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OVERVZE W

In accordance with 23 U.S.C. Section 135 as amended by the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), all highway, bikeway, and transit projects in the state funded under
Title 23 and the Federal Transit Act must be included in a federally approved, multi-year State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Highway, bikeway, and transit projects must be
selected in accordance with the requirements of the specific funding programs and must be
consistent with the metropolitan Transportation Improvement Programs (TIPs). In addition, it is
required that the STIP be consistent with the statewide long-range transportation plan. In 1992 Ohio

began development of its plan, known as ACCESS OHIO. ACCESS OHIO, consists of two parts,
Phase I, completed in 1993, and Phase II, completed in 1995, and was designed to meet these new
requirements and Ohio’s needs. This effort included establishing the framework for an ongoing
statewide transportation planning process. This process will provide for the development of
transportation facilities that will function as part of an intermodal statewide transportation system.

The STIP must reflect expected funding and project priorities and provide an opportunity for public
involvement. In air quality non-attainment and maintenance areas, projects are required to conform
to the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments standards. In the individual Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) areas the projects are identified in their TIPs. Projects in rural nonattainment
and maintenance areas are listed in the STIP. An explanation of the conformity determinations for
these projects is also included in each TIP. Finally, the STIP is to be reviewed and approved at least
biennially by the U.S. Secretary of Transportation.

The MPO TIPs are incorporated, by reference, in Ohio’s STIP. Federal approval of the STIP
reflects the approval of and consistency with the submitted TIPs.

Development and Coordination

With the establishment of this requirement, the Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT)
recognized the need to establish minimum requirements for the STIPTI’IP development process and
to improve coordination with the MPOS. Consequently, the STIP/TIP Coordination and

Development Subcommittee was formed and included representatives of ODOT, the Ohio
Association of Regional Councils (OARC), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the

County Engineers Association of Ohio, and the Ohio Public Transit Association. This
Subcommittee developed a set of minimum development requirements, coordination points, and an
approval cycle for the STIP/TIP development process. At various times, with a recognized need to

review and modify these requirements, the Subcommittee has been reconvened and changes to the

process have been made. The following paragraphs highlight the current minimum requirements
of the STIP/TIP development and approval process in Ohio.



Project List Requirements

The STIP and the individual TIPs shall list bicycle, highway, and transit projects for a four year
period and are approved annually. The MPOS may show additional years of projects, however, it
must be stated that the projects are listed “for informational purposes only.” However, the analyses
for air quality conformity and fiscal constraint only include those projects in the fust four years. In
addition, the STIP and TIPs shall be based on the state fiscal year which runs from July 1 to the
following June 30.

According to the current federal regulations 23 CFR 450.216(c), any project listed in the first three
years of the STIP is eligible for authorization in any of those three years and is subject to the project
selection requirements. It is recognized that complying with this requirement without coordination
among the affected parties could lead to confusion. Therefore, a letter of concurrence shall be
submitted by the affected MPO for any project phase that is proposed to proceed for federal
authorization prior to the year it is shown in the STIP and TIP. This is not intended to constitute
a formal amendment to the TIP but instead, demonstrate coordination and understanding among all
parties.

The STIP and TIPs shall list all federaI ador state funded projects for which preliminary
engineering, right-of-way, and/or construction is to be initiated within the term of the STIP by
individual line item, Maintenance projects will be listed individually for the first year, when
possible. Single line items will be used to incorporate ODOT sponsored federal ardor state funded
maintenance projects for the second, third, and fourth years of the STIP and those in the first year
not listed individually. All other 100 percent state funded projects must be included in the TIPs.
All locally sponsored projects using federal funds in any phase of development or construction shall
be included in the TIP, if project development is to be initiated within the term of the STIP. Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) funds that are transferred to the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) or to the MPO planning programs shall be included.

Federal and state funding for transit operating, capital, and planning expenditures shall be included
in the transit tables. (see Appendix B) Transit projects must be consistent with the MPO Long
Range Transportation Plans and supported by other planning documents which have been adopted
by the transit operators.

In air quality nonattainment and maintenance areas all projects with regional air quality impacts,
regardless of the funding source(s), shall be identified in the STIP/TIP and included in the air
quality conformity analyses.

Since, the STIP and TIPs must be financially constrained, the amount of funding available from all
sources which can reasonably be expected over the life of the STIP/TIP must be listed. Under fiscal
constraint the annual federal obligation limitation is taken into account for the STIP and the
individual TIPs. For STIP/T’IP development, federal funding in the first year of the document will
be limited to the obligation ceiling for the prior federal fiscal year (FY 96- 100%), plus any
Minimum Allocation and Demonstration funding available. For the second through fourth years



of the STIP/TIP, the obligation ceiling will be presumed to equal 100 percent of apportionments.
The federal government allocates a certain amount of funding for programs then sets an obligation
limit or ceiling which is a lower amount. (Federal obligation controls have prevented the use of all
available federal funds since FY 1985.)

Fiscal constraint imposed on each year of the STIP/T’IP transit program will be based on the PTA
49 USC 5307 funds appropriated for the current year plus any de-obligated 5307 funds from

previous years that remain eligible for re-obligation. Projects to be funded with re-obligated funds
must be clearly documented, In addition, fiscal constraint applied toward the 49 USC 5309 funded
projects will be based on the level of funding committed to the area for the current year. The total

federal share for projects in the second, third, and fourth years may not exceed the level of funding
already committed, or reasonably expected to be available to the area. Reasonable expectation of
future 5309 funds shall be based upon the historical availability of such funds to the area, or for
multiple phase projects, if the initial phases are/were funded with 5309 funds. The amount of state
transit funds from the Ohio Public Transportation Grant Program (OPTGP) proposed for transit
projects in each year of the STIPflIP shall not exceed the current year allocation.

Under Section 450.324(e) of the October 28, 1993 Metropolitan Planning Rule, the FHWA and FTA
require, as a prerequisite for MPO TIP approval, an accounting of the annual highway system
operation and maintenance expenditures. This information is requested to demonstrate that the
transportation system is being “adequately operated and maintained.” In recognition that obtaining
a complete accounting of this data would be time consuming and prohibitively expensive, it has
been suggested that a sampling effort be performed.

Conformity

Documentation of the STIP/TIP air quality and conformity procedures is included in Appendix C
and in the individual nonattainment and maintenance area MPO TIPs.
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Statewide Transportation Improvement Program Public Involvement Process

The ISTEA requires a proactive public involvement process as an integral part of Ohio’s statewide
transportation planning and project development activities. The public involvement process is to
provide complete information, timeIy public notice, full public access to key decisions, and
opportunities for early and continuing involvement.

The statewide transportation program public involvement process encompasses activities that extend
beyond the formal STIP two week public review, that is outlined in the following paragraph. The
Department interacts with our constituents through a variety of forums throughout the year. For
example, an average of 200 public meetings per year are held regarding specific improvement
projects. Approximately another 100 meetings are held with civic associations and local elected
officials. The ODOT Office of Communications also fields hundreds of questions from the media,
the General Assembly, and interested citizens. Two processes that have recently been initiated are
providing new opportunities for public involvement. These are the Major Investment Studies (MIS)
being conducted in the state and the Major New Project Selection Process. The MISS are affording
citizens opportunities to provide input concerning major corridor improvements in the state. Over
the past year and a half the Department has also been developing a selection process for its Major
New category of projects. The selection process was developed with the assistance of an Advisory
Committee comprised of representatives from the MPOS, the transit industry, newspapers, local
governments, the General Assembly, and the Governor’s Office, The Advisory Committee sought
public input through a series of Open House meetings across the state, through surveys, and through
a formal public meeting. The Selection Process that the Advisory Committee adopted was used to
select the Major New projects included in this STIP. A discussion of the Major New Project
Selection criteria and the resulting project list begins on page 15.

In response to the ISTEA public involvement requirements, in January 1994, the Ohio Department
of Transportation developed Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Public
Involvement Process procedures. The Department adopted these procedures in March 1994
following a forty-five day public review and comment period. As described below, the public
involvement activities for this FY 1997-2000 STIP were conducted in accordance with ODOT’S
adopted public involvement procedures.

●

●

●

In order to promote an active role for the public in the development of the STIP, ODOT
placed classified advertisements in the two largest daily newspapers in each of Ohio’S
eighty-eight counties announcing the availability of the draft STIP for public review.
A list of interested citizens, affected public agencies, and other interested parties was

compiled to create a contact list. This contact list is updated each year. A direct mailing
announcing the opportunity to review the STIP was mailed two weeks prior to the public
availability date. The Department also provided a statewide news release to print and audio
media outlets.
Efforts were made to include those citizens traditionally underserved by existing
transportation systems and facilities through direct mailing and by placing advertisements
in newspapers or newsletters with circulations serving minority populations or other target
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●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

audiences.
In Ohio’s urbanized areas, with agreement of the areas’ Metropolitan Planning Organizations,
the STIP public involvement process was coordinated with the MPO’S public involvement
activities conducted as part of the MPO’S Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
development process. ODOT representatives attended public meetings or open houses

associated with MPOS’ TIP public involvement activities.
The ODOT District offices held at least one public meeting or open house to solicit public
input on the STIP for the non-urbanized areas of the State. The District offices have
developed and maintain a District-wide mailing list of members of the general public,
environmental interest groups, and public and private agencies for use in announcing
STIP/TIP public involvement activities.
To ensure reasonable public access, copies of the drafl STIP were made available for review
at the ODOT Office of Planning in Columbus, the twelve statewide ODOT District offices,
and the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations.
Written comments on the drafl STIP were forwarded to Larry F. Sutherland, Administrator,
Office of Planning, Room 416, 25 South Front Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. The
Department provided written responses to all comments demonstrating ODOT’S
consideration of the public comments.
Comments generated in the draft STIP review process have been evaluated and the results
of this evaluation are reflected in the final STIP. This final STIP contains a summary of the
public involvement process for the FY 1997-2000 STIP as Appendix D.
All public comments received as well as appropriate responses from the Department have
been maintained by the Office of Planning as a permanent record of the public involvement
process. Any individual or group submitting comments have been added to the database of
interested citizens and agencies.
The final STIP was submitted to the FHWA/17A in late June 1996. As the final STIP was
developed, there were no significant differences from the draft STIP. If there had been
significant comments, the Department would have made the document available for another
two week public review, prior to the June submittal to the FHW~A.
The Department will provide opportunities for public review of any major amendments to
the STIP. Major amendments are defined as a change in design concept or scope of a project
on a major transportation corridor, or one which will affect the STIP fiscal constraint or air
quality conformity determination.
The Department will provide reasonable access for public review of the technical and policy

information used in developing the program and projects on a continuing basis.
The Department will review the effectiveness of the STIP public involvement process
annually.

In keeping with ODOT’s commitment to review the process and search for additional oppofiunities
for public review of the draft document, an announcement of the availability of the Draft FY 1997-
2000 STIP was put on ODOT’S new website. The announcement listed the locations where the

STIP was available for review and the opportunity provided for comment.
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Metropolitan Area Transportation Improvement Program Public Involvement process

Responding to the ISTEA initiative to expand public involvement efforts, Ohio’s sixteen MPOS have
adopted public involvement procedures as an integral component of their transportation planning
processes, These procedures identify the MPOS process for ensuring early and continuing public
involvement in the MPOS urban transportation planning process. These procedures were followed
in developing the FY 1997-2000 metropolitan area Transportation Improvement Programs. The
specific public involvement activities employed by each MPO are documented in their respective
Transpotiation Improvement Programs.



Highway Program

As the backbone of Ohio’s transportation system, the 114,463 miles of public roadway, including
1,572 Interstate and turnpike miles, provide the traveling surface for passenger cars, buses and
freight-carrying trucks. Ohio’s bridge inventory is the second largest in the nation with 42,788
bridges statewide. Of these, 14,279 are state owned, 25,985 are county owned, 1,902 are owned by
municipalities, and 622 are turnpike bridges.

Approximately 481,500 vehicles entered Ohio daily and there were 273.2 million vehicle miles
traveled daily in 1993. There were an estimated 9,638,000 motor vehicles registered in Ohio in
1993, of which 7,610,500 were automobiles, 223,000 were motorcycles, and 1,804,500 were trucks
and buses.

A breakdown of Ohio’s public highway mileage follows:

Table 1

IRoads ] Mileage I

Interstate and Ohio Turnpike 1,572.07 miles

State 17,713.65 miles

County 29,401.42 miles

Township 40,188.22 miles

Municipal Streets 24,329.76 miles
I

I State Park Roads I 984.20 miles I

National Park Roads I 29.40 miles I

National Park Historic Sites I 2.81 miles I

Total I 114.462.73 miles !

Duties and Responsibilities

The Ohio Department of Transportation has responsibility for statewide coordination of the total
state highway system. This includes direct responsibility for projects developed on the entire

Interstate system and the state highway system lying outside city corporate limits, including bridges.
ODOT is also responsible for maintenance of this system, although contracts do exist with some of
the larger cities for maintenance of the Interstate highways within their corporate limits. ODOT is
responsible for maintenance of state highways inside village corporate limits. The remaining streets
and highways, including the other bridges, are the responsibility of the municipalities, counties, and
townships.
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Currently, the needs of the highway system by priority are (1) the maintenance and preservation of
the existing system, and (2) the improvement of the existing system to ensure public safety and
encourage economic development. Ohio’s expansive Interstate and state highway system requires
an equally extensive and expensive maintenance program.

Funds for the construction and maintenance of Ohio’s highways come from three sources: federal,
state, and local. ODOT has primary responsibility for determining the most efficient use of the
federal funds, with some exceptions. These exceptions include, bridge replacement funds which
are at local discretion, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds which may only be used in air
quality non-attainment and maintenance areas, STP funds which are allocated to the MPOS, cities,
and counties, and portions of the Minimum Allocation, Donor State Bonus, and Interstate
Restoration funds.

Programs

The Highway Program can be broken down into a number of individual programs. These individual
programs are described in more detail below.

Funding for the various highway programs is established biennially (see Figure 1, page 13). While
every effort is made to maintain the scheduling of projects, some changes are unavoidable and
inevitable if the program is to remain flexible and responsive to transportation needs. Individual
projects may be unexpectedly delayed. Others may be accelerated during development. Funding
adjustments may be required to maintain a fiscally balanced program. Every effort has been made
to include the latest, most accurate information in the listing of projects for the FY 1997-2000
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and associated MPO TIPs. The
preservation and maintenance of the existing system is the primary focus of ODOT’S overall
program consisting of individual Pavement, Bridge, Highway Safety, Maintenance, and Rest Area
programs. In FY 1996, ODOT spent $1 billion, excluding payroll, supplies, and equipment. Of the
total $1 billion, over $600 million was spent on maintaining the system. That means that over 60
percent of the funds wem used for preservation of the existing system. In FY 1997, this percentage
has increased to over 66 percent. However, many of the Major New projects also include
rehabilitation of existing facilities along with capacity additions, making the actual percentage
higher.

Pavement

The pavement program includes pavement resurfacing, rehabilitation and reconstruction. It is
limited to projects on the State Highway System and includes construction, right-of-way acquisition,
and preliminary engineering for development and construction of various types of projects designed
to preserve, maintain, and refurbish existing highway surfaces and facilities. This program includes
work on both two lane and multi-lane divided roadways. It also includes both general resurfacing
work (the former “resurfacing program”) and major reconstruction work. Examples include:
placement of additional surface material over the existing roadway or bridge deck, with or without
removing the existing surface, to improve serviceability or to provide additional strength, removal
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of existing surface and base, and placement of new base and surface material, may include recycling
of former surface material; work required to return an existing pavement or bridge deck to a
condition of adequate structural support; and work required to return an existing facility to an
acceptable level of service. Minor widening, upgrading, safety, and other incidental work may also
be included. On average 900 miles of undivided highways are resurfaced annually.

The deterioration of our aging Interstates, freeways, and expressways requires more extensive and
expensive rehabilitation and reconstruction of the pavement and supporting structures. In
recognition of this trend ODOT is increasing the level of funding for this program. ODOT will
continue to monitor this situation, and work to refine the data used to monitor pavement condition
and predict its deterioration.

MmfK

The bridge program is another major component of the overall maintenance and preservation effort
of the Department and a continuing focus of ISTEA funding. Beginning in FY 1997, for funding
purposes, ODOT has divided this program in to two categories: Major Bridge and regular Bridge.

Maior Bnd~es

In FY 1996 while ODOT was developing an allocation process for dividing funds between Districts,
it was found that a straight allocation process would prove deficient in allowing a District to fund
the rehabilitation or replacement of an exceptionally large or unique structure. In response to this
concern a task team first defined what constituted a major bridge (See p. 14 for a more detailed
description of major bridges). As a result, 164 bridges were defined as major bridges. The team
also developed a five year capital program to properly maintain these bridges and manage the

project development within the current fiscal constraints.

Bridge

The regular Bridge Program is limited to projects on the state highway system. It includes
preliminary engineering, right-of-way acquisition, and construction for the development and

construction of highway projects to restore the structural integrity of existing bridges while
correcting major safety defects and the replacement of structurally inadequate or functionally

obsolete bridges.

As with the pavement program ODOT will continue to refine the data and model used to monitor
and predict the status of the State’s bridges. The large number of Interstate bridges that are reaching

the end of their useful life will require continual aggressive funding of this program.

Highwav Safety Program

Another priority of the Department is improving the safety of the existing state highway system.
The Highway Safety Program’s primary focus is identifying intersections and highway sections with



high accident rates, pefioming engineering studies todetemine thecause ofaccidents at these
locations, and developing low or moderately priced improvements to reduce accidents, In addition,
the program has been expanded to six categories of projects including:

1. crash locations in the top 350 of the annual high crash listing (including local projects)
2. crash locations on the annual high crash listing below the top 350

3. locations with an identifiable crash pattern which is not on the listing
4. loc~tions with an obvious safety deficiency without an identifiable crash pattern
5. projects which include significant upgrading of safety related traffic control devices to new

technology
6. projects which have an approved programmatic or systemwide improvement.

Funding emphasis is placed on the first three categories, each maintaining a maximum project
funding amount. ODOT also provides for funding to assist in the financing of annual pavement
marking, sign, and signal programs.

Safety upgrading projects are limited to the state highway system. They include preliminary
engineering, right-of-way acquisition, and construction for the development and construction of
highway projects designed to improve safety through better operation of existing highway facilities.
Projects falling under this category range from improvement of an identified hazardous intersection
to the reworking of ramp terminals and the addition of median barriers which may include lighting
and traffic control devices.

Major New Construction

New highway facilities and services and capacity additions to existing facilities are important to the
continuing economic development of the state and must be balanced with a reasonable state
highway rehabilitation/preservation program. Capacity funds cover preliminary engineering,
right-of-way acquisition, and construction for the development and construction of additional lanes
or traffic movements to expand the capacity of an existing facility. Such additions include
additional lane(s), revision of existing interchanges or otherwise substantially changing the general
character of the highway. Also included, where necessary, is the resurfacing or rehabilitation of
existing pavement and other incidental improvements such as drainage and shoulder improvements.

New construction projects include construction, right-of-way acquisition, and preliminary
engineering for the development and construction of new highway facilities where none existed
before. It also includes the relocation of existing highway facilities to new locations, closing
remaining gaps in the Interstate/state arterial system, and constructing new interchanges and
municipal bypasses.

Maintenance

Maintenance projects include a broad range of activities. The major activities are listed below with
some examples of the type of work involved.
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Rest Area Maintenance covers janitorial and custodial services at over 134 roadside rest areas on
the state highway system.

Maintenance of Interstate within Cities provides for reimbursing routine Interstate highway
maintenance work such as pavement work, pavement marking, snow and ice removal, electric light
pole/circuit repair/replacement, energy, etc. performed by cities under contract with ODOT.

spot P~tch, Joint Work, Slides, etc. includes pavement and shoulder restoration; pavement widening
to increase existing usable pavement by paving existing stabilized shoulder or by replacing with

more stable materials; correction to slippery pavement surfaces; berm widening and stabilization;
railroad crossing elimination by removing or paving over abandoned at-grade railroad crossings;
sealing cracks in existing pavement; patching potholes or placing short overlay sections; repairing
deteriorated concrete pavement joints and other areas of deterioration; repairing and re-establishing
highway slides and slips; constructing and repairing drainage ditches, catch basins, and pipes and
fences.

Guardrail Remir and Replacement includes replacing, upgrading, and repairing guardrail.

Pavement Marking provides for the annual application of center line and edge line pavement
markings on the Interstate syste’m, rural state highway system, and on state route extensions in
villages. Each year, more than 12,000 miles of centerline, 5,500 miles of lane line and 17,000 miles
of edge line are needed for proper and safe highway delineation. The program also includes the
installation of raised reflective pavement markers to improve night time, wet-weather highway
delineation.

Siznimz, SimAs. and Lighting finances installation and maintenance of traffic signs, signals, and
highway lighting.

Snow and Ice Removal

Erosion Control, Tree Plantin~. Vegetation Control. Mowing. etc.

SDot Safetv Immovements correct spot locations or highway sections that have accident problems,
operational deficiencies, or potentially hazardous conditions which are not eligible for specialized
federal-aid program funds.

Railroad Grade Crossinx

See the Ohio Rail Development Commission, page 41.

Bicycle Path/Lanes

Promoting bicycling as a mode of transportation, preliminary engineering, right-of-way acquisition,
and construction of both bicycle lanes (adjacent to roadways) and bicycle paths (frequently on
abandoned rail corridors) are eligible activities.
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Rest Area

Providing adequate rest areas is vital to the traveling public. With the large number of facilities in
the State, the~ is a constant need for improvement projects which is beyond the funding capability
of the routine maintenance budget. These projects include expanded parking (particularly tmck
parking) at Interstate rest areas, modernizing facilities on principal arterials, and replacing or
upgrading water and sewer systems to meet changing demands and EPA requirements. In addition,
many facilities are being remodeled to make them more accessible to the disabled. Routine
maintenance is covered above under the Maintenance Program.

Public Access Roads to State Facilities

Statute establishes funding marks for access roads to state owned facilities. The Ohio Department
of Natural Resources and the Metroparks program administer projects to provide and maintain
access to state facilities, such as state parks and state historical sites. The funds for this activity are
derived from bond proceeds and it is funded as a separate budget line item.

Local Government Pro.iects

By ODOT policy and federal requirements, portions of specific federal highway funds are made
available for use on eligible projects selected by local governments. Federal, state, and local funds
are allocated through several venues to MPOS, cities outside MPO boundaries, counties, and local
bridge programs. When federal funds are used for projects not on the state highway system the local
sponsor must pay the non-federal share. Local Government participation refers to receipts from
cities, townships, and counties for their share of ODOT administered highway improvement costs
including revenues received from the Ohio Public Works Commission through the local government
infrastructure program.

Project Prioritization

Figure 1 shows the approved FY 1996-97 budget for the major highway funding categories:
Major/New Construction, Ohio Department of Natural Resources & Metro Parks, Resurfacing &
Rehabilitation, Maintenance, Rest Areas, Bridge, Railroad Crossings, Safety, Local, and Bicycle.



Highway Budget by Category
FY 1996-1997

amounts in millions of dollars

Figure 1

ODNR & Metro Parks ($1 1.20)

Major New Constr. ($72

Local (

Railroad

4.60 )

-..&Pavement ($562.40 )

{

~ Bicycle ($9.00)—--—
————.

————

Bridge ($393.40 )

:$300.00 )
Rest Areas ($1 7.60 )

Crossings ($30.00 ) --; -- Maintenance ($194.00 )
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Because of the limited amount of funding available from all sources, a process to review and select
projects to be included in the STIP has become an important issue throughout the state. To ensure
that projects around the state are evaluated fairly, ODOT began to expand and refine its project-
selection processes for all categories of projects in FY 1996. This effort continued throughout the
year and was employed in the development of the FY 1997-2000 STIP. The major categories
include: Bridge, Major Bridge, Pavement, MajoriNew Construction, Safety, Bicycles,
Enhancements, and Minor Maintenance. ODOT adopted as a strategic goal to improve its project-
selection processes. In addition, ODOT’S project-selection and programming processes were
modified to aIlocate funds directly to its District offices. The intent is to streamline the project-
selection and project development processes by giving the Districts greater autonomy and authority,
but also ensuring the districts’ program accountability. The Department conducted surveys and
workshops with its Districts to determine fair, equitable allocation formulas for each category,
which are intended to direct funds to the areas of greatest need.

The bridge replacement, rehabilitation, and maintenance allocation process identified the key data

elements from the Bridge Management System that would result in an equitable allocation of funds

to each District. Next a weighting factor was determined for each data item. The following are the

data elements and the weight, by percent of the total amount that determine each District’s bridge

allocation:

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

number of bridges in District - 12,85~0
deck area (sq. yds.) -13.89 %
deck condition (sq. yds.) - 19.1%
bridges over 50 yrs. old - 8.33%
general appraisal - 16.32%
bridges % legal load less than 150% - 10.76%
volume of truck traffic - 8.33V0
minimum allocation - 10.42%

The formula was then used to distribute the allocated bridge funds for each year of the STIP. With
its allocation, each District selected bridges to be constructed or designed during the four-year
period. It should be noted that the $159.4 million per year includes not only construction costs but
costs for right of way, engineering, and any cost overruns from existing bridge construction projects.

As mentioned earlier the bridge program has been divided between regular Bridge and Major Bridge
categories. A major bridge is defined as:

● single bridges greater than 9,000 square yards
● twin bridges greater than 15,000 square yards
● all Ohio River bridges
● all moveable bridges
● all continuous/cantilever trusses
● all bridges greater than 1,000 feet in length.

By this definition, there are 164 major bridge structures at 135 locations in the state. Because of

14



the nature of this program and the district-wide range of needs, this program will be administered
at the Central Office level and no individual District allocations will be made for this program.
Once the category was defined the ODOT Office of Structural Engineering developed a long-term
capital investment forecast based on rehabilitation and replacenwnt projects currently programmed.
For the next ten years, an average of $63 million per year was programmed. After a detailed review
of each project’s status, $56 million was recommended as the annual funding mark necessary for
this program. The condition of the structures will be monitored in consultation with the districts and

repair and replacement strategies will then be coordinated. The five year list of projects for FY
1997-2001 is included in Table 2 below.

The process used to allocate Pavement funds to Districts and to select projects is similar to the
process for the regular Bridge category. In 1995, District personnel participated in a survey and
later in a series of workshops to gain their input on the most equitable ways to allocate pavement
finds. As a result, an allocation process was instituted to be used by Districts to fund four-plus lane
divided and two-plus lane undivided reconstmction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, overlay

maintenance, and minor improvement projects. FY 1996 was a transition year from the former two
and four lane programs, which had separate allocations. Beginning in FY 1997 all pavement funds
have been combined.

As with the regular Bridge, a District Pavement allocation formula was developed to include key
data elements necessary to equitably distribute pavement funds among the Districts. The following
are the criteria, from the Pavement Management System, and weights used:

● Pavement Condition Rating (overall condition) - 35,8%
● Present Serviceability Index (roughness) -5.1 %
● Skid Number (slickness) - 6.6%
● Lane Miles - 21.7%
● Truck Vehicle Miles Traveled - 17.7%
● Minimum Allocation -13. 1%

This formula can be used with any funding level since it is based on the percentage of the funding
amount, not points. The committee developed a drafl formula md it was reviewed and revised with
input from all of the Districts. For each year of the FY 1997-2000 STIP an estimated $291 million
is available for paving projects.

A fourth major category of projects is Major/New Construction. A major new project is one
which increases mobility or connectivity, increases accessibility of a region for development,
increases the capacity of a transportation facility, or reduces congestion. This includes a new
interchange to an existing facility proposed for economic development or local access, any
significant interchange modification, new road on a new alignment, relocation of an existing
roadway to a new alignment, general purpose lane additions to an existing facility, intermodal
facilities, major transit facilities, or passenger rail facilities with a construction cost of more than
$2 million.
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ODOT used an interim project-selection process for the Major/New Construction projects for the
FY 1996 STIP. Over the past year ODOT has developed a fiscally constrained multi-modal project
selection process based on open, objective criteria that meets capacity conditions and economic
development needs. The process is based on clear, measurable criteria that can be applied in a
unifo~ fair, and objective manner. Finally, the process is replic~le and easily understood by the
general public.

There was extensive opportunity for public review and comment on the selection process. A series
of public meetings was conducted around the state in early Summer. An Advisory Committee
comprised of members of the Ohio General Assembly and major transportation stakeholders
provided additional input. The final list of projects for FY 1997-2000 was open for comment as part
of the STIP development process and was included in the public involvement for this STIP.

With the passage of Issue Two in November 1995 the allocation has been increased to $355 miliion
for FY’s 1997 and 1998. For FY’s 1999 and 2000$235 rndlion has been allocated. The project-
selection process for Major/New is directly linked to the five goals of ACCESS OHIO:
preservation and maintenance of the existing system, economic development, transportation
efficiency, safety, and funding. The fuxt goal of preservation and maintenance, while an important
one, does not apply to new construction. Criteria were developed reflecting each of the other four
goals. Scores were determined with various limits and weights for each of the criteria.

Up to 70 points of a project’s base score are derived from the transportation criteria. Up to thirty
points of a project’s base score can be attributable to direct economic impact. In addition, two
Bonus Categories - Funding and Unique Multi-modal or Regional Impacts - can provide up to 25
bonus points in addition to a project’s base score. Listed below are the goals and criteria which
were developed (see Table 3 for a more detailed breakout).

● Transportation Efficiency - Average Daily Traffic, Volume-to-Capacity Ratio, Highway’s
Classification, and Macro Corridor Completion

● Safety - Accident Rate
● Economic Development - Job Creation, Job Retention, Economic Distress, Cost

Effectiveness of Investment, and Level of Private Sector Capital Investment
Bonus Categories:
● Funding - Public/Private/Local Participation
● Unique Multi-modal or Regional Impacts

The transportation data used in this process came from extensive databases maintained by ODOT.
This ensures that all data used has been collected in a uniform, consistent manner. The economic
data came from the Ohio Department of Development (ODOD) working in conjunction with ODOT.
A strict set of guidelines were used to award economic development points. Only projects with
direct, documentable, non-retail jobs or investment with benefits realized within three years of
construction were awarded economic points.

All currently programmed projects M well as any projects submitted by the Districts were scored
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and reviewed. All multi-phased projects, large projects which must be broken into multiple phases
for development and construction, are scored as one project. Once a multi-phase project is selected,
the project is not restored with each new STIP.

Once all the projects were scored, they were then ranked by total individual score. Next the list of
projects was reviewed by the fiscal year in which each project was currently scheduled for
construction. This provided information on which projects would be ready for construction in the
next few years. The top ranked projects scheduled for construction in FY 1997 were selected for
funding until the budget allocation was reached. It is important to note that because large projects
are divided into phases, funding takes place over several years. Some of the projects from FY 1996
will continue to draw from funds allocated for subsequent years. This process was also followed
for Fiscal Years 1998-2004. Table 4 is a listing of the projects chosen for FY 1997-2004. The list
includes project location, total score, total cost, a brief description, and the year it is scheduled for
environmental work, design, or construction. The right-or-way acquisition phase is not included
in this list.

A complete description of the Major New criteria and the project selection process is available from
the ODOT Office of Planning.

The Safety Programhas six categories of projects (see Page 10) and is centrally administered. The
budget for the Safety program for FY 1997 is $28 million. Of that amount, 70 percent will be spent
on Categories 1, 2, and 3, with the remaining 30 percent being spent on the other three categories.

Categories 4-6 do not have identifiable crash locations. To evaluate these types of projects, each
District appoints a District Safety Review Team (DSRT). The team will do the initial project
evaluation and prioritize all District safety projects. The projects are then submitted to Central
Office for review and approval of funding, on a quarterly basis.

Bicycle project funding falls under the highway portion of ODOT’S budget. Funding constraints
have limited the bikeway program budget to $4 million per year. Because the total estimated cost
of currently programmed projects far exceeds the present funding levels, a prioritization strategy

was developed. Projects are initially sorted into four categories based on their plan development
status:

● have tracings on file in Central Office
● have an approved environmental document
● are likely to be ready for sale before FY 1998
● all others

The projects are then prioritized in each of the four categories based on the date each was
programmed in Central Office. The program of projects was then selected and limited by the funds
available each year. Table 5 below represents the selected projects by fiscal year. This list is

subject to change due to delays in schedules and funding.
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Table 2- Major Bridge Projects

BRIDGE LOCATION WORK YEAR COST

1.UC-2-18.62 Anthony Wayne Suspension Bridge in Toledo suspenderrope replacementand paint 1997 $13.6 million

A’I’B-2026.26 Conneaut Viaduct preliminarydevelopment for replacement 1997 $0.6 million

lIAM-47 I-00.25 In Cincinnati deck replacement and related work 1997 $9.3 million

SCI-73-25.62 5 span “Iluss over Scioto River @ Portsmouth completebridge replacement 1997 $6.9 million

MEG-33-15.78 Ohio River Bridge 62 Pomeroy preliminary development for replacement 1997 $1.0 million

CUY-71-10.16 lJR In Cleveland deck and pier column replacement 1997 $8.0 million

CUY-90-15.24 Central Viaduct In Cleveland east end deck replacement and pier 1997 $16.7 million
stabilization

FISCAL YEAR TOrAL 1997 $56.1 million

I;AI-22-24.41 Rushville Truss rehabilitationand paint 1998 $1.5 million

M(JS-22- 11.70 Truss in ZanesviHe complete bridge replacement 1998 $15.0 million

C(JY-77-14.57 Kingsbury Run Bridge in Cleveland complete bridge replacement 1998 $38.1 million

LOR-254-00.91 Deck Truss right-of-way for replacement 1998 $0.5 million

ATB-20-13.01 Deck Arch in Ashtabula right-of-way for replacement 1998 $0.5 million

FISCAL YEAR TOTAL 1998 $56.1 million

1.OR-254-00.91 Deck Truss complete bridge replacement 1999 $18.3 million

AIB-20-13.01 Deck Arch in Ashtabula complete bridge replacement 1999 $12.0 million

MIA-48-05.45 Deck Truss in Ludlow Falls complete bridge replacement 1999 $1.3 million

WAS- 124-04.23 Closed Deck Truss complete bridge replacement 1999 $2.0 million
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BRIDGE LOCATION WORK YEAR COST

}{AM-50-21 .98 Deck Truss in Cincimati major rehabilitation 1999 $7.0 million

BEI-7-20.06 deck repair and paint 1999 $3.3 million

C(JY-271-02.32 UR replace and widen bridge deck 1999 $12.1 million

FISCAL YEAR TOTAL 1999 $56.0 million

L)M-281 -01.23 overlay and paint 2000 $0.9 million

LUC-75-05.77 overlay and paint 2000 $5.0 million

tlR1-6-17.92 replace center span 2000 $0.5 million

A“I’B-20-26.26 Conneaut Viaduct preliminuy engineering for replacement 2000 $0.8 million

SUM-27 1-08.02 L/n overlay and paint 2000 $8.0 million

MO’I-75- 10.44, I I .80, overlay and paint as part of Pavement 2000 $17.8 million
12.08, 12.26L/R, Program
12.81L/R, 13.71L/R,
11.64, 11.75

JEF-7- 12.93 overlay and paint 2000 $4.0 million

CUY-10-16.13 Lorain-Carnegie Bridge deck overlay 2000 $19.2 million

FISCAL YEAR TOTAL 2000 $56.2 million

WOO-795-05.89 L/R deck overlay and paint 2001 $5 million

LOR-57-18.18 UR paint 2001 $2 million

FRA-70- 13.22 L/R paint 2001 $2 million

MEG-33-15.78 Pomeroy-Mason Bridge right-of-way acquisition 2001 $0.5 million

}{AM-71 -oo.oo L/R paint 2001 $14 million
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BRIL)GE LOCATION WORK YEAR COST

CUY-90-15.24 ! I ramp widening 2001 .$7.2 million
I I

HAM-42-00.00 drainage repair and deck overlay 2001 $0.5 million
I 1 I I

M()’1-35 -15.00N !
deck overlay and backwalls 2001 $0.7 million

I 1 1
MOT-35-14.97 S deck overlay and backwalls 2001 $0.6 million

1 I 1 1
C(JY-6- 14.99 !

preventive maintenance 2001 $0.2 million
i I I

CUY-8-02.26 !
channel protection 2001 $0.2 million

1 I I
CUY-14-06.99 !

deck overlay 2001 $1.2 million

I 1 I

C[JY-17-02.83 I I preventive maintenance I 2001 I $0.2 million

CIJY-90-07.58 !
paint 2001 $1.3 million

I 1 I
CUY-90- 13.72 deck patching 2001 $0.1 million

I I 1 1

LAK-90-23.42 L/t? preventive maintenance 2001 $0.2 million
1 I 1

C[JY-480- 18.42 L/R preventive maintenance 2001 $0.2 million
I I i I

CUY-490-01.00 !
preventive maintenance I 2001 $0.2 million

1 I I
CUY-71 -17.91 R deck patching I 2001 $0.2 million

1 I 1
~ FISCAL YEAR TOTAL I 2001 $36.5 million
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Table 3- Major New Criteria

Goal Selection Criteria Range of Points Maximum
Score

rransporta[ion Average Daily Traffic - Volume of traffic on a daily average. Truck ADT and Auto ADT Truck Score of 10 for> 12,000
Efficiency

20
are added together for a Iotal score. Diminishing to O for <1,200

Auto Score of 10 for >72,000
Diminishing to O for <8,000

Volume to Capacity Ratio - A level of highway’s congestion. Score of 20 for >1.5 20
Diminishing to Ofor <0.55

Highway’s Classification - A level of highway’s importance. Interstate 5 5
Macro Corridor 5
National Hwy. System 2
Freeway/Expressway 2
Principal Arterial 2
Minor Arterial-/Collector 1

Macro Corridor Completion - Does it complete a macro corridor? Yes = 10, No= O 10
Safety Accident Rate - Number of accidents per million miles of travel. Score of 15 if> 4.50 15

Diminishing to O if c 0.30

Economic Job Creation - The level of non-retail jobs the project creates. The project is scored for Immediate score of 10 for> 800
Development

10
immediate or future jobs created. Diminishing to O for <100 or

Future score of 6 for >1,200
Diminishing to O for <100

Job Retention - Evidence that the project will retain existing jobs. Score of 5 for >200 5
Diminishing to Ofor <25

Economic D;stress - Points based upon the severity of the unemployment rate of the Score of 5 for > 14.1% 5
county in relation to the 5 year statewide average. Diminishing to Ofor < 1%
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Economic

Development
(continued)

Cost effectiveness of investment - A ratio of the cost of the jobs created and investment
attracted. Determined by dividing the jobs and investment by the cost to Ohio for the
transpofldtion project.

Level of Invesunent - The level of private sector, non-retail capital attracted to Ohio,
within 3 years, because of the project.

Score of 5 for <$50,000 per job
Diminishing to O for >$400,000
per job

Score of 5 for >$20 million
Diminishing to Ofor <$50,000

5

5

Bonus Categories

Funding

LJnique Multi-
Modal or
Regional Impacts

Public/Private/Local Participation - Does this project leverage additional funds which
allow state funds to be augmented? The absolute value of the investment and the
percentage of the project costs contributed are added together for a total score.

Does the project have some unique multi-modal or regional impact?

Amount Score of 10 for >$15M
Diminishing to Ofor <$ lM
Percentage Score of 10 fo@O%
Diminishing to Ofor < 10%

20

5

I 1
1

Total possible points with all bonus points included I I 125

22



Table 4- Major New Projects

Project Score 0)s1 Pm FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY Fy Description of Project
96 97 W 99 24)00 01 02 03 w

FRA 270 52 $140 12521 c c c c New Interchange,add lanes for develop. in Columbus

L(JC 75 50 $37 3757 c Widen 1 lane in each direction Toledo to Michigan

CUY 271 42 $56 11037 c Dual express lanes in Cleveland

TRU 46 41 $4 8804 c Widen 1 lane in each dir. from US 422 to N River Rd.

PIK .32 30 $21 8642 c Upgrade to expressway from Jasper to CR 57

FRA 670 30 $146 14225 c c c c Construction of Spring-Sandusky hst. in Columbus

LOWUN I 33 27 $15 4551 c Widen to expressway from west of CR 44 in Logan
Co. to SR 739 in Union Co.

LUC 15 27 $30 15253 c c Construction of Buckeye Basin Parkway in Toledo

MOT 49 26 $28 5907 c c Relueation in Dayton, known as Trotwood Connec[or

AI-H 50 23 $62 8385 c c c c Upgrade [o expressway from Athens to Coolville

FAY/ROS 35 23 $52 12432 c Reluealion from SR 73 to SR 138

(’(lY 176 19 $40 12345 c Construction of Jennings Freeway in Cleveland

BRO 62 II $3 I 1337 c Approach work to new Ohio River bridge at MaysviHe

BEL 7 50 $18 5408 c Relocationin Bellaire

Cos 36 38 $43 11871 c c Upgrade to expressway from SR 16 to SR 83

CUY 71 36 $34 15717 c Widen 1 lane in each dir from Medina Co Ln to us 42

LOR 90 31 $26 11385 D c c Rehabilitate, Widen 1 In each dir fromSR5710 SR 83

ALL/HAN 30 30 $44 8361 c Relocation from Beaverdam to SR 235
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Project Score cost Pm FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY Description of Project
96 97 98 99 2000 01 02 03 04

GRFIFAY 35 23 $98 5001 c c c Relocation from Bi~keu Rwad [o Fayeue Counly Line

BEL 40 14 $1 10829 c Approwh work [o new Ohio Rivu bridge a[ Wheeling

CUY 291 22 $5 9283 c GOV; Widen from Engle Road to Sheldon Road

FUL I(FJ $2 16008 c Gov; Improvement to awormnodate new steel plant

BUTLER TIE) B B B B B B B B Estimated payments for bonds sold by County TID

BUT 129 $80 c Relocation from Hamilton to 175

Allen Rd Intro. $14 c New lnter~harrge at 175 and Allm Road

BUT 747 .$7 c Widening at Reloeated SR 129 inter~hmge

HAM/BUT 75 $20 c Widening for new Allen Rd Interchange

HAMIWAR 71 61 w 6S29 D c c Improve from 1275 [o SR 48, under study

LIC/M[JS/COS 16 56 $62 13570 E c c c c Widen w 4 lanes from SR 146 w Coshwton

STA/SUM 77 55 $30 E D c Widen from US 62 m Akron/Canton Airport hrt.

ERI 250 53 $16 8071 D c Widen to 5 lanes from SR 2 to Ohio Turnpike

FAI 22/33 52 $95 12613 E D c c c Bypass of Lamaster

FRA 270 52 $92 I2494 c c Widen 2 lane in eaeh dir. from Dublin 10Wewerville

STA 77 52 $40 10769 E D c Widen 1 lane in eaeh direction through Canton

WAY 30 52 $65 D c c Bypass of Wooster

CLI 73 51 $12 E D c Bypass of Wilmington, Inter-modal atxess

SUM 77 51 .$23 14152 D c Widen 1 lane each dir. fromSR241 to Arlington Rd.

SUM 8 51 $35 7867 E D Improve ramps & reconstruction, awaits study

AUG/LOG 33 44 $140 16183 E D c c c c RelegationfromHuntsville[o 175

~SUM 77 49 $25 16372 E D c Widen 1 lane in eaeh dir. from Airport Int. toSR241
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Project Score cost IJll) FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY Deseriptioss of Project
96 97 98 ’99 2000 01 02 03 04

CLE 275 33 $17 12436 E D Widen 1 hre in eiwh dir~li~n from SR 32 [~ US 5~

COtJMAH 14F 33 $28 12122 E D Relocation from Satem Bypass (n SR 11

MAH X() 33 $31 6080 E D c Replii~e and widen Meander Reservoir Bridge

SAN 6153 33 $12 8X88 E D Bypass d’ Fr~mont Irom SR 12 m US 20

STA 6X7 33 $6 109I7 E D Widen from Hills&Dales Rd. to Everhard Rd.

STA 297 33 $3 4081 c Widen from Whipple Ave/71h St [o 1lth St

STAIMAH (OF 32 $29 4089 D Relocation from SR 225 to SR 14

SUM 77 32 $30 E D Widen 1 lane in eiwh dire~tion from SR 162 toSR21

STA619 30 $11 12507 Widen from Cleveland Ave. w SR 43

MEtl 7 I 2X $37 7885 c Widen 1lane each dir from SR 18 to Cuyahoga Co Line

VRAKEL 71 27 $42 7278 c Widen 1 lam in ewh dire~tion from SR 161 to US 36

LAK 90 24 $14 5774 D c Widen 1lane in eii~h dir. from SR 306 to Morley Rd.

MAEI70 24 $31 c Widen 1 lane in etwh dir. from Clark Co Line to US 42

FRA 315 23 $1X 7583 c Widen and Rehabilitaw from SR 161 to lR 270

AUG 7S $5 c Widen Bellefonlaine Street bridge over IR 75

WAR741 22 $6 9473 c Improve inter~hange with IR71, with Ioeal funding

CHPKLA 6X 11 $11 8410 D c ConsfrucI 4Ln connector from newCLA6810 exist CHP 68

MUS 20X $1 13512 c Gov; resurfacing in Dresden

MUS 60 $7 12137 c Gov; spot improvements in Dresden

MAH 711 24 $31 7386 D c Gov; Consfru~[ 4Ln connector from 1680 to 18WSR11

LAW 7 ix $51 12069 D Gov; Constrwx Chesapeake Bypass

WAS Bridge 10592 E D Gov; New north Muskingum River crossing

$356 $258 $420 $316 $352 $280 $300 $l~o $175 Totals indsding Right-of-Way for each FisaI Year

B - Bond Payments D - Design Phase Gov - Governor’s Discretionary Funds

E - Environmental Study C - Construction Phase Note: The project Right-of-Way Acquisition phase is not included in this table.
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Table 5- Bicycle Projects

FY 1996 FY 1997 FY 1998 FY 1999 FY 2000 I

CLA-Little ATH-Bikeway FRA-Westerville CLA-Little FRA-Olentangy
Miami, Phase I Phase 3 Bikeway Miami, Phase 2 Bikeway

ATH-Bikeway MOT-Mad River CUY-Cedar Point LAK-283-7.97 BUT-Bike Path
Phase 2 Bikeway

SUM- SUM-Center GRE-Kauffman GEA-County LAK - Metro
Macedonia Valley - Phase I Bikeway Bikeway Parks

MOT-S. ATH-Bikeway STA-Louisville CLA-Buck CUY -
Bikeway Ext. Phase 1 Creek Rockcliff Road

MOT-Hydraulic CUY-MLK Jr. LAK-283-6.79 LAK 615-4.64
Rd. Blvd.

SAN-Bike Path

FRA-Olentangy
Bikeway

Two other bikeway projects, GRE-Hedges Road and GRE-H-Connector are funded for FY 1996 and
FY 1997, respectively, with Federal Demonstration funds. The costs of these two projects are not
included in the $4 million per year bikeway budget.

The bikeway projects listed above have been under development for some time and all p~ceded the
Transportation Enhancement Program. These projects have not been evaluated through the

Transportation Enhancement Program process. However, any new bikeway projects will be funded
solely through the Transportation Enhancement Program. This program is described in more detail
in the following section.

Local Projects

ODOT allocates $15 million in STP funds to the counties through the County Engineers Association
to address those roadway projects which are prioritized at the local level. This is a cooperative
effort between ODOT and the County Engineers Association. The MPOS and the small urban areas
are also allocated money through the federal formula for STP funds. The MPOS prioritize the
projects within their areas using their own process, which is documented in the individual TIPs. The
small urban area projects are prioritized by the appropriate ODOT District or MPO.
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Congestion Mtigatwn and Air Quality Program (CMAQ)

As established under the ISTEA, the purpose of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program

(CMAQ) is to fund transportation projects or programs that will contribute to attainment or
maintenance of national ambient air quality standards with a focus on ozone and carbon monoxide
reductions. These funds may only be spent in US EPA designated nonattainrnent or maintenance
areas, The program focuses on funding transportation projects which result in demonstrable vehicle
emission reductions.

These emission reductions carI result from improved traffic flow conditions at congested locations
or from a reduction in the number of vehicle miles traveled. Projects which facilitate changes in
auto occupancy rates or encourage alternative means of transportation to the single occupant
automobile will reduce the number of total vehicle miles traveled regionally.

To use CMAQ funds, a project must be approved by the nonattainment or maintenance area MPO,
ODOT, OEPA, US EPA, FHWA, and lWA. ODOTS May 1993 Interim Congestion Mitigation/Air
Quality Policy sets Ohio’s eligibility rules, including the requhement that each project request must
reflect an appropriate emission reduction. On July 13, 1995 U.S. DOT revised the federal guidelines
for the use of CMAQ funds. Changes include the eligibility of air quality education programs to
be funded for an indefinite period of time (previous policy allowed up to two years of CMAQ
funding), subsidies for transit fares to encourage transit use on high ozone days, and an extension
of the funding eligibility period for operating assistance for new or expanded transportation
services, that will generate emissions reductions, from two years to three years. The National
Highway System Act, signed into law on November 28, 1995, extended the eligibility of an area to
use CMAQ funds upon redesignated to attainment status as a maintenance area.

Currently, all of Ohio’s air quality nonattainment and maintenance areas are eligible to use CMAQ
funding, A project which is defined as a Transportation Control Measure in the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) shall receive the highest priority for CMAQ funding.

Table 6

I 1993 I $10,085,652 I

] TOTAL I $87,638,012 I
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Table 6 shows the amount of CMAQ funds obligated by ODOT in the fiscal years these funds were
made available. In addition, $66,626,000 of CMAQ projects have been ruled eligible, but no funds
have been obligated. Ohio uses CMAQ funding for a variety of emission reduction projects.
Funded projects include: signal coordination, park and ride/pool lots, intermodal facilities (freight
and passenger), replacement bus purchases, diesel bus conversions to compressed natural gas
(CNG), transit demonstration routes, qgional ozone education and transit subsidies programs, and
travel demand management programs.
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Transportation Enhancement Program (TEP)

ISTEA established the Transportation Enhancement Program (TEP) to fund projects which more
creatively integrate transportation facilities into their surrounding communities and the natural
environment. Working closely with FHWA, ODOT has developed guidelines for this unique

program which utilizes federal funds to finance projects that environmentally or culturally enhance
Ohio’s transportation system. These projects must have a direct relationship with the intermodal
transportation system. It provides a means of stimulating additional activities that go beyond
cultural or environmental mitigation required when developing transportation improvement projects.

TEP is limited to local and state governments, park districts, and other state agencies, including
ODOT. This program provides up to 80 percent of the construction or implementation costs of
transportation enhancement activities. Ohio’s criteria for this program divides the projects into three
types: historic site, scenic and environmental, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities. The following
tables list projects which have been approved in Ohio to date (an asterisk* designates those projects
which were approved in March 1996).

Historic site enhancements include preservation, rehabilitation, and operation of historic
transportation buildings, structures, and facilities, as well as archaeological planning and research.
Approved projects to date:

Table 7

Location Project I
Muskingum County* Salt Creek Covered Bridge

Jackson County* Rehabilitation of Two Covered Bridges

Washington County* Rehabilitation of Hune, Bell, and Shinn Covered Bridges

Poland* Riverside Pedestrian Walkway

Mill Creek Metro Park* Rehabilitation of Historic Bridge

Fremont* Reconstruction of Soldiers & McKinley Memorial
Parkway

[ I

Ashtabula County* Rehabilitation of Center Road Bridge

Napoleon* Ritter Park Improvements

Defiance* Restoration of Canal Lock # 37 and Creation of Park

Morgan County Malta-McConnelsville Bridge

Muskingum River Restoration of Lock ++5
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Toledo Rehabilitation of Central Union R.R. Terminal

Bedford Delaware & Hudson Stone Arch Bridge

Coshocton County Rehabilitation of Helmick Covered Bridge

New Concord Historic “S” Bridge

Monroe County Restoration of Knowlton Covered Bridge

Dennison Rehabilitation of Dennison Depot - Phase I

Springfield Painting of Snyder Park Memorial Bridge

Muskingum County Dresden Suspension Bridge

I Hamilton County I WiIley Road Concrete Arch Bridge I
Ross County Seip Earthworks

Across Ohio National Road (US 40) - Phase I Study

Butler County Black Covered Bridge

Defiance County Restoration of Dey Bridge

Dayton Aviation Heritage Circulation System

Fairfield County Rehabilitation of Johnston Covered Bridge

Faitileld County Rehabilitation of Mink Hollow Covered Bridge

Morgan County Rehabilitation of County Road 79 Bridge

I Sandusky Redevelopment of Amtrak Station I
I Cincinnati I Rehabilitation of Historic Columbia Parkway I

I Huber Heights I Restoration of Miami/Erie Canal Lock #18 I

Grand Rapids Gilead Side Cut Canal

Dennison Restoration of Dennison Depot - Phase II

Auglaize County Miami/Erie Canal Lock

Scenic and Environmental enhancements include: acquisition of scenic easements and sites,
landscaping and other scenic beautification, control and removal of outdoor advertising, and
mitigation of water pollution due to highway runoff. Approved projects to date:
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Table 8

Location Project

Columbus* 1-670 Landscaping

Port Clinton* Waterfront and Island Improvements

Eastlake* Vine Street Beautification

Dayton* Oak and Ivy Streetscape

Marietta* Historic River District Improvements

Parrna* Ridge Road Scenic Enhancement

Shawnee* Downtown Beautification Project

Minerva* Market Street Brick and Streetscape

Toledo* Broadway Streetscape

Cambridge* I-70/SR 209 Interchange Enhancement

Upper Sandusky* City Gateway

Metamora* Main and Maple Street Streetscape

Chagrin Falls* Falls Road Enhancement

Morgan County* Co. Rd. 4 Timber Bridge Replacement

Columbus Gateway of Main Street

Rossford Downtown Business District Streetscape

Maumee Uptown Business District Streetscape

Miamisburg SR 725 Scenic Enhancement

The Ohio State University SR 315 Scenic Enhancement

Columbus Roadside Rainbow Project

Ashtabula County Netcher Road Bridge

Youngstown Madison Avenue Beautification

Lima Entranceway Beautification

Piqua Riverfront Park Lock W
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Columbus Children’s Hospital 18th Street Exit Enhancement

Columbus Spring Street Parkway

Worthington SR 161 Eastern Entrance

Williams County I Lockport Road Covered Bridge

Canal Fulton I Restoration of Ohio/Erie Canal

Barnesville I Bamesville Enhancement Project

Lake County I Metroparks 1-90 Scenic Greenway

Whitehouse Downtown Streetscape

New Albany Scenic & Environmental Land Acquisition

Gahanna Installation of Brick Sidewalk

Gahanna flood plains Acquisition

Put-in-Bay Improvement of Bayview Avenue

%ndusky Downtown Gateway

Wtrietta Putnam Street Project

I’oledo I Reynolds Road Improvement

Perrysburg

Youngstown

Downtown Streetscape I

Spring Commons Gateway I

4shtabula County

Dayton

Barberton

Medina

Beavercreek

Covered Bridges

Bicentennial Blvd. Project

Alexander Square Project

Uptown Medina Streetscape

Streetscape
I

Wickliffe

Cincinnati

Euclid Avenue Streetscape I
Downtown Gateway

Pedestrian and Bicycle facilities enhancements include provision of facilities for pedestrians and
bicycles and the preservation of abandoned railway corridors, including their conversion and use
as pedestrian and bicycle trails. Approved projects to date:
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Table 9

IILocation I Proiect II

I Avon Lake* I Avon Lake Bikeway System

Butler County* Cox Road Bicycle Lane Connector

Dublin* SR 745 Bikeway

Van Weft* Pedestrian Walkway Connector

Lexinjzton* Bikeway Support Facilities

Chillicothe* Scioto River Levee Path

Cincinnati* Eastern Avenue Pedestrian Connector

Lickin@luskingum Counties* Historic 40 Bike Route

Akron Maiden Lane/Polsky Skywalk

Gallia County 0.0. McIntyre Park District-Hike & Bikeway

NewarkiLicking County Riverfront Bikeway
1

Xenia/Greene County Barr’s Bottom Transportation Hub
1

Cincinnati A2 Bicycle Activity
I

Akron Cascade Valley Park-RiverView Unit

Dayton River Corridor Bikeway Enhancement Project

Columbiana County Midway Staging Area #3 - Leetonia Green

Columbus Lower Olentangy Bikeway
I

Sandusky County North Coast Inland Trail Acquisition

Cleveland Metroparks-Big Creek Greenway Corridor Project
\

Cleveland GCRTA-Bike Racks at Transit Facilities

Cleveland Metroparks-Ohio/Erie Canal Towpath Trail

Montgomery County Park District-H-Connector Bike/Peal Trail

Akron Valleyview Bike/Peal. Trail

St. Clairsville National Road B ikeway
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Muskingum County Muskingum Trail
I

Wilmington I Tri-County Greenway Phase I I

Celina SR 29 Bike Path

Lima Ottawa River Ped./Bike

Loveland Bike/Hike Trail Phase III

Poland Poland Village Pedestrian I

Oakwood Forbes Road Bikeway

Geauga County Park District-Geauga Walkway

Auglaize County Miami/Erie Bilceway

Madeira Bikeway Improvements

Cleveland I North Coast Harbor I

Berea Coe Lake Walkway I
Wood County Park District-North Coast Trail Extension I

ODOT has funded projects through the TEP since 1992. The program cycle is two years, allowing
for application submittal and project awards on a biennial basis. Projects selected in the latest cycle
were announced in March 1996.

An application for funding is initially submitted for local review and evaluation. In an MPO area,
the applications are submitted directly to the MPO for review and ranking with other local projects,
in cooperation with ODOT’s District Office. Outside of an MPO area, applications are submitted
directly to the appropriate ODOT District Office. The application is forwarded to the Transportation
Enhancement Coordinator for a completeness review.

To review and rank the applications, ODOT has established a Transportation Enhancement Proposal
Review Committee for each of the three Enhancement categories. The Review Committees consist
of ODOT personnel and members from representative groups or agencies as appropriate. Each
committee uses both general criteria, which apply to all projects, as well as project specific criteria
to conduct its review. The general criteria are presented below:

● ODOT District and MPO ranking - how the project is ranked at the local level.
● Relationship to a current ODOT improvement - greater weight is given to projects

associated with current ODOT projects in areas which are historically, culturally, or
environmentally sensitive.

● Transportation Planning - greater weight is given to projects which are part of or
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consistent with a comprehensive regional transportation plan.
● Transportation Facility - the extent to which the project will increase or otherwise

improve the utilization of an existing facility.
● Economic Benefit - the extent to which the project will help to generate increased

economic activity.
● Private Sector Participation - the extent to which the project leverages private

investment in a transportation facility or the area surrounding the proposed project,
or the extent to which private interests contribute to the project in order to reduce
overall public costs.

● Multiple Enhancements - the extent to which the project includes additional

enhancement activities from one of the other categories.
● Local Financial Commitment - the extent to which the applicant is willing to

contribute more than the minimum required local share.
● Proposal Status - the degree of development of the applicant’s architectural or

engineering design plans, environmental documents, or right-or-way purchase.

Afier a project is selected it is added to the MPO TIP, if applicable, or directly to the STIP. The
selected enhancement projects then proceed, as do other projects which include federal funding,
through the project development process. Enhancement projects are administered by the appropriate
ODOT District Office.
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Pubhk Transit Program

Federal Transit Grant Programs

Following are overviews of the federal transit grant programs in Ohio.

FTA Metropolitan Plannimz and State Planning and Research Promuns

The Metropolitan and State Planning Programs (Section 5303/53 13) finds are limited to state and
local public agencies, which include Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOS), State
Departments of Transportation or other public agencies. These funds are used to provide technical
assistance, monitor federally sponso~d programs, collect data for analysis and evaluation, and assist
in the development and planning for public transportation eligible areas.

FTA Urbanized Area Formula Promun

The Urbanized Area Formula Program (Section 5307) provides federal assistance for operating,
capital, and planning to public transit operators in urbanized areas with greater than 50,000
population. Funds from this program are allocated to each grant recipient bas~d
they provide into the National Transit Database. Once total funding for each
determined, PTA establishes an Operating Assistance Limitation, which limits
transit agent y’s total allocation can be used for operating assistance.

FTA Elderlv and Persons with Disabilities Promun

upon information
grant recipient is
how much of the

ODOTS Director, through the Office of Public Transportation, administers the Elderly and Persons
with Disabilities Program (Section 5310) for the Federal Transit Administration (FI’A). This
program provides vehicles and related equipment for specialized transportation services for the
elderly and disabled in areas when existing transportation services are unavailable, insufficient, or
inappropriate. Federal funds are provided to cover 80 percent of the purchase of small buses and
vans by private nonprofit corporations.

FTA Non-urbanized Area Formula Promm

Initiated in 1978, the Non-urbanized Area Formula Program (Section 5311) provides both capital
and operating assistance to public transportation systems in non-urbanized areas. This program
passes federal dollars through the state to designated eligible recipients including counties, cities,
villages, county transit boards, regional transit authorities, and private nonprofit corporations.

Federal funds may be used for up to 30 percent of operating deficit. Up to 80 percent of the capital
costs of purchasing buses, vans, equipment, and facilities, may be provided for by federal funds.

This program provides for the reimbursement of costs incurred in providing public transportation
in rural and small urban areas of less than 50,000 population. The state also reimburses a portion
of the cost through the Ohio Public Transportation Grant Program.
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FTA Ca~ital Promam

The ~A Capital Program (Section 5309) provides funds for capital projects that will benefit public
transit systems. For the past few years, Ohio has received Congressional allocations from this
primarily discretionary program ODOT has awarded these funds to Ohio’s transit systems for bus
and bus-related facilities.

Ridesharhw and Vanmxding

ODOT administers a ridesharing program which funds local Rideshare projects in metropolitan
areas. Program funds provided by FHWA allow local Rideshare agencies to match people with
similar travel patterns at no charge to the individuals. ODOT also offers VanOhio, a statewide
vanpool program operated and administered by a private company under contract. Under the terms
of the agreement, ODOT subsidizes the cost incurred by the contractor to coordinate vanpool
groups, enroll participants, assist in choosing commuter routes, quali~ and train volunteer drivers,
and provide fully insured vehicles.

State Transit Grant Programs

Following are overviews of the state transit grant programs in Ohio.

Park-and-Ride Facilities

ODOT is actively developing park-and-ride facilities throughout Ohio to foster Vanpools and other
shared ride commuting alternatives. Local transit systems and ODOT are responsible for urban and
rural facilities, respectively.

Elderlv and Disabled Transit Fare Assistance Promun

There are additional factors that inhibit mobility for elderly persons and persons with disabilities.
Socioeconomic barriers can also interfere with person’s ability to pay regular transit fare rates. To
alleviate these problems, the State has established the Ohio Elderly and Disabled Transit Fare
Assistance Program. Under the terms of the program, transit systems permit elderly persons and
persons with disabilities to ride, at any time, for a fare no greater than 50 percent of the peak hour
adult fare.

Ohio Coordination Promam

The Ohio Coordination Program provides funds to assist’ in the coordination of transportation
services among transportation providers. The primary goal of this program is to enhance and

expand transportation in the forty-one Ohio counties with no public transit system. All projects
must demonstrate some level of interagency coordination in their local area.
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Ohio Public Transportation Grant Propram

The Ohio Public Transportation Grant Program provides matching funds for ITA operating,
planning, and capital assistance.

Ohio 1997-2000 Transit Grant Programs Budget

Ohio’s Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) contains, by reference, a
comp~hensive listing of public transit improvements scheduled for implementation with federal and
state funds within the next four years (FY 1997-2000) in all of Ohio’s urbanized areas. The STIP
also contains Ohio’s project implementation schedule of the lWA Elderly and Persons with
Disabilities (Section 5310) and Nonurban Area Formula (Section 5311 ) programs for this four year
period. The transit projects included in the STIP are in financial balance with available sources of
revenue. Table 10 shows the sources and estimated amounts of funding from appropriations and
ISTEA authorizations.

Table 10

Source of
Revenue

Urban Area Formula
Program (Section
5307)

Nonurban Area
Formula Program
(Section 531 1)

Elderly & Persons
with Disabilities
Program (Section
5310)

Metropolitan Planning
& State Planning and
Research Programs
(Sections 5303/53 13)

Capital Program
(Section 5309)/
IX Transfer

Nonfederal

Est. Est. Est.
1997 1998 1999

$135,172,830 $135,172,830 $135,172,830

$11,924,720 $11,924,720 $11,924,720

$5,448,496 $5,448,496 $5,448,496

$4,417,919 $4,417,919 $4,417,919

$36,835,824 $32,636,907 $32,636,907

$334,400,000 I $334,400,000 I $334,400,000

Est.

$135,172,830

$11,924,720

$5,448,496

$4,417,919

$32,636,907

$334,400,000
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~eCapitd Progrm(Section 5309)hmboth formula mddiscretion~ componen@. The figures
above include a formula component available to Cleveland and Dayton for fixed guideway
modernization, discretionary funds earmarked in FFY 1996 appropriation legislation as well and
unobligated carryover discretionary earmarks. However, carryover funds are not reflected in the
figures beyond FFY 1997. New Discretionary Capital Program funding is not included in the
accompanying tables and will only be added as authorized by the Federal Transit Administration.
Negotiations are continuing at the MPO and state level regarding the use of flexible funds available
through ISTEA for several transit projects. No flexible funds are shown in the above table. All
transit systems have completed their financial capacity analyses either in-house or in conjunction
with each area’s MPO.

A listing of 1996-1999 State Transit Programs is contained in Appendix B.
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Ohio Rail Development Commtision

The Commission (ORDC) was created by the Ohio General Assembly on October 20, 1994. ORDC
is comprised often voting and four non-voting members. Six of the voting members are appointed
by the Governor, two by the Legislature, and two are ex-officio members (Directors of the
Departments of Transportation and Development). The following is a general list of Commission
members and/or the rail interests they represent.

CHAIR
FREIGHT
GENERAL PUBLIC
INFRASTRUCTURE FINANCING
ORGANIZED LABOR
SENATE PRESIDENT APPOINTMENT
SPEAKER OF HOUSE APPOINTMENT
DIRECTOR OF DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION (EX OFFICIO)
DIRECTOR OF DEPT OF DEVELOPMENT (EX OFFICIO)
PASSENGER
State Representative - Appointed by Speaker of House*
State Representative - Appointed by House Minority Leader*
State Senator - Appointed by President of Senate*
State Senator - Appointed by Senate Minority Leader*

* Non Voting Member

Currently, James E. Betts chairs the Commission and Thomas M. O’Leary serves as the Executive
Director. ORDC’S mission is to plan, promote, and implement the improved movement of people
and goods faster and safer on a rail transportation network connecting Ohio to the nation and the
world. The Commission is mandated by the General Assembly to develop, promote, and support
safe adequate and efficient freight and passenger rail transportation throughout the state. The
following are the major programs which constitute the work of the Commission.

Shortline Development Program

When large Class I carriers abandon lines they rate as unprofitable to operate, the loss to shippers
of Ohio grain, coal, and aggregate interests and industry can be significant. To maintain rail service
to local communities, ORDC can provide funds to acquire these lines. Small short line carriers

generally have lower overhead costs and can operate a profitable business, where the Class I carriers
cannot. Funds can also be provided to rehabilitate deteriorating tracks. All projects are evaluated
using the same eligibility criteria:

● a positive public benefit/cost ratio,
● operating viability and
● 40 percent local matching funds.
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In addition to acquisition, this program also undertakes rehabilitation projects on existing railroads
that will preserve rail service. These projects may impact a railroad’s ability to continue opemtions.
The criteria for a rehabilitation project are the same as for an acquisition project as listed above.
These projects usually involve high costs which are difficult for the short line companies’ low profit
margins to fund.

Industrial Development Program

Access to rail service is important to industrial expansion in Ohio. ORDC, in coordination with the
Ohio Department of Development (ODOD), provides funds for rail infrastructure projects to induce
business development or expansion. These projects include rail connections, spur tracks, and yards
to bring new industries to Ohio or to retain and expand existing Ohio companies. The Commission
and ODOD work in partnership to develop these projects.

Technical Assistance Program

Local communities affected by changes in railroad infrastructure may need technical assistance.
The ORDC will provide assistance in the following areas:

1) mediating natural conflicts that arise from abandonments;
2) working with railroads’ industrial development experts to bring new businesses to Ohio;
3) helping local governments or shippers groups owning a railroad to evaluate the condition
of the line and rehabilitation needs; and
4) providing information to shippers and communities located on lines scheduled for
abandonment and help formulate the best plan of action to continue rail service.

Rail Inspection

Rail inspectors are charged with ensuring the proper and best use of publicly funded work and

materials. Their job is to assess the rehabilitation needs of requested projects. The inspectors
monitor the work in progress on approved projects. Following project completion, periodic

preventive maintenance inspections are conducted.

Rail/Highway Safety Program

ORDC’s Safety Section staff administers an aggressive raiUhighway grade crossing safety program.
In the last year, achievements include measurable results in improving signage, increasing the

number of active warning devices, and reducing the number of crash incidents in Ohio. The staff
also has been able to reduce the time it takes from identification of a hazardous crossing to
installation of flashers and gates from one and a half to two years down to an average of one year.
This is the fastest installation time in the nation and a credit to the coordination among all of the
partners. Over the last five years, Ohio’s number of rail/highway crashes has been reduced by over
31 percent, from 311 to 214 crashes. The national rate has decreased by only 13 percent.



Grade Crossin~ Corridor Consolidation Promun

This program is an innovative approach to the problem of multiple, closely spaced, grade crossings
along a railroad line. The goal is to focus limited public dollars and improve the timeliness of

project implementation. A corridor team comprised of staff from the ORDC Safety Section, Public
Utilities Commission of Ohio, the Ohio Department of Transportation District Office, the railroad
carrier, and the 10CZI.Icommunity evaluates a corridor by considering various improvements. The
improvements include grade crossing consolidations, circuitry upgrades, road realignments, and
potential warning device integration with local street signal systems.

Grade Crossing Warning Devices Promun

Each year a number of priority crossings are upgraded by replacing existing warning devices with
a warning system of flashers and gates. Priority crossings are identified using a Federal Railroad
Administration formula which considers traffic, number and speed of trains, crash incidents, and
site crossing characteristics. A total of $15 million a year is budgeted by ODOT for this program.
ISTEA mandates that a portion of STP funds be allocated for hazard elimination. By formula this
mandate totals approximate y $6.2 million a year and ODOT adds another $8.8 million to this
priority program. In 1995, diagnostics were conducted on the top forty priority crossings in Ohio
and thirty-six were programmed for installation of active warning devices.

Grade Crossing Reconstruction Promun

Another component included in this funding category is the reconstruction of railhighway grade
crossings. The identification and reconstruction of the surfaces of rail/highway grade crossings in
need of repair is part of the Federal Grade Crossing Reconstruction Program. Approximately $2
million of the above $15 million a year is devoted to this program. Beginning in FY 1997, each
District will prioritize these projects, with funds available for one or two projects a year.

Buckeve Crossbuck Promun

The Federal Highway Administration has authorized Ohio to test a new state-of-the-art crossbuck,
known as the “Buckeye Crossbuck,” for use at crossings that do not have bells, lights, or gates. This
improved design was developed by a Conrail employee. A three year test is being conducted which
will look at a variety of factors to determine if the new warning device will motivate motorists to
look for trains at railroad crossings. The Buckeye Crossbuck may become a standard for the entire
country.

Rail Development Fund

When the Ohio General Assembly created the ORDC, it established that 50 percent of the Railroad
Corporate Franchise Tax would be deposited in a Rail Development Fund (RDF). In January 1998,
the percentage is to increase to 75 percent of the tax. To provide additional funding in FY 1996,
approximately $500,000 of supplemental funds came from the General Revenue Fund. The monies
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in the Fund may be used to promote, plan, design, construct, and maintain passenger and freight rail
transportation systems. Maintenance costs associated with rail lines owned by the ORDC and

administrative costs are also eligible activities, The Fund may also be used for the purpose of
acquiring, rehabilitating, or developing rail property or service, or for participation in the acquisition
of rail property in conjunction with the federal government, municipal corporations, townships,
counties, or other governmental agencies. ORDC may obtain acquisition loans from the federal
government or other sources, however, the Fund may not be used for loan guarantees. The Federal
Rail Administration (FRA) awards funds on a project by project basis.

In 1995, three rail purchases were funded, with a total of 19.5 miles of track acquired for $664,000.
Four rehabilitation projects totaling $1,292,043 and twelve spur and track construction projects
totaling $1,137,859 were financed with RDF monies. These projects retained 547 jobs and created

848 new jobs.
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Transpotiation Funding

Background

One of the key factors influencing Ohio’s transportation system, both now and in the future, is the

availability of funding and how that funding is properly managed. ODOT is committed to

supporting fiscal policies and funding that will ensure adequate revenue for the preservation and

maintenance of existing facilities and services. This commitment also applies to the reasonable

provision of new facilities and services where justified. The Department shall support, as needed,

efforts to develop new and innovative methods and sources of transportation finding for these
facilities so that they are available for all Ohio citizens.

Revenue Sources

There are eight general categories from which ODOT receives its revenue. These include Motor
Fuel Tax, Highway Use Taxes, General Revenue Fund, Federal Aid Participation, Railroad
Corporate Franchise Tax, Other Fees and Income, Bonds, and Local Funds. (Figure 2)

Motor Fuel Tax

The Motor Fuel Tax contains a federal tax and a state tax. The federal tax is currently 18.4 cents
per gallon for gasoline, 14.0 cents per gallon for gasohol, and 24.4 cents per gallon for diesel fuel.
With the passage of the increase to the State Motor Fuel Tax, effective July 1989, the rate was 18.0
cents per gallon for FY 1990, 20.0 cents per gallon for FY 1991, 21.0 cents per gallon for FY 1992,
and 22.0 cents per gallon for FY 1994.

The automatic annual adjustment in the tax on the wholesale price of motor vehicle fuel, or
maintenance index, was recalculated in May 1993 for application in FY 1994. The calculation
resulted in the motor fiel tax being increased by 1 cent per gallon. The use of the formula expired
in the FY 1992-93 budget bill and will not be used in the fhture unless legislation extends it. The
1994-95 budget included a Motor Fuel Tax increase of 1 cent per gallon in FY 1994 due to the
calculation.

In April, 1990 the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) notified ODOT that the federal
maintenance cost index would be eliminated in 1992. Beginning in January, 1993 a new formula
was created and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Maintenance Cost Index was
replaced by the Consumer Price Index - Urban.

The State of Ohio’s Motor Fuel Tax is actually five separate levies, added together, each of which
is distributed in a different manner. Prior to any distribution, the following transfers of receipts are
made:

1. 0.5% to the Waterways Safety Fund.
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2. the amount needed to ensure that there are sufficient funds to meet all payments for the
highway bond retirement.

3. art amount equal to 5 cents per gallon times the number of gallons sold at stations operated
by the Ohio Turnpike Commission to the Commission for turnpike projects.

The following Table 11 illustrates the approximate distribution of the combined levies after the
above transfers are made. It should be noted that based on current motor fuel consumption, each
penny of motor vehicle fuel tax generates approximately $56 million, after refunds.

Table 11

Distribution of Combined Levies Amount of Transfer

Highway Bonds Debt 1 cent

Ohio DOT 12.2 cents
i I

Highway Patrol 2.5 cents
I

State Transportation Improvement Fund* 1 cent
I

Local Governments ~
I

County I 2 cents I

Municipality 2.2 cents

Township 1.1 cents
/

State Motor Fuel Tax per gallon 22 cents

*Under terms of the 1989 Motor Fuel Tax increase, revenue from 1 cent of the increase each year, or approximate y
25% of the State’s gas tax revenues, will be distributed to local governments for use in meeting their road and bridge
needs.

Highway Use Taxes

There are two principal highway use taxes charged to commercial vehicles operating within the
State of Ohio. The first is an annual license tax which is based on a proportion of the weight of the
vehicle being registered. Ohio’s participation in the International Registration Plan, which replaced

the Axle Mile Tax, allows the state to collect this annual license tax from vehicles registered outside
the state as well as those registered inside the state. Under this plan, states share vehicle registration
fees with each other in proportion to the relative mileage traveled annually by the vehicle within
each state. In Ohio, the IRP accounts for 42.6% of the registration fee for commercial vehicles.

The second highway use tax is an additional three cents per gallon diesel surcharge. This is
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determined by the equivalent gallons consumed by commercial vehicles operating on public
highways within Ohio. The highway use taxes, which are dedicated for bond retirement, generate
approximately $70 million per year.

General Revenue Fund

Appropriations are made from the General Revenue Fund to support aviation, public transit, rail,
and water transportation activities. These non-highway activities are budgeted to receive $232.2
million in federal, state, and local funds. Of the $232.2 million, a total of $70.1 million is expected
from the General Revenue Funds for the 1996-1997 biennium. These funds are used to match
federal funds for some public transportation programs as well as to provide state funding for
statewide and local modal activities. Figure 3 illustrates where the monies allocated for the non-
highway activities will be spent during the 1996-1997 biennium.

Federal Aid Partici~ation

Federal Aid Participation represents Ohio’s share of anticipated federal government appropriations,
including federal grants. These are apportionments and/or allocations from Congressional Surface
Transportation Acts. The portion of the amount shown for federal aid that is allocated to highways
is approximately $1.26 billion, and for the other modal programs is $93.7 million for the 1996-1997
biennium. At this time, it is prudent to look at federal spending levels remaining flat. It is difficult
to know how the federal funding levels will be affected by various federal legislation.

Other Fees and Income

ODOT derives revenues from a variety of other sources in addition to those previously mentioned.
These other revenue sources include the following:

Investment Income - Receipts from the investment of highway cash balances by the
Treasurer of State.

License Plate Fees - Anticipated revenue from the sale of “personalized” and reserved
license plates. The fees are dedicated for construction and maintenance of roadside rest
areas and for highway beautification projects.

Railroads and Commercial Concerns - Receipts from commercial properties and railroads
for their shwe of highway costs.

Sales of Goods and Services - Revenues from services performed by ODOT for other
agencies. Services include sale of fuel, vehicle repairs, sales of equipment, public sales of
plans, scrap paper, etc.
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Property Management - Receipts from the lease of properties acquired in advance of actual
use for highway improvement.

Permit Fees - Receipts from the issuance of permits to move oversized and/or overweight
vehicles and loads.

Damage Claims - Reimbursements for repairs to highway facilities damaged by vehicular
accidents.

Refunds - Refund of cash disbursements, primarily from contractors for overpayments on
construction projects.

Shippers Match - Funds contributed by private shippers to help finance rail freight
assistance, planning and acquisition programs. Funds are used to rehabilitate rail lines,
construct new interchanges or new connections, provide substitute service facilities, and to
maintain state-owned rail properties.

Bonds

This portion of the revenue balance is funded through proceeds from bond sales authorized in the
Ohio Constitution and the Ohio Revised Code. The State can borrow through the sale of bonds with
the promise to pay the bondholder the principal amount plus accrued interest at some future date.
The Department has used bond financing since 1954 to escalate the construction of Ohio’s highway
systems. Micle 8 of the Ohio Constitution has been amended by the voters four times to authorize
the use of bond debt for highway purposes.

In 1954, Section 2C was added to Article 8 which authorized the spending of $500 million for the
construction of a Major Thoroughfare System, including the federal Interstate and other primary
arteries. The final payment on these bonds was made in 1972. The total interest cost for these
bonds was $108 million.

In 1964, Section 2g was approved by the voters which authorized another $500 million. These
bonds were fully retired in 1989 with the total interest cost equal to $153 million.

Then, in 1968, Amendment 2i was approved which authorized bond sales. This time, bonds can be

issued, upon appropriation by the General Assembly, up to an amount of $100 million each calendar
year. This can continue as long as there is no more than $500 million of outstanding debt at any one
time. This different and unique feature is known as the roll-over provision.

In November 1995, Amendment 2m was approved by the Ohio voters which authorized an increase
in ODOT’S bond limit. This change in the Constitution increased the bond authorization to $220
million each calendar year or $1.2 billion in debt outstanding at any one time. The roll-over
provision was maintained. When the Department pays off debt, it can reissue that amount with the
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legislature’s approval and as long as it is under the $1.2 million total limit.

It is the intent of the Department to utilize the “roll over” capabilities to its fullest during the
1998-1999 biennium. All debt being retired between November 1997 and May 1999 will be “rolled
over” for reappropriation to support ODOT’s capital highway budget.

Rail Comorate Franchise Tax

This tax is collected from individuals or companies engaged in the business of owning or operating
a railroad either wholly or partially within Ohio. The tax is paid on rights of way acquired and held
exclusively by the company or individual. The Ohio Rail Development Commission receives fifty
percent of the tax collected. At the beginning of FY 1996, the Commission received $4.1 million
and a mid year adjustment of another $1 million. The estimates for FY 1997 are approximately the
same as FY 1996. The mid year adjustment is less predictable and difficult to estimate an amount
for FY 1997.

Local Funds

Cities, townships, and counties participate in providing transportation facilities by paying a share
of the cost of highway improvements within their respective jurisdictions. The localities also
participate in the purchase of special equipment needed to make mass transit vehicles accessible to
elderly and handicapped users.

Local transit operating agencies also have the ability to generate dedicated revenues for their
respective systems through the imposition of local area sales, property, and income taxes.

Transportation Funding Summary

In conclusion, all of the above revenue sources are contained in the current Ohio Department of
Transportation Budget for the years 1996-97 or the current biennium.
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Financial Analysis

The guidance on Statewide Transportation Planning and Programming (23 U,S.C. 135) provides that
projects in the STIP must be consistent with metropolitan TIPs and must reflect expected fimding
and priorities for programming. The program shall include a project, or an identified phase of a

project, only if full funding can reasonably be anticipated to be available within the time period
contemplated for its completion.

This year the federal obligation ceiling will again be taken into account in the fiscal analysis. This
annual funding limit, which is applicable to all the principal federal funding categories except
Minimum Allocation, Appalachian, and Demonstration funds, prevents Ohio from being able to
fully use its available federal funds each year. ODOT has been using “advance construction”
funding provisions in recent years to lessen the impact of the federal obligation limit on our
construction program. Under this provision federal-aid projects can initially be funded with state
funds, and converted to federal funding in a later fiscal period. Past and anticipated advance
construction financing must also be taken into account in demonstrating that the STIP is financially
realistic.

Each of Ohio’s sixteen designated MPOS representing urbanized areas of 50,000 or greater
population annually develops a four-year TIP for their area. These programs are prepared on a state
fiscal year basis (July 1- June 30), and list the projects for which federal funding of preliminary
engineering (PE), right-of-way (R/W) and/or construction (CO) is planned. They contain ODOT
sponsored state highway projects, and local government sponsored projects both on and off the state
highway system. The MPOS have included all 100 percent state funded projects in the fmt year of
their TIPs, and any currently programmed with ODOT in the out years. These TIPs are developed
in cooperation and consultation with ODOT, and are required to be in reasonable financial balance
in regard to the federal funds allocated to the MPOS.

In each of these TIPs, the projects planned for financing with the federal funds made available for
use by these MPOS have previously been reviewed and determined to be within reasonable expected
federal funding levels, as required. In several instances individual MPO TIPs are somewhat out of
balance in a particular year relative to their obligation ceilings. The aggregate statewide program
is nonetheless in fiscal balance each year, however, and since the MPOS have jointly adopted an
obligation authority redistribution procedure and can potentially lend and borrow federal funds
and/or obligation authority we consider the TIPs to be in reasonable fiscal balance. The potential
for financing the state sponsored projects in these TIPs and the state share of the local government
sponsored projects where applicable is addressed here in conjunction with the analysis of the
financing needs of the non-MPO STIP projects.

Overview and Assumptions

Projections of carryover balances, future state revenue, future federal apportionments, and
obligation limitations are required for the fiscal analysis. The projected state and federal funds
available to finance the highway portion of the STIP are shown in Table A. The projected
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obligation ceilings have been set at 100% for each of the four years of the STIP. It is difficult to
predict federal apportionments in the equity adjustment funding categories (e.g., Hold Harmless,
Interstate Reimbursement, Donor State Bonus, Minimum Allocation) or for those funds apportioned
based on relative needs (e.g. Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation). Federal projections have
been based on ISTEA authorization and FY 1996 apportionment levels, with the 12.54% cut in FY
1996 apportionments due to ISTEA Section 1OO3(C)factored out.

The program used to generate the project listing for the non-MPO portion of the STIP summarizes
federaI and state funding demand by category and year for all programmed projects (i.e. those in

ODOTS project database), including MPO projects. For the financial analysis this funding demand
has been increased to include the projects in the MPOS’ TIP not yet formally programmed by
ODOT, and to account for projects covered by general statewide line item.

Projects scheduled for sale through ODOTS July 31, 1996 bid letting will be authorized and the
funds obligated under the FY 1996-1999 STIP prior to July 1, 1996. Since these projects will
appear in the FY 1997-2000 MPOS’ TIP and ODOTS STIP, the prior fund obligation has been
disregarded in projecting the carryover federal balances, at the start of FY 1997.

The objective in the fiscal analysis has been to show that the aggregate federal and state funding
demand is within the total federal and state funding available each year and within the federal
obligation ceiling, taking into consideration that federal funds specifically dedicated for certain
project or types of projects cannot be used to cover other project funding shortfalls. Ohio currently
has about $50 million of toll revenue “soft match” credit available and anticipates receiving
additional credit during the STIP period. This credit enables ODOT to significantly reduce state
funding demand by increasing the federal share of projects throughout the FY 1997-2000 period,
if necessary. If the federal demand exceeds projected apportionments or obligation limits, projects
can be temporarily financed using advance construction provisions, or converted to non-federal.

The analysis reflects that the STIP program is well within ODOT’S federal and state funding
capacity. It should be noted that while the STIP is based on state fiscal years which start July 1st,
federal apportionments are normally made on October lst, the start of each federal fiscal year. In
the fiscal analysis this three month delay in receipt of federal apportionments is considered
inconsequential because of prior year carry -overs, federal advance construction provisions and the
other funding flexibility provided under ISTEA.

The following additional factors were also taken into consideration:

● Ohio has not identified and programmed a large number of locally sponsored
projects to use the 10% STP set aside from for transportation enhancements. These
have been prioritized and appear accordingly in the STIP and TIPs. Not all of the
projects previously selected have been programmed with ODOT, and some
enhancement funding is now also being made available to the ODOT Districts, so
additional enhancement funding demand has also been included in the statewide line
items each year.
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● For administrative purposes ODOT has elected to distribute the Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality (CIWAQ) funds to each of Ohio’s air quality
non-attainment and maintenance MPOS “in proportion to their weighted
non-attainment population. Prior to the distribution $8 million is beb,g dedicated per
year to meet CMAQ funding commitments previously made by ODOT. While
ODOT has accepted the judgment of the MPOS regarding the general eligibility of
projects within their TIPs for CM/AQ funding, actual eligibility will be predicated
on specific air quality reduction analysis for each project.

● Due to the transfer and flexible funding provisions of ISTEA, any pre-ISTEA
Interstate Resurfacing, Restoration and Rehabilitation (IR); Consolidated Primary
(F); and Urban System (M) and Rural Secondary (RS) fund obligation releases have
been considered as Interstate Maintenance (IM); National Highway System (NH);
and Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds respectively in financing the STIP.
The Donor State Bonus (DSB), Minimum Allocation (MA), Unobligated Balance
Flexibility, and Restoration Funds (RF) can be used in lieu of any of the other
federal funds, as can the STP funds not specifically earmarked for safety and
transportation enhancement activities.

General Procedures

To demonstrate that this STIP is in reasonable financial balance the aggregate federal and state share
for all MPO and non-MPO projects was totaled by federal fund type and by year, and compared to
projected available funding and obligation limits. Projects using Interstate Maintenance (IM),
National Highway System (NH), Surface Transportation program (STP), Unobligated Balance
Flexibility, Restoration (RF), Donor State Bonus (DSB), Bridge (BR), Minimum Allocation (MA),
Safety (STP), and Appalachian Development (APD) funding were evaluated jointly in consideration
of the flexible funding provisions of ISTEA. The APD projects were included since they greatly
exceed expected APD funding levels and will be financed using alternative funding and advance
construction provisions.

The initial draft MPO TIPs were developed based on project status information provided to the
MPOS last December. When this program is submitted for final federal review and approval in
June the scheduling data will have undergone review and update. ODOT conducted a
comprehensive review of all projects in the draft MPO TIPs to identify those which should be
adjusted. The ODOT sponsored project changes required for fiscal balance were also identified and
each MPO was notified to incorporate these changes in its TIP so that the fiscal analysis would be
valid. Any changes which impact the MPO air quality conformity findings have been taken into
account in that analysis.

In conducting the financial analysis the Interstate Construction, Demonstration, Highway Planning
and Research and Metropolitan Planning funding categories were analyzed and will be discussed
separately, since these funds cannot be used to finance other projects. The Transportation
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Enhancement Activity (STP), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CM/AQ), Appalachian Local
Access (APL), and Forest Highway (FH) funding demand was also accounted for separately. The
remaining federal categories are jointly discussed.

Interstate Construction Promun

On July 1, 1996 Ohio will have about $18,063,000 of Interstate Construction (I) funds remaining
from the FY 1996 apportionment received in FY 1995 (Interstate Construction funds are
apportioned a year in advance).

Ohio’s Interstate Construction Program is nearly complete, with the reconstruction of a portion of
Interstate 670, Spring-Sandusky Interchange, in Columbus representing the last eligible work.
Standard Interstate Construction funding apportionments were last authorized for FY 1996 under
ISTEA, although discretionary funding is authorized. Based on the finding priorities as currently
established for FY 1997-2000 for Ohio’s Major New Construction Program, ODOT should have
sufficient Interstate Construction (I) funds available. This is reflected in Tables A and B which are
included at the end of this section,

Acmdachian Hi~hwav Promun

Ohio receives federal Appalachian Development Highway (APD) funding from the Appalachian
Regional Commission (ARC) each year to finance eligible projects on the designated Appalachian
Development Highway System, and federal Appalachian Local Access (APL) funding for local
government projects under the Appalachian Local Access Road program administered through the
Ohio Department of Development. In the latter program there are several projects for which funds
have been granted, but Ohio’s APL balance exceeds current funding needs. The pattern in recent
years has been for ARC to withdraw unused APL funds toward the end of each fiscal year, and then
to restore them in the allocation for the following year. This pattern is expected to continue in FY
1997-2000.

The ARC has been operating on a continuing resolution basis for a number of years, and funding

levels in the APD category have consequently been quite low. Since FY 1983 Ohio’s
apportionments have been committed to finance APD projects to complete SR 32 and SR 253 at
Greenup Dam which were let to contract using advance construction procedures in the early 1980’s.
These projects were all fully converted to conventional APD funding by FY 1991, and the APD
funding is now being used to finance the SR 32 Piketon bypass and the upgrading of US 50 between
Athens and Coolville.

The cost of the latter projects greatly exceeds the funding capacity at current APD funding levels.
Advance construction provisions or alternative financing will therefore have to be used if higher
APD funding levels are not realized. For financial analysis purposes APD apportionments have
been assumed to continue at FY 1996 levels and the APD funding shortfall covered with National
Highway System (NH), Surface Transportation Program (STP), Minimum Allocation (MA), or state
funds. In Table B the federal share of the right-of-way costs for these projects have been transferred
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to the state funding column to better reflect the fiscal reaiity.

Demonstration Proiects

The provision in ISTEA Section 1025 that the STIP should include a project or project phase only
if full funding can reasonably be anticipated to be available to complete the project presents an
interesting cent.mdiction to the inclusion in ISTEA of the special demonstmtion projects. Ohio was

authorized $165 million of demonstration funds in ISTEA for projects having an estimated total cost
of about $1,450 million. The $165 million was scheduled for apportionment incrementally from
FY 1992 through FY 1997 (8% the first year and 18.4% per year thereafter), but in FY 1996

apportionment was reduced by 12.54%. None of the $7 million authorized for Ohio under ISTEA
Section 1069 has been appropriated at all to date, nor have any funds been appropriated for the
portion of the Interstate 73f74 corridor in Ohio. This corridor was identified for inclusion as a High
Priority Corridor on the National Highway System under ISTEA, but no funding was specifically
authorized for work in Ohio. Preliminary development activities related to this potential fhture
project were undertaken by the Ohio Turnpike Commission.

The financing of all the demonstration projects is beyond Ohio’s conventional federal funding
capacity, yet there is public interest in and considerable publicity attached to many of them. Some
had been programmed prior to ISTEA, and others have been initiated. From the STIP perspective
we have included these, on the presumption that additional demonstration funding can ultimately
be obtained to complete them.

Hi~hwav P1annin~ and Research & Metro~olitan Planning

The ISTEA significantly increased federal funding for the Highway Planning and Research (SPR)
and Metropolitan Planning (PL) programs, and also provided the option of financing these activities
with STP funds. Ohio received about $8,800,000 of SPR funds and $5,470,000 of PL funds in FY
1996. Projected SPR and PL allocations for FY 1997-2000 are consistent with these allocation
levels, with the 12.54?lo FY 1996 funding cut factored out. The projected funding demand in these
categories as reflected in the statewide STIP entries for FY 1997-2000 is consistent with the
allocation projections. This funding may be supplemented with STP and CMAQ funds, as indicated
in the statewide entries.

Other Federal Funding Categories

Under ISTEA the Surface Transportation Program (STP), Donor State Bonus (DSB), Minimum
Allocation (MA), Unobligated Balance Flexibility, and Restoration Funds can essentially be used
in lieu of other conventional federal funds; Interstate Construction (I) and Interstate Maintenance
(IM) projects can be financed with National Highway System (NH) funds; Consolidated Primary
(F) fund obligation releases can be transferred into the National Highway System (NH) or Surface
Transportation Program (STP) category; and Urban System (M) and Rural Secondary (RS) fund
obligation releases can be transferred into the Surface Transportation Program (STP).
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In addition, up to 20% of the Interstate Maintenance (IM) funds can be transferred into the National
Highway System (NH) and/or the Surface Transportation Program (STP) each year; up to 50% of
the National Highway System (NH) funds can be transferred into the Surface Transportation
Program (STP); and up to 50% of the Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation Program (BR) funds
can be transfemd into the National Highway System (NH) and/or Surface Transportation Program

(STP). Larger Interstate Maintenance (IM) and National Highway System (NH) transfers are
permitted under certain conditions, but Ohio’s funding demand in these categories is such that no

transfers are anticipated.

Due to this broad funding flexibility, the Interstate Maintenance (IM), National Highway System

(NH), Surface Transportation program (STP), Unobligated Balance Flexibility, Restoration Funds
(RF), Donor State Bonus (DSB), Minimum Allocation (MA), Bridge Replacement and
Rehabilitation (BR), and Highway Safety (STP) funding categories have been jointly assessed and
evahated. The SR 32 and US 50 Appalachian (APD) projects have also been included, as
previously noted.

The fiscal summary which confirms that the highway portion of this STIP is in msonable financial
balance relative to these remaining federal funding categories and to overall state highway funding
demand is presented in Table B. The shaded cells in Table B illustrate that the aggregate funding
demand each year is within available funding levels and obligation limits.

State Highway Funding Summary

As reflected in Table A, it is projected that ODOT will have $521.5 million of new state highway
finding available to finance maintenance and capital improvement projects in state FY 1997 after
debt semice, lands and buildings, operating, and other costs are covered. Ohio’s projected highway
funding availability is $496.5 million in FY 1998, $366.1 million in FY 1999, and $366.2 million
in FY 2000. Motor fbel consumption for that period is projected to grow at 1 percent annually. The
motor fuel tax is projected to remain at 22 cents per gallon, and ODOT is expected to experience
stable operating costs due to savings resulting from our reengineering effort. Although here has
been some discussion of financing the Department of Public Safety (State Highway Patrol) with
other than State Motor Fuel Tax to provide ODOT with additional funding, this has not been
reflected in the revenue projection.

Last November, Ohio voters approved the State Issue 11ballot initiative to increase ODOT’S bond
financing authority by $120,000,000 per year. This provided a greatly needed increase in state
funding capability, as reflected in Tables A and B. Due to the debt service requirements and

ODOT’S assumption that there will be no increase in the State Motor Fuel Tax in FY 1997-2000,
ODOT has projected that this additional bond financing will only be used in State FY 1996, 1997,
and 1998.

The State generally provides the non-federal share of construction for all projects on state highways,
and local government must provide the match for projects on local roads. The computer program
used for generating ODOT’S STIP project listing totals the state funding demand for preliminary
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engineering, right-of-way and construction for all STIP projects. The funding demand is
automatically reduced to account for funds already encumbered for consultant contracts or
right-of-way acquisition, and it has been increased to account for the statewide line item funding
needs .

As indicated in the shaded cells, Table B reflects that the STIP is in yearly fiscal balance from a
state funding perspective, in each of the dedicated federal funding categories, in the flexible federal
funding categories when combined, and federally from the perspective of the annual obligation
limit. ODOT wishes to point out that it has transferred some funding demand presented in the STIP
as federal to the state funding column, to recognize the significant bond financing increase and more
clearly reflect that the program is in fiscal balance. An effort is currently under way to identify the
specific projects in the program which will actually be bond financed.
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OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DIVISION OF FINANCE

STATE REVENUE PROJECTION
AS OF JUNE 18, 1996

ACTUAL EST EST EST EST
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999

EST
2000

REVENUE:
Gross MotorFuel Tax $855,583,000

$88,139,000
$923,702,000
$100,000,000

$1,023,702,000
($125,336,000)
$898,366,000

$864,100,000 $873,000,000
$32,000,000 $10,000,000

$896,100,000 $883,000,000
$220,000,000 $220,000,000

$1,116,100,000 $1,103,000,000
($128,000,000) ($147,000,000)
$988,100,000 $956,000,000

$882,000,000
($5,000,000)

$877,000,000
$220,000,000

$1,097,000,000

*#?!##
!!

$891,000,000
($15,000,000)
$876,000,000
$100,000,000
$976,000,000

($158,000,000)
$818,000,000

$900,000,000
Overflowfrom Bond Fund
Gross Fuel Tax Revenue
HighwayBonds
Total HWYFund 02 Revenue
Less: HighwaySafety Draw
trVWFund 02 & 042 Revenue

($18,000,000)
$882,000,000
$100,000,000
$982,000,000

($164,000,000)
$818,000,000

Other Income:
Investment Income $10,125,000

$877,600
$2,517,000
$3,500,000
$4,463,000
$1,830,000

$138,100
$2,613,000
13,900,000

$15,000,000
$903,928

$2,600,000
$6,000,000
$4,600,000
$1,000,000

$143,000
$2,690,000

S15.000.000

$15,000,000
$932,000

$3,000,000
$6,500,000
$4,750,000
$1,300,000

$150,000
$2,700,000
S7.700.000

$12,000,000
$959,000

$3,000,000
$7,000,000
$4,800,000
$1,300,000

$250,000
$2,700,000

$0

$12,000,000
$988,000

$2,600,000
$7,000,000
$4,800,000
$1,300,000

$250,000
$2,700,000

so

$12,000,000
$1,000,000
$2,600,000
$7,000,000
$4,800,000
$1,300,000

$250,000
$2,700,000

$0
$1,500,000

$33,150,000

Sales Interagency
Sales - Auction
License Plate Fees
Permits
Damage Claims
Property Mgmt. Fees
Refunds
Unappropriated Revenue
Other Acct.’s Receivable
Total Other

“$1;500;000
$49,436,928

$1 ;500;000
$43,532,000

$1,500,060
$33!509,000

$1,500,000
$33,138,000

$1,452,000
$41,415,700

$935m7uu!!Total State Revenue

Revenue Assumptions:

1. Estimated 1“Agrowth in MFT consumption.
2. Ethanol Cap will stay at $15 million per year.
3. There will be no increase in the Motor Fuel Tax Rate.
4. Increase bonding authority will be eliminatd in FY1 999.
5. License plates fees increasing due to popularity of vanity plates

EXPENDITURES

Operating & Equipment $459,000,000 $437,000,000 $450! 000,000
OBA Debt Service

$450,000,000
$12,000,000

$450,000,000
$13,000,000 $16,000,000

$450,000,000
$20,000,000

Lands & Buildings $5,500,000 $12,000,000
$23,000,000

$12,000,000 $12!000,000
$23,000,000

SUBTOTAL
$12,000,000 S12,000,000

$476,500,000 $462,000,000 $478,000,000 $482,000,000 $485,000,000 $485,000,000

Available for Planmng, Mamt.,
and Construction Contracts $463,28 f,700 S575,536,928 $521,532,000 S496,509,000 $366,138,000 $366,150,000

Expenditure Assumptions

1 Operating costs will stabalize due to reengmeering

2 Highway Patrol wdlt continue to be funded from the State Motor Fuel Tax

3 Lands & Bulldmgs increased $6M per year to cover Enwronmental clean up costs
4 Heavy Equipment WIII continue 10 be funded at $15M per year after 1997

RVPRJ200R WB2
TMM



STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM fSTIP).,
STATE FISCAL YEAR 1997

COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTION

ALL SYSTEMS
EXCEPT INTERSTATE

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

STATEWIDE LINE ITEMS
STATE FY 1997

?AIL HIGHWAY CROSSING SAFETY

-IIGHWAY PLANNING AND RESEARCH

PREPARATION OF INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM DOCUMENTS
AND PROVIDE GUIDANCE TO LPAs

RIDESHARE PROGRAM

BRIDGE INSPECTION

RIGHT-OF-WAY HARDSHIP AND PROTECTIVE BUYING

NATIONAL RECREATIONAL TRAILS

SPECIALIZED SERVICES PROVIDED BY
STATEWIDE/DISTRICTWIDE CONSULTANT CONTRACT

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
402 SAFETY PROGRAM ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES

UNDIVIDED HIGHWAY RESURFACING

OTHER BASIC MAINTENANCE PROJECTS

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST
(Ooo’s)

15,000

21 ,Oacl

so

2,000

1,000

1,000

Soo

2,000

2,000

2,000

2,S00

22.WO

TYPE
OF

FEDERAL
FUNDS

STP

SPR
PL

STP
CMAQ

STP

STP
CMAQ

BR

Nt+
STP

NRT

NH
STP

STP

STP

NH
STP

NH
STP

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST, BY PHASE

P.E.

1,Wo

9,900
5,5D0

S00
Sacl

40

1,S00
Soo

Boo

100

B(XI
Boo

1,Baa

9
Cws

I

m
400

100

Boa

CONST

14,000

200

Boo

1,000
1,Doo

1,OW
1,000

ESPONSIBLE
AGENCY

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE



STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)
STATE FISCAL YEAR 1996

COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTION

4LL SYSTEMS
~XCEPT INTERSTATE

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

STATEWIDE LINE ITEMS
STATE FY 199B

RAIL HIGHWAY CROSSING SAFETY

HIGHWAY PIANNING AND RESEARCH

PREPARATION OF INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM DOCUMENTS
AND PROVIDE GUIDANCE TO LPAs

RIDESHARE PROGRAM

BRIDGE INSPECTION

RIGHT-OF-WAY HARDSHIP AND PROTECTIVE BUYING

NATIONAL RECREATIONAL TRAILS

SPECIALIZED SERVICES PROVIDED BY
STATEWIDE/DISTRICTWIDE CONSULTANT CONTRACT

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
402 SAFETY PROGRAM ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES

UNDIVIDED HIGHWAY RESURFACING

OTHER BASIC MAINTENANCE PROJECTS

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST
(Ooo’s)

15,000

21,000

54)

2,000

1,ODo

1,000

500

2,000

2,000

5,0W

B2,000

BB,ooo

TYPE
OF

FEDERAL
FUNDS

sTP

SPR
PL

STP
CMAQ

STP

STP
CMAQ

BR

NH
STP

NRT

NH
STP

STP

STP

NH
STP

NH
STP

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST. BY PHASE

P.E.

1,000

9,900
5,500

500
500

40

1,503
500

Boo

100

Boo
Boo

1#m

(Om7s)
Rlw

400
m

100

Boo

CONST

14,000

200

3,200

1,Wo
1,000

1,Ooa
1,000

ESPONSIBLE
AGENCY

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE



STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM C3TIP).,
STATE FISCAL YEAR 19S9

COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTIOh

ALL SYSTEMS
EXCEPT INTERSTATE

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

ALLSYSTEMS

STATEWIDE LINE ITEMS
STATEFY1999

RAIL I-UGHWAYCROSSING SAFETY

HIGHWAY PLANNING AND RESEARCH

PREPARATIONOF INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM DOCUMENTS
AND PROVIDE GUIDANCE TOLPAS

RIDESHAREPROGRAM

BRIDGE INSPECTION

RIGHT-OF-WAYHARDSHIP AND PROTECTIVE BUYING

NATIONAL RECREATIONAL TRAILS

SPECIALIZED SERVICES PROVIDEDBY
STATEWIDHDISTRICTWIDE CONSULTANT CONTRACT

OHIO DEPARTMENT OFPUBLICSAFETY
402SAFETYPROGRAM ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENTACTIVITIES

UNDIVIDED HIGHWAY RESURFACING

OTHER BASIC MAINTENANCE PROJECTS

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST
(000S)

15,000

21,000

50

2,000

1,000

1,000

500

2,000

2,cmo

10,OOO

66,000

67,000

TYPE
OF

FEDERAL
FUNDS

STP

SPR
PL

STP
CMAQ

STP

STP
CMAQ

BR

NH
STP

NRT

NH
STP

STP

STP

NH
STP

NH
STP

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST, BY PHASE

P.E.

1,000

9,900
5,500

500
500

40

1,500
Soo

600

lm

600
600

1,600

(Ooo’s)
Riw

400
400

100

Bfxl

CONST

14,000

200

7,200

1,000
1,000

1,000
1,000

ESPONSIBLE
AGENCY

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE



STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP).,
STATE FISCAL YEAR 2000

COUNTY-ROUTE-SECTION

ALL SYSTEMS
EXCEPT INTERSTATE

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

ALL SYSTEMS

STATEWIDE LINE ITEMS
STATE FY 2(XHJ

RAIL HIGHWAY CROSSING SAFETY

HIGHWAY PLANNING AND RESEARCH

PREPARATION OF INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM DOCUMENTS
AND PROVIDE GUIDANCE TO LPAs

RIDESHARE PROGRAM

BRIDGE INSPECTION

RIGHT-OF-WAY HARDSHIP AND PROTECTIVE BUYING

NATIONAL RECREATIONAL TRAILS

SPECIALIZED SERVICES PROVIDED BY
STATEWIDE/DISTRICTWIDE CONSULTANT CONTRACT

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
402 SAFETY PROGRAM ACTIVITIES

TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES

UNDIVIDED HIGHWAY RESURFACING

OTHER BASIC MAINTENANCE PROJECTS

TOTAL
PROJECT

COST
(000’s)

15,000

21,000

50

2,000

1$)00

1,000

500

2,000

2,000

16,(MU

64,000

62,000

lYPE
OF

FEDERAL
FUNDS

STP

SPR
PL

STP
CMAQ

STP

STP
CMAQ

BR

NH
STP

NRT

NH
STP

STP

STP

NH
STP

NH
STP

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST, BY PHASE

P.E.

1,000

9,900
5,500

500
500

40

1,500
m

600

I(XJ

BCKl
600

1,6D0

(Ooo’s)

RAN

400
400

100

6CUI

CONST

14,000

200

15,200

1,000
1$X)0

1,OWl
1,Oocl

ESPONSIBLE
AGENCY

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE

STATE



TABLE A - Projected State and Federal Revenue, Highways
(Thousands)

Federal Funds:

interstate Construction (I)

Interstate Maintenance (IM)

National Highway System (NH)

Surfiice Transportation Program (STP)
Restoration Funds
Donor State Bonus (DSB)
Transportation Enhancement (STP)
Bridge Replacement/Rehabilitation (BR)
Congestion MitigatiordAir Quality (CMAQ)
Minimum Allocation (MA)
Highway Planning & Research (SPR)
Metropolitan Planning (PL)
Demonstration Funding
Appalachian Development Highways (APD)
Appalachian Local Access Roads (APL)
Forest Highway/Public Lands

Federal Total -

State Funds -

Notes:

Projeeted
Carryover

7/1/96

$18,063
4,242

17,663
100,974

760
22,120
38,919
47,133
67,712
69,200

8,677
5,470

105,131
0

1,302
310

$507,676

$30,000

FY 1997

$0
104,000
118,000
208,800

6,000
30,200
17,700
92,000
42,200

9,300
9,900
5,500

29,100
7,700

0
0

$680,400

$521,532

FY 1998

$0
104,000
118,000
208,800

0
30,200
17,700
92,000
42,200

9>300
9,900
5,500

0
7,700

0
0

$645,300

$496,509

FY 1999

$0
104,000
118,000
208,800

0
30,200
17,700
92,000
42,200

9,300
9,900
5,500

0
7,700

0
0

$645,300

$366,138

FY 2000

$0
104,000
118,000
208,800

0
30,200
17,700
92,000
42,200

9,300
9,900
5,500

0
7,700

0
0

$645,300

$366,150

1) The Hold Harmless and Interstate Reimbursement equity adjustment and Unobligated Balance Flexibility finds are included under STP.
2) The federal funds will be obligated prior to June 30, 1996, for the projects in ODOT”S July 17th and July31 st bid lettings.

However, the projected federal carryover balance has been @USted to reflect that these projects are included in the STIP.



TABLE 8
STIP FISCAL SUMMARY - SFY 1997

(Thousands)
Page 1 of 4

FEDERAL FUNDS SUBJECT TO ANNUAL OBLIGATION CEILING ~

I IM” NH” FLEX, RF, TEA
STP &DSB” (STP) BR” CMAQ SUB-TOTAL MA” APO” APL DEMO TOTAL FLEXIBLE

STATE FjD:TW#E(”)

Crv 4007 IT,,”.-r;””.

II
.,”, ,= .=.. . . n -, -..
New Appropr[atlons 0[ 104:OOG I :--- ] “--:._ ,119000 245 ,., ,-- , 1 1 n I

Total Available [
18,063 108,242 135,663 368,854 58,619 “’-”” ““”v ‘“’’””~ ~:h: 1 7;139,133 109,912 29,857

1 1 1 1 1 I 1 N n I ,
11-’LRJ’.,’ ;;;;:” n 18n63I 4242 I 17663 I 123,854 ] 38,919 I 47,133 ]

I
67,712 I

I
14,457 ~ 332,043 ~ 69,200 ] 01 1,302 I 105,131

nnn 177nn co nnn A7 ?nrr I I&Ann H CQA‘WWI
30,000

0,300 7,700 ] 0]
292,092

29,100 521,532 1,097,532
,500 7,700 1,302 134,231 551,532 . 1,389,624 ,

.7,.
01 01 ii A? ,--------- --------

State Resurfacing Program o 24,186 42,288 32,?

State Bridge Program o 7,272 11,728 24, -- , n 1
Local Bridge Program o 0 0 148

““, . . . “,”””
-o I 27,95a I Oj 61 28,1-- “ - “-- ‘

State Urban Pro/ects o 0 626 10,743 01 01 01 on 11 3
MPO Urban Projects o 0 7,714 102,687 177
County Secondary Prr.yects o 0 0 16,749 0
Slate Blkeway Program o 0 0 0 4,898 , u
TEA Projects o

.,-
0 17 0 14,436 0 0 6] 14,4

Rest Area Upgrading (P&D) o 1,278 648 0 0 0 0 0] 1,9--
Noise Wall Retrofit o 0 3,089 0 0 0 0 o! 3,0%9 i I I Y
Highway Safety Program o 6,526 647 19,839 0 0 0 0

u u 311 S,tiuu
27,012 301 ;I

Miscellaneous Other o 1,970 3,257 4,491 0
01

1,580 259 0
0 3,822 31,135

11,557
Subtotal-Programmed

o
7,124

01
106,6C6

570 I
135,501 260,050 24,767 81,530 32,975 310 ~

o 32,834 44,132
648$383 27,214 24,398 570 9,378 501,839 1,137,136

SFY 1997 Demand: 1
Pnoc Year Advance ConstructIon 0{ 29,172 j 4.2,896 I 26,055 5,192 16,684 j 11,150 ]

1
0] 131,149

Major New ConstructIon
o

7,124
24,396 0 838 j

o 3,045 I 01 on
o

49845
139,203

Mamr Rrwine Prnoram o
0 0 0 8,540 ~ 228,166

0 5,%X , .,,588 0
270,887

0
,.364 l— 0 —1 0 ii

0
6]

Og 8,512 56,100
98,838 2,824 0 0

463
0] 157,778

64 25467 I 01 r-rf m nlA Q rmn
259,440

0 0 o~ 59,285 131,835
lUQ 2,4L9 o 0 Ofl o

..,369
30,535

0 0
I 731 I

o
o~

o~
21,566 I

818 12,187
132,875 15,651 0

II 85 I 01
0

310 ~
o [

17,144 2,409
8,810 135,593

[ al
o

01
0

n~
o 0 19,243

A 898 0 0 0 0 0
453 0

0
0 0 0

376
384 401

n o 0 0 919 2,845
n . . . . . ----

! UnprograrnmedhlP~ Projects-.
u

o 150 3,295 5,217 900 984 25,311 o~ 35,857
1

Undhlded H1 hwa Resurfacing
/ OtherBas!c;a{nt~nance

o 0
0 0

1,000 1,000 0 0 0 o~
o 0 ~

2,00il o
0 9,646

0 0
0

1,01Y3 1,Ooil o 0 0 o?
o 0 I

2,000
500 2,500

;~ Other Statewide Items o 0
0 0

1,200
0 0

19,840 1,600 800 1,000 14,147 ‘ 38,587
20,000 22,000

I Subtotal - Unprogrammed o
0

150
0

6,495
0

27,057 2,!5011 1,764 26,311
0 3,000

14,147 78,444 0
24,840

0 0 0 23,500 58,986

Total Demand 7,124 10C,756 141,996 287,107 I 27,267 83,314 I 59,286 14,457 , 727,307
Advance Construction Carryover o

27,214 I 24,396 570
40,000 40,000 15,000 I o

9,378 525,339
01 0 01

1,196,122
95,CQ0 16,696

~ Adjusted Demand 7,124 66,756
0

101,996 272,107 I 27,267 83,314 [ 59,286
0

14,457 I -?& 27,214 I
o 111,696

7,700 570 9,378 525,339 ~ 1,084,426

Obligabon Llmltation

Carryover (Shortfall} 10,939 [ 41,486 [ 33,667 I 96,747 26,1931 -.193,502

‘ Federal funds that can regrouped forpurpose ofcomparlng fund ava!lablll~ versus funding demand duetolSTEA tind!ngflexlb!llV
““ Includlng STP and CMAQ transfers to FTA, and TEA projects



TABLE B
STIP FISCAL SUMMARY - SFY 1998 Page 2 of 4

(thousands)

ILZ‘ ““’RALF-““=“’”’-’““IM” NH” FLEX, RF, TEA BR’ CMAQ HPR, PL
STP &DSW (STP) & FH

SFY 1998 Funding:
Car~er 7/1 /97 10,939 41,486 33,667 96,747 29,352 55,819 50,626 15,400

New Approprlallons o 104,000 118,000 239,CO0 17,700 92,000 42,200 15,400
Total Available 10,939 145,486 151,667 335,747 47,052 147,819 92,826 30,800

SFY 1998 Demand:
Prior Year Advance Coriit~tict!on o 40,000 40,000 15,000 0 0 0 0
Major New Conslructlon 830 18,418 17,678 13,282 0 0 0 0
Major Bridge Program o 34,290 12,800 1,440 0 418 0 0

_Sla!e Resurfacing Program o 61,948 58,0+32 5,927 0 0 0 0
_State Bridge Program o 20,878 5,636 9,779 0 31,389 0 0

1ocal Bridge Program o 0 0 311 0 34,953.— 0 0
Slate Urban Projects o 0 0 8,561 0 0 0 0
MPO Urban Projects o 46 785 46,031 0 0 23,253 0

““CountySecondary Projects – o 0 0 10,595 0 0 0 0
State Btkeway Program o 0 0 0 4,055 0 0 0
TEA P-rejects o 0 0 0 13,801 0 0 0
Rest Area Upgradln~ (P&D) o 0 7,020 0 0 0 0 0
Noise Wall Retroflf o 0 3,915 0 0 0 0
Highway Safety Pro~am”

o
0 0 1,576 11,459 0 0 0

– Miscellaneous Other -
0

0 3,540 10,922 2,650 0 0 0 0
Subtotal-Programmed 830 179,120 158,394 125,055 17,856 66,760 23,253 0

Unprogrammed MPO_~~jects”” o 0 2,460 1,152 01 2,102 3,478 0
Undlwded Highway Resurfaang o 0 1,000 1,000 01 0 0 0
Other Basic Maintenance o 0 1,000 1,000 0] o 0 0
Other Statewide Items o 0 1,200 19,640 4,000 I 800 1,000 15,400

Subtotal Unprogra-mmed o 0 5,660 22,992 4,000 2,902 4,478 15,400

Total Demand 830 I 179,120 I 1640541 148,047 I 21,856 I 69,662 I 2/,731 I 15,400
Advance Constiuc![on Carryover I 01
Adjusted Demand 830 ] 179 ,120 ] 164,054 I 148,047 I 21,856 I 69,662 I 27,731 I 15,400

]! Cgver(ShorW__ ____ II 10,109 I (33,634), (12,387), 187,700] 25,196] 78,157\ 65,095] 15,400
—.

SUB-TOTAL MA’ APW APL DEMO TOTAL

1: H

FLEXIBLE
STATE FEDERAL (“)

& STATE

334,036 51,286 0 732 124,853 26,193
628,300 9,300 7,700

305,198
0 0 4%,509

962,336 60,586
1,066,509

7,700 732 124,853 522,702 1,371,707

B

95,000 ~
n

o 16,696 0 0] o
50,208 0

111,696
17,319 0 400 ] 269,214

48,948 0
335,911

0 0 01 8,085
125,937 0 0 0

57,033
o~ 59,719

67,682 280
185,656

0 0 o~ 19,950 87,912
35,264 0 0 0 2,172 ] o

8,581 0
35,284

0 0 0
70,115

1,570
17,000 0 0

10,151
0

10,595
4,684

0 0 0
68,546

0 0
4,055 0

10,595
0 0 0 cm an

13,801 0 0 0 0 j
7,020 0 0 0 0
3,915 0 0 0 0,

13,035 0 0 0
17,112

0 ‘,
o 0 156 L,“LW

571,268 17,280 34,015 158 2.57; 373600 It

.,. .“
o 0

u 780 7,800
978 4,893

2,964 15,999
K G7R 22,738

# 1 - ->--- II 954,224

628,300~

43,306 I
~

01 576 I :122,281 22,102 285,244

“ Federdl funds fr].![car) regrouped forpurpose ofcomparlng fund avallablll~ versus tindlng demand due!olSTEA fundlngflexlbili~
““ lnclud)r}gST f,and CbJAOtransfers to FTA, and TEAproJec!s



TABLE B
STIP FISCAL SUMMARY - SFY 1999 Page 3 of 4

(thousands)

~r._, LING FEUE~LINGu
I I I I I I I n I I ! T_’_--lr-----ll

1- ‘,) ,1[11111,,,:
lM- NH’ FLEX, RF, TEA

STP &DSB” (STP) ‘R” CMAQ ‘~~;L SUB-TOTAL MA” APO’ APL DEMO TOTAL FLEXIBLE
STATE FjD~I..#

SFY 1999 Funding:
Car over 7/1/98 10,109 (33,634) (12,387 187,700 25,196 78,157 65,095 15,400
New Approprlat!ons

335,636 43,306
0

0 576 122,281
104,OOCI l18,00iI 239,000 17,700 92,000

22,102 285,244
42,200 15,400 628,300 9,300

Total Ava[lable
7,700 0 0 366,138

10,109 70,366 105,613 426,700 42,896 170,157
936,138

107,295 30,800
SFY 1999 Demand:

963,936 52,606 7,700 576 122,281 388,240 1,221,382

Prior Year Advance ConstructIon o 0 0 n n n n n o n 7R 71G n . . -------— v I. , -. e,
u I

[ “ I . f “ I “ If lLO,O>” “ ,“, ””” “, , - In n 97 Q.-1 . . v I-- -00
{ ,000

u . [ . i 18!6?! baa
— -+

t---+l-

,
-or New ConstructIon o 62,090 66,560 n n I n

Major Bridge Program o 10,687 0 . “ I 1
Slate Resudaclng Program

z<,” IL
o

u
62,827 43,274 25,554 (3I n n

Slate Bridge Program o 18,320 9,994 1—. 30,548
_ Local Bridge Program o 0 0 5,153 G I ::::

State Urban Pro]ects o 0 0 4,004 nl (

MPO Urban Projects o 1,535 8,646 111,756
County Secondary Projects o 0 0 8,943
Slate B!keway Program o 0 0 0 2, f._

‘TEA Projects o 0 0 1,418 9,740 (
‘Rest A~a Upgrad~ng(P&D) o 0 0 0 0 I

“–Noise Wall Retroflf o 0 3.960 0 0 (
Hlghw~~Safety Program o 0 0 4,211 0 I
Miscellaneous Other o 0 3,253 2,928 0 L, t n n I

Subtotal-Programmed o
. . “,IC.

155,459 135,687 194,515 12,624 81,553 15,527 on 595,365 ~ 25,~

61
1

1,45:
J

15,52;
1

: ~ .“”,e,
o] o 0 Ofl 8,94

R!%l o 0 0 I > R~
o 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0 -,”.
n . . .-,

— u I
. x-- 7,090

. . . . . -JL-
40

. . . 2?-4

“, II ,“, ,0”0
-I,CIL” II 20 ] 36,617

i53 II 4657,-. J
“ n , ,079 145,768
0 v o 8,943
0 37 37
0 0 1,418
0 0 I o
n 440 4,400

96 5,407
47 8,628
37 h 877,630

m .

~Q6ii~
“

i o 0
“ I u I u ! 4,.?11 n
n

o
n

o
n

o ;C.q, n
1,;

o 0 0 2,4
35,079 0 22,526 ~ 250,3

u n
Unprogrammed MPO Projects”” o 0 0 6,707 0 864 3,180 Oj

1

Undl’wded Hfghway Resurfacing o 0 1,000
10,751 ~

1,000 0 0
0

0
0

o~
o 0 [ o 7,571

Other Basic Maintenance o 0 1,300 1,$+30 o
2,000 ~

o
0 0 0 0 I 64,000 66,000

.— 0 o~
Other Statewide Items o 0 1,200

2,000 ~ o 0
19,840 8,000 800 1,000

0 0
15,400 ~

65,000 67,000

S;btotal Unprogrammed
46,240 ]

o 0 3,200
0

28,547 8,000 1,664
0

4,180
0 0

15,400 60,991
3,000

0
24,840

0 0

Total Demand o!
o 132,000 165,411

155,459 I 338,887 ~ 223,062 ] 20,624 I 83,217 I 19,707 1 15,400 ~ 656,356 ~
Advance Consf[uctlon Carryover 01

25,000 j
10,000 ]

35,079 0
10,000 I 10,000 I 01 0] 01 0]

22,526 I 382,337 1,043,041

AdIusted ~emand nl
30,000 ~ 01

145 45Q Pm?ficm I ma ~<< 9n RCIA
27,379 0

R2937 I 107n7 I 4c.4m
01 0 57,379. . . .= i ,< -

7,700 0 22,526 ~ 382,337 1,101,926,, .,---- -.
It “

..-,---1 - ,- ,”--1 -., ”,- ,“ 1 -“,”’.- 1 ““,’.0!, ,g,r”, , ,.J, +W , 9#m,.K& ~ .“, ”w I

nhl(”,a!,’>(,1,“,,t.t,n” [ .-. -w i

II ~i;~;5h~;; ]1 10,109, (75,093), (,43,085),
I

040,6

217,185 ] 22,272 I 86,940 I 87,588 I 15,400 ~ 1 27,606 [ - 01
1 II

576 I 99,755 I 5,9031 119,456

“ Federal funds that can be grouped for purpose of comparmg fund availabdty versus funding demand due to ISTEA funding ffexibilty
““ lrjct~d,ng STP and Ch!AQ transfers to FTA, and TEA prOjeCt5



IIII-



APPENDIX A
RURAL PROJECT LISTING



Guide to Project List

County-Route-Section
actual location of the beginning of the project

Length (MI)
total length of the project

Location and Termini
description of Ioeation and basic work of the project

Total Project Cost (000’s)
total cost of all phases of the project in thousands of dollars

Type of Federal Fund

Abbreviations

APD
APL

BR
BWF
BWM
BWS
DPUDPR
F
FH
HES
I
IM
IMG
IR
MA
NH/NHS
NHG
RS

Appalachian Development Highway
Appalachian Local Access

Bridge Replacement
Bikeway (Discretionary Federal-Aid Primary)
Bikeway (Discretionary Federal-Aid Urban)
Bikeway (Discretionary Federal-Aid Secondary)
Demonstration
Consolidated Primary
Forest Highway
Hazard Elimination/Safety
Interstate Construction
Interstate Maintenance 90/10
Interstate Maintenance 100/0
Interstate Rehabilitation
Minimum Allocation
National Highway System 80/20
National Highway System 100/0
Rural Secondary

STG Surface Transportation Program 100/0
STP Surface Transportation Program 80/20
002 State Funds
041 State Bond Funds
733 Local Funds

(.Note: Som fundingcategoriesare old fundsand as suchno new funds am availabIe from hew
categories.)

Phase of Work

. P Preliminary Engineering - environmental and contract plan
preparation

R Right-of-Way Acquisition
C Construction

Federal Share of Cost

costs by fiscal year, by phase of work, and by funding type

Other columns further defining project

Responsible Agency

identifies the state or the local agency as the party responsible
for the progress of the project



OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL AID PROJECTS
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SR081 07.869
IRF* 96B* o *** ***
‘LAN 15986

)EF CANAL LOCK
iTP* **** O *** ***
‘R OGRAM 16275

)EF OEY RO BRIOGE
rEA* F963 O *** 96*
‘R OGRAM i4593

)EF CRO09 00. 30[
IEF CRO09 000.1s
3RO* 93C* O *** ***
‘ROGR,4M 12211

)EF SR015 06.22[
3RF* 96B* O *** ***
‘LAN 15974

)EF SR015 23.09:
)EF SR066 10.49:

REPORT DATE 06/21/$

r-
m

$
-1
x

z
=

0.15

0.00

0.00

0.30

0.20

3.33

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (01) NON-MPO

LOCATEO 2.559KM EAST OF LJCT OF SR66 OVER
AUGLAIZE RIVER.
PW 6.7M AOT-99 3000
REPLACE BRIDGE DECK””ANO BACKWALL5 ON STR
UCTURE OVER AUGLAIZE RIVER. NO R/W REQ’O
CAP

LOCATED IN THE MIAMI-ERIE” CANAL PARK IN
OOWNTOWN OEFIANCE. AT PERRY/THIRD ST INT
REsTORATIOIi oF MIAMI iND”ERIE’cANAL LOCK
37 IN DOWNTOWN OEFIANCE. CONSTRUCT RETAI
NING WALL/AMPHITHEATRE AND LANOSCAPE ARO
UNO THE LOCK. R/W MAY BE REQUIREO.

0.43 KILOMETER EAST OF US24
LiRBAN COLLECTOR” ‘“
PW5.91KM, RW8.69KM
OEF. CO. TRAN5’;” ENHANCEMENT’ PROGRAM
HISTORIC BR RESTORATION PROJ OVER TIFFIN
RIVER. PROVIDE PARKING LOT, WALKING
TRAIL, BENCHES & PLAQUES.SEE PIO 7633

0.19 MI. E OF CRIO, 0.19 MI RURAL LOCAL
PW19FT, RW31FT;” 260 AOT-92
REPLACE BRIOGE OVER POWELL CR. PROVIOE
28FT BRIDGE, 20FT”” PAVT;”’6FT”GR sHOULDER.
MIN. CHANNEL AND R/W WORK. EX BR 15.5FT
WD,79FT LG. TYPE 344, SR’”29”.6F0

LOCATEO AT THE INTERSECTION OF SR249”
Pw 6.8M AOT-99 4400
REPLACE TWO STRUCTURE5 IN THE VILLAGE OF
NEY OVER LITTLE LICK CREEK ANO LICK CREE
K MIN. R/W REQUIRED.””” ““”””““” “ “ “’
CAP

FROM JCT. W SESSIONS AVE. ANO CLINTON
TO LJCT. W SECOND ST ANO CLINTON

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR

n; #
02 ~~qr

#8g
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602

250 STP
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4DK
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240 002
m2
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

ZOGRAM

EF SR018
EF SRO18

z
o
c
+
m

SR424

—

05.504
15902

08.09!
10.6OE

EF SRO18 15.85;
RF* 96B+ o *** ***

ROGRAM 15828

EF SR018 51.98(
EF SR018 033.0(
ROGRAM 12379

EF US024 16.35(
LAN 16072

EF US024 19.16’
EF LIS024 011.9
IH** 63** o *** ***

LAN 13232

IEF CR028 CARTE

—.
REPORT OATE 06/21/

0.12

0.0(

2.8

3.7(

2.1

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (01) NON-MPO

PW VARIES ADT-94 29040
FROM JCT W SESSIONS AVE. TO OEF C. LINE.
PW VARIES AOT-94 19110
THIRO ST TO W SECONO ON CLINTON ONLY.
PLANE ANO RESURFACE PORTIONS OF EXISTING
ASPHALT SURFACE.

OVER MIOOLE GOROON CREEK
Pw 6.6M AOT-94 2470
OVER NORTH GORDON CREEK
Pw 6.6M AOT-94 2470
OVER PLATTER CREEK
Pw 6.6M ADT-94 2470
REPLACE 3 BRIOGES ALL WITH PRESTRESSEO
CONCRETE BOX BEAM STRUCTURES.
NETWORK S/B 70.

MP 33.00 TO HENRY COU”NTY LINE
OEFIANCE COUNTY
PW22FT; RW24FT ; 750 AOT
OITCH LAYOVER AND TILE WORK

BEGIN JUST EAST OF TIFFIN RIVER BRIOGE
ANO ENO JUST EAST OF SR66” INTERCHANGE.
PW 2@7.2M 11160
RESURFACE EXISTING 4-LANE WITH ASPHALT
CONCRETE. MINOR PAVEMENT REPAIR. NO R/W
REQ’O.

OEFIANCE. FROM 0.48 MILE E. OF SR66 TO
0.76 MILE E. OF SR281; PRINCIPAL ART.
PW24FT , RW40FT; 9610 AOT-90
RECONSTRUCT & UPGRAOE THE INTERSECTION
OF US24&SR281 & ANY LOCAL ROAOS IN THE
PROJECT AREA. A INTERCHANGE MAY BE REQUI
REO. PROVIDE NEcESSARY’ AppROAcH WR ON 24

OEFIANCE. FROM SR66 TO SRf5, 1.32KM

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIC IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
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IEF SR049 06.38
‘ROGRAM 15705

IEF SR066 05.47
iTP* **** o *** **+
‘LAN 15344

)EF SR066 15.2!
)EF SR066 19.3(
)EF SR066 19.6[
)EF SR066 20.9:
)EF SR066 22.2L
;TP* **** o *** **<
‘LAN 1614(

REPORT OATE 06/21,

1-
m

~

x

z
=

0.24

3.7s

1.7~

0.0:

PDM!

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

O15TRICT (01) NON-MPO

URBAN COLLECTOR & RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW6.15M, RW18..2M: i820 AQ%-94 ““
RECONSTRUCT PAVT,, PROVIDE LT TURN LANE
AT SR66 &“SR15 INTERSECTION”: PROV”IDE
CURB & GUTTER & STORM SEWER AT WEST ENO;
SIOEWALK-N SZOE OF W“’’ENO”:CITY” &“”CO STP

O.iOMI N OF PAULOING CO LINE. 0.15 MI..
RURAL LOCAL
PW13FT, PW19FT; 86’”AtiT-92
REPLACE BRIDGE OVER GOROON CR. PROVIOE
2EFT BRIOGE, “20FT PAVT, 6FT’GR SHOULOERS

MIN CHANNEL AND R/W WORK. EX BR 16FT
WO, 50FT LG. TYPE 3ti4, SR””23.5~D”””” “’

~CT. SR2 TO WILLIAMS COUNTY LINE’
DEFIANCE COUNTY
RESURFACE ”EXISTING”” PAVEMENT WITH 45MM
ASPHALT CONCRETE. NO R/W REQUIRED.

FROM 297M S OF PALMER OR TO AUGLAIZE RIV
URi3AN ’MINOR ARTERIAL” ‘“
PW7.3M, RW12.OM, 12518 ADT-95
FLATTEN 2 ‘SUPERELEVATEO CURVE”S”””ADD TURN
LANES AT SR66/GINTER Rb/GREENLER RO
INTERSECTION:”””UPGRADE SIGNING, CULVERT &
ORAINAGE AS REQ’O. MIN R/W REQ’O.

LOCATEO 3.396KM NORTH OF US24 dCT OVER
INTERMITTENT WATERWAY CULVERT
PW 7.2M; RW 18.3M; ADT-94 4420
LOCATED 7.499KM’ NORTH OF US24’LJCT OVER
INTERMITTENT WATERWAY. TWIN PIPES
PW 7.2M; RW 18.3M; ADT-94 4420
LOCATEO 7.821KM NORTH OF US24 xJCT OVER
INTERMITTENT WATERWAY; TWIN PIPES
PW 7.2M; RW 18.3M; AOT-94 4420
LOCATED 9.076Kti NORTH OF”US2”4”’JCT OVER

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR[
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

—

n
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{AN SRO18 94.731
3RF* 96B* o *** ***
‘LAN 15985

iAN US030 04.828
+AN US030 003. Oc
UH** 49** o *** ***

PLAN 12420

HAN US030 19.95E
HAN US030 012.4C
NH** 49** o *** ***

PLAN 12421

HAN US030 30.57:

WYA US030 000 .0(
HAN US030 019.0(
NH** 49** o *** ***

PROGRAM $2422

>.1:

5.1:

0.6

5.2

——
PC)M

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (01) NON-MPO

JS23 JCT.
DW 2@7.2M AOT-94 8720
?ESURFACE EXISTING 4-LANE WITH ASPHALT
UONCRETE. MINOR PAVEMENT REPAIR ANO BRIO
2E REPAIR. NO R/W REQ”’O.

LOCATEO APPROX: 3.090KM EAST 0F:R613
JCT
Pw 6.OM ADT-99 2500
REPLACE STRUCTURE OVER S. BRANCH PORTAGE
RIVER WITH PRESTRESSEO CONCRETE BOX BEAM
STRUCTURE. MIN. R/W RECIUIREO.
CAP

FROM SR235 TO 0.4 MI E OF US 68. 9.40MI
RURAL PRINCIPAL .ARTERIAL”
PW22FT,RW30FT; 4680 AOT-90
OESIGN 4-LANE ROAOWAY’ INCLUDING BRIOGES,
INTERCHANGES; R/W, DRAINAGE, PAVEMENT,
SIGNING. PAVEMENT MARKING.” LIGHTING AND
iAINT. OF TRAFFIC.

FROM 0.4 MI E OF US 68 TO SR 37.6.60 MI.
RURAL PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
PW22FT, RW30FT: 4650 AOT-90
OESIGN 4-LANE ROADWAY ‘INCLUOING BRIOGES,
INTERCHANGES; R/W, ORAINAGE, PAVEMENT,
SIGNING, PAVEMENT MARKING, LIGHTING ANO
MAINT. OF TRAFFIC.

FROM SR37 TO THE WYANOOT COUNTY LINE,
0.25 MI. RURAL PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
PW22FT,RW30FT; 4840 AOT-90
FROM THE HANCOCK CO. LINE TO UPPER SANOL
SKY BYPASS,9. 25MI. RURAL PRIN. ARTERIAL
PW22FT,RW30FT; 5370 ADT-90
OESIGN 4-LANE ROADWAY INCLUDING BRIDGES,
INTERCHANGES; R/W, ORAINAGE, PAVEMENT.
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

+** 51** o *** ***

20GRAM 11118

AN US224 012.8$
H** 51** o *** ***

ROGRAM 12752

AN US224 016.2(
~p. 54** o **? 97*
Tp* **** o *** ***

ROGRAM 9812

IAN US224 15.51
,RF* 968* o *** ***

‘LAN 15979

IAN US224 2’?.24
bROGRAM 15900

‘REPORT OATE 06/2t]
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m

;

x

2
=

0.03

1.8S

0.12

3.9:

PDM’

“ LOCA ION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (01) NON-MPO

2.58MI. ; OTHER PRINCXPAL ARTERIAL.
PW24FT,RW24FT; 18200 AOT-92
WIOEN EXISTING ROAOWAY 5 “LANES.PROVIDE
CURB.GUTTER ANO ORAINAGE:IMPROVE INTERS-
ECTIONS ANO PROVIOE SIGNALIZATION. PROV-
IOE SIDEWALKS ANO NECESSARY R/W.

FINOLAY. 0.10 MI S OF W TRENTON AVE OVER
HOWARD RUN. 0f102 MI OTHER PRIN ARTERIAL
PW60FT c/c; PR90FT ; 17420 ”~tiT-93””
REPLACE BR. PROVIOE .60’ WO STR. C/C
WITH 2-5; SIOEWALKS. 60’ WD FAV/T c/c.
MIN CHANNEL & R/W WORK. EX BR IS 23’
LG. SR IS 38.5 SD. 93-A BR PROG.

FINDLAY,CR95 TO”2600FT E“ “OF CR236
1.18 MI. PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL.
PW24FT, RW36FT, 10330” ADT 1991
WIOEN EX. ROAOWAY TO 5 LANES. PROVIOE
CURB & GUTTER & SIGNALIZATION.UPGRAOE Ih
TSECTION@ CR236.CITY’S-STP OF $400,000
FOR R/W & REMAINING ALLOCATION”FOR CONST

LOCATEO APPROX. 3.81-4KM EAST OF SR186
INTERSECTION
PW 6.5M AOT-99 6600
REPLACE STRUCTURE OVER INTERMITTENT WATE
RWAY WITH PRESTRESSEO CONCRETE BOX BEAM
STRUCTURE. MIN. R/W REC)UIREO.
CAP

JCT. MAIN ST. ANO CENTER ST. TO BRIGHT
RO
PW 15.8M ADT-94 30010
PLANE 45MM OF EXISTING ASPHALT SURFACE
ANO RESURFACE WITH’ 45MM “S0S POLYMER.
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

—

3RF* 96B* o *** ***
‘LAN 15993

dAR SR273 00. Ooc
PROGRAM 15901

HAR SR292 ol.09~
BRF* 96B* O *** ***
PLAN 15989

PAU US024 04. 7CX
PROGRAM 15892

PAU US030 00.00
VAN US030 00. 00+
NH** 49** o *** 93*

lpROGRAM 15659

I

I

,
REPORT DATE 06/21/

).0[

3.1!

3.1

9.9

8.4

PON

LOCA

I

DISTRICT (01) NON-MPO I
:HANNEL & R/W WORK. EX BR IS 25’ LG.
;R IS 44.2 SO. 94-A BR ‘PROG.

I

.ocATEo JUST ’SOUTH” OF””TtiE VILLAGE oF t 352
iLGER
JW 6.OM AOT-99 1600
?EPLACE STRUCTURE OVER COTTONWOOD OITCH
iITH PRESTRESSED CDNCRETE BOX”BEAM STRUC
rURE MIN: R/W R:Qul~Eo..

ZAP”

LOGAN CO. LINE TO W. CORP. LIMIT OF MT. I 22,
IICTORY
Pw 6.7M AOT-94 1040
STABILIZE SHOULOERS USING ASPHALT 0.6M
WIOE. No’ R/w REijuIEEO. ““”””

~~~~ I

LocATEo JUST NORTH OF THk’vILLAGE OF i 28(

RIOGEWAY.
PW”7.OM ADT-99 17W’
REPLACE STRUCTURE OVER PANTHER CREEK WIT
H A PRESTRESSED CONCRETE BOX ’EEAM 5TRucT
URE. MIN. R/W REQUIREO.
CAP PROJECT

BR
BR
BR
002
M2
002

002
002
@2

BR
BR
BR
002
002
002

WCL OF ANTWERP TO OEFIANCE’”COUNTY LINE.
1

1010 002
PW 7.9M AOT-94 7990 002
PLANE 45MM OF EXISTING WEARING SURFACE 002

ANO RESURFACE WITH 45MM OF STONE MASTIC
ASPHALT.

INDIANA STATE LINE TO VAN WERT CO. LINE 3612 OSB

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL OSB

PW 2@24FT; RW 132FT; 8390AOT-96 QSB
PAULOING CO. LINE TO US224 INTERCHANGE 002

PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL 002
PW 2@24FT; RW 132FT; 8390AOT-96 002

GRINO ANO RESURFACE MAINLINE PAVEMNET AN
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OHIO TRANSPORTAT16 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .dl PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-1
<

‘AU SR049
IAN SR049
~Au SR500
‘R OGRAM

‘AU SR049

00.000
32.025
8.481
15899

09. 06C
~Au SR049 005.63
3RF* 930* () *** *“**
~LAN 12955

=’AU SR049 28.167
3RF* 96B* o *** ***
~ROGRAM 15827

PAU SR066 17.202
PAU SR066 010.6S
BRF* 93D* o *** ***
PLAN 12956

PAU TR081 00.676
PAU TR081 000.42

REPORT OATE O-

4.41

0.17

0.12

0.11

O.oc

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (.0!) !WHW?

D RAMPS. WIDEN SHOULOERS TO 3.OM LJPGRAOE
ORAINAGE,GUARDRAIL ”AND SIGNING.’ OVERLAY’
BRIOGES ANO APPROACH SLABS.

VANWERT CO. LINE TO SCL PAYNE
PW 6.iM AOT794 2340’
IJCT US30 TO PAULOING CO. LINE~w G,,m AoT_94.. 1080

JCT SR49 TO ECL PAYNE
PW VARIES ‘ADT-94’ 2140
PLANE PORTIONS OF EXISTING SURFACE ANO
RESURFACE WITH ASPHALT CONCRETE. ““

0.16 MI S OF SR500 OVER-FLAT ROCK CREEK
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR, 0.11 MI.
PW19.2FT; RW36FT; ““”” 2090 AO”T-93
REPLACE BRIOGE. PROVIOE 40’ WO STR WITH
24’ PAVT & ’10’ GR SHOULDERS; MIN CHANNEL
WORK & R/W. EX BR IS 256’ LONG,
SR IS”42’.6SD. 93-B OR PROG:

NORTH BRANCH MARIE DELARME CREEK’
PW 6,2M ADT-94 3370
REPLACE EXISTING ’STRUCTUR’E WITH PRESTRES
SEO CONCRETE BOX BEAMS.’ R/W REQUIRED.

NETWORK S]B/ To

2.28 MI N OF SR613 OVER THRASHER OITCH
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR, 0.07”’MI’
PW20FT ; RW46FT ; 2570 AOT-93
REpLAcE BRIDGE. PROVIDE 40’ “WIOE STR,
24’ PAVT, & 10’ GR SHOULDERS. MIN
CHANNEL & R/W. EX BR”IS 25’ LG.
SR 40.5 SO. 93-B BR PROG. .

0.24 MILE SOUTH OF SR 500
0.14 MI,” RURAL’ LOCAL””’

r~_77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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‘Au

‘UT
CR263 06.373
CR025

;Ro* 95c* o ● ** ***

‘ROGRAM 15158

~Au SR500 11.523
‘AU SR613 10.074
!RF* 96B* o *** ***
‘LAN 15988

‘AU SR613 09.768
~ROGRAM 15896

‘UT CR P 026.25
{RO* 95B* o *** ***
‘ROGRAM 14683

‘UT SRO12 15.420

REPORT OATE 06/21/9

r

2’q
x

=
=

O.oc

0.2C

5.3G

O.oc

0.14

PDMS

OHlO TRANSPORTAT16-’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL JD PROJECTS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (01) .NON-MPO

EX. BR 20.4M LG. 4.7M WD, SF 28.4S0

APPROX 3.27 KM SOUTH OF SR 613
o.34” K1ioMETERs”, “RURAL’ tiocAL’””
PW 5.2M, RW 7.7~, 290” ADT-95
APPROX. 3;27 Kti SOUTti”OF-’SR”61i
0.34 KILOMETERS, RURAL LOCAL
PW 5.2M, RW 7.7M; “290 iiDT-95
REPLACE 6R OVER AUGLA12E RIVER. PROVIDE
9.0M” WIDE BR, 6.6M”PAVT:” 1:’8M GR’SHLDRS.
MIN CHANNEL & R/W WORK. EX BR 5.5M W?,
112 LG. TYPE” 344, SR 9.2SD

LOCATED JUST WEST OF THE SR613 JCT, EAST
OF PAYNE,
PW 6.2M AOT-99 1700
LOCATEO JUST WEST OF THE SR500 JCT. EAST
OF PAYNE.
PW 6.4M AOT-99 2000
REPLACE TWO STRUCTURES WHIC1-i ARE “IN CLOS
E PROXIMITY OF EACH OTHER. MIN. R/W RECI
UIRED.
CAP

FROM LJCT SR500 TO ECL OF MELROSE
Pw 6.IM AOT-94 1370’”
PLANE 45MM OF EXISTING WEARING SURFACE
AND RESURFACE ”WITH””4”5”tiM” OF ASPHALT CONCR
ETE

APPROX 2.17 KILOMETERS WEST OF SRI15
0.40KM, RURAL LOCAL
PW4.9M, RW8.9M, 200 AOT-94
REPLACE BR OVER OTTAWA RIVER. PROVIOE 63
METER BR, 6.OM PAV’T,- 1.8M GR SHOULOER.
MIN CHANNEL &’R/W WORK. EX BR”50.3M LG.
4.8M WO, TYPE 344, SR20.8s0

PANOORA. 0.853 KM E SR696 OVER RILEY CK

F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-1
<

—

JT SR012 009.58
~F* 93A* o *** 20*

ZOGRAM

JT SR065
JT TRi’D
ZOGRAM

UT SR 109
ROGRAM

LJT SR 109
ROGRAM

LIT SRI15

11479

18.39<
0.000
15925

008.6:
7992

01.80:
15543

I
15.911

RF* 96c* o *** ***

LAN 15984

UT SR189 05.02
UT SR190 00.00
UT SR190 6.485

“RETo-RT”-ExTF””omi7

1-

!2
0
-1
x

z=

0.1:

4.0:

16.1:

0.1

14.8

Pi3M

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (01) NON-MPO

).145 KM. MAuIOR COLLECTOR
~W28FT C/C,”’RW”38FTi” 2520 AOT-92
?EPLACE BRIDGE. PROVIOE 28’ WO STRUCTURE
ti/C WITH 2-5’” SIOEWALKS,””28’ ‘WD” PAV’T
:/C. MIN. CHANNEL & RjW WORK. EX BR IS
131 FT LG. SR IS 40.9 SO:92-C BR PROG.

3EGIN AT INTERSECTION OF SR65 ANO TR-70
PW 24FT. RW 60FT. 2100 AOT-94
BEGIN AT INTERSECTION OF SR65”AN0 TR-70
Pw 16FT.
REPLACE EXISTING STRUCTURE ANO IMPROVE
INTERSECTION WITH TR-7D. BY MOVING STRUC
TURE ANO DITCH APPROX. 120M TO EAST’ 8Uk
ADO. R/W FDR FUTURE FORCE ACCT. WORK.

MP 8.62 TD HENRY COUNTY LINE
PUTNAM COUNTY’
PW19FT, RW31FT, AOT 1000 - 1986
OITCH LAYOVER.
MOVED BACK TO PLAN PER OIST 6/30/95.

NCL DF OTTAWA TO HENRY COUNTY LINE
PUTNAM COUNTY
PW 19-24 FT; RW 24-29 FT; 5230 ADT-90
RESURFACE EXISTING PAVEMENT WITH 45MM
DF ASPHALT CONCRETE

LDCATEO JUST NORTH OF KALIOA
PW 6.3M AD”<-99 3000 “’
REPLACE STRUCTURE OVER PLUM CREEK WITH
PRE5TRESSE0 CONCRETE” 80X BEAMS. PROVIOE
1.5M WIOE SIDWALK ON WEST SIOE. MIN R/W
REQUIRED. CAP PROJECT ““

FROM LJCT SR190 TD OTTAWA RIVER BRIOGE
Pw 5.5M AOT-94 2090
FROM ALLEN CO. LINE TO uJCT SR189

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GI
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL -AID PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-i
<

AN TR205 BRICKN
RO* 95B* o *** ***

ROGRAM 15070

AN TR244 UPPERi
Ro* 95B~ o *** ***

‘ROGRAM 15071

IAN CR418 LINCOI
]RF* 95B* o *** ***

>ROGRAM 15069

IAN CR434 000.2
3RF* 1264 0 *** I**
~ROGRAM 9460

VAN SR697 02.86

“WPEiRTTATE-0G72T7

“ LOCATION AND TERMINI

.—

).OC

3.0(

0.0(

0.1

0.1

POM

OI>TRICT (01) NON-MPO

:ONSTRUCT 4FT. SIOEWALK ALONG US127 FROM
IRVIN ST TO CITY RE5E”RVOIR AND ALONG FOX
{0. FROM CITY POOL TO US127 IN THE CITY
)F VANWERT. ENHANCEMENT PROJECT.

tPPROX. 0.18KM WEST”OF TR215 (SHENK Eo.)
).14KM, RURAL LOCAL
~W4.3M; RW7.6M, 50 AtiT-94
?EPLACE 8R OVER LITTLE AUGL. RIVER.
>RDVIOE 37M BR, 6.Oti PAVT.”” 1.8M GR SHLo.
UIN CHANNEL WORK. NO R/W REQ’D. EX BR

24.IM LG. 4.lhi WO, TYPE 340, SR 0.0

APPROX 0.12KM WEST OF’W OELPHOS CORP’ LMT
0.13KM, RURAL LOCAL
PW4.8M, RW7.8M, 445 AOT-94
REPLACE BR DVER dENNINGS CK. PROVIOE
31M BR, 6.6M PAVT: i.8M GR SHOULOERS.
MIN CHANNEL & R/W WORK. EX BR 16.8M LG.
4.3 WO,TYPE 340, SR 17.9S0. STP=I”MILL.

APPROX 1.42KM WEST OF ~R66
0.08KM, MAdOR COLLECTDR
PW 7.IM. 14.OM, 1937 AOT-94
REPLACE BR OVER W JENNINGS CK.PROVIOE
18M BR, 7:2M PAVT, ‘3-”;oM GE5HL0RS. MIN
CHANNEL WORK. NO R/W REQ’D. Ex BR 11.9M
LG. 8.7M WD, TYPE””121; ~R 30.S0

0.020 MI E OF US224 0.07 MI
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT, RW29FT, 4070 AOT 1990
REPLACE 39FT BR OVER BERGNER OITCH.
PROVIOE 40FT BRIOGE,24FT PAVT, IOFT GR
SHOULOER. MIN CHANNEL & R/W WORK EX OR
DEFERRED PER DIST(10/95)PLANS RETURNEO

OVER LITTLE AUGLA12E R’IVER

~ FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIC’-’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

~D PROJECTS

08.867
IRF* 9613* o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 15830

IYA UPPERS IGNALS
4HG* 49** o *** ***
iTP* **** O *** ***
‘R OGRAM 13233

iYA US023 16.480
‘LAN 16073

4YA US030 014.85
;RA US030 000.00
:*** 49** o *** 68*

~RllGRAM 10289

iYA US030 21.178
4YA US030 ot3. i6
3RF* 49** o *** ***
~ROGRAM 12755

REPORT DATE 06/21/9

0.00

0.53

7,05

0.12

POMS

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (Ol)NON-MPO ,

Pw 6.OM ALIT-94 1400
OVER” WEST” JENNINGS CR’EEK
Pw 5,7M ADT-94 3050
REPLACE 2 EXI$TI”NG STRUCTURES.”R/W WILL
BE REQUIRED.
NETWORK S/B 70:

UPPER SA’NOUSKY. 7 LOCATIONS DN US30 & 3
LOCATIONS ON SR53.OTH PRIN ART &PRIN ART
tiAR. tiAR: tiiR”
PROVIOE i NEW SIGNALS & REPLACE 8 EXIST.
sIGNALs. PROVIDk’ NEW’”FOLES, CONTROLLERSj
& WIRING. INTERSECTION PAVEMENT WORK AS
NEEOEO. ALL SIGNALS MUST BE WARRANTEO.

BEGIN JUST NORTH OF” CONRAIL RR AND ENO
AT THE BEGINNING OF THE SRI03 EXIT RAMP
PW 2@7.2M AO?-94 15980 ‘“”
RESURFACE EXISTING 4-LANE WITH ASPHALT
tONcRETE. MINOR BRIDGE” AtiO”PAtiEtiENT REpA
IR. NO R/W REQ’D.

EXIST. US30 & US23 INTERCHANGE EAST OF
UPPER SANDUSKY”TO CRA; CO. ’”LINi, ‘6,60 MI
WYANOOT CO LINE TO EXIST. 4-LANE SECTION
OF US30 WEST OF BUCY’RUS, 4.00 MI
OESIGN & CONSTRUCT 4-LANE ROAOWAY INC
BRIDGES, INTERCHANGES, R“W’DR’AINAGE PAV’T
MARKINGS, LIGHTING, AND MAINT OF TRAFFIC

UPPER SANDUSKY, 0.51 MI E OF SR199 OVER
SANOUSKY RIVER. 0.08 MI OTHER PRIN ART.
PW24FT ; RW50FT ; 8500 AOT-93
REPLACE BRIOGE. PROVIOE 44’ WO STRUCTURE
F/F, WITH 24’ PAV(T, & 12’ GR SHOULDERS.
MIN. CHANNEL & R/W WORK:”” EX’BR IS i86’
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o: #
0-4 (J+
~D
● r n<

~~s:
00 nO
qL cm
~m z
—q Q

BR
BR
002
M2
002

220 NHG
NHG
NHG
STG
STG
STG

5795 NH
NH
NH
002
002
002

‘4610 F
F
F
NH
NH
NH
002
002
002

I

1
1045 BR

BR
BR
002
002
m“2

1P ID = A

v
z
P
u)
m

g

g

D
x

R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c]
P’
R’.,
c
P
R
c

P
R’
c
P
R
c’

T

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
—

FISCAL YEAR

1997 1998 1999 2000

N
564

N
N

141

N
N

44
N
N
176

N
N

4140
N
N

1035

x
N
N
x

2800
52888

x

700
13222

x
N

732
x

2
183

OISTRICT = ALL MPO = NOI

——

-MPO

t%
i%%
mo

E5
<E

1-
m

.OCAL

;TATE

;TATE

;TATE

——.—.



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a1-,,.

u+<m
“,

.,
.

{

.-
.

4
II

C
H

A
N

G
E

IN
’J

a
.

.

M
(sc

E.
Lb

N
EC

9S
x

C
i

m
O

-M
E

R
B

R
ID

G
E

S
,

0
0

0
0

0

R
E

S
.

$R
E

A

N
E

W
cO

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
IO

N
i

uq

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
Q

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B

A
O

O
LA

N
E

S
R

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

;R
A

!JE
$A

F
E

T
Y

!k
mmmr-mm

:
W

O
R

K
P

H
A

S
E

(

T
.Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T(000’s)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

11

(naau>0az

g:::um
,

4AalnInC
u

r-(9m.uV
I

i-4

1-

n
.

(Y0l-l

L

)J))i)

-11it3\0!

o
m

o
-
-

k
F

c’1
r-

r-
,.,

R
O

U
T

E
:

m
m

n
m

+t
0

m
m

+
m

p
00

0
00

O
E

cicim
m

E
W

E
C

xx
U

u
l

m
a

C
irza

z
(Y

1
-

m
m

a
m

a
m

m
u

)>
m

m
m

a
w

w

O
f

O
?

0

(
0

0
*Z

z
●

%
n.

a
a

o
<
0

a
u

a
a

w
a

a
a

u
o

a
L
U

C
O

U
N

T
Y

>>a
>E

>ci-1
>

a
d

>
>
W

C
Y

>
‘J?

3
3

L
3

0
.

3
m
L

3
>
a
.

3
3
m

L
3

,-



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w+
A

G
E

N
C

Y
<1-vl

,.M
A

N
b

t
X

U
a

M
!S

C
E

Li
A

N
E

O
U

S
Im

C
)TH

ER
BR

ID
G

ES
n

S

N
EW

C
O

N
STR

U
C

TIO
N

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

A
B

~
D

D
LA

N
E

S
R

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

S
A

F
E

T
V

luP
G

R
A

D
E

P
H

A
S

E
(

T
Y

P

m$
!

k ,:mt-U
I
u
)

‘
W

O
R

K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

Iuu4(
/
7

aau>00
.

z$z11

.0

I
0

1-

R
O

U
T

E
rI*

m
:

~
m

a
m

E
m

clz
m

u
l

m
a

I
@

,&

c
1

C
O

U
N

T
Y

‘

n
.

a
L
5

<
9

u
!

>
m

J
>
U

o!
3

m
n

3
C

I.



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL- AID PROJECTS

D
D
c
z
-4
<

z
c
-1
m

—

UL SRO02 15.161
L SRO02D 00.177
OGRAM 15775

IL US020A 27.251
IL US020A 28.865
p* **** o *** ***

!OGRAM 15999

JL US020A 27.59t
;p* **** o *** ***

ZOGRAM 16342

JL SR 108 009. 8!
rp* **** o *** ***

20GRAM 13101

EN TR D 28.75
EN TR D 017.7
Ro* 940* o *** ***

REPORT DATE ~/

r-
m
z
m
•1
x

z=

3.07

t.36

1.4:

0.0s

0.1

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (02) NON-MPO

iAUSEON. 0.048KM E OF CR19 TO SRI08. 8.2
j4KM MAdOR COLLECTOR
W6.097M, RW9’.756M; 3530 ADT-90
#AUSEON. SRI08 TO 5R2. 0.821KM MAJOR COL
-ECTOR
W23.779M, R~23.779M; 6550 ADT-90
2-LANE RESURFACING

1.547KM W OF TR1O. 0.756KM. MINOR ARTERI
4L
W7.315M, RWIO.973; 8500 ADT-90
3.209KM W OF SR109. 0.612KM. MINOR ARTER
IAL
~W7.315M, RW1O.973M; 8500 ADT-90
JPGRAOE INTERSECTIONS AT TRIO & SR109/Tfi
39 TO ACCOMMODATE NORTH STAR STEEL 2? WOK
THINGTON INDUSTRIES BY PROVIDING LEFT TL
RN LANES &“ TRAFFIc SIGNALS & RELATED wok

0.094KM E OF TRIO TO 0.092KM “W OF SRI09.
1.425KM. MINOR ARTERIAL
PW7.315M, RW9.754M; ‘6030 ADT-94
WIOEN EXISTING FACILITY TO PROVIOE CENTE
R LEFT TURN-LANE PLUS ADEQUATE SHOULOERf
, PROVIOE FULL WIOTH PAVEMENT OVERLAY, F
ERFORM NECESS#RY RELATEO ’WORK.

0.10 MI N DF CR15. 0.06 MI. MINOR ARTERI
AL
PW24FT, RW32FT; 3160 AOT’-9O
1993B BRIOGE PROGRAM. REPLACE 10’ CULVEI
T OVER SOUTH BRANCH OF BAO CREEK: PROVI[
E A0E9uITE Approaches; pERFORM NECESSAR’

RELATEO WORK.

0.28 MI. W OF CR 1. 0.07 MI. L“OCAL
PW18FT, RW23FT; 190 ADT-95
OFF SYSTEM 8R10GE REPLACEMENT pROGRAM. i

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GI
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~” IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERA. .ID PROJECTS

0
0
c
z
-1
<

‘ROGRAM

IEN CRO02
IEN CRO02

04.212
002.60

;Ro* 94c* O *** ***

‘ROGRAM 14512

IEN CRO02 10.773
IEN CRO02 006.65
IRF* 93C* O *** ***
‘R OGRAM 12423

{EN CRO02 12.231
iEN CRO02 007.55
IRF* 93C* O *** ***
~ROGRAM 12424

iEN USO06 013.15
,JH** 73** O *** 91*

‘ROGRAM 11913

+EN US@36 40.540
iEN USO06 025.21

REPORT OATE 06~2i/9(

r
m

:
x

z
=

0.09

0.12

0.12

1.60

0.14

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT. .(.0?.). !WVW.

EPLACE STRUCTURE OVER OITCH NO. 1559-2;
PROVIOE AOEQUATE APPROACtiES”; ”PER’FORM NEC
ESSARY RELATEO WORK. 0.07 MILES.

0E5HLER. (5TEARNS Ro. )’o.58 MI. N OF CR
C. 0.06 MI. LOCAL” “’”””””’
PW25FT , RW55FT; 1175 AOT-93
OFF Si’STEti BRIljGE REPLACEMENT” PROGRAM. R
EPLACE STRUCTURE OVER BRUSH CREEK; PROVI
DE ADEQUATE” APPROACHES”: PERFORM NkCESSAR
Y RELATEO WORK.

0.61 MI N OF CR 6. 0.08 MI. NON MAJOR CO
LLECTOR.
PW18FT, RW24FT; 429 AOT-91
REpLAcE StRUcTURE ‘OVER “HAMMER CRE’EK: PRO
VIOE AOEQUATE APPROACHES; PERFORM NECESS
ARY RELATEO WORK. “ ““”

0.51 MI N OF TR H. “0.08 MI.”NON MAdOR’CO
LLECTOR.
PW18FT, RW26FT; “429 AOT-91” “
REPLACE STRUCTURE OVER BEAVER CREEK; PRO
VIDE AOEQUATE A@PRoAtHE5\ PEQF0RM”tJEcE5s
ARY RELATEO WORK.

NAPOLEON. 0,07 MI. W OF OAKWOOO AVE. 1.0
0 MI.PRI’N ART: “’ ‘“’
PW48FT , RW72FT; 11730 AOT-90
PREPARE LOCATION” ANO ENVIRONMENTAL STUOI
ES, ROAOWAY PLANS ANO CONSTRUCT NEW INTE
RCHANGE ON US6 BETWEEN’OAKWOOO AVE. AND
CR12 AND NECESSARY RELATEO FACILITIES.

MCCLURE. 0.21 E OF SR65. 0.09 MI. PRINIC
IPAL ARTERIAL.
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

~F. 6*** O *** 69*

tOGRAM 12029

EN SRI08 25.281
;FJ sRto8 015.6
?F* 96B* O *** ***

.AN 7800

EN SR109 10.54
RF* 94A* O *** ***

ROGRAM 13599

EN SR281 005.4
RF* 93A* O *** 13”
ROGRAM 11684

IEN SR281 005.7
,Tp* F953 O *** 18*

‘ROGRAbl 10198

REPORT OA~E~;

r
m

~

x

z
=

).14

3.IL

0.0:

0.0:

_—-
PDM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

‘W24FT , RW32FT; 5300 ADT-90
1992C BRIOGE PROGRAM. ””REPLACE 40’ STRUCT
JRE OVER BIG CREEK;” PROVIDE ADEQUATE APP
?DACHES: PERFORM’ NECESSARY”RELATED WORK.

dApoLEoN. 0.02 MI “N”oF”’”sR{ IO. ’O’O9”MI
‘W46FT. . RW46FT. , 15690 ADT-86
1989-B BRIDGE PROGRAM: REPLACE 707FT BR
3VER THE MAUMEE RIVER, PROVIOE ADEQUATE
apprOaCheS.

0.50 MI N OF SR18. 0.09 MI. MAdOR COLLEC
TOR
PW19FT, RW27FT; 1970 ADT-90
1994-A BRIOGE PROGRAM. REPLACE STRUCTURE

OVER WEST CREEK: PROVIOE ADEQUATE APPRC
ACHES; PERFORM NECE5SARY ‘RELATED WORK.

0.32 MI. W OF SR108. 0.06 MI.
MAJ. COLL.
PW20FT’; RW24FT;’ 1520” ADTi1990””
1992B BRIOGE PROGRAM. REPLACE STRUCTURE
(CULVERT) OVER BRINKMAN DITCH; PROVIOE /
DECllATE APPROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY RI
LATEO WORK.

0.03 MI. E OF SRI08. 0.06 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW22FT; RW35FT; 1810 ADT-86
1991-A BR PROG. REPLACE 55FT BRIOGE

OVER SCHOOL CREEK; PROVIDE AOEOUATE Apl

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM G
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIC” ‘ IMPROVEMENT ‘PROGRAM
PEDERAL JD PROJECTS

3
0
c
-i
m

ITT SRO02 07.292
ITT SRO02 19.67C
ITT SRO02 23.44C
‘R OGRAM 15614

3TT SR019 006.67
STP* **** O *** ***
~ROGRAM 11451

2TT SR019 008. 4C
3RF* 93D* () *** 12*
PROGRAM 10200

OTT SR163 005.9:
STP* **** O *** ***
PROGRAM 11452

OTT SR357 01.28;

‘REPORT OATE 06/21/{

1-
m

:

x

=
=

0.90

0.25

0.14

0.2C

0,2s

POM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (02) NON-MPO

ROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY RELATEOWORK.

0.530KM E OF CR22. 0.519KM. PRINCIPAL AR
TERIAL
PW7.315M, RW13.411M; 8930 AOT-90
D.675KM E OF TR223. 0.636KM: ”PRi’NICIPAL
ARTERIAL
PW7.31M, RW13.411M; 10580”’AOT-90
1.737KM E OF CR26. 0.519KM. PRINCIPAL A
RTERIAL “ “’”’ “’’”””
PW7.315M, RW13.411M; 10580 ADT-90
coNsTRucT ‘LEFT’TURN LANES AT-2 INTER-
SECTIONS.

0.03 MI. N OF TR96. 0,16 MI.
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW19FT, RW23FT; 2820 ADT-90
1992A BRIDGE PROGRAM. “REpLACE sTRucTuRE
(22’) OVER RUSHAW DITCH; PROVIOE AOEC)UAT
E APPROACHESi ’PERFi.)R’M’’ NECESSARY RELATED
WORK

0.38 MI. S OF TR99. 0.09 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW21FT; RW36FT; 960 AOT-86
1991-A BR PROG; REPLACE 41FT BRIDGE

OVER TOUSSAINT RIVER: PROVIOE AOEQUATE
APPROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY .RELATEO WO
RK

0.01 E OF CR213. 0.13 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT , RW24FT; 4000 ADT-90
1992A BRIOGE PROGRAM’ REPLACE STRUCTURE
(74’) OVER TOUSSAINT CREEK; PROVIOE AOEQ
UATEAPPROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY RELATE
O WORK.

PUT-IN-BAY. CATAWBA AVE. 0.290 KM. MAdOR

F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR(

812

902

002
002
002

t

294 STP
5TP
STP
W2
002
m2

387 BR
BR
BR
002
002
002

500 STP
STP
STP
002
002
002

498 STP

)P 10 = A

1
FEDERA4 SHARE OF COST FOR

o FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
c
b OR
n TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
n NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
J
n

~
FISCAL

u
K

1997 1998 1999

c

P N
R “x
c 790

P x
R N’
c
P x
R 1
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P x
R N
c
P x
R 2
c

P x
R “N
c
P x
R 1
c

P N

L OISTRICT = ALL MPI

YEAR

2000
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—
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nm
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m

;TATE

)TATE

;TATE

,TATE

OCAL



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT “PROGRAM
PEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

-.

~
c
-1
m

.- .

;TP* **** O *** ***
‘R OGRAM 15279

ITT SR590 006.38
3TP* FY93 O *.* I*.
jTP* **** 0 *** ***
~ROGRAM 11685

SAN BIKE PATH

STP* **** O *** ***
PROGRAM 11523

SAN USO06 017.5’
STP* 69** O *** 131
PROGRAM 7502

SOLO : 05/30/96

SAN SR019 016.5:
STP* **** O *** ***
PROGRAM 6955

SAN US020 003. 1:
STP* **** () *** ***
PLAN 12824

REPORT OATE 06/21/!

f-
m
z
$

1

z
=

D.17

0.45

0.2?

0.0(

0.2,

PDM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (02) NON-MPO

COLLECTOR, RURAL
ENHANCEMENT PROUECT. UPGRAbE LAKE ‘ERIE S
HORELINE ADJACENT TO SR357 BY CONSTRUCTI
NG NEW RETAINING WALL,’ PROVIDING SEATING

AREAS, LAN05CAPING, AND NECESSARY WORK.

0.14 MI. S OF CR62, 0.11 MI.
MAuI. COLL.
PW19FT, RW22FT; 890 ADT-1990
1992B BRIDGE PROGRAM. REPLACE Stricture
(75’ BRIDGE) OVER TOUSSAINT CREEK; PROVI
OE AOEC)UATE APPROACHES; PERFORM NECESSAR
Y RELATEO WORK.

FREMONT. EAST SIOE PARK TO MAIN ST IN CL
YDE. 6.50 MI.
CONSTRUCT FREMONT TO CLYOE PHASE OF THE
NORTH COAST’ INLANO TRAIL BICYCLE FACILIT
Y ON ABONOONEO PC. ANO CONRAIL RR R/W;
REHAB/REPLACE BRS AS ‘NEEDEOPRE15TEA BKk

0.39 MI E OF SR 53. 0.16 MI. MINOR ART.
PW48FT; RW64FT; 19200 AOT-90.
REHAB STR OVER SANOUSKY RIVER. REPLACE
OECK CURBS MEDIAN BARRIER.

14 LOCATIONS ON VARIOUS ROUTES AND
SECTIONS
VARIOUS
EXTENO 14 CULVERTS ON VARIOUS RTS”& SEC.

WOOOVILLE. 0.01 MI SE OF SRI05. 0.15 MI.
MINOR ARTERIAL

PW64FT . RwG4FT; 10290’ ADT-90

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM G;

1997

STP R N
STP c 398
4DK P N
40K R N
40K c 99

524 STP P x
STP R N
STP c
i302 P x
002 R

002 c

1000 STP P N
STP R N
STP c
733 P N
733 R N
733 c

3264 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 2454
041 P N
041 R N
041 c 612

38 2 STP PN
STP RN
STP c 32:
00 2 PN
00 2 RN
M 2 c 3C

100 1 “ST P PN
ST P RN
ST P CN

UP IO = ALL OISTF

FISCAL YEAR

Ooo

= N( -MPO

n
m
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$5
<a

1-
m
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LOCAL
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STATE

STATE



OHIO TRANSPORTATIC- ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL JD PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-1
<

,AN US020 003.79
;Tp. .**. o *.* . . .

‘ROGRAM 13870

;EN CROO 1 MKG
iAN VARIOU V&RIOl
;TG* **** O *** ***
‘LAN 16341

jEN SRO04 009.2:
3RF* 93A* O *** 9**
~ROGRAM 11687

SEN CRO06 MKG
5EN VARIOU VARIOt
jTG* **** 0 *** .**
~ROGRAM 16133

SEN CRO06 RPM

r
m

;

x

z
=

4.79

O.oc

0.16

0.0(

0.0(

POM:

I -1

DISTRICT .(02) NON-MPO 1

1993A BRIOGE PROGRAM. REPLACE STRUCTURE
ovER THE PORTAGE tiIvEE:”””PRovIOE AOEQUATE I
APPROACHES, PERFORM NECESSARY RELATEO
WORK I
0.20 MI. SE OF SR105 TO 0.07 MI”. NW OF St I08C
R51. 2.98 MI. MINOR ARTERIAL
PW48FT , RW68FT; 88(j0 AOT-90 I
MULTI-LANE RESURFACING PROGRAM. REPAIR P
AVEMENT & PROVIOE FUL’L WIDTH PAVEMENT OV
ERLAY; MINOR BRIDGE REHAB, INCLUDING NEW

APPROACH SLABS; NECESSARY RELATkD’”WORK’:
I

VARIOUS SECTIONS ON SAN”CRI. 00.000KM MA 155
LJOR COLLECTOR
VARIOUS SECTIONS ON’ VARIOUS SANDUSKY COU
NTY ROAOS. C0.000KM
AppLY POLYESTER CENTERLINES ANO EOGE LIN
ES ON VARIOUS SECTIONS OF VARIOUS COUNTY

ROADS THROUGHOUT SANDtiSKY C’OUNTY; PERFO
RM NECESSARY RELATEO WORK

0.39 MI. S OF SR162. O.IOMI.

I

285

MINOR ART.
PW22FT, RW27FT: 2980 ADT-90
1992B BRIOGE PROGRAM”. REPLACE STRUCTURE
(20’ BRIOGE) OVER MUO RUN; PROVIOE ADEQU
ATE APPROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY RELATE
D WORK.

VARIOUS SECTIONS ON SEN CR6. OCI.000KM MI22(
ALJOR COLLECTOR
VARIOUS SECTIONS ON 30 COUNTY ROADS. 00.
000 KM
APPLY POLYESTER CENTERLINE AND EOGE LINE
S ON 31 COUNTY ROAOSi PERFORM NECESSARY
RELATEO WORK.

VARIOUS SECTIONS ON SEN CR6. 00.000KM M I ,,:

‘F–77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GROUP 1[

~2
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STP
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~
n
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

-.

3
0
c
-1
m

US224
IRF* 95A* O *** 8**
‘ROGRAM 5751

;EN US224 010.64
;TP* FY93 O *** 1**
‘ROGRAM 11690

jEN US224 015.54
IRF* 93D* O *** 15*
‘R OGRAM 3633

5EN SR228 001.04
jTP* **** o *** ***
~RDGRAM 10483

WIL LYNN ST

BRO* 8608 0 *** I**
PRDGRAM 8331

..
REPDRT KATE 06/21/!

0.08

0.16

0.22

0.12

O.oe

PDM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (02) NON-MPO ,

OE AOEQUATE APPROACHED; .PERFORM NECESSAR
Y RELATEO WORK.

HOPEWELL. 0.01 MI. E. OF TRIOI:
PW23FT , RW40FT; 4080 AOT-86
REPLACE 43FT BRIOGE ’’OVER E.BRANCH WOL”F
CREEK. 880 BRIOGE PROGRAM

AT SR18. 0.10 MI.
MINOR ART.
PW24FT, RW30FT; 8290 AOT-90
1992B BRIDGE PROGRAM. REpLAcE STRUCTURE
(CULVERT) OVER E. BRANCH OF E. BRANCH
WOLF CREEK; PROVIOE ADEQUATE” APPRAOCHES;
PERFORM NECESSARY RELATEO WORK.

CLINTON, 0.15 MI. W. OF TR201
RURAL MINOR’ARTERIAL”
PW19FT, RW33FT; 3910 AOT-86
REpLAct 62FT BRIbGC”””OVEQ ROCK’ cREEK oN
SLIGHT REALIGNM’T IMPROVEM’T VERTICAL &
HORIZ. APPROACHES ALIGNM”’T:88A BR ‘PROG
MENTS

0.30 MI. S OF SRIOI. 0.08 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW22FT; RW33FT. 660 AOT-86
1991 B BRIOGE PROGRAM’.””REPLACE 48FT BR

OVER EMERSON CREEK ON IMPROVEO HORIZONT
AL ANO VERTICAL ALIGNMENT; PROVIOE AOEQU
ATE APPROACHES.

PIONEER. 0.15 MI E OF STATE ST. 0.04 MI
PW18FT. . RW26FT. . 450 AOT-89
OFF SYSTEM BRIOGi REPLACEMENT PROGRAM.
REPLACE 31FT BR OVER CLEAR FORK CREEK:

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR

]
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

--1---------.-

IL SR034

VI
m
0
~
0
z

006.21
Tp. **** 0 ?.* ***

ROGRAM 12826

lIL SR034 013.6S
;TP* F953 O *** 44*
‘R OGRAM 10484

IIIL US127 004 .0{
;TP* **** O *** ***
~ROGRAM 14511

AIL US127 016.6:
jTp* **** 0 *.* ***
~ROGRAM 12827

WIL US127 03.62:
STP* **** O *** ***
‘ROGRAM 15055

REPORT OATE 06/21/!

9.11

0.48

0.37

0.06

o.5~

POM:

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (02) NON-MPO

NMENT , PERFORM NECESSARY RELATED WORK.

BLAKESLEE. 0.29 MI N OF CR5. 0.,07 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW21FT, RW47FT; 1440 AOT-90
1993A BRIDGE PROGRAM. ’REVISE VERTICAL AL
IGNMENT TO PROVIDE ADEQUATE CLEARANCE UN
OER sTRucTuRE AT NS””RAILROAO”; ”pERkORM NE
CESSARY RELATED WORK.

0.13 MI. E OF SR576. 0.30 MI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
Pw21FT; RW34FT; 1670 AOT-86
1991 B BRIDGE PROGRAM. RE”PLAcE CULVERT “

OVER BRANCH OF MILLER CREEK ON IMPROVEO
VERTICAL ALIGNMENT: PROVIDE “AOEQUATE AP

PROACHES; PERFORM NECESSARY RELATEO WORK

AT SR15. 0.23 MI. MAIJOR COLLECTOR
PW54FT.RW60FT: 11270 AOT-90
REALIGN INTERSECTION ANO UPGRAOE EXISTIN
G FLASHER TO ACTUATED SIGNAL.

0.12 MI N OF TR M-90. 0.04 MI. MAJOR CO1
LECTOR
PW20FT , RW31FT; 1270 AOT-90
1993A BRIOGE PROGRAM. REPLACE SRTUCTURE
OVER BATES CREEK BRANCH,’”PROVIOE AOEQUA1
E APPROACHES, PERFORM NECESSARY RELATED
WORK

BRYAN. 0.474KM S OF SOUTH ST. 0.586KM OT
HER PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
PW16.459M, RW16.459M;” 12,800 1OT-9O
WIOEN TO PROVIOE CENTER LEFT TURN LANE,
UPGRADE INTERSECTIONS AND TRAFFIC SIGNAL

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GL

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
~ FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

ii $ OR
x-l g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
34 NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
>= o
~m m

4BG c

STP P
STP R
STP c
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002 c
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl@- - IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL d PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-1
<

IIL CR180
lRO* 94A* o *** ***
>ROGRAM 13784

JIL SR 191 005.31
;TP* FY93 O *** I**
‘R OGRAM 11455

JIL SR 191 006. 4[
jTP* FY93 O *** 1**
~ROGRAM 11456

AIL SR 191 007.5:
3TP* **** o *** ***
=’ROGRAM 11457

#IL SR 191 008.2~
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 11458

REPORT OATE 06/21/$

r
m

z
-i
x

z
=

0.04

0.14

0.14

0.14

0.14

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (02) NON:MPO

S, PROVIOE FULL WIOTH PAVEMENT OVERLAY,
RELATEO WORK. 24 MO PROiJ: “’

0.23 MI E OF CR179. 0.15 MI. LOCAL
PW13FT, RW26FT; 63 AOT:90
OFF SYSTEM BRIOGE” REPLAC”Ei4ENT PROGRAM. R
EPLACE STRUCTURE OVER LICK CREEK; PROVIO
E AOEQUATE APPROACHES; PERFORti ’NECESSARY

RELATEO WORK.

0.06 MI. S OF CR58 (CR G). 0.09 MI.
MAd COLL.
PW020FT. RW24FT; 2080 ADT-90
1992A 6R10GE pROGRAM’. REPLACE STRUCTURE

(211’) OVER TIFFIN RIVER; PROVIDE AOEQUA
TE APPROACHES; PERFORM’’NECES5ARY “RELATEO

WORK

0.18 MI S OF TR42 (TR H). 0.09 MI.
MALI COLL,
PW20FT, RW24FT; 2080 AOT-90
1992A”BRIOGE PROGRAM. REpLAcZ STRUCTURE
(80’) OVER BRANCH OF LEATHERWOOO CREEK:
PROVIOE AOEQUATE APPROACHES; PERFORM NEC
ESSARY RELATEO WORK,

0.16 MI. N OF CR57 (CR H50). 0.09 MI.
MAJ COLL.
PW20FT , RW24FT; 2080 AOT-90
1992A 13RIDGE pROGRAM. “i2EPLAcE” sTRuGTuRE

(67’) OVER LEATHERWOOO CREEK: PROVIOE AO
EouA7E AppROAtHESj “PERFORM NCcEssARY REL
ATEO WORK.

0.19 MI. S OF CR26 (CR 150). 0.09 MI.
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR.
PW20FT , RW24FT: 2080 AOT-90
1992A BRIOGE” PROGRAM. REPLACE STRUCTURE

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR[
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FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
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TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

IL SR576 003.00
?F* **** o *** ***

LAN 3627

IL SR5i’6 004.37
IL SR049 010.27
LAN 12942

IL SR576 017.7:
1P* FY93 O *** 1**
ROGRAM 11459

“REPORT OATE 06W.

r-
m
z
n
+
x

z
=

).24

1.5C

3.27

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (02) NON-MPO

(54’) OVER BRANCH OF LEATHERWOOO CREEK;
PROVIOE”AOEC)UATE “APPROACHES’; “PERFORM NiC
ESSARY RELATED WORK”.

CENTER, 0.08 MI. S. .OF” CR309
PW20FT , RW29FT, 880 AOT-86
REPLACE 94FT 6RIDGE OVER CONRAIL RR, ON
REVISEO HOIZONTAL ALIGNMENT W“]AOEQUATE
APPROACHES. 88A BR PROG

MONTPELIER. SR34 TO PLATT ST. 5.97 MI. M
AJOR COLLECTOR
PW19FT, RW38FT; i370 AOT-90
EOON N CORP LINE TO MICHIGAN STATE LINE.

9.26 MI. “MALJOR .COLLECTOR””
PW20FT , RW40FT; 2860 AOT-90
2-LANE RESURFACING ““”

0.10 MI N OF CR15 (CR ’P50). 0.17 MI.
MAd COLL.
PW20FT . RW24FT; 1350 AbT-90’”
1992A BRIDGE PROGRAM. REPLACE5TRUCTURE
(172’ )’OVER WEST”’6RANCH ”’5T””JOSEPH RIVER
; PROVIDE ADEQUATE APPROACHES; PERFORM N
ECESSARY RELATEO WORK. ““ ““

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GI

~- FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR

-1 -u

k
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

no ; g OR
0; :+ g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
qr n< NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

>= o
5: ~m ~

FISCAL YEAR
g? z% z
~g z o

+ “ z 1

Q(22 R
002 c

535 BR P N
BR R N
BR c
@2 P N
002 R 2

062 c

555 002 P N
002 R N
602 c 549

775 STP P x
STP R N
STP c
002 P x
002 R
002 c

UP ID = ALL OISTRICT =

1999

2

358

89

1

LL MP

!000

46

507

126

= NC -MPO EARS 4 PAGE;

n
m

$%
mo

:%
+6

1-
m

TATE

,TATE

;TATE



OHIO TRANSPORTATl~i IMPROVEMENT ”PROGRAM
PEDERAi ,D PROJECTS

.—

n
0
c
z
•1
<

SD SRO03 05.550
‘ROGRAM 16025

\SD SRO03 05.552
‘R OGRAM 16029

LSD SRO03 07.230
‘R OGRAM 16030

iSD SRO03 11.346
‘R OGRAM 16031

\SD US030 00.209
\SD US030 000.13
,JH** 49** o *** ***

‘LAN 12798

!SD US030 06.228
‘R OGRAM 16273

\SD US042 0.000
PROGRAM 16032

‘REPORT DATE 06/21/:

r

s
m
•1
I

z
G

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

6.01

3.21

0.00

PDMS

I
02
0;
qr

LOCATION AND TERMINI --u
on

I 00o~
Qg

I
I

I

oIsTRIcT (03) NONTMPO
I

VARIIOUS ROUTES AND SECTIONS IN ALL 8
I

101
COUNTIES IN 01STRICT”3” “’” ““ ‘“
APPLY AUXILIARY PVMT MARKINGS ON
VARIOS ROUTES AND SECT’IONS IN”ALL 8
COUNTIES OF OISTRICT 3 I
VARIOUS ROUTES ANO SECTIONS IN ALL 8 851
COUNTIES OF DISTRICT 3’”
MAINTAIN LOOP DETECTORS AND UPGRAOE
SIGNALS ON VARIOS” ROUTES””ANO SECT”IONS” IN
ALL 8 COUNTIES IN DISTRICT 3

VARIOUS ROUTES ANO SECTIONS IN ALL 8 401
tOLINTIES OF D15TRICT 3“ ““”““
APPLY WATER-BASED LONG LINE PAVEMENT
MARKINGS ON VARIOUS ROUTES ’”AND””$E”CTIONS
IN ALL 8 COUNTIES IN DISTRICT 3

VARIOUS ROUTES NAD SECTIONS IN ALL 8 I 401
COUNTIES IN’DISTRICT 3 ““
MAINTAIN RAISED PVMT MARKERSON VARIOUS
ROUTES AND” ”SECTIONS’”IN’ALL ‘8 COUNTIES I
IN OISTRICT 3

I

0.05MI E OF SR603 TO 0.27MI W OF SR511

I ““

51OE
REHAB AND” RESURFACE”’ INCLUDING ‘BRIDGE
REPAIRS. 3.74 MILES.

I
SR511(6.228) TO 0.434KM W OF SR60(9.446)

I

52C
4-LANE RESURFACING INCL PLANING ANO
PVMT MARKINGS

VARIOUS ROUTES AND SECTIONS IN ALL 8

I

101
COUNTIES IN OISTRICT 3
APPLY POLYESTER LONG LINE PVMT”MARKINGS

I
t
I1

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GROUP 1[

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
m FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

n
m s OR
:+ : TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
JJ<
>= o

NON FEDER~L PROJECTS (000’S)

~m T
FISCAL YEAR

:~ z
~
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x

1997 1998 1999

002 P N
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002 c 100
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NH P N
NH R N“
NH c 3681
002 P N
002 R N
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002 c 100
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OHIO TRANSPORTATICA’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERA, iD PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-1
<

SD
SD IR07 1 008.30
M*+ 71** O 4** ***

‘LAN 11366

SD SR089 00. Ooc
‘ROGRAM 15970

1s0 SR089 14.484
tSD SR089 009. Oc
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 11462

hso SR089 14.548
‘R OGRAM 15968

\SD SR095 16.415
(SD SR095 010.2C
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 12010

1s0 SR096 09.527
~SD SR096 005.92
IRF* 4D23 o *** I**
‘R OGRAM 3807

‘REPORT OATE 06/21/9

2.61

4.46

0.03

5.38

0.22

0.01

PDMS

“ LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTR1cT (03) NON-MPO

0.36MI N OF US250 TO ASD/WAY CO LINE
RURAL INTERSTATE ““
4-LANE REHABILITATION & RESURFACE.

7.84 tiILE5. “ ““

LJEROMESVILLE. SR95(0.000) TO
US250 (14.548)”’
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT REPAIR
AND PVMT MARKINGS ‘“

0.04MI S OF US250. ”MALJ CDLL.
REPLACE DEFICIENT 14’ STRUCTURE OVER
SCOTT RUN
1992-B BRIOGE PROGRAM

POLK. US250 (14.548) TO SR58 (29.934)
2:LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT REPAIR
ANO PVMT MARKINGS

RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
REPLACE DEFICIENT 45’ STRUCTURE OVER
MOHICAN RUN
1992-C BRIDGE PROGRAM

A5HLAN0. 0.21 MI E OF sR60 (cENTER ST’
0.01 MI
PW30FT, RW30FT, 9880 ADT 84.
REPLACE 20FT BRIDGE OVER TOWN CREEK.

(85-C BR PROG). AKA ASD 250 14.55.

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM
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P 120
R N
c 1177

P N
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P x
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIC IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL J’D PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-1
<

l??!
RA

CR023 05.278
CR023 003.28

Ro* 94c* o *** ***

ROGRAM 14336

RA US030 15.948
H** **** o *** ***

ROGRAM t6282

RA US030 24.397
,J+** **** () *** ***

ROGRAM 16283

RA US030 32.154
ROGRAM 15530

RA US030 33.248
‘IC US030 00.000
IH** **** o *** ***’

‘ROGRAM 16284

:RA SR061 04.924
:RA SR06 t 003.06
,Tp* **** o *** ***

‘LAN 13015

“REPORT OATE 06/2t/9(

r
m

s
-i
x

z
=

0.08

8.44

8.85

0.00

8.15

0.06

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DI$TRICT (03) NON-rnPO

2.18MI N OF SR89
REPLACE A OEFICIENT 46’ BRIOGE OVER
BROKEN SWORO CREEK

US30 END OF EX”ISTING 4;LANE (’15.948) TO
SR602 (24.397)
CONSTRUCT 4-LANE OIVIOEO HIGHWAY ON
NEW LOCATION

ENVIRONMENTAL ”’CLEAREO UNOER PID 10762

SR602 (24.397) TO SR61 (33.248)
CONSTRUCT 4-LANE OIVIDED”FiIGHWAY ON
NEW LOCATION

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARED UNDER ”PID 10762

1.432KM W OF SR6i
BRIOGE COLLISION REPAIR

SR61 (33.248) “TO RIC CO” L’INE (34.”;776)
CRA CO LINE (0.000) TO END EXISTING
4-LANE (6.631”)
CONSTRUCT 4-LANE OIVIOEO HIGHWAY ON
NEW LOCATION
ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAREO UNOER PIO 10762

0.21MI N OF SR97
UR8AN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
REPLACE DEFICIENT 50’ STRUCTURAL OVER
OLENTANGY RIVER
1993-B BRIOGE PROGRAM

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GRC

;1 FISCAL YEAR

1997 1998

182 BR P N
BR R N
BR c
4BG P N
4BG R N
4BG c ““

9130’ Nt-i P 888
NH R N
NH c N
002 P 222
M2 R N ““”“
002 c N

9130 NH P 888
NH R
NH c
m2 P 222
002 R
ti2 c

100 002 P N
002 R N
062 c 100

:9130 NH “P ““888 ““’”
NH R 816
“NH c ““”
002 P 222
002 R “ 204
002 c

220 STP P N
STP R N
STP c
t302 P 75
002 R
002 c

1999

P IO = ALL DISTRICT =

145

36

816

204

29600

7400

113

3
28

LL ‘MPl

200Q

29600

7400

= NOI -MPO ARS
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-4
<

;RA
;RA
lRO

x
o
c
~

TR068
TR068

01.754
001.09

930* O *** 25*
>ROGRAM i 3055

IRA SR097 02.719
;RA SR097 001.69
;TP* **** o *** ***
~LAN 12662

:RA SR 100 05. 60C
;RA SRIOO 003 .4a
jTP* **** 0 *** ***
~LAN 13016

CRA SRIOO 09.35C
CRA SR100 005.81
STp* **** O *** ***

PLAN 13354

CRA TR104 00.83[
CRA TRI04 000.5:
BRO* 94C* O *** ***
PROGRAM 14337

CRA CR121 00. 05(
BRO* 950* O *** ***
PROGRAM +5557

REPORT 0ATET2V

1-
m
z
Cl
-1
x

z
=

—

3.16

0.06

0.11

0.0s

0.37

o.3~

POM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (03) NON-MPO

3.02MI E OF MARION-MELMORE RD
RURAL LOCAL’ “ “’ “’ ““
REPLACE STRUCTURALLY OEFICIENT STRUCTURE

O.OIMI E OF dACKSON RD
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
REPLACE OEICIENT 20’ STRUCTURE AND 17’
STRUCTURE OVER OLENTANGY RIVER
1993-A ERIOGE “PROGRAM “ ‘“ ““”

0.55MI N OF MONNETT CHAPEL ROAO
REPLACE DEFICIENT 146’ ‘STRUCTURE OVER
OLENTANGY RIVER
1993-6 6RIOGE PROGR~ti’

0.39MI S OF SR19
REPLACE OEFICIENT 26’ STRUCTURE OVER MUO
RUN
1994-A BRIOGE PROGRAM .

0.52MI E OF CRA/WYA CO LINE
RURAL LOCAL
REPLACE A DEFICIENT 90’ 8RIOGE OVER
SYCAMDRE CREEK

AT THE INTERSECTION f3F TR15 -
REPLACE STRUCTURALLY ANO GEOMETRICALLY
0EFICIENT”95FT” i3RIOGE’”OVER SANDUSKY

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GE

23C

34 ‘

266

22:

3s(

UP II

II FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
-u FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

n x
n > OR

z-l g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
u+ NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
k: o

n
nO FISCAL YEAR
:n z
z g
3 *

1997 1998

BR P N
BR” R N
BR c 184
4BG P N’”” ‘“
4BG R N
4#G c 46

STP P N
STP R N
STP c
002 P 91
ti2 ‘R
002 c

STP P x
STP R N“
STP c
m2 “P “x
002 R .
ti2 c

STP P N
STP R N
STP c
002 P 85
002 R
002 c

BR P N
BR R N
OR c
4BG P N
4BG R N
4BG c

BR P N
BR R N
BR “’ ‘c

= ALL DISTRICT =

11999
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224
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LL “MP
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n
o
c
z
+
<

;RA TR133 00.030
IRO* 950* o *** ***
‘RCIGRAM 15558

:RI METRO PARKS
‘ROGRAM 16102

ERI REMING TON AV
iTP* **** o *** ***
‘ROGRAM 11015

ZRI RIVER ROAO
;TP* **+* o *** ***

‘R OGRAM 14433

IRI SN13SKY AMTRAK
rEA* **** o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 14877

=RI SNOSKY STSCAP
rEA* **** o *** ***

——
REPORT OATE 06/2 i/9

0.10

0.00

0.82

1.89

0.00

0.00

PDMS

OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ “ “------------”– ----- ”--
FEDERAL

—

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRIcT (03) NON-MPD

RIVER

50M N OF TR24
REPLACE OEFICIENT li,6M’ STRUCTURE OVER
BROKEN KNIFE CREEK

CASTALIA QUARRY RESERVE ’PARtiING “AREA
CONSTRUCT ANO SURFACE CASTALIA QUARRY
RESERVE PARKING AREAS “’

PERKINS AVE TO CLEVELANO RO (US6)
RECONSTRUCT CONCRETE PVMT WITH INTREGAL
cuRBs, ORIVE ApprOaCheS, SICIEWALKS,
ORAINAGE, TRAFFIC CONTROL LOOPS ANO
THERMOPLASTIC PAVIT hiAR’SANDUSKY JS-STP

HURON. SPROWL RO TO 0S6
RECONSTRUCT’ WITH PAVEMENT ANO
SHOULOERS
CITY’S-STP

RENOVATION OF EXISTING AMTRAK STATION

COLUMBUS AVE. FROM WATER ST. TO WASHING-
TON AVE. MARKET ”ST. AND WASHINGTON ROW

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GRC

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

.ID PROJECTS

I I 1
FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR

•1 m FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
fio # ~ OR
02 g: : TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
:r NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
_~ >= o
O= ~m q

FISCAL YEAR
82 z~ z
~m z g
-$ u

%
1997 1998 1999

4BG P N
4tiG R N“
4BG c

180 BR P N
BR R N’
BR c
4BG P N“
4BG R N
4BG c

45 002 P N
002 R N
002 c 45

500 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 400
4BG P N
4BG R N
4BG c 100

707 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 565
4BG P N
4BG R N
4BG c 141

650 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 520
40K P N
40K R N
4DK c t 30

1425 STP P N
STP R N

P ID = ALL DISTRICT = ALL MP
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—
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~” IMPROVEMW, , , .~~,..

——

3
c
-1
m

!RF* 3LCX3 o *** ***
‘LAN 13355

[RI USO06 15.99(
:RI USO06 009.9<
IRF* 3Lt4 O *** ***
‘LAN 13356

iRI USO06 28.83S
IRI USO06 017.9:
3ti F* 6COI o *** ***
~ROGRAM 12011

:RI uSO06 44.64:
:R1 USO06 027.7,
jTP* **** o **+ ***
‘LAN 13017

:RI CR013 000. a
5TP* ● *** o *** ***
=’ROGRAM 14383

ERI SR060 03.07:
ERI SR060 001.9
STP* **** o *** ***

PLAN 8070

REPORT DATE 06/21/!

r
m
z
C)
+
x

z
=

0.09

0.03

0.06

8.33

0.91

PDMS

PEDERAk

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRIcT .(03) NON-yPO

REPLACE OEFICIENT 40’ STRUCTURE DVER
COLO CREEK
1994-A BRIOGE PROGRAM

SANDUSKY. 0.09MI E OF CEDAR POINT
CAUSEWAY. URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
REPLACE DEFICIENT 50;”” STRUCTURE OVER
PIPE CREEK
1994-A BRIi3GE PROGRAM

0.18MI E OF SR13
URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
REHAB A OEFICIENT 1025’ STRUCTURE OVER
HURON RIVER”
1992-C BRIDGE PRDGRAM

REPLACE OEFICIENT 10’” STRUCTURE DVER
ORAINAGE OITCH
1993-B BRIDGE PROGRAM

SR269 TO HARRIS ROAO (TRI08)
WIDEN AN AOOITIONAL FOUR ”FEET.ANO
RESURFACE.
COUNTY’S-STP

o.07M1 k TR63 (13uTLER RO) TO o.oIMI s OF
TR18 (GARFIELD RO)
REPLACE 150FT STRUCTURE ERI-60-0247
OVER VERMILION RIVER ALSO CORRECT PRO-
FILE ANO ALIGN.206,000 OF PE””=pREL DEVEL

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GRC

iD PROJECTS

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
+ v FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

no # g OR
o-l Q
~> m+ g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)+: g~ ~

En ~m ~
00 nO FISCAL YEAR
QL c-n z
~m 2 :
-~ ~

x
1997 1998 1999

BR c 33a
0i32 P 85
002 R 3
602” ‘c 84

645 ‘BR P N ‘
BR R N
BR c 444
002 P 85
M2 R 5
002 c 111

741 BR P x
BR R N
BR c
002 P x
002 R N
002 c

167 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 71
002 P 75
ti2 R ~

002 c 17

1147 STP P N
STP R N
STP c 917
4BG P N
4BG R N
4BG C I 229

5103 STP P 259
STP R N
STP c “’
002 P 64
iM2’ R “ 84C

1P IO = ALL OISTRICT = ALL MP

!000

377

94

3151

= NOI Tim- ms–

n
m

i%%
mo

=5
<a

1-
m

iTATE

;TATE

;TATE

.OCAL

;TATE

_..—_



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT “PROGRAM
PEDERAL -AID PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
•1
<

:RI
:RI

.—

?!
c
-1
m

.-

SRI13 05.906
SR113 003.67

;TP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 13357

:RI US250 08.899
:RI US250 005.53
~LAN 8071

ERI US250 08. 89S
uH** 34** o *** ***

PROGRAM 16281

ERI US250 19.68S

ERI US250 o12.2~
NH+* 34** O *** ***

PLAN 13136

HU R MILAN STREE’

BRO* 93B* o *** 29*
PROGRAM 10747

HUR SR013 00. 00+
NH** 34** o *** ***

PROGRAM +5972

L—_–——.—

REPORT DATE 06/21/

1-
m

z
-1
x

z
=

>.09

8.01

7.62

0.2:

0.2(

11.3(

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (03) NDN-rnPO

1989-B BR PROG CHANGED T090-A.

0.08MI W OF THOMAS ROAO
REPLACE OEFICIENT 24’ STRUCTURE OVER
HURON RIVER
1994-A BRIOGE pROGRAM

BOGART RO. TO 0.54 MI S OF MASON RO.
PW24-38FT,RW48-64FT, 13260ADT-88
PRELIMINARY DEVELOPMENT ONLY.
R/W & CO UNDER PID 16281

BOGART RO (8.899) TO 0.514 KM S OF
MASON RO (16.527)
WIOEN ROAOWAY TO 5-LANE INCL REPLACEMENT
OF 6 CULVERTS

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAREO UNOER PIO 8071

REHAB l-i98’ DEFICIENT STRUCTURE OVER
HURON RIVER ANO 1-257’ STRUCTURE OVER
RAILROAO
1993-B BRIDGE PROGRAM

MONROEVILLE. O.1OMI E DF HAMILTON ST.
REPLACE 88’ OEFICIENT STRUCTURE ’OVER W.
BR OF HURON RIVER INCL APPROACH PVMT,
CUR6, GUTTER, ’SIDEWALK, GUARORAIL, SAN
SEWER & WATERLINE AOLJUSTMENTS.VIL’S-BR

RICHLANO CO LINE (0.000) TO
US250 (11.362)
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT REPAIR

66:

2045(

120!

..
nOc-n z FISCAL YEAR

z g
u

x
1997 1998 1999

+2 c

STP P N
5TP R N
STP c 300
@2 P 85 ‘
*2 R 3
002 ‘c 75

’002 P
002 R
M2 c

NH P
NH R
NH c
002 P
002 R
002 c

“NH P
! NH R

NH “c
(N2 P
002 R
002 c

795 BR P
ER R
BR c
4BG P
4BG R
4BG c

431 NH P
NH R
NH c

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GROUP ID = ALL

662
N
N

1280
228C

320
57C

N
N

201

N
N

636
N
N

159

N
N
344

DISTRICT = ALL Ml

!000

787

12800

3200

796’

9
199

= NOI

—

-MPO iARS

m
m

z%
mo

:5
<6

1-
m

;TATE

;TATE

jTATE

STATE

LOCAL

STATE

?’

-.,



OHIO TRANSPORTATIP”’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

o
0
c
z
-1
<

iUR US020
;AN SR269
iUR SR26911

000.00
VAR
VAR

JUG* 69** 0 *** ***
;TP* **** 0 *** ***
~ROGRAM 12786

iUR US020 27.004
iUR US020 016.78
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 13018

-IUR SR060 20.808
:RI SR060 0.000
~ROGRAM 16138

-IUR SR 103 07.449
iUR SR 103 004.66
jTP* **** () *** ***
~LAN 13084

+UR US250 01.174
iU R US250 000.73
5TP* 34** o *** 58*
lJ~** 34** o *** 45*

‘ROGRAM 7307

————
REPORT DATE 06/21/S

r
2
q
x

z
=

0.00

0.06

0.42

0.08

1.28

PDMS

FEDERAL

“ LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTR1cT (03) NON-MPO

ANO PVMT MARKINGS

8 LOCTIONS IN CITY OF BELLEVUE PART IN
SANDUSKY COUNTY’ ‘“ ““” ““
2 LOCATIONS IN CITY OF BELLEVUE
2 LOCATIONS IN CITY OF ‘BE”LLEVUE
UPGRAOE 12 TRAFFIC SIGNALS IN THE CITY
OF i3ELLEvuE. CIT’Y;-STP

0.09MI W OF SR601
REPLACE DEFICIENT 40’ STRUCTURE OVER
RATTLESNAKE CREEK
1993-B BRIOGE PRDGRAM

WAKEMAN. SR303 (20.808) TO ERI CO LINE

(25.685)
HUR CD LINE (0.000) TO SR113 (5.552)
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL “PVMT PLANING,
PVMT REPAIR ANO PVMT MARKINGS

REPLACE OEFICIENT STRUCTURE OVEER SRi03
TO ACHEIVE AODITIONA”L” VERTICAL CLEARANCE
1993-B BRIOGE PROGRAM

NORWALK. 0.02MI N OF LAIS RO TO 0.15MI S
OF NORFOLK ANO SOUTHERN RAILROAD
WIOEN, RESURFACE; INSTALL’”CURB “ANO
GUTTER WITH STORM SEWER, TRAFF SIGNAL
PVMT MARKING. REPLACE 13’ ~ OVER OITCH
WORK INCLUDEO FROM 3974.

q_77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR~

,D PROJECTS

1 1

nO ‘“=n s
z o
u nxk1997

I 1

002 P N
002 R N
%2 c 86

STG P N
$TG R N“.
STG C 163
NHG’ P N
NHG R N
NHG C 326

STP’IPI N
STP R N
STP c
002 P 75
602 R
002 c

002 P N
002 R N
002 c 390

STP P N
STP R N
STP c N
m2 ‘P ““116
002 R
M2 c N“

STP P N
STP R N
STP c 1370
NH P N
NH R N
NH c 223
0i32 P N

l_l---
= ALL OISTR:

FISCAL YEAR

1998 1999

9

2:

CT = ALL Ml

2000

12

= NOI %m-- mis-

n
m

;:

:5
G
1-
m

.OCAL

;TATE

;TATE

iTATE

;TATE



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

‘1
n
o
c
z
-1
<

JR US250
JR US250 019.4s
+** 47** o *** ***

LAN 13019

UR SR269 10.62
UR SR269 006 .6(
HF* 94B* o *** ***

LAN 13020

UR SR303 00. Oa
ROGRAM 15998

lUR SR547 o-r .33’
IUR SR547 004.5
Tp* **** O *** ***

ROGRAM 11463

IAY CROOI 01.06
IAY CROO 1 000.6
;Ro* 94B~ O *** ***

‘ROGRAM 14024

IAY SRO03 10.54

“REPORT OATE 06/2 7

1-

9
c1
-1
x

z=

).OE

0.2:

5.9:

0.0:

0.1

0.0

POM

‘ LOCATION AND TERMINI

oIsTRIcT (03)NON-MpO

3.33MI N OF ASHLANO””CO LINE
~EPLACE OEFICIENT 25’ STRUCTURE oVER

TRIBUTARY OF VERMILI”ON”RIVER ““
1993-B BRIOGE PROGRAM

URBAN MINOR ARTERIAL
REHABILITATE STRUCTURE OVER RAILROAO
1993-B BRIOGE PROGRAM

WAKEMAN. US20 (0.000) TO LORAIN CO LINE
(5.922)
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT PLANING IN
CURBEO AREAS, PVMT REPAIR ANO
PVMT MARKINGS

0.09MI W OF SANOHILL RO. MAJ. COLL.
REPLACE OEFICIENT 12’ STRUCTURE OVER
TRIB OF W BRANCH OF HURON RIVER
19926 BRIOGE PROGRAM

0.13MI W OF CR157
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
BRIOGE REPLACEMENT INCLUOING APPROACH
ROAOWAY, PAVEMENT, ORAINAGE ANO
GUARORAIL

0.22MI s OF CR157 (JEFFERSON RO)

SF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GI

002
002

Nri
NH
NH
002
002

,002

, BR
6R
BR
@z
002
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226 002
002
002

103 STP
STP
STP
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256 BR
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4BG
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199 STP

UP IO = A
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-1
<

dAY US030
~ROGl?AM

v)
m
o
~
~

18.153
16139

MAY US030 19.08f
~~** **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 16285

WAY US030 25.20’
NH** **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 16287

WAY CR052 02.70:
WAY CR052 001.61
STP* **** () ● ** ***
PROGRAM 14447

WAY CR054 05.43
WAY CR054 003.3

BRO* 92D* o *** 19*
PROGRAM 10847

WAY SR057 04.62
WAY SR057 002.8
sTp* **** o ● ** ***

PROGRAM 13865

I

&DATE 0621

1-
m

$
-1
x

z
=

3.75

5.11

6.0:

0.1,

0.0,

0.6

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (03) NON-MPO

?AMp NOsE (18.153) TO BEGIN 4-LAN~.

(26.908)
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT REPAIR
4N0 PVMT MARKINGS

JS30 END OF EXISTING 4-LANE (19.086) TO
APPLE CREEK ROAO (25.201)
CONSTRUCT 4-LANE OIVIDED HIGHWAY ON
NEW LOCATION

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAREO UNDER PIO 6497

APPLE CREEK ROAO (25.201) TO
KANSAS AVE (31.236)
CONSTRUCT 4-LANE OIVIOEO HIGHWAY ON
NEW LOCATION “’

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARED UNOER PIO 6497

INTERSECTION OF CR52 SI CR2
IMPROVE CROSS-CORNER SIGHT OISTANCE BY
RECONSTRUCTING INTERSECTION (REMOVE
KNOLL ON S APPROACH OF CR52, WIOEN &
RESURFACE CR52 IMPROVE ALL RAOII).

WAYNE TWP 0.21M1 s OF TR221 (ScHELLING
RO) CR54 AKA HONEYCREEK ROAO
RURAL LOCAL
REPLACE 51FT OEFICIENT WIOGE OVER
SUGAR CREEK

ORRVILLE. CHESTNUT STREET TO ORR STREET
REBUILOROAOWAY WITH CURBS, LIGHTING.
SIOEWALKS, SIGNALS, ORAINAGE, PVMT MRKG!
SIGNAGE ANO LANDSCAPING

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
m FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

n x
m > OR

:+ g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
n< NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
~% q

nO FISCAL YEAR
Cm z
z g
o

x

m
002
002
QQ2

NH
NH
NH
Q02
002
*2

NH
NH
NH
002
002
002

STP
STP
STP
4BG
4BG
4BG

469 MA
MA
MA
4BG
4BG
4i2G

1800 STP
STP
STP
002
002

UP IO = b>F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GF

‘\

) N
/ N
: 590

> 960
z
..
> 240
?

> 600
?
.. N
> 150
R
c N.

P N
R N
c 11
P N
R N
c 1

PN
RN
c 46 5
PN
RN
CN

PN
RN
c 1000
PN
RN”

L OISTRICT =

1999

120(

30(

,LL M

Ooo

4000

6000

75C

187

= N( -MPO EARS

n
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mo

~~
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STATE

STATE

STATE
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIG- ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .0 PROJECTS

c)
o
c
z
-1
<

dAY CR070 001.83
;TP* ● *** o *** ***
‘R C3GRAM 14879

IIAY CR070 07.016
dAY CR070 004.36
3RF* 94C* o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 14327

IIAY I R07 1 000. Oc
[M** 71** o 4*v ***
q~** 71.. 0 4** ***

‘LAN 14016

dAY I R07 1 11.201
PROGRAM 16258

IIAY CR086 003.97
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 14880

——
REPORT DATE 06/21/S

r
m

~
x

z
G

0.3

0.1

11.4

0.0

0.0

PDM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DIsTRIcT (03) NON-rnPO

0.12MI W OF CR6
REPLACE OEFItIENT 32FT STRUCTURE OVER
TRIB OF KILLBUCK CREEK INCL ROAO”WAt ON
MINOR REALIGNMENT
CEAO’S-STP AT 100%. ““

1.13MI E OF CR51
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
REPLACE 51FT OEFICIENT BRIDGE OVER
KILL6ucK cREEK INCLUOING”MINOR APPROicH
ROAOWAY WORK

ASO/WAY CO LINE WAY/MEO CO LINE
RURAL INTERSTATE
4-LANE REHABILITATION ANO RESURFACE
7.10 MILES.

PURCHASE R/W UNOER STRUCTURE WAY-71-6.96
OBTAIN RIGHT-OF-WAY TO ELIMINATE
STRUCTURE OVER ABANDONED RAILROAO
(NETwORK sHouLD = 40)

0.50MI E OF SR83
REPLACE OEFICIENT 26’ STRUCTURE OVER
LITTLE APPLE CREEK
CEAO’S-STP AT 100%

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GRC

-a
n x
m >
:+ g
~<
PQ o
rm ~
nOcm s
z g
o

x

002 c
4BG P
4BG R
4kG c

STP “P
STP R
STP c
4BG P
4BG R
4BG c

BR P
BR R
BR c
4tiG’ P
4BG R
4tiG c

IM P
IM R
IM c
NH P
Nti R
NH c
ti2 P
002 R
W2’ ‘c

STP P
STP R
STP c
4BG P

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

FISCAL YEAR

z=1997 1998

250
N
N
550

N“
N

291
N
N

72

N
N

N
N

765
N
N
135
N’
N
100
N
N“”

N
N

N

&

1999

276

LL ‘MP

156

39

= NOI -MPO ZFs--= ,

.OCAL

OCAL

;TATE

,TATE

OCAL

———



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

—

n
o
c
z
-1
<

—.

—

IAY CR109 00.273
IAY CRI09 000.17
,Ro* 94c* o *** ***

‘ROGRAM 14328

IAY CRI09 04.31:
IAY CR109 002. 6f
IRO* 94c* o *** ***
}ROGRAM i 4025

dAY TR186 02.41~
3RO* 96A* o ● ** ***
‘ROGRAM 15640

t/AY SR226 01.41{
Q~** 435* o *** ***

~ROGRAM 15996

dAY CR228 00 65!
WAY CR228 000.4
BRo* 94C* o *** ***
PROGRAM 14329

WAY SR241 01.73

REPORT OATE 06/21/
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).13MI E OF MILL ST
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?EPLACE 92FT OEFICIENT BRIDGE OVER SOUTH
3RANCH OF SALT CREEK INCLUOING MINOR
4PPROACH ROAOWAY WORK
JILLAGE’S-BR

3.13MI W OF CR225
3RIOGE REPLACEMENT INCLUDING APPROACH
?OADWAY, PAVEMENT, DRAINAGE ANO
3JARORAIL

1.408KM N OF CR48
REPLACE 12.8M STRUCTURALLY OEFICIENT
STRUCTURE OVER SHADE CREEK

SHREVE. HOLMES CO LINE .(1.416) To
SR3 [14.870)
;-LANE Resurfacing INCL pVMT PLANING IN
CURBEO AREAS, PVMT REPAIR AND ““
PVMT MARKINGS

0.50MI E OF SR226
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
REPLACE 63FT DEFICIENT BRIOGE” OVER
KILLBUCK CREEK INCLUOING MINOR, APPROACH
ROADWAY WORK

0.25MI N OF ZUERCHER ROAO
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIW IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

AY SR241 001.08
RF* 93~* o *** ***

LAN 13024

AY US250 22.53C
H** 47** o ***”***””

I?OGRAH 16140

AY SR539 001.11
ROGRAM i 2298

‘AY SR604 10.04:
~AY SR604 006.2~
RO* 93D* o *** %**”

LAN 13025
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RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
REPLACE DEFICIENT 22; “STRUCTURE OVER”
SMALL CREEK
1993-6 BRIDGE PROGRAM “’

SR83(22.530) TO STARK CO LINE (47.749)
2-LANE RESURFACING INCL PVMT””REPAIR
AND PVMT MARKING

CULVERTS 0113: 0702 &“0761
REPLACE THREE CULVERTS OF VARIOUS TYPES
wItH REcOMMENDED SIZES “ANO TYPES
CULVERTS 0113, 0702 ANO 0761 ALL WITH
MINIMAL”’APPROACH” WORK”” ‘“”

{.35MI w OF $.Rti3 ‘“”
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~-” IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .{D PROJECTS

iTB CR020D
3HO* 93B* O ● ** 264
~ROGRAM 12404

~TB US020 20.921
hTB US020 o+3.~
3HF* 69** ‘0 *** jj*
3RF* 79** o *** ***
PROGRAM 8254

ATB US020 21.72k
ATB US020 013.5(
HES* 69** O *** {20
STP* 69** O *** 120
PROGRAM 9891

ATB CR037B
Bl+O* 93C* o *** ***
PROGRAM 12593

ATB SR045 32.05:

REPORT OATE 06/21/!
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LOCATION AND TERMINI

I
.o~s?~~c~ (04) .NON-MPO

0.20 PLYMOUTH RIOGE RO,OLO SR563 SEC K 0.74 M
I.E. o~ ROtKwELti ”R0,pLYMouTH”7wp ~0.13MI,
PW24FT; 1500 AOT.91. RURAL LOCALREPLACE ~EcK;.MoD1.Fy. .supER<TRucTuRE AND R

ECONSTRUCT APPROACHES OF 393FT.BRIOGE OV
ER THE ASliTAEULA RIVER”.’” ““

0.43 AStiTA”6ULA: ‘i”.O”hiI W“”OF ‘SR 1“1, “’
PW32 AOT 19830-88~EpLAcE. ,230 FT.BR.lDGE. .OV.ER..THE ATB.

IRIVER WITH NEW 4-L BRIOGE. APPROACH WORK
83-A’ ER”PROG; ““ ‘“

0.-77 0.40tiI:EAST OF A“S”HTAEULA’EA5T CORP LINE,

( 0.48 MI. )
PW40FT. :14930 AOT.-E8
WIOEN ROAOWAY TO FOUR LANES WITH
tQEcE$i5ARY TURN LANES FROM STATE ROAD TO
SF? 11.
#60 1989 HSP

I
0.16 CONNEAUT-FURNACE RO.O.80MI,N.OF HATCHES

CORNERS RO. 0.10 MI. RURAL MINOR COLL,
PW24FT. ;250 AOT.-9O
REHAB.225FT.BRIOGE OVER CONNEAUT CREEK I
N THE CITY OF CONNEAUT.REPLACE OECK ANO
MOOIFY SUPERSTRUCTURE .PROLJECT “TO INCLUOE
NECESSARY APPROACH WORK.
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP”” IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERA1. ,Q PROJECTS

iTB IR090 oo. ~
rRu VAR VAR
~ROGRAM 16214

4TB I R090 Oo. ooc
rRU VAR VAR
~l?OGRAM 15750

4TB SR~67 13.534
ATB $R167 008.41
3RF* 93B* o *** ***
PROGRAM 11926

ATB TR292A
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 13280

ATB SR53 I 15.134
ATB SR531 009. 4C
BHF* 95B* o *** 3**
PROGRAM 8280

ATB” SR531 21.774

REPORT OATE 06/21/5
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“ LOCATION AND TERMINI

~ISTRIcT (04) NON-MPO

NE ROUTES DISTRICT WIDE.

VARIOUS 4-LANE ROUTES IN ASHTABULA ANO T
RUMEiULL COUNTIES.
REPAIR GUARORAIL ON 4-LANE ROUTES IN ASH
TABULA ANO TRUMBULL COUNTIES :””””I-VEAR CO
NTRACT .

VARIOUS ROUTES ANO SECTIONS.
VARIOUS ROUTES AND $ECTIONS “
1 YEAR GUARORAIL MAINTENANCE CONTRACT ON

VARIOUS RouYEs” IN AfB AND TQu “COUNTIES
ON ALL, RURAL5ECTIONS. ENOS .0/30/97.

2.42MILES EAST OF SR193. MALJ. COLL.
0. IIMILE
PW28.6FT; 1680 AOT.-89
REPLACE 68FT.BRIDGE OVER’A BRANCH”OF THE
ASHTABULA RIVER INCLUOING NECESSARY APPR
OACH woRK;’ “1992 ‘C;”BRIDGE PROGRAM

TH292(NETCHER RO) O“:IMIL’E EAST OF SOUTH
EONMARK ROAO, O. IIMILE. RURAL LOCAL
Pw 17.7 FT”:;’” “
REPLACE I09FT.BRIDGE OVER MILL CREEK
wITH A COVERED” BRIDGE.”” “’
TEA PROJECT
cREDIT” BRIDGE’’ FuN0s FOR’SOFT hiATcH

ASHTABULA-O.59 MILE5 WEST OF SR46
BRIOGE OVER CONRAIL R.R.
pw28’,AoT;6020-fi9
REHABILITATE EXISTING 318’BRIOGE BY RE-
PLACING SUPERSTRUCTURE ”ANb”REPAXR OR RE-
PLACE PIERS ANO ABUTMENTS.OVER CONRAIL
90 ‘A*I BRIDGE PROGRAM,

“0.28 MI.E.OF LAi30UNTY RD;TO 0.12MI.W.OF

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR

-1
no J
0; :+
~r n<-1_= >W

on
~m

00 ~o
of- Cn
~m z
-q o

475 002
&32

.002

202 002
062
0$)2

638 BR
BR
BR
M2
002
002

i56 STP
STP
STP
40K
40U
40K

1435 “BR”
BR
13R
002
“m2”
002

2638 $TP

1P 10 = A

—

o
c
b
n
n

>
n

~

u
K

—

P
R
c

P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

T
1997 1998

N
N“””
475 .

t
N
N
200

x
N

416
x
10

104

N
N
756
N
N
N

x

1024
x
x

256

N

FISCAL YEAR

t
I
I

~ OISTRICT =

1999 2000

= NO

—

-MPO

m
m

~:

:g
m
r
m

jTATE

STATE

STATE

.OCAL

STATE

STATE



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

A
G

E
N

C
Y

I
C

H
A

V
SE

!N
L

I
I

M
ISC

EL.
A

N
EO

LS
~

o

o
TH

ER
BR

ID
G

ES
,W

1
i

R
EST

A
R

Eb
(

4
N

EW
C

O
N

STR
U

C
TIO

N

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

4B

400
LA

N
ES

R
EC

O
N

STR
U

C
T

~
S

A
F

E
T

Y
U

I

P
H

A
S

E
~

T
Y

P

,R
A

D
E

I1- I-UI
m

‘
W

O
R

K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l}

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

au>

wc

-.zan
.

w

m
m

In
*c

l

I



N
Ew

C
O

N
STR

U
C

TIO
N

R
ESU

R
=

A
C

E
R

Es
To

R
E

R
EH

&
B

A
D

D
LA

N
E

S
R

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

S
A

F
E

T
Y

uP
G

R
A

O
E

x
III1!

-L
I
-
0
1

m

:
W

O
R

K
P

H
A

S
E

4

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
{000’S

)

.:0
0

0
v

W
W
.
w

Z
u
.
z

a
m

2
d

3
0

1
+
1

*0
??

1
-

.
0

0
O

vu
v

.
.

:
C
Y
l

X
x
.
z

1
-

Cc
!

z1-xa4Q

r-t-

c.c
L

E
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

-t–_
L

O
)

I
-

V
*
O
J

.
.
*
.

U
-2

F,m
*

q
F

88;8
;

8’8,
?

000
g

S
E

C
T

IO
N

●0

R
O

U
T

E

I
C

O
U

N
T

Y



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

u
.

1
u

u
+

a
1

-
t-

1
A

G
E

N
C

Y
u

a
:

0
+

:
!

W
d

m
m

I
C

H
&

N
G

E
N

D
a

a
D

!
w

I
M

ISC
ELLA

N
EO

U
S

x
Ici

O
T

X
E

R
B

R
ID

G
E

S
o

a

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
A

I

~
E

w
C

9N
S

T
R

U
C

T
$O

N

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B

LO
O

LA
N

ES
R

EC
O

N
STR

U
C

T

<
A

C
C

T.
$,9c

.R
A

n
F

I
u

..
.

.,-
----

P
H

A
S

E
(

IL
-

k
mmmr
-

mm

‘
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

1
-

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

oa=

m
-
i

m
m

z
o

0
z0
1

0az-
1
-
1

0
0

a
m

@
4

II
w
-

1
-
V.

p
w

i
?

Z
z
z

1
-

Z
z

Z
z

X
z

X
z

Z
z

-
wQ

u>
wm

>m

‘8
~
,$

:0
0

0

0

8
8

8
8

8
8

8
!8

8
~
:

5
0

O
O

O
O

O
O

.O
O

O
:?

z
●



M
ISC

ELLA
N

EO
U

S
x

,m@
O

Tb
ER

BR
ID

G
ES

C
N

m

R
EST

LR
FA

o

N
Ew

C
O

N
STR

U
C

TIO
N

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

A
B

A
O

O
LA

N
ES

R
EC

O
N

STR
U

C
T

SA
FETY

I

P
H

A
S

E
(

T
Y

P

;R
A

O
E

~E
,
’
3
2

0
)

m*mm

W
O

R
K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

IEI
R

O
U

T
E

I,,

k
mo
f

aun

g:0:

0
m

t-
(7

0
,0’.-

m
i!



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

+
I

iLJE VAR
.IC VAR.
NJS VAR
‘ROGRAM 16159 ““’ “

;0s SR060 02.156 0.14
:0s SR060 001.34
;TP* **** Q ***’ *;*

>LAN 13266

;0s SR060 18.057 0.46
:0s SR060 011.22
jyp* **** o *** ***’

‘LAN 13412

I
I

:0S SR083 012.67 0.00
FAI VAR.
GUE VAR.
LIC VAR.
MUS VAR.
PROGRAM 16160

COS CR091 2.30
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 16117

I
I

Cos TRi44
STP* **** O *** ***

0.00

PLAN 16135

I
It

REPORT OATE 06/21/96 PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

1.34 MILES hORTH oF “C05HOCTON/MUSKINGUM
COUNTY LINE.’
PW20FT,’ RW28”FT; 940 AOT-92
REPLACE STEEL BEAM BRIOGE OVER SANOY FOR
K oF’L17tLG “tiALJiTOMIKA ”cREEK; 6RA0E, “DRA
IN ANO PAVE ,435 FT. PERFORM RELATEO WORK

1993 B EiRIOGE

3.39 MILES SOUTH OF us 36.
PW20FT, RW30FT, 400 ADT-92

1

REPLACE A“5TGEL “6EAM ERIDGE ’OVER A TR16u
TARY OF SIMMONS CREEK ON NEW HORIZONTAL
ANO VERITCAL “ALIGNMENT:” c0LLEc70ii. 1994
“A”.

VARIOUS ROUTES IN OISTRICT 5.
DISTRICT WIOE RPM REFLECTOR REPLACEMENT.

SR 83 TO COSHOCTON CITY L’INE
PW=24FT,RW=28FT,AOT=4300
RESURFACING, AGGREGATE “6ERMS, STRIPING
ANO RELATEO ITEMS.

150 FT NORTH OF TR 145.
OVER WILLS CREEK
RW=17FT
RELOCATE ANO REHA6 BOWSTRING TRUSS BR.

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM Gfi
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

:0s SF?751 16.013
:0S SR751 009.95
jTp* eeee o *** ***

~LAN i341 3

‘AI BOVING ROAO
‘AI W FAIR AVENUE
‘AI SHERIO AN OR.
3TP* F964 O *** 6**
~ROGRAM 14966

FAI ME TROP ARKS
Cos METROP ARKS
GUE METROP ARKS
PROGRAM 16164

FAI PIERCE AVE
FAI PIERCE AVE
STP* **i* O *** ***
PLAN 16123

FAI WHEEL ING S“
STP* **** o *** *“**
PROGRAM 13654

REPORT OATE 06/21fi

LOCATION AND TERMINI

?IS~R1.cT (05) NON-MPO

1.49 MILES SOUTH OF TUSCARAWAS COUNTY
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT, RW26FT; 720 ADT-92
REPLACk ”A””bEFICIENT””CONCRETE SLAB BRIDGE

OVER EVANS CREEK. PROVIDE EARTHWORK, PA
VEMENT ANO RELATEO ITEMS”. ”COLLECTOR.
1994 “A”.

SOUTH CORP LINE OF LANCASTER TO US22
CR048
PW30FT, RW30FT; ADT 280-94
FROM kiCCKs ’KNOIi””Rti: To INOIANA-OHIO
CENTRAL RAILROAD
PWIBFT. “RW24FT:
FROM SR188 TO FAIR AVENUE (cR056)
PW30FT: RW30FT:’”.’ ““ ““””
PLANE PORTIONS-OF EXISTING PAVEMENT,
PATOH PLANED SuRFACES:” SPOT” pAVCMENT,
CURB REPLACEMENT, RESURFACE WITH ASPHALT
PERFoRti “RELATEO WORK (3 SITES)CITY’S-STP

VARIOUS IMPROVEMENTS
VARIOUS
VARIOUS
IMPROVE VARIOUS METRO PARK LOCATIONS IN
FAI:GUE,COS,LIC -1996-1997 ALLOCATION

US 33 TO THE HOCKING RIVER. 445.618M
PW=59.5FT, ADT=9987
HOCKING” RIVER”TO FAIR AVE.
PW=30FT, ADT=I1882
BORINGS, RESURFACING, GUARORAIL, CURB
ANO RELATEO ITEMS.

0.13 MILE EAST OF US 033
PW38FT. , RW38FT
REMOVE ANO REPLACE THE EXISTING CONCRETE
ARCH; PROVIOE EARTHWORK, MINIMAL PAVE-

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~” ‘ IMPROVEMENT “PROGRAM
PEDERA, ,ID PROJECTS

—

n
o
c
z
-1
<

—

v
r
b
a
n

3
n

:

n
K

—

R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c

T

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDER~L PROJECTS (000’S)
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jTATE
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0.00

0.06

0.06

0.45

0.06

PDMS

n
m
um-l
n<
g~

nO
c-n
z
o

LOCATION AND TERMINI
FISCAL YEAR

?000

=

1997 1998 1999

—

———
:ARS

D.I.:T.RI$T ,. .(05) NON-MPO i
I

= NO -MPO

MENT, ANO PERFORM RELATEO WORK 4BG
4BG

STP
STP~Tp

*2
002
002

i3R
BR
E R’
002
062
002

BR
BR
BR
*2
002
002

STP~Tp

STP
602
002
002

iiR
BR
BR

N
134

N
N

1440
N
N

360

N
N

‘AI US022 02441
STP* **** o *** ***
~ROGRAM 13840

FAI SR037 46,655
FAI SR037 028.9S
BRF* 930* o *** ***
PLAN 13105

FAI SR037 46.91:
FAI SR037 029.1!
BRF* 930* o ***”i**
PLAN 13107

FAI SR158 22.20s
FAI SR 204 17.96(
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 15657

FA1 SR 188 001.0(
BRO* 93A* o *** 21*
PROGRAM l149i

REPORT OATE 06/21/!

0.50 M“ILE WEST OF SR664/US22” INTk”R-
SECTION. RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
PW24FT”; , RW40FT. 4:580 AOT-92
PROVIOE MINOR STRUCTURAL REPAIRS ANO
FIELD PAINT ’{OZEU”” <YSTEM) ’”ON” EXISTING
BRIOGE OVER THE CONRAIL RAILROAO ANO LIT
TLk EusH’cREEK ANO PERFORM RELAiEij WORK

1.59’MILES”WEST OF”TtiE FAIRFIELO/PERRY
COUNTY LINE. RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW24FT:””RW32FT: “’”36M AOT-92’
REPLACE CONCRETE BEAM BRIOGE PROVIDE EAR
Tt4woRK; 6tiAEDQiiI”L, ””AppRDAcH”sLABs, ASpHA
LT PERFORM RELATEO WORK. 1993 B BRIDG
E.

I
45

1.43 M“ILEs’wEsT 0S “THE FAIIiFIELO/pERRY
COUNTY LINE. RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW24FT, RW32FT”, ’36W AOT-92
REPLACE CONCRETE BEAM BRIOGE, PROVIOE EA
RTHWORK. PAVEMENT, ANO PERFORM RELATED w
ORK 1993 B BRIOGE.

AT SR 204
PW=19FT,RW=2”jFT, “2060 ADT-92
AT SR 158
PW=20FT, RW=22FT, 2510 AOT-92
REMOVE CREST VERTICAL CURVE, REOUCE SAG
vFR71cAL CURVE TO IMPROVE SIG”iiT OISTANCE
AT INTERSECTION OF SR 158/SR 204.
t-lSP RANK=92 (1993)

CLEAR CREEK TWP, 1.06 E OF PIC. CO. LINE

N
N

45

N
N
225
N
N

25

L
x“
N
246

DISTRICT =

MINOR COLL.
PW18FT;RW34FT: 770-AOT-88.

LL Mf~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR =A



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID wtoJEcTs

41 SR204 10.12:
iI SR204 ?6.2S
?OGRAti ““ 11201’

AI SR204 23.85(
Al SR204 014.8:
~p* **** O’*** ***”

LAN 13030

AI SR256 26. 03!
AI SR256 016.11
Tp* **** o *** ***

LAN 13032

AI SR256 39.91
AI SR256 024.8(
ER SR256 600.0
Tp* ● *** o *** ***

LAN 12950

Al SR793 06.29
“AI SR793 003.9
IRF* 94B* o *** iii

REPORT OATE 06/21/

r
m

~

x

z
=

0.2C

o.o~

0.0(

0.1

0:0

PDM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

.D!.?!R!?.T DO??)..!!!??!-.!!!!
?EMOVE ANO REPLACE THE 60FT BR OVER
rURKEY “RUN PROVIDE MINIMAL”APPROACH
~AVEMENT AND GUARDRAIL AND PERFORM
7ELATECi WORK. 1992 B “BRIDGE

2.48 MI”LES””SOUTH OF SR310’
PW21FT, RW29FT; 1120 AOT-88
REuovE AND REPLA”CE EXISITING ERIDGE,
CONSTRUCT MINIMAL APPROACH PAVEMENT AND
PERFORM RELATkD” WORK. ‘1992 “tiA;’ BRIOGES

i41LLkR5p0RT, 1.51 MILES EAST OF STATE
ROUTE 37. RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW45FT, RW45FT; 5650””ADT-92”’ ”””” ““”
REMOVE AND REPLACE A BRIDGE OVER THE
OHIO” tAN”AL, ””EARTHwORK;’ PAVEMENT, PERFORM
RELATEO WORK. 93 B BRIDGE

0.66 MILES EAST OF SR37.
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT, RW30FT; 2670M ADT-92
RENiOVE”AN”D “REPLACE “A DEFICIENT STEEL
8EAM BRIDIGE OVER WALNUT CREEK AND
PERFORM RELATEO’WORK.9i3 B 8RIOGE

0.03 MILE5’WE5T OF”FAIYPE”R””CO LINE
EAST 0.03MI. RURAL MAJOR CDLLECTOR
PW18FT:’’R’Wi36FT 1210 A6T192”’”
FAI/PER CI KINE EAST 0.03 MI.
PW18FT. RW36FT”; 1210 Ai)T-92
REMOVE ANO REPLACE AN EXISTING BRIOGE
STRUCTURE ON CONCRETE BDX OVER ADJACENT
OITCH, PROVIDE GUARORAIL, MINIMAL
APpi20AcH pAvEMENt; PERFORM RELATED WORK.

0.73 MILES SOUTH OF US33
URBAN MINDR ARTERIAL
PW20FT. RW24FT; 2550 ADT-92

JF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GE
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP” ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL ,0 PROJECTS

I I

~LAN 13414

W E US022 006.55
3RF* 93A* o *** ***
~ROGRAU 11490

GUE US022 10.38
IM** 77** o *** ***

PROGRAM 163(j0

GU E US022 31.80’
GUE US022

6.,9 ; 7{

STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 12914

GU E US022 36. 02(
GUE US022 022.4(
STP* **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 12916

GUE US022 47.74:

REPORT DATE 06/21/{

I

“ LOCATION AND TERMINI

I DISTRICT (05) NON-MPO

REPLACEMENT OF DEFICIENT STEEL BEAM BRID
GE OVER TAHRE”RUN. PROVIOE ””EARTHWDRK”: MI
NIMAL PAVEMENT, ANO PERFORM RELATED WORK

MIN’OR’ ARTERIAL. 19”94””’A”: ““”

0.04 0.4”1 MI: W“”OF CArn6RIOGE. ‘“ ““”
MAdOR COLL.
Pw26F7;Rw46FT,

.
9460-AOT-88

REMOVE ANO REPLACE 70FT BR OVER CROOKEO
tRkEK MINI”MAL ’APPROACH’ PAVEMkNT ‘AND
PERFORM RELATEO WORK.
t992”8 ERIOGE ““

PW=24FT, RW=24FT. AOT=5400(92)
BRIbGE’REHA6; “NEW DEcK. OVER ”IR-77

I
0.16 0.26 MILE (0.418KM) WEST OF SR285/SR265

INiERsEciIoN”. RuRAL PRINCIpAL”ARTERIAL
PW20FT(6. IM) RW28FT(8.5M) 1950 ADT-92
REMovE ANO EEpLACE fHE”’EXISTiNG sTiiuc-
TURE, PROVIOE MINIMAL APPROACH PAVEMENT,

“tiiJO PERFORM’ RELATEO WORK.
I 1993-A

I
1

0.06 1.49 MILES (2.398KM) WEST OF SR513/US22
INTERSECTION. RURAL PRINCIPAL ART”ERIAL
PW24FT(7.32M) RW30FT(9. IM) 1770 AOT-92
REMOVE AN”O REPLACE EXISTING BRIOGE, PRO-
VIDE MINIMAL APPROACH PAVEMENT, EMBANK-
i4ENT. ANO PERFORM ”RELATEO’ ti13RK.
1993-A

0.61 1.95 MILES WEST OF GUE./HAR COUNTY LINE

I1
POMS PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

UE US022 029.67
Tp* **** o *** ● **

LAN 13429

LIE CR035 ~1 .35
UE CRi43 001:36
LJE CR043 .*.00
,UE CR035 012.38
iUE CR044 002.78
,fp* F964 () *** 10*

‘ROGRAM 14140

WE US040 009.4:
W E IR077 022.6:
WE SR513 008.7’
Xl E SR658 oll.1~
3R** **** o *** ***

‘LAN 14428

GUE 1R070 10.30

REPORT OATE 06/21/’

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (05) NON-MPD

PW24FT, RW30FT: t050 AOT-92
REPLACE A DEFICIENT WARRE’N TRUSS OVER
LITTLE SKULL FORK ON NEW ALIGNMENT.
1994~A ‘i3RIbGE PROGRAM

FROM 1.35 MILES NORIH OF SR313, CONTINUE
NORTH” FOR 7.OI”MILES “’”
PW20FT. , RW24FT.
FROM” 1.36 MILES NORTH OF CR44: CONTINUE
NORTH FOR 0.26 MILE
PW18FT.”, RW24FT.
FROM BYESVILLE’S EASTERN CORPORATION
LINE : “CONTINUE EAs7””FoR’”0.40 i41LE’
PW20FT. , RW28FT.
FROM 0.33 tiILE NORTH OF NoRTHERN CORP.
LINE OF CAMBRIDGE; THEN NORTH 7.31 MILES
PW24FT. ,“””RW3’2FT.”
FROM 0.37 MILE WEST OF CR15; CONTINUE
WEST FOR “0.35 MILE”
PW20FT. , RW22FT.
REMO”VE EXISTING GUARORAI’L; “SPOT GRAOE
SHOULOER AREAS, CONSTRUCT-NEW EMBANKMENT
NEW GUARORAIL AND”Ai4CHOR ASSEMBLIES,
CO’5-STP CAP PROJECT.

OVER INTERSTATE 77
PW32FT, RW48FT. 8020 ADT-92
TR838
PW24FT, RW24FT, 12760 AOT-92
OVER INTERSTATE 70
PW20FT. “RW32FT. 2110 ~O”T-92
OVER WILLS CREEK
PW16FT. RW20FT . 200 ADT-92
PROVIOi 3 COAT”PAINTING OF 4 STRUCTURES
FOR MAINTENANCE OF STEEL. PAINTING
SYSTEM IS OZEU.

0.010 KM EAST OF SR 723

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM G~
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~- IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL ,D PROJECTS

iU E SR265 016.22
lRF* 93A*’o ●** 2-J*’

~l?OGRAM 11704

XJE SR265 05.375
;U’E SR265 603.34
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 12920

N E SR265 18.2t8
;U E SR265 011.32
jlp* **** o *** ***

‘LAN 1292 i

NE SR285 011.45
3RO* 93A* o *** 22*
‘ROGRAM 11705

NJ E SR285 17.236

REPORT DATE 06/21/9

r
m
z
n

2

z
=

0.93

0.03

0.00

0.03

0.06

PDMS

.OCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (05) NON-MPO

PW20FT:RW24FT, 1430-ADT-88
REMOVE ‘A”ND R“EPLAC’E THE SIX DEFICIENT
BRIDGES, PROV”IDE MINIMAL APPROACH
PAVEMENT,” ”EARTHWO”QK, GuARDRAIL”’AND
PERFORM RELATEO WORK. 92-B BR PROG.

MILLWOOO TWP”, 2.04 MI. EAST OF SR513.
tiA~;’”COLL; ” “’”’
PW18FT:RW28FT, 940-ADT-88
REMOVE ANO’REPLACE ”THE”27FT BRIDGE
STRUCTURE, PROVIDE MINIMAL APPROACH
PAVEMENT, GUARDRAIL””AND””PERFORti ”RELATEO
WORK.92-B OR PROG.

1.2 MILES (1.947Kf4) WEST OF sR285/sR265
“INTERSECTION.”” RURAL” MAJOR ‘COLLECTOR
PW20FT(6. IM) RW40FT(II.9M) 2110 ADT-92
REMOVE”ANO REPLACE”EXISTING 16’7’ti X
10’1” PIP:ARCH, PROVIOE EARTHWORK, MIN-
IMAL PAVEMENT AND PERFORM RELATED WORK.
1993-A

0.56 MILE (0.901KM) WEST OF sR761/sR265
INTERSECTION. ”RURAL MAJoR cOLLECTOR
PW18FT(5.5M) RW22FT(6.7M) 1400 AOT-92
REMOVE ANO REPLACE ExISTING’’BRIDGE,
PROVIOE MINIMAL APPROACH PAVEMENT,
WAWRAIL;” AND PERFORM RELATED wORK.
1993-A

MADISON TWP, 2.18 MI. SOUTH OF US22.
MINOR COLL.
PW18FT:RW30FT, 500-AOT-88
REMovE AND REpLACE THE 28FT BRIOGE
STRUCTURE, PROVIOE MINIMAL APP.ROACH
PAVEMENT ANO GUARORiiIL”Ai.JG” PERFORM
RELATED WORK.92-B BR PROG.

1.77 MILES NORTH OF US40

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

LIE SR285 010.71
‘LAN 13415

;UE SR285 21.64C
;U E SR285 013.4!
;TP* **** o *** ***
~LAN 13124

Xl E SR313 015.1[
~ROGRAM 14364

W E SR340 01.25:
iUE SR340 000’. 7[
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 13416

GUE SR541 005. 3(
BRF* 93** o I** 16*
PROGRAM 4789

GU E SR658 001.5
BRF* 95A* o *** 5**
PROGRAM 8735

REPORT OATE 06/21/

1-
m
z
c1
-1
x

z
=

0.04

0.0(

0.1(

0.0

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

~15T~ICT (05) NON-MPO

~W18FT, RW22FT ; 550 AOT-92
?EpLAcE tiGFIcIENt””sTE”kL””’EEAti”’BRIoGE OVER
\ TRIBUTARY OF SALT FORK CREEK. PROVIOE
SAEiHWORK; MINIUAL”’PAVEMENT, ‘ANO”FkRFORM

RELATEO WORK. MINOR COLLECTOR, 1994 “A”

3.18 MILES SOUTH OF US22
7URA”L MINOR COLLECTOR ““
JW18FT, RW22FT 550 AOT-92
iEPLACE STEEL f3EAM”’BR”iD&k OVER ERUSHY’
FORK AND PERFORM RELATEO WORK.
1993 6 BRiDGE “’ ‘“

o.I5 MILE EAST OF STATE ROUTE 285
PW20FT, RW36FT; 890 AOT-92
REPAIR A BRIOGE”OVER “A TRIBUTARY OF
~ENICA FORK OF WILLS CREELK. PERFORM
tiIcROSiLICA ovERLAY’;”PILE ENcA5EMZNT,
SLABS, SEAL dOINTS ANO OTHER ITEMS.

0:78 MILES EAST OF NOB/GUE COUNTY LINE.
pw18FT. RW22FT: “150”AOT-92 ““”
REPLACE OEFICIENT STEEL BEAM BRIDGE OVER
MILLER CREEK; “PROVIDE”’”EARTHWORK. MINIMA

L PAVEMENT, AND PERFORM RELATEO WORK.
i41N0R’”C0LLEc70R; 1994 NAII. ““”

302 MI. WEST”• F IR77. 0.iOMI. “
PW 18 FT., RW 24 FT., 340 AOT-84
REPLACE 24 FT. 6R,””OVER”E RANCH OF WILLS
CREEK. (87-C BR. PROG.)

1.50 MILES NORTH OF SR209, .
PW19FT, RW28FT; 640 AOT-88
REPLACE A 40FT BRIOGE OVER SARCHETT RUN
& PERFORM RELATEO WORK.90-B BRIDGE PROG.

vF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GE
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIO’a IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .) PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-i
<

iUE SR65S ~“4 .94
l~F* 95A* G *** 4**
IROGRAti”” 8745

W E SR658 009.29
!RF* 858* o *** I**
~ROGRAM 4791

W E SR660 08.015
;U”E SR660 ““ 004.98
3RO* 92Q* o *** ***
ViOGRA~” 1“1200

W E SR660 08.336
SUE SR660 M5. 18
jTP* **** o *** ***

~LAN 13417

WE SR761 1.851
NJ E SR-?61 2.012
~Tp* **** o *** ● **

~LAN 16096

REPORT DATE 06/21/9

r
m

E
-1
x

z
=

0.03

0.04

O.OE

0.0:

0.0[

POM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

O15TRICT (05)NON-MPO

4.94 MILES NORTti” OF s“R209. ” “ ““
PW19FT, RW25FT; 140 AOT-88
REPLick” A 34FT BhItitiE”””OilEti’’”INDIAN””CAMi
RUN ANO PERFORM RELATEO WORK. 90-B BRDG
PROGRAM”

1.89 MI. SOUTH OF SR 541. .0.03rnI.
RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW 16 FT., RW 24 FT., 160 AOT-84
REPLACE 28 FT IiR. ”OVER TRIE. “OF WILLIS

cREEK. (87-B 6R.PRoG.)
PROJECT TO BE CiNCELLEO, REDO PROFILE
PLANS RET TO DIST.JULIE G OON’T CANCEL

JACKSON TWP, 1.35 MI W OF SR209
MINOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT, RW28FT: 1430 AOT-88
REPiAcE 36P7 EiRIOGE’’OVkR i2HApMANS ’RUN,
PROVIOE MINIMAL APPROACH PAVEMENT ANO
PERFORti’RELATEO WORK. ““
1992-A BR PROG.

1.15 MILES SOUTH OF SR209
“RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR”””’”
PW20FT, RW26FT; 1270 AOT-92
REPLACE A STEEL B“EAM BRIDGE’ OVER A BRANC
H OF CHAPMANS RUN. PERFORM RELATEO WORK.

COLLECTOR”. 1994 “A”n.

i.9?9 KM SOUTH OF SR 265
OVER DITCH
A0T=190(92), R0w=67. Ihi,suFF=53. I
1.851 KM SOUTH OF SR 265
OVER ”O’ITCti

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FE13ERAL-AID PROJECTS

GUE SR821 02.993
GUE SR821 061.86
STP* **** o *** ***
tiLAN 13419

KNO SRO03 35.727
KNO SR603 022.20
STP* **** o *** ***
PRtiGRAM 11792

KNO CRO06 000.48
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGR4M 15067

KNO SR013 Ooo.oc
KNO SRO13 016.OC
PROGRAM 16151

KNO SRO13 009.86
STP* 34** o ***’ $**”
PROGRAM 13323

[
REPORT OATE 06/21/9

I

LOCATION AND TERMINI

QISTRICT(05) NON-MPO

AOT=190(92), RDW=67.IM,SUFF=56 .7
REPLACE EXIST 33.53M CONC SLAB BRIOGE
WITH A PRECAST BOX OVER OITCH.
EFpLAcE EXIST 42.69M coNc ‘SLAE BRIOGE
WITH PRECAST CONC BOX OVER OITCH

0.06 0.08 MILES SOUTH OF SR313
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR ‘“”” ‘“’ “ ““
PW20FT, RW28FT: 2070 AOT-92
REPLACE OEFICIENT CONCRETE BEAM “BRIDGE
OVER A TRIBUTARY OF WILLS CREEK. PROVIOE
EARTHWORK.”” PAVEME”NT’’ANti” PERFORM”RFLATECI
WORK. COLLECTOR 1994 “A”

0.03 BROWN TWP, 1.62 MI. EAST OF SR768.
PW24FT”~RW44FT :“””. 1480-ADT-88
REMOVE AND REPLACE THE DEFICIENT BRIOGE
STRUCTURE, PROVIDE “MitiitiAL ”AppROAcH
PAVEMENT ANO PERFORM RELATED WORK.

7.22 0.48 MILE NORTH OF STATE ROUTE 13, NORTt
04.49 MILE TO FREOERICKTOWN SOUTH CORP.
PW19FT, RW25FT: 2,850 AD-1-94; MAJ. COLL
RESURFACE ANO RELATED ITEMS PROIJECT
COLJNTYPS~5TP ““”

I
0.00 LIC CO LINE TO SR586

Pw=22FT.RW=26FT.ADT=4970(92)
1.94 MILES SOUTH OF SR 95
PW = 48 FT. RW = 65 FT,””AOT = 6710 (92)
CRACKSEAL, LENGTH=14.54 MILES

0.72 MT. VERNON, INTERSECTION SR13 ANO SR586
NORTii 0.45 MiLEs. URSAN’PRiNcIpAL ARTER
PW65FT,RW65FT; 25,390 ADT-92
CONSTRUCT WIOER PAVEMENT, NEW CURB AND

I
I
I

PDMS PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GI
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~- - IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .iD PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
+
<

Ius US022 16.206
Ius US022 010.07
,Tp* **** (j *** ***
‘l?t3GRAM 8809

Ius US022 18.829
lROGRAH 16292

U-Is CR035 000.09
JR** **** o *** ***

‘LAN 13616

NJs US040 00.354
JR** **** o *** ***

iLAN 16113

MJs US040 009. 8C
IRF* 94C* o **4 9**
‘ROGRAM 10181

REPORT DATE 06/21/S

0.03

0.32

0.16

0.13

0.03

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (’05) .NON-MPO

REPLACE BRIOGE OECK ANO PERFORM RELATED
WORK “

ZANESVILLE, 0.22 MILES “EAST OF WEST
CORPORATION LINE.
PW48FT:’ RW55”.3FT; i4,060”A0T-88
REPLACE A 15” BRIOGE OVER A OITCH
“PROVIDE CUR6, SIOEWAL”K””ANO PERFORM

RELATED WORK.
90-E’ BRIOGE” P”ROGRAM.’

6TH STREET BRIDGE OVER MUSKINGtiM” RIVER
PW=40 FT RW=40FT, AOT=17760(92)
6TH ”STRE~T’ abridge”” ”IMPROVkIiiENTS M’ALJOR
STRUCTURE WORK OVER MUSKINGUM RIVER.CONS
ONLY’. SEE PIO 11546 FOR PE

FROM CR414 EASTERLY 0.10 MILE
PW20FT. , RW28FT’. 5,@ ADT-93
REMOVE ANO REPLACE THE EXISTING BRIOGE
sTRucTuRE: PROVIOE MINIiiAL’AppRoAcH
PAVEMENT, EARTHWORK, GUARORAIL, ANO
PERFORM RELATEO WORK.

0.354 KM EAST” OF THE LICKING CO. LINE
OVER VALLEY RUN
ibT=3780(92),Pw. 14:6M’, RW=19.4M, SUFF=52.2
REPLACE EXISTING 12.44M CONC. BEAM BRIOG
wITH PRESTRE5$E0 BOX BEAM BRIDGE OVER
VALLEY RUN

0.50 MILES WEST OF ZANESVILLE WEST
CORPORATION LINE. “
PW30FT, RW50FT; 4010 AOT-88
REpLAcG 61FT 6R 0vEE”i”IM6ER RU”N, pROVIOE
APPROACH SLABS ANO PAVEMENT.
1991-6 BR PROG. “

)F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR(
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

—

c)
o
c
z
i
4

Ius US040 18.25C
Ius US040 011.”34
IRF* 3G08 o *** ***
~ROGRAti” ‘1 1333

kJS CR050 001.81
IRO* 94B* o ***”**”*
PROGRAM 13617

iUS SROGO 017.8E
iTP* **** o *** ***
‘ROGRAM 12141

llus SR060 33.58:
4US SR060 020.8;
3RF* 44** 0 *** 57*
~ROGRAM 11882

Ws SR060 34. 07(
w s SR060 021.1:
jTp* **** o *** ● **

JLAN 12

Ws SR060 42

37

76(

REPORT OATE 06/21/{

1-
m

$

x

z
=

0.08

0.24

O.oc

0.1s

16.8:

0.0:

PDM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (05) NON-MPO

ZANESVILLE MAIN ST. BRIDGE DVER MUS.
RIVER CANAL
PW30FT, RW30FT; 10370 ADT-88
REMOVE ”ANb” REPLACE’’”Ti+E” ExISITING BRIOGE,
PROVIDE MINIMAL ApPROACH WORK AND
PERFORM RELATED WORK”
1992 “A” 8RIDGE. ‘“

1.81 MILE: SOUTH OF SR16
RURAL MINOR-COLLECTOR ““”
PW15FT. , RW20FT. “-200 AIJ’f-93
REMOVE AND REPLACE THE-EXISTING BRIDGE;
PROVIDE EARTHWORK, MINIMAL APPROACH
PAVEMENT”, AND PERFORM”RIELATEO wORK.

PROJECT FROM ZANESVI”LLE, ADAIR AND
UNDERWDOO INTERSECTION N. 14 MI TO DRES.
Pw24FT.”’Rw40FT. 21050i67-88: “iiIN.ART.
STUDY RELOCATION ALTERNATIVES FOR THE SR
060’ CORRIDOR” FQOM 2ANESV”ILLE NORTH TO
ORESDEN. STUDY AREA: 14.00 MILES.

ZANESVILLE URBAN AREA, 3.95 MI NORTH OF
170”.OTHER”PRIN ART. “’
PW24FT:RW34FT , 10890-ADT-88
“coiiSTQuc7 tEi4F01iARY ””pAvGMENT’Ahiti BRIDGE,
REMOVE ANO REPLACE THE EXISTING BRIOGE
oN”tioOrFrEo vERTIcAL ALIGNMENT, pRtIvIDE
NEW APPROACH PAVEMENT. 1992 “C”

RICHEY ROAD NORTH 10.46 MILES
RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
PW 24 FT. RW 36 FT 10890 AOT-88
REMOVE ANO REPLACE PORTION OF EXISTING
PAVEMENT, PROVIDE WIDER SHOULDERS, TURN
LANES, DRAINAGE. GUARDRAIL,AND PERFORM
RELATED WORK.

5.91 MI, SOUTH OF sR208.

IF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR
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OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

1997

N
N“

N

N
N

N
N

N
N

N
N

x
N

x
N

N

N

N

IISTR

FISCAL YEAR

F

1998 1999 2000

228

1
57

720

180

399

99

500
4382

125
1095

I

1
CT = ALL MP

992

248

= NO -MPO “ARS =

xl
m

;:

55
<p

m

STATE

.OCAL

;TATE

jTATE

;TATE

;TATE



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

L
u

u
1-

:
*

:
A

G
E

N
C

Y
a

<
2

1-
m

2
m

L
m

C
H

A
N

G
E

‘N
D

m
a

w
a

M
(S

C
E

L.
LN

E
O

U
S

x
In

O
T

H
E

R
B

R
ID

G
E

S
o

co
m

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
A

I

I
N

EW
C

O
N

STR
U

C
TIO

N
.,

Lu
It

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B

I
A

O
O

LA
N

ES
R

EC
O

N
STR

U
C

T
I

*
SA

FETY
U

P
G

R
A

D
E

)

P
H

A
S

E
I

1,—I1----

k
000w0’)
m0)

IL
almm

:
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

az4

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

Lo
zozItgL
i



—
1

w
u

u
u

u

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

k
k

+
+

1-

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
4

<
a

a

F
-

+
+

!-
+

m
L/?

m
m

m

Z
dillY

G
E

N
o

a
a

a!
<

c1

M
’S

C
E

.,
LN

E
O

.
S

10

O
TH

ER
BR

IO
G

ES

a
l

r)
o

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
A

I
N

EW
C

O
N

STR
U

C
TIO

N
u

1
-a

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

C
B

!
a‘n
.

I
/.90

LA
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
I

-
SA

FETY
uP

G
R

A
D

E
II

I

mmm

t

-L
r
-

mm

z
W

O
R

K

O
F

P
H

A
S

E
~

T
Y

F
F

E
D

E
R

A
L

F
U

N
D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T(000’s)
,.

U

Lo
!
-

(A
.:

m
“>

“m
”

o

..-----
—

1
9

8:n
,

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

o

/

6wQou1
-
a01
-

E0nI
I
J

L
x

S
E

C
T

IO
N

v
.
-
w

.a*m
ln

ei
N

u
o

*-
●●

*
*

m
m
m
m

00a
=
t
o
m

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

—



OHlO TRANSPORTATIC’” - ~MPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .0 PROJECTS

;TP* **** o *** ***

‘LAN 12970

U.JS SR146 10.428
;TP* **** o *** ● **

‘LAN 16108

NJS SR208 Ooo. oc
;TP* **** o *** ***
>ROGRAM” 13512

WS SR208 10.68(
NJS SR208 066.64
3RO* 93C* o *** ***
‘LAN 12971

Ws SR340 ~1 .9:
3RO* 6@7 o ***’1**
‘ROGRAM 5717

WJs SR340 04. 94(
w s SR340 003. o“
STP* **** o *** h**

REPORT DATE 06/21/:

r
m

:

x

z
=

0.19

0.48

0.03

0.08

0.04

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

01??.!!.!? (P?).??F-.W?

PW18FT, RW22FT, 470 AOT-92
REPLACE A“”bEFiCIENT”””8RIOG”E” OVER 13RANCH
OF WHITE EYES CREEK. PROVIOE EARTHWORK,
AsptiALT pAvEi4ENT; GuAR6EjiIL ET-2006, AND
PERFORM RELATEO WORK. COLLECTOR 1993-A

7.I13KM EAST OF SR 586
OVER EIG’’’RtiN “’
AOT=7960(92) ,BRW=9. 144M,SUFF=55
tiEpLACE ANO””WIDEN EXIST b~ck ANO A6UTS
OF EXISTING 75.286M STEEL BEAM BRIOGE
OVER 6iG “RUN ‘“

DRESOEN. SR060 EAST’”TO’”hiAIN STREET.
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW24)47FT, RW46~47FT;”2890/3550 AOT-92
WIDEN EXISTING 24’ PAVEMENT TO 42’.
coN$tRucT NGW” SIDEWALK, CURBS; ORAINAGE,
AND RELATEO WORK.

4.58 MI (7.371KM) WEST OF sR93 EAST
0.02 MI (0.032KM). RURAL””MiNOR COLLECTOR
PW19FT, RW24FT; 1010 ADT-92
EEpLAcE ExisTING ERIOGE OVER ’THE
TRIBUTARY OF THE NORTH BRANCH OF SYMMES
cREEK, ANO” PERFORM RELATEO wORK
COLLECTOR 1993-A

1.99 MI. EAST OF SR284. 0.05 Ml.
PW”18 FT., RW 23 FT.”; 100 AOT-84
REPLACE 36 FT. BRIOGE OVER COLLINS
FORK. (87-B BR1OGE PROGRAM)

0.71 MILES WEST OF Mus/N06 COUNTY LINE
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
Pw18FT. Rw22FT; 150 AoT-92

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GRl

+ ‘--
FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR

-1 -u FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
no y g OR
0+ Q
~> m+ g TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
● r D<
_~ >- 0
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on ~m q
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-~ o g
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL ID PROJECTS

—

o
0
c
z
+
<

flus TR692 Ooo. oo
jTP* 100* O *** 44*
~ROGl?AM 14531

PER SRO13 iki.254
PER SRO13 Olo. lc
BRF* 34** O *** ***
PROGRAM

PER SRO

8668

3 52. 77(
PER SRO13 032.79
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 13112

PER CR034
BRO* 6404 0 *** I**
PROGRAM 5827

PER SR037 06.437
PER SR037 004.0(
STP* 1~* o *** 28*
PROGRAM 4277

1-

%
c)

2
z=

2.92

0.03

0.0:

0.2”

0.01

L 1

REPORT DATE 06/21/96 POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (05)NON-MPO

CREEK

pERFORM RELATEO WORK

3.67” kiILEs i0u7H”06””3R93 AND” “SR37
INTERSECTION.
PW20FT , RW28FT; 2360”ADT-88
REPLACE A 24FT BRIOGE OVER A TRIB OF
MOXAHALA CREEK. 90-A 6R PROG.

1.43 EAST OF ‘SR256
RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
PW24FT, RW44FT, 5140”AOT-92
REPLACE A PIPE ARCH OVER A TRIBUTARY OF
LITTLE RUSH CREEK: “PROVI”OE “EARTtiWORIi, “pA
VEMENT . ANO RELATEO .ITEMS. 1993 B.

0.17 MI. N. OF SR204.
0.17 MI.

(GRATIOT RO.)

PW 18 FT., RW 18 FT.; 800 AOT-85
REPLACE 129 FT.” 8RIDGE”OVER JONATHAN cK.

IJUNCTION CITY. 0.30 MILE EAST OF
SR 668
PW 24 FT., RW 24 FT., 2820 .AOT-84
REPLACE 16FT.BRIOGE OVER CLAYPIKE RUN
88-B 8R. PROG.

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR
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UP IO = ALL

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP’4 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
.ID PROJECTS

rp. **** o *** ***
.AN “16’095

ER SR204 008.64
ER SR204 tie .64
Ro* 920* o *** ***

ROGF?tiM 11334

ER SR204 06.936
ER SR204 004.31
Tp* **** o *** ***

LAN 13509

ER SR312 07.966
ER SR312 ti4 .95
LAN 13425

ER SU345 0CX3:66
Tp* F964 o *** 12*

ROGRAM 14i62

ER SR345 04.072

REPORT OATE 06/21/9

0.12

0.85

0.0:

4.CX

POM!

FEDERA.

LOCATION AND TERMINI

.olsT~lc.~ (05) NON-MPO

OVER WALNUT CREEK
AOT=IIOO(92),RDW=83”:20M, SUFF’=39.4
REPLACE EXISTING 5.18 M CONC.SLAB BRIO.
wITii p~kcfisi CONCRETE BOX OVER WALNUT
CREEK

5.49 MILES E OF SR13
Pw20ffi Ew30FT: 1130 AOT-E8
REMOVE AND REPLACE THE EXISITING
sTRucThEE: GuiKORJiIL AND” PERFORM RELATEo
WORK
1992 ”ri~” BRIOGES

1.16 MILES EA”5T O’F’”SRO13:
PW20FT, RW28FT; 1,200 AOT-92
REPLACE A STEEL B“EAti ERIOGE OVER
JOHNATHAN CREEK. RELOCATE 2250 FT. OF
RO~O#~Y. “’ “’ “ ““ “

0.40 MILES SOUTH OF PER/FAI COUNTY LINE
PW19FT: RW26FT; 670’’AoT”:92 ““”

REPLACE OEFICIENT TWIN SLAB CULVERT BRIO
GE’OVER 7R16LITARY OF TURKEY RUN. pROVIDE

EARTHWORK, MINIMAL PAVEMENT, ANO PERFORM ~ELAIED. woRK:...coLLEcToR :. ~994 ,,A,,,.

NEW’”LEXINGTON”,” SR345 “ANb” CARROL STREET
PW22FT , RW30FT; 11,370 AOT-92
INsTALL TURN LANES””AT SR345”AN0 cARRoL
STREET
LOCAL FUNOING IS FOR CARROLL STREET

CLAYTON TOWNSHIP, 5.36 MILES SOUTH OF

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR

Oa
0$
qr
-m
on
00
qL
~m
-0

-1

144

84C

16S

832

2i7

P IC

n
m
um-l
n<
p~

nOcm
z
o

IMG
I MG
902
062
D02

!3R
BR
BR
002
002
062

STP
STP
STP
002
002
002

002
062
002

STP
STP
STP
002
002
002
4BG
4BG
“4BG

6R

=A

.. I

~
n
K

1997 1998

R N
c
P N
R “N
c

P N
R N
c 77
P N
R 2
c 19

P N
R N
c
P
R N“
c

P 3C
R’
c

P N
R N
c 665
P N
R N
c 106
P N
R N
c 60

P N

L OISTRICT =

FISCAL YEAR

I999

9C

c

134

.L MF

!000

113

28

580

145

= NON-MPO
——
:ARS

n
mz?

mo

:5
MG

i-
m

;TATE

;TATE

;TATE

;TATE

iTATE



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w
u

w
u

u
+

+
1-

+
b

-

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
<

a
a

a
b

-
+

+
t-

+
m

m
m

m
m

C
H

A
N

G
E

:N
2

E
c

1
E

w
a

M
ISC

E..
A

N
EO

LS
I

O
Tti

ER
8R

!C
G

ES

R
EST

A
R

EA
1

N
EW

C
O

N
STR

U
C

TIO
N

:
I

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

A
B

I

t
A

O
D

LA
N

ES
R

EC
O

N
STR

U
C

T
I

1
SA

FETY
u

,R
A

D
E

II

c
o

U
I*

o
1-

-e

00c
-i

U
J

o
-

0

1-
C

a
mu

)

-L
+mm

=
W

O
R

K
P

H
A

S
E

(

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

nz4

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

.
x

u
:

w
:

z
o

l
-
l

3
J

I

>
z:”

1-
2
a

z
m

u
,—

)1I)1[4))

—

I11i >II



u
I

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w
u

u
+

+
+

1-

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
a

a
a

+
1-

+
1-

1
m

m
u

-l
m

4
C

H
A

N
G

E
,N

C
a

<
a

c
%

i
M

ISC
ELLA

N
EO

U
S

Imp
O

TH
ER

BR
ID

G
ES

o
0

I
R

EST
&

R
EA

1
N

EW
C

O
N

STR
U

C
-,

O
N

1:
R

ESU
R

FA
C

E
R

ESTO
R

E
R

EH
4B

A
D

O
LA

N
ES

R
EC

O
N

STR
U

C
T

t
......

;R
A

D
E

I-,F
o00c
-
+

0U
I
a

I

P
H

A
S

E
6F

W
O

R
K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

=
t1
!

i
n
C
Y

a>0C
L
zk

u
-
l

l
n
-

0
a
l

r
-

Z
N

I
t

J-
1
a

I
n
w

I
I

t
-
V

,
.

A
0
4

a
l

m
I
n

(
Y

C
-
4

N
Z
z
$
z
z

+
!x~

zx
z
.
Z

Z
x

I
n

.;
Z
z
x
z
m
x
z
.

‘z
F

i

.
r
-

.
m

KV
I

L(
2

:
x
.
1
-

“2m
.

.



u
u

u
u

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

L
u

u
u

+
+

t-
+

+
1-

+

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
<

a
<

a
:

!
+

b
-

+
1-

1-
:

I
m

m
w

)
m

m
m

m
~

~+1.h
6E

~D
=x

a
a

a
a

a
‘x

w
SC

ELLA
N

EO
IJS

x
x

x
x

O
r
H
E
Q

BR
,3G

ES
o

0
0

0
0

~
g

{

R
EST

LR
EJ

N
EW

C
O

N
S’R

b
C

’10N
U
J

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
EH

A
B

)

ua

A
D

2
LA

N
ES

R
EC

O
N

STR
U

C
T’

I
a

.

-
e

—
SA

FETY
u

P
G

R
A

D
E

IImK
Ydti>0azzoz

&
---

I
,
,

1
I

u
)
m

,
P

H
A

S
E

O
F

W
O

R
K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)
6c
%

a“
U

-1
aU

.1
1-azau$m?1-

LO
-1

ifYmo1-m@r
-

0zazadn
1
-

0z4

-.

l
-
m

-n
-”.

!
1-r
-

La
.

m
m

0
0

0
0’

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

IL
L

I

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



w
R

E
S

P
O

N
S

IB
L

E
U

w
w

1-
1-

1-
t-

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
a

a
a

!-
+

1-
1-

0
Ln

W
I

u
?

I
C

h
A

N
G

E
N

Z
<

<
a

a

M
ISC

ELLA
N

EO
d

S
x

“m

O
T+

ER
BR

ID
G

E$
o

m
m

F

2
r
c
T

,
.Q
,
.
!

I
,..

-,,.-
N

Ew
C

C
lkSTR

U
C

TIO
N

x
x

Lua4avII

R
ESJR

FA
C

E
R

EsTO
R

E
R

EH
A

B

A
D

D
LA

N
ES

R
EC

O
N

STR
U

C
T

S.A
FETY

I

gNa
l
0
)

mamm

g
$

z
X

z
Z

z
xc)

X
r)

-.
1
-

m0

U
K

P
H

A
S

E
[

T
Y

P
F

E
D

E
R

A
L

F
U

N
D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

II
L

E
N

G
T

H
(M

l)
1
-

1
1
9

mmw0
I

S
E

C
T

IO
N

●
☛

IL__
R

O
U

T
E



OHlO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

n
o
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<

—

AY SR041 46.28:
AY SR041 028:9’
,TP* **** 0 ** **;

‘RfJGRArn” i 1547

“AY US062 Ooo. m
bROGRAM 15496

‘AY US062 21.856
‘AY US062 013.6C
jTp* ***8 o *** ***

‘R OGRAM 12183

‘AY US062 24. 56(
‘AY’ US062 015.3:
3RF* 93** o 2** ***
PRoGRAM 11859

FAY IR071 Ooo.a
IM** 71** o 3** ***

PROGRAM 6225

FAY SR207 06.992

REPORT OATE 06/21/9

0.01

8.7a

1.6C

o.o~

15.2(

0.0

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT .(06) NON-MPO

0.41 MILE,SOUTH OF FAYETTE/MAOISON CO:
LINE; dEFFERSON TWP.. FAYETTE” CO.
PW 24FT, RW 32FT, 1520 VPD-1990
REPLACE EXISTING ‘STR”tiCjtiRALLY-DEFICIENT
BRIDGE OVER ROLAND OITCH. ON EXISTING ALI
ALIGNMENT ANO PROFILF, MINIMAL APPROACH
WORK ANO GUARDRAIL ANO OTHER NECESSITIES

FROM HIG CO.LINE(SLMO.QQ) To SOUTH
WAsHItiGTOiJ COUrthOUSe CORP (SLM l“1 .67).
PW=7.3M RW=8.2M ADT(90)=2700
PLACE 448 INTERMEDIATE ””TYPE I’5POT
LEVELING & 25MM 448 SURFACE TYPE 1.

MARKET ST. TO E. CORP LI. COLUMBUS AVE.
WASHINGTON C.”H; ‘URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
PW 46FT,RW 46FT, 18700 ADT-1990
CONSTRUCT AN” AOOITIONAi ’LANE””TO PRDVIDE
A COMMON MIDDLE TURN LANE, CURBS, GUTTER
AND 5 FT. SIDEWALKS”, UPGRAOE SiGNALS AND
IMPROVE INTERSECTIONS AND DRAINAGE

0.14 MILE SDUTH OF CR 35
UNION TOWNSHIP ““ ““” ““””MINOR ARTERIAL
PW 24FT, RW 38FT, 9390 ADT-1990
REptiA’cE EXISTING STRUCTURALLY-OEFICIENT
BRIDGE DVER E. FDRK PAINT CREEK ON EXIS1
ING ALIGNMENT’ANO PROFILE, MINIMAL APP-
ROACH, GUARDRAIL AND OTHER NECESSITIES

JEFFERSONVILLE;GRE CO.
TO 0.04 MI. S. OF TWP 103 9.49 MILES
PW24-24FT, RW49-49FT, 22090ADT-86
REHABILITATE EXISTING PAVEMENT IN ACCOR[
ANCE TD PAVEMENT OESIGN PROVIOE NECES-
SARY SAFETY FEATURES AND APPURTENANCES
AS REQUIRED.4-L RESURF. PROG.

1.02 MI. NDRTH OF CR34 (YANKEETDWN RD.)

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM G$
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
F’EDERAL-AID moJEcTs
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DISTRICT .(06) .NON-MPO
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N

N

N
N
636
N
N
159

tiAD SR038 021.55
STP* ***8 () *** ***
JLAN 13492

MAD US042 21.34C
UN I US042 Oo. ooc
STP* *“*4* o *** *~j
PLAN 16012

MAD US042 32.89(
tiAD US042 020. 5i
STP* 10** o *** ***
PROGi?AM” 8864

MAD US042 3i’.6i~
MAD US042 023:5
BRF* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 8883

DEER CREEK TWP. RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW-22 FT:: RW-28 “FT. 1086 ADT-”1993
REPLACE EXISTING STRUCTURALLY-DEFICIENT
BRIOGE OVER CHENOWETH DITCH ON EXISTING
ALIGNMENT AND PROFILE WITH MINIMAL
APPROACH wORK,” 6uARLIi+AIL ANO””NEcEssITIkS

?1.37 PLAIN” CITY.

0.322KM NORTH OF IR70 TO UNION COUNTY.
PW24FT, RW28FT AVG”ADT(90)-6181 VPO
PLAIN CITY.
MADISON COUNTY LINE TO S OF RICKARD ROAO
PW24FT, RW24FT AVG AOT(90)-IODOO VPO

PLACE” 448’’’INTERMEDIATE TYPE I SPOT LEVEL
ING ANO 25MM 448 SURFACE TYPE 1.
SELGCTZEI”’MILLING ‘AND CONSTRUCTION OF
CURB RAMPS WITHIN PLAIN CITY.

x
N
473
x
N
118

x
N
227
x“
N

5E

x
N

x

0.06 NORTH FROM 4.92 MILES SOUTH OF SR-161
CANAAN TDWNSHIP
PW 24FT, RW 36FT, 2770 VPO-1986
REPLACE IGF7 6RIOGE OVER YUTZY
OITCH TO MATCH EXISTING THROUGH ROADWAY
WIDTH. 90-A BR PROG:

0.06

SELL WITH 8883.

NORTH FROM 1.97 MILES SOUTH OF SR-161
bARF3y tOWpsHIP
PW 24FT, RW 40FT, 2770 VPO-1986
REPLACE 25FT”” BRIOGE” OVER WORTH-
INGTON OITCH TO MATCH EXISTING THROUGH
ROAOWAY WIDTH. 90-A BR PROG.
TO SELL WITH PID 8884

I
I z285 STF

STF
STF
w“:

UP IO = !

NORTH FROM 0.46 MILE SOUTH OF UNION CO.
LINE, PLAIN CITY, MAOiSON COUNTY. MIN.A1
PW 24FT, RW 36FT, 5730 ADT-1990
REpLAcE EXISTING STRUCTURALLY-DEF[cIENTL

MAO US042 40.12
MAO US042 025.0
STP* **** o *** ***
PtiOGRAM 11248

REPORT OATE 06 21

0.01

, POMS PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GI DISTF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
i
<

jTp* **** o *** ***

~ROGRi M 10176

WRW US042 20. E9k
MRW US042 013.06
BHF* 94A* o ***”8**”
PLAN 13495

MRW SR061 22. 46i
NH** 32** o *** ***

PLAN 16013

MRW SR095 22.46~
MRW SR095 014.04
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 13496

MRW SR097 Oo.oa
MRW SR314 31.95:
STP* **** o *** ***

,PLAN 16014

LREPORT OATE 06 21

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (06) NON-MPO

:ONGRESS TOWNSHIP, MORROW COUNTY
jw ‘19FT. RW”26FT;”””770””VPD-1990”
?EPLACE” 16FT ,, _” STRUCTURALLY-OEFICIENT
3RIGGE””ovER 60FF””RuN”” ”oN””E’x’15TING AL16N-
dENT& PROFILE, MINIMAL APPROACH WORK
iPPRoActi GUARORAI’L”~”””I99’I”~E””’ER””FR0G.

2.40”MI N OF” SR-61. u.20 MI” < OF SR-95A
dILLAGE OF MT.,GILEAO. RURAL MIN. ART.
>W-24 FT. . RW-30 FT. . 8694 Aof-1993 ““
?EPLACE OECK, STEEL EEAMS, PIERS, A6UT-
WENTS & SIOEWALKS OVER WHETSTONE CREEK
DN EXISTING ALIGNMENT & PROFILE, WITH
MINIMAL APPROACH-WORK & GUARDRAIL: ““

MOUNT”GI”LkAO
LIS42 TO SR309.
PW20FT, RW24’FT AVG ADT(90)-3260 VPO

PLACE ITEM 403 SPOT LEVELING AND 25MM
OF ITEM 404”.

0.75 MI W OF IR-71, 0.95 MI E OF CR-20
FRANK”LIN Twp.’RuRAL”’MAJoR’ COLLEcTOR
PW-24 FT., RW-44 FT., 3761 AOT-1993
RkpLAcE ti~ck: REPAIR oEcK EOGE: 6“oTToM,
ABUTMENTS ANO APPROACH SLABS ON EXISTIN
ALIGNMENT AND” PROF”ILE ‘OVER BATCHLOR RUN
MINIMAL GUARORAIL ANO OTHER NECESSITIES

NORTH BLOOMFIELO TWP.9.541KM
CRA COUNTY LINE TO’RIC COUNT~ LINE
PW19FT, RW23FT AVG AOT(90)-1990 VPO
PERRY TWP.
US42 TO RIC COUNTY LINE. 9. 670K#
PW20FT, RW24FT AVG AOT(90)-2605 VPO
PLACE 448 INTERMEDIATE TYPE 1 SPOT LEVE
ING AND 25MM 448”SURFACE TYPE 1.

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM (
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OHlO TRANSPORTATl~’” IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERA. .ID PROJECTS

fiRW SR097 03.632
4RW SR097 002.27
jTp* *8** o *** ***

JLAN””” 13636

~RW SR314 30.112
*RW SR314 018.82
jTp* **** o *** ***

~LAN 13497

PIC US022 24.032
PIC US022 015.02
PIC U$022 15.2C
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 12?68

PIC US022 28.147
PIC sRli38

~:m

STG* **** o *** **+
PLAN 15729

Pic US023 14.93:

REPORT OATE 06/21/i

0,01

0.01

0.06

O.oc

0:0(

POM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT .(06)NON:MP0

E. FROM 0.16 M. E. OF SR-288
N. BLOOMFIELD. TWP, MORROW cO.””MAd”OR “COLL
PW 19FT, RW 23FT 2643 AOT-1993
REPLACE 66FT LoNG””sfF”EL”’’cuLvERT” ovkR
HALL RUN TO MATCH EXISTING THROUGH ROAO-
WA~:” 94A BRiDGE “PROGRAM:”””””””

0.25 MI N OF WOOb6URY’-Ek”LLVILLE “RO.
PERRY TWP. RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PE-20 FT., RW-28 FT. 2670 AOT-1990
REPLACE ANO WIOEN STRUCTURALLY-OEFICIENT
STRUCTURE “OVER CEOAR””FORK BRANCH ON’
EXISTING ALIGNMENT ANO PROFILE, MINIMAL
APPROACH WORK; “GUARO”RAIL AND’’Nktk”SsITIEs

0.63 MI EAST OF SRI04
WAYNE TWP, -PICKAWAY-CO. RURAL MIN ART
PW:24,’RWi34’” 5“,”15’1 ADT-93 ““ ““
0.87 MI EAST OF SRI04
WAYNE”TWP:, PICKAWAY CO. RURAL MIN ART.
PW;24, RW:34 5,151 AOT-93
REPLACE 12FT ‘BRIO”GE OVER” KERMIT ”RUN
AND REPLACE 12FT BRIOGE OVER THOMAS RUN
WITH NECESSARY SHORT ”ApptiOiCH”AND
APPROACH GUARORAIL. 93A BRIOGE PROGRAM

CIRCLEVILLE. US22 (MAIN ST) FROM SCIOTO
STREET To LANCASTER PIKE”””(SR% RIGFIT).
PW 54FT, RW 54FT AOT-13820-1990. ‘
clFicLEvlLLE .”’sR”188 “{cOURT sT) FROM US22

(MAIN sT) TO HIGH sTREET.
PW 56FT, “RW 56FT AOT-13560-1990
RECONSTRUCTION OF 7 TRAFFIC SIGNALS
USING”MAST ARM SIGNAL SUPPORTS’; LiPGRAOE
SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING; REPLACE
STREEY” LIGHTI”NG”; ‘UNDERGROUND wIRING”.

CIRcLkVILLE .COkiMERcIAL POINT ORIVE OVER

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHlO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

1

IHF* 96B* o **8 ***
)LAN ‘“ ““15585

>IC SR056 012.66
3RF* 94c* o *** ~*;
>ROGRAM 10120

>IC SR056 06.416
~IC SR056 064.01
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 11548

PIC SR056 33.440
PIC SR056 020:90
STP* 100* o *** 27+
PROGRAM 10171

PIC SR056 40.864
PIC SR056 025.54
STP* **** o **; ***
PRCIGUAM 11864

PIC Si?674 32.00C

REPORT OATE 06/21/S

LOCATION AND TERMINI

.DI.s.TRI.cc (06)NON-M,PO

JS 23
)EcK ANti””ExpAN$ION””tiOINT REPLACEMENT
SEALING OF BACKWALLS

EAST FROM 2.71 MILE WEST OF SR-104
JACKSON T“OWNSHIP. ‘PICKAWAY C’OUNTY”
PW 20FT, RW 34FT: 860 AOT-1991
REPLACE 28FT
BRIOGE OVER LICK RUN ON EXISTING ALIGN-
MENT”, pRokiLE, “MINIMAL” APPROACii WORK
APPROACH GUARORAIL ANO OTHER NECESSITIES

0.18 MILE WEST OF CALL ROAD
MONROE Twp, @ICKAWAV” COUNTY MAJ COLL
PW 20FT. RW 26FT, 1670 VPO-1990
REPLACE EXISTING STRUCTURALLY-DEFiCIENT
BRIOGE OVER DENNIS RUN ON EXISTING
ALIGNMENT ANO PROPILE, MINIMAL AppROAcH
WORK, GUARORAIL ANO OTHER NECESSITIES

EAST FORM 1.33 MILE EAST OF US 22
WASHINGTON’T0WN3HIp, PICKAWAV COUNTY
Pw 20FT, RW 28FT, 5830”VPD-1990
REPLACE “12FT” STRUCTURALLY-OEFICIENT
BRIOGE OVER A CATTLE PASS ON EXISTING
ALIGNtiENT&PROFILE,tiINIMAL APPROACH”WORK
APPROACH GUARORAIL. 1991-B BR PROG.

0.9 MI W. OF SR-159 & 0.56 MI E OF TR-44
PICKAWAY TOWNSHIP MAUOR COLLECTOfi
PW 20FT, RW 30FT, 3500 AOT-i990
REPLACE EXISTING STRUCTURALLY-OEFICIENT
BRIOGE OVER STUCKEY OITCH ON EXISTING
ALIGNMENT,PROFILE .MIN”IMAL APPROACH WORK
GUARORAIL ANO OTHER NECESSITIES

0.12 MI N OF TR-83, 0.69 MI S OF SR-188

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

FISCAL YEAR

+
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID pRoJEcm

IN I CR191 Oo. ooc
;TP* **** O *** ***
>ROGRAM i 5595

JNI CR199E 03.62(
3RO* 96A* o *** ***
~UOGRAM 15594

JNI CR236A 00.19:
JN I CR236A 000.1:
BRO* 93A*”o **”* ;**
PROGRAM 11188

UN I CR252B 02.46:
BRO* 950* o *** ***
PROGRAM 14686

UN I SR736 00.00
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 16016

REPORT OATE 06/21/

LOCATiON AND TERMINI

.DISTRI.$,T (06)NON-MPO

CREEK. SOME APPROACH RE-ALIGNMENT NEEOEO
N’EW GUARDRAIL” ANb””OTHER SAFETY--FEATURES

CR191’BETWEEN SR347 AND’M’ARYSVILLE CORP,
11.874KM.
@w 5.49ti, ””Rw6.71M’; ’”17ti” ADT- 1994”
RESURFACE AND WIDEN 11.874KM OF UNICR191
itiE””’EROPOSEb’”FiVEMENT WILL HAVE 2-3:”56M
LANES WITH 0.31M AGGREGATE BERMS; WITH
PAVEMENT “MKGS ‘AND”GUARDRAIL UPGRADE<.

BRIDGE OVER BOKES CREEK, ‘I.335KM NORTH
OF SR347. LEESBURG TWP.
PW’4’.88M’,RW 6.”IoM.” 30C” ADT-9”5’16TONLIMIT
REPLACE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE OVER
i30KEs CREEK”.” ROAOWAY APpQOAcH IMpROVEMEN
T PLANNEO. STRUCTURE WIOTH INCREASEO TO
8.54hi FACE TO FACE ”OF”””GU”ARORAIL.

BRIDGE OVER MILL CREEK ON CR236A IN
TAYLOR TWP., 0.12 MI. EAST OF CR91.
PW16FT,RW15FT: 333 AOT-92, ’12 TON LIMIT
REPLACE THE 153FT STRUCTURE OVER MILL
CREEK WItH””MiNIMAL APPROACH’ WORK, NECES-
SARY GUARORAIL ANO OTHER SAFETY FEATURES
ON AN””APPROVE”D’ ’LINE” AND GRADE; ‘“ ‘“ “’

BRIOGE OVER MILL CIiEE’K ON cii252B IN
LIBERTY TWP., 2.510 KM. NORTH OF CR229.
PW 5.49ME:RW 6.71ME,640’ADT-94. 5T’”LIMIT
REPLACE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE OVER MILL
CREEK ROAOWAY APPROACH IMPROVEMENT
PLANNEO, STRUCTURE WIOTH INCREASEO TO
8.54 METERS” kACE”TO””FACE”OF GUAIiORAIL

LJEROME TWP.
US42 TO SR38.
PW18FT. RW22FT AVG ADT(90)-22B0 VPO

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

;TP* **** O *** ***
‘R OGRAM 12810

LUG SR067 03. 55[
LUG SR067 002.21
;TP* **** O *** ***
>LAN 12811

iUG IR075 08.76$
iUG IR075 M5.4:
LJH+*75** o 4** ***
‘ROGRAM 11048

AUG 1R075 09.78:
AUG I R075 006.01
IM** 75** o 4** 51*

PROGRAM 10201

AUG SRI16 02.12
PROGRAM 16306

AUG CR200 08.36
AUG CR200 005.2
BRO* 610* O *** I**

PROGRAM 4462

REPORT OATE 06/21/

r
m

z
•1
x

z
=

0.09

0.61

0.57

9.54

0.6~

POM!

.OCATION AND TERMINI

DIS..~I$~(,O7) NON-MPO

PW 24FT, Rw 44FT, 6860 ADT-90.
tiEPLAcE A 13’ “6RIDGE” OVER HEIDT” DITCH’
WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK. 93A-BRP
CLEAti’”iPAN = 12.941”;

WAPAKONkTA. AT 0;54 MI. WEST JCT CR25A.
0.01 MILE. OTHER PR:N. ART.
PW 30/38FT: RW 30/38FT; 6;70 ADT-90.
REPLACE AN”18’ BRIDGE OVER QUAKER RUN
WITH MINIMAL’ APPROACH WORK: 93A-BRP.
CLEAR SPAN = 15.50’.

wApAKONETA. AT BELLEFONTAINE ST. (wApAK-
FIWGIi RD:) INTERCHANGE. 0.38 MI.’
PW 2@24FT, RW 2@48FT, 27590 AOT-90.
RECONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE TO PR”OVIOE 17FT
VERTICAL CLEARANCE ANO WIOEN APPROACH

(6ELLFF0NTAINE ST: )’’TO’”A’””FOUR’ LANE
SECTION.

(MIODLE PIKE) AT CR150. 0.63 MILE NORTH
OF CR33A. 0.36 MI”.” RiJRA’L INTERSTATE
PW 20FT, RW 40FT, 1000 AOT-91.
REPLACE 222”FT ERIOGE ON CR150 OVER
IR75 ON MODIFIED PROFILE. 91-A BR PROG.

NORTH FROM’dCT. US33 ‘TO’”~CT. “SR197.
9.543 KM. MINOR COLLECTOR.
PW VAR. RW VAR’.. 2630 ADT-94.
BERM sTA81L1zAT10N AND tITHER ROAOWAY
RELATED ITEMS; ““ “’”

E. FROM 0.50 MI. W. OF SR66
0.50 MI: SALEM. (BARBER-WERNER ROAO)
PW20FT. RW28FT: I@ ADT-87
REpLAck 3 BRS (152FT,25FT & 25FT) w/oNE
BR.OVER ST.MARY’S RIVER W/MOOIFIEO ALIGN

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM Gfi
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~<~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERA 41D PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-1
<

IRF* 29** O *** 59*
bROGRAM 10556

:HP US036 24.156
~ROGRAM 16314

;HP US068 12.585
%OGRAM’ “‘ 15940

2HP US068 24.553
ZHP US068 015.26
qH** 18** o ***’***
‘LAN 13474

:HP TR200 01.094
3HP TR200 000.68
3RO* 94C* o *** **+
~ROGRAM 14261

ZHP TR214 00.241
CHP TR214” O(x).ls
aRo* 94C* o *** ***
PROGRAM’ i 4“262

REPORT OATE 06/21/S

r

z
~

x

z
=

2.44

12.58

0.01

0.19

0.12

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

‘l.sTR?.cI.. (O?) NON-MPO

PC) 52FT, RW 52FT, 7780 ADT-91.
REpiAcK 20”’’FY’ cuLvE@T”””ovER UNNAMEO OITCH
WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK. CLEAR SPAN=
19.5””FT’;

~,_B ~Rp: .

URBANA . E FR 0.32 KM E OF LICT US68 TO
0.515 KM E LICT. SR29. OT. PRIN. ART.
PW 16.5M”. ”’R~”;6”~5ti~’” ”%9ti’”~bT-94 .“” ““
RESURFACE EXISTING-ROAOWAY ANO-OTHER
RoAowAY” tiELATEO ITEMS. ‘“ ““ ““” “’”

NORTH FROM URBANA NCL TO LOGAN CL.
12.585 Khi:’”” PR”lN. ART.
PW 7.3M, RW 11.OM, 7770 AOT-94.
RESURFACE EX15T1-NG ROAOWAY AN”O””OTHER
ROAOWAY RELATEO ITEMS.
1997’ 2-LANE ”PROGRAM’;” ““

AT 0’.15 MILE NORT”H OF” ~CT. SR507.
0.01 MILE. PRINC. ARTERIAL.
PW 24FT, RW 55FT, 55CXj AOT-90.
REPLACE A 13 FT. BRIOGE OVER A TRIBUTARY
To MAD”RI”vER ti’IIH MINIMAL AppROACH WORK.
CLEAR SPAN = 10 FT.
1994A-BRP.”

WING RD”. “AT””O.41 MILE SOUTH O-F’ SR-4,
0.12 MILE. LOCAL
pw 18F7, Pw 26FT, 113 AOT-93.
REPLACE A 49FT BRIOGE OVER LITTLE OARBY
ON MODIFIED ALIGNMENT. CLEAR SPAN=47FT.
(IN-HOUSEPER DISTRICT 3-l-95)

GLENOENNING RD. AT 0..I5 MI W OF SR-559.
0.08 MI. LOCAL.
PW 12FT, RW 20FT, 63 AOT-93.
REPLACE A 54FT BRIDGE OVER PLEASANT RUN

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

:HP TR214 06.949
ZHP TR2i4 000.59
3RO* 94c* o ***”***
~ROGRAM 14264

CHP SR245 Oo. ooc
PROGRAM 16301

CHP SR560 04.42@
PROGRAM 16310

CHP SR814 01 .07[
CHP Sti814 000;6”
STP* **** o *** ● **
PROGRAM 12046

CHP SR814 02.02”
CHP SR814 001.2(
STP* **** o *** ~+e
PROGRAM 12047

L

r
m
z
q
x

z=

0.20

9.92

0.00

0.01

0.01

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (07)~0~+lP0

WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK.
CLEAR SPAN=52FT. (IN~HSE PER’bST 3-I-95)

GLENOENNI”NG’ROAO. AT 0.59 MI W OF SR-559
0.13 MI. LOCAL
PW “12FT:” RW 20FT, 63 ADT~93.
REPLACE A 58FT BRIOGE OVER PLEASANT RUN
wITH”M”INIMAL ApptioAcH wORK.”””””
CLEAR5PAN=52FT. (IN-HSE PER OST 3/95)

EAST FROM dCT SR29 TO 7.355 KM WEST OF
LOG CL. 9.929 Khi””””tiINOR COLL. ““
PW 6.IM, RW 8.5M, 460 AOT-94.
RESURFACE EXISTING ‘ROAOWAY, EPOXY’
OVERLAY TWO BRIDGE DECKS, ANO OTHER
R0A6tiAY RELAT’EO’”ITEti5.
1997 2-LANE PROGRAM.

AT dCT. US36.
O:@ KM. ‘MAdOR COLL”.
NOT APPLICABLE.
Acfjuit2E ”RIGHT-oF-”wAY TO’’I’MPROVE SIGHT
OISTANCE ANO VERTICAL ALIGNMENT AT THE
sR560/us36 “INTERSECTION.
RIGHT-OF-WAY ONLY.

AT 0.67 MI NORTH OF USR36.
o.oi i41LE. RURAL-MAJOR COLLECTOR.
PW 20FT, RW 38FT, 1990 AOT-90.
REPLACE A 20FT 8RICjGE ‘OVER OUGAN OITCH
WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK. 92C-BRP
CLEAR SPAN = 15.5FT.

AT 1.26 MI NORTH OF USR36.
0.01 MI. RURAL-MAJOR. COLLECTOR.
PW 19FT, RW 40FT, 1990 AOT-90.
REPLACE A 23FT BRIDGE OVER A TRIBUTARY
OF OUGAN RUN WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATW- IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL O PROJECTS

)AR CR035 16.653
IAR “CR035 “010.35
3RO* 95A* O *** II*
WOGR~M lti9~8’

DAR US036 21.85C
DAR US036 013.57
BHF* 93A* o“*i* I;*
PROGRAM 11551

DAR LJS036 27.91C
DAR U5036 oi7:3L
BRF* 93A* o *** II*
PROGRAM” 11552

DAR SR047 CX3.CKX
PLAN 16003

ll~R SR049 09.51{
DAR SR049 005.9
BRF* 931j* o +** 30*
PROGRAM 12049

17.25~

‘LREPORT OATE 06 21

0.09

0.06

0.01

1.0[

0.0

0.0

PDM’

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT .(07) NON-MPO

92-C BRP. CLEAR SPAN = 18FT.

BEAMSVILLE-UNION CITY RD. AT 0.20 MILE
wEsT oF us-’i27. (0’06’’Mx)”L0cAL
Pw 18FT, RW 23FT; 498 AOT-94.
REPLACE 116 FT. ””ERID”GE’”OVkR””sT”ILL”WATER
RIVER WITH MINIMUM APPROACH WORK.

(IN-HOU$E”PEi? DXSTRICT ”3-1”-95) ””””

0.5 MI-E OF US 127~”0.04 MI.
MINOR ART.
PW24FT, RW48FT: 5titi ADT-90
WIDEN ANO REHABILITATE 162 FT BRIDGE
OvER” GREENVILLE” Ci.iEEK’ WITH MINIMAL
APPROACH WORK 92B-BRP.

AT 1.6 MILE WEST OF THE WCL GETTYSBURG.
o.oi” “MI.MINOR”ART.
PW 24FT, RW 50FT, 5800 AOT-90.
REPLACE A 24FT BRIi)GE ovER 60LTEN RUN
WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK. ‘CLEAR SPAN
= 20FT. 92B BRP.”

uNIoN CIT’Y”. EAST FROM IND/OH S,L. TO
OEERFIELD ST. MAU. COLL.
PW 12;5/7.3M, “i2:5/12;2M; 4750’iOT-94.
REIMBURSEMENT FOR A SURFACE COURSE OF
ASPHALTIC CONCRETE;””
VILLAGE OF UNION CITY TO LET CONTRACT
(SHOULD BE NETWORK 40) “

AT 0.36 MI SOUTH OF SR49A.
0.01 MI. RURAL-MINOR ARTERIAL.
@w” 24”FT.” Rw”44FT, 6770’A6T-90.
REPLACE A 24FT BRIDGE OVER A BRANCH OF
LUDLOW CREEK WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK.
92C-BRP. CLEAR SPAN = 20FT.

AT 0.21 MI NORTH OF TR196.

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM Gfi
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID pRoJEcTs

IAR SR049 010.72
jTP* **** o *** ***
~ROGRAM 12050

>AR SR049 22.642
PROGRAM 16291””

D&R SR049 51. ”134
DAR SR049 031.7E
<TP* F963 (j **i”~li
sTP* R*** o *** 395

PROGRAM 10557
SOLD : 06/21/96

DAR SR049 54.67L
DAR SR049 033.91
STP* **** o *** ~~~
PLAN 13515

DAR CRI09 Ooo.1”
STP* **** o *** ● **
PROGRAM 15078

OAR SR121 15.99(
PROGRAM 15941

L
REPORT DATE 06/21/’

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (07) NON-MPO

0:01 MI. RURAL-MINOR ARTERIAL.
Pw ‘30FT, RW 46FT, 8030 AOT-90;
REPLACE A 16FT BRIOGE OVER OREW OITCH
WITi-i MINIMAL”APPROACH WORK:” 92C-BRP.
CLEAR SPAN = 12FT.

JCT. OF US127 AND SR49.
PW 7M, RW” 13M.””i278 Atif-ti5.
TO REPAIR ONE BRIOGE DECK BY OVERLAYING
WITH ”tiICRO-SILICA ’kiOOIFIEO CONCRETE.

AT 0.24 MILE ”SOUT’H OF CR73.
0.02 MILE.
PW 20FT”, RW’ 38FT. ”870 AOT-91.
REPLACE 22 FT BRIOGE OVER BRANCH
stILLwATER RIvEfi tiITH MINIMAL ”APpROAcH
WORK. CLEAR SPAN = 19.0 FT. 91-B BRP.

AT 0.22 MILE sOuTH OF CR55 (MCFEELEY-
PETRV RD.) 0.01 MI;” MAJOR cOLL.
PW 20FT, RW 30FT, 1010 AOT-90.
REPLACE AN 18 FT. BRIljGE OVER’ A BRANCH
OF MISSISSINEWA RIVER WITH MINIMAL
APPROACH WORK; CLEAR’’SPAN’ =“14”.67 FT.
1994A-BRP.

ARCANUM-ITHACA RO. NORTH FROM ITHACA
CORP; TO ARCANUM CORP.
3.00 MI. PW19FT, RW23FT, 598 ADT-95.
RESURFACE ‘EXISTING PAVEMENT AND’I”MPROVE
THE GRAOEO SHOULOER WIOTH,

WAYNE’ LAKES. GREENVILLE. N FR JCT SR503
TO LJCT MARTZ ST. 8.481 KM. MAd. COLL.
PW 7“.3M, RW 9.IM, 4930 ACiT-ti4,
RESURFACE EXISTING ROADWAY AND OTHER
ROAOWAY RELATEO ITEMS;

)F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL ID PROJECTS

1
0
0
c
z
-4
<

IAR SR121 45.084
JAR SR121 028.02
jTP* **** o *** ***
+tiGRAM 13518”

BAR US127 36. 33e
PROGRAM 16028

DAR US127 47.80:
DAR US127 029.71
STP* *+** o **; 4**

PROGRAM 13148

OAR SR185 03.65:
OAR SR185 002.27
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 11564

OAR TR348 00.04[
OAR TR348 Ooo.o:
BROi 930* o *** ***
PROGRAM 13448

DAR SR705 03.78’

REPORT OATE 06/21fi

1-
m

5
1
x

z
=

0.01

4.45

0.01

0.01

0.08

0.03

Pores

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRXCT (.07)NON-MPO

1997 2-LANE PROGRAM.

AT 0.49 MILE NORTH OF UCT S’R242.
o.o”i “MI. MAIJOR COLLECTOR;”
PW 20FT, RW 32FT, 2150 ADT-90.
hEpLAck ’A “16 FT’ BRI”tjGE OVER A i3RANcH OF
SWAMP CREEK WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK.
CLEAR SPAN” =“13 “FT:
1994A-BRP.

NORTH STAR. NORTH FROM IJCT SR47 TO MER
CL. 14.452 KM. MINOR ART.”’
PW 7.3M, RW 13.4M, 3170 AOT-94.
Desurface ”EX”IstING iio”Abwiiy ANo OTHER
ROAOWAY RELATEO ITEMS.
1997 2-LANE’ PROGRAM; :

NORTH STAR. AT 0.85 MI SOUTH OF dCT.
~R705 . 0.01 MI. RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
PW 40FT, RW”40FT;” 2940 AOT-90.
REPLACE A 14 FT BRIDGE OVER A BRANCH OF
HONSAPPLE OITCti’ WITH MINItiAL” APPROACH
WORK 93B-8RP. CLEAR SPAN = 12.0 FT.

AT 2.27 MILE EAST OF. LJCT USR127.
o.01 tiILE.MAJ coLL. ““” ““ ““”
OW 20FT, RW 28FT, 590 AOT-90.
REPLACE A 19FT” BRIOGE OVER””A BRANCH OF
INOIAN CREEK WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK.
CLIIAR SpAN = 15F’T.”’926 BRP’ “’

(BARNES Ro) AT 0.03 “MI NORTH OF CR168.
0.05 MI. LOCAL
PW 16FT, RW 33FT, ”’240 ADT-93.
REPLACE 121’ BRIOGE OVER STILLWATER
RIVER”WITH A MINIMUM ’OF APPROACH wORK.
(IN-HOUsE pER OISTRICT 3-I-95)

AT 2.37 MI. EAST OF UCT SR49.

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR

FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
OR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
~ PROJECTSFEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

I
I

.OG SR245 01.416 0.09

.OG SR245 060.86
jTp* **** o *** ***

‘LAN 1 156-i

LOG SI?2’?4 07.741 O.oc
PROGRAM 16004 ““

I

I
LOG SR540 12.936 0.01
LOG SR540 008.04
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 12839

I
MER CRO04 Oo.000 O.oc
STP* 100* O *** 35*
PROGRAM 16233

MER SR029 BIKE P 0.2s
TEA* **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 14680 .

I
REPORT OATE 06/21/96 POM5

IZEO INTERSECTIONS INCLUOING THE UPOATE
oF THE PRE-EtiPiIoN Si’$7Fti;””””””SIGNING ’ANb
STRIPING TO BE INCLUOEO.

WEST LIBERTY. AT 0.88 MILE EAST OF
CtiP/LOG” C-L. 0:”06 i41”.COLL’~’ ‘“”””
PW 22FT, RW 32FT, 1100 AOT-90.
RkbiAct A 41FT RAILROAD BRIOGE OVER SR24
5 ANO RECONSTRUCT SR245 ON MDOIFIEO
@ROFILE”ANO A“L’IGNNtiENT”’’’’””92S-ERP.
CLEAR SPAN = 30FT.MAY DELETE.

FROM 0.354 KM WEST OF LICT SR235 TO dCT
SR235.’”O’.~ KM;””’ MAIJ. COLL,
PW 7.3M. RW 9.8M, 2830 ADT-94.
“ACQUIRE RIGilT”-OF-WAY TO SET””6ACK A OEEP
OITCH. R/W ONLy. (sHOULO BE NETWORK 40).

AT 0.67 MI WEST OF i-JCT SR292.
“o.& MI. MINoii ‘cOLLECTOR.
PW 21FT, RW 26FT, 560 ADT-90.
REPLACE A 30’”BiiiIjGE ovER A 7R16uTARY
DF MILL CREEK WITH MINIMAL APPROACH
WORK 93A-ORF. ““”””” “’ ““” ““”
CLEAR SPAN = 26.83’

VARIOUS ROUTES ANO SECTIONS COUNTYWIDE.
O.ti KM.
NOT APPLICABLE,
INSTALLATION OF PAVEMENT MARKINGS,
CAP PROJECT

CELINA. EAST FROM ENTERPRISE ST. TO 121’
EAST OF THE CORP. LI”NE. 0.18 MI.
NOT APPLICABLE.
CONSTRUCTION OF A BIKE PA”TH TO CONNECT

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GRI
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OHlO TRANSPORTATl~ ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL JD PROJECTS

)LAN 12844

SHE SR047 32.631
jHE SR047 34.56i
~ROGRAM 16242

SHE SR047 34.594
SHE SR047 021.5C
STP* Fygij o **”; ‘1*;
PROGRAM 11432

SHE SR048 00.69~
SHE SR048 000.4:

STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 13146

SHE SR048 00. 99[
SHE SR048 000.6:
STP* **i*”o *** +**’

PROGRAM 13156

SHE SR048 04.15

REPORT DATE 06/21/{

r
m

Fi
+
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4.29

3.29

0.01

0.01

0.0”

POM$

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (07) NON-MPO

0.07 MI. URBAN PRINCIPAL ARTERIAL
PW45.5]29;5FT”,RW45”.5]29 .5’FT; “7350AOT-”90
REPLACE A 350’ BRIOGE OVER THE GREAT
MIAMI “RIVER WITil MINIMAL APP”ROACH”WORK.
93A-BRP.
PRELI”tiIARY E“NGIN”E”ERING’’ONLY.

PT’.’dEFFERSON. EAST FROti’WCL TO ECL.
0.965 KM. MAdOR COLLECTOR.
Pw 7“:3 M, Rw 12.2”M,””3890 ADT-94.
EAST FROM 0.05 KM EAST OF TR64 TO IJCT SR
65. “3”.351” Kkl. MAdOR COLLECTOR.
PW 6.1 M, RW 11.0 M, 1930 ADT-94.
REsu@FAcE ‘EXISTING ROABtiAY ANO OTHER
ROAOWAY RELATEO ITEMS.
1997 2-LANE PROGRAM.

FROM ’O.03 MI ‘EAST OF HERRING ‘RO ‘TO IJCT
SR65. 2.05 MI. RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW 20FT, “RW 36FT. 2080 AOT-90.
RECONSTRUCT AND WIOEN ROAOWAY ON
MooIFIkti ALIGtiME’NT” ANO i$ROFILE.’

AT 0.43 MI NORTH OF SHE/MIA COUNTY LINE.
0.01 MI. “ MAJOR COLLECTOR.
PW 24FT, RW 40FT, 1780 AOT-90.
REPLACE A “27 FT’6RIDGk OVER” APPLE OITCH
WITH MINIMAL APPROACH WORK.
93”-0 BRP”.’ CLEAR SPAN = 2613.40 F“T.

AT 0.62 M NOF SHE/MI”A” COUNTY LINE.
0.01 MI. MAOOR COLLECTOR.
PW’24FT, RW”40FT, ‘1780 AOT-90:
REPLACE A 13 FT BRIOGE OVER APPLE OITCH
WITH MINIMAL APPEoAi%”wORK” ““
93B-BRP. CLEAR SPAN = 13.3 FT.

AT 0.28 MI N OF RLISSIA/VERSAILLESRD.

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GRI
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

;LI CRO04 00.048
2LI CRO04 OUO.03
3RO* 94B* o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 13623

CLI US022 019.14
BRF* **** O *** ***
PROGRAM 5108

CL I US022 15,89:
CL I US022 009.8[
STP* **** O *** ***”
PLAN 13772

CLI SR028 003.8:
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CL1 SR 73 021.9
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REPORT DATE 06 21
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LOCK ION AND TERMINI

2.80 MI. SOUTH OF US 22.
(ci7EEK’ROAO). RURAL LOCAL
PW 20 FTM RW 24 FT; 1102 AD”T-93.
REPLACE A StRUCiURALL”Y DEFICIENT TWO

SPAN STEEL TRU5S BRIDGE WITH A PRE-
STRESSEO CONCRETE BOX BEAM STRUCUTRE,
BRIOGE OVER TODD’S FORK.

1.55 MI. E. OF SR72
PW22FT, RW34FT”; ‘6ti””ADT-82
REPLACE DEFICIENT BRIDGE OVER WILSON
CREEK. FAST TRACK PHASE”TWO.

WILMINGTON. 0.3 MI. EAST OF SR “13”4.
OTH PRIN ART.
PW 40 FT. WB 30 FT E“B 12,300 ADT-90.
REPLACE CULVERT CARRYING A TRIBUTARY
OF LYTLE cREEK UNOER us 22 IN WILMINGYOh
93-B BRIDGE PROGRAM.
SEE PID 13’126 FOR US 68

2.9i MI. EAST OF SR 123.
MAU. COLL.
OW 20 FT. RW 32 FT; 2970 “AOT-90.
REPLACE OEFICIENT 15 FT. LONG STEEL BEAh
BRIDGE OV’ER sEcONO CREEK. 92-B’”BRIoGE
PROGRAM.

MARTINSVILLE 7 NEW VIENNA. US 68 TO
HIGHLANO CO. LINE.
0.30 MI. S. OF NEW VIENNA N. CDRP LINE.
TO HIGHLANO co. LINE”.”
TWO LANE RESURFACING, MINOR BRIOGE WORK
AS REQUIREO, AND UPGRADE DRAINAGE AS NE(
ESSARV

WILMINGTON. 0.08 MI. SOUTH OS US 22.
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I
CL I US068 014.87
STP* **** Q ***’***
PLAN 13126

I

ICLI SR124 ~.oo
CL I SR134 Ooo. oo
PROGRAM 15109

,.

CL1 SR134 02.076
PROGRAM 15646

I
CL1 TR192 03.058
BRO* 96A* o *** ***
PROGRAM 15613

I
I
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I
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8R0* 6802 Q *** I**
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REPORT DATE 06/21/9
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z=
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0.04
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0.64

POM!

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

. DISTRICT (08) NON-MPO

OTH PRIN ART.
PW 36 FT, “11,810 ADT-90.
REPLACE CULVERT CARRYING A TRIBUTARY
OF LYTLE CREEK UNOER”US 68 IN
WILMINGTON. 93-8 BRIOGE PROGRAM.
SEE PIO 13772’FOR US 22 “’”

BEGIN AT INTERSECTION OF SR’134 AND
CONTINUE 0.94 MILES TO HIGHLANO CO. LINE
HIGHLAND 60tiNTY”LINE AND cotiiINuE NORTH
13.03 MILE TO WILMINGTON CORP LINE.
Two LANE RESURFACING.””””

BEGINNING 1’.’29 MI: NORTH”OF HIG1-iLANb COU
NTY LINE.
PW 18 FT. RW 22 FT; AOT-94.
REPLACE OETERIORATEO CONCRETE BOX CULVER
T WITH A 3-”sloEo CONCRETE CULVERT AT
CLI-134-0129 OVER TRIBUTARY OF EAST FORK
- LITTLE MIAMI ’RIVER.

(MCKAY Ro.Jo.3 MI. s0u7H OF NEW
BURLINGTON RO.
PW 14 FT. 194 AOT-94.
REPLACE 104 FOOT LONG BRIOGE IN CLINTON
COUNTY ON TR 192 (MCKAY RO.) OVER
ANOERSON’S CREEK.

13 MI. E. OF US127
PW”20 FT.
WIOEN 2 CULVERTS HAM-126-0504/0520.

vILLAGE OF LEWISBURG (LEwIsBuRG RO.J
11 MILE EAST OF SR 503.

PW 20 FT. RW 28 FT; 1.909 AOT-90.
REPLACE 262 FT BRIOGE OVER TWIN CREEK ON
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS
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‘LAN 13131

IRO SR125 00. Ocn
bROGRAM 15884

3R0 SR125 15.24(
‘LAN 16068

3R0 TR203 00.00
4PL* 8500 0 *** 57*
~ROGRAM 11694

3R0 SR286 03.10
3R0 SR286 661.9
8RO* 93B* o ● ** ***
PROGRAM 12020

BRO SR353 02.02
BRO SR353 001.2
sTp* **** o *** ***

REPORT OATE 06[2T

0.33

POM?

LOCATION AND TERMINI

oIs~~lcT .(09)NON-MPO

PW20FT;RW31FT; 1290 DT 90’
REPLACE THE EXIS”TING””NARROW:, ’’bEFICI ENT
STRUCTURE ON SR 123 OVER THE W.BRANCH OF
EAsT Foi2K OP’’LITTLE ””tiIAtiI”’’WI’TH” WITH A NE
W BIROGE & ALL NEC. APPR. WORK. 93 “B”

CLERMONT CL E. TO 0.386 KM E. OF TR50.
10.332 KM; CLARK TWP.
PWVAR, RWVAR; 5720 ADT-’94.
TO MAINTAIN AND””’PRE<ERVE””THE” PAVEMENT ‘BY

MAKING THE NECESSARY REPAIRS AND BY OVE
RLAYIN6 ttik ’’Existing PAVEMENT WITH ASpHA
LT CONCRETE ANO PAVED SHOULOERS.

FROM HOME STREET TO GEORGETOWN ECL.
1 078 KM; GEORGETOWN “
PW6.096M, RWVAR; 5590 AOT-94,
TO RECONSTRUCT THE”PAVEMENT BY AOOING A
THIRO LANE ANO RESURFACING THE EXISTING
pAvGMENT.

USR62 TO CR202 OYERSTAKE ROAO
0.75 MI; EAGLE TWP.
PW14FT’iRWISFTi 160 AOT 92’””” ““
RECONSTRUCT TR203 ST.IVERS ROAO 0.75 MILE
S To NEw STONE i2tiAtiR’Y” PRoP05ED 201 PAVEM
ENT FEOERAL STANOAROS PROPOSEO AOT 400.

0 10 MI WEST OF CR311 (GAUCHE ROAO)
0.0i3 MI; STERLING TWP ““
PW18FT;RW22FT;610 AOT-90’
TO REPLACE THE EXISTING ”OEFICIENT STRUCT
URE ON SR286 OVER HOWAROS RUN WITH A NEW
sTRucTuQE & ALL NECkSSARY APPROACH WORK.

1.26’”MI’. E OF USR 62.
.01 MI. BYRO TWP. RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW18FT;RW30FT; 660 ‘ADT 90;

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ - IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

o
0
c
z
i
<

I

‘LAN 13092.

IRO SR505 10.074
IRO SR505 006.26
;TP* F962 o **:” 83*
~ROGRAM 11698

IRO SR763 (M6. 14
iTP* **** O *** ***
>ROGRAM 10445

3R0 SR763 01 .54~
3R0 SR763 000.9(
~LAN 13623

3R0 SR763 18.70(
3R0 SR763 011.6:
3R0 SR -?63 011.7(
>LAN 13631

REPORT OATE 06/21fi

r
m

q

z

z
=

“O.06

0.12

0.03

0.25

POMS

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (09) NON-MPO

REPLACE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE OVER A TR
IBUT’ARY OF’ RED OAK CREEK ON””SiR’ 353 WITH
A NEW STRUCTURE ANO ALL NECESSARY APPROA
CH ‘WORK. ““

0’.49 MI” S OF ’SR756
0.04 MI; LEWIS TWP.MAJ. COLL.
PW18FT: RW26FT:”’330” AOT ’90’
TO REPLACE THE EXISTING-DEFICIENT Struc-
ture o~ sR505 ovER “MIDDLE Foiui 6ULLSKIN
CREEK WITH A NEW STRUCTURE ANO ALL NECES
SARY APPROACH ”titiRK; 92-B Bfi PROG.

AT TR. NO.241. (BtiUSti~ FORK RO.>
0.08 MI. HUNTINGTON TOWNsHIP.
PW17FT,RW24FT; ‘220””AO~”ii30.
REPLACE 52FT BR OVER BRUSHY FORK CREEK.
i99i~ti”i3ti ’pRoG. ‘“’’”” ““””
FEOERAL AOOEO TO CONST 9/95.

o.96MI. NORTH OF SR 41.
0.02MI; HUNTINGTON TWP. MINOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT ; RW24FT; 460 AOT 90’
REPLACE EXISTING OEFICIENT STRUCTURE ON
SR”763 OVER TRIBUTARY OF”SLICKAWAY RUN
ANO ALL NECESSARY APPROACH WORK. 94-A

1.25MI. S OF SR 353.

0.08 hix:’8vfi0”TwP. tiINOR COLLECTOR
PW16FT; ”RW20FT; 220 ADT 90’
1.17MI. SOF 5R353.”
0.08MI; BYRO TWP. MINOR COLLECTOR
PW16FT; RW20FT; 220 A“DT 90’
REPLACE EXISTING DEFICIENT STRUCTURES ON
SR763 OVER 7R16UTARV oF WEST “FORK EAGLE

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR(
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .0 PROJECTS

1 1

LAN 15266

IG CRO13 Ocl .4(
Row 3609 0 *** $**

ROGRAM 7235

IIG CR020 008.61
RF* 956* o *** 2**

‘ROGRAM 4952

IIG SR028 14.06
IIG SR028 008.7
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 13169

{IG SR028 27.34
iIG SR028 016.9
;TP* **** o *** i**
‘LAN 13167

REPORT OATE 06/21/

r-

Z
$

z

z=

0.04

0.01

0.0:

0.1:

PDM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

o~sT~;cT (09)NON-rnP0

6.276 KM; WHITE OAK & HAMER TWPS
PW5;’486 M, RW~;315 M; 340’ ADT’95.”
FROM SR124 LAKE BRIOGE
1.931 KM; LIBERTY TWP.
PW6.096. RWIO.972; 1105 AOT ’95.
RESURFACE ‘THE EXI<lING”” PAVEtiENl WITH ASP
HALT CONCRETE ON CRllA&8; CR20C&O; CR27A
&’ CR33C. CO’S-STP;’ ““””

io MI. N OF TR-242-A ““““
0.03 MI. CLAY TOWNSHIP
Pw14FT,Rw24FT; 80 Aht-86
REPLACE 97FT BR.OVER N.FORK OF WHITE OAK
cREEK” & NkcEs$ARY” APPROi@i wokk.”

0.75 Mr. s oF c~3 (TAYLoRSVILLE kOAD)
0.01 MI
PW 18FT, RW 16FT; 160 ADT-84
REPLACE 53FT iiR.OVER BROF WHITE OAK CR.

.63tiI. k oF LEESBURG E COUNTY” LINE

.02 MI. FAIRFIELO TWP. “MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT:RW36FT :”2SI0 ADT 90;
TO REPLACE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE OVER C
oxs”iiiRAi4cH oN’ sR 2E”w17H” i’NEw STkUCTURE
AND ALL NECESSARY APPROACH WORK. 1993 B
BRIOGE PROGRAM.

AT THE HIGHLA”Nb/R05S COUNTY LINE
0.12 MI MAOISON”TWP./BUCKSKIN TWP.
PW24FT:RW42FT: “7050 AOT 90’
TO REHABILITATE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE O
N s~ 2a’ovER PAINT”CREEK By kEpLAcING TH
E BRIOGE DECK. 1993 “8” BRIDGE PROGRAM.
SUFF. RATING 73.1~’ ““’”
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP’ ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL iD PROJECTS

~RCIGRAM 15879

+IG SR072 06.034
+IG SR072 003.75
3HF* 93A* o *** 24*
PROGRAM 11668

HIG SR124 21.854
HIG SR124 013.5.S
STP* **** () *** ***
PLAN 13625

HIG SR124 22.62C
HIG SR124 014.06
BHF* 93D* o **4 ***
PLAN 13093

HIG TR127 05.27.!
HIG TR127 003. 2[
BRO* 920* O *** 21*

PROGRAM 11112

HIG SR131 06.19!
HIG SR131 ~~ ,’8:

REPORT DATE 06/21/:

——-

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (09) NON-MPO

09.865 KM; PENN/FAIRFIELD TWPS.
PW5.5ti, Rti9. fH; 1080” AljT-”194. ”””
TO MAINTAIN ANO PRESERVE THE PAVEMENT BY
“MAKING THE” NECESSARY ~EPAIRS ANO BY OVE

RLAYING THE EXISTING PAVEMENT WITH ASPHA
LT CONCRETE AND PAVED 31-i0uL6E”Rs”

ON’VI”LLAGE “i-IIGHLANIJ s CL”
0.07 MI: HIGHLANO VILLAGE. RUR.MAd.COLL.
PW{9F~~RW4fjFTi” 790 A~~_90;”

REPLACE 61FT BRIOGE OVER LEES CREEK
INcLutIE NECESSARY AptiROACH”WORK’1
92-B BR PROG.

o.26MI w OF cR27 (NORTH SHORE RO)
006i41i LIBERTY ‘TWP’. MAJOR””COLLECTOR
PW21FT; RW29FT; 4300 AOT 90’
REpLAcE EXISTING OEFICiENT BRIDGE ON SR
124 OVER WOLF RUN ANO ALL NECESSARY APPR
OACH WORK. 94A”

0.i3 MI.SE OF” CR27(NORTii Si-iORE ROAO)
0.04 MI. LIBERTY TWP. RURAL MAIJOR COLL.
PW20FT;RW29FT; 2030 ADT” 90;
TO REHABILITATE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE
OVER ROCKY FORK CREEK ON SR 124,” WITti
ALL NECESSARY APPRAOCH WORK - STP - BR.

0.15 MI. S OF COUNTY RO 11.
0.06 MI. ; 000SON TWP.’; LOCAL
PWIIFT;RW22FT; 120 AOT-92
To REpLACE’ THE EXISTING NARROW DEFIcIENT
STRUCTURE NO.3632016 ON TR127A OVER TURT
LE CREEK WITH A NEW STRUCTURE ANO ALL NE
CESSARY APPROACH WORK.

2.41 MI. E OF SR 134.
0.06 Mi. SALEM TWP.RU”RAL”MINOR cOLL.

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

JAC SR093 19.87~
JAC SR093 012.3!
jTP* **** o *** ***
~LAN 11662

JAC SR124 33.24[
JAC SR124 020. 6[
STp* **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 11671

JAC SR139 19.76:
dAC SR139 oi2.21
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 13630

JAC TR165 001.5’
dAC TR291 001.1
STP* **** o *** ***
PLAN 16304

REPORT OATE 06/i2i

r

2
a
+
x

z=

0.03

0.08

0.03

0.0(

POM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

QIS?RICT .(09) NON-IPO

o.io ~1. w 01=CR35 (GLE~ROY RD) pT. 2
0.03 MI; MADISON TWP.
PW22FT;RW28FT; 780 AOT-90’
REPLACE EXISTING”’’STRUCTtiRE5’NUM6ERS 4001
532 & 4002911 OVER UNNAMEO STREAM ANO 01
CKs” CREGK WITH A“NEW ’’STRUCTURES ANO ALL
NECESSARY APPROACH WORK.

1.42 MI N OF FOUR MILE ROAO
0.02 MI; FRANKLIN TWP.MINOR ART.
PW24FT;RW34FT; 5200 AOT-90’
TO’REPLACE”THE EXISTING””OEFICIENT’ 5TRUCT
URE ON SR93 OVER AN UNNAMEO STREAM WITH
A NEW STRUCTURE ANO ALL NECESSARY APPROA
CH WORK.

0.25 MI E OF TR170
0.05 MI; MILTON TWP.MAJ. COLL.
PW20FT;RW42FT; 1110 AOT-90’
To REPLACE THE EXISTING DEFICIENT’ STRUCT
URE ON SR124 OVER LITTLE RACCOON CREEK W
ITH’A’NEW’ STRUCTURE ANO”ALL NECESSARY AP
PROACH WORK.92-B BR PROG.

0.34MI. S OF SR 32
o.02M”1; FRAN’KLIN TWP. hiAJOR COLLECTOR
PW20FT; RW32FT: 1480 ADT 90’C
REPLACE EXISTING DEFICIENT BRIOGE ON SR
139 OVER BRANCH OF MACOOWELL RUN ANO ALL
NECESSARY APPROACH WORK. 94-A

0.75 S. OF CR58
1.00 MI.; MILTON TWP.
RW 13.1 FT; 50 AOT-94
1.13. MI. N. OF SCI CL.
1.06 MI; SCIOTO TWP.
RW 14 FT; 100 AOT-94
IT IS PROPOSEO TO REHABILITATE TWO WOOO

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-1
<

~IK SR124 010.
jTP* F964 O *** 16
=’RCIGRAM 1045(

PIK SR220 08.7’
PIK SR220 005.
sTp* **** o ***” **

PROGRAM 1322

PIK TR240 OoQ.
BRO* 94B* O *** 21
PLAN 1404

PIK SR335 017.
BRF* 950* o *** 4*
PROGRAM 1045

PIK SR335 14.4
PIK SR335 008.
BHF* 930* o *** **
PROGRAM 1322

REPORT OATE 06/21

0.06

0.03

0.16

0.09

0.04

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

..DI.STRIC.T .....(O9) .NON-MPO

T CONCRETE; RECONSTRUCT SHOULDER,BASE AN
D SU13EA5E’:CURBS & GUTTERS ;””RELACE”2 i3RS
REMOVE 1 REPAIR 2.

1.60 MI. E OF CR.9 (GRAsSY[O~K RD:).
004 MI’ hiIPFLIN”7wp.
PW19FT,RW31FT; 2080 AOT-90.
REpiAci”’21Pt” Qti”ovER TRIB OF SUNPI%
CREEK. 1991-B BR PROG.

“.’05 MI. W OF JCT; OF SR””552;’ ““
.02 MI. PEE PEE TWP.MAUOR COLLECTOR
PW21FT;RW38’:5FT; “2080 AOT 90’
TO REHABILITATE THE EXISTING STRUCTURE
oN sR 220 OVER””WINTERGREk’N RUN’EY REPLAC
ING THE BRIOGE OECK & ADOING CHANNEL PRC
TECTION; ””1993’ ’’i3iBRIDGEGE PROGRAM:”

“0.10 MI”S OF SR124”’
0.10 MI~ 6ENTON TWP
PW15FT; RW22FT; AOT-93
TO REPLACE THE EXISTING OEFICIENT STRUC1
URE’NO: 663i331 ON”TQ240””OVER SUNFISii ck
EEK WITH A NEW STRUCTURE ANO ALL NECESS1
RY APPROACH” WORK.CO’PROIJ. ““

o.I2 MI. E oF tE.NO”.56. (cARRs RUN Ro).
0.06 MI. UACKSON TOWNSHIP.
PW18FT,RW26FT; 3ti”ADT190.
REPLACE 40FT BR OVER IJACKSON RUN.
1991-B BR FROG. “’

.72 MI. N OF TR528 (OUTCH HOLLOW ROAO)

.03 MI. BEAVER TWP. RURAL MAJOR COLL.
PW20FT;RW36FT; 300 AOT 90’
To REHABILITATE sTRucTuRC oN sR335 ovER

>F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIO’l IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

~IK SR335 27.937
~IK SR335 017.36
jT”P* **** O ***”***”
~ROGRAM i 2055

~IK SR335 33.956
~IK SR335 021.10
jTp* **** o *** ***

~LAN 12028

ROS US023 17.284
PROGRAM 15877

ROS US035 26.811
PROGRAM 15876

ROS US035 42,429
PROGRAM 15891

ROS US050 021.67

REPORT OATE 06/21/9(

0.09

0.06

O.oc

O.oc

7.86

2.96

POM5

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OI>TRIC?... .(Q?). N.J.N-M?O..

SWIFTCREEC BY REPLACING THE BRIOGE OECK
1993 “B” BRIOGE PROGRAM

AT CR56 ““ ““ “ ““”” ““”
0.06 MI: IJACKSON TWP.
PW20FT;RW28FT;” 30il ADT-90’ “
TO REPLACE THE EXISTING DEFICIENT STRUCT
URE ON’SR335 OVER CARRS”””RtiN’WITti A NEW
STRUCTURE & ALL NECESSARY APPROACH WORK

0.80 MI SOUTH OF N&W RAILROAO
0.04 MI: JACKSON TWP.” ““
PW18FT:RW36FT; 780 AOT-90’
TO REPLAC<”THE EXISTING” DEFICIENT STRUCT
URE ON SR335 OVER MOORE RUN WITH A NEW S
TRuctuRK’Lt.io “ALL ”NECFSSARY” APPtiOticH’wORK

iJ$35i NTO’O.708 Khl N. OF “SRt59
1.000 KM; SCIOTO/SPRINGFIELD/GREEN TWPS.
PuIVAR.’ RWVAR; “26660”-ADT-;94. ‘“”
TO MAINTAIN ANO PRESERVE THE PAVEMENT BY

CRACK SEALING’A PORTION OF US23.

1:786 KM W. “OF CR550” “
1.000 KM; UNION TWP.
PW14.6M, RW14.6M”; ””7590 AtiT-94.
TO MAINTAIN AND PRESERVE STRUCTURE NO.’S

7101651 AND 7t0i686””0vEIi 7Ri25 i3y OVERL
AYING THE OECK WITH CONCRETE.

0.483 KM W OF CR9 TO 0.23 KM W OF CR206.
PW7.3M, RWII”.OM; 14380 ADT-’94.
TO MAINTAIN ANO PRESERVE THE PAVEMENT BY

MAKING THE NECESSARY” REPAIRS AND BY OVE
RLAYING THE EXISTING PAVEMENT WITH ASPIIA
LT CONcRETE ANO pAVKO’SHOULOERS.

FROM ouN ROAO 70 HiGii 57:

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR[

D PROJECTS
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .10 PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
-t
4

,TP* **** o *** ***

IRCIGRAM 10458

!0s TR236N 01.287
!0s TR236N 000.80
;TP* **** O *** ***
~ROtiRAti 11150

iC I GALLIA 001.89
IHF* 95A* o ***” ***
;TP* **** O *** ***
~ROGRAM 14819

iC 1 KINNEY S LANE
jTp* ‘**&*”””o’ *** *i*

~ROGRAM 15192

SCI US023 001.72
~H** 22** o *** ***

‘LAN 7610

SC1 US023 03.829

REPORT DATE 06/21/9~

0.64

0.08

2.59

2.80

0.00

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (09) NON-MPO

0.02 MI. UNION TWP. RURAL MAJOR COLLECT,
Pw21FT;Rw52FT; ””1890 ADT-90. ““ ““
REPLACE 23FT BR OVER MCCAFFERTY RUN.
1991-B ER””PROG.” ‘“””

SR159 E TO 0.08 MI E OF N&W RAILROAO
O ’40” MI”; GRKEN”TwP; MAJOR COLLECTOR’
PW17FT;RW22FT; 533 AOT-85
TO RECONSTRUCT THE PAVEMENT AND StiOULOER
S BY WIOENING ON NEW ADJUSTED PROFILE.
PROJECT 1S”M)I””UR6AN’ AREA BUT OijTSlDE
CITY LIMITS. HAVE ARC GRANT. (NO RECORO)

0.9 MI NW OF SR140
0.05 MI; PORT5MOUTi-1 ““”’
PW33FT,RW33FT; 4365 AOT-85
TO’ REI-iA131”LITA7E THE SxisY”ING GALLIA STRE
ET BRIOGE OVER THE LITTLE SCIOTO RIVER I
N PORTSMOUTH:” “
CITY’S-STP FOR LOCAL MATCH

US23 TO SUMMIT STREET
1609 Kid; PORTSilOtiTH ”-”M”INOR ARTERIAL
PW12.192M; RW12.192M; 6031 ADT-92
pLANING iNo RESURFACING KINNEY’S LANE: R
EPLACE RETAINING WALL, CURBS ANO S!DEWAL
K IN cITy oF PORT”sMOuTH.
CITY’S-STP

KENNY’S LANE TO 0.25 MI. S OF TR513,
1.74 MI. PORTSMOUTH.
PW41FT,RW41FT; 20280 AOT-86.
4-LANE RESURFACING PROGRAM. WIOEN &
RESTORE PAV’T,REPLACE CURBS, SIOEWALKS,
CATCH BASINS;REMOVE ‘PAVEMENT MARKERS

0.16 KM N. OF “PORTSMOUTH “NCL.

)F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~i IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL 0 PROJECTS

,..

BRF* l*** O *** ***
PLAN 13225

I
SCI US052 32.684
5CI US052 020.31
NH** I*** o *** ***

PLAN 13226

I
I
SCI SR073 04.340
SC I SR073 ~2’.7l
BRF* 93A* o *** 26*
PROGtiAM 11658

I
I
SCI SR073 36.949
SCI SR073 022:96
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 12270

I

SC1 SR073 41.278
Scl SR073 025.65
BRF* 1244 0 *** 2*i
BPS* 1244 0 *** 2**
PRQGRAM 4823

I
I

SCI SR125 CW.14
STP* **** o *** ***

I
I
1

REPORT OATE 06/21/9

r

9
5

z

z
=

0.06

0.04

4.28

0:46

0.16

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

QI.STRJCT(09 )NON-MPO

PW22FT;RW32FT; 1590 AOT 90’
To REpLACE THE ExIsTIN6 5TRucYuRE ot.”usR
52 OVER GAS HOLLOW WITH A NEW STRUCTURE
& ALL NkcFssKtii” APPROACH wORK.’ ;995 “611
BRIDGE PROGRAM. . . .

AT WALLER STREET (POrtSmOUth)

.04” MI’:” ““PORTSMOUTH.
PW57FT;RW57FT; 11500 AOT 90’
To ‘QkHA61iItATG THE EX”ISTING STRUCTURE
ON WALLER STREET OVER USR52 BY REPLACING
THE BRIDGE’ljECK”& BACKWALLS. ;993 “B”
BRIOGE PROGRAM.

9.8? ~1.E..QF RAROEN EE CL
0.03 MI: RARDEN””.TWP.”””
PW20FT;RW30FT; 2040 ADT-90’
TO”REPLACE”’THE EXISTING OEFICIENT STRUCT
URE ON SR73 OVER ABE RUN WITH A NEW STRU
cTuEE AND ALL NECESSARY APPROACH ”WORK.
92-B BR PROG.

0.58MI S OF CR57 TO SCI RIVER BRIOGE
2.66MI ;WEST PORTSMOUTti;MA~OR COLLECTOR.
PW48FT; RWIIOFT; I12OO AOT 90’.

“To RECoNSTRUCT”sR73 ANi’sR85i TO ELEVATI

ON OF US 52 TO ELIMINATE FLOOOING
WORK “FROM 10845 NOW INCL”UDEO. ”

0.25 MI. WEST OF PORTSMOUTH WEST CL
0.29 MI
PW 25FT, RW 25FT;’ 8630 AOT-83
REPLACE FT.BRIDGE OVER SCIOTO RIVER
W/MINIMUM APPROACH & GUARDRAIL’WORK.
83A BRIDGE PROGRAM-NOW 89B PROGRAM.

0.14 MI EAST OF AOAMS COUNTY LINE
0.10 MI; ”BRUSH CREEK TWP. MAIJOR COLLECT.

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO P~OGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl~ “ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .0 PROJECTS

jTP* F964 o *** 5**
~ROGRAti “’ 11328

SCI SR348 012.24
3RO* 7306 0 *** I**
jROGRAM 478i

5CI SR522 01.609
SC I SR522 Ool. oc
5TP* **** o *** ● **
~LAN 12928

SCI SR522 03 .09C
PROGRAM”” 15882

SCI SR522 07.98:
SCI SR522 do5 . 2C
SCI SR522 004 .9{
sTp* **** (j *** i*i

PLAN 13094

REPORT DATE 06/21/g

1-
~

c1
-1
x

z=

0.06

0’.06

10.28

O.oc

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

QI.ST,RICT ,(09)NON-MPO

PW20FT;RW36FT; 1180 AOT-90
f0’REHA131LiTAiE ”EXISTING STRUCTURE OVER
NORTH FORK SCIOTO 8RUSH CREEK AND WIOEN
okcK To””32 FT. 92-A””BR PROG. ““

0.02 MI. W; OF CR34
0.12 MI:
PW’18FT, kW”2’O.2FT;”12~ ‘ADT-~&
REPLACE 25FT. OEFICIENT STRUCTURE OVER
ticeuLLOu”Gti CREEK”• N sR348 WITH-A NEW
:TRUCTURE: 87-6 BR PROG SUFF. RATING
35.4SO;’ WORK ”LEN6TH’”0. 12” “MI ““” ‘“ “’

I:OOMI’N OF USR 52
0.04MI; WHEELERSBURG MAIJOR COLLECTOR
PW24FT;RW40FT; 4080 AOT 90””
REHABILITATE THE EXISTING OEFICIENT BRIO~E.ovER.plNE CREEK. ON..SR.. 522.

93-A BR PROG.

0.048 KM W. OF CR1 E. TO LAW-CL.
10”283 KM; PORTER/GEEENE/vERNON TWPS,
PW6.IM, RWVAR; 4750 AOT-’94.
YO’MAINTAIN AND PRESERVE THE pAvEMENT BY

MAKING THE NECESSARY REPAIRS ANO BY OVE
RLAYING THE EXISTING PAVEMENT wI”TH ASPHA
LT CONCRETE ANO PAVEO SHOULOERS.

0.14 MI W OF CR 268 BIG PETE ROAO
O 04 “MI. GREEN TWP”;’’’MA~OR “COLLECTOR
PW20FT;RW40FT; 1690 ADT 90’

0.”18 Mr. E oF” cR 268 “(61G’pETE ROAO)
0.04 MI; GREEN TWP. MAdOR COLLECTOR
pW20F”T:RW35FT:’ 790”ADT “90’
TO REHABILITATE THE EXIS~ING STRUCTURES
OVER PINE CREEK O’N SR522 EY REPLACING
THE BRIOGE OECKS. FEO STP-BR.
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIO~l IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL J PROJECTS

;
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m

ITH WATERL Oo.000
iOC HOCKIN G
IIN ZALESK I
)ROGRAlil 16201

iTFi CRO19 7’.837
jTP* **** o *** ***
‘LAN 15230

kTH CR020 6.437
5TP* **** o *** ***
~LAN 15229

ATH US033 26.034
PLAN 16330

ATH US033 4.039
STG* ● *** (j *** **-

REPORT OATE 06/21/5
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O.oc

I.oc

POMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

1315TRICT (10) NON-MPO

NEW ROAOWAY ANO ORAINAGE.

WATERLOO ORAINAGE PIPES
ATH-WATERLOO TOWNSRIP
HOCKING ACCESS ROADS ANO PARKING AREAS
HocKING STATE FOREST LAUREL TOWNStiIP
ZALESKI ACCESS ROAO COVER AGGREGATE
ZALESKI STATE ’FOREST””tiAO’ISON TOWNSHIP
ODNR REPLACE DRAIN PIPES AND CLEAN OITCH
AT wATERLOO. “covEti “AtiGREGATE””iY’’iALEsKI
WITH WIOENING. COVER AGGREGATE AT
HOCKING ON ACCESS ROAOS & PARKING ’LOTS

6EGiN’AT’’cR19 N “ANB””’tis50” ”INTERsECTION
END AT CR19 N ANO SR56. MAdDR COLLECTOR
PW6.7M,6. 7M;AOT-3429’ 1995 ““
THE PROJECT WILL MAINLY CONSIST OF RESUR
FAcING,”i3uT WILL ‘INcLUDE; 6tiARDRiIL,
MINOR BERMWORK, PAVEMENT MARKINGS ANO
‘SIGNING”;” ‘“”

i3k61N 0097M”E” OF’ TR2i5 INTERSECTION
ENO AT SR690. RURAL MAIJOR COLLECTOR
pti5.8ti,tiw”7 :6M;224-AOT 1995”” ‘“
THE PROJECT CONSISTS, OF A MAJOR RECONSTR
UCTIONTHE WORK INCLUbES WID”ENING,EX’CAVA
TION,, EMBANKMENT,BASE AND BERM WORK,PAVEM
ENT,GUARGRAIL,PAVEMENT MAEKiNGs ANDSIGNS

INTERCHANGE AT STIMSON AVE
INTERCHANGE AT SR550
WIRiNG UPGRAOE OF HIGHWAY” LIGtiTING AT
INTERCHANGES OF US33 ANO STIMSON AVENUE,
us33”ANo 5R550, US33 AND”STATE sTREET.
SFY98-I

BEGIN INTERSECTION OF FINOLAY ST ANOUS33
END 1.059ti E’or 5R78 AND us33 Intersect

JF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

FISCAL YEAR

1997

N
N’
403

N
N

N
N

N
N

N
N

N
N
252

N
N

)ISTR

1998 1999

21:

5:

72[

18:

LL Ml

!000

= No MPO !ARS



I

u
R

E
S

P
O

N
S

IB
L

E
L

u
u

t-
L

u
!-

+
+

!

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
a

a
a

1
-

F
1
-

vl
1
-

L
n

m
!/l

11
C

H
/t~G

E
IN

D

M
ISC

ELLA
N

EO
U

S

O
T

I+E
R

9R
(O

G
E

S

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
A

N
E

W
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

IO
N

i ,.

t
R

E
S

U
R

F
A

C
E

R
E

S
T

O
R

E
R

E
H

A
B

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T

S
A

F
E

T
Y

J
~

;R
A

D
E

II

‘mC
E
au>00.zzoz

I

amm

0
m

0’
0

w

-L
r
-

0al

:
W

O
R

K

O
F

.
m

u
-l

m
1
-

Z
z

x
x

Z
xz

x
w

m
-Ha

P
H

A
S

E
~

T
Y

P
F

E
D

E
R

A
L

F
U

N
D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

J-
1

nzu

r
-

f
-

LE
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



OHIO TRANSPORTATl~l IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

~RCIGRAM 8387

\TH US050 61.220
\TH US050 038.50
{H** Ii** o **i **i
~ROGl?iiM 9361

iTH SR056 003.28
~ROGRAM 14365

iTH SR056 02.17C
4TH SR056 001.35
3RF* 93D* o *** ***
‘ROGRAM 13194

iTH SR124 Oo. ooc
iTH SRt44 06”. ooc
WEG SR124 86.403
~R6GRAM” 15804

REPORT OATE 06/21/9

FEDERAL

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (10) NON-MPO

UPGRAOE EXISTING TWO-LANE ARTERIAL ROAOW
Ai WITH THE NEW’ CONSTRtiCTION”OF “TWO PARA
LLEL LANES INCLUOING ALL ASSOCIATE CONT
ROLLED” ACCESS’””IN7GR3’GcTIONs. 4145 MILES

2.67 MILES EAST OF STATE ROUTE 144
NEAR TORCH OHIO ADdACENT TO CR63
C“ON5TRUCTION”OF REST AREA ‘IN””T1-iE
VICINITY OF TORCH AOdACENT TO THE EAST
60UN0” LANE or US50 iiNO COUNTY tiO’A0”63.

JUNCTION OF SR3%’” ‘“
CHANGE PROFILE OF SR56 ANO SR356 TO IMPR
ovE Ii4TERsEctioN siGI-it DISTANCE. iNCLUDE
S REMOVING ROCK FROM INSIOE OF CURVE ANO
5HOULDER tiIEIENING’Oii SR56.

1.35 MILE’s”EAST OF THE VINTON co. LINE
RURAL MALJOR COLLECTOR
PW26FT”, RW17FT;” 1993 ”’AOT-6’10
1993-8 BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER HEWETTS
FORK

BEGIN ATH-MEG COUNTY LINE
END WAS COUNTY”LINE
PW5.5M, RW7.3M, ADT1995-895
BEGIN ”iNTERSECTION SR124 ANO SR144

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR{

ID PROJECTS

! I 1

1---1
APO c
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041 R
041 “c
*** p
**’i” R
*** c

002 P
002 R
&)2 c

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

ATH SR144 9.900
MEG SR681 31.32C
PROGRAM 16371

ATH SR682 003.0(
HES* 3YO0 o *** io*
STP* F961 o *** 65*
PROGRAM 6138

ATI+ SR682 606.5,
BRF* 94C* o *** 15*
PROGRAM 10208

ATH SR690 05.91(
ATil SR690 003.6’

I

1
REPORT DATE 06/21/
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x

z
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0.5C

2.4’

0.0:

0.1’

PDM

—..

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (IO)NON-MPO

ENO INTERSECTION US50 AND SR144
PW6.1rn;’”RW8.5”M, ““ ““’’”
BEGIN INTERSECTION SR6E1 ANO SR124
END 1.223KU S OF ATti” COUNTY ”LINE
PW5.5M, RW7.3M,
THE PROdkCT”CONSISTS OF”AspHA”Lt RE5uRFAc
ING ON T,HE EXISTING ROAOWAY, PAVEMENT
MARKINGS AND” COtiPACTED” AGGREGATE BERM.
BRIDGE WORK INCLUDES MINOR REPAIR.

1 400KM NORTH OF US50
PW5.6M, RW6.IM, 93AOT-560
2.864KW WEST OF SR7
PW5i3tii “RW7.5”M; 93ADT”-410”
THIS PIO IS FOR THE CO PHASE OF PIO’S
13195 ANO” 13207 ONLY”.‘PID’S 13195 AND
13207 HAVE BEEN REVISEO FOR PE ANO RW
ONLY

0.30 MI. N. OF CR22 TO 0.07 MI. N. OF
TR249. WIOEN TO 24 FT & RESURFACE.
PW 20 FT.. RW 20-24 FT. 6730 AD~-9i
WIDEN ROADWAY TO 24FT W/’FULL OEPTH
PAVEMENT; MINOR RELOciTION; DRAINAGE;
WIOEN BERM FROM 2FT EARTH TO 4FT PAVEO;
CONSTRUCT 4’TWP RO”’INTERSECTIONS.

0.46 MILE NORTH OF T’HE U.S. ROUTE 33
OVERPASS
PW22FT; RW30FT; 3050 AOT-1991
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 1991-A
REPLACE 173FT BR OVER HOCKING RIVER
91-A BR PROG.

1.54 MI S OF SR550
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GI
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIG- ‘ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
. . . . . . . . . . . ------
l_EIJCtiAL #u rfiu JtL I a
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3RO* 93C* o *** ***
~ROGtiAF4 12049

;AL BIKEWA Y
jTp* **** o *** ***

jROGRAM 13541

ZAL CROO1 VAR
SAL CRti3 VAR
;A L CRO06 VAR
jTG’1 **** o *** ***

~ROGRAM 16311

2A L C RO02 VAR
2AL CRO13 VAR
STG* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 16312

GAL CRO03 7.385
BRO* 96B* o *** ***
PROGRAM 15785

GAL CRO12 002.42
BRZ* 2705 0 *** I**
PLAN 9526

REPORT OATE 06/21/$
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LOCATION AND TERMINI

DI~T~I$T (10) NON-MPO

PW18FT, RW20FT; 1992 ADT-1320
1993-A BRIDGE. EEPLACE”MENT’ ’OVE”R SUGAR RUN
WITH A PRECAST STRUCTURE.

‘ELJRNETT Eoio. (CITy” OP’GA”LLIp’OLIs) TO THE
VILLAGE DF VINTON. RURAL LOCAL
CONSTRUCTION OF””A 17 MILE ‘EIKEWAY.
APPROVEO ENHANCEMENT PROIJECT.

GuARDRAIL pLAcEMENT PROd. (vAR-sEc)
(VAR-SEC)
(VAR-SEC)
GUARORAIL PLACEMENT PROJECT ON VARIOUS
iiOUTEs ANO sECTIONS.
5FY97-I

GUARORAIL PLACEMENT PROJECT (vAR-sEc)
(VAR-SEC)
GUARDRAIL” PLACEMENT P“ROJ”ECT ON VARIOUS
ROUTES ANO SECTIONS.
SFY97-2 “’ ““ ‘“ ““”” ““”

BEGIN 731M N“OF’TR295”ANb CR3 INTERSECT
ENO 752M N OF TR295 ANO CR3 INTERSECTION
tiw5.5M;’Rw6.7M. A071995-”
OEFICIENT BRIDGE REPLACEMENT ANO MINOR
APPROACH WORK “WORK’ ”WILL”INCLUOE NEW SUB
STRUCTURE, NEW SUPERSTRUCTURE ANO
APPROACH RAILINGS.

2.42 MI ‘E OF SR325
OVER RACCOON CREEK AT CORA MIU
PW14FT, RW14FT;’350” EST. ”AOT
REPLACE 226 FT BR OVER RACCOON CREEK.
pAviNG OF APPROACHES” ANO OTHER NECESSARY

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIP-’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL h PROJECTS

—

n
o
c
z
-1
4

—

1AL SR850 04.65(
~AL SR850 002.8$
‘ROGRAM 11534

;AL SR850 06.57(
;AL SR850 004. 0[
‘liOGl?tiM 1’1s35

iAL SR850 07. 35(
iA L SR850 004. 5“
‘ROGRAM 11536

{OC SR056 00. 64{
{Oc SR056 000.4(
iRF* 94Bi’o **”8’”***
‘ROGRAM 13198

{Oc SR093 021.0[
;TP* **** o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 1 t537

REPORT OATE 06/21fi

0.12

0.60

0.06

0.03

0.14

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

I
01’$TRICT .(~O.) N.oN-vPo

11533, 11534, 11535, 11536 oNLy,
PE & RW REMAIN ON”EXISTI”NG PIDS
SFY 97-3

2.89 MILES NORTH OF SR588
MINOR COLL.
RW 25 FT. PW 17 FT. 700-AOT-1990
19921B BRIDGE” REPLACEMENT”OVER AN
UNNAMED STREAM.
PE & RW ONLY SEE PIO 16369 FOR CO

4.06 MIL’E5’ NORTH OF” SR588
MINOR COLL.
RW 24 FT: PW’17”FT,’ 7cj0- “ADT-1990
1992-6 BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER BARREN
CREEK:”” ““. ““
PE & RW ONLY SEE PIO 16369 FOR CO

4.57 MILES NORTH OF SR588
tiINO”R coLL. ““
RW 24 FT, PW 18 FT, 700-AOT-1990
1992-6 BRIOGE REPLACEMENT’OVER BARREN
CREEK WITH A CULVERT,
PE & “RW ONLY SEE PID 16369 FOR CO

0.40 tiILE EA’sT oF” picli~w~y COUNTY LINE.
VILLAGE OF LAURELVILLE
Pw22FT, iiw29.5FT: 1993 ‘ADT-2840
1993-B BR PROG. REPLACE WITH BOX CULVERT
REPLACE $TR ON VILLAGE ST”FOR TEMP
OETOUR

2.47 MILES SOUTH OF HOCKING PERRY LINE
Rbl 36 FT. PW 20 FT. 2277-AOT-1992
1992-B BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER AN
UNNAMEO STREAM.

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GRC
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1P IO = ALL

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS {000’S)
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OHIO TRANSPORTATl@~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
tEDERAL D PROJECTS

ROGRAM 13199

DC SR374 001.88
fiF* 92~* o ***”**+

ROGRAM 11289

OC SR374 37. 59C
Oc SR374 023.36
Tp* **** o ***” ***

ROGRAM 12850

Oc SR374 40. 06C
Oc SR374 024”. ai
Tp* **** o *** ***
ROGRAM 12851

IOC SR664 23.66(
IOC SR664 014.7C
HF* 930* o **+ ***

ROGRAM 13200

IEG SRO07 018.4’
1~** 7*** o *** ● **

‘ROGRAM 11290

REPORT OATE 06/21/!

1-

2
c)
-1
x

z=

0.04

0.06

0.06

0.06

O.oc

PDM!

LOCATION AND TERMINI

~ISTRICT (10) NON-MPO

1993-6 BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER A BRANCH
oF PIvE’ MILE cREEK “WITH A 4-SIOEO BOX
CULVERT.

1.88 MILES NORTH OF STATE ROUTE NO. 56
tiAdOR”COLLECTOR ““””’” “’” “’”
RW27FT, PW18FT; 360-AOT 1988~9g2:A..BR1DGE REP.LACEMENT.WITH

ENHANCEMENTS OVER QUEER CREEK AT
ENTRAN6E ’TO CGDAR PALLS STATE PARK.

1.97 MI 5 OF US33
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR
PWli3FT,””RW24FTi 1992” ADT-1220
1993-A BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER BUCK RUN.

0.44 MI S OF US33
RURAL MINOR” COLLECTOR
PW18FT, RW24FT; 1992 AOT-810
1993-A BRIOGE’ REPLACEMENT OVER BUCK RUN.

o.51 MILE SOUTH or U.S. ROUTE 33
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
Pti20.5FT, Rwti6FT; 1993 ADT-2940
1993-B BRIOGE REHABILITATION OVER CLEAR
FORK

3.93 MILES SOUTH OF STATE ROUTE NO. 681
Ew46FT, PW24FT; 3260-ADT 1988
1992-A BRIOGE REHABILITATION OVER THE
EAST BRANCH OF sHADk’RIvER,

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR[

+
no ~
0; :+
qr JJ<l

-m #g

~a nOqL cm
~m z
-Q o

002
002
002i

470 BR
BR
BR
602

. 0g2
002

45”0STP
STP
STP
002
002
002

435 STP
STP
STP
M2
002
002

575 ER
BR
BR
002
002
002

625 NH
NH
NH
062
002
002

,.

JP IO = Al

—

u
z
b
n
n
3n

~
❑
x

—

P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

P
R
c
P
R
c

r

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

1997

N
1

55

x
N
242
x“
10
60

N
N

71
N

N
N

7i

N
N

N

N
N
456
N
5

114

>ISTR

1998

28:

7(

28:

1(
7(

34,

1(
8(

FISCAL YEAR
+

I 999

.L MP[

?000
.—

= NC
—

——

——
-MPO ;ARS—=

3
m

z%
mo~g

mt-m

iTATE

;TATE

;TATE

;TATE

;TATE



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w
w

u
1-

U
+

u
+

a
+

+

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
a

+
+

-1
t-

m
m

:
1-

U
’1

m
m

I
C

H
A

%
G

E
\

>
a

a
u

M
SC

E
L

L
A

N
E

C
J”

S

o
!

,
x

;m
2-H

E
R

B
R

ID
G

E
S

o
—

’w
m

o
0

i,-(
R

EST
LR

Et

h
E

W
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

IO
N

R
E

S
U

R
C

L
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

I+A
B

A
O

D
.A

N
E

S
R

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

S
A

C
E

T
V

u
P

G
R

A
D

E

P
H

A
S

E
[ k

C
a

alu
)

1-0’)
m

‘
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

, IImD
!

auII

za

l.-

m
o
m

O
o
r
i

0
w

m
l-*-

-m
o

+tu
l

.,
.*C

I
O

)
o

-1
.
*
O

.
%

-.-m
~m

,
.

..-
0
0
0
.2

.
tia;?

-’ m

●+
●

‘1J

j
..



[
R

E
S

P
O

N
S

IB
L

E
u

u
+

u
:

+
+

;
A

G
E

N
C

Y
a

d
t-

a
+

+
v

I
m

2
m

m
0

1A
A

!
C

H
A

N
G

E
‘N

C
a

a
e

<
a

M
IS

C
E

L
.

A
N

E
O

”
S

+
!

m

O
T

H
E

R
B

R
!O

G
E

S
o

0
a

o
:.-

R
E

S
T

IR
E

A
II,..

Y
E

w
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

IO
N

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B
,

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

.7E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

I
S

A
F

E
T

Y
u

P
G

R
A

O
E

r

E
m0
)

C
n

t-:

‘
W

O
R

K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

nzu

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

1
1

●
●

☛



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

[

n
o
c
z
1
<

I
MRG CRC02 8.047
STP* **** o ● ** %**
PROGRAM 16263

MRG CRO04 0.78
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 16269

MRG SR060 002.32
BRF* 940+ o **”* 2**
PROGRAM 5913

I
MRG SR060 22 .03(
MRG SR060 013.6!
BRF* 93D* o *** ***
PROGRAM 13214

I
MRG SR078 14.76(
MRG SR07B 009.1’
BRF* 93B* o *** ***
PROGRAM i 2084

I

MRG SR078 20. 68{

I

r
m

~

x

z
=

41.OC

0.4s

0.0/

0.0!

0.1

L.

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT .( IO)NON-MPO

SUSPENO WORK> CORP. LIMIT VILLAGE OF
STOCKPORT PW5:8ti:” RW6.6ti, 428-AOT96
RESUME WORK NCL VILLAGE OF “STOCKPORT
END S CORP’ LiMIT VILLAGE OF MALTA
RESURFACING PROJECT, WORK INCLUOES
REsuRFAcirwiPAVEMENT’ WITH A A5pHALT ovER
LAY, BERM WORK ANO STRIPING. THIS PROJ.
HAS OCEA APPROVAL.

BEGINS 0.7EMI
Pw ,RW, -AOT96
REPLACE EXISTING BRIOGE WITH A TIMBER
BRIOGE, SUPERSTRUCTURE REPLACEMENT.
THIS IS A ENiiANCEilENT GRANT PROiJECT.

0.11 MI. NW OFCRII
RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
PW24FT , RW40FT; AOT 2170
REPLACE A“98FT BRIDGE OVE”R PERRY RUN.
INCLUOES MINOR REALIGNMENT, COUNTY ROAO
INTERSECTION ANO”CATTLt PASS: BB-B BR

0.56 MILE SOUTH OF” TOWNSHIP ROAO NO. 70C
RURAL MINOR ARTERIAl_
PW23FT, RW29.”5FT; 1993 AOT-5450’
1993-B BRIDGE REPLACEMENT OVER SALT RUN
WITH A 4-SIOEO BOX CULVE”RT.

0.30 MILE EAST OF STATE ROUTE 555
RURAL MINOR ARTERAIL
PW20FT , RW30FT; 1992 AOT-750
1992-C BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER AN
UNNAMEO STREAM.

3.71 MILES EAST OF STATE ROU”TE 555

~F-7’r STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GI
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FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
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OR
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OHIO TRANSPORTATKW IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL II PROJECTS

n
o
c
z
+
<

IRG SR078 012.85
,~F* 93B* o *** *“**

‘ROGRAM 12085

IRG SR078 31.06C
IRG SR07E O19:3C
IRG 8TH STREET
IRG SR060 18;5bC
IRF* 93C* o *** ***
~ROGRAM 12852

#RG SR078 49.21C
dRG %R078 ’030. 5E
IHF* 93D* o *** ***
~tiDGRAM 132”15”

4RG SR284 O.000
4RG SR555 5.504
\Tt-1 ~R076 i6.68f
‘ROGRAM 16084

REPDRT DATE 06/21fi

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (1,0) NO~-MpO

RURAL MINOR ARTERIAL
Fw20FT: RwioFi; 1992 ‘ADi-”iioo
1992-C BRIDGE REPLACEMENT DVER BUCK RUN.

0.370 KM E OF SR60
tiILL; 0P” fiIcc0NNEL5vI”L”LE’. RURAL “MIN.COLL.
PW7.6M, RW7.8M; 1992 AOT-2380
0.322 KM N OF SR60;””’ ““””’”’
VILLAGE OF MCCONNELSVILLE
Pw 5.8M, RE 9;8M. 1993 AOT-1200.
.273 KM S OF SR 376
RURAL MINOR” Arterial”” ““
PW 7.9M, RW 10.5 M; 1993 AOT = 5880
1993-A ERIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER
MCCONNEL’S RUN AT SR 78 ANO @ 8TH ST.
A“LS0’9?3-8” BRIOGE OVER MCCONNELL’S RUN ON
.SR 60 (OLO PIO 13213) .TRC???.

0.73 MILE WEST OF STATE ROUTE 83
RURAL’”MiNOR ”ARTERiAL’ ““
PW18.5 FT. RW25.5FT; 1993 ADT-530
1993-6 6RiDGE REHABILITATION OVER ”OYES
FORK OF MEIGS CREEK.

BEGIN SR85°
ENO MUSKINGUM COUNTY LINE.
PW5.5ti, RW6.7M; ADT175-95
BEGIN SR555
ENo 7R106 VILLAGE”• F cHEsTERHILL.
PW5.5M, RW6.7M;
BEGIN SECTION 16.685
ENO MORGAN COUNTY LINE.
FW5.5hi. Rti6.7bi;
RESURFACE EXISTING ROAOWAY ON VARIOUS
RouTEs. woRK iNCLuOES ‘PAVEMENT MARKINGS.

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR[
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OHlO TRANSPORTATIO~ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL J PROJECTS

~ROGRAM 16231

400 SR078 005.53
j’Tp* *“*** o *** ***”

~ROGRA#4 14524

Q08 SR260 19.540
$JOti SR260 o’i2. ”14
3R()* 93Q* o *** ***
~ROGRAM’ 13217”

VOti $.k285 8.980
?I?OGRAM 16270

900 SR313 06. 46C
Nc)B SR313 005.26
sTP* ● *** o 8*$”***”
PROGRAM 13218

NOB SR513 00.676
PROGRAM” 15914

REPORT DATE 06/21/S

I

LOCATION AND TERMINI

...D!ST.RI.$T. ...J.1o) NON-MPO

PW7.3M(2):RW12 .2M(2). ADT96-13522
FOtiR-LANE Resurfacing WITH JO”INT” REPAIR.

I ~~~~~WORK INCLUDES” ASPHALT OVERLAY AND GUARD-
RAIL “upGRABE.” ““
SFY98-3

2.41 63GIN 1.45 Mi W OF INTERSECTION OF IR77-
SR78.”” ENO .0i3M”I W ‘XNTkRSECTION IR77~SR78
PW18FT, RW18FT, ADT-1997; 3340. MIN.ART.
RECONSTRUCTION OF 1.45””hiI OF’<R7E””FROM
THE ENTRANCE OF THE NOBLE CORRECTIONAL
FACILITY” TO’’IR77. WIOEN & MINOR”R”EALIG
SLIP REPAIR. 30MOPROd.

0.08 0.03 MILE NORTH OF STATE ROUTE 724
RURAL MINOR COLLECTOR” ““”
Pw19FT, RW24.5FT; 1993 AOT-510
1993-6 ”i3RIti6k ”RkpLAtE”MENT ovEQ ELK FORK
OF OUCK CREEK.

14.36 BEGIN N CORP:” LIM”IT sARA’HsvILLE.
ENO NOB/GUE COUNTY LINE.
PW’ “, Rti , -AOT96
TWO-LANE RESURFACING PROJECTI WORK INCLU
oEs 0vERLAYIi46’ EXISTING ROAbwAY WITH
ASPHALT AND STRIPING.
sFy97-ti

0.04 0.55 MILE”WEST OF” STATE ROUTE 147
RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW17.5FT, RW19FT; 1993 AOT-280

I 1993-8 BRIOGE REPLACEMENT OVER YOKER
CREEK

19.36 13EGIN SR215 (suMMERFIELo)
ENo GuRNsEY COUNTY LINE.

POMS PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GP.
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IIN SR278 000.46
iTP* **** o *** i~”~
BROGRAM 12854

JIN S!2671 000.03
31i0* 8203 0 ***’ I**
~ROGRAM 8729

dAS CR32 O.000
jTp* **** o ~~~ *~~

~ROG12AM ;6266

tiAS CR060 8.142
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 16268

WAS CRI02 06. 86C
WAS CRI02 004.26
5TP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM 13177

WAS TR221 0.241
WAS TR039 4.054

~PORT OATE 06/21/s

OHIO TRANSPORTATlf-’ IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL .iD PROJECTS

LOCA ION AND TERMINI

D15T.RIc.T. .(.10) .NON-MPO

RURAL MAdOR COLLECTOR
ptiitiFT:” Rw24FT’; 1992 ADT-6043
1993-A BRIDGE REPLACEMENT OVER LITTLE
WHEEL ABOUT CREkK”WITti. A PRE”CAST
STRUCTURE.

0.03 MI E OF SR327 & 4.63 MI W OF US50
PW18FT, RW22FT; 150AOT-88
REPLACE 153FT BRIDGE OVER SALT CREEK.
90-B BR”PROG. ““ “ ““ “ ““”

BEGIN INTERSECTION”WITH CRI02
ENO INTERSECTION WITH TR32
PW6.IM, RW7.’3i4. ””i”07(j-ADT9I ““”
RESURFACING PROJECT, WORK INCLUOES RESUR
FACING’ PAVEMENT WITH”AN “Asphalt’ OvERLAY,
STRIPING ANO BERM WORK. THIS IS A OCEA
APPROVED” PROIjECT.” ““ “

BEGIN ”5EcT10N 8:142 (INTERSECTION CR79)
END SR60
Pw6.7M, RW8.5M, i190-A0T91
RESURFACING RPOdECT WITH MINOR BRIOGE RE
PAIR. WORK” INCLUOES ASPHALT OVERLAY,
STRIPING,BERM WORK,REMOVING WEARING COUR
sE”oi4 8i2k0GE AND”MEMBQAiiIE “tiAtERPIiOOFING.

0.54 MI. NW OF STATE ROUTE NO. 339
PW20FT, RW20-22FT; 1993 AOT-2000
BRIOGE REPLACEMENT AND RELOCATION OVER
THE WEST BRANCH OF WOLF CREEK. WORK WILL
INCLUDE ROAD RELOCATION”

BEGIN SECTION 0.241
ENO SECTION 0.271

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR

STPST ~
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B’R
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R
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P
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r

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

OR
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

FISCAL YEAR

1997

N

x

x
N
617
x

;
I 5L

N
N

N
N

N
N
20<
N
N

5:

N
N

N
N

N
N

OISTf

1998

215

15
53

856

214

m

2000

= NC .MPO

n
m

;:

5$
m
1-
m

;TATE

.OCAL

.OCAL

.OCAL

.OCAL



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w
u

+
1-

A
G

E
N

C
Y

2
:

m
m

C
.

L
N

’G
E

lN
D

a
E

M
IS

C
E

L
L

A
N

E
O

U
S

wr-
o

T
H

E
R

B
R

ID
G

E
S

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
A

o

N
E

W
cO

N
S

T
R

d
C

T
IO

N

R
E

S
L

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

E

G
O

G
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T

,R
A

D
E

S
A

F
E

T
Y

L

IF
o00mm0m

-L
t-9)al

r
W

O
R

K

O
F

P
H

A
S

E
~

T
Y

P
F

E
D

E
R

A
L

F
U

N
D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L

0
:

-
:

0
L

E
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

,,,-
w

●
IU

J

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



I
R

E
S

P
O

N
S

IB
L

E
w

J
2

1-
U

J

v
a

+
A

G
E

N
C

Y
0

v
:

>
0

m
s

1
m

I
C

H
A

N
G

E
IN

D
a

1
<

a
w

I
M

’S
C

E
..

P
.N

E
O

U
S

;-
..

O
T

W
E

R
B

R
ID

G
E

s
!,-

0
0

0
f-

R
ES’

4R
E

A

N
E

W
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

IO
N

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

17E
H

A
B

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T

S
A

F
E

T
Y

u
P

G
R

A
D

E

P
H

A
S

E
i

T
Y

P

1- a00-l

--L
- bmm

‘
W

O
R

K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

azu

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

,,.u>0nz1

(5z1
1

i-v
N

in
“

w
:’.?

%
a

Z
z

Z
z
-
z
’
z

1
-

Z
Z
N

Z
z

u
-
l

-1

‘sz01-d

Z
(Z

O
”

O
o

ci
m

z!
,M

3
O

za

1-(/1



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

A
G

E
N

C
Y

u
u

+
+

a
a

b
’
-

t
-

u
l

m

W
E

W
C

O
N

S
T

q
U

C
T

IC
N

!U
J

Q
E

S
ti

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B
!0

L
D

O
.A

?
4E

S
Q

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
b

C
T

an

I
(u

S
A

F
E

T
Y

U
;R

A
D

E
{-

JII

1:
1A(Yd

l--

i
m

0
u

*
II

m
8

u

z
z“z~

Z
z

Z
z

-Z
z

Z
z$

k
c
o

0-)
0)r
-

0)0)

‘
W

O
R

K
P

H
A

S
E

I

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

ozaz<i

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



I

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

-1
-.

u
u

!
a

+
:

+

A
G

E
N

C
Y

o
:

<
:

+
A

J
m

(n

C
M

L
N

G
E

IV
C

a
a

a
a

I
M

IS
C

E
L

L
.i

N
E

O
.JS

x
x

x
im

O
IH

E
R

9R
ID

G
E

S
o

0
0

0
‘e

?
E

S
T

4R
E

A

N
F

,w
C

O
N

~T
R

1>C
T

IO
N

I,.’
:

.
--

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B
I

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
I

5A
F

F
T

Y
;R

A
D

E

a4lu><v(/Yii

II

Il-= c
o
mm

-1_-!
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

z

W
I

nz<

0
m

$
8

,
(n

(9
*

z

o
0

0
Q

m
nl
a

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

o*
*

C
-J

.*(T
e*-

m
z.

S
E

C
T

IO
N

●

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



u
u

u

R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

u
w

k
+

+
+

+

A
G

E
N

C
Y

a
a

a
a

a
1-

+
t-

+
t-

(n
In

L
n

m
m

.
+

C
H

A
N

G
E

‘N
C

cl
a

a
a

E
1

M
IS

C
5L

L
6N

E
O

U
S

10

O
T

H
E

R
B

R
ID

G
E

S
o

0
IC

O
!.-

R
E

S
T

A
R

E
L

I
N

E
W

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
IO

N

R
E

S
U

R
F

A
C

E
R

E
S

T
O

R
E

R
E

H
A

B

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
L

S
A

F
E

T
Y

U
I)

P
H

A
S

E
~

T
Y

P

,R
A

D
E1-

0-l
mm

I
f-mm

I

‘
W

O
R

K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

nz4

LE
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

IU
J

IC
5

x
an1
1

m(Yau>0n
.
zIt

m
m

m
a

m

m
m

t--
~

,’.



C
H

A
N

G
E

I*D
a

M
ISC

ELLA
N

EO
U

S

I
I

O
T

H
E

R
B

R
12G

E
s

o
0

12

R
EST

A
R

EA

Y
EW

C
O

N
STR

U
C

T,
C

N
u

R
ESU

R
FA

C
E

R
EsTo

R
E

R
EH

A
B

I
x

c
1

x
a.

A
D

D
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
e

S
A

F
E

T
Y

u
P

G
R

A
O

E

P
H

A
S

E
(

T
Y

P

1I1-
r
-

mm

i
‘

W
O

R
K

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

L
E

N
G

T
H

(M
l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

(iaau
’
w

C
T

—

w
o

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y



R
E

S
P

O
N

S
IB

L
E

w
w

w
Y

1-
+

+

A
G

E
N

C
Y

-1
a

a
+

+
t-

2
1A

m
w

m

M
IS

C
E

.
L

t.
N

E
O

JS
x

k

o
T

I+~R
13R

IO
C

E
S

o
0

0
~co
;-

R
EST

$R
EA

]

N
Ew

C
!3N

STR
U

C
T10h

I
.,

!W
1

R
ESd

R
FA

C
E

R
ESTO

R
E

R
Eh

A
B

!0

I
1

:
A

O
D

L
A

N
E

S
R

E
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

{e
S

A
F

E
T

Y
u

P
G

R
A

O
E

!
------/:

1

P
H

A
S

E

1-
m(nm

1

:
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’S

)

LE
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
O

U
N

T
Y

m(Y

la>0II

I-L

a
m

m
,

0

IC
Y

1
-

l-l

.(Amou!
-
9

o

a
l

0:O
u

l
-
wL



N
E

w
C

O
N

S
T

R
U

C
T

O
N

~,,

I
Iw

R
E

S
L

IR
F

JC
E

R
E

S
T

O
R

E
R

E
H

A
B

I
u

I
<

A
D

9
L

A
N

E
S

R
E

C
O

N
S

T
R

U
C

T
I

n
.

.

S
A

F
E

T
Y

;R
A

D
E

Ii
-
-
-

t
-
-
-

00

E
0Wo
l
a
l
mm%r
-
0
1
m

P
H

A
S

E
O

F
W

O
R

K

T
Y

P
E

O
F

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
F

U
N

D

T
O

T
A

L
P

R
O

JE
C

T
C

O
S

T
(000’s)

LE
N

G
T

H
(M

l)

S
E

C
T

IO
N

R
O

U
T

E

C
W

N
T

Y

m0
!
aI
$
,

‘F-
1

i
u
l
-

-
3

1
!

1
9
-

1
-
U

m
~

=
=
;8

’
m

w
m

w
1
-

Z
z
e

Z
z
f
l

Z
z

Z
z
%
z
z
.
:
z
z

1
-

-
.
Z
Z

z
m

-
1



OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

‘T

RF* 94A* o *** 6**
ROGRAM 5615

OL SR164 07.741
OL SR164 008. 4f
OL SR164 008. Et
OL SR164 Q08.9:
OL %R164 004.8’
Tp* ● *** o *** ***

LAN 13587

:OL SR170 23.64
:OL SR170 014.6!
;TP* **** o **4 ***
~ROGRAM 11984

:OL CR400
;TP* **** o *** 4**
)ROGRAM 8989

;OL CR430 003.3

REPORT OATE 06/21/

1-
m

:

x

z
=

0.0s

0.1!

21.2

3.6

POM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

OISTRICT (11) NON-MPO

RURAL MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW21FT,” ‘liw31F7; {2W””’ADT-88
REPLACE 24FT BR OVER BRANCH OF ELK
RUN. 1988-A BRIOGE REPLACEMENT PROGRAM.
0.02 MI.
IN iiOU5E ,

0.3i3tiI N SR39”OVERLAP. L=”17FT
MAdOR COLLECTOR
bw23Ft,Rw29Pti” 2550”io7-95
0.31MI N TR877 (.DAY.RD)..L=24FI
MALJOR COLLECTOR
PW21FT, RW29FT; 2550 AOT-95
0.02MI”N IR875”(LAuGHL’IN RD). L=18FT
MAdOR COLLECTOR; 0.06 MI.
Pw22FT, Rw28FT’i”2550 AbT-95
O.OIMI s TR848 (HULL RO). L=26FT
tiAdOR” COLLECTORi””O.07 MI’.
PW21FT, RW27FT; 2550 AOT-95
REPLACE FOUR””6RIDGES. DETOUR. 1994-A

EAST PALESTINE. M“AIN”STREET. 0.12 MI.
PRINC. ART.
PW42FT, RW42FT; 6850’ADT-88
REPLACE 30 FT 8RIOGE OVER SULPHUR CREEK
PART wioTH:” 1992-c’. ALSO ”UPGRAOE CURB &
GUTTER SIOEWALK, PAV’T.

STARK CO LINE TO SALEM SCL. 13,20 MI.
PW-20FT, RWL26FT; 3072 A6T-92.
TWO LANE RESURFACING OF 13.20 MI.RECONS-
2 FT SHOULOERS. INCL’S SIGNING,GUARORAII
PAVT MARKERS CULVERTS 1 BRIOGE,CURB ANO
GUTTER STORM SEWER.

CR435(PARKWAY AVENUE) TO 91.4M EAST OF “

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GI

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR

-4 w FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
no x * OR
0; :+ in TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST FOR

r ~~ m NON FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)

+

BR
BR
002
W2
002

447 STP
STP
STP
*2
002
002

700 STP
STP
STP
002
002
002

1900 STP
STP
STP
STG
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5TG
4BG
4i3G
4BG

127 3 STP

UP. IO = A

t
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I
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..
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P 200
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P x
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R N
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L OISTR

998
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999 000

197

49

= NO
.—
-MPO

——

——..
EARS

I

nm
;%
rno
Zz
ncly
<G

1-m

;TATE

;TATE

.OCAL

.OCAL



OHIO I RANSPORTATIQbl IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL J PROJECTS

o
0
c
z
-1
<

jTp* **** o *** ***

jRoGiw4 15134

;OL Cl?448A
3RO* 94C* o *** ***
~ROGRAM 14488

COL SR517 12.81C
COL SR517 007.96
PROGRAM 13042

COL SR558 001.61
BHO* 1510 0 *** 3*i
PROGRAM 5616

COL 5%344 16.19(
COL CR406
~Tp* *“*** ‘0 *** ***

PROGRAM 15206

COL TR768

-EpoRT OATE 06/21/I

r
m

~

x

z
=

0.16

0.01

0.04

1.30

0.22

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (11) NON-MPO

RI130 (FISHER ROAO):.:~E3~v M!@R coLL

PW-20FT,2823”’AFT-94
WIOEN EXISTING PAVT”. TO 24 FT. PROdECT T
o’ Ii4cLubE “CIJR6:DQA”INAGE,GUARO”RAIL ,$IGNIN
G ANO PAVT. MARKING. . .

0.04 MI S SR518, 0.10 MI
PW-18,RW-22’; ’539 AOT-92
REPLACEMENT OF THE 150 FT STEEL BEAM BRI
OGE BUILT IN””1931 0vkR”wk”5T’FoFjK OF”LITT
LE BEAVER CREEK.

0.22 MI W“ SR558
MIN COLL/NF
PW22FT, RW34FT; .2010 AOT-92
REPLACE EXISTING STEEL BEAM BRIOGE OVER
LITTLE BULL cREEK USING””PRECA5T sTRuCTiJR
E. L=18FT. OETOUR. 1993-B

0.06 MI. E. OF TR741. 0.03 MI.
PW20FT, RW36FT; 1830 AOT-88
REPLACE I19FT BR OVER MIOOLE FORK OF
LITTLE BEAVER CREEK. 1986-A BRIOGE
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM. 0.03 MI.
IN i+OUSE”” ‘“” ““’” ‘“’ “’”” ‘“ “

0.23KM EAST OF CR406
0.50KM,MAdOR COLLECTOR
PW-21FT,1782 ADT-95
0.21KM SOUTH OF SR644
0.31KM, NON FkOERAL
PW-20FT, 1046 AOT-95
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT .RELOCATE 0.50KM

(0.31MI) OF SR644 TO CHANGE THE INTERSEC
TION WITH CR406.PROJE~T WILL INCLUOE SIG
NING,GUARORAIL ANO CULVERT RELOCATION.

WASHINGTON, INTERSECTION SR39

POMS PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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46G
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%RO* 94C* o *** ***
jROGRAti” 14209

>OL TR928
jfp* *“*”** o *** ***

>LAN 15493

+AS USR022 28.147
iAS “U5R022 “28.211
PLAN 15936

HAS CROOI 0.00
STG* **** o *** ***
PLAN 15937

HAS CRO02 Oo.oa
HAS CR(3O4
HAS CRO13
HAS CR033
HAS CR055
HAS CR020
STP* **** o *** ***
PROGRAM i5938

REPORT OATE 06/21/!
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PDM!

OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL–AID PROJECTS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

.DISTRICT .(11) NON-MPO

D.14MI. , NON-FEOERAL LOCAL
PW-17FT.537 AOT-9ti
RELOCATION AND REPLACEMENT OF THE 90 FOO
T’TRUSS”6RIDGE BUILT IN” 1913 OVER THE NO
RTH FORK OF YELLOW CREEK:

30.5 M WEST TR2820(SOMMER:ET ORIVE) TO S
R170
PW-18FT;2020 ADT-95
WIOEN EXISTING PAVEMENT “TO 22 FT. PROUEC
T TO INCLUDE CURB AND GUTTER,STORM ORAIN
AGE , GUARORAIL’l SIGNING A$JD”pAvEMENi tUiAR
KINGS.CEAD-STP PROd.

AT INTERCHANGE WITH SRO09 FUNC CLASS=02
PW24 7 24~~, Rti49. i””&’ 49’:7~~; 3380AO~-92
.04MI EAST OF SRO09. FUNC CLASS=02
PW24 & 24FT,RW49”:7 “& 49:?FT; 3380 AOT-92
REHABILITATE BRIOGES BY REPLACING OECKS
IiEpAiRING suf3sTfiucTuRE5,’ AND PAINTING ST
RUCTURAL STEEL.

CENTERLINE STRIPING ALL HAS CO ROS. 357.
902KMFUNC CLASS=MAIj/MIN COLL & LOCAL
PW20FT,RW24FT: 60 TO 815 AOT-35
CENTERLINE STRIPING OF’”ALL”HAS CO ROADS,

C-STP SAFETY PROJECT.

DEERSVILLE WCL TO CR55. 4.361KM FUNC CL
ASS= MAIJ COLL
PW22FT,RW24FT; 675 ADT-95
HOPEOALE NCL TO WATERTROUGH HILL RO.
2.494KM. FUNC CLASS= MAIJ COLL
PW20FT,RW24FT; BOO ADT-95”
USR 022 TO CR5. l.ll~M. FUNC CLASS=
MALI COLL
PW18FT,RW24FT: 350 ADT-95
HAS CR20 TO US22. 1.223KM’FUNC CLAS

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM Gfi
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PRoJEcTs

IAS SRD09 27.777
‘LAN 16079

iAS CROIO
IRO* 93C* o *** 19*
‘ROGRAM 12328

iAS CR061
3RO* 9“5E* o *** 8**
~ROGRAN 15014

-IAS CR069
3RO* 95B* O *** ***
~RCIGRAM 15015

+AS SR151 00.00(
-IAS SR+51 19.15
PLAN 16080

HAS SR151 004. 8!
PLAN 15609

REPORT DATE 06/21/

2.15

0:14

0.11

o.o~

8.0{

O.cx

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT (11) NON-MPO

IJEWETT. JEWETT WCL TO NCL
LENGTM””I.34MI”; FUNC CLASS=tiA~ COLL
PW22FT,RW22FT; 2720 ADT-92
1997 ”Two”” LANE RESURFACING’

00.6 MI E OF SR 800. 00.09 MI.
LOCAL ROUTE
PW18FT; RW24FT; 2ci6 ADT-92
REPLACE 83 FT BRIDGE OVER STILLWATER CK
SOFT MATCH FROM CEAO’S FUNDS ““

INTERSECTION WITH TRIII. 0.07MI.
PW-16FT,RW~20FT: AOT-91j ““
REPLACE 128 FT BRIDGE OVER STILLWATER CR
EEK.”” xticLuDEs EELOCATiON TO IMPRovE ALI
GNMENT, GUARORAIL, INTERSECTION IMPROVEN
ENTS ON EAST END”OF” ERIDGE. ““

o.6h41 EAST o~ SR8CX”OT03MI. ““
PW-20FT,RW-28FT; 40 ADT-94
REpLAc& EX15TING 128FT BRIDGE OVER CLENE
ENING SPILLWAY.

BOWERSTON. US250 TO 0.35MI W OF ECL
LENGTH 4.69MI; FUNC cLAss=MAdcOLL
PW20FT,RW36FT; 2810 ADT-92
SCIO. 0.07tiI W SCHOOLHOUSE RO TO SR646
LENGTH 0.31MI; FUNC CLASS= MIN ART
PW40FT,RW40FT; 4090 AOT-92
1997 TWO LANE RESURFACING

BOWERSTON. 0.11 MI W SR212
FUNC CLASS=7 MAJOR COLLECTOR
PW24FT , RW30FT; 2810 ADT-92
REPLAcE WEARING SURFACE “wITH MSC OVERLA}

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GF
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL-AID PROJECTS

1

n
o
c
z
-i
<

IOL US062 44.450
‘ROGRAM 16065

+OL SR083 0.210
‘LAN 15932

iOL SR226 004.03
jTP* **** o ***” ***’
aROGRAM 11609

i’3L SR520 10. ”155
~ROGRAM 15561

+0L SR557 002.93
3RF* 94B* o *** ‘j’**
~ROGRAM 10510

HO L SR557 005. 7E
STP* 1163 0 *** ***
PROGRAM 10519

REPORT OATE 06/21/!

10.26

0.05

0.03

11.6C

0.01

0.01

PDM5

LOCATION AND TERMINI

.DISTRICT .(11.), NON-MPO

SR 39 TO 0.02 MI W TR 664
6.38 MI; MINOR ‘ARTERIAL”” ““
PW24FT, RW36FT; 4980 AOT-92
1997” Two”LANE RESURFACING

0.21i41 N.”OF COStiOCTON”CO LINE. FUNC CLA
S>= 06
PW24FT,RW40FT; 2550 AOT-92
REPLACE EXISTING BRIDGE DECK SLAB, REPAI
R AEUTMENTS & PIERS””AND CORRECT CHANNEL
SCDUR .

0.08 MI E OF CR 330. 0.02 MI. MAd.COLL.
PW20FT, RW32FT; 1730 “ADT-88
REPLACE 33 FT BRIDGE OVER UNNAMEO STREAM

PART WIDTH” “’”””” ““” ““””

GLENMONT ECL TO US62 ‘“”
11.603KM; MINOR COLLECTOR
PW19FT: RW23FT; 870 ADT-92’
1997 TWO LANE RESURFACING

0.27 MI N OF CR 114, 0.01 MI
RURAL MAOOR COLLECTOR”””” ““
PW20FT, RW32FT; 620 AOT-88
REpLAck 22 FT”BRIDGE OVER BRANCH OF s.
FORK OF SUGAR CREEK. 1991-B OR PROG.
PRE-FAE, DETOUR.
OESIGN AGENCY- CONSULTANT

0.22 MI N OF CR 60, 0.01 MI
PW20FT;RW27FT; 1500 AOT-88
REPLACE 14 FT BRIOGE OVER BRANCH OF 00UG
HTY CREEK. 1991-B:PART WIDTH CONSTRUCTION
N.

~F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR
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FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
FEDERAL PROJECTS (000’S)
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIQbl IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL O PROJECTS

{0 L SR557 008.2
)RF* 95B* o *** I**
~ROGRAM 10520

+0L SR643 003.9’
jTp* **** o *** ***
jRoGRAM 11611

+0L SU754 Oo. ou
~QOGRAM 16066

rUS OEN”NIS ON ‘DE
rEA* **** o *** ***
‘R OGRAM 149”03

rus SR021 000.8
rus SR4j6 011.0
rUS SR416 014.9
3ROGRAM 15678

rUS US036 17.28

REPORT DATE 06/21/

0.03

0.03

0.83

0.00

0.00

8.85

PDMS

LOCATION AND TERMINI

01~TE!9T ..(II) NON-MPO

0.23 MI S OF CR 120, 0.02 MI.
PW20FT, “RW32FT’;” ””jiigO”ADT-&~””” ’ ““
REPLACE 55 FT”. BRIOGE OVER DOUGHTY CREEK

199I-B PART’W’IGTH CONSTRUCT10i4.
DEsIGN AGENCY: COnSUltant

0.17 ti”IS DF’SR “557 (j,oj”M1”
MINOR COLL.
Pwi8FT: EW26FT: 440 AoT-88
REPLAcE 29 FT 8R10GE OVER sOuTH FORK SUG
AR” CREEK. DETOUR

SR39 TO SR514
6.73 M’I;MINOR’COLLECTOR
Pw18FT, RW22FT; 2150 ADT-92
1997 ”Two’”LANE RE~UR~AClNG

bENNI”sON”. 400 CENTER STREET
RECONSTRUCT THE ORIGINAL RAILROAO DEPOT,
TRAcK. ‘AND MEWSTANb”:”’EtHABIiIYATk THE
INTERIOR OF THE DEPOT BUILOING.~pHA5E ..1*)..

0.63 MI S SR212
ST FUNC 6LA$$=2,PRxNcIPAL ARTERIAL;• THER
PW24FT, RW32FT; 5020 AOT-92
0.05 MI N US250
ST FUNC CLASS=-14, OTHER PRINC ART
PW52FT, RW52FT; 156i3D ADT-92”
3.28 MI S SR39
ST FUNC CLASS=07, MALJOR’COLL
PW24FT, RW30FT; 3810 AOT-92
CLEANING AND PAINTING STR”UCTUR”AL5TEEL
ON VARIOUS BRIOGES USING SYSTEM OZEU.

1.963 KM W SR416 TO 0.257 KM E CR62

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN AND PROGRAM GR(
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OHIO TRANSPORTATIQ”* IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL ,D PROJECTS

rus IR077 020.7:
~ROGRAM 15172

rus IR077 06.79
rus IR077 004.2:
~~** 77** o 3** ***

=’LAN i276i

lUS IR077 40.291
TUS IR077 025.0,
IM** 77** o 3** **+

PROGRAM 12975

TUS IR077 44.61
STA IR077 Ooo. o
TUS IR077 027.7
IM** 77~s o 3** 41*

PROGRAM 11367

TUS SR093 OQ8.1
BHF* 920* o *** 13*
PROGRAM 11271

‘REPORT DATE 06/21/

r
m

~

x

z
=

0.0(

3.0(

4.3

11.6!

0.0

PDM

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT .(II)NON-MPO

STATE FUNC CLASS= 1, INTERSTATE. .
pw2~24FT, Rw2ci38FTi””15030 ADT-92
CLEANING AND PAINTING STRUCTURAL STEEL
~F EQIDGE5 ON INTERSTATE & us NUMBEREO
ROUTES USING SYSTEM OZEU..

SR39 TO US250.
6.99 i41Lk$ ““”’”
PW48FT, RWVAR; 30440 AOT-92
upGRAoE ALL’ EXISTING $IGNs ANO ‘SUPPORTS.

0.44 MI’N SR268 TO 0. 39MI’;’S’’’SR751
RURAL INTERSTATE
Pw-48FT:Rw-”138FT”; 1i,9ti AoT-E8
1996 4-LANE. LIOINT REPAIR.REPLACE
SIGNING”, ”LIGHTXNG,’ANO FENCE”;’ MOOIFY
OR REPAIR 9 BRIOGES. 8.08 MILES.

2.26MI, N OOVER NCL TO 0.27 MI. N US250E
B ON RAMP. RURAL INTERsTAIG
PW-48FT,RW-138FT; 30440 AOT-92
i996” 4-LANE RESURFACI’NG:”””~OINT REPAIR
REWIRE LIGHTING. REPAIR OR MOOIFY 4
BRIDGEs”;’ PAVE”
PORTIONS OF REST AREAS. 2.68 MILES.

US 250 TO STARK CO LINE. 7.25 MI
PW48FT, RW68FT;’ 19380 AOT-88”’”’”’ “’
TUSCARAWAS CO LINE. 0.02 MI
PW48FT,” RW68FT”; “19380 AOT-88
FY 95 4-LANE RESURFACING INCLUOING dOINl

REPAIR. REPLACE FENCE,’’’GUARO”RAIL ANO S1
GNING. REPAIR OR MOOIFY NINE BRIOGES. (1
NCLUOE THE WEIGH STATION”’RAMP”S”)

0.49 MI S OF SR 516. 0.04 MI
PW20FT, RW40FT; 1410 AOT-88
OEcK REPLACEMENT 0N”146 PT”’BRIOGE OVER s

‘F-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM Gk
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OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FEDERAL -AID PROJECTS

z
o
c
•1
m

TUS SR211 01.62:
TUS SR800 32.875
PLAN 16081

TUS SR212 003.4:
PLAN 15611

TUS US250 00. 00(
NH** **** o *** ***

PROGRAM 15952

TUS uS250 20.58
TUS US250 012.7!
NH** 56** o *** ***

PROGRAM 12976

TUS SR258 00.41
PLAN 16067

I
TUS SR651 000.3

L
REPORT OATE 06/21/

3.95

2.OC

8.3[

7.2”

7.9(

0.0

POM

.—

LOCATION AND TERMINI

DISTRICT .(11) .yoN-M.po

OUTH FORK OF SUGAR CREEK. 1992-ABR PROG

DOVER. TUSCARAWAS AvE .T.O sR8~,.
LENGTH 0.22M.I; FUNC CLASS”=PRIN ART
PW36FT,RW36FT; 4090 AOT-92
00VER.. NEW PHILAOELPtiIA CORP TO FRONT ST
LENGTH 2.24MI; FUNC CLASS=PRIN ART
PW42FT,RW42FT;” ”14070 AOT-92
1997 TWO LANE RESURFACING

0.18 MI E IR77
FUNC CLASS = 6, MINOR ARTERIAL
PW20FT , RW36FT; 9310 AOT-92
INSTALLATION OF BICYCLE RAILING ON
gRIDGE

STRASBURG. STARK CO. LINE TO IR77 SB ONR
AMp. 5.21MI; FUNC CLASS” = MIN ARTERIAL
PW24FT , RW34FT; 13290 AOT-92
1997 Two LANE RESURFACING “’””

0.59MI E OF N. PHIL CORP ‘LINE TO”O.03MI
E OF SR259. URBAN FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAY
PW-48FT,RW- 11’2FT;15”;750 ADT-92
1996 4-LANE RESURFACING. JOINT REPAIR.
REPLACE SIGNING, LIGHTING’;” “REPAIR ‘OR
MOOIFY 12 BRIOGES.
POSSIi3LE ANCHOR AssEMB. 4.52 M

NEWCOMERSTOWN. 0.26 MI E US36 TO 0.39 MI
E CR7; 4.95 MI; MAJOR COLLECTCIR
PW24FT , RW40FT; 3160 AOT-92
1997 TWO LANE RESURFACING

BALTIC. 0.06 MI W OF SR 93. COLL.

PF-77 STATUS = PLAN ANO PROGRAM GR

FEDERAL SHARE OF COST FOR
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APPENDIX B
STATE TRANSIT PROGRAMS



SECTIONS 5310 AND 5311 INFORMAT. AlFOR THE RURAL AREAS OF OHIO

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Source of
Funds

Sactkrl 5311

section 5311
Ssctiorl5311
section 5310

sed.iorr5310
sadotl 5311

Sedorl 5311
section5311
Sedorl 5310

Ssction 5310
Ssction 5311

section 5311
Ssction5311
section 5310

sadon 5310
Sactiorl5311

Saction 5311
section 5311
sediorl 5310

saction5310

Total
Amount

Federal
share

state
sham

$230,240

so
$0
$0

$53,963
$245,933

so
so
so

$53,983
S191,502

$0
so
so

$53,883
$185,875

$0
$0
so

$53,963

Shlta
share

so
$0
so
$0

Locsl
share

S230,240

$189*377
so

$465,668

$245,2

$189,377

s485,&

$191,$

$189,377

$485,2

$185,8:

$189,377

$485,~

$0

Local
Share

$0
$0
$0
$0

Grantee

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation
Ohm Dept. of Transportation

Ohm Dspt. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation
Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation
Ohm Dept. of Transportation
Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Transportation

Ohio Dept. of Trans@stion

F.Y.

1997

1997
1997

1997

1997

1998

1998

1998
1998

1998

1999

1999
1999

1899

1899

Description

Capital - Purchase up to 56 transit vshiilss
and reistedequipment

Contingency (Intedy Bus)

Program Admk&mtkm

Capital - Purchase up to 70 transitvehiiies
and rslsfd equipment

Program Mminktn3tkm

capital - Purchase up to 46 transit W#licles

and related equipment
Contingency (Intwcity Bus)

Program Mminiatreth
Capital- Purchaseupto 70 transitvshiiles
and related equipment

Program Adminiatm&3n

Capital - Purckss up to 43 transit vsh~ise
and rslstsd equipment

Contingency (Intardty Bus)
Program Mminiatrdon
Capital- Purchase up to 70 transit vehii

and rslstsd equipment

Program MminWation
Capital- Purchase up to 44 transit vshiilae

and related equipment
Contingency (Intamity Bus)

Program Mminiatm&m
Capital - Purchase up to 70 transit vehii

and related equipment
Program Mrninistrath

$2,302,394 $1,84,912

$946,885
$757,508

$2,428,341

$757,508
$757,508

$1,842,673

$269,816
$2,451,930

$215,653
$1,935,545

$946,885
$757,508

$2,428,341

$757,506
$757,508

$1,942,673

$269,816
$1,908,981

$215,853
$1,532,007

$946,885
S757,508

$2,428,341

$757,508
S757,508

$1,942,673

$269,816
$1,858,750

$215,853
$1,486,W0

$946,885
$757,508

$2,428,341

S757,508
$757,508

$1,842,673

F.Y.

1997
1998
1999

$269,816 $215,853

PLANNING PROJECTS

Sourosof
Grantee Funds

Ohio Dept. of Transportation Section 5311 (b)

Ohm Dept. of Transportation Section5311 (b)
Ohm Dept. of Transpxtatkm Section531 l(b)
Ohm Dept. of Trsnsp@Aion Section 5311(b)

Total Federal
Pmount share

$140,053 $140,053
$140,053 $140,053
$140,053 $140,053
$140,053 $140,053

Dsscriptbrr

Planning and Technical Assistance (RTAP)
Planning and Technical Assistance (RTAP)
Planningand Technical Assistance (RTAP)
Planningand Technical Assistance (RTAP)

page 1 (TIP97.WB2)



SECTIONS 5310 AND 5311 INFORMATION FOR THE RURAL AREAS OF OHlO

OPERATING PROJECTS

Source of

Grantee Funds F.Y.

Ohio Dept. of Transportation section 5311 1997
Ohm Dept. of Transportation seCti0rr5311 1998
Ohm Dept. of Transportation sactk3n 5311 1999
Ohio Dept. of Transgxxtation sactkm 5311 Xx30

Notss:

Eliiibks
operatinQ-m

Revenue

operating Assietenoe $12,318,412 $1,602,145
operating ASeietSfrce $12,506,416 $1,978,416
Opafahg -me S12,620,258 $1,665,372
operating Assistance $13,105,6CXJ $1,690,569

Net
Project Federal state

cost Share Share

$10,516,267 $2,781,335 $3,670,451
$10,528,OW $2,756,395 $3,721,455
$10,954,887 $2,762,114 $3,796,577
S11,215,031 S2,613,877 $3,660,770

(1) Th. flgurss for SacUon6310●a stBtswid@flgUr.SwrdIncludeUrbSdZSd aresqprttonments wtrkh ●m ●lso shown III the Individual TIP tables for -h MPO

Local
Share

S4,064,461
S4,050,150
S4,376,196
$4,540,364

(2) Tha ngutss forsore.ofthetmnsttvatrlckswtdralstsdsqulprnsnt● dso contsIMIIInthsMm UPSW ~ rUI’Sl-S fslh *irr ttrs urban PisnnlngIrormdsrlss
(3) Oocum.ntstlon forthoOsctlonS211cspttdprolsctsIS the FourYssrC@tel ●ndOper=llnSPkrrsItlsdbyeschS=tlorr S311subgrsrrtee.
(4)ItIs0001% Irrtsrrttofundm. Ssctlon6311progrsm.IfthaIlrmlspproprkUontevels●r. rrd up* the●dkrked Ievals,fimdlrrgthroughST?or&etlon 030Svvlllbsreqrdred.

Page 2 (TIP97,WB2)



1 of 15

TABLE T-2

AMATS TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TOTAL
FY

TRANSIT

SUMMARY SHEET

METRO REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY

EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
($000) ($000)

beginning --------------------------------- -------------------------------

July 1 Capital Operating Planning Capital Operating Planning
--------- ----------- --------- --------- --------- --------- ---------

1997 6,357 ** 21,423 163 6,342 987 * 130

1998 1,227 22,065 215 1,227 987 * 172

1999 4,227 22,727 188 4,227 987 * 150

2000 1,225 23,409 240 1,225 987 * 192

TOTAL 13,036 89,624 806 13,021 3,948 644

* Includee operating aeeietance from the Cleveland Urbanized Area.
● * Includee FTA section 16 (49 USC section 5310) program on behalf Of the Ohio DOT

F:\TRANSIT\TIP\ODOTTAB.WRl



Plar.29 ‘5S 11:13 FVIRT!i FRX 3752275 P. 2
—

TABL8 T-2

AMATS TRANSPORTATIONI14PROVENlmT

TIWISIT

SUNNARY WmtT

PROGRAM

PORTAGE ARM RECIONALTRANSPORTATIONAUTHORITY

TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL PUNDXNG---”
?Y (s000)

beginning,
( $000)

-.—.--------- . . ..----------.-.64 ------------” -----------------
July 1 Opmrating Planning
-.-b----- i -.EKX- --------- -------- S% !E3&! !RX5

1997 409 507 30 409 121 * 24

1990 287 567 30 287 103 24

1999 182 635 30 162 103 24

2000 ~ 332 711 30 332 103 24

TOTAL ‘ 1,210 2,420 120 1,210 430 96

~ Include@ deobligated funds from previousyears.

F:\TRMtlX~\TXP\ODOTTA8 .WR1
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3 of 15

TAB= T-2

AMATS TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAN

TRANSIT

PTA SECTION 5311 RURALTRAN$PORTA210N PROGRAM SUMMARY SHEET ●

PORTAGE ARSA REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTRORITY

TOTALISI(PENDITURES FEDERALFUNDING
($000)

bgyy ~
{s000)

------+ ------------------w------, -— ------- —.—--------------
oapital Operating Planning capital Operating Planning

------- ----------- ——- —- —-. -... -----—-. ---...— —-—
1997 lao.o 118.4 0.0 144.0 32.6 0.0

;99a
I

0.0 119.6 0.0 0.0 29.5 0.0

1999
1

0.0 119.8 0.0 0.0 29.5 0.0
I

2000 : 0.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 29.5 0.0

To’rAL
I

1s0.0 477.8 0.0 144.0 121.1 0.0

● Fog information only.



III. TRANSIT PROJECTS

This sectionccm.simoftableslistingthetransitprojectsmomxnendedforimplementationwithinthenextfouryearsbythe

CantonRTA and the City of Alliance. The first three tables mmmuize the capi~ qerating and planningexpensesanticipated

andthefimdingsourceand amountforeach.The nextfourtablesshowcapitalcastsby&cd year.

OHIO TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TRANSIT

CantonRTA
Surrnary S&et

(Tlw.5alds ofdolkirs)

(m Total E)qendhmss Federal 6tswe
Jl@ 1) capital Opelatild Planing Capilal Ol)eratmg Ptsrring
1997 1,042.3 3,997.0 I & m175 833.8 239.0 1
1998 1,Ow.o 4,122.0 15#0 800.0 112.0 12JX
1996 1,000.0 4,010.0 125C m.o 0.0 10JJI
2000 1,000.0 4,010.0 12XI 800.0 0.0 10.OC I

Ot-#0 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGR/Wl

TRANSIT

c~ of Aliirce

~ -t
(Thousands ofdollsrs)

(* TotalEq)eniitues FederalStem
. -.

Juyl) Capitall Opemtilgl I%Yingl Capitall Operabgl

lfw
t-lam

0.0I 149.7 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 25.3 I 0.0
1ss6 0.0 / 156.

--

l=
.2 I 0.0I 0.0I 34.1 0.0

0.0I 1543.5 I 0.0! 0.0I 34.8 0.0
Xuo 0.0I 182.2 [ 0.0I 0.0I 356 0.0.





.

NUACA
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (flP)

TRANSIT ELEMENT -

I SPECIALIZED TRANSPO=TION PROGRAN —

SECTION 5S10

Capital, Operating and Planning
Summary Sheet

(x$1 000) *

SPECIALIZEDTRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
SECTION 5310

Operating Schedule_——

(x$1 000) *--

.——
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

. msmmshim.wm .

i
‘:



NOACA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) ‘

TRANSIT ELEMENT
—

— —

GREATERCLEVEUUW3 REG10NALTf3AN$lT AU’I’HORITY {13CRTA)
Capftal,Operating and Plannlng

Summary Sheet

(x$1000)*

STATE – TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
FISCAL YEAR Capttal Operating. } Plannlng Capital Opemttnfl ~ Planning

1997 31,s02 186,4771 0 26,201 2,6?6~ o
1996 29,783 191,699~ o 23,825 9661 0
7989 ( 29,691 196,444 I 0 23,751 o! o
2000 0] o

iy&~:qft~& ‘Wzj;fiij

GREATER CLEVEIANDREGIONALTRANSITAUTHORITY(GCHTA)
Opera~ Schedule.—

—- — ~filooo) * - —.—. .—

STATE Operating Operating Net /- SUBSIDY
FISCALYEAI? Expenditures Revenues Ces: ,’ Local State Federal

1997 186,477 46,36? 141,12Q 1S2,320 @&5 &22~ 2,576’
1998 191 ,s99 45,906 14S,69# 138,484 ~w 6~j!4 986
1999 196/$44 46,468 149,98B 143,762 ‘53 + 6,(24 o
200Q

—

=-l /

,,. .

●-F@marerwndedtoIhenmr=tUnWhmdh, ~;
MRTASUM97.W X.I

5-’7 13@’4

0
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E
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FY1997-I’’Y2OUOVW
TABJAi 5.5.A

2JTAI’JVS Fi6wl Year B@unhg Jdy 1, W% (Thoustmdad Doliera)

‘rotai wwg Federal Funding

FM’al Year [Sec. 5307 (old 9), Sec. SW (o[d 3}, CMAQfhnsit, Sec.
5310 (old 16)nod Ser. .Vll (old 18) ]

._Jq ~:~~,,—, —,Plauning Cap[lal Operatiug PlaMing
Allocntiun Expenditures

1

‘--==r=rT--7’-o \44,671.7
‘32TT~

I I 1
. . .. —. —_-— . ---~ ~—

‘)f~)(-) I i2,098.9I 45,?’99.0 I [).0 I 9,6?9. 1 0.0
-. - I .—

TOTAL I 45,mfi.4 I 177,408.3 I 300.O I 36,645.2 I 240.0

—.— ..—
MiamiVal~yRegional l’ianni~g-(~olmission



DRAFT

TABLE 1 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT

FINANCIAL PLAN FOR OHIO ($000’S)

TYPE OF BAL.4?XE FEDER.%L FEDERAL FEDEfUL FEDERAL FEDERAL TOTAL
FEDERU FLW) FLXl FIJND
FW%DS

FUND
LTSAGE

FuiND
LrSAGE USAGE USAGE L’SAGE

FY 97 FY 98 FY99 F-Y 2000 FY 2001

OSTP 568 92 112 -$16 2,120

SThf

BR 172 920 116 565

NH 3,536

SECTION 30 30
16

30 30 30

TOTAL I

Note:

I: For FT}-96 KY-OVA has an STPI)SB tiiding limit of S262,363 plus S244,187 of \fA

Although Huntington does not operate a publlc transportation
system

in Ohio, they do receive Section 5310 (formerly Section 16) capital

funds for a Specialized Transportation vehicle.



LIMA-ALLEN COUNTY RPC

>,,..:.. X,,:.,: ,.:

,- ””;. ,?’., .“..::,.,
., . .;’..,?,.,,.. , -~..\

. ,>. . . . .

... ..,. ,:”~:, ~<>. ., :..,,.

. . . . ..,

,.

,.,
.’, ,, ’,. .,

Tctal Expenditures Federal Funding
{IQj
Ju!y 1} Capital ● Operating P\anning Capital ● Operating Planning

1997 1,421.0 017.5 76.0 1,276.0 344.0 60.8

1

1998 33.8 829.7 78.0 27.0 349.6 62.4

1999 35.1 852.6 80.0 28.1 359.5 64.0

1

2000 10.0 881.6 82.0 8.0 371.8 85.6

●includes all 5310 @specializedTmnsportatica)funds for 1997
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OHIOTRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
TRANSIT

,
SUMMARY SHEET

1’
.

I F.Y. I Capital ● / Operating I Planning
(-begrt July 1)

1997 158,000 953,900

I 1998 138,000 ~ 983,000 ~ 173,000
I

I 1Qw I 38,000 I 1,012,000178,000 1

I

Federal Funding

Capital “ Owrating I P{anning

,--- ! - -- l---

1 I

, 1L

● Includes all 5310 (Specialized Transportation) funds.

-.. J

“ a The uso of Rich! and County’s FfA Section 9 annuai allocation to funds this program is

illustrated on the attached table.
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LCATS TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TRANSIT

SUMMARY SHEET

FISCAL YEAR TOTAL EXPENDITURES (in $000’s) FEDERAL FUNDING (in $000’s)

(begins July 1)
CAPITAL OPERATING PLANNING CAPITAL OPERATING PLANNING

1997 212 908 15 169,6 275 12

1998 60 818 15 48 242 12

1999 180 803 15 144 245 12

7nno 60 774 15 48 248 1?

li(kirig {ountyArulran~po~tionMdy FIHA1DIMTFY1qq7-2oooW ~
submitted 4-1-96 i
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F.Y. Total Expenditures 1 Federal Funding

(Begins 7/1) Capital Operating Planning Capital’ I Operating Pkmning

Transit FundsSection5307(formerlySection9)
I
I 19!37 $3,286,800 $ I 5,789,700

/ $150,000 $2,739,000 $1,012,800 $120,000

1998 $1,866,000 $16,272,600 $150,000 $1,555,000 $1,012,800 $120,000

1999 $8,460,000 $16,760,800 $150,000 $7,050,000 $1,012,800 $120,000

2000 $8,100,000 $17,263,000 $150,000 $6,750,000 $1}012,800 $120,000

Specialized Transportation Program Section 5310 (formerly Section 16)

1997 $44,573 $35,659

1998

Section5311 _(formelly S~ion 18)
● ‘ ~

1997-
-

$53,000 ‘ ‘ $42,400 I $43,082

1998 $22,000 $279,830 $17,600 $45,236

1999 $23,000 $318,508 $18,400 $47,498

2000 $41,500 $334,433 $33>200 1 $49,873
I Includes Toll Revenue Credit

X2-12



Ohio - Transit Summary

N
m
\

in
Ln
r-n

Wood-Washington-Witi Intemtate Planning Commission

Transpiration Improvamsnt Program FY 97-2000

Washington County ~A 5310 {Speciaked Trawmndon) Funds and HA 5311 (Section 18) Funds

Agmcilw Multiple Aganaes

Fiscal Yew: Beginning July 1, 1996

Total E~ Fe F-g

nscd Yesr aiogin
My 1/

Capfcd” @-m 4YM#ahg -“ I @-fmr -

1997 $82,500 $275,500 $0 $66,000 $67,045 ~ 40

1998 $202,500 $289,000 $0 $162,000 S67,045 $0

1999 $102,500 $303,000 $0 $82,000 $67,045 $0

N
+ 2000 $37,500 $318,000 $0 $30,000 $67,045 $0

o
T
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H
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

OVRTA, EORTA AND SECTION 5310 PROGRAM

SUMMARY SHEET

F.Y. Total Expenditures Federal Funding

(Begin
July 1) Capital (b.) Operating Planning Capital (b.) Operating Planning

1997 (a) $233,280 $1,850,910 $0 $188,613 $517)600 $0

1998 (a.) $0 $1,871,500 $0 $0 $465,130 $0

1999 (a.) $0 $1,927,650 $0 $0 $457,437 $()

2000 (a.) $0 $1,985,480 $0 $0 $457,437 $0

.
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31-Jan-96

EASTGATE DEVELOPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

TRANSIT SUMMARY SHEET ($000)

FISCAL YEAR : TOTAL EXPENDITURES FEDERAL FUNDING
,.— I

(Beginning July 1) : “ CAPITAL \ OPERATING ~ PLANNING ● CAPITAL OPERATING ~ PLANNING ~

1997

1998

1999

I

I

269.8”

470

444
I

I

2000 I 54

4858

5036

5220

5412

50

50

50

50

215.8 824

376.0

355.2

—.

43.2

824

824

824

40

40

40

40

● include all 5310 (Specialized Transportation) funds for 1997



APPENDIX C
AIR QUALITY

CONFORMITY DOCUMENTATION



Overview

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 expanded transportation’s role in contributing to national

clean air goals. The 1990 amendments expand the definition of “transportation conformity” to:

Conformity to the (air quality implementation) plan ’spurpose of eliminating or reducing the
severity and number of violations of the national ambient air quality standards and
achieving expeditious attainment of such standarh; and that such activities will not (J) cause
or contribute to any new violations of any standarh in any area, (ii) increase the frequency

or severity of any existing violation of any standard in any areas, or (ii~ delay timely

attainment of any standard or any required interim emission reductions or other milestones

in any area.

This conformity appendix documents the current air quality status for Ohio nonattainment and
maintenance areas, the associated requirements under which those areas are petiorrning the FY 1997-

2000 STIP/TIP air quality conformity analyses, and the cotiormity analysis procedures for MPO
areas where ODOT operates the Urban Travel Demand Model. The detailsof each area’s

conformi~ analysisareincludedintherespectiveMPO’S TIP.

The conformity determinations for the Ohio FY 1997-2000 nonattainment and maintenance area

metropolitan TIPs were conducted in accordance 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,40CFIlParts51
and 93,issued November 24, 1993 and in accordance with the Ohio State Transportation Conformity
Rules, Ohio Administration Code Part 3745-101-01 through 20, issued August 21, 1995.

The nonattainment area transportation programs reflected in the Ohio 1997-2000 STIP conform to
the State Implementation Plan because they:

● Contribute to the Implementation Plan’s purpose of eliminating and reducing ozone
violations;

● Produce fewer Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)and Nitrous Oxides (NOx) emissions
than would occur in the “no build” or “base case” scenario;

● Produce emission burdens that are below the budgets established in the State Implementation
Plan;

● Provide for timely implementation of transportation control measures in the applicable State
Implementation Plan; and

● Are prepared in accordance with the final conformity guidance;

i



Introduction

Transportation plans, programs, and projects in nonattainment and maintenance areas must

“conform” with Federal or State Implementation Plans for meeting the National Ambient Air Quality

Standards (NAAQS). Nonattainment areas, as defined by the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments, are

geographic regions of the Country that do not meet the national clean air standards. Maintenance

areas are areas that were identified in 1990 as being in nonattainment status but have subsequently
met the NAAQS and have been redesignated to maintenance status. State or Federal Implementation
plans identifi the strategies and programs nonattainment areas will implement to provide the
emission reductions needed for the areas to meet the air quality standards. In Ohio, the Ohio
Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) is the lead agency for coordinating development of the
State Implementation Plan (SIP) and redesignation requests. The Ohio Department of
Transportation, the nonattaimnent area Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOS), and the Local

Air Agencies participated in the development of the SIP, the redesignation requests, development

of the metropolitan transportation plans and the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Ohio contains one moderate ozone nonattainrnent areas and seven metropolitan areas and three rural
counties which were redesignated to maintenance status. Also, the US EPA approved Cuyahoga
County’s redesignation request and maintenance plan for the pollutant carbon monoxide (CO) on
March 7, 1994. (See Map 1) Accordingly, the transportation programs for these areas, as recorded
in this STIP, must demonstrate conformity with the SIP. Eleven Metropolitan Planning
Organizations are responsible for developing plans and TIPs within the nonattainment/maintenance

areas. The State petiorrns the conformity process for the rural nonattainment areas. On November
24, 1993, the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency issued the final Air Quality Conformity rule

for determining the conformity of transportation plans, programs, and projects. On August, 21,
1995, OEPA issued the Ohio State Transportation Conformity SIP Rules. To date, the State rules

have not been approved by the USEPA and will, therefore, not govern Ohio until approved. The
conformity determinations for Ohio’s nonattainment area Transportation Improvement Programs are
based upon analyses that were conducted consistent with both Conformity rule procedures.

1.Nonattainment Area Designations

This document describes the processes that was employed to conduct the FY 1997-2000 Ohio STIP
nonattainrnent and maintenance area conformity analyses. The conformity analysis procedures vary

because of the different attainment designations in Ohio, the different stages of SIP and
redesignation development, and differences in the geographic coverage of the urban transportation

travel demand models within the respective nonattainment areas. The final conformity rule
established distinct periods for conformity determinations: interim, transitional and maintenance
periods. Each period has its own requirements. Table 1 presents the current status of Ohio’s

nonattainment areas for redesignation.
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Table 1

Ohio - Ozone Area Status

Designated Area Classification SIP or Redesignation
Status

CantonArea Maintenance Redesignationsubmitted3/25/94
(StarkCounty) Transitionalcriteria

FinalRule published 1/31/96
effective 3/3 1/96

Cincinnati-Hamilton Area Moderate 1s~o VOC Plan submitted March 1994
(Butler, Clermont, Hamilton, Redesignation request submitted II/ 14/95
Wamen Counties) Proposed final rule published 5/5/95

effective 7/5/95, no final rule published
Transitional criteria

Cleveland-Akron Area Maintenance 15% VOC Plan and attainment demonstration submitted
(Ashtabul~ CuyahogA Geaug~ 3/14194
Lake, Lorain, MedinA Portage, Redesignation request submitted 3/14/95;
Summit Counties) Final Rule published 4/4/96

Redesignated CO Area 317/94

Clinton County Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 11/14/95
Proposed final rule published 515/95
Redesignated 3/2 1/96

Columbiana County Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 4/14/94
Redesignated 3/10/95

Columbus-Newark Area Maintenance Redesignation submitted 9123/93
(Delaware, Franklin, Licking Transitional criteria
Counties) Final Rule published 2/1/96

effective 4/1/96

Dayton-Springfield Area Maintenance Redesignation submitted 1l/5/93;
(Clark, Green, Miami, Montgomery Final Rule published 514195;Redesignated 7/5195;

Counties) 15% plan submitted I I/l 2/93;
attainment demonstration submitted 11/5/94, 3/14/94;

Preble County Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 4/14/94
Redesignated 3/10/95

Steubenville Area (Jefferson Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 4/14/94
County) Redesignated 3/10/95

Toledo Area Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 5/24/93;

(Lucas, Wood Counties) Final Rule published 5/2/95
effective 7/3/95
withdrawn 7/l /95,
Redesignated 8/1/95
15% plan and attainment demonstration submitted 3/14/94:

YtJu[lgstt]\vll-Warrcll-Shzlron Area Maintenance Redesignation request submitted 6/1 3/94
(Mahoning. I’rurnbull Counties Final rule published 1/31/96
(>hio) etTectivc 3/3 1/96

iv



2.Conformity Analysis Consultation Process

The 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments required preparation and submittal of a November 1994,
Conformity SIP revision. This Conformity SIP documents the policies, criteria, and procedures that
will be used in Ohio for demonstrating and assuring the conformity of transportation plans,

programs, and projects with the applicable implementation plans. A major component of this SIP
revision is an identification of the consultation procedures that Ohio’s air quality and transportation
agencies will follow in the conformity process. Ohio has chosen the “straw man” process, whereby
the lead agencies in the conformity process assume responsibility for preparing and distributing draft
documents, with supporting information, and assuring that each affected party involved in the
conformity process is included in the consultation process.

Although the November, 1994 Conformity SIP is not yet effective, the Ohio FY 1997-2000 STIP
conformity process employed the consultation procedures embodied in this document. The
procedures and parameters for performing the FY 1997-2000 STIP conformity analyses were
determined though a series of meetings, correspondence, and conference calls among representatives
from USEPA, FHWA Ohio Division, OEPA, ODOT, and Ohio’s MPOS. Attachments to this
appendix include copies of correspondence relevant to the Ohio FY 1997-2000 STIP conformity

tests. The list below also records the meetings and conference calls that were held regarding STIP
conformity issues:

11/20/95

11/28/95

1/17/96

1/24/96

2/1/96

2/26/96

4/8/96

Phone conversation between OEPA and ODOT to confirm MPO conformity budgets
for use in the FY 1997-2000 STIP conformity procedures.

OEPA letter sent to ODOT and MPOS to confirm budgets.

Meeting among FHWA, OEPA, and ODOT representatives to review the status of
Ohio’s nonattaimnent areas’ and determine the conformity requirements associated
with the respective area’s status

ODOT letter sent to MPOS, OEPA, FTA, and FHWA to distribute the results of the
1/17/96 meeting and the procedures that will be used for the STIP.

Phone conversation between ODOT and FHWA to initiate coordination with FHWA
region office and USEPA region office to confirm the conformity procedures agreed
upon at the 1/17/96 meeting.

USEPA letter confirming the use of 1997 as the first analysis year for ozone areas

and confirming that PM- 10 exceedances in the Cleveland nonattainment area were
not due to mobile source exhaust emissions.

This document was made available for public review.

v



OEPA Concurrence

Letters from OEPA concurring with STIP and MPO TIP conformity documents are included in an
attachment to this appendix.

3. Conformity Analysis Procedures

The STIP Conformity Consultation Process resulted in the following procedures being identified for
the respective Ohio nonattainment area FY 1997-2000 STIP/TIP conformity tests:

● Canton(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the 2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and
beyond

● Cincinnati(moderate)

requirements

351.438
$51.430

analysis
FY 1997 BuildfNo Build
FY 2005 Build/No Build

FY 2010 Build/No Build
Less than 1990 inventory budget test

Budget Test with the 1996 budgets in the 1570 plan for analysis years beyond 1996
(1990 inventory number is the budget for NOX)

explanation

There is no requirement to conform to any budget year beyond 1996 because the 15V0
plans only contained 1996 numbers. The 2005 budget does not have to be used until
the maintenance plan is approved. (May 12, 1995 USEPA letter)

The OKI conformity documentation will include a thorough discussion of the
conformity procedures used in the Ohio and Kentucky portions of the region.

● ClintonCounty(maintenance)

requirelnents
$51.430

vi



analysis
Budget Test using the 2006 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2006 and
beyond

● Cleveland/Akron( moderate)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the 2006 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2006 and
beyond

● Columbiana County(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the 2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and
beyond

● Columbus/Newark( maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the 2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

beyond

● Dayton(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the 2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and
beyond

● Prebie County (maintenance)

requirements
$5] .430
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analysis
Budget Test using the 2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

beyond

● Springfield(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the

beyond

● Steubenville(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the
beyond

● Toledo(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the

beyond

● Youngstown(maintenance)

requirements
$51.430

analysis
Budget Test using the
beyond

2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

2005 maintenance plan budget for analysis years 2005 and

Marginal and transitional nonattainment areas received NOX waivers for conformity purposes on
8/14/95. However, as published in the 8/29/95 Federal register, the NOX waivers on] y applied to the
build/no build test. All marginal and transitional and one moderate nonattainment areas have been
redesignated as maintenance areas. Maintenance areas do not require build/no build analyses.

Therefore. NOX waivers do not apply to these areas. A build/no build test for NOX is still required

. . .
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inthemoderate nonattainrnent area of Cincinnati.

The OEPA has overall responsibility for submittal of an adequate Ohio SIP. One portion of the SIP
development process is to establish the mobile source inventones and emissions budgets. The
November 23, 1993 conformity rule requires that Ohio’s nonattainment and maintenance areas’
transportation plans, programs, and projects cotiorrn to the applicable SIP budgets. Table 2
identifies these budgets.

ix



Table 2
State Implementation Plan Mobile Inventories and Budgets

x::EiELmE-.
(No safety margin used yet. )

. .
.,y...y.,,,,.y.,,,,,*,,,:,,:..,.,,,xx,,.x,,:*.:*.~::%=5x~:::::<:??w*:$~~~%*~$:~%~:%:~*rd3::3w2.tii$:%M33::*ti'::::::<s:!::$<ti~:.:,:.:*,>.:,>>*.,,,.,,., .............................. . .. . ..,,,.,,*.,.,,,.........,..,N~:\y~y.:jy;~,y.:<\“.,..,%...........W..?.::.:.:~...+’..’’:.x...........,.,,,,:.:...,.,..,,.,,. .......... ..,..,,,~.,. ......... -,.... ........ v.,........

Clinton Point 0.00~ 0.00 0.00
11.47 1.66
2.42 3.25

12RQ A Q1

(BB) Area 11.30 1.62

Mobile 5.04 4.80
Total i6 3A 649

iClev/Ak/Ashl Area

l(See CC, LL), ]VOC Margin]

lDay/Spring lPoint I 37.401 32.201 I 97.401 38.201
Day/Spring Area 54.90 36.50

Dayton Mobile 88.75 47.55

Springfield Mobile 14.85 13.35

Total 195,90 129.60

I(No safety margin used yet.) ~

Preble Point 0.24 0.00
Area 41.13 5.91
Mobile 4.16 4.80
Total 45,52 10.71

0.34 0.00 (EE)
41.64 6.29

1.93 2.81
43.91 9.10

F&&E

I

“!. ’-”,, “.,-”, “,,””, ,“. -” ,

E15zl 2985I 24.69
‘106,321 75.67(FF)

I of 5848, 1 142 is used. ) VOC Margin] 57.34(Of original VOC safety margin
(Oriainal 2005 VOC mobile number was 2871 ) ITkx

continued on next page Ohio EPA 03-26-96
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town l==Area
Mobile
Total

(Use of 7.833 of VOC safety margin of 2
(Original 2005 VOC mobile number was 24.33.)’ ‘
(Use of 6.18ofNOX safetvmarain of 8.83 reauested. ) ~

Eiat3’. :! :$
Jefferson “

(No safety margin has been used yet.)

lColumbianalPoint I 1.891 0.06]

VOC Marginl 4.40

!5 0.07

I 14rea I 10.4OI 4.60 10.80 4.90
Mobile 11.691 7.00 5.65 5.05

>I Total I 23.981 11.66! I 18,701 10.02

(No safety margin has been used yet. ) ]VOC Marginl 5.;

(A/’ ~hio counties only. Shows maintenance plan numbers (submitted, but not proposed in FR), not 15% plan numbers.
BL ,mton County numbers were printed in the Federal Register, vol. 61, page 11560ff., 03/21/96.
“or Clinton County, 2006 maintenance plan numbers are used instead of 2005.

[CC) For Cleveland/Akron, 2006 maintenance plan numbers are used instead of 2005.
Safety margins for Clev/AkfAsh derived by subtracting 2006 total of point, area, and mobile from 1990 total of point, area, and mobile.
(DD) Dayton numbers, excluding Preble, are from USEPAS redesignation direct-final in Federal Register, VOI 60, p.22289ff, 05-05-95.

Safety margins for Dayton/Springfield derived by subtracting 2005 total of point, area, and mobile from 1990 total of point, area, and m

(EE) Preble County numbers are from the “final rule” of 09/21/94 in the Federal Register, vol. 59, p. 48395ff.

(FF) Toledo numbers are from USEPAS redesignation direct-final rule for Federal Register, vol. 60, p, 21456ff, 05-02-95.

(GG) Canton numbers are from USEPAS redesignation direct-final rule from Federal Register, Vol. 61, pages 3319-3326, 01-31-96.

(HH) Columbus numbers are from USEPA’S redesignation direct-final rule from Federal Register, Vol. 61, pages 3591-3599, 02-01-96.
(11)For Youngstown, 2006 numbers are used instead of 2005.
Youngstown numbers are from USEPAS redesignation direct-final rule from Federal Register, Vol. 61, pages 3319-3326, 01-31-96.
(JJ) Jefferson and Columbiana Counties’ numbers are from the “final rule” of 09/21/94 in the Federal Register, vol. 59, p. 48395ff.

(LL) If Cleveiand/Akron/Ashta bula is not redesignated, then the 15% plan
“=~:-~~~:~=~’%%w~

N2m8m%$m$&m
~Cleveland Mobile 120.62
Akron Mobile 7552 46,35 29.91
Ashtabula Mobile 1165 961 6989

Total Mobile 248.37 176.58 99.499
CO ~afety margin exists ) 4

See below.

budget IS usPd !:- C:., V-:ll-,:; See below

Iobile

Ohio EPA 03-26-96 CB/c \conform\cnfrmO wb2 xi



5. Transportation Plan Updates and TIP Development

Following passage of the 1991 IS TEA legislation, Ohio’s MPOS initiated efforts to update their
regional long range transportation plans. To date, all 16 MPOS have updated plans. Eleven of the

plans require conformity determinations because the MPOS are in air quality nonattainment or
maintenance areas. Table 3 reflects the current status of the long range plan conformity

determinations. The MPO’S FY 1997-2000 TIPs are developed consistent with the area’s adopted

long range transportation plans.

Table 3
Transportation Plan Conformity Status

MPO Transportation Plan
Conformity Status

Akron determination 10/11/94

Canton determination9129/9S

Cincinnati determination9123194

Cleveland

Columbus

Davton

Newark

Stxinetieid

Steubenville

Toledo

Youmzstown

determination4/18/96

determination 10/20/94

determination 10/20/94

determination6/4/96

determination 7/10/95

determination 5/3 1/95

determination 10/20/94, with 11/24/94 SIPAmendment

determination6/30/95

6. TIP Analysis Years

Based upon the criteria presented in

rule TIP analysis highway networks

1990 Base Year:

Sections 51.464, 51.438, and 51.448 of the Final Conformity
were developed as follows:

This represents the regional highway network that was in place in 1990 and that was used to
develop the State Implementation Plan 1990 mobile source inventories.

TIP Milestone Year Baseline:
This represents the existing network plus NEPA approved projects plus the projects found to

xii



conform in the 1997-2000 TIP and uses the TIP milestone year’s traffic assignment.

TIP Milestone Year Action Scenario:
This represents the Baseline scenario network plus regionally significant projects that are
expected to be open to traffic by the analysis year. This analysis is conducted using the
respective TIP milestone year’s traffic assignment. The TIP’s out year analyses are performed
to ensure that the analysis years are no more than ten years apart.

LRP Horizon Year Baseline:

This represents the existing network plus projects that have received NEPA approval,
the LRP horizon year traffic assignment.

LRP Horizon Year Action Scenario:

using

This represents the completed LRP network using the LRP horizon year traffic assignment.
The LRP network is the future transportation system that will result from implementation of
the proposed TIP and other regionally significant projects in the time frame of the
transportation plan.

7. Latest Planning Assumptions

The STIP conformity analyses readily meet this requirement. The MPO TIPs are developed
consistent with the most recent MPO Transportation Plans. The modeling process used to develop
each MPO Transportation Plan is calibrated using the latest population and land use data available.
Before the modeling process is used to develop the Plans, it is validated based on 1990 trafilc counts.
Further, USEPA’s most recent emissions software, MOBILE5AH, is used for all mobile source
emission analyses. The emission inventories and budgets are also from the most recent Ohio SIP
submittals, which were also developed using the MOBILE5AH software. All mobile source

emission inventories, budgets, and milestone projections were generated using the appropriate
Inspection and Maintenance, anti-tampering, and vapor recovery flags in MOBILE5AH. The

MOBILE5AH flags that are used are consistent with the respective counties’ 15~0 Plan programs.

At a July 1994 meeting with FHWA it was suggested that the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) growth
projected in Ohio’s urban transportation models be compared with the historical HPMS VMT
growth. It was suggested that this comparison would provide an additional means of assuring that
the urban travel demand models were providing accurate results, thereby meeting the conformity
requirements for using the latest planning assumptions.

To initiate this comparison, ODOT reviewed the HPMS data, as submitted to the FHWA, for Ohio’s
urbanized areas for the years 1980 through 1992. As a tlrst step, data for each functional class of
roadway in each urbanized was totaled by year. This calculation represents total urbanized area
HPMS VMT for each year between 1980 and 1992. A percentage annual change in total HPMS
VMT growth was then calculated for each urbanized area. ODOT’S intent was to then compare the

annual percentage HPMS VMT growth with the annual percentage VMT growth from the urban
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models. However, there was so much fluctuation in the annual HPMS VMT growth, that ODOT
does not have confidence in the HPMS VMT growth trends.

In 1990, significant changes were made to the HPMS data base to correct under reporting from
previous years. A one-time adjustment was made to bring the estimates more in line with the
FHWWI-IPMS theoretical predictions. A new methodology used larger samples that yielded VMT

figures which were generally higher than those submitted previously. The ODOT Engineers
working with the HPMS data assert that any comparison of the pre 1990 data and the post 1990 data

is not valid.

Because of the fluctuation in the HPMS VMT growth, ODOT does not have confidence that a
comparison of this data with the urban models’ VMT growth is meaningful. The urban
transportation models are therefore the best information that ODOT can provide concerning

urbanized area VMT growth. As stated above the models are developed and kept current based upon
the most recent population and land use data available. They are also validated based upon current
traftlc counts. ODOT is confident that the urban models accurately project VMT growth in Ohio’s
urbanized areas.

8. Timely Implementation of TCMS

The November 1993 SIP submittal includes Transportation Control Measures (TCMS), only in the
Cleveland/Akron nonattainrnent area. The TCMS were identified for the Cleveland metropolitan
area portion of this nonattainment area. These TCMS and the status of the implementation are
recorded in the NOACA Cleveland area FY 1997-2000 TIP Conformity Document.

8. Urban Travel Demand Modeling

Ohio’s MPOS maintain regional travel demand forecasting models for use in their urban
transportation planning processes. These models employ a traditional four step modeling process

to project existing and fiture traffic volumes and travel patterns on the regional transportation
networks. The four step process consists of trip generation, trip distribution, modal split, and route

assignment. Output from the urban models is link-by-link directional 24 hour traffic volumes for

the existing or future regional transportation networks.

Fifteen of the sixteen Ohio urbanized areas have an urban travel demand model. The Newark-Heath
urbanized area is in the process of developing an urban travel demand model. The Ohio Department

of Transportation (ODOT) holds the models and provides extensive technical support for all of the

areas, except Cincinnati and Cleveland. ODOT’S modeling is run on the main frame PLANPAC
software. Cincinnati and Cleveland’s models are run on the PC based TranPlan software.

The TIP conformity demonstrations for Ohio’s urbanized nonattainment areas utilize the capabilities
of the urban transportation models. These models are uniquely suited to perform the attainment and
milestone year Plan and TIP build/no build scenarios analyses required under the Final Conformity
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rule. The modeling process identifies growth in vehicle miles of travel and changes in regional

travel patterns resulting from the projects that are proposed in the nonattainment area transportation
plans and programs.

To generate pollutant burdens for the respective TIP analysis scenarios, ODOT completes a three
phase process. Phase 1 uses the program G5AIMPAR, written by ODOT, to create the control
records required by U. S. EPA MOBILE5AH to estimate emission factors. The temperature, percent
Hot and Cold starts, and the vehicle mix vary for each hour of the day for both hydrocarbons (HC)

and carbon monoxide (CO). The temperatures are OEPA supplied temperatures by nonattainment
area. Emission factors are calculated for each speed measured in miles per hour (MPH). The speeds
vary from 5 MPH to 65 MPH for freeways and from 5 MPH to 55 MPH for surface arterials.

Parameter records are used to override default values. The values for the Inspection Maintenance

program, Anti-Tampering program, Pressure test, the Stage II Vapor Recovery System, and on board
VRS were specified by the Ohio EPA.

The G5AIMPAR.MSG listing shows:

a) The control records for program G5AIMPAR
b) The flag summary for the hourly ambient HC, the hourly ambient CO and the 24 hour HC

required for evaporative and refueling emission factors

c) The hours requested
d) Inspection and Maintenance program summary
e) Anti-Tampering program summary
f) Pressure Test program summary
g) Stage II Vapor Recovery System program summary
h) On board Vapor Recovery System summary
i) The hourly temperatures (s for HC and w for CO), percent Cold and Hot starts and the vehicle

mixes for freeways and surface arterials

The percent Cold and Hot starts were developed using “Determination of Percentages of
Vehicles Operating In the Cold Start Mode, EPA-450/3-77-023, Office of Air and Waste
Management, Office of Air Quality Planning Standards, Research Triangle Park, North Carolina

27711”. The vehicle mixes were developed using Ohio observed data obtained by the Office of
Technical Services.

j) Summary of the first scenario record for HC for freeway
k) Summary of the first local area parameter record for HC for freeway

Phase 2 uses USEPA MOBILE5AH to generate 13,444 emission factors based on input created by
program G5AIMPAR. Output routines were added to MOBILE5AH to write the emission factors

in an array format.

Phase 3 uses the program CMAQ5AN0, written by ODOT, to relate the MOBILE5AH emission
factors with the urban models’ 24 hour link data files to generate hourly pollutant burdens for
hydrocarbons (HC), oxides of nitrogen (NOX), and carbon monoxide (CO).
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Program CMAQ5AN0 reads 1) the transportation links containing the weighted 24 hour volumes
2) the node grid coordinates and 3) the emission factors from program MOBILE5AH (5 Mar93)
and then lists 1) the credits 2) the program control records 3) the table summaries used by the
program 4) the number of centroids 5) the option values used 6) the hours requested 7) the

seasonal factors for both HC and CO. The hourly volumes are multiplied by the corresponding

seasonal factor.

After the seasonal factors, listed is the interzonal vehicle miles of travel (VMT). The VMT is

calculated by assuming that the zonal area in square miles is represented as a circle. The radius is
computed and the intrazonal trips are multiplied by the radius to compute the intrazonal VMT. The
directional hourly speeds are estimated by applying the percent Average Daily Traffic (ADT),

percent direction, percent heavy duty trucks adjusted by 1.7 to represent auto equivalents. The auto
equivalent is divided by the directional capacity and the resulting volume to capacity ratio (V/C) is

used in a lookup table to determine the directional speed. The hour, functional classification and

directional speed are used to derive the directional emission factor using the USEPA MOBILE5AH
array fiIe. If required, emission factors are interpolated. The above process is done hourly by

direction on each link in the network. After processing all hours, CMAQ5AN0 lists the 1) hourly
vehicle miles of travel and pollutant burdens for freeways and surface arterials 2) the total vehicle
miles and pollutant burden for evaporative and refueling HC and 3) the total HC pollutant burden.
All items listed above are summarized for the Build and the No Build runs.

The preceding discussion covers the procedures that ODOT makes available to all of Ohio’s MPOS.

Two MPOS, Cincinnati and Cleveland prefer to use their own modeling processes. Details related
to these two area’s procedures are documented in their respective TIPs. Cincinnati and Cleveland

performed the TIP conformity analyses using their TRANPLAN urban transportation models. The
Cincinnati MPO, Cleveland MPO and ODOT staffs’ closely coordinated the respective conformity
processes to ensure that the assumptions and applicable MOBILE5AH flags were consistent in all
TIP conformity analyses.

The OffIce of Technical Services performed various tests in June 1994 to evaluate the validity of the
speed-flow model used in the CMAQ5AN0 (hereafter referred to as CMAQ5A) program. The

speed-flow model was evaluated against the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) equations. A

basic freeway segment analysis was performed along with each of the three arterial types as defined

by the HCM. For each illustration the HCM and other data were converted using Level of Service
‘C’ being equal to a volume-to-capacity ratio of 1.0, as this is the capacity used by the CMAQ5A
model.

A linear regression model was used to plot the HCM freeway data for volume-to-capacity ratio
versus speed. The previous version of CMAQ5A, correlated closely with the 1985 HCM. The
newer version of CMAQ5A uses the proposed 1994 HCM basic freeway segment curve. Data
collected as a part of a travel time study in the Columbus area was used to evaluate the new

CMAQ5A data. This data was extracted from the urban freeway segments of the study. The raw
data showed no statistical correlation in terms of regression. Therefore, selected speed-ilow data
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points were used for linear regression resulting in the curve. This data presents a good correlation
to the new CMAQ5A freeway speed-flow relationships.

The arterial speed-flow relationships use the 1985 HCM arterial Class definitions. The CMAQ5A

surface arterials are defined by area type (CBD, central city, and suburb). The speed-flow data from

CMAQ5A for suburbs was compared to HCM Class I; central city compared to Class H, and CBD
compared to Class III. The curves are very similar for arterial type I . Arterial type II data have

characteristics similar to the type I CMAQ5MHCM relationship. The type III graph is a departure
from the close association of data points of the previous types. A relatively simple test was done
to demonstrate the effects of each speed-flow curve on emission factors. Using a v/c ratio of 1.3 to
represent a “base network” and 1.0 as a “build network”, HC exhaust emission factors were
determined based on the relative speed at each v/c. The HCM curve resulted in a 20% decrease in
HC exhaust emissions while the CMAQ5A curve showed a 9V0decrease. Therefore the CMAQ5A
curve could be considered to be the more conservative equation when used in conformity analysis.
A determination as to why the curves are significantly different, as compared to the other arterial

type comparisons, was not made.

10. Nonattainment Area Geography not Covered by an Urban Model

A limitation of the urban models is that they do not always cover the entire nonattainment area
boundary. For the non-modeled portions of the nonattainment areas, conformity analyses are
performed based on a process using the HPMS vehicle miles of travel (VMT) estimates. The base

year 1990 VMT estimates are taken directly from the HPMS information that was used to develop
the Ohio SIP. Attainment and milestone year VMT rates, for the conformity analysis, are derived
by applying a growth factor by functional classification to the base year VMT estimates.

The HPMS VMT estimates are generated on a countywide basis by functional classification. The

Mobile 5A emission factors for future years for each functional classification use the same input
parameters that were used for the SIP such as vehicle speed, vehicle mix, seasonal temperatures,
percentage of hot and cold starts, etc. The pollutant burden by functional classification are summed
and the total pollutant burden is used as a base condition for the future year. The HPMS based data
is factored to proportionally reflect the nonattainment area geography not included in an urban
model.

Build and No Build pollutant burdens are generated for proposed non-exempt projects based on

speed changes and induced traffic resulting from construction of the proposed facility. The
difference in the pollutant burdens from the build and no build is added to the future base condition
to evaluate the impacts associated with new projects.

Following establishment of the future base case emission burdens, the impact of any capacity
addition projects on the base case is quantified. The difference in the pollutant burdens, based

on changes in VMT and speeds between the project build and no-build scenarios is determined
by using Mobile 5AH emission factors. This figure is added to the future base condition to
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evaluate the impacts associated with new projects.

11. Off Model Emission Reduction Credits

Certain transportation improvements that are included in the nonattainment area Transportation

Plans and fimded through the TIPs generate significant emission reductions. However, these

reductions may not be reflected in either the urban modeling process or the non-model HPMS
procedures. Ohio defines this type of emission reductions as “off model” credits.

Off model credits are an important component of the Ohio nonattainment area conformity
determinations. Emission reductions resulting from Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)

projects are not accounted for in the urban modeling process. However, certain CMAQ projects will
result in significant emission reductions that need to be accounted for in the conformity process.

Projects such as park and ride lots, Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) bus conversions, and traffic flow

operational improvements generate emission reductions that have been incorporated into TIP
conformity analyses. Details concerning specific projects are included in the respective

nonattainment area’s conformity documentation.

12. TIP Conformity Analysis Geographic Coverage Issues

Conformity determinations for Ohio’s metropolitan nonattainment areas use a combination of the
urban model, the non-model, and the off model analysis procedures to determine the emission

burdens for the entire nonattainment area. The specific combination used by an individual area is
determined by the geographic coverage of the area’s model and the “off model” credits applicable

to that area. For example, the Akron, Canton, and Cincinnati urban models coverage correspond

with the nonattainment area boundaries. These areas, therefore, do not use the non-model analysis

procedures. The Cleveland, Columbus, Dayton, Springfield, Toledo, and Youngstown models do

not cover the entire nonattainment area, so the non-model procedures must be employed. In areas
where this occurs, the county level HPMS emissions burden is factored to represent the proportion

of the county that is not covered by the model. The emissions burden generated from the modeled
portion of the area is then factored to reconcile the model results with the HPMS data from which
the inventories were developed. This process is described in the next section. Finally, the model,

non-model, and off model credits results are combined to incorporate all relevant factors into the
nonattainment area conformity analyses.

One final conformity issue related to geographic coverage is where more than one metropolitan

planning organization is included in the same nonattainment area. This situation occurs in the
Cleveland/Akron, Columbus/Newark, and Dayton/Springfield nonattainment areas. In these areas,

the MPOS perform a conformity analysis for their respective portion of the nonattainment area. The
results of these analyses are then combined, through this document to make conformity attainment
and milestone year emission tests. This results in a single conformity determination for each

nonattainment area. An exception to this approach occurs in the Dayton/Springfield area. Based
upon US EPA’s October 20, 1994 guidance, TIP conformity for the MPOS in this nonattainment area

. . .
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may be considered separately.

13. Factoring Process to Normalize HPMS and Model Results

Section 51.440 of the final Conformity rule requires development of a factor “to reconcile and

calibrate the network-based model estimates of vehicle miles traveled in the base year of its
validation to the HPMS estimates for the same period. ”

Although Sec. 51.452 refers to calibrating VMT, it specifies that this is a requirement for serious and
above areas after January 1, 1995. Although no Ohio nonattainment areas meet this requirement,

Ohio decided that reconciling the HPMS generated data and the model generated data is merited.
ODOT, OEPA, and the MPOS discussed whether the calibration should be based upon differences
in emissions or on differences in VMT. The group decided that the emissions were the pertinent

factor and therefore used the emissions difference for the calibration.

Ohio’s factoring process compares the SIP 1990 baseline emission inventories from the SIP with the
1990 baseline emissions from the urban model. A simple ratio calculating the percentage difference
between the 1990 HPMS-generated emissions and the model emissions establishes the calibration
factor. This factor is then applied to the Plan and TIP analysis scenarios to compare those emissions
to the emissions in the redesignation plans, 15% plans or Attainment demonstrations.

This process is used for the nonattainment area geography covered by an urban model. For

geography not covered by an urban model, the HPMS data is used to directly calculate emissions.

Calibration is not necessary for the Cincinnati and Cleveland areas. The mobile source SIP

inventories for these MPO areas were developed based upon the MPOS’ model outputs rather than
with HPMS data. The MPO conformity analyses are also performed using the MPOS’ models.

14. Non-Federal Projects

The Ohio nonattainment and maintenance area TIPs’ conformity documentation includes
information concerning regionally significant projects that are not Federally funded. The air quality
impacts of these projects (VMT, traffic redistribution, emissions) are also accounted for in the
conformity analyses. Details concerning specific projects are included in the respective

nonattainment areas’ conformity documentation.

15. Public Involvement

The FY 1997-2000 STIP/TIP air quality conformity information is an integral part of the STIP/TIP
public involvement process. In conformance with the ODOT February 1994 Public Involvement

Procedures, the air quality conformity documentation for each Ohio nonattainment area TIP was
available for a two week public review. This information was available at each of the 16 Ohio

MPOS, the 12 ODOT District offices. and the ODOT Central Office in Columbus.
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The FY 1997-2000 STIP public involvement process is documented in Appendix D of this STIP.
Any comments received concerning either the STIP project listings or the associated air quality
information will be recorded in Appendix D. Documentation of the State’s response to any
comments will accompany this information.

Each Ohio MPO conducted a public involvement process on its TIP concurrent with the State’s STIP
process. The MPO TIPs record the results of these activities.

16. Rural Nonattainment Area Conformity Demonstrations

Clinton and Preble Counties

Two Ohio rural nonattainment areas included in this STIP was not analyzed for conformity, Preble

and Columbiana Counties. Preble and Columbiana Counties were redesignated as a maintenance
area on March 10, 1995. The FY 1997-2000 STIP for Preble and Cohunbiana County includes only
projects that are exempt under Sections 51.460 and 51.462 of the November 24, 1994 USEPA

Conformity Rule. Section 51.460 of the November 24, 1994 USEPA Conformity Rule states that
exempt projects may proceed in the absence of a conforming Transportation Plan and TIP.

Accordingly, a conformity test for the FY 1997-2000 STIP projects in Preble and Columbiana

Counties does not need to be performed.

Clinton County is a rural nonattaimnent county that has been redesignated to maintenance status.
As a maintenance area, the analysis required for Clinton County is a budget test for the 2006 build
scenario with the 2006 budget. Satis@ing the requirements of $ 51.412 - Latest Planning

Assumptions, the 2006 build emissions are calculated using the HPMS data for Clinton County. The
following are the latest VMT estimates from HPMS for Clinton County used for the latest planning

assumptions.

HPMS VMT Estimates

~

1990 1,224,720

2006 1.212 1,484,361

Consistent with $51.416- Consultation Procedures, the Public involvement effort for the Clinton
County FY 1997-2000 STIP projects is incorporated into the Ohio STIP public involvement
process. The Ohio STIP public involvement activities for Clinton County included the following

efforts:
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ODOT issued an April 4, 1996 press release notifiing the public that the public involvement
period for review of the draft STIP was being conducted from April 8, 1996 to April 19,
1996.
A legal notice was placed in the April 1, 1996 newspapers serving Clinton County notifying

the public that the draft STIP was available for review at the ODOT District Office in
Lebanon, Ohio and at the Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Governments in
Cincinnati, Ohio. The legal notice appeared in the Wilmington News Journal, Cincinnati Call

& Post, Cincinnati Enquirer, Cincinnati Post, Washington Court House Record Herald,
Fairborn Daily Herald, Xenia Daily Gazette, Dayton Daily News, Franklin Chronicle,

Lebanon Western Star, Greenfield Daily Times, and the Hillsboro Press Gazette.
ODOT District 8 held a public meeting to review the STIP in Lebanon, Ohio on April 16,

1996.

The FY 1997-2000 STIP for Clinton County has included one non-exempt project. This project is
CLI-73, the Wilmington Bypass. The bypass will be a four lane limited access 5.3 mile arterial that
will connect SR 73 west of Wilmington with the US 22/SR 73 intersection east of the city via a
northern route. This project is scheduled for environmental work in FY 1997, design in FY 1999,

and construction in FY 2001. This project is considered to be in the no build scenario for the year

2006 because is will be in place before 2006. There will be an increase in the VMT as a result of
this project but an increase in free flow speeds will cause emissions for the year 2006 to decrease
to below the redesignation budget. Currently the free flow speed for the Wilmington Central
Business District (CBD) is assumed tobe31 miles per hour. The new bypass will divert autos and
trucks coming from Interstate 71, on the northwest side of Wilmington, that are bound via SR 73
through Wilmington for Airborne Express, an air express carrier on the southeast side of
Wilmington, from the CBD. This will result in less delay on SR 73 in the CBD and an increase in
free flow speed. The flee flow speed is projected to increase to 33 mph. The following are the VMT

changes and emission burdens on the roadway links that are affected as a result of the bypass:

No Build

I Link

+

SR 73 CBD

SR 73 CBD

E
us 22

us 22

us 22DA

Total

Volume Length VMT HC NOX HC
Factor Factor (tons/day)

10,530 2.15 22,640 1.683 1.861 .042

13,871 I .88 I 12,206 I I I .023

16,921 .52 8,799 .016

18,873 .28 5,284 .010

18,642 I 1.64I 30,573 I I I .057

15,161 1.51 22,893 .042

lo~,395 .190

--l
NOX

(tons/day)

.046

a.025

.018

.011

.063

0.047 I

.210 I
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Build

Link Volume Length VMT HC NOX HC NOX
Factor Factor (tons/day) (tons/day)

SR 73 9>931 .45 4,469 1.645 1.493 .008 .007

SR 73 8,024 1.70 13,641 .025 .022

SR 73 CBD 12,257 .88 10,786 .020 .018

SR 73 CBD 13,833 .52 7,193 .013 .012

us 22DA 15,789 .28 4,421 .008 .007

us 22 12,300 1.64 20,172 .037 .033

us 22DA 13,547 1.51 20,456 .037 .034

Bypass 2,506 1.37 3,433 1.21 2.375 .005 .009

Bypass 3,228 .84 2,712 .004 .007

Bypass 6,176 3.09 19,084 .025 .050

Total 106,367 .181 .200

The estimated VMT from HPMS for 2006 is 1,484,360.64 miles. However, the actual VMT is
1,488,332 miles as a result of the bypass.

There are no other non-exempt projects scheduled for Clinton County during this time period. The

Clinton County projects listed in the STIP are consistent with the policies, goals, and needs
established in the Ohio Statewide Transportation Plan, ACCESS OHIO. This satisfies the
requirements of ~ 51.422- Transportation Plan.

This analysis of Clinton County satisfies the requirement of ~ 51.430- Conformity Tests. The
VOC and NOX pollutant burdens in tons/day for Clinton County were calculated using the

methods described in the Latest Planning Assumptions portion of this narrative. The VMT from
this project is included in the 2006 HPMS projection.

Emission Burdens (tons/day)

HC NOX

2006 Build 2.414 3.241

2006 Budget 2.42 3.25
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Ashtabula County

Ashtabula County is a rural county on the northeastern edge of the Cleveland/Akron ozone
maintemnce area. In September 1993, at the request of the county, an agreement was executed
between the county, the Cleveland and Akron MPOS, OEPA and ODOT exempting Ashtabula
County from the Federal 3-C urban transportation planning process. This agreement also
established an interagency consultation process that is used to meet the transportation conformity

requirements for the nonattainment area. The Agreement provides for ODOT to conduct the

conformity analysis for the Ashtabula County portion of the nomttainrnent area while the
Cleveland and Akron MPOS conduct amlyses for their respective portions of the area. Following

these individual efforts, the agencies combine the data to generate one conformity amlysis for the
entire area.

The following narrative documents how the Ashtabula County STIP projects meet the applicable

conformity criteria and procedures of the November 24, 1993 US EPA Conformity rule.

451.412- Jat~

HPMS VMT Estimates

~

1990 1.012 2,682,870

1997 1.012 2,908,225

2006 1.012 3,197,974

2010 1.012 3,326,752

J%tab lishing Conformity Analvs is Year Emission Burdens

The FY 1997-2000 STIP for Ashtabula County is comprised entirely of air quality exempt
projects as defined in $51.460 of the November 24, 1993 US EPA Conformity Rule . As a
result, the action scenario emission burdens for Ashtabula

case emission burdens that were established for the HPMS

~ 51.416- Consultation Procedures

County will be the same as the base
County-wide VMT growth totals.

Since Ashtabula County is not included in an MPO, the transportation improvement projects
scheduled for the county are included in the STIP. The Public involvement effort for the

Ashtabula County FY 1997-2000 STIP projects is incorporated into the Ohio STIP public

. ..
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involvement process. The Ohio STIP public involvement activities for Ashtabula County included
the following efforts:

ODOT issued an April 4, 1996 press release notifying the public that the public involvement
period for review of the draft STIP was being conducted from April 8, 1996 to April 19,

1996.
A legal notice was placed in the April 1, 1996 newspapers serving Ashtabula County noti~ing

the public that the draft STIP was available for review at the ODOT District Office in
Ravenna, Ohio, at the Eastgate Development and Transportation Agency in Youngstown, Ohio
and at the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency in Cleveland, Ohio. The legal

notice appeared in the Cleveland Plain Dealer, the Cleveland Call and Post, the Youngstown
Vindicator, the Gazette, the Star Beacon, the News Herald, and the Valley News.

ODOT District 4 held a public meeting to review the STIP in Jefferson, Ohio (the Ashtabula

County Seat) on April 18, 1996. District 4 personnel conducted outreach activities to generate
publicity regarding this meeting.

Any comments concerning the STIP Ashtabula County projects and ODOT’S response to the

comments will be documented in the final STIP.

Cleveland/Akron Nonattainment Area Conformity Consultation Procedures

The general public, regional transportation implementing and planning agencies, and the Ohio

Environmental Protection Agency have been afforded opportunities to participate in the

development and review of the Ashtabula County STIP projects and the associated air quality

conformity analysis. Following the procedures established September 1993 Conformity
Agreement AMATS, NOACA, OEPA, and ODOT have coordinated development of a single
conformity determination for the Cleveland/Akron nonattainment area. The complete
Cleveland/Akron nonattainment area conformity document will be published by NOACA as an
appendix to the Agency’s FY 1997-2000 TIP.

The STIP public involvement activities and the consultation procedures among ODOT, OEPA,

and the Cleveland and Akron MPOS embodied in the September 1993 Ashtabula Conformity
agreement, meet the consultation procedures requirement of Part 51.416.

$51.418- Time -Iv Im~lementation of Transr)ortation C ontrol Measu esr

The Ohio SIP does not contain any TCMS for Ashtabula County. The only TCMS in the SIP for
the Cleveland/Akron nonattainment area are within the geographic boundary of the Cleveland
MPO. The implementation status of these TCMS is recorded in the NOACA FY 1997-2000 TIP
Conformity Document.

~ 51.422- Transportation Plan

The Ohio Statewide Transportation Plan, Access Ohio, consists of two parts, a Macro Phase
focusing on broad statewide policies and goals; and a Micro Phase focusing on system needs and
priorities. The Macro Phase was issued in October, 1993 and the Micro Phase in June, 1995.
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The Statewide plan identifies multi-modal transportation system needs, it does not identifi specific

projects that the State will pursue. Accordingly, a conformity determination can not be performed
on the rural nonattainment areas covered by the Statewide plan. Conformity for the rural
nomttainment areas is performed on the projects included in the STIP.

The Ashtabula County projects listed in the STIP are consistent with the policies, goals, and needs

established in the Ohio Statewide Transportation Plan, Access Ohio.

551.30 Conformity Test4

The VOC and NOX pollutant burdens in tons/day for Ashtabula County were calculated using the
methods described in the Latest Planning Assumptions portion of this narrative. These pollutant
burdens will be combined with the burdens for the Akron and Cleveland areas to demonstrate
conformity for the entire Cleveland/Akron non-attainment area.

hula Confor@y Dete~
. .

The conformity analysis data will be incorporated into the joint AMATS, NOACA, and ODOT

conformity document. Following publication of this document, the State of Ohio joins with the
AMATS and NOACA MPOS in requesting a conformity determination for the Cleveland/Akron
nonattainment area portion of the FY 1997-2000 State Transportation Improvement Program.

17. Final Conformity Determinations

Based upon the process and procedures described above, Ohio’s nonattainment areas have
determined conformity between the FY 1997-2000 nonattainment area TIPs and the Ohio State
Implementation Plan. Where more than one MPO serves the nonattainment area, the conformity
determinations are made for the entire area. As described in Section 12, the MPOS in the
Dayton/Springfield nonattainment area, can determine conformity separately. The conformity

determination analyses for the STIP were conducted consistent with the Cri[eria and Procedures for
Determining Conformi~ 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 and the Ohio State Transportation Conformity
Rules, Ohio Administration Code Part 374.5-101-01 through 20, issued August 21, 1995.
Accordingly, the State of Ohio concurs with MPO conformity determinations for the nonattainment
area TIPs included in this STIP.
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liketo pnYvidet+e followingcammltsregaang the assumptions for the
mnfonllity M=rmll= ticxlsnoted in your letter:

● m kaxiy2t specifiedin the suhnitixd ozme redesignation reqwsts
Can be” ~ ~ a stab Iqlemenbtion Plan revision up to
the cmxkims level specified for nmbile acxxces in the attairnnmt
year emissicms irwwtmy . For ‘IWedo, Dab, Y.~, ~1-
ard ~lumbiana Z@ Jeff~ ~es, - attammmt year
irlwhKy is 1990. For Cleveland, Cincinnati, @ Canbn, the
a“~w=~ is 1993 ● (

● The ozone reidesignatia reqests for Dayton and ‘lbledoare not
considered b be approved until the notice approvixq these actiom
beccmes effective. If no adverse ~arereceived ami a
violation of the ozone ~doesnot omlr, therulemlcing
noti- qpmvirq the redesignation rquests for ‘lbledoaxd Da@n
will beam effective on July 3 ad July 6, 1995, respectively. ‘l%e
Wild/m-tild test is rquired for ~tion conformity
d&amimaticms until the redesignation beccaw2effective.

● The emisims hdgets ~ified in the Fifteen Percent Rate of
Progress Plans for Clevel.ami@ Cincinnati nmst be used for
~tion conformity detemm.na“ tions until the redesignaticm

r=W==@ are approved. In aciiition,the emissions lmdget in the
Attainn=t Wummtration for the Clevelaxd area nust be used for
trmspwbtion mnformity until the redesignation rquest is

~“ me emissions -et specified in the redesignation
rquest do mt have to te used until the ralesignation request is

~.

Printsd on Re@8d Paper
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~ USEPA will take action to require the nitxagen oxides (NOO-t
test for areas which have received a ~ waiver. S- W a&i~
has not yet tAcen place and is not effective, the lJOXhdget test for
mledoand Dap&notre@recL Axturemrlfofi~& ~tions
forthese areas will l-ave to show that the NOXlxxigettiti
satisfied.

Since Jefferson, Qlumbi-, ard l%?ble -ties are now in the

Che ~ of OEPA is familiar with the ~tion ~Qnnity illh

arxlcan pxwvideycawitha~ te guidance. I encourage ya to consult with

- ~ ~ti~l -~ty ~. W USEPA appreciates yax efforts
to ensure that the requirements of the transportation conformity rule are met.

s*mc=relY#

ProtectionAgency



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 5

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590

Junon!)%
RERY1OTW A?TE~ OF

Am”)

notexceed budge- establishedby Suhnim

-~ of ~ PM O=’@= ~ Plan)
theClevelamlareaon MarCh15. 1994. ‘Ille
a 1996 volatile -C ~ (WC)

~ fa the y= 1996. The Attainment Demnstratlon establishes a 1996

w for = @ nit=qc?ll oxides (Nox) . m satisfy the b.lcqet test, NclAcA

- ~ ~lons for analysis years 1996 ard later to the hdgets in the

Fifteen Pe?x=mt Plan and Attainmnt Denm~tion. Si=e there are m
mtrqolitan planning oqanizations ard two subareas in the Clevelar&Akron-
~ ozme rxmattainmnt a.ra, N(2?4CAnust denmnstrate that it =ts its own
qi~ -=

Ohio’s A~ Wnm_tion for the Clevelard area does not explicitly
identify a ~. Chio ustxl 1990 levels of WC ad NO, emissions for three
aamties as inpxts b the mclel. ohioas.mmxI there would l=rm im====in
NOx emissiors. me nmdel shad that a 5.8 percent incr=se (27.61 tons per
day) in VW emissions would still alla attainment of tie ozom ~ ~

Pnnfed on Recycled Paper



-2-

1996. ~, the statedid not specify hcw much of this ~ ‘lsafe~ ~~1~
wu.ld be allocated to nmbile sources for ~ of amformi~. For this
r~, the USEPA nust interpret the 1996 nmbile source lmdget in the
Atta “~ Wmmstration b be =quiwlent to 1390 levels of W ad NOX nmbile
source emissions. since the attainnwt demnstra tion did not rquire
emissions forthe entire area to beusedas inputs to the nmdel, the levelof
1990 emissions can & ~ to be the amant specified in the Fif@en
~ Plan.

s“~Y8 A

Rw210sums

cc: me~
Chio mvkmmmd Pxw@ction Agency

David Mmre
chio Dqrtmmt of Transportation

(MI Regional ~il of Govemmen ts



UNITED STATES ENViRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 5

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

CHICAGO. IL 60604-3590

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF

(AR-18J)

DearMr. Proctor:

‘Ms 1- addressestwo topics: (1)the effect on mnformity rec@=m2nts of
the 1995 particulate matter (PM) ~in~-, and(2)*
interpretatia of 40 C!FR51.438(b) for this y=’s conformity analyses.

~r=w——a~~ . 1995 PMexedamsin Cuyahqa C!Omty and
the possibility of requirirq PM conformity analyses, the followiq ~ of
action has keen decided: Clevelarkl’ s 1997-2000 TIP h Quali& ==mity
will not need to incl~ PMnmdeliq analyses.

The Ohiomvirmmn talProtection+pncy (OEPA)is currentlypreparm a
suhnittaltothemitistates~ tal Prc&ction Agency Region 5 that
~thefati~tthem~ in 1995weredue to fugitivedust
sources,notto mbile sourcewhaust emissions. We wxkrsWd that
mieroscqic analysis performd on the respective nmnitor fil- shows
fugitivesoiland~y-as~ cause of the~. Afinal
decision on future W conformity requiremmts will be made by our office after
review of OEPAts suhnittal.

For the puqoses of 40 CFR 51.438(b),the firstanalysisyearmy be ass’uu@
to be 1997for ozone ar-, S* the analysis year of 1996 has s.

If you haveanyquestionsrqarditq thesematterspleasecontact
PatriciaMorris,of my staff,at (312) 353-8656.

Sincerelyyours,
n l\
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Cc: Iiaman Rodrigo
FederaltiC@ay M&his&a tion Ohio Divki.on

C!mckGeMardt, ‘naniCal services
Ohio Dqarhmt of Transportation

Che Brewer~ani mrry Judson
OhioEnvironmental12uteCt”lonAgency



OmlEm
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

smIErMuEsa MNIM ~.

1&XlWeterMerk Drive m (614) 644—3@0F- (614) 644-2329

Cdumbue, OH 43215-1099

May 13, 1996

Dory Montazemi
Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Government
801-B West Eighth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45203

Dear Mr Montazemi:

P.O.BOXIW
cd

Ohio EPA has reviewed OKI’s 1997-2000 TIP and finds the air
q’.lalityanalysis procedures and results for both the build/no
build and budget tests to demonstrate conformity.

Both build/no build tests and budget tests (the budget being
Cincinnati’s 15% Plan 1996 inventory) were performed on the TIP
and Long Range Plan for 1997, 2005, and 2010. Build/no build
results include both VOC and NOX emissions. NOX emissions were
not included in the budget tests since NOX emissions were not
included in Cincinnati’s IS% Plan.

Regional (both Ohio and Kentucky counties) emissions were used
for the build/no build conformity analyses. Only Ohio emissions
were used in the budget tests since Kentucky has requested
withdrawal of their 15% SIP.

Region-wide emissions of both VOC and NOX decrease as a result of
the projects contained in OKI’s 1997-2000 TIP. As conformity
demonstrates positive emission reductions from transportation
sources, so will improved air quality lead to attainment and
sustained improvements in both the health and welfare of the
area.

:incer~ly,

*\

- \,~\

arry J son
Ohio EPA

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA Region V
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Che Brewer-Coon, OEPA

@ Rblled.Rlx@?dPOpu

GeorgeV.Vdnovkh, Governor
NencyP.Hdlkter, Lt-GoverrxM

DoneldR.SchregerdUS, Direc40r
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

RESTADORES uNur4a AOOREss:

1800 WaterMark Drive TELE:(614)644-3020FNC(614)6442329 P.o. Box 1049
Columbus,OH 43215-1099 ‘ bus, OH 43216-1049

April 30, 1996

Nora Lake, Executive Director
Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission
suite 200, 177 South Main Street
Dayton, Ohio 45402

Dear Ms Lake:

Ohio EPA has reviewed MVRPC’S 1997-2000 TIP and finds the budget
test for both the 2005 TIP out year and the 2015 Long Range Plan
to be in conformity with Dayton’s 2005 maintenance plan budget.
Clark County (Springfield) was included in the Dayton Conformity
Analyses, run separately and also summed, both demonstrating
conformity with their respective budgets.

Based on a Federal EPA redesignation approval (effective 7-15-
95), the 2005 emission maintenance budget now becomes the
standard for which all conformity analyses must be compared.
Also, as a result of final conformity rule approval (November 7,
1995) conformity must be demonstrated for both VOC and NOX.

A comprehensive narrative (Appendix C) documenting the Conformity
process provided a complete history of both the planning and
modeling assumptions, and the appropriate consultation process.

Sincerely,

yQJi&%N.
uDivi~ion f Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon, OEPA

George V. Voinovich, Governor

Nancy P. Hollkter, Lt. Governor

Donald R. Schregardus, Director



Omi!Em
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

sl’iEEr ADoREss MAILINGAmRd

18CCIWaterMatlc Drive lELE (614) 644-?020 FA)C(614) S44-2329 P.o. Box1049

Columbus, OH 43215-1099 bus, OH 43216-1049

April 30, 1996

Paul Jaeger
Technical Study Director
Stark County Regional Commission
511 County Office Building
Canton, Ohio 44702-2298

Dear Mr. Jaeger:

forOn April 1, 1996 Stark County was redesignated to attainment
ozone. As a result of this ruling the 2005 emission budget
becomes the standard for which all conformity analyses must be
compared. Also as a result of final conformity rule approval,
conformity must be demonstrated for both VOC and NOX.

Ohio EPA has reviewed SCATS 1997-2000 TIP and finds the budget
test for both 2005 and the 2010 Long Range Plan to be in
conformity with Stark County’s 2005 maintenance plan budget.

A comprehensive narrative documenting the Conformity Process
provides a complete history of both the planning and modeling
assumptions and the appropriate consultation process.

Si~cerely,

I UHarry dson
Division of Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon, OEPA

GeorgeV. Voinovkh, Governor
NancyP.HOlliSter,Lt.Govemor
m--_I.4 m C_hcdflnrAlle Iliractor



Om!Em
State of Ohio Envimmenti Protection Agency

p?r AooREss: Uffi AOORESS

1800 WaterMark Drive TEl& (614)644-2020FU (614)M.+2229
Columbus,OH 43215-1099

May 1, 1996 z?

John Beeker, Environmental Planning Director
Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency
668 Euclid Ave.
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.

@ncerely,

%+.

Division of Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA
Che Brewer-Coon

tm “... . . . . . . 0/-,,.-”’ Pa-”-

Region V

George V. Voinovich, Governor
Nancy P. Hollister, Lt. Governor

Donald R. Schregardus, Director
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

STREElADDRESS: MAILINGADORES

1800 WaterMa~ Drive TELE: (614) 644-3020 FAX: (614) 644-2329 P.o. Box lM’9

Columbus, OH 43215-1099 Columbus, OH 43216-1049

May 1, 1996

Larry F. Sutherland, Administrator, Office of plannin9
ODOT
25 S. Front St.
Columbus, Ohio

Dear Mr. Sutherland:

Ohio EPA has reviewed the 1997 Conformity Analysis for Clinton
County contained in Appendix C (Air QualitY Conformity Document)
of ODOT’S 1997-2000 STIP.

The budget test for the 2006 build scenario shows conformity with
the established 2006 budget. Both HPMS data for VMT estimates
and projected VMT changes as a result of the Wilmington Bypass
were included in the Clinton County analysis.

A comprehensive consultation process including public involvement
and regional advertising provide the needed awareness and
integration of program components.

-\\,

%udk0, ,<
‘y!IL,,4

Div’s on of Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Mocre, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S. EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon

George V. Vomovlch, Governor
Nancy P Holllster, Lt. Governor

Donald R. Schreqardus, Director
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Sm=l MoREss: ~Lma AooREsS

k WaterMark Drive lEl& (614) 644-3020 FAX:(614) 644-2S2S P.o. Box 1049
Columbus, OH 43215-1099 Columbus, OH 43216-1049

April 23, 1996

Mohammed Ismail
Technical Study Director
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning
285 East Main Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Dear Mr Ismail:

Commission

o

Ohio EPA has reviewed MORPC’S 1997-2000 TIP and finds the
analysis procedures and results to be in Conformity With the
Columbus area’s 2005 maintenance budget.

On February 1, 1996 the U.S. EPA issued a direct final rule to
redesignate the three county Columbus area to attainment. The
redesignation was effective April 1, 1996. The 2005 emission
budget now becomes the standard for which all conformity analyses
must be compared. . Also, as a result of final conformity rule
approval, conformity must be demonstrated for both VOC and NOX.

Projects in parts of Delaware and Licking County which lie
outside the modeled area were evaluated by hand and combined with
the modeled results.

Conformity analyses were performed on the TIP for both the 2005
maintenance year and the 2010 Transportation Plan year. The
resulting conformity comparison between the 2005 and 2010 network
and the emission budgets for both VOC and NOX demonstrates
compliance and the achievement of conformity.

A current 1997 conformity affirmation was also demonstrated using
a 1997 emission budget and a 1997 build scenerio.

Sincerely,

cc : Dave Moore,
Herman Rodrigo,
Pat Morris, U.S
Che Brewer-Coon

Pollution Control

ODOT
FHWA
EPA Region V

George V. Voinovkh, Governor

Nancy P. Holhster, Lt. Governor

Donald R. .Schregardus, Director
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

slwEtMoREs!k MNuffi ArxnEss

1800 WatetMark Drive TELS:(614)644-3020FAX(614)644-2S29 P.o. Box 1049

Columbus,OH 43215-1099 Columbus,OH 43216-1049

April 22, 1996

William Knight
Technical Study Director
Toledo Metropolitan Area
123 Michigan Street
Toledo, Ohio 43624

Dear Mr Knight:

Council of Government

Ohio EPA has reviewed TMACOG’S 1997-200 TIP and finds the
analysis procedures and results to be in conformity with the Ohio
State Implementation Plan.

Based on a Federal EPA May 2, 1995 proposed redesignation
approval and an effective date of August 1, 1995, the 2005
Emission budget now becomes the standard for which all conformity
analyses must be compared. Also, as a result of final conformity
rule approval, conformity must be demonstrated for both VOC and
NOX .
Conformity now requires that the TIP satisfy the Emission Budgets
established in the Redesignation Request and be evaluated for the
2005 maintenance year and the 2010 Transportation Plan Year.

A comprehensive narrative documenting the Conformity Process
provided a complete history of both the planning and modeling
assumptions and the appropriate consultation process.

The resulting conformity comparison between the 2005 and 2010
network and the emission budgets for both VOC and NOX,
demonstrates compliance and the achievement of conformity.

Division of Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S.EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon

m ...&.”..-.+&.=mr

George V. Voinovich, Governor
Nancy P. Hollister, Lt. Governor

Donald R, Schregardus, Director
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State of Ohio Environment p~ttion Agency

Slwm AmRsss: MAILING~:

d800 WaterMark Drive TEE (614) 644-3020 FAX (614) 644-2S29 P.o. Sox 1049
Columbus, OH 43215-1099 Columbus, OH 43216-1049

April 22, 1996

John ,Getchey
Technical Study Director
Eastgate Development and
Ohio One Building, Suite
25 East Boardman Street
Youngstown, Ohio 44503

Dear Mr Getchey:

Tansportation
400

One April 1, 1996 the Youngstown area (Mahoning and Trumbull
Counties) became attainment for ozone. Based on a direct final
rule (January 31, 1996) and no adverse comments this ruling also
negates the need for conformity determinations on build/no build
networks.

The budget test for conformity performed on the Youngstown 1997-
2000 TIP for 2005 for both VOC and NOX demonstrates emission
burdens below the established budget.

A comprehensive narrative documenting both ODOT’S modeling
efforts and the manual addition of project VMT and emissions from
Trumbull County to arrive at a total area pollutant burden
provided a complete technical explanation of EDATA’s conformity
process.

The 2005 HPMS adjusted model results added to the 2005 non-
modeled area results show positive emission reductions that are
less than the established budgets for both VOC and NOX and
therefore meet the transportation conformity test.

uHar y udson
Divi “on of Air Pollution Control

cc : Dave Moore, ODOT
Herman Rodrigo, FHWA
Pat Morris, U.S.EPA Region V
Che Brewer-Coon

@ PnntOdcm%c@edPpr

George V. Voinovich, Governor
Nancy P. Hollister, Lt. Governor

Donald R. Schregafdus, Director
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS SUMMARY FOR FY 1997-2000 STIP

The public involvement activities for the FY 1997-2000 STIP followed the procedures established
in ODOT’s February 1994 STIP Public Involvement Procedures. The Procedures are outlined on
Pages 4-6 of the main document. The individual MPO TIPs were developed using the Public
Involvement Procedures adopted by each MPO.

The Statewide portion of the STIP and most of the MPO TIPs were made available for public review
and comment from April 8-May 22, 1996. The final two weeks (May 8-22, 1996) included all
seventeen documents and completed conformity documentation for all of the nonattainment and
maintenance areas. The final two weeks also included a revised project list for the Major New
Construction category and revised fiscal analysis. The initial two week review was advertised by
legal notice, printed April 1, 1996, in the two largest daily newspapers in each of Ohio’s eighty-
eight counties. Some counties have only one daily newspaper and major metropolitan area

newspapers also provide coverage to some surrounding counties. Several other newspapers which
target minority audiences also carried the legal notices.

The STIP was available for walk-in review at twenty-nine locations throughout the state, ODOT
Central-Office of Planning, the twelve ODOT District Offices, and the sixteen Ohio MPO Offices.
A copy of the twelve District legal notices and a list of the newspapers, by county, in which the
legal notices appeared is included in this Appendix.

A direct mailing was sent to 45 individuals who have expressed interest in Ohio’s transportation
system either through requests for the STIP, or written comments received in earlier years. This
direct mailing notifies the individuals when the draft STIP will be available for review and locations
where the draft will be available.

Each ODOT District held at least one public meeting. Notice of these meetings was handled by
each District, most sent press releases to all the media outlets in their District. Some Districts sent
invitations to the meetings to key community leaders. Below is a brief summary of each District
meeting.

District One - Lima

The District meeting was held on Thursday, April 11, 1996 from 2 to 8 pm in the District Office.
Fifteen people attended the meeting including: village, city and county officials, media people, and
MPO representatives. Three written comments were received in support of the meeting and its role
in the transportation planning process and in support of the current schedule of projects. General
acknowledgments were sent in response to these comments.

Copies of the press release and the media distribution list, invitation letter and invitation list,
attendance sheets, comments received and responses to the comments are attached in the District
1 section.

i



District Two - Bowling Green

The District meeting was held on Tuesday, April 16, 1996 from 3:00 to 7:00 pm at the Perrysburg
Township Hall, near Perrysburg. Ten people attended the meeting including: village, city, and
township officials, MPO representatives. Three written comments were received concerning
specific projects, The District responded to these comments.

Copies of press release and distribution list, newspaper article, invitation letter and invitation list,
attendance sheet, and written comments and District’s responses are attached in the District 2

section.

District Three - Ashland

The District meeting was held on Thursday, April 11, 1996 from 9 am to 4 pm in the District Office.
Forty-two people attended the meeting including: MPO representatives, a media representative,
village and city officials, and general citizens. Several comments were received supporting the
scheduling of specific projects. No response was necessary to these comments.

Copies of attendance sheets, letter summarizing the purpose of the meeting, invitation letter, and
invitation list, newspaper articles, and written comments are attached in the District 3 section.

District Four - Ravenna

The District Four meeting was held Thursday, April 18, 1996 from 11 am to 12 Noon at the
Henderson Public Library in Jefferson, Ohio. Twelve people were in attendance including: local
city and county officials, a media representative, and citizens. No written comments were received.
There was a verbal commitment made to check on the intent to codify ODOT’S Major New
Construction criteria.

Copies of the attendance sheets, the response to the verbal commitment, a newspaper article, an
invitation letter and the invitation list are attached in the District 4 section.

District Five - Jacksontown

District Five held four meetings at various major shopping locations in the District. Tuesday, April
9, 1996 an open house was held at the Wal-Mart Store in Mount Vernon; Thursday, April 11, 1996
an open house was held at River Valley Mall in Lancaster; Tuesday, April 16, 1996 an open house
was held at Colony Square Mall in Zanesville; and Thursday, April 18, 1996 an open house was

held at the K-Mart in Cambridge. Because of the type of open houses conducted in this District
sign-in sheets were not used, consequently there is no record of the exact number of people who
obtained information or stopped to ask questions. Citizens could stop by and pickup literature and
ask questions in an open setting. Information on all areas of the District were available at each open
house. A total of eleven written comments were received at the four open houses. The comments

ii



were either project specific or requests for information. District responded to all written comments
received in this series of meetings. *

Copies of press release and media distribution list, invitation letter and invitation list, and written
comments and District’s responses are attached in the District 5 section.

District Six - Delaware

The District Six meeting was held Wednesday, April 17, 1996 from 2 to 7 pm at the District
Headquarters. Twelve people attended the meeting including: city, village, township, and county
officials, media, and general citizens. Two written comments were received concerning the
approval of the scheduling of specific projects. The District responded to these comments.

Copies of general press release with contact list, an invitation letter and invitation list, attendance
sheets, and comments, including District responses are attached in the District 6 section.

District Seven - Sidney

The District Seven meeting was held Thursday, April 18, 1996 from 2 to 7 pm at the District Office.
Twenty-seven people attended the meeting including: city, village, and county officials, MPO and
other Regional Planning Commission representatives, media personnel, environmental
representative, supplier, farm bureau representative, State Highway Patrol Officer, and general
citizens. No written comments were received.

Copies of press release and a contact list, several legal notices, newspaper articles, ODOT in-house
invitation, local official invitation letter and invitation list, Congressional Delegation and state
repnxentative invitation letter and invitation list, attendance sheets, records of telephone inquiries
and responses are attached in the District 7 section.

District Eight - New Lebanon

The District Eight meeting was held Tuesday, April 16, 1996 from 4:30 to 7:30 pm at the Offices
of the Miami ‘v’alley Regional Planning Commission in Dayton. No one attended the meeting. No
wtitten comments were received.

Copies of the invitation letters are attached in the District 8 section.

District Nine - Chillicothe

This District meeting was held on Thursday April 11, 1996 from 8 am to 4 pm in the District Office
Conference Room. Three people attended the meeting including: media representative and citizens.
No written comments were received at the meeting.

. . .
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Copies of the attendance sheet, announcement letter and mailing list, and newspaper articles are
attached in the District 9 section.

District Ten - Marietta

The District meeting was heId on Wednesday, April 10, 1996 from 3:30 to 7:30 pm at the
Washington County Library. Seven people attended representing: medi~ city and county officials,

and citizens, One written comment was received concerning a specific problem, which was

addressed by the District in less than a week (not project or planning related), Several requests for
the District project list were received and answered.

Copies of the attendance sheet, two press releases and distribution list, and press release after the
meeting are attached in the District 10 section.

District Eleven - New Philadelphia

The District meeting was held on Wednesday, April 10, 1996 from 10AM to 4 PM at the District
Office. No one attended the meeting. There were no written comments received.

Copies of the legal notice, news release and the mailing list are attached in the District 11 section.

District Twelve - Cleveland

The District meeting was held in conjunction with the MPO. In District Twelve, the entire three
county District area is included in the five county MPO transportation study area. Two joint
meetings were held Wednesday, April 10, 1996 from 1 to 4 pm and from 6 to 8 pm. The meetings
wem publicize through the MPO mailing list, which includes local officials, member organizations,

and interested parties. Five people attended the meetings including: media and citizens. Several
written comments were received. The MPO, NOACA will address the comments because the
projects were selected through the 3C planning process.

Copies of the attendance sheets, press release, invitation to comment (which was included in draft
TIP mailings), and the legal notice are attached in the District 12 section.

Bureau of Planning - Central Office

One individual came in to review the STIP. One written comment was received. Three copies of
the STIP (all seventeen documents) were mailed to interested citizens. Several copies of various
groups of documents were mailed to interested other citizens. Two other citizens requested copies

of the final approved STIP, when it becomes available.

The one written comment received by the Central Office of ODOT regarded one specific project and
the closing date of the public comment period. The comment letter and ODOT’S response is

included as an attachment to this Appendix.

iv



In summary, 133 (does not include District 5) people attended one of 16 public meetings during the
public availability period for the FY 1997-2000 Ohio STIP. People representing almost every facet
of the transportation community and a number of citizens were in attendance. Those in attendance
represented: MPOS, consultants, cities, counties, villages, townships, regional planning
commissions, law enforcement, transit agencies, a farm bureau, environmental interest groups,
suppliers, and media. The publicity and area covered provided extensive oppo~nity for the public
to reviewandcomment on theSTIP.Allwrittencomments wererespondedtopromptly.None of

thewrittencomments receivedresultedina change to the draft FY 1997-2000 STIP.
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List of Newspapers which carried Legal Notices

Adams County
The Manchester Signal

The People’s Defender - West Union

Allen County
Lima News
Journal News - Spencerville

Ashland County
The Ashland Times Gazette
The Loudonville Times

Ashtabula County
Gazette - Jefferson
Star Beacon - Ashtabula

Athens County
Athens Messenger

Auglaize County
Community Post - Minster

The Evening Leader - St. Marys

Belmont County.
Bamesville Enterprise
Times Leader - Martins Ferry

Brown County
News Democrat - Georgetown
Ripley Bee

Butler County
Journal News - Hamilton
Middletown Journal

Carroll County

Free Press Standard - Carrollton
Minerva Leader Carroll

Champaign County
The Mechanicsburg Telegram
Urbana Citizen

Clark County
New Carlisle Sun

Springfield Daily News & Sun

Clerrnont County
The Clermont Sun
Loveland Herald

Clinton County
Wilmington News Journal

Columbiana County
Farm and Dairy - Salem



Morning Journal - Lisbon

Coshocton County
Tribune - Coshocton

Crawford County
The Bucyrus Telegram-Forum

New Washington Herald

Cuyahoga County
Call and Post - Cleveland (Minority)
The Parrna Sun Post
Plain Dealer

Darke County
Greenville Advocate
The Versailles Policy

Defiance County
The Crescent News - Defiance
The News Tribune - Hicksville

Delaware County
Delaware Gazette
Sunbury News

Erie County
The Sandusky Register

Fairfield County
The Lancaster Eagle Gazette
Times

Fayette County
Record Herald - Washington Court House

Franklin County
Call and Post - Columbus (Minority)

Columbus Dispatch
Westerville News& Public Opinion

Fulton County
Archbold Buckeye
Fulton County Expositol

Gallia County
The Gallipolis Daily Tribune
Sunday Times Sentinel - Gallipolis

Geauga County
Greene County

Fairborn Daily Herald
Xenia Daily Gazette

Guernsey County
Daily Jeffersonian - Cambridge

Hamilton County
Call and Post - Cincinnati (Minority)
Cincinnati Enquirer

vii



Cincinnati Post

Hancock County
The Courier - Findlay
Review Times - Fostoria

Hardin County
The Ada Herald

The Kenton Times

Harrison County
The Harrison News Herald

Henry County
The Deshler Flag

The Northwest Signal - Napoleon

Highland County
The Greenfield Daily Times

The Press Gazette - Hillsboro

Hocking County
Logan Daily News

Holmes County
The Holmes County Hub

Huron County
Norwalk Reflector
Willard Times Junction

Jackson County
Journal Herald - Jackson
The Wellston Telegram

Jefferson County
Herald Star - Steubenville

Knox County
The Knox County Citizen
The Mount Vernon News

Lake County
The News Herald - Willoughby

Lawrence County
lronton Tribune

Licking County
The Advocate - Newark

Pataskala Standard

Logan County
Bellefontaine Examiner

Lorain County
Chronicle Telegram - Elyria
Journal - Lorain

Lucas County
The Sylvania Herald
Toledo Blade

. . .
Vlll



Madison County
Madison Press
The Mount Sterling Tribune

Mahoning County
Sebring Times
Vindicator Square - Youngstown

Marion County

The Marion Star

Medina County
Medina County Gazette
The Sun Banner Pride - Wadsworth

Meigs County
Daily Sentinel - Pomeroy

Mercer County
Daily Standard - Celina

Mercer Chronicle

Miami County
Tipp City Herald
Troy Daily News

Monroe County
Monroe County Beacon

Montgomery County
Dayton Daily News

Germantown Press
Morgan County

Morgan County Herald

Morrow County
Morrow County Independent
Morrow County Sentinel

Muskingum County
New Concord Leader

The Times Recorder - Zanesville

Noble County
Journal & Noble County Leader

Ottawa County
The News Herald - Port Clinton

Ottawa County Exponent

Paulding County
Antwerp Bee-Argus
Paulding Progress

Perry County
Perry County Tribune

Pickaway County
The Circleville Herald

Pike County



Waverly News Watchman

Portage County
Record Courier - Ravenna

Preble County
The Register Herald - Eaton

Twin Valley News - West Alexandria

Putnam County
Putnam County Sentinel

Putnam County Vidette
Richland County

Bellville Star& Tri Forks Press
News Journal - Mansfield

Ross County
Chillicothe Gazette

Sandusky County
News Messenger - Fremont

Scioto County
Portsmouth Daily Times

Seneca County
Advertiser Tribune - Tiffin

Shelby County
Sidney Daily News

Stark County
Alliance Review

The Repository - Canton

Summit County
Akron Beacon Journal
Call and Post - Akron (Minority)
Falls News Press - Stow

Trumbull County
Tribune Chronicle - Niles

Tuscarawas County
Budget - Sugarcreek
Times Reporter - New Philadelphia

Union County
Marysville Journal-Tribune

The Richwood Gazette

Van Wert County
Photo Star - Willshire
The Times Bulletin - Van Wert

Vinton County
Warren County

Franklin Chronicle
Western Star - Lebanon

Washington County

x



Marietta Times
Wayne County

Daily Record - Wooster
Williams County

Bryan Times
Edgerton Earth

Wood County
Daily Sentinel-Tribune - Bowling Green

Wyandot County
Daily Chief Union - Upper Sandusky
Progressor Times Mohawk Leader - Carey



NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business

hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District
Office serving your area is located at 1885 McCullough Street, Lima, Ohio (419-222-9055). To
facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding an open house on Thursday, April 11,
1996 from 2 PM to 8 PM at the District Office Conference Room. The MPO serving the Allen
County area is the Lima-Allen County Transportation Coordinating Committee (4 19-228- 1836)
located at 221 North Main Street, Lima, Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available
for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving your area is locatedat317 East Poe Road, Bowling Green, Ohio (419-353-8131).
To facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding a public meeting on Tuesday, April
16, 1996 from 3 PM to 7 PM at the Perrysburg Township Hall, 26609 Lime City Road, Perry sburg.

The MPO serving the Lucas-Wood County area is the Toledo Metropolitan Area Council Of

Governments (41 9-241-91 55) located at 123 Michigan Street, Toledo, Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator
Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC
STATE OF OHIO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District
Office serving your area is located at 906 North Clark Street, Ashland, Ohio (4 19-28 1-0513). To
facilitate the STIP review, an open house will be held on Thursday, April 11, 1996 from 9:30 AM

to 4 PM in the District OffIce. The MPO serving the Richland County area is the Richland County
Regional Planning Commission (419-774-5684) located at 35 North Park Street, Mansfield, Ohio.
The MPO serving the Cuyahoga-Geauga-Lake-Lorain-Medina County area is the Northeast Ohio

Areawide Coordinating Agency (2 16-241 -2414) located at 668 Euclid Avenue, 4th Floor, Cleveland,

Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written

form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation

25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

xiv



NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TWNSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested. persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available
for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the
twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving your area is located at 705 Oakwood Street, Ravenna, Ohio (216-297-0801). To
facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding a public meeting on Thursday, April

18, 1996 from 11 AM to 12 Noon in the cotierence room of the Henderson Public Library at 54 E.

Jefferson Street in Jefferson, Ohio 44047. The MPO serving the Summit-Portage County area is
the Akron Metropolitan Area Transportation Study (216-375-2436) located at 146 South High Street,

Citicenter Building, Room 806, Akron, Ohio The MPO serving the Stark County area is the Stark

County Area Transportation Study (216-438-0389) located at201 Third Street N. E., Canton Ohio.
The MPO serving the Mahoning-Trumbull County area is the Eastgate Development and
Transportation Agency (216-746-760 1) located at 25 East Boardman Street, Suite 400, Youngstown,

Ohio.

hy comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator
Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

xv



NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC
STATE OF OHIO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business

hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District
Office serving your area is located at 9600 Jacksontown Road, Jacksontown, Ohio (614-323-4400).
To facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding several public meetings: Tuesday,
April 9, 1996 at the Mount Vernon WAL-MART on US 36; Thursday, April 11, 1996 at the

Lancaster River Valley Mall on US 33/Memorial Drive; Tuesday, April 16, 1996 at the Zanesville

Colony Square Mall on SR 60; and Thursday, April 18, 1996 at the Cambridge K-Mart on SR 209.
All meetings will be from 2 PM to 8 PM. The MPO serving the Licking County area is the Licking
County Area Transportation Study (614-349-6555) located at 20 South Second Street, Newark,

Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written

form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F, Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning

Ohio Department of Transportation

25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1995.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available
for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the
twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving your area is located at 400 East Williams Street, Delaware, Ohio (6 14-363- 1251).
To facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding a public meeting on Wednesday,
April 17, 1996 from 2 PM to 7PM in the District Office conference room. The MPO serving the
Delaware-Franklin County area is Mid Ohio Regional Planning Commission (6 14-228-2663) located
at 285 East Main Street, Columbus, Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator
Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business

hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Oflice serving your area is located at 1001 Saint Marys Avenue, Sidney, Ohio (5 13-492- 1141). To
facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding a public meeting on Thursday April

18, 1996 from 2 PM to 7PM in the District Office conference room. The MPO serving the Clark
County area is the Clark County-Springfield Transportation Coordinating Committee (5 13-324-
775 1) located at 76 East High Street, Springfield, Ohio. The MPO serving the Greene-Miami-
Montgomery County area is the Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (513-223-6323)
located at 40 West Fourth Street, Suite 400, Dayton, Ohio.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the
twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

OffIce serving your area is located on SR741, Lebanon, Ohio (1-800-831-2142). To facilitate the

STIP review, the District Oflice will beholding an open house on Tuesday, April 16, 1996 from 4:3o
PM to 7:30 PM at the Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission, (513-223-6323) 40 West
Fourth Street, Third Floor Conference Room, in Dayton, Ohio. The MPO serving the Butler-

Clerrnont-Hamilton-Warren County, Ohio area is the Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Council of
Governments (513-621-7060) located at 801-B West Eighth Street, Suite 400, Cincinnati, Ohio. The
MPO serving the Greene-Miami-Montgomery County area is Miami Valley Regional Planning

Commission (513-223-6323) located at 40 West Fourth Street, Suite 400, Dayton, Ohio.

Any comments concerningtheStatewideTransportationImprovementProgramshouldbeinwritten

formandtransmittedto:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC
STATE OF OHIO

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business

hours from April 8, 19946 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving your area is located at 650 Eastern Avenue, Chillicothe, Ohio (614-773-2691 ) . To

facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding a public meeting on Thursday, April

11, 1996 from 8 AM to 4 PM in the District Office conference room. The MPO serving the
Lawrence County, Ohio area is the Huntington-Ironton Area Transportation Study (304-523-7434)

located at 1221 Sixth Avenue, Huntington, West Virginia.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator
Office of Planning

Ohio Department of Transportation

25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

xx
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the
twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio
and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving your area is located at 388 Muskingum Drive, Marietta, Ohio (614-373-0212). To
facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding an open house on Wednesday, April

10, 1996 from 3:30 PM to 7:30 PM at the Washington County Public Library, 615 5th Street,

Mariet@ Ohio. The MPO serving the Washington County, Ohio area is the Wood-Washington-Wirt
Interstate Planning Commission (304-422-4993) located at 1200 Grand Avenue, Vienna, West
Virginia.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning

Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TIL4NSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available

for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the

twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement

projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District
Office serving your area is located at 1072 West High Avenue, New Philadelphia, Ohio (6 14-339-

6633). To facilitate the STIP review, the District Office will be holding an open house on
Wednesday, April 10, 1996 from 10 AM to 4 PM in the District Office First Floor Conference
Room. The MPO serving the Jefferson County, Ohio area is the Brook-Hancock-Jefferson
Transportation Study (614-282-3685) located at814 Adams Street, Steubenville, Ohio. The MPO
serving the Belmont County, Ohio area is the Bel-O-Mar Regional Planning Commission (304-242-
1800) located at 105 Bridge Street Plaza, Wheeling, West Virginia.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning

Ohio Department of Transportation

25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.

JERRY WRAY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC

STATE OF OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbus, Ohio

The Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) hereby notifies all interested persons that the

proposed FY 1997-2000 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) will be available
for review and comment in the Planning and Programming Administrator’s Office in each of the
twelve ODOT District Offices, the ODOT Central-Office of Planning located in Columbus, Ohio

and each of the sixteen Ohio Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) during normal business
hours from April 8, 1996 to April 19, 1996. The STIP identifies the transportation improvement
projects that will be implemented throughout the State over the next 4 years. The ODOT District

Office serving the greater Cleveland area is located at 5500 Transportation Blvd., Garfield Heights,
Ohio (216-58 1-2 100). The MPO serving the Cuyahoga-Geauga-Lake-Lorain-Medina County area
is the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency (2 16-24 1-2414) located at 668 Euclid Avenue,
4th Floor, Cleveland, Ohio. To facilitate the STIP review, the District and the MPO will jointly
sponsor a public meeting. For more details concerning the meeting contact either the District or
MPO office.

Any comments concerning the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program should be in written
form and transmitted to:

Mr. Larry F. Sutherland, Acting Administrator

Office of Planning

Ohio Department of Transportation

25 South Front Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Written comments must be received by the close of business on April 19, 1996.
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The District sections listed above have not been included in this document. A complete package of
information on the public meetings held for the STIP including the advertizement, attendance, and

any comments received is available upon request from the Ohio Department of Transportation.
Please use the contact listed below to request this attachment to the Public Involvement Appendix:

Mr. Larry Sutherland, Acting Administrator
Office of Planning
Ohio Department of Transportation
25 South Front Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215.
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