCUMENT*

LRTP

LRTP

LRTP

TEP

TEP

TEP

LRTP

LRTP

LRTP



PROJECT

IR-80 Ohio Turnpike
IR-90 - 13.01
IR-90 - 19.95

SR-254 - 0.87

City of Medina

IR-71 - 15.94

REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT PROJECTS

IN THE NOACA TIP

SFY 1997 - SFY 2000
DESCRIPTION PHASE
LORAIN COUNTY
Widening Exit 8 to Exit 9A Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct
Replace Garfield Bridge Construct
MED]NA COUNTY
Public Square Streetscape Construct
Widening-Reconstruction Construct

*NOACA Approved Plan Document References

LRTP = Long Range Transportation Plan (1995 Version)
SIP-RFP = Transportation Control Measure for Reasonable Further Progress in the State Implementation Plan for Ozone (1993)
SIP-AQM = Transportation Control Measure for Air Quality Maintenance in the State Implementation Plan for Ozone (1993)

TEP = Transportation Enhancement Program (Various)
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FED-AID

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

PLAN DOCUMENT*

LRTP

LRTP

LRTP

LRTP

TEP
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APPENDIX F

TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
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TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County—Route — Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in As Shown in
PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP
(1996 — 1999) (1997 -2000)
Pid No.|{ County—Route —Section PE | RW C PE | RW C
15100 [LAK LAKE METROPARKS ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 1996 1997
12378 {LOR SR 083-10.28 (PE STUDY ONLY) 1996 Supp
14444 |MED IR 071-20.90 1996 1997
5336* [CUY BARRETT RD/NOBOTTOM RD 1996 | === Sold ===
14545 |CUY BEDFORD ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 1996 199
9921* |CUY CLINTON RD. 1996 199
15333 [CUY COE LAKE ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 1996 | Oblig | 1997
15318* {CUY E. 9 ST (PHASE IlIA) 1996 1998
5360* |CUY E. 200 ST. Oblig| 1996 2000
8800* |CUY FAIRHILL AVE 1996 1997 | 1997
N/A |CUY GCRTA BIKE RACKS ENHANCEMENT PROJ 1996 | === Sold ===
14917* |CUY HURON RD/PROSPECT RD 1996 - 11997
8418* |CUY MADISON AVE. 1996 | 1996 1998 | 1998
12639* |CUY MAIN ST. 1996 1997
N/A |CUY OAKWOOD ALL PURPOSE TRAIL 1996 1998
11407* |CUY SNOWRD 1996 | 1996 1997
5240* {CUY SOLON RD. 1996 | 1996 Oblig | 1997
N/A [CUY TOWPATH TRAIL 1996 1997
5375* |CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD. (N Randall, Warrensville Hts, Highland Hills) 1996 1997
15269 |CUY W. 44 ST. (Bridge Demolition) 1996 1996
13261 |CUY YORKRD. (Parma Hts, N Royalton, Hinckley Twp, Parma, etc.) 1996 1996
11841* |CUY SR 003-01.51 1996 1997
10400* |CUY SR 003-02.74 1996 | === Sold ===
11842* |CUY US 006-—-04.89 1996 1997
5712 |CUY US 006-—-19.98 1996 1996

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.
PE - Preliminary Engineering Oblig — Obligated RW — Right—of-Way C - Construction
Supp — Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For information Only)
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TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS

Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in

As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP
(1996 —1999) (1997 - 2000)
Pid No.| County—Route - Section PE/RW] C |PE[RW] C
11843* [CUY US 006-25.01 (EUCLID SIGNALS) 1996 1 ]2000
5708 |CUY US 006-25.89 1996 1996
9641* [CUY US 006-25.94 1996 | === Sold ===
7561* |CUY SR 010-00.00 1996 | === Sold ===
10166 [CUY SR 017-12.01 1996 | === Sold ===
5537 |CUY SR 021-09.49 1996 1997
9870 [CUY IR 071-14.96 1996 2000
9175 |CUY IR 071-16.56 1996 | === Sold ===
12338 |CUY IR 077-14.09 1996 | === Sold ===
8555 |CUY SR 091-08.55 1996 | | ]1996
| 8406 |CUY SR 252-04.34 1996 | === Sold ===
11037 [CUY IR 271-05.34 1996 | === Sold ===
9869 |CUY SR 322-01.08 1996 | === Sold ===
14509 [CUY IR 480-00.00 1996 | | 1997
5654 |CUY IR 480-17.87 1996 | === Sold ===
12041 [ERI US 006-25.12 1996 ] | 1997
13869 |GEA BREWSTER RD 1996 | === Sold ===
14802 |GEA CLARIDON TROY RD 1996 1997
N/A_ |GEA GEAUGA COUNTY METROPARKS ENHANCEMENT 1996 1999
13804 |GEA NELSON RD 1996 1997
12344* |GEA SR 044-07.08 1996 | === Sold ===
10168 |GEA SR 044-—14.69 1996 1996
12034 |GEA SR 700-03.31 1996 1997
N/A_|LAK CENTER ST 1996 1996
14100* |[LAK CURTIS BLVD 1996 | === Sold ===

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.

PE - Preliminary Engineering
Supp — Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)

Oblig — Obligated

340

RW — Right-of—Way
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TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County —Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP

(1996 - 1999) (1997 -2000)

Pid No.| County —Route —Section PE | RW| C PE | RW] C
13931* [LAK__LAKELAND BLVD 1996 | === Sold ===
7893* [LAK WILLOWICK DR. B 1996 | === Sold ===
10652 |LAK SR 002-09.55 o 1996 | === Sold ===
15338 [LAK US 020-00.241 1996 | [ 1997
7794 |[LAK US 020-15.59 1996 | === Sold ===
5756 |LAK SR 283-11.65 11996 === Sold ===
8022 |LAK SR 608-00.75 1996 | === Sold ===
12842* [LOR E 31ST B ) 1996 1996
10511* |LOR LORAIN RD. o 11996 1998
11829 |LOR MUSSEY AVE o R 1996 | === Sold ===
13358 |LOR CR003SP-0.96 - 1996 1996 | Oblig| | 1999
9337* |LOR CR 039 1996 | === Sold ===
8190* |LOR CR 053 L . 1996 | === Sold ===
9706 |LOR SR 057-17.69A 1996 === Sold ===
6094 [LOR SR 252-03.25 1996 | === Sold ===
11464 |LOR SR 301-09.18 ] 1996 | === Sold ===
4032 |LOR SR 301-24.32 1996 | | 1996
11224 |LOR SR 303-05.80 1996 === Sold ===
8100 |[LOR SR 511-21.41 1996 | === Soid ===
14726 |MED STREETSCAPE ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 1996 [ [1997
8101 |MED SR 003-02.37 1996 | === Sold ===
11465 |MED US 042-11.79 1996 1997
8487 |MED US 042-25.87 1996 1997
10108 {MED US 057-04.00 1996 === Sold ===
10761 |MED CR 097-02.44 1996 | === Sold ===

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.
PE - Preliminary Engineering
Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)

Oblig — Obligated RW — Right—of-Way
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C — Construction




TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County —Route - Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

PROJECT

As Shown in
SFY 1996 TIP
(1996 - 1999)

As Shown in
SFY 1997 TIP
(1997 -2000)

Pid No.| County—Route —Section PE | RW] C | PEJRW] C
10760 |MED CR 097-08.08 1996 1997
8799 (CUY ADELBERTRD. 1996 | 1997 1998
14975 |CUY BIG CREEK BIKEWAY ENHANCEMENT 1997 1997
8538* |CUY CEDARRD. (Cleveland Hts.) 1997 | 1997 Supp | Supp
7001* |CUY DENISON AVE. 1996 | 1997 1998 | 1998
8421* [CUY FRANKLIN BLVD 1997 | === Sold ===
13603* |CUY HARVARD AVE. (Cleveland) 1996 | 1997 1997 | 1997
9697* |CUY HARVARD AVE. (Cuyahoga Hts) 1996 | 1997 Oblig | 1997
5281* |CUY LEE RD. (Cleveland) - ) - 1996 | 1997 | 1997 | 1998
11701 |CUY MARTIN LUTHER KING BLVD. BIKEWAY Oblig 1997 B 1997
[ 11435* |CUY RIVERVIEW RD. o 1996 | 1997 | | 1996
14210* |CUY VAN AKEN BLVD B 1997 | 1997
13604* |CUY W. 44 ST. (Bridge Rehab & Reconstruction) 1996 | 1997 1997 | 1998
8419* |CUY W. 65 ST. - 1996 | 1997 1999 | 1999
8536* |CUY W. 117 ST. 1997 1998
10898 [CUY W. 140 ST. 1997 1998
10899 |CUY W. 150 ST. 1997 1998
14688* |CUY US 006—15.55 (CLEVELAND SIGNALS) 1997 1997
14945* |CUY SR 008-2.00 (BEDFORD SIGNALS) 1997 1999
14939* |CUY SR 010-06.00 (FAIRVIEW PARK SIGNALS) 1997 1997
14689* |CUY SR 010-08.96 1997 1998
12728* |CUY US 042-05.46 1997 1999
12789* |CUY US 042-08.33 1997 1997
13002 |CUY IR 071-09.62 1997 1998
9174 |CUY (R 071-09.94 1997 1997

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.
PE - Preliminary Engineering Oblig ~ Obligated RW - Right—of-Way

C — Construction
Supp -~ Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)




TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP

(1996 — 1999) (1997 —2000)

Pid No.| County —Route —Section PE/RW] C |PE|RW ] C
11530 |CUY IR 071-11.14 1997 | ]1998
11105 ({CUY IR 077-12.68 - | 1996 1997 | Oblig 1997
13523 [CUY SR 087-06.01 1997 1997
11039 {CUY IR 271-05.26 1996 | 1997 Oblig | 1997
12293* |CUY SR 291-03.01 1997 1996
13000 [CUY IR 480-10.38 1997 1998
7895* |LAK ERIE RD. (Eastlake) 1997 | 1997 Supp | Supp
7894* | LAK STEVENS BLVD. 1996 | 1997 Oblig| 1999
11966 |LAK SR 283-06.79 _ L 1997 1998
14099 |LAK SR 283-1 6:_33/SR 535-0.00 e 1997 | === Sold ===
13440 |LOR E 4 ST B 1997 1997
13841* [LOR LORAIN CNTY METROPARKS BIKEWAY 7 1997 1 1997
10238 |LOR SR 006-18.47 1997 1997
4009 [LOR US 020-12.62 1997 1997
6009 |[LOR US 020-16.76 1997 1998
12012 LOR SR 113-03.08 1997 1997
7461 |LOR SR 113-06.64 1997 1998
8893* |MED DURLING DR 1996 | 1997 2000 | 2000
7885 [MED IR 071-15.94 1997 1997
10338 |MED SR 303-14.22 1996 | 1997 Oblig 1997
5307 |CUY CEDAR POINT RD. BIKEWAY 1998 1998
11433* |CUY CEDAR RD. (Hunting Valley) 1998 | 1998 Supp | Supp
5404* |CUY EMERY RD 1997 | 1998 Supp | Supp
10897* |CUY E. 71 ST. 1997 | 1998 1997 | 1998
5237* |CUY LANDERRD. 1997 | 1998 Oblig| 1998

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.
PE — Preliminary Engineering Oblig — Obligated RW — Right—of-Way C — Construction
Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)
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TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIiP SFY 1997 TiP

(1996 —1999) (1997 -2000)

Pid No.| County —Route —Section PE/ RW| C [ PE | RW ]| C
15356 [{CUY QUINCY AVE 1997 | 1998 1997 | 1998
11423* |CUY RICHMOND RD. 1997 | 1998 1997 | 1998
9672* |CUY WAGAR RD. 1997 | 1998 Supp | Supp
10896* |CUY W. 220 ST. 1997 | 1998 Supp | Supp
5705 |CUY US 006A—-04.80 B 1998 1999
12829* |CUY SR 017-07.63 1996 1998 | Oblig 1999
11231* |CUY US 020-06.64 ~ 1998 1999
14943* [CUY US 042-00.00 (STRONGSVILLE SIGNALS) 1998 1998
8744 |CUY US 042-04.55 i 1998 1999
8195 JCUY IR 071-05.72 (PART A) | ] 1998 1997
10466 [CUY IR 090-00.95 1998 2000
13187 |CUY IR 271-01.46 o Oblig 1998 | Oblig 11999
12340 |CUY IR 271-04.43 1998 | Oblig 1998
12408 |CUY IR 271-09.16/LAKIR271-00.66 Oblig| 1998 | 1998 1998 | 1998
13223 |CUY US 422-06.98/SR087—06.01 1998 1999
11040 |CUY IR 480—-23.45 Oblig| 1998 1997
5231 |GEA GEAUGA COUNTY BIKEWAY o 1998 1998
12830 |GEA SR 044-13.13 1998 1998 | Oblig 1999
10789 |GEA SR 086-01.12 1998 1998
13919* | LAK ERIE RD (Willoughby) 1997 | 1998 1997 | 1999
14110* |LAK JACKSON ST 1998 Supp
15098* |LAK US 020-06.14 1997 | 1998 1997 | 1999
13992 |LAK US 020-14.24 1998 1998
9866 |LAK SR 044-00.00 1998 1998
12037 [LAK SR 086-08.25 1998 2000

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.

PE - Preliminary Engineering

Oblig — Obligated

RW - Right—~of-Way

C - Construction

Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999
for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)
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TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS

Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

PROJECT

As Shown in
SFY 1996 TIP
(1996 —-1999)

As Shown in
SFY 1997 TIP
(1997 —-2000)

Pid No.| County — Route —Section PE [|RW ]| C PE | RW ]| C
12833 |LAK SR 528-05.03 1996 [ 1997 [ 1998 [ Oblig| 1998 | 1999
12834 |LAK SR 528-06.85 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | Oblig| 1998 | 1999
9332 [LAK SR 615-02.82 1997 | 1998 Supp | Supp
11418 |LAK SR 615—04.64 1998 1999
11103* [LAK SR 615-04.93 1998 | 1998 1999 | 2000
13722 |LAK SR 640-02.14 1997 | 1998 1998 | 1999
14520* [LOR BAUMHART RD 1998 1998
12042 [LOR SR 083-13.59 1998 1997
4028 [LOR SR 252-05.43 B 1998 1998
11466 |MED SR 083-01.71 1998 | 1998 Oblig | 1997
13360* |MED SR 094-12.52 11996 | 1998 | 1998 | 1997 | 2000 | 2000
12719* |[MED CR 097-06.53 1998 | 1999
11467 |MED SR 162-08.50 1908 | 1998 Oblig | 1997
11468 |MED SR 162—-21.95 1948 | 1998 Oblig| 1997
13361 |MED SR 162-26.58 1997 | 1998 | 1998 | 1997 | 1999 | 1999
11469 |MED SR 252-02.15 1998 | 1998 Oblig | 1997
13362 |MED SR 252-03.23 1996 | 1998 | 1998 {1997 | 1999 | 1999
13364 [MED SR 421-01.91 1996 | 1998 | 1998 | 1997 | 1999 | 1999
9922* [CUY BIDDULPH RD. 1999 2000
5302* |CUY DUNHAM RD. 1998 | 1999 Supp | Supp
15355 |CUY E. 105 ST. 1999 | 1999 Supp | 2000
N/A |CUY LAKEFRONT BIKEWAY 1999 1999 | 1999 1999
5272* {CUY MEMPHIS AVE 1997 | 1999 Supp | Supp
5248* |CUY SNOW RD./ROCKSIDE RD. 1997 | 1999 Supp
8743 |[CUY US 006-02.57 1999 2000

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.

Projects have changed due to readiness status.
PE - Preliminary Engineering
Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999

for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)

Oblig — Obligated RW - Right-of—Way

C - Construction




TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAIJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shown in

As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP

(1996 — 1999) (1997 —2000)

Pid No.|County—Route — Section PE | RW C PE | RW C
11527 [CUY SR 008-01.27 1997 1999 | 1997 1999
14818* |CUY SR 008-04.15 (MAPLE HTS SIGNALS) 1999 1998
11528 [CUY SR 010-15.91 1999 Supp
10787 |CUY SR 087-04.24 1999 1999
7900* |CUY SR 091-00.00 1997 | 1999 Supp | Supp
9862 |CUY SR 237-08.24 1999 | 1997 1999
9300 [CUY IR 271-06.53 Oblig | 1999 Supp
11529 |{CUY IR 271-08.13 Oblig 1999 2000
12409 |CUY IR 480-23.44/IR 480N -00.54 Oblig| 1999 | 1999 1999 | 1999
| 10468 |CUY IR 480-25.77 3 1999 2000
'15017* |GEA_WASHINGTON ST 1999 1999
6308* [LAK PELTON RD. 1998 | 1999 1999 | 2000
9331 |LAK IR 090-09.26 1998 | 1999 Supp [ Supp
9864 |LAK SR 091-~00.00 1999 1999
11967 |[LAK SR 283-07.97 1999 1999
12838* |LOR PARK ST./GRAFTON RD. 1999 Supp
13021 |[LOR SR 057-08.11 1996 | 1998 ] 1999 | 1997 | 1999 | 1999
13359 |[LOR SR 082-07.86 1996 | Oblig{ 1999 | 1997 | 1997 | 1999
4082 |MED SR 018-16.08 1998 | 1999 Supp [ Supp
13022* | MED SR 057-09.95 1996 | 1998 | 1999 | 1997 | 1999 | 1999
13363 |MED SR 252-05.97/7.22/7.62/7.67 1996 | 1999 ;| 1999 | 1997 | 2000 | 2000
9699* {CUY BASSETT/CROCKER RD. 1999 | Supp Supp | Supp
8541* |CUY LEE RD. (Maple Hts) 1999 | Supp 2000 | Supp
9694* |CUY WARRENSVILLE CTR RD. (Cleveland Hts, S Euclid) 1999 | Supp Supp | Supp
14949 [CUY IR 077—-14.57 1996 | Supp | Supp| 1997 | 1997 | 1998

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.

PE - Preliminary Engineering Oblig — Obligated RW - Right—of—Way
Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999

for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)

346

C - Construction




TIP PROJECT YEAR PRIORITY CHANGES

AND MAJOR PROJECTS STATUS
Sorted by County—Route —Section Within Original SFY 1996 TIP Construction (C) Year

As Shaown in

As Shown in

PROJECT SFY 1996 TIP SFY 1997 TIP

(1996 - 1999) (1997-2000)

Pid No.| County—Route ~Section PE | RW C PE |RW ] C
5669* |LAK VROOMAN RD. (CR227) Supp| 1999 | Supp | Supp | 1999 | Supp
9670* |LAK SR 084-08.14 [ 1999 | Supp 1998 | 1999
N/A* [LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY (PHASE lII) 1996 | Supp | Supp Supp
3938* |LOR ELYRIA INDUSTRIAL PKWY (PHASE i) 1996 Supp | 1997 Supp
13969 {LOR SR 254-00.87 1996 | 1998 | Supp | Oblig| 1999 | 2000
4067* [MED BOSTON RD 1996 | Supp | Supp | Oblig | Supp | Supp
14821* |[MED N CARPENTER RD 1997 | Supp | Supp| 1997 | Supp | Supp

* Project using NOACA attributable funds.
Projects have changed due to readiness status.

PE — Preliminary Engineering
Supp - Supplemental Highway and Bikeway Element Project Listing Beyond SFY 1999

Oblig — Obligated

RW — Right—of-Way

for SFY 1996 TIP and Beyond SFY 2000 for SFY 1997 TIP (For Information Only)
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C - Construction
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