MEETING ANNOUNCEMENT

Madison Area Transportation Planning Board
A Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)

Madison Water Utility

October 6, 2010 119 E Olin Ave., Room A-B 7 p.m.
.|

10.

11.

12.
13.

AGENDA

Roll Call

Approval of September 1, 2010 Meeting Minutes
Communications

Public Comment (for items not on MPO Agenda)

Consideration of Resolution TPB No. 44 Regarding the 2011-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for the Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane County

Review of Draft 2011 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) and the 2011-2013 Overall Program Design
Report

Review and Recommendation of Draft 2011 MPO Budget
Update on the Milwaukee-Madison Intercity Passenger Rail Service Project and Madison Station
Update on the Dane County Regional Transit Authority (RTA)

Status Report by Madison Area TPB Members on Projects Potentially Involving the TPB:
e USH 51 (USH 12/18 to 1 90/94/39) Corridor Study
e USH 51 (McFarland to Stoughton) Corridor Study

Discussion of Future Work Items:

e Approval of 2011 MPO Work Program

Transit Development Plan (TDP) and RTA Service Plan Scenarios
MPO Congestion Management Process

Regional Transportation Plan Update

Revisions to MPO Operating Rules and Procedures

Announcements and Schedule of Future Meetings

Adjournment

Next MPO Meeting:

Wednesday, November 3 at 7 p.m.
Madison Water Utility, 119 E. Olin Ave., Room A-B
If you need an interpreter, materials in alternate formats, or other accommodations to access this meeting,
contact the Planning & Development Dept. at (608) 266-4635 or TTY/TEXTNET (866) 704-2318.
Please do so at least 48 hours prior to the meeting so that proper arrangements can be made.

Si Ud. necesita un intérprete, materiales en formatos alternos, 0 acomodaciones para poder venir a esta reunion, por favor haga

contacto con el Department of Planning & Development (el departmento de planificacion y desarrollo)
al (608)-266-4635, 0 TTY/TEXTNET (886)-704-2318.
Por favor avisenos por lo menos 48 horas antes de esta reunion, asi que se puedan hacer los arreglos necesarios.
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Madison Area Transportation Planning Board (an MPO)
September 1, 2010 Meeting Minutes

Roll Call

Members present: Eileen Bruskewitz, Joe Chase, Mark Clear, Duane Hinz, Brett Hulsey (arrived and
left during item #5), Steve King, Jerry Mandli, Al Matano, Mark Opitz, Chris Schmidt.

Members absent: Chuck Kamp, Steve Ritt, Paul Skidmore, John Vesperman.
Staff present: Bill Schaefer, Bob Pike

Approval of August 4, 2010 Meeting Minutes

Moved by King, seconded by Schmidt, to approve the August 4, 2010 meeting minutes. Motion
carried.

Communications

Schaefer said there were no communications in the packet. He said a letter was received from WisDOT
after the mailing approving TIP amendment #6 for the Military Ridge Park & Ride Lot expansion.

Public Comment (for items not on MPO Agenda)
None.

Public Hearing on Draft 2011-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the
Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane County

Matano opened the public hearing, and asked staff to provide a presentation on the draft TIP. Schaefer
first reviewed the STP Urban Priority Project Listings as proposed in the draft TIP. Schaefer said there
have been some more recent discussions between City of Madison and Dane County staff regarding the
timing of the joint city-county projects. Both the city and county are now in agreement on delaying the
last two segments of the CTH M reconstruction and expansion project a year. The primary reason for
this is that it would allow the Fish Hatchery Road project to be moved up to 2012 at the same time that
WisDOT would be doing the Phase 2 work on the Fish Hatchery/Beltline interchange and more
importantly before work is started on the Verona Road/West Beltline interchange reconstruction in
2014. The primary alternate route for traffic during the interchange reconstruction project will be
McKee Road to Fish Hatchery Road. WisDOT will also be completing an improvement to the McKee
Road/Verona Road intersection prior to the project. Another benefit of delaying the CTH M projects is
that it will allow more STP Urban funding to be allocated for University Avenue, reducing the shortfall
from $760,000 to about $450.000, and for the CTH M (North of Cross County to North of McKee
Road/CTH PD) project, eliminating the $350,000+ shortfall under the current scenario. Under this
scenario, the E. Johnson Street project could be moved back up to 2014 and the Cottage Grove Road
(Interstate to Sprecher Road) project could be done in 2015 when WisDOT had scheduled the project to
expand the Cottage Grove bridge over the Interstate. McKee Road/CTH PD would be moved back to
2016. Schaefer said that while there is certainly a desire to get the CTH M corridor work done as soon
as possible it makes sense to get the work done on Fish Hatchery Road before the Verona Road/West
Beltline project, which is going to result in significant traffic diversion. There are also serious questions
as to whether the current schedule for the CTH M work could be met given the scope and complexity
of the projects, including the work being done now on the Pleasant View Road extension and the two
roundabouts. Schaefer said MPO staff would review the proposed changes with the MPO technical
committee and come back to the board with a recommendation at its next meeting. However, he wanted
to share with the board the current thinking in terms of the desirable timing of the different projects.

Asked if traffic diversion from the Verona Road interchange project to CTH M was also a concern,
Schaefer said yes, but less so than diversion to Fish Hatchery Road. CTH M is only two lanes now and
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the road will remain open during construction. Also, there are some parallel routes to CTH M even
though the extension of S. High Point Road has not been completed between Raymond and Mid-Town
Roads. King said he understood the need for the delay to the CTH M projects, but was concerned about
the condition of McKee Road east of CTH M. He wondered if some interim work on CTH PD could be
done prior to 2014. Schaefer said he would raise the issue with city engineering staff. Chase asked for
verification that the USH 151/Main Street interchange project was on the advanceable list. Schaefer
said it was and WisDOT staff was attempting to move the construction schedule up. Clear asked about
the Interstate 39/90 expansion project and whether that was in the MPO’s planning area. Schaefer said
that only a small portion of that project was in the MPO planning area. The EIS for the project is
almost completed. The next step is to get the project enumerated by the State Transportation Projects
Commission. WisDOT would then develop a schedule for design work, phasing, and seek funding.

Schaefer highlighted some additional WisDOT and local projects in the draft TIP other than the STP
Urban projects. Bruskewitz asked if a roundabout would be constructed at the intersection of STH 113
and STH 19. Schaefer said he didn’t know, but there is a policy that a roundabout alternative must be
considered for any intersection project using federal funds. Asked about the experience with
roundabouts, Schaefer said he didn’t have data on local projects, but the overall experience is that
roundabouts reduce serious crashes, if not the overall crash rate. Bruskewitz asked how much traffic
roundabouts could handle, and Schaefer said he didn’t know, but the one being constructed at Mineral
Point Road and Pleasant View Road is probably pushing the limits. Schaefer reviewed the bicycle and
major Metro transit capital projects.

There were no persons who registered to speak, and therefore Matano officially closed the public
hearing.

Consideration of Resolution TPB No. 43 Regarding Amendment #7 to the 2010-2014
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane
County

Schaefer said that WisDOT wanted to start the design for four projects to upgrade guardrail end
treatments. The guardrails don’t meet Federal safety standards and need to be upgraded. The projects
are on the Beltline, Interstate 39/90, USH 18/151, and USH 151. There is also a similar project on I-
39/90 outside the MPO area that has been included for informational purposes. Construction for one
will be in 2012 and construction for the other three will be in 2013. The projects currently show 1M and
NHS as the Federal funding sources, but WisDOT has applied for Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) funding for the projects. The funding or schedule for other projects will not be
affected by the addition of these projects.

Moved by Bruskewitz, seconded by King, to adopt Resolution TPB No. 43, Amendment #7 to the
2010-2014 TIP. Motion carried.

Consideration of Scoring and Ranking of Candidate Statewide Multi-modal Improvement
Program (SMIP)/Transportation Enhancement (TE) & Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities Program
(BPFP) Projects for FYs 2012-2014

Schaefer said WisDOT requests MPQOs to rank the applications within their planning areas. The state
committee that WisDOT sets up to decide which projects receive funding considers the MPO rankings
as part of its process. He said the committee has generally followed the MPO rankings in its decisions
on funding for Madison area projects. He said there were eight projects submitted in the MPO area. A
total of $30-$34 million is available statewide for three years of projects (2012-2014). Schaefer
reviewed the eight projects. He mentioned that the City of Middleton had to revise its project
application. The original proposed project included a ped/bike overpass of USH 14 with two
connecting paths. The city proposed to fund a majority of the cost of the project through TID funds.
WisDOT informed the city of an unwritten policy that applicants must ask for funding covering at least
50% of the total cost of a project. The city changed the project to propose design for the complete
project and construction of only the southern path connection under the Beltline to EImwood Avenue
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and the downtown area. The path would connect to a planned park-and-ride facility. Because of the
change in scope of the project, MPO staff reduced the score and priority ranking for the project.

Schaefer said the two top scoring and highest ranked projects were the City of Madison’s proposed
ped/bike overpass of the Beltline for the Cannonball Trail and the Dane County Parks Department’s
Lower Yahara River Trail Phase 1 project connecting the Capital City Trail to McFarland. He said the
City of Madison was seeking about $2 million in Federal funding. The city anticipates being able to
transfer about $900,000 in Federal funding that had been earmarked for the Aberg Avenue overpass
project that received ARRA funding. The Lower Yahara River Trail project is very expensive ($3.8
million) due to the boardwalk along the north shore of Lake Waubesa and the bridge over Lower Mud
Lake. About $3 million in Federal funding is being sought. The 3" highest ranked project is Phases 2
and 4 of the Cannonball Trail sponsored by the City of Fitchburg. He said the staff rankings for these
projects were consistent with the rankings for the ARRA funding cycle last year that was approved by
the MPO Board. Due to the quick turnaround, the MPO’s Technical Coordinating Committee and
Citizen Advisory Committee were not able to meet to make a recommendation on the project rankings.
However, staff distributed the information on the projects and the rankings and the feedback staff
received was supportive of the rankings for the top projects. Staff also presented the project rankings to
the City of Madison’s Long-Range Transportation Committee as part of a presentation on the TIP and
there also was general agreement by that committee on the top projects. Schaefer said he thought there
was a good chance the Beltline ped/bike overpass and Lower Yahara River Trail projects would both
receive funding. However, it was possible the committee might select a lower scoring project due to the
high cost of the Yahara River Trail project. Schaefer said he was looking for a recommendation from
the Board to send to WisDOT.

Moved by Bruskewitz, seconded by King, to approve the draft SMIP project rankings prepared by staff.

Clear commented that he thought the project to fund widening of Old Sauk Road for paved shoulders
for bicyclists should have been ranked higher because it is a popular bicycle route and there isn’t a safe
alternative. Schaefer responded that the reason for the score is that while safety would be improved
with wide paved shoulders the traffic volumes are still not that high and the roadway is mostly a
recreational route. He also noted that some MPO Board members were concerned in the past about the
precedent of funding bike facilities on a project when there is Federal and now a state policy to provide
pedestrian and bicycle accommodations as part of roadway projects. Chase commented on the Sun
Prairie project, which would connect to the existing path that stops at the USH 151 underpass. This
would provide a connection between Madison and Sun Prairie and connect to a growing retail area.
Matano commented that Chase’s comment raises the issue of whether a project completes a path
system. Schaefer said one of the criteria is whether the project is a key system/site, which refers to
whether it is on or connects to the planned regional bikeway system. The Sun Prairie path is on the
planned regional system. He said it is always difficult whether one looks at a project in isolation or as a
phase of a larger project that will provide great benefits once completed. Chase said the path does
connect to the Main Street area as well as O’Keeffe Avenue. Clear agreed that the path helps connect to
the local street network. He also mentioned the value of these projects, because of the low cost relative
to benefits. Opitz asked when WisDOT needed the rankings, and Schaefer said WisDOT wanted them
by mid-September. The state committee would be meeting in early October. Opitz said he would
ideally like to have the technical committee make a recommendation. Schaefer said if the Board
postponed action, he would send the current draft rankings and tell WisDOT he would send the final
rankings later following action by the Board. It would be preferable for the Board to act tonight though.
Opitz said all of the projects have merit, but he didn’t think the level of use of the Sun Prairie project
would be nearly as high as some of the Madison projects. He said he was uncomfortable making
changes at this time. Schmidt commented on the value of the Old Sauk and Sun Prairie projects as well.
Schaefer said the committee understands that the more expensive projects tend to score higher and
could fund a lower scoring project that was a low cost project.
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Clear moved, Chase seconded, to amend the motion to move the SW Sun Prairie/Madison Connector
Path project from #6 to #3 and to move the West Old Sauk Road Bicycle Accommodations project
from #7 to #4. Motion failed.

Schmidt moved, Chase seconded, to revise the scoring of the Sun Prairie path project by increasing the
score for “Impact - # of People” from a 2 to a 4 and to revise the score of the Old Sauk Road Bicycle
Accommodations project by reducing the score of the same criteria from a 4 to a 2. The rankings would
be unaffected. Motion failed.

A vote was then taken on the main motion to approve the draft project rankings without any changes.
Motion carried.

Update on the Milwaukee-Madison Intercity Passenger Rail Service Project and Madison Station

Matano said there was a public meeting yesterday on the station that some MPO Board members
attended. Schaefer said a copy of an informational handout from the meeting was at members’ places.
WisDOT presented designs for the station and the platform. The facility would use the 1* floor of the
DOA Building for ticketing, a restaurant, and restroom facilities with a short skywalk, an escalator, and
two elevators down to the platform. The platform would be in the center between two tracks to allow
freight trains to bypass when the intercity passenger trains are picking up passengers. The cost estimate
for the station is $11.5 to $12.5 million, which doesn’t include parking or any multi-modal connection
facilities. The state will own and operate the station. One possible location for the intercity bus parking
is in the freight loading area of Monona Terrace off John Nolen Drive. There is a traffic signal at that
location. He said it was clear from the meeting the focus thus far has been on the station itself and that
WisDOT hadn’t thought through the inter-modal connections. Some of these facilities could be
included in the planned redevelopment of the Government East parking ramp site along with the extra
parking for rail passengers. Schaefer said the City of Madison had applied for a TIGER Il grant for
detailed planning of the redevelopment of the Government East site, the site beyond the Municipal
Building, and additional planning for the surrounding two-block area. The grant is just for planning and
design work, although the chances of receiving construction funding would increase if the city received
the grant. He said City of Madison and WisDOT staff are having ongoing discussions about parking,
traffic, cost, and other issues. He said he thought the role of the MPO would be to see that the multi-
modal connection issues were satisfactorily addressed.

Bruskewitz asked the location of the parking. Schaefer said it would be underground below the current
ramp, Pinckney Street, and the parking area behind the Madison Municipal Building. They are looking
at up to 1,500 spaces. The Government East ramp now has about 560 spaces. Potential uses discussed
for the Government East ramp site include a hotel, public market, and bike station. Schmidt mentioned
that an issue raised at the meeting is the proposal for one reversible escalator, which is problematic.
The reason for not proposing two escalators had to do with FRA regulations that limit the amount of
space available at the bottom of the platform and measure the bottom of the platform to the structure. If
the FRA doesn’t grant a variance, that will drive the cost up.

Royce Williams, 2437 Fox Ave., Madison, registered to speak. He said there were many issues that
need to be worked out. He said he got the impression WisDOT was planning for a basic station and it is
unclear who will pay for all of the other facilities. The parking issue is huge, and there is a question as
to who will subsidize the cost of those spaces if there is discount parking. Another big issue is the local
bus connections. Williams also said he thought WisDOT could do a better job getting information out
to elected officials and others.

Schaefer said Donna Brown could not make it to the meeting, but planned to provide an update at a

future meeting. The plan was to have the environmental document and design completed by April of
next year. Clear said other government agencies as well as WisDOT needed to get their act together
quickly because there are many decisions to be made in a short amount of time.
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Update on the Dane County Regional Transit Authority (RTA)

Opitz said that Schaefer included in the packet a draft document outlining principles for preparing the
transit plan that was prepared by RTA Board Chair Wagner. He said it was very much a preliminary
draft document. He also mentioned that the RTA Board bylaws, which govern the function of the
board, how it is organized, and the operating rules. It was also noted that some municipalities are
putting an advisory referendum on the ballot regarding adoption of a sales tax to fund commuter rail.
Clear commented that the consensus seems to be that the RTA Board will schedule the referendum on
the transit plan next April. Matano commented that he was concerned the outline put together by Chair
Wagner did not reference the Transport 2020 study and recommendation even though he understood
the need to revisit some aspects of the recommendation due to the intercity passenger rail project.
Schaefer said the Transport 2020 consultants would be looking at that issue and analyzing some
different scenarios in terms service levels, the type of technology (whether FRA compliant or not), and
whether a second track was added.

Royce Williams, 2437 Fox Ave., Madison, registered to speak. He said he was disturbed that there
didn’t seem to be any connection between the transit plan principles document and the work that has
been done by the Transit Development Plan committee on developing service scenarios for the RTA.
He asked Opitz to respond.

Opitz noted that there was some discussion on that issue at the last RTA Board meeting, and he thought
the RTA would be using the work of the TDP committee and all of the past studies. He said the RTA
has been in information gathering mode with presentations by various agency staff. The RTA transit
plan committee will be discussing the principles document at its next meeting, and will be meeting
regularly to develop the transit plan. Schaefer said he thought the RTA would review the work of the
TDP committee and use it as a resource. He said the principles document references the types of
services that have been developed and discussed by the TDP committee. Opitz commented on the
confusion that the advisory referenda on commuter rail will cause. Matano said Transport 2020 was
more than just a study. It resulted in a specific recommendation to move forward through the Federal
New Starts process, and he thought the RTA seemed to be “reinventing the wheel.”

Status Report by Madison Area TPB Members on Projects Potentially Involving the TPB:
e USH 51 (USH 12/18 to 1 90/94/39) Corridor Study
e USH 51 (McFarland to Stoughton) Corridor Study

Schaefer said that there wasn’t anything new to report. Vesperman mentioned that the project manager
for both those studies received a promotion and needs to be replaced.

Discussion of Future Work Items:

Approval of 2011-2015 Transportation Improvement Program
2011 Work Program and Budget

Transit Development Plan (TDP) and RTA Service Scenarios
MPO Congestion Management Process

Regional Transportation Plan Update

Revisions to MPO Operating Rules and Procedures

Schaefer said that the TIP would be on the October agenda for approval. The work program will be
reviewed at the October meeting with action at the November meeting.

Announcements and Schedule of Future Meetings
The next meeting is scheduled for October 6, 2010 at the Madison Water Utility at 7 p.m.

Adjournment
Chase moved, Chase seconded, to adjourn. Motion carried.



TPB (MPO) Agenda Cover Sheet Item No. 5
October 6, 2010

Re:

Congderation of Resolution TPB No. 44 Regarding the 2011-2015 Trangportation Improvement
Program (TIP) for the Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane County

Staff Comments on Item:

The Draft 2011-2015 TIP was the subject of a public information meeting on August 18 and a public
hearing before the MPO Board on September 1.

Staff has prepared an Addition/Correction Sheet, dated 9/25/10, that lists proposed changesto the draft
TIP. Staff has also prepared revised STP Urban Priority Project Listings that reflect changesin the
timing of several projects. These changes were discussed with the Board at the last meeting. The only
additional change, which doesn't affect other projects, isthat Phase 1 of the Mineral Point Road/CTH M
intersection recongtruction project has been delayed from 2011 to 2012. Both Phase 1 and Phase 2 will
now be let in 2012 with congtruction in 2012 and probably extending into 2013. Staff will review these
proposed changes again at the meeting. The other changes are mostly minor (e.g., moving the timing of
aproject ayear or making minor cost changes) or technica. Some reflect the mogt recent amendmentsto
the 2010 TIP made after the draft 2011 TIP was published. Many of the City of Madison project changes
are locally funded projects, reflecting changes as the City’ s Executive Capital Budget was finalized.

The MPO' s Technica Coordinating Committee met on September 22 and recommended approval of the
Draft TIP with the proposed changes. The MPO Citizen Advisory Committee meeting scheduled for
September 15 had to be cancelled.

Materials Presented on Item:

1. Resolution TPB No. 44
2. Addition/Correction Sheet dated 9/24/10
3. Revised STP Urban Priority Project Listings dated 9/22/10

Staff Recommendation/Rationale:

Staff recommends adoption of Resolution TPB No. 44 approving the draft TIP with the changeslisted in
the Addition/Correction Sheet dated 9/24/10. The proposed changes to the STP Urban listings reflect
necessary changesto the timing of projects to due to the need to compl ete environmental and design
work and better coordinate the projects with the reconstruction of the West Beltline/Verona Road
interchange project. The other project changes reflect updated local capital and operating budgets and
minor cost and timing changesto WisDOT projects and other federaly funded projects.

Note:
Please bring your copy of the
Draft TIP dated August 10, 2010 to the meeting for reference




Resolution TPB No. 44

Regarding the 2011-2015 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for the Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane County

WHEREAS, the Safe, Accountable, Fexible, Efficient Trangportation Equity Act — A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA) (23 U.S.C. 104, 134) and U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) regulaions (23
C.F.R. Parts450 and 500, 49 C.F.R. Part 613) require that the designated metropolitan planning
organization for each urbanized area devel op, in cooperation with the State and any affected transt
operator, a Trangportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the areafor which it is desgnated; and

WHEREAS, SAFETEA-LU and U.S. DOT regulations require that the TIP be updated at least once
every two years and be approved by the designated metropolitan planning organization and the Governor™;
and

WHEREAS, the Madison Area Transportation Planning Board (TPB) is the des gnated metropolitan
planning organization for the Madison, Wisconsin Metropolitan Area with respond bilitiesto perform
metropolitan transportation planning; and

WHEREAS, working with loca units of government, the Wisconsn Department of Trangportation
(WisDQT), Metro Trandt, and other implementing agencies, the Madison Area TPB has prepared a
coordinated, comprehensive lising of trangportation improvement projects proposed to be implemented
over the next five years, including apriority list of proposed federdly supported projects to be undertaken
in 2011-2014; and

WHEREAS, thislisting of capital and non-capital transportation improvement projects relatesto all
modes of surface trangportation, including public trandt, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, roadways, and
other transportation improvements, and

WHEREAS, while officid air quality non-attainment designations are not applicable in thisregion,
the adopted Regional Transportation Plan 2030, Madison Metropolitan Area and Dane County and
Transportation Improvement Program continue to be cong stent with the Wisconsin Air Quality State
Implementation Plan to improve air quality inthe area; and

WHEREAS, indeveloping the TIP, the Madison Area TPB has provided locd officias, citizens,
affected public agencies, private trangt providers, and other interested parties with reasonabl e notice of and
an opportunity to participate and comment on the proposed program, including holding public hearing on
the draft TIP on September 1; and

WHEREAS, the draft TIP has been published and made available for public review, including in an
electronicaly accessble format on the Madison Area TPB’s Web site; and

WHEREAS, the Madison Area TPB’ s public involvement process for development of the TIPisalso
used by the City of Madison (Metro Trangt) to satisfy the public participation requirements for
deve opment of the Program of Projects required under the Federal Trandt Adminigtration's Section 5307
Urbanized Area Formula Program;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Madison Area TPB approves the 2011-2015
Transportation Improvement Program for the Madison Metropolitan Area & Dane County, which
incorporates the changes to the Draft TIP, dated August 2010, listed in the Addition/Correction Sheet,
dated September 24, 2010, and provides specific approval of the lised 2011-2014 projects, including the
Priority Surface Trangportation Program (STP)—Urban Projects for 2011-2014; and

! The Governor has delegated TIP approval authority to the WisDOT Secretary.



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that project notification and review procedures (in accordance with
the successor rulesto the Office of Management and Budget Circular A-95) are hereby being met, unless
otherwi se specificaly noted, for all 2011 through 2014 ligted projects utilizing federal funding (many of
which had earlier received favorable A-95 reviews);

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Madison Area TPB and WisDOT agree that the first year of
the TIP conditutes an “agreed to” list of projectsfor project selection purposes and no further project
selection action isrequired for WisDOT or Metro Trandt, the major trandt operator, to proceed with
federal funding commitment; and, even though a new TIP has been devel oped and approved by the
Madison Area TPB, WisDOT can continue to seek federa funding commitment for projectsin the previous
TIP until anew State TIP (STIP) has been jointly approved by the Federa Highway Adminigtration
(FHWA) and Federd Transit Adminigtration (FTA); and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that it isthe intent of WisDOT and the Madison Area TPB to
advance projects, including trangt operating ass stance, that are included in the approved TIP and STIP,
and projectsreflected in any of the first four years of the approved TIP may be advanced to proceed with
federal funding commitment without further action by the Madison Area TPB; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED thet financid capacity assessment regul ations have been met as set
forthin UMTA Circular 7008.1, dated March 30, 1987, and financial capacity existsto undertake the
programmed projects, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Madison Area TPB certifies that the federal metropolitan
trangportation planning process i s address ng major issues facing the metropolitan areaand is being
conducted in accordance with all applicable federal requirements, including:

1. 23U.S.C.134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;
2. TitleVI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49 C.F.R. Part
21;
3. 49U.S.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the bas s of race, color, creed, national origin,
sex, or age in employment or busi ness opportunity;
4. Sections 1101(b) of SAFETEA-LU (Pub. L. 109-59) and 49 C.F.R. Part 26 regarding the
involvement of disadvantaged busness enterprisesin U.S. DOT funded projects,
5. 23 C.F.R. Part 230, regarding the implementation of an equa employment opportunity
program on Federal and Federal-aid highway congruction contracts;
6. The provisonsof the Americanswith Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) and
49 C.F.R. Parts 27, 37, and 38;
7. The Older Americans Act, asamended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the
bass of age in programs or activities receiving Federd financial assstance;
23 U.S.C. 324 regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 C.F.R. 27 regarding
discrimination againg individuals with disabilities, and

© ©

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Madison Area TPB certifiesthat dl of the listed federally
funded and regionally significant projectsin the TIP are cond stent with the Regional Trangportation Plan
2030, Madison Metropolitan Area and Dane County, the adopted regional transportation plan, and
additiona sub-element plansincorporated as part of the plan.

Date Adopted Al Matano, Chair
Madison Area Trangportation Planning Board



9/24/10 Draft

2011-2015
Transportation | mprovement Program
For the M adison Metropolitan Area & Dane County Area
(Project costsin $000s)

ADDITION/CORRECTION SHEET

STP Urban Priority Project Listings

Pages5-10: REVISE thetiming of STP-Urban projects:

CTH S/Mineral Point Rd. (CTH M/Junction Intersection) Phase 1 (moved from 2011 to 2012);
CTH D/Fish Hatchery Road (moved from 2014 to 2012); CTH M (Cross Country to North of
CTH PD) (moved from 2013 to 2014); CTH M (North of CTH PD to South of Valley View)
(moved from 2014 to 2015); CTH PD (moved from 2015 to 2016); E. Johnson Street (moved
from 2015 to 2014); and Cottage Grove Road (moved from 2016 to 2015). STP-Urban funding
for some projects has al so been revised due to the change in timing of projects. See attached
revised priority ligings.

Parking Facilities

Page 15:

ADD the following project sponsored by WisDOT:

Military Ridge Park & Ride Lot, near USH 18-151/Verona Ave. Interchange, Recongtruction and
Expans on; with the following note “ Congruction in 2018. On possible advanceable lig.”;
WisDOT ID #s1206-07-08, -80; TIP Project #111-10-031.

REVISE thelocal 2011 funding for the Brayton Lot resurfacing project sponsored by City of
Madison from $150 to $180.

REVISE the Madison Municipa Building (MMB)/Government East Parking Garage project
sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:

Congruct 4;200-stal underground parking garage with up to 1,500 gtdls on the current MM B and
Government East parking ramp sites; $12,000 $13,200 (Const., Local) in 2011, $11;350 $12,552
(Cong.., Local) in 2012; with the following revised note in comments column, “ Up to 820 sallsto
be financed by Parking Utility. 400 gtals needed for rail station with additional spacesfor planned
redevelopment.”

REVISE thelocal funding for the Parking Revenue Equipment project sponsored by City of
M adison from $142 to $640 in 2011 and from $100 to $142 in 2012.

ADD project toingall video security camerasin parking ramps sponsored by City of Madison with
$25inlocd funding from 2011-2015.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects

Page 17:

Page 18:

REVISE congruction funding in 2012 for the Glacia Drumlin Trail project sponsored by
WisDNR asfollows $145 $158 (Fed-EN ear), $36 $23 (Sate), $181 (Total).

ADD the following locally funded project sponsored by the City of Madison:
Bike Station, Downtown Madison; $75 (PE) in 2011, $150 (PE) in 2012, $1,800 (Cong.) in 2013.

REVISE the funding for the Capita City Trail Phase 2 project sponsored by City of Madison as
follows

$100 (PE, Locd), $400 (ROW, Local), $260 $500 (Totd) in 2011, $100 (ROW, Local) $1;000
$1,350 (Const., Local), $3:200 $1,450 (Totd) in 2012.
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Pedestrian/Bicycle Projects (cont.)

Page 18:
(cont.)

Page 19:

Page 20:

REVISE the funding for the Central Park path, pedestrian facilities project sponsored by City of
Madison asfollows

$400-(PE+ed-EN-ear), $100 $630 (PE, Locd), $1,286 (ROW, Loca), $500 $1,916 (Total) in
2011, $2;220 $3,150 (Congt., Fed-EN ear), $530 $1,820 (Cond., Local), $2:650 $4,.970 (Totd) in
2012.

REVISE the funding for the non-programmed Mineral Point Road Ped/Bike Overpass project
gpoonsored by the City of Madison asfollows
$250 (PE) in 2024 2012, $2,000 $4,870 in 2015.

M OVE congtruction funding for the locally funded Tree Lane Greenway Path project sponsored
by City of Madison from 2013 to 2012.

Transit Capital

Page 23:

Page 25:

REVISE liging for the Inter-City Passenger Rail Service Project, dividing into two separate
projects— one for congtruction of rail infrastructure improvements and another for the stations and
maintenance facility and add funding asfollows.

B. Inter-City Passenger Rail Service Project, Watertown to Madison, Congruction of Rail
Infrastructure Improvements; $8,000 (PE, Fed-HSIPR), $187,600 (Cong., Fed-HSIPR), $195,600
(Total) in 2011, $92,400 (Cong., Fed-HSIPR) in 2012, $4,640 (Cong., Fed-HSIPR) in 2013-2015;
with note “ Ongoing through at least 2015. Also in outer area.”

C. Inter-City Passenger Rail Service Project, Engineering and Congruction of Madison Station
and Maintenance Fecility; $2,400 (PE, Fed-HSIPR) in 2011, $11,600 (Cong., Fed-HSIPR) in
2012; with note“Maintenance facility congtruction funding amount to be determined. Also in outer
area.”

ADD the following programmed project sponsored by Care Wisconsn Firgt, Inc.:
Purchase Accessible Small Buses, Purchase six (6) accessble busesfor replacement and expansion
of fleet; $254 (Fed, Sec. 5310), $64 (Local), $318 (Total) in 2011.

REVISE the non-programmed 2011 funding for Q. Mobility Management Program grant project
asfollows
$82 $158 (Fed-Sec. 5317), $21 $39 (Local), $103 $197 (Totd).

REVI SE the non-programmed 2011 funding for the S. Job Ride Program grant project asfollows
and move project to Transt Operating section:
$148 $185 (Fed-Sec. 5316), $92 (State), $3# $93 (Local).

ADD the following non-programmed project sponsored by Union Cab of M adison:

Purchase Two Accessible Vansfor Accessible Taxi Service; $59 (Fed-Sec. 5317), $13 (Loca),
$72 (Totd) in 2011 with note* Seeking Federa New Freedom funding. Federal funding not
programmed.”

Transit Operating

Page 27:

REVISE operating ass sance funding for Metro Trangt under City of Madison jurisdiction as
follows
$17,851 $18,021 (State), $2/028 $27,566 (Locd), $44,879 $45,587 (Tota) in 2011,
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Page 27: $18:208 $18,381 (State), $274569 $28,117 (Locd), $45:747 $46,499 (Total) in 2012;

(cont.) $18572 $18,749 (State), $28;420 $28,680 (Loca), $46,692 $47,429 (Total) in 2013;
$18,944 $19,124 (State), $28,682 $29,253 (Local ), $47626 $48,377 (Totd) in 2014; and
$19.323 $19,507 (State), $29,838 $30,266 (Local), $48,579 $49,345 (Tota) in 2015.

ADD the following non-programmed project sponsored by Union Cab of M adison:
Accessible Private Taxi Service, Support provision of 24/7 on-demand accessible taxi service
through training, financial incentives for drivers, and advertisng of the service; $11 (Fed-Sec.
5317), $11 (Local), $22 (Totd) in 2011 with note“ Seeking Federal New Freedom funding.
Federal funding not programmed.”

Street/Roadway Projectsin the M adison M etropolitan Planning Area

Page 29: REVISE funding for the S. Beltline (USH 12/18) (Y ahara River Bridges) project asfollows:
Delete*“continuing” from 2011 and delete comment “ Design $ obligated in 2009.”

REVISE funding for the W. Beltline (USH 12/14/18/151) (Fish Hatchery Rd. Interchange) Ramp
Improvements project, moving the $100 in 2011 funding from ROW to Construction.

REVISE liging for the W. Bdtline (USH 12/14/18/151) (Fish Hatchery Rd. to 1-39/90) Roadway
Maintenance project, deleting comment “ Congtruction on possible advanceablelig.”

REVISE funding for the W. Beltline (USH 12/14) (S. High Point Rd. Bridge) Replacement
project, moving the $13 in 2012 funding from ROW to Congtruction.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored proj ect:

W. Beltline, USH 12/12/18/151 (Verona Rd. to 1-39/90), Upgrade Guardrail End Treatments,
$802 (Congt., Fed-NHS), $200 (Congt., State), $1,002 (Total) in 2013; with following note
“WisDOT to apply for HSIP funding for congtruction.”; WisDOT ID#s 1206-04-05, -75; TIP
Project ID #111-10-032.

Page 30: ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:
Interstate 39/90 (Lien Rd. to CTH B), Upgrade Guardrail End Treatments;
$1,453 (Cong., Fed-IM), $162 (Cong., Sate), $1,615 (Total) in 2013; with following note
“WisDOT to apply for HSIP funding for congtruction. Also in outer area.”; WisDOT ID#s 1001-
06-03, -73; TIP Project ID #111-10-033.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

Interstate 39/90/94 (Lien Rd. to USH 51), Resurfacing/asphalt overlay; $7,359 (Cong., Fed-IM),
$818 (Cong., State), $8,177 (Total) in 2012, $165 (Cong., State) in 2013; WisDOT ID# s 1010-
00-02, -72, -95; TIP Project #111-10-036; with note“ Construction funding to be obligated in 2012.
Condruction in 2013.”

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

Interstate 39/90/94 (USH 51 to CTH V), Resurfacing/asphalt overlay; $8,024 (Congt., Fed-IM),
$892 (Cong., State), $8,916 (Total) in 2013, $125 (Cong., State) in 2014; WisDOT ID# s 1010-
00-03, -73, -98; TIP Project #111-10-029; with note “ Construction funding to be obligated in 2013.
Condructionin 2014.”

Page 31: REVISE 2011 congruction funding for the USH 12/18 (CTH AB Intersection) project asfollows:
$648 $737 (Fed-SAF/NHS), $80 $103 (State), $728 $340 (Total); and revise note in comments
column to gate Federal funding is $587 SAF and $61 $150 NHS.



Page 32

Page 33:

Page 35:

Page 37:

Page 38:

9/24/10 Draft

REVISE commentsfor the USH 18/151 (Verona Road) (CTH PD Intersection), Recondruct,
Expand to Grade-Separated Interchange project to state that utility work anticipated in 2018 and
congruction anticipated in 2019.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

USH 18/151 (W. Beltlineto USH 151 in lowa Cty.), Upgrade Guardrail End Treatments,
$1,322 (Cong., Fed-NHS), $308 (Cong., State), $1,540 (Total) in 2012; with following note
“WisDOT to apply for HSIP funding for congtruction. Also in outer area.”; WisDOT ID#s 1204-
02-00, -70; TIP Project ID #111-10-034.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

USH 18/151 (STH 69 to CTH G), Bridge Maintenance — Epoxy Deck Overlaysto 5 Bridge Decks,
Show “continued” state PE funding in 2011 and 2012 with note “ Construction not yet
programmed.”; WisDOT ID #1200-03-04.

REVISE 2011 consgtruction funding for the Stoughton Road (USH 51) (Cottage Grove Rd./CTH
BB Southbound Bridge) Rehabilitation project, increasing the state funding from $84 to $119.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

USH 151/Park Street (OCR Rail-Highway Crossing), Replace WSOR Crossing Signals and Gates,
$131 (Cong., Fed-SAF LS50 OCR), $71 (Cong., State), $202 (Total) in 2014; WisDOT ID#
1009-91-59.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

USH 151 (1-39/90/94 to Fond du Lac Cty. line), Upgrade Guardrail End Treatments;

$957 (Condt., Fed-NHS), $239 (Congt., State), $1,196 (Total) in 2013; with following note
“WisDOT to apply for HSIP funding for congtruction. Also in outer area.”; WisDOT ID#s1111-
06-01, -71; TIP Project ID #111-10-035.

REVISE funding for the USH 151 (North of American Pkwy.) Dual Ramp Bridge Painting project
to add “Continuing” in the PE/Design columns for 2011-2015 and add comment “Design $
obligated in 2010.”

REVISE congruction funding for the CTH D/Fish Hatchery Road (Emil St. to Wingra Dr.)
Pavement Replacement project sponsored by Dane County as follows:

$1,250 $1,109 (Fed-MAD), $1;250 $1,391 (Locd), $2,500 (Totd) in 2014 2012; and delete note
“Patentialy advanceable to 2012.”

REVISE funding for the locally funded Anderson Street (Wright St. to USH 51) project sponsored
by City of Madison asfollows
$40 (PE), $390 $400 (Congt.), $430-$440 in 2012 2013.

ADD the following locally funded project sponsored by City of Madison:
Atwood Avenue (Walter S. to Cottage Grove Rd.), Partial Recongruction and Add Bike Lanes,
$380 (PE) in 2014, $3,800 (Const.) in 2015.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Cedar Street (South St. to Park St.) project sponsored by
City of Madison asfollows:
$800 (PE) in 2031 2012, $50 (PE), $530 $510 (Congt.) in 2013.



Page 38:
(cont.)

Page 39:

Page 40:

Page 41:

Page 42:

9/24/10 Draft

REVISE liging for the Cottage Grove Road (CTH BB) (1-39/30 to Sprecher Rd.) Reconstruction
project sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:

$200 (PE, Locd) in 2013, $1,565 (Cond., Fed-MAD), $3;330 $1,565 (Cong., Locd), $3,130
(Total) in 2015; add shading to show project is programmed, and delete note “ Seeking STP-Urban
funding. Federal funding not programmed.”

REVISE funding for the CTH M (Cross Country to North of CTH PD) Reconstruction project
gpoonsored by the Cities of Madison and Verona asfollows:

$720 (PE, Locd) in 2011, $4,016 $4,535 (Const., Fed-MAD), $4:784 $4,535 (Const., Local),
$8,800 $9,070 (Total) in 2613 2014.

REVISE congruction funding for the CTH M (North of CTH PD to South of Valley View Rd.)
Recongruction project sponsored by the City of Madison asfollows:

$3,960 $4,075 (Cong., Fed-MAD), $3,960 $4,075 (Congt., Local), $/920 $8,150 (Totd) in 2034
2015.

ADD the following locally funded project sponsored by City of Madison:
Gorham and Henry Streets (State St. to Henry St., Gorham to State ), Resurfacing and Terrace
Improvements, $70 (PE), $720 (Cong..), $790 (Tota) in 2015.

M OVE congruction funding for the E. Johnson Street (Butler St. to Firgt &.) Recongtruction
project sponsored by City of Madison from 2015 to 2014.

ADD the following locally funded project sponsored by City of Madison:
W. Johnson and Henry Streets (Broom to Carroll &., State and Mifflin St.), Resurfacing and
Terrace Improvements, $60 (PE), $540 (Congt.), $600 (Total) in 2014.

REVISE liging for McKee Road (CTH PD) (Maple Grove Rd. to Eagt of CTH M) Recongtruction
project sponsored by City of Madison, removing 2015 congtruction, deleting shading to show
project is not programmed, and adding note “ Will seek STP-Urban funding. Construction planned
for 2016.”

REVISE description for the Milwaukee Street (Bridge over E Branch Starkweather Creek) project
to sate: “Bridge rehabilitation — replace bridge deck, widen gructure, and reconstruct Fair Oaks
Ave. intersection”; Add additional WisDOT |D#5992-09-69.

REVISE funding for the Minera Point Rd./CTH S (Junction Rd./CTH M Intersection) project,
adding $700 inloca PE funding in 2011 and moving the 2011 congtruction funding to 2012.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Outer Capitol Loop North Reconstruction project
sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:
$420 $450 (PE), $4:370 $4.,540 (Congt.), $4,590 $4,990 (Total) in 2032 2013.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Outer Capitol L oop South Recongtruction project
gponsored by City of Madison asfollows
$360 $390 (PE), $3,600 $3,930 (Congt.), $3,960 $4,320 (Total) in2041 2014.

ADD the following locally funded project sponsored by City of Madison:
Perry Street (Ann St. to Badger Rd.), Reconstruction; $50 (PE), $450 (Congt.), $500 (Total) in
2012.



Page 42
(cont.)

Page 43:

9/24/10 Draft

REVISE funding for the locally funded Reiner Road Recongtruction project sponsored by City of
Madison asfollows:
$110 (PE), $3;050 $1,080 (Consgt.), $1:160 $1,190 (Total) in 2032 2013.

REVISE thelocally funded S. Point Road Recongtruction project sponsored by City of Madison,
dividing the project into two separate segments as follows:

S. Point Road (Minera Point Rd. to 2,600 South); $210 (PE), $1,090 (Congt.), $1,300 (Totd) in
2011; and

S. Point Road (2,600’ South of Minerd Point to Valey View Rd.); $1,140 (Cong.) in 2012.

REVISE funding for the locally funded South Street Congtruction project sponsored by City of
Madison asfollows:
$1,000 (ROW) in 2021 2012, $80 $90 (PE), $800 $850 (Congt.), $880 $940 (Total) in 2042 2013.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Sprecher Road Reconstruction project ponsored by City
of Madison asfollows:

$690 $710 (PE), $500 (ROW), $1:190 $1,210 (Totd) in 20242 2013, $6880 $7,080 (Congt.) in 2043
2014.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Sycamore Avenue Reconstruction project sponsored by
City of Madison asfollows:
$50 (PE), $490 $480 (Congt.), $540 $530 (Total) in2042 2011.

REVISE funding for the University Avenue (Allen Blvd. to Segoe Rd.) Recongtruction project
gponsored by City of Madison asfollows:
$250 (ROW) in 2011, $4,441 $4,753 (Fed-MAD), $5;959 $5,647 (Locad), $10,400 (Total).

REVISE liging for the locally funded Williamson Street (Jenifer . to Y ahara River) project
sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:

Resurfacing Recondruction; $240 $370 (PE), $2,400 $3,740 (Congt.), $2,640 $4,110 (Total) in
2011.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Winnebago Street (Y ahara River to First Street)
Recongruction, Possible Two-Way Conversion project sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:.
$190 $220 (PE), $3;910 $2,150 (Congt.), $2,400 $2,370 (Total) in 2041 2015.

REVISE funding for the locally funded Winnebago Street (Atwood Ave. to LaFollette S.)
Recongruction project sponsored by City of Madison asfollows:
$130 $140 (PE), $1:280 $1,360 (Congt.), $3:410 $1,500 (Total) in 2032 2013.

Street/Roadway Projectsin the Outer County Area

Page 49:

Page 50:

Page 51:

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project:

Interstate 39/90 (STH 106 to Illinois State Line), Upgrade Guardrail End Treatments;

$753 (Cong.., Fed-IM), $84 (Cong., State), $837 (Total) in 2012; with following note “WisDOT to
apply for HSIP funding for congtruction. Also in Rock Cty.”; WisDOT [D#s 1001-07-01, -71.

REVISE funding for the USH 12 (STH 19 to CTH V) Corridor Preservation and Access project,
deeting congtruction funding in 2011 and noting “ Continuing” instead and revise commentsto
gate “Ongoing” rather than “ Phased through 2012.”

REVISE funding for the USH 18/151 (CTH F Interchange) project, moving the PE/design funding
from 2011 to 2012 and adding $614 in state funding for ROW in 2014; and REVISE commentsto
gate “ Congtruction anticipated in 2019. On possible advanceablelig.”

6
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REVISE funding for the STH 19 (STH 78 to USH 12) Resurfacing project, deleting ROW funding
in 2012; and delete comment “ On possible advanceable lig.”

DELETE the STH 89 (CTH T to Tri County Rd.) Asphalt Overlay project.

REVISE funding for the STH 92 (Door Creek Culvert) Replacement project, ddeting PE funding
in 2011, moving congtruction funding from 2012 to 2011 and revisng the congt. funding as
follows $138 $154 (Fed-FLX), $35 $38 (State), $173 $192 (Total).

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project in the Village of Dane:

CTH DM/Military Road (OCR Rail-Highway Crossng), Replace WSOR Crossing Signals and
Gates, Note “Continued” construction in 2011 with note “ Funding obligated in 2010. Congtruction
in 2011.”; WisDOT ID# 1009-91-56.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project in the Town of Windsor:

CTH DM/Sanderson Street (OCR Rail-Highway Crossing), Replace WSOR Crossing Signals and
Gates, $66 (Cong., Fed-SAF LS50 OCR), $35 (Congt., State), $101 (Total) in 2011; WisDOT ID#
1009-91-64.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project in the Village of DeForest:

CTH V/North Street (OCR Rail-Highway Crossing), Replace CP Crossing Signals and Gates, $66
(Cong., Fed-SAF LS50 OCR), $35 (Congt., State), $101 (Total) in 2011; WisDOT ID# 1009-91-
65.

ADD the following WisDOT sponsored project in the Village of DeForest:

Vinburn Street (OCR Rail-Highway Crossing), Replace CP Crossing Signals and Gates, $66
(Cond., Fed-SAF LS50 OCR), $35 (Cond.., State), $101 (Total) in 2011; WisDOT ID# 1009-91-
66.
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9/22/10
2010 Priority Project Listings
Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds
(all dollars in $000s)
A. Carryover from 2009 $98
2010 STP Urban Allocation $6,338
Available for 2010 $6,436
Preliminary
Total [STP Urban| Evaluation | WisDOT
B. 2010 Priority Projects Improvement | Cost 50%'| Score? Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2010 -- $153 $122 54 5992-08-11
2. Rideshare 2010 - $85 $68 52 5992-08-08
3. CTHM Reconstruct**| $1,860 $1,488 40 5992-08-75 | Older project, thus still at 80/20.
(Valley View/Pl. View Ext. Intersection) w/Bike
4. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $74 $120 32 5992-08-14 | Also includes 2011 STP-U funding,
Education Program 2010 and 2011 which was obligated in 2010.
TOTAL STP Urban $1,799
Carryover to 2011 $4,638

1 50% cost share for new major projects. New policy starting in 2010. Does not apply to CTH M (Valley View Intersection) because funding for the
project was committed in 2009, but the project was delayed a year.

% Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.
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9/22/10
2011 Priority Project Listings
Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds
(all dollars in $000s)
A. Carryover from 2010 $4,638
2011 STP Urban Allocation $6,338
Available for 2011 $10,976
Preliminary
Total |STP Urban| Evaluation WisDOT
B. 2011 Priority Projects Improvement [ Cost 50%'| Score? Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2011 -- $153 $122 54 5992-08-12
2. Rideshare 2011 - $88 $70 52 5992-08-09
3. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $76 32 5992-08-15 | 2011 STP-U funding obligated in '10.
Education Program 2011
TOTAL STP Urban $193
Carryover to 2012 $10,783
C. Candidate Projects if Further Funding:
STP Urban Supplemental
4. Park Street Reconstruct $339 30 Move to 2015.
(Park Lawn PI. to Century Ave.) w/Bike
5. Mendota Avenue Resurfacing $228 30 Move to 2015.
(University Ave. to Allen Blvd./CTH Q) w/Bike

' 50% cost share for major projects. New policy starting in 2010.
2 Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.
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9/22/10
2012 Priority Project Listings
Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds
(all dollars in $000s)
A. Carryover from 2011 (est.) $10,783
2012 STP Urban Allocation $6,338
Available for 2012 $17,122
Preliminary
Total [STP Urban| Evaluation WisDOT
B. 2012 Priority Projects Improvement| Cost 50%'| Score? Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2012 -- $153 $122 54 5992-08-13
2. Rideshare 2012 -- $90 $72 52 5992-08-10
3. CTH S/Mineral Point Rd. Reconstruct**| $9,726 $4,863 48 5992-08-77 | Includes CTH M/Junction (Valley View
(CTH M/Jdunction Intersection) Phase 1 w/Bike to Isaac Rd.) and CTH S (Beltline to
Pleasant View Rd). Total cost includes
$311 TCSP funding earmark.
Agreement needed on local share $$.
4. CTH S/Mineral Point Rd. Reconstruct**| $8,524 $4,262 48 5992-08-78 | Includes CTH M/Junction (Valley View
(CTH M/Junction Intersection) Phase 2 w/Bike to Isaac Rd.) and CTH S (Beltline to
Pleasant View Rd.). CTH M (Watts to
Valley View) previously listed as
separate project.
Agreement needed on local share $$.
5. University Ave./CTH MS Reconstruct | $10,400 $4,753 44 5992-08-18,-79 | $447 additional local share funding
(Allen Blvd. To Segoe Rd.) w/Bike beyond 50% min. needed.
Agreement needed on local share $$.
6. Monona Dr. Phase 2 Reconstruct | $3,628 $1,814 40 5994-00-71
(Winnequah Rd. to Cottage Grove Rd.) w/Bike
7. CTH D/Fish Hatchery Rd. Resurfacing | $2,500 $1,109 38 $141 additional local share funding
(Wingra Dr. to Emil St.) w/Bike beyond 50% min. needed.
Agreement needed on local share $$.
8. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $78 $126 32 5992-08-26 | Also includes 2013 STP-U funding,
Education Program 2012 which will be obligated in 2012.
TOTAL STP Urban $17,121
Carryover to 2013 $0
C. Candidate Projects if Further Funding:
STP Urban Supplemental
9. Pleasant View Road Reconstruct**| $2,551 34 Need to coordinate w/ City of Madison.
(University Green to City Limit) w/Bike Review cost estimate.
Move to 2015.
10. Deming Way Reconstruct $450 32 Must coordinate w/ WisDOT, be done
(USH 14 to Murphy Dr.) w/Bike in conjunction w/ USH 14 intersection
reconstruction. Move to 2015.
11. Deming Way Reconstruct | $3,172 32 Must coordinate w/ WisDOT, be done
(Terrace Ave. to USH 14) w/Bike in conjunction w/ USH 14 intersection
reconstruction. Move to 2015.
12. Parmenter Street Reconstruct** $4,816 30 Move to 2015.
(Century Ave. to Greenbriar Rd.) w/Bike

' 50% cost share for major projects. New policy starting in 2010.

2 Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.




2013 Priority Project Listings
Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds
(all dollars in $000s)

REVISED DRAFT
9/22/10

A. Carryover from 2012 (est.) $0
2013 STP Urban Allocation $6,338 Actual allocation uncertain at this time
Available for 2013 $6,339
Preliminary
Total |STP Urban| Evaluation WisDOT
B. 2013 Priority Projects Improvement| Cost 50%'| Score’ Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2013 -- $153 $122 54 5992-08-22
2. Rideshare 2013 - $93 $74 52 5992-08-24
3. Monona Drive Phase 3 Reconstruct | $7,092 $3,546 40 5994-00-72
(Nichols/Pflaum Rd. to Winnequah Rd.) w/Bike
4. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $80 32 5992-08-27 | 2013 STP-U funding obligated in 2012.
Education Program 2013
TOTAL STP Urban $3,743
Carryover to 2014 $2,596
C. Candidate Projects if Further Funding:
STP Urban Supplemental
5. Lacy Rd. Reconstruct | $1,500 30 Move to 2015.
(City Hall to Fahey Glen) w/Bike
6. Branch Street Resurfacing | $525 30 Move to 2015.
(University Ave. to Century Ave.) w/Bike
7. Fitchrona Road Reconstruct | $1,000 30 Move to 2015.
(Nesbitt Rd. to Lacy Rd.) w/Bike
8. High Road Resurfacing | $256 28 Move to 2015.
(Century Ave. to Well #4/Tower) w/Bike

1 509 cost share for major projects. New policy starting in 2010.
% Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.




2014 Priority Project Listings
Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds
(all dollars in $000s)

REVISED DRAFT
9/22/10

A. Carryover from 2013 (est.) $2,596
2014 STP Urban Allocation $6,338 Actual allocation uncertain at this time
Available for 2014 $8,934
Preliminary
Total |STP Urban| Evaluation WisDOT
B. 2014 Priority Projects Improvement| Cost 50%'| Score? Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2014 -- $153 $122 54 5992-08-23
2. Rideshare 2014 - $96 $77 52 5992-08-25
3. CTHM Reconstruct**| $9,070 $4,535 42 Joint City of Verona & Madison project.
(Cross Country Rd. to 2,500' N of CTH PD w/Bike Includes CTH PD 1,000' E & W of
intersection.
4. E. Johnson St. Reconstruct | $4,870 $2,435 42
(N. Butler St. to First St.) w/Bike
5. Allen Blvd./CTH Q Resurfacing | $427 $214 36 Agreement needed on local share $$.
(University Ave. to Lake St.) w/Bike
6. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $82 $134 32 Also includes 2015 STP-U funding,
Education Program 2014 which will be obligated in 2014.
TOTAL STP Urban $7,517
Carryover to 2015 $1,418

1 509 cost share for major projects. New policy starting in 2010.
% Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.



2015 Priority Project Listings

Madison Urban Area STP Urban Funds

(all dollars in $000s)

REVISED

DRAFT
9/22/10

A. Carryover from 2014 (est.) $1,418
2015 STP Urban Allocation $6,338 Actual allocation uncertain at this time
Available for 2015 $7,756
Preliminary
Total [STP Urban| Evaluation WisDOT
B. 2015 Priority Projects Improvement| Cost 50%' Score® Project ID Comments
1. Planning 2015 - $153 $122 54
2. Rideshare 2015 - $99 $79 52
3. CTHM Reconstruct**| $8,150 $4,075 42 Agreement needed on local share $$.
(N of CTH PD to S of Valley View Rd.) w/Bike
4. Cottage Grove Rd./CTH BB Reconstruct**| $3,130 $1,565 36 Agreement needed on local share $3$.
(1-39/90/94 to Relocated Sprecher Rd.) w/Bike Coordinate w/ Interstate bridge project.
5. Madison Ped/Bike Safety Ped/Bike $85 32
Education Program 2014
TOTAL STP Urban $5,841
Carryover to 2016 $1,915
C. Candidate Projects if Further Funding:
STP Urban Supplemental
6. McKee Rd./CTH PD Reconstruct**| $8,220 38 Agreement needed on local share $$.
1,000 E of CTH M to Maple Grove Rd. w/Bike
7. Pleasant View Road Reconstruct**| $2,551 34 Need to coordinate w/ City of Madison.
(University Green to City Limit) w/Bike Review cost estimate.
Moved from 2012.
8. Buckeye Road Reconstruct | $1,990 32 Agreement needed on local share $$.
(Monona Dr. to Stoughton Rd./USH 51) w/Bike
9. Deming Way Reconstruct | $450 32 Must coordinate w/ WisDOT, be done
(USH 14 to Murphy Dr.) w/Bike in conjunction w/ USH 14 intersection
reconstruction. Moved from 2012.
10. Deming Way Reconstruct | $3,172 32 Must coordinate w/ WisDOT, be done
(Terrace Ave. to USH 14) w/Bike in conjunction w/ USH 14 intersection
reconstruction. Moved from 2012.
11. LacyRd. Reconstruct | $1,500 30 Moved from 2013.
(City Hall to Fahey Glen) w/Bike
12. Branch Street Resurfacing $525 30 Moved from 2013.
(University Ave. to Century Ave.) w/Bike
13. Fitchrona Road Reconstruct | $1,000 30 Moved from 2013.
(Nesbitt Rd. to Lacy Rd.) w/Bike
14. Park Street Reconstruct |  $339 30 Moved from 2011.
(Park Lawn PI. to Century Ave.) w/Bike
15. Mendota Avenue Resurfacing $228 30 Moved from 2011.
(University Ave. to Allen Blvd./CTH Q) w/Bike
16. Parmenter Street Reconstruct**| $4,816 30 Moved from 2012.
(Century Ave. to Greenbriar Rd.) w/Bike
17. Parmenter Street Resurfacing $204 28
(University Ave. to Lee St.) w/Bike
18. High Road Resurfacing $256 28 Moved from 2013.
(Century Ave. to Well #4/Tower) w/Bike

1 50% cost share for major projects. New policy starting in 2010.
2 Note: Evaluation Score from Attachment A page A-13.

** Potential Capacity Improvement Project.
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TPB (MPO) Agenda Cover Sheet Item No. 7
October 6, 2010

Re:

Review and Recommendation of Proposed Draft 2011 MPO Budget

Staff Comments on Item:

The MPO’ s budget for 2011 is significantly lessthan the 2010 budget dueto reductions in staff
costs. Part of the savingsis due to lower salaries for the new Planner Manager and Planner 3
and part is due to dropping the administrative clerk postion from full-time to half-time as the
MPO does not need full-time adminigtrative staffing. The reduction in staff costsis partially
offset by some increasesin purchased services (rideshare software and advertising, rent,
telephone) and supplies.

Materials Presented on Item:

Tablereflecting the estimated budgets for 2010 and 2011.

Staff Recommendation/Rationale:

Recommend Draft 2011 Budget




CITY OF MADISON PLANNING DIVISION
Transportation Planning Services
Draft (8/30/10) MPO Version (no COL, no salary reduction)

Purchased Services

54202 Telephone Regular

54401 General Equip. Repairs & Maintenance
54402 Maintenance Contracts (Software, etc.)
54510 Property Rental

54620 Mileage

54640 Training/Travel

54701 Accounting Services

54702 Audit Fees

54901 Other Services General 15,500 (PU)
54910 Advertising (Hearing notices, jobs, misc.)
54911 Advertising - T.V./Radio (Ridesharing)
54940 OnLine Services

54943 OnLine Services Internet

54950 Consulting Services (incl. Workstudy)
54963 Interpreters

54967 Memberships

54969 Art & Performance Contracts

54071 Transcription Services

Total
Supplies

55110 General Office Supplies
55120 Subscription & Books
55130 Reproduction Copier/Fast Copy
55140 Postage
55145 Office Equipment (File cabinet, chair, etc)
55150 Computer Supplies
55155 Computers & Computing Equipment
55156 Computer Software
55520 Printing/Publications
55580 Photo Supplies & Processing
Total

Inter-departmental Charges

56281 MMB Charges
56330 Accounting/Comptroller
56950 Insurance Fund Inter-D
56960 Workers Comp

Total

Estimated
2010

Budget

3,120
1,000
23,600
44,435
500
2,500
0
0
4,000
500
14,400
0
0
3,500
225
250
N.A.
450

98,480

4,000
250
5,000
4,000
955
1,000
2,000
1,000
500
500

19,205

17,870
906
634

19,410

Estimated
2011

Budget

3,500
1,000
24,510
45,768
1,000
2,500
0
0
4,000
500
18,400
0
0
2,000
225
500
N.A.
450

104,353

4,000
250
7,000
4,000
955
1,000
1,000
1,000
500
500

20,205

17,870
671

1,456

19,997

0 (PU)



Fixed Asset Expenditures

58505 Plotter 0 0
Total Fixed Asset 0 0

Staff FTE FTE
Total 7.25 487,696 6.75 435,532
Benefits (40.9%) 186,788 177,315
Hourly Benefits (11.3%) 0 226
Total 674,484 613,073
Grand Total 811,579 757,628

Summary
Estimated Estimated
2010 2011
Budget Budget

Total Expenditures 811,579 757,628
Interagency Billings/Revenues $669,007 $674,912
Difference 142,572 82,716
Assumed Cash Budget for City of Madison 142,572 82,716

Minimum match required for federal and state grants 99,407 100,007



Revenues
FHWA
WisDOT Match
MPO Match
Subtotal

FTA 5303
WisDOT Match
MPO Match
Subtotal

FTA 5307
WisDOT Match
MPO Match
Subtotal

STP Urban Planning
MPO Match
Subtotal

STP Urban Rideshare
MPO Match
Subtotal

Other
Dane County
Rideshare Advertising
WisDOT Rideshare License Reimbursement
Capital Area RPC
Other Local Support (Fitchburg, McFarland, Monona)
Madison Parking Utility
Subtotal

Totals

Federal & State
MPO Match
Other

GRAND TOTAL

Check Totals

Total Interagency Revenues

Miscellaneous Calculations

Maintenance Contracts (Software Licenses)
Ridepro
Arcinfo etc
Photocopier
Fax Machine
Total

Year 2010

$286,000
$31,472
$40,028

$357,500

$50,000
$6,250
$6,250

$62,500

$45,000
$5,625

$5,625

$56,250

$122,000
$30,504

$152,504

$68,000
$17,000

$85,000

$12,850
$12,000
$10,100
$10,000
$9,710
$0

$54,660

$614,347
$99,407
$54,660

$768,414

$768,414

$669,007

20300

3300

23600

Year 2011

$286,000
$31,472
$40,028

$357,500

$50,000
$6,250
$6,250

$62,500

$45,000
$5,625

$5,625

$56,250

$122,000
$30,504

$152,504

$70,400
$17,600

$88,000

$12,850
$15,000
$10,605
$10,000
$9,710
$0

$58,165

$616,747
$100,007
$58,165

$774,919

$774,919

$674,912

21210

3300

24510



TPB (MPO) Agenda Cover Sheet Item No. 9
October 6, 2010

Re:
Update on the Dane County Regional Trangt Authority (RTA)

Staff Comments on Item:

At the lagt meeting of the RTA’ sPlan for Trandt Committee, the committee reviewed a revised draft
of aPrinciplesfor Trandt Plan document, which is attached. The committee plansto review and make
a recommendation on the principles at its next meeting on October 5. The next meeting of the RTA
Board is October 27.

Thrive, the economic devel opment enterprise for the Madison region, conducted a regional transit peer
community inventory examining five comparable regions. The purpose of the inventory wasto
compile information to identify best practices and |essons|earned from these regions. Thrive held a
meeting on September 21 to present the results of the inventory. Some summary information from the
report are attached.

Materials Presented on Item:
1. Revised draft principlesfor the regional trandt plan
2. Summary pages from the Thrive regional trandt peer community inventory

Staff Recommendation/Rationale:
For information and discussion only




Principles for Transit Plan (Draft for Discussion Sept 21, 2010)

1. Expand transit to a truly regional service using existing providers and
selected new providers where needed.

Tasks include compiling lists of present providers and funding sources used
by providers. Review present contracts of providers for inter-municipal
services. Discuss issues of inter-service linkages and transfers. Sources likely
to include MPO and providers.

2. Elements of regional service in the future will include express bus
service from many parts of the region for prime commute times and
may include Sun Prairie, Fitchburg, Stoughton, Middleton, Verona,
Cottage Grove, Waunakee, and McFarland.

Tasks include visits with municipal transit commissions or review of survey
instruments used by communities to envision express service. Discuss with
Metro and UW-Madison on most likely routes for service to central
destinations and drop off locations. Consider policies related to new express
service, e.g. a multi-year commitment for service start up to build ridership.
Develop cost estimates for service. Sources will include Metro ridership
survey, communities survey and transit commissions and planners

3. Elements of regional service may include new types of service to be
determined by the RTA like Bus Rapid Transit and Commuter Rail as
analysis of their feasibility continues.

Tasks include reviewing data on impact of inter-city rail service on prior
commuter rail modeling. Consider what a preliminary operating segment
might be. Explore BRT corridor possibilities that will likely require further
planning and cost development. Sources MPO and communities.

4. Elements of regional service may include as communities express
interest in better intra-service connectivity like shared taxi service
used by some communities (at present Stoughton and Sun Prairie) or
local circulators combined with express service.

Task include a survey of community interest in such service and evaluating
models and developing costs.

5. Elements of regional service will include improved elderly and
specialized transit for the RTA area.



Tasks include requesting service and area improvements from those
managing the present system. Review potential service improvements for
priorities and develop cost estimates. Sources Dane County and Metro and
communities.

. Elements of regional service will include park and ride lots to access
express routes and park and ride lots to access other mid-region
locations for transit to reduce core congestion trips yet riders can chain
errands with their overall trip.

Tasks include reviewing data from past DOT studies and discussions with
Metro on how informal lots work at present. Consider locations that may be
most probable and feasible. Develop cost estimates for a series of park and
ride operations. Sources DOT and Metro ridership survey and other
observations.

. Elements of regional service will include a comprehensive fare system
permitting differential rates and easy transfers across providers.

Tasks include gathering data on other systems use of newer technologies and
what systems may be compatible with multiple local providers. Sources MPO
and Metro.

. Expand transit services in the current Madison metro service area, in
order to provide a higher level of service in the core metropolitan area

Tasks include a review of Metro service areas and corridors to determine
where service gaps exist and where higher frequencies could be supported.

. Provide financially secure base for existing transit service and remove
present transit costs from property tax being paid by citizens of
Madison, Middleton, Fitchburg, Shorewood Hills, Town of Madison,
Monona, Sun Prairie, Stoughton and Dane County (within RTA for
elderly and specialized services).

Tasks include data from the MPO on present mix of funding and likely trends.
Consideration of how to establish a baseline local funding that could be
assumed by the RTA. Review how expansions of service will impact present
funding splits and what adjusting factors may be appropriate. Sources likely
to include MPO, Dane County, and providers.



10.Elements of regional service will include commitment to green
technologies with expansion of bus service by hybrid vehicles, low
sulphur options, and other green options as they are developed.

Tasks include gathering data on cost for better technologies and

implementation strategies and preparing options for plan inclusion. Source
Metro and other operators.

11.Elements of regional service will include participation in a multi-mode
transit hub for the region to be developed to accommodate regular
mainline bus connections, express bus connections, and possibly BRT
buses and commuter rail with inter city bus and rail service.

Tasks include monitoring ongoing plans by the state and city for intermodal
station development and weighing options for regional service integration.
Source city and state staff.

12.Elements of regional service will include new transit options for special
events especially those at the Kohl Center and Camp Randall.

Task include reviewing service model used by Middleton for this type of
service and considering what proposals may be most appropriate. Source
Metro and UW Madison.









()
Interview Questions: Regional Transit Peer Community Inventory th rl ve

Questions were adapted to each peer based on their transit system and stage of implementation.

Process

o Describe the process that led to your transit plan/system. What issues prompted you to adopt this plan/system?

What transportation gaps was the plan/system meant to serve?
e  What was the public input process and what were major concerns for the public?
* Briefly describe the timeline of the project - how long from proposal/planning to implementation of the
system/adoption of the plan? .
e  What alternative transit options were considered and did you adopt any formal guidelines or criteria in considering
the alternatives? Was the criteria applied to the final plan/system?

Outcomes

e Financial Feasibility’
o Isthe transit system currently experiencing an annual surplus or deficit?
o How much funding (and what percent) is derived from fares?
‘o Will the system be self-financing in the future?
o How is the project funded - both for construction and operating expenses?
o Compare the current funding'structure to what was projected.
e Employment Impact '
o How many construction jobs were directly generated from the project?
o How many long-term jobs were created - both direct (from operation) and indirect?
o Do you have any data or monitoring system of employment generation?
o How do current employment numbers compare to projected conditions?
e Development Potential

o Describe any development that occurred in and around the transit corridor. Did the project stimulate
development and growth?
o How much property value change (increase or decrease) was due to the transit plan/system?
o How do property value changes compare to what was projected?
¢ Congestion
o How has the transit system impacted traffic conditions (“travel time saved”)? What was projected?

o How has the project impacted travel time and cost for various categories of users (automobile, transit,
commuters, etc.)? ’

e Environment

o Has the project impacted the environment in and around the city (pollution levels, fuel consumption, etc.)?

o  Was an Environmental Impact Study done at some point in the planning process? If so, did the study
represent the final adopted transit plan? ’ '

o How do current environmental conditions compare to projected conditions?
¢ Regional Connectivity
o How do the various modes of transportation and areas throughout the region connect?

o  Whatis the scalability of the system - what did the system look like 10 years ago compared to now?
How did you plan for future growth of the system?

o Doyou have any maps of the transit system that show how it has changed over time?

©OMADISON REGION ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ENTERPRISE



Lessons from the Peer Communities

ColumbusOhio

* Transit agencies should encourage public ownership of a

transit plan prior to adoption. Engage the public to identify
priorities and areas of improvement.

» Work with the regional Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) to understand population, employment, and
congestion growth projections. Create a plan that addresses
these projections.

* MPOs are also a potential funding source. COTA receives
money from the region’s MPO to purchase new buses.

* Relying on federal funds to pay for operating expenses can
delay future capital projects. COTA uses revenues from the
sales tax and fares to pay for operations.

Eugenelregon

* Adopt transit modes and systems that can be supported by
the region’s size and population density.

* Plan bus rapid transit lines on current bus routes that are
experiencing the highest ridership and congestion.

* Don't rely on federal funds to pay for operating expenses.
LTD uses revenues from the payroll tax and fares to pay for
operations. ’

* Be conservative when projecting future tax revenues. LTD has
been forced to cut its operating budget due to a decline in
payroll tax revenues.

* Measuring a corridor’s transit share before and after
implementation helps to illustrate a system’s effect on
congestion in the corridor. In the case of Eugene, the number
of transit users was found to increase from 8% to 12—15%.

* Utilize GIS to track changes in employment and development
in a transit corridor over time.

NashvilleTennessee

» Consider opportunities for collaboration between transit
agencies within the region. Metropolitan Transit Authority
(MTA) staff also manages the Regional Transit Authority
(RTA), although the MTA and RTA remain separate agencies.

* Adopt transit modes and systems that can be supported by
the corridor’s population density.

¢ Plan bus rapid transit lines on current bus routes that are
experiencing the highest ridership and congestion.

thrive -

¢ Failing to provide rail service to downtown destinations in
the evening and on weekends limits ridership numbers.

* Don't rely on federal funds to pay for operating expenses.
Nashville’s RTA is currently relying on stimulus funds to
finance operations, which is unsustainable. Secure dedicated
funding for operations.

¢ Consider a regional fare system to better connect transit
modes and systems.

ColumbiaSouthCarolina

* Involve the public and relevant organizations in the planning
process. Identify main concerns and areas of improvement
that need to be addressed.

¢ Identify multiple alternative funding mechanisms during the

planning process. This can help prevent service cuts in the
future.

¢ Local matching funds are necessary to secure significant
federal grants.

¢ Analyze ridership characteristics to identify possible
route changes. This analysis led CMRTA to provide
more crosstown routes.

AustinTexas

¢ Develop a transportation system plan that integrates multiple
transit modes, rather than only one mode.

 Evaluate alternative transit options during the
planning process.

¢ Complete a detailed financial analysis for all components
of the proposed plan.

* Be conservative when projecting future tax revenues. Capital
Metro has been forced to cut its budget due to a decline in
sales tax revenues.

¢ Plan future bus rapid transit lines on current bus routes that
are experiencing the highest ridership and congestion.

¢ Establish a strategy for providing paratransit services that
are financially feasible.

* Implement a policy for extending service to
surrounding communities.

Growing the region’s economy in ways
that preserve and enhance quality of life

www.thrivehere.org
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