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AGENDA OF THE
ABILENE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
TRANSPORTATION POLICY BOARD

1:30 p.m., Tuesday, October 17, 2023
City Council Chambers, Abilene City Hall
555 Walnut St., Abilene, Texas

Councilman Shane Price, City of Abilene (MPO Chairperson)
Judge Dale Spurgin, Jones County (MPO Vice-Chairperson)
Mr. Glenn Allbritton, TxDOT District Engincer

Judge Phil Crowley, Taylor County

Mayor Weldon Hurt, City of Abilene

1.

Call to Order.

Public comment on any item on the agenda.

Consideration and Take Action on the minutes of the August 15, 2023 meeting. |

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on a|Resolution for the 2023 Transit Assell
Management {TAM) Plan.

Receive a Report, Hold a  Discussion, and Take Action on the|addendum to the Transit Public

Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP).

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on an amendment to the
| FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). |

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) {md
any Potential Projects.

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area.

Discussion and review of transportation projects

(IxDUT otati, Caty staitf, CityLank Stait)

Discussion and review of reports: |
i i LS
-

— Tasks

=~ Training Sessions

— Meetings
o [ Director’s Report |

—  Work Tasks

» MPO Staffing

Year-end Report — Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOP)
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)
Travel Demand Model (TDM)
MPQO Area Boundary Expansion (MAB)

10. | Opportunity for members of the Public to make comments on MPO issues. |
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October 17, 2023 MPO Policy Board Mecting

11. | Opportunity for Board Members, Technical Advisory Committee Members, or MPO Staff to
recommend topics for future discussion or action.

12. |Adjournment.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

The Abilene Mectropolitan Planning Organization Transportation Policy Board reserves the right to
adjourn into executive session at any time during the course of this meeting to discuss any item on
the agenda as authorized by Texas Government Code Sections: 551.071 (Consultation with
Attorney), 551.072 (Dcliberations about real property) 551.073 (Deliberations about gifts and
donations), 551.074 (Personnel matters), and 551.076 (Deliberations about security devices). After
discussion in executive session, any action or vote will be taken in public.

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that the above notice of the meeling was posted on the bulletin boards of
on the day of

.l

2023 at (a.m./p.m.)

NOTICE

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the Abilene MPO will provide reasonable
accommodations for persons attending this meeting. To better serve you, requests should be received
48 hours prior to the meeting. Please contact the Abilene MPO at (325) 437-9999.

Other than members, ex-officio members, and non-voting review/advisory members of the
Transportation Policy Board or Technical Advisory Committee, each person who wishes to address the
Board regarding an item on the agenda shall be limited to a five (5) minute presentation unless such
person requests and receives additional time from the Chairman. The Chairman may exercise
discretion in allowing or not allowing additional time to any speaker. The use of a single spokesperson
to represent a group of people is encouraged. Where there are large numbers of persons who wish to
address the Transportation Policy Board on a single matter, the Chairman may decrease the amount of
time available to each person who wishes to address the Transportation Policy Board.
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1. Call to Order.
Public comment on any item on the agenda.



2. Consideration and Take Action on the minutes of the August 15, 2023 meeting.



MINUTES OF THE ABILENE METROPOLITAN
PLANNING ORGANIZATION TRANSPORTATION POLICY BOARD
August 15, 2023

The Abilene MPO Transportation Policy Board met at 12:00 p.m. Tuesday, August 15, 2023
in the South Branch Library Conference Room, 4310 Buffalo Gap Road, Abilene, Texas.

Policy Board Members Present:

Mr. Glenn Allbritton, P.E., TXDOT Abilene District Engineer

Judge Phil Crowley, Taylor County Judge (In 12:16 pm. Out 2:43 pm)
Mayor Weldon Hurt, City of Abilene (Out 2:42 p.m.)

Councilman Shane Price, City of Abilene (Policy Board Chairman)
Judge Dale Spurgin, Jones County Judge (Policy Board Vice-Chairman)

TAC Voting Members Present:

Mr. Scott Chandler P.E., City of Abilene, City Engineer

Mr. Michael Haithcock P.E., TXDOT, Abilene District, Trans. Planning & Development
Director

Mr. Max Johnson, City of Abilene, Public Works Director

Mr. Paul Norman P.E., TxDOT, Director of Maintenance

Ms. E'Lisa Smetana, Executive Director (TAC Chair)

Mr. Preston "Conrad" Smith, Dyess AFB, Community Planner

Ms. Lauren Stevens, CityLink General Manager

Ms. PJ Sumner, WCTCOG Environmental Program Coordinator.

Mr. Bryce Turentine, P.E., TXDOT, Abilene Area Engineer

Commissioner Randy Williams, Taylor County (TAC Vice Chair) (Out 12:15 pm. In 2:21pm.)
Mr. Doug Williamson, Abilene Chamber of Commerce Director Gov/Mil. Affairs/Comm.
Prtnrshp

TAC Voting Members Absent:

Mr. Don Green, City of Abilene, Transportation Director

Mr. Tim Littlejohn, City of Abilene, Planning & Development Services Director
Mayor Nancy Moore, City of Tye

Non-Voting Members Present:
Mr. Mansour Shiraz, TxDOT, TP&P MPO Coordinator
Mr. Phillip Tindall, TXDOT, TP&P Metropolitan Planning Branch Manager

Staff of Member Agencies in Attendance:

Mr. Seth Bluhm, Dyess AFB Representative, (Designee: Smith)

Mr. Scott Darrow P.E., TXDOT

Mr. Billy Dezern, TXDOT, (Designee: Haithcock)

Ms. Jill D'Entremont, City of Abilene (virtual meeting City Hall)

Mr. Tremain Jackson, City of Abilene

Mr. Tracy Jones P.E., TXDOT

Mr. Cary Karnstadt, TXDOT Transportation Planning & Programming Division
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Mr. Will Ratliff, City of Abilene, (Designee Chandler)

Mr. Michael Rice, City of Abilene, Assistant City Manager

Mr. Mike Roetheli, P.E., TXDOT

Ms. Randee Shields, TXDOT, Director of Transportation Operations
Mr. Stanley Smith City of Abilene, City Attorney

MPO Staff in Attendance:

Ms. Rita Ryan, Abilene MPO Office Assistant Il1

Others in Attendance:

Mr. James Condry, Citizen

Mr. Bob Hazlett, Texas A&M Transportation Institute (TTI)
Ms. Tracy Michel, Garver USA

Mr. Kris Southward, Citizen

Ms. Wendy Travis, Garver USA

1.

Call to Order.

Chairman Price called the meeting to order at 12:10 pm. He announced that public comment
would be accepted on any item on the agenda during the discussion of that item. He advised
if you wished to make a comment to raise your hand and you would be recognized.

Consideration and Take Action on the Policy Board Minutes of the June 20, 2023
meeting. The Chairman asked if there were any additions, deletions or corrections, there were
not, so he asked for a motion.

Mr. Allbritton made a motion to approve the June 20, 2023 meeting minutes as presented,
with a second by Judge Spurgin. Motion carried (4-0).

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Any Action on the Ports to Plains (P2P)
Implementation Strategy and Plan.
Ms. Smetana introduced Mr. Karnstadt; he gave a history of the Ports to Plains, and then

proceeded to give a step-by-step update of the project progression. He noted TxDOT and the
Garver Consulting Team are developing a strategy to enable the network of highways in Texas
to be upgraded to Interstate standards. He discussed the planned approach. Mr. Karnstadt
spoke on project selection stating the annual project scoring system evaluates all projects prior
to developing the Unified Transportation Program (UTP) each year; each project competes
for funding during the annual project selection process in the UTP. Mr. Karnstadt ended his
presentation and asked if there were any questions.

Chairman Price thanked Mr. Karnstadt and asked for clarification that it is not within the MPO
Boundary but is within the TXDOT Abilene District. Mr. Karnstadt concurred. Judge Spurgin
asked if there was a study for roads within our area that will be traveled for example I 20 and
US 277 or if there was any information on the projected travel demands or volume due to the
Ports to Plains Highway for our area. Mr. Karnstadt assured him that there would be
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information available when they complete the implementation efforts and it would be
included in the report. No further questions asked, no action taken.

4. Discussion and review of transportation projects.
(By TXDOT Staff, City Staff, CityLink Staff)

TxDOT — Mr. Turentine presented the TXDOT Current Construction: #1) Business 120-R -
Safety Improvement project (illumination) from Leggett Drive to Ross Avenue completed
and approved except the illumination by the Szechuan Restaurant that was struck, we are
standing it back up then the project will be complete. #4) IH-20 - Overlay from West of Old
Anson Road to Callahan County Line, #5) IH-20 - Overlay from .75 mile east of Hayter Road
to West of Old Anson Road. #6) IH-20 - Overlay from Near Wells Lane to .075 miles East of
Hayter Road. #7) ES 7" Street - Bridge replacement at Cedar Creek has let, construction
beginning in the middle of September. Sites #8, #9 and #10 are Median Barrier and have let:
8) concrete barrier SL 322 from N 10" Street to Lytle Creek, 9) cable barrier US 83 from Bus
83 Interchange to 1300’ North of Ambler Avenue and 10) cable barrier US 83 FM 707 to .02
mi. north of FM 3034.

Mr. Turentine discussed the 2023-2027 Planned Projects: #1) FM 1082 - Construct new road
west of Cheyenne Creek Road to East of Dam. #2) US 83 - Construct bridge .67 miles north
of FM 3034 to .28 miles south of FM 3034 #3) FM 3034 - Widen road and add shoulders
from US 83 to near PR 343. #4) FM 3034 - Rehabilitate existing roadway from Brick Road
to FM 600. #11) 1-20 - Widen road and add shoulders from Judge Ely Blvd. to SH 351. He
then discussed the Preventive Maintenance Projects: #5) 1-20 from Nolan County Line to Near
Wells Lane (WB) and #6) 1-20 from Nolan County Line to Near Wells Lane (EB). #7) SH 36
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements from BU 83D to FM 1750. #8) FM 18 - Overlay from
SH 36 (east of the airport) to the Callahan County Line. #9) FM 2833 - (near the lake) Overlay
from Jones County to SH 351. #10) FM 1082 - Widen road and add shoulders from CR 361
to FM 600. #11) IH-20 - Widen road, add lanes and shoulders from Judge Ely Blvd. to SH
351. #12) FM 1082 - Overlay from FM 2833 to FM 3522. #13) SH 351 - Overlay from
Abilene City Limits to Callahan County Line. #14) FM 1235 - Widen road and add shoulders
from CR 306 to US 277. #15) IH-20 - Overlay from South Frontage Road to near North Willis
neat Catclaw Creek. Projects #16 and #17 are Concrete Median Barrier: #16) US 83 from
1300 feet N of Ambler Avenue to N 10" Street and #17) SL 322 from Lytle Creek to US 83.
#18) FM 1750 - Intersection improvement with Turn Lanes from Industrial Blvd. to 1200’
South of Colony Hill Road. #19) US 277 - Rehabilitate existing Roadway from South end of
BNSF Bridge to 3.7 miles SW of FM 1235. Projects #20 and #21 are US 277 Resurface
Roadway projects: #20) from US 83 to FM 3438 and #21) from FM 3438 to South end of
BNSF Bridge. #22) FM 3438 Install illumination from IH-20 North of Frontage Road to
Near 5 Points Parkway. #23) FM 89 - Widen Road, Add Lanes and Shoulders from 1.219
miles South of EIm Creek to EIm Creek. #24) FM 36 -Widen Road and add Lanes from CR
123 to Callahan County.

City of Abilene — Mr. Chandler began his presentation by stating in the packet is a table with
a listing of Projects under construction and Projects currently in Design. He explain he may
move around a bit as some projects are connected to other projects.
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Mr. Chandler began with Projects Currently Under Construction: 1) Honey Bee Road Re-
alignment - currently the project is on hold as the Water Department and utilities are moved
in roadway. 2) Maple Street (Carriage Hills Parkway to SL 322) is currently having storm
drains installed with the focus around the school so they may reopen areas previously closed
to assist in handling school traffic. Projects #3 and #9 have both been completed: 3) North
6th Street & Cypress Street Improvements Project and 9) North 5 Street two-way conversion.
He shared that the City has looked at every intersection along that corridor resulting in some
signals removed while leaving controlled signal lights at both Pine Street and Grape Street.
4) Five Points Roadway Improvements (Fulwiler Road and Marigold Street) there have been
many closures around the business park and they are striving to keep traffic flowing as the
new concrete roadway is constructed from Arnold Blvd. to Fulwiler Road. 5) EN 10" Street
Improvements (Judge Ely Blvd. to SL 322) similar to the Maple Street Project as Taylor
Elementary School is located within that corridor. Pavement has been completed to the East
property line of the school (easing school traffic) as work continues to SL 322. Projects listed
Under Construction: 6) Work Zone S9C, 7) Work Zone N2A & N2B and 8) Work Zone S11B
(nearing completion) and Projects in Design: 1) Work Zone S5 and 2) Work Zone S13 are
also neighborhood-paving projects. Mr. Chandler spoke of the Street Advisory
recommendations for some concrete intersections due to water and drainage or high traffic
usage: Under Construction 10) Pine Street @ North 10th Street Intersection (concrete poured,
leaving signal improvements).

The In-Design Projects: 4) South Willis Street @ South 7th Street Intersection 8) North 18th
Street @ Kirkwood Street Intersection and 6) North 14th Street @ Westwood Drive
Intersection are currently being designed. 11) South 27" Street Improvements (South
Danville Drive to Barrow Street) has been contracted and will begin construction in
September 2023. 8) South 27th Street Signal Improvements (Treadaway Blvd. to Catclaw
Drive) - they will be improving some signals lights, adding flashing yellow arrows and
retiming the signals from Treadaway Blvd. to Catclaw Drive to assist in traffic flow along the
corridor.  Mr. Chandler noted Design Project 7) S 14th St Walkability Project
(Sidewalks/Pedestrian Bridges) will be moving to Under Construction and bid at the end of
this month.

CityLink — Ms. Stevens relayed news that the two new 30-foot buses are now in Irving to
have the camera system installed with delivery to us hopefully by the beginning of October.
She provided an update on the two Maintenance Projects: 1) The Ceiling Fan Project has been
completed. 2) The Exhaust Fan Project is still in the procurement stage, they will begin that
at the start of the next fiscal year. Ms. Steven stated the concrete transfer lanes repairs have
been completed.

Chairman Price asked if once delivered the buses will be ready to go into service or is
something else required first? Ms. Stevens replied that once arrived the buses will require an
initial inspection, paperwork for titles to be submitted and returned along with a State
Inspection. Chairman Price inquired if the buses have the radios and marking already
completed. Ms. Stevens said the radio shop is the last thing done here in Abilene but the buses
will have the camera system, the voice announcement system and the DPS Tracking System
when they arrive.
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5. Discussion and review of reports:
Ms. Smetana discussed the following reports and noted that the full detail is provided in the
packets:

Financial Status — Ms. Smetana stated the packet contains financial information for Fiscal
Year 2023 noting the May and June Billing are included. Ms. Smetana advised that the total
authorization $279,478.53 with expenditures of $162,862.32, and a remaining balance of
$116,616.21. Chairman Price stated you are almost at the end of the fiscal year and it is
somewhat similar to last fiscal year. Ms. Smetana agreed and stated we have still not received
our carryover funds, noting the authorized balance will increase once those are distributed.
No further questions were asked.

Operation Report — Ms. Smetana noted the entire report is included in the packet. She noted
the report breakdown: Maps, Travel Demand Model, Reports, Collaboration, Projects, MPO
Boundary Expansion (which she will expound upon during the workshop), Carbon Reduction
Program, Project Selection Committee, and General MPO workflow. No questions asked.

Director’s Report — No report at this time.

6. Opportunity for members of the Public to make comments on MPO issues.

Mr. Kris Southward introduced himself and noted his home backs up to SL 322 and south of
the Expo Center. He said as a longtime resident, he has seen the tremendous increase in traffic
on SL 322 and the access road. He is concerned with the number of commuters on the access
road traveling south to get to SL 322. Mr. Southward share his thoughts and ideas on how to
alleviate some of the congestion in a safe manner. He referred to the Kimley-Horn Report
which he said contained some good ideas and some not. Mr. Southward suggested we make
the SL 322 Frontage Road from Hwy 36 to Expo Drive one-way going south. Construct a
turn-around from the East SL 322 to the West side SL 322 Frontage Road and create an
entrance onto SL 322 at or prior to Expo Drive. He would like us to keep the West side SL
322 Frontage Road two-way from Expo Drive southward to Oldham Road.

Judge Crowley if the Policy Board was able to look at the suggestion Mr. Southward
proposed. Ms. Smetana said definitely and she suggested that we could look at it during the
workshop as we discuss projects.

7. Opportunity for Board Members, Technical Advisory Committee Members, or MPO
Staff to recommend topics for future discussion or action.
Ms. Smetana recommends looking at the MPO By-Laws as TXDOT has split one of their
departments that may require the By-Laws to be amended.

8.  Workshop of the Transportation Policy Board and Technical Advisory Committee
e Introductions and Workshop Overview — E’Lisa Smetana

Ms. Smetana shared that we try to have these combined workshops with the Policy Board
and the Technical Advisory Committee to have an opportunity to focus on the vision
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statements; goals, objectives, and strategies; planning and programming; projects selection
processes; MPQO processes; project management; future planning -  Metropolitan
Transportation Plan; FHWA process; and current/future projects.

Ms. Smetana noted this workshop is to discuss MPO 101, TxDOT Project Management,
Funding, and Consultant Management, MPO Boundary Expansion and Current/Future
Projects. Projects will be the main item we will address. She said that it is a planning
session so please share your thoughts, suggestions, and ideas.

MPO Overview - Phillip Tindall (TxDOT) and Bob Hazlett (Texas A & M
Transportation Institute)

Mr. Phillip Tindall, TP&P, Metropolitan Planning and Program Division Branch Manager
of TXDOT introduced himself. Noting he works with all the MPO Coordinators who work
with all the MPOs around the State and beginning October 1, 2023 he will be the Abilene
MPO Coordinator. Mr. Tindall introduced Mr. Hazlett of the Texas A & M Transportation
Institute.

Mr. Hazlett gave an overview of MPO Planning including: what it is, the evolution of it,
legislative authorizations, Federal and State Authority, who makes up the Board, what are
the responsibilities, what is the Technical Advisory Committee, and what does the MPO
staff do. He addressed the differences between Transportation Management Areas and
MPOs, planning issues to consider, performance based planning, the reports required
(Unified Planning Work Program, Metropolitan Transportation Plan) and their correlation
with the Unified Transportation Program. He went on to discuss funding challenges,
public participation, and multimodal planning. At the conclusion of his presentation, no
questions were asked.

TxDOT Project Management, Funding, and Consultant Management — Michael
Haithcock, Billy Dezern, and Julie Rogers

Mr. Haithcock provided an overview of MPO Projects and noted no two MPO projects
are ever the same. He shared that a listing of projects and programs that are planned for
construction may be found on the TxDOT Unified Transportation Program (UTP) noting
it is an important planning and transportation tool. Mr. Haithcock discussed TXxDOT
Project Management in detail. Mr. Haithcock ended his presentation and turned the floor
over to Mr. Dezern. Mr. Dezern discussed the complexity of Transportation Funding, the
funding sources for the UTP, the percentages, and category funding.

Mr. Chandler asked about TxDOT needing smaller projects to start implementing. Mr.
Haithcock addressed the question saying TxDOT is currently doing project acceleration
and approximately $30 million is available to fund the acceleration in Category 1, and we
need to accelerate some Category 2 MPO Projects especially smaller projects. He
suggested the biggest assistance would be to get the Project Selection Committee together,
have Public Meetings and examine the 10 Year Plan as we did 3 or 4 years ago with some
current MPO Funded Projects. TxDOT requires a really good list of Category 2 Projects,
Mr. Haithcock would then be able to hire consultants, and start the process, thus allowing
us to take advantage of a surge in funding. Judge Spurgin asked Mr. Haithcock if there
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was a dollar amount that defines what a small project was. Mr. Haithcock stated it had to
do more with moving utilities or right of way needs. Judge Spurgin asked for clarification
if those items (obstacles) were not involved it would meet and could proceed. Mr.
Allbritton advised that smaller projects are generally held between the $3-to-$5 million
price range. No further questions were asked. Mr. Dezern stated TxDOTs Contract
Specialist was unable to attend today’s meeting. He offered to try and answer any
questions concerning Consulting Management. No questions were forthcoming.

e MPO Boundary Expansion

Ms. Smetana noted that included in the packet is the current MPO Boundary Map based
on the 2010 Census. She noted the current makeup of the TAC subcommittee on
Boundary Expansion. She stated that we have had a few meetings working with the Texas
A&M Transportation Institute. We are currently working with TXDOT on a contract that
would allow AECOM to assist the MPO with our boundary expansion study. Ms. Smetana
referred to the map identifying areas that are under consideration for MPO Boundary
inclusion. The Travel Demand Model currently reflects significant growth to the south
suggesting we extend the MPO Boundary to include the Buffalo Gap area. In addition, the
area to the north might include some of Jones County area due to residential growth; and
Callahan County plus the small piece of Jones County located just above Callahan County,
due to the expansion occurring there and the documented traffic flow increase. Ms.
Smetana noted if we do include Callahan County then we would add representation from
Callahan County to the Policy and/or to the Technical Advisory Committee. She noted all
of the proposed MPO Boundary Expansion areas are still in the preliminary stages. Ms.
Smetana asked Mr. Tindall if he would like to speak or comment on this. Mr. Tindall
stated TxXDOT has AECOM under contract and they are giving them assistance to
participate in the boundary expansion process, particularly with the GIS (Geographic
Information System). Ms. Smetana thanked Mr. Tindall and told him the Abilene MPO
was grateful for the assistance. She then ended her presentation and offered to answer any
questions. Mr. Bluhm asked how far into Callahan County - are we considering is it all
the way into Clyde. Ms. Smetana replied it has not yet been determined as we are looking
at the entire area to determine where the traffic flows are originating. She shared that we
are not currently modeling that area which makes it difficult to access but with AECOM
assistance, a clearer determination should be forthcoming. She noted this is a twenty-five
year expansion and we are looking at projected growth and its origination. Chairman
Price asked if there was a time line for this to be brought before the Policy Board. Ms.
Smetana shared her hope that we have it completed prior to the MTP due date of December
2024. She noted the expansion would require presentation to not only the Policy Board
but approval by the governor. No further questions asked.

e Discussion of Current and Future TXDOT and MPO Projects, and Related Projects.
Ms. Smetana stated this will be an open discussion and an opportunity to discuss projects,
current status and future projects. She pointed out that we do have a Project Nomination
Form that is available at every meeting and on the MPO website. Ms. Smetana referred
to the four documents the MPO uses frequently — the Unified Planning Work Program,
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the Transportation Improvement Program, the 10-Year Plan, and the Metropolitan
Transportation Plan. Ms. Smetana noted all of the MPO Highway and Transit Projects
are listed in the packet. Ms. Smetana opened the discussion to the Policy Board and TAC.

Mr. Norman discussed the new Carbon Reduction Program and the project selection for
this program that meets the criteria and allotted time requirements. He spoke on the
suggested ITS (Intelligent Transportation Systems) a traffic system that includes a closed
caption camera systems on 50 foot poles used to monitor traffic for emergency and
weather situations, plus DMS (Dynamic Message System. He shared that TXDOT is
currently placing some of these items within and outside the MPO Boundary in a Phase 1
Project. Mr. Norman stated using a portion of the Carbon Reduction Plan for ITS would
allow placement within the MPO area in addition to the current TXDOT project
installations. Chairman Price asked if the camera system would be provided to the county
sheriff and the local police departments. Mr. Norman replied yes. Chairman Price
requested clarification that the system could be used in the case of an accident to enable
quicker dispatch of first responders. Mr. Norman concurred and stated that is the top
reason for the system. Mr. Norman explained that ITS is eligible for the Carbon Reduction
Program because the monitored cameras will provide early detection/warning of incidents
which enables a quicker response from first responders. First responders will then be able
to provide assistance to the commuter allowing them to divert and clear the roadway for
traffic flow to resume. The Message Boards will notify travelers of a delay allowing them
to re-route until traffic flow is returned to normal. Mr. Norman also relayed that the ITS
system will meet the timeline requirements and can be developed quickly.

Ms. Smetana explained that during the last TAC Meeting the projects discussed for the
Carbon Reduction Program were: ITS, Electric Buses and Sidewalks. She noted the city
was looking at some sidewalks but the issue is the first years funding combines the first 3
years of funding (2022, 2023 and 2024) and the 2022 funding must be obligated within 4
years or it will be lost. Ms. Smetana said we wanted to get an idea out of those three
options (Green Electric Buses, Sidewalks or ITS) which one of those could we move
forward, go before the TAC and get a decision on and then present to the Policy Board.
Ms. Smetana stated if we decide to select ITS then TXxDOT really requires a decision by
October. She stated that in discussion with Mr. Green about the Electric Buses that they
are not quite there yet. Ms. Smetana said the Carbon Reduction Program is a 10-year
funding program. We may be able to fund the electric buses and the sidewalks in later
years and move forward with ITS using with the first allocation. Mr. Norman stated one
of the main issues with the electric buses is they do not have the infrastructure to charge
the buses. He noted if we purchased the buses now they would not have the resources.
He noted there is some potential in later years to do the buses or part of the infrastructure
but he does not believe there is enough time for the planning in the time line of the first
funding. Mr. Allbritton said essentially we have a year (next August) to obligate correct?
He noted that any project even the ITS will be tough to meet that timeline as TXDOT has
not even begun planning or working on that. Discussion was had on the three options and
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the timeline needed to meet the first year’s funding cycle. Mr. Allbritton stated that if
TxDOT could get a good idea of direction from this meeting then they will be able to
begin moving forward on the ITS if that is the direction selected. Chairman Price stated
that what he is hearing is we have the ITS, the Green Buses or the Sidewalks and it seems
that the ITS is the one project we could do with the highest likelihood of completing on
time so we do not lose our funding. Chairman Price said it sound like a straightforward
decision.

Further discussion was held on sidewalks with Mr. Bluhm and Mr. Smith both
commenting that sidewalks were important to Dyess. Mr. Norman stated that sidewalks
could be looked at with the future years funding in this category. Chairman Price stated
he believes ITS is the most realistic project. Ms. Smetana asked Mr. Norman if that gives
TxDOT enough to begin moving forward with the project. Mr. Norman said it does.

Chairman Price asked if there was anything further to discuss on the Carbon Reduction
Program. None were presented. Chairman Price reminded everyone that they do have
other projects to discuss. Chairman Price referred to Mr. Southwards’ earlier suggestion
about SL 322 by the Expo Center. He asked for a discussion on looking at the exit before
the overpass and making the road a two way from Expo Drive (south) and a one way from
SH 36 to Expo Drive. Mr. Haithcock stated this should be made an official MPO Project,
which would allow TxDOT to hire consultants to look at the environmental schematics.
Ms. Smetana said she has taken down some notes and that we need to get the Project
Selection Committee together again and discuss this.

Mr. Allbritton mentioned FM 89 and left turns down by Buffalo Gap. Ms. Smetana asked
for clarification that this is the project leading to Buffalo Gap with the dedicated turn
lanes. Ms. Smetana noted this goes past the current MPO Boundary and Chairman Price
suggested we could take it to the boundary.

Mr. Chandler requested the Maple Street Bridge over SL 322 be looked at because it is
the only thing stopping the continuous bicycle path from Colonial Hills to East South 11™
Street. Mr. Haithcock noted that the bridge needs to be lifted.

Chairman Price shared a smaller project to be considered is when we finish the Maple
Street sidewalk at South 11™ Street and we have the Cedar Creek Walkway to South 111
Street we need a way to cross the creek so people can continue on that path. Mr. Chandler
said at the intersection of Maple Street and East South 11™ Street they have taken a count
to see if it requires a signalization. He noted in the absence of a signal we will still require
something there to allow a safe crossing, possibly a pedestrian signal of sorts.

Mr. Haithcock noted another project discussed was a sidewalk on Ambler Avenue to
Treadaway Blvd. all the way to the Walmart. Ms. Smetana noted the City has a current
grant application in for Old Anson Road so continuing that to connect would be a good
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10.

thing. It crosses Ambler Avenue with a signal. Mr. Chandler said there would be some
challenges due to the width, right-a-way and utilities.

Mr. Allbritton mentioned the six lanes along Winters Freeway stating it is a long term
project but he believes it should be on our list. He also thinks six lanes on the east of
Winter Freeway should also be continued. Mr. Allbritton said all of the other 1-20 projects
will be funded by Cat 4 but he thinks they should still be on our list. He noted all four of
those projects are from Winters Freeway east, so eventually we should try to get to the
west side too.

Ms. Smetana said during the Mesquite fire, there really was limited options to connect out
of the area on US 277. We need to look at more connections. She additionally noted if a
car accident occurred on the roadway it shuts down the whole road. The same for an
accident on 89 shutting down the road. A Message board noting there was an accident up
ahead would have prevented half of the people traveling the road from having to turn
around and go back as they could have exited the road sooner on some of the county roads.

Chairman Price asked if there were any further projects to discuss. None were presented.
Ms. Smetana stated they would bring all of the suggestions from today to the Project
Selection Committee and TAC and then present them to the Policy Board.

e Workshop Wrap-up.
No further discussion was presented for the workshop.

The Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization Transportation Policy Board reserves
the right to adjourn into executive session at any time during the course of this meeting
to discuss any item on the agenda as authorized by Texas Government Code Sections:
551.071 (Consultation with Attorney), 551.072 (Deliberations about real property)
551.073 (Deliberations about gifts and donations), 551.074 (Personnel matters), and
551.076 (Deliberations about security devices). After discussion in executive session, any
action or vote will be taken in public.

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Evaluation of the Executive
Director.

Chairman Price announced that the Board would now adjourn into executive session which is
authorized by the Texas Government Code Sections 551.074 (Personnel matters). The Policy
Board adjourned into Executive Session at 2:50 p.m. The Policy Board returned to the regular
meeting at 3:05 p.m. Chairman Price stated that they discussed the evaluation of E’Lisa
Smetana the Executive Director and are happy with her performance. He stated that the Board
is approving a pay increase that will be on file at the office.

Adjournment.
With no further business, Chairman Price adjourned the meeting at 3:06 p.m.
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Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on a Resolution for the 2023
Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan.

Background
Transit Asset Management (TAM) is a business model that prioritizes funding based on the

condition of transit assets, in order to achieve or maintain transit networks in a state of good
repair. In July 2016, FTA issued the Final Rule requiring transit agencies to maintain—and
document—minimum TAM standards. The new standards will help transit agencies keep their
systems operating smoothly and efficiently. Transit providers are required to set performance
targets for the state of good repair of their rolling stock, facilities and equipment. The Planning
Rule requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations to establish transit targets not later than 180
days after a State DOT or provider of public transportation establishes targets. Performance
targets and similar matters are one aspect of the coordinated and cooperative planning
processes established in relevant inter-agency agreements, MOU’s and/or related processes.

On June 20, 2017, the Policy Board adopted transit targets as part of the TAM plan established
by CityLink. On June 18, 2019, the Policy Board adopted an updated version of the CityLink
Transit Asset Management Plan. On December 15, 2020, the Policy Board acknowledged
with a resolution an updated version of the plan dated September 29, 2020 that covers 2021
thru 2025 targets.

Current Situation
CityLink has prepared an update to the TAM Plan as of August 9, 2023. The MPO has
prepared a resolution of support for this plan.

Recommendation from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
The TAC at their September 26, 2023 meeting recommended approval to the Policy Board on

the Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan as presented.

Action Requested
1. Approval of the resolution for the Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan.




ABILENE

Metropolitan Flanning Organization

R-2023-04

A RESOLUTION OF THE ABILENE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
ADOPTING A TRANSIT ASSET MANAGEMENT (TAM) PLAN WITH ASSOCIATED
TARGETS FOR STATES OF GOOD REPAIR ASSOCIATED WITH TRANSIT ASSETS.

WHEREAS, The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP21) and subsequent Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation {FAST) Act require the implementation of performance-driven and
outcome-based programming that provides a greater level of transparency and accountability; and,

WHEREAS, The City of Abilene’s Citylink transit system has adopted targets for a state of good repair
of various assets including rolling stock, equipment and facilities; and,

WHEREAS, The Abilene MPO desires to ensure transit planning, programming and target setting is
performed in a coordinated and compatible manner with local transit providers.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THAT THE ABILENE METROPOLITAN
PLANNING ORGANIZATION OF ABILENE, TEXAS, hereby supports and adopts the Transit
Asset Management Plan with associated targets for a State of Good Repair as indicated in Attachment
A, attached hereto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THAT THE MPO POLICY BOARD will plan and program, as
appropriate, projects compatible with the achievement of said targets.

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED ON THIS day of , 2023

ABILENE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

By:
Councilman Shane Price, MPO Chair
Attest: Approved:
E’Lisa Smetana Kelley Messer,
MPO Executive Director First Assistant City Attorney, City of Abilene
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Metropolitan Planning Organization

R-2023-04
ATTACHMENT A

INSERT ABILENE TRANSIT ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN
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TAM Plan

TAM Plan Name: CityLink Transit
TAM Plan Type: Tier It
Agency Name: City of Abilene
Account Executive Name: Lauren Stevens
Last Modified Date: 08/09/2023

Introduction

Brief Overview

Citylink is small urban transit agency. Citylink provides eight weekday and six Saturday fixed-route routes, which are distributed gecgraphically across the
city. In addition Citylink provides door-to-door para-transit service and avening curb-to-curb service.

Performanca Targets & Measures

Agency | Asset G 2023 | 2024 | 2025 | 2026 2027 2028
‘Name | Category | Target | Target | Target | Target | Target | Target
City of Other Rubber Tire
Abilene Equipment Vehicles 100% |0% 0% 0% 0%
City of Non Revenue/Service
Abilene Equipment Automobile 0% 0% 25% 0% 0%
Cityol | ciites |PassengerFacilities 0% o low  |ow  |o%
Abilene
ggﬁ e?:e Facilities Malntenance 50% 0% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue
Abllena | Vehicles BU - Bus 11% 1% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue
Abilene | Vehicles BU - Bus 20% 5% 0% 5% 5%
City of Revenue
Abilene | Vehicles BU - Bus 20% 5% 0% 0% 0%

TAM and State of Good Repair {SGR) Policy
The TAM plan will be used for our Capital Improvement Plan (CIP)

Continuous Impravement
Citylink Transit TAM would cover the fiscal years from 2023-2028, five year plan.

TAM Vision

Our goal here is to establish a baseline to develop a Capitol Improvement Plan (CIP) that is compliant with FTA guidelines. Contfinue to maintain the fleet
and improve the structurat efficiency of the facility,

TAM Roles and Responsibilitles
Department / Individual | Role {Title andlor Dascription)
Kurt Hurick Maintenance Manager

'Bub-Reciplent
City of Abilene

Capital Asset Inventory

Assat Inventory Summa

S e = N -SrerDET TRy — — - - —
Asset Categoy/Class | wimber | Age | Mikage | - Costvaiwe. | - Costnaiua
Revenue Vehicles 46 103 |174.,513 | $218,993.91 $10,073,720,00

BU - Bus 14 13.4 |297,588 |$475,000.00 $6,650,000,00

CU - Cutaway Bus 32 9.0 116,355 |$106,991.25 $3,423,720.00
Equipmant 4 48 |N/A $15,946.50 $63,786.00

fon Revenue/Service 13 20 |na  [$9.595.33 $28,785.00

omner Rubber ire 1 130 |wa $35,000.00 $35,000.00
Faclilitles 2 41.0 |[N/A $0.00 $0.00

Maintenance 1 41.0 |N/A $0.00 $0.00

Passenger Facilities 1 41.0 |N/A $0.00 $0.00

Condition Assessment




Assat Condition Summary

Number
% of of
! {Track | Facllitles
Avg Total % Ator
Assat Total |Avg| Avg 2 s | S oiene ) Milas |1 less:
- ' = = Replaczement| Replacement |Exceeds |
Category/Class | Number | Age | Milsage CostiValue CostValue uLs In _thana
Slow | on
Zone | TERM
__scale
Revenus
Vehicles 46 10.3]171,513 | $218,993.91 | $10,073,720.00 | 63% NIA | NIA
BU - Bus 14 13.4| 297,588 | $475,000.00 | $6,650,000.00 |57% N/A | N/A
g};’s' Cutaway |55 9.0 |116355[$106,991.25 |$342372000 |66%  |N/A |N/A
Equlpment 4 4.8 |N/A $15,946.50 |%$63,786.00 0% N/A | NIA
Non
Revenue/Service | 3 2.0 |N/A $9,595.33 $28,786.00 0% N/A | N/A
Auiomobile
Other Rubber
Tire Vehicles 1 13.0 | N/A $35,000.00 | $35,000.00 0% N/A | N/A
Facllities 2 41.0 | N/IA $0.00 $0.00 NIA N/A |1
Maintenance 1 41.0 | N/A $0.00 $0.00 NiA NA |1
Passenger
Facilities 1 41.0 | N/A $0.00 $0.00 NFA NiA O
Decision Support
Dacislon Support Tools
The following tools are used in making investment decisions:
Process/Tool ______ Brief Dascription - :
Need of new Time is spent researching new assets that are available to the fransit agency to
assets. improve.
Maintenance Strategy
Asset | Asset Malntanance Avg Duratlon 'Updated
Category | Class Activity | e9UeRSY | i) Cost | bate
Revenue
Vehicles BU-Bus |[PMA Monthly 3 $500.00
Unplanned Maintenance Approach
Citylink ensures that the budget allows for unforeseen maintenance needs in the budget.
Overhaul Strategy
Asset Catagory | Asset Class | Overhaul Strategy |Updated Date
Revenue Vehicles | BU - Bus No plan at this time...
Disposal Strategy
Asset | Assat | EA Updated
Category | Class | 7 -Dlsp@al Strategy : Date
Revenue BU - At the end of thera useful life benchmark {120% of there useful life) they
Vehicles Bus are retired through city auction.

Acquisition and Renewal Strategy
Asset Category | Asset Class | Acquisition and Renewal Strategy | Updated Date

Revenue Vehicles | BU - Bus See attached capital replacement plan.

Risk Management

i Risk L " 'Mitigation'Strategy
Litile to no increase in State and Federal funding. | Apply for additional grants.

Investment Prioritization
Investments are prioritized by what makes the biggest impacts on service and cost the least amount of money.

Proposad Investments



ST | B Broject Asset: A TR iy " Updated
Project Name | Year Category AssnF Class Cost . _Priol.-}ty  Date
Multimodal Facility |2027 Facilities Maintenance $15,000,000.00 | High
Revenue "
Diesel Bus 2026 Vehicles BU - Bus $1,000,000.00 |High
" Parking A
Cement Alley Way |2025 Facilities Structures $150,000.00 High
- Parking .
Covered Parking 2025 Facilities Structures $300,000.00 Medium
DowntownBus ~ |2024  |Revenue BU - Bus $500,000.00 |High
Vehicles
. Revenue "
Diesel Bus 2024 Vehicles BU - Bus $1,000,000.00 |High
Development of the - Parking
South Lot 2024 GEEl Structures $500,000.00 High
Resurface Back - Parking "
Parking Lot 2023 Facilities Structures $180,000.00 Medium
Building - Passenger "
Renavation 2023 Facilities Facilities $500,000.00 Medium
Signature

I, Lauren Stevens , hereby cerlify on 01/18/2023 that the information provided in this TAM Plan is accurale, correct and complete.
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4. Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the addendum to the Transit Public
Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP).



Abilene MPO Policy Board Meeting
October 17, 2023
Supplemental Agenda Information

4. Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the addendum to the Transit
Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP).

Background

On July 19, 2018, FTA published the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)
Final Rule, which requires certain operators of public transportation systems that receive
federal funds under FTA's Urbanized Area Formula Grants to develop safety plans that include
the processes and procedures to implement Safety Management Systems (SMS).

The PTASP rule became effective on July 19, 2019. FTA published a Notice of Enforcement
Discretion on April 22, 2020 effectively extending the PTASP compliance deadline from July
20, 2020 to December 31, 2020. The plan must include safety performance targets. Transit
operators also must certify they have a safety plan in place meeting the requirements of the rule
by December 31, 2020. The plan must be updated and certified by the transit agency annually.

The MPO is responsible for integrating performance measures from PTASP into their planning
processes: 23 CFR § 450.306(d)(4) states that “an MPO shall integrate in the metropolitan
transportation planning process, directly or by reference, the goals, objectives, performance
measures, and targets described in other State transportation plans and transportation
processes, as well as any plans developed under 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53 by providers of public
transportation, required as part of a performance-based program.” City Link adopted the
current PTASP on June 25, 2020. The Policy Board acknowledged the PTASP at their June
15,2021 meeting.

Current Situation
As part of the process, CityLink has to have PTASP Safety Committee meetings. This
addendum to the PTASP is the meeting held in December 2022 by the committee.

Recommendation from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
The TAC at their September 26, 2023 meeting recommended acknowledgement to the Policy
Board on the Transit Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) as presented.

Action Requested

1. Acknowledgement of the addendum to the Transit Public Transportation Agency Safety
Plan (PTASP).
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CITYLINK SAFETY COMMITTEE

{EST. DECEMBER 2022)

FRONT-LINE EMPLOYEE REPRESENTATIVES

FIXED ROUTE: Louis Hilliard

Alternate: Justo Castro
PARATRANSIT: Myron Leesman
Alternate: Louis Cole
MAINT: Johnathan Arnot
SAFETY: Yvonna Garcia
DISPATCH: Greg Bagwell
ADMIN: Lauren Stevens
Michelle Hurick
Rodney Potts
Bobby Sharpe
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GOAL: To implement a Safety Management System that 1) Improves Driver Safety, 2)

Improves Mechanical Shop Safety, 3) Empowers Employees, and 4) Improves Customer Safety
and Service

Strategies: Prioritize an accurate risk picture; Emphasize benefits for safety; identify safety
hazards in the operating environment; Revise policies and procedures that aren't working as
intended; Review/analyze safety conditions and why safety events occurred.

Value: The greater the level of trust, the more likely our agency will [earn about the safety
conditions that our employees experience.

The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law implemented many requirements for an agency Safety
Committee that pertain to a recipient receiving assistance under section 5307 that is serving an
urbanized area with a population of 200,000 or more. Even though CityLink serves the Abilene
urbanized area with a population of less than 200,000, Management will implement many of
these measures as a ‘best practice’. (The applicable portion of the Bipartisan Infrastructure
Law are included at the end of this document as reference.)

The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law specifically requires each recipient serving an urbanized area
with a population of fewer than 200,000, that the agency safety plan be developed in
cooperation with frontline employee representatives. CityLink developed its Public
Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) in advance of these new requirements and obtained
approval of this PTASP from the City of Abilene City Council on June 25, 2020 and approved by
TXDOT on July 15, 2020.

As of December 2022, CityLink is reviewing the PTASP with its Safety Committee. The Safety
Committee is comprised of front line employee representatives from each of the CityLink
departments; Fixed Route, Paratransit, Maintenance, Safety, Dispatch and Administration.
Alternate members of the Operational departments may be included as necessary.

CityLink has established a Safety Committee that meets quarterly as necessary to review safety
related issues, analysis of accident trends, review near/miss reports, develop recommendations
for resolutions/improvements for safety related issues and to resolve accident preventabili
appeals. This appeals mechanism is to provide operators and other employees charged with a
preventable accident with a forum to appeal the Accldent Review Committee’s (ARC)
determination of collision preventability.

The Safety Committee also is responsible for, at 8 minimum: (1) identifying and recommending
risk-based mitigations or strategles necessary to reduce the likelihood and severity of
consequences identified through the agency's safety risk assessment; (2) identifying mitigations
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or strategies that may be ineffective, inappropriate, or were not implemented as intended; and
(3) identifying safety deficiencies for purposes of continuous improvement.

Appeals Hearing Process

To be an effective appeal mechanism, the Safety Committee members must understand the
responsibilities of the Accident Review Committee {ARC). These duties are listed below:

Accident Review Committee
Determinations of accident preventability will be mode independently from a police officer’s
determination regarding the issuance of citation{s).

The Accident Review Committee shall consist of one member of the monagement team and three
{3) of the operator’s peers. The committee will review the facts of the accident and rule it as
either a preventable accident or non-preventable accident.

Following each occident, individuals will be selected by the Safety and Security Supervisor to
serve on an Accident Review Committee responsible for making o ruling on that accident only. A
new committee will be selected and convened for each accident for which a ruling is required.

The Accident Review Committee shall not be responsible for classifying accidents as Class I, I, or
Il Accident. This classification will be done by management, based on the foctors included in the
definitions for eoch classification and the dollar amount of damage or cost to restore the
vehicles(s) or structure(s) to their pre-accident condition,

In determining accident preventability, the Accident Review Committee will consider the
condition of the vehicle and the actions of the operator. Except in unusual circumstances, failure
of the operator to do one or more of the following actions will result in a determination of
preventable.

Foliow commonly used defensive driving practices.

Adjust speed to conditions of light, weather, rood or traffic.

Recognize and adjust to drivers own temporary physical, ond emotional conditions.
Adjust to clearance ot top, sides, front or rear vehicle.

Observe conditions at rear of vehicle while backing.

Yield right-of-way when necessary to avoid occidents.

Control speed so os to be able to stop within assured clearing distances chead.
Observe traffic lows and ordinances, and company rules and regulations.

o NS ln bl
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An employee’s appeal to the Safety Cormmittee, of the determination that a collision was
preventable, must be filed within seven calendar days of the date the employee received notice
of CityLink's initial preventability determination.

The decision of the Safety Committee will be final and binding and is limited to determining the
preventability of the collision in question. This determination will be reviewed by the General
Manager and provided to the employee charged with the accident.

In the case of an accident preventability determination that resulted in discharge, the Safety
Committee will convene not later than ten calendar days following the date of the appeal
notification. In the event of an appeal hearing, the Safety Committee selects a Chairperson
who will maintain order in the hearing and tally the ballots.

The Safety Committee does not determine discipline, but the appropriate discipline will be
based on the preventability affirmed or rejected by the Safety Committee. The general
guidelines of the Safety Committee process are set forth here, with the objective that an
employee shall be provided with a fair and unbiased review of his or her collision.

The employee who has appealed the accident preventability case to the Safety Committee will
be afforded the opportunity to present the case and answer questions.

When the facts have been presented, the Safety Committee will render a timely decision
following the presentation of evidence and testimony. In rendering its decision, the Safety
Committee will rely on the facts presented at the hearing and are not empowered to alter or
change established CityLink policy, including safety or operational rules. The Chairperson counts
the ballots and announces the decision of the Safety Committee.

Bipartisan Infrastructure Law changes to 49 U.S.C § 5329(d)

{(d) Public transporlatmn agcncy safcty plan e
(1) In general. : i : i
ea&y—eub—ﬂ%s—subseeﬂen—liach rcmplent or Slate as dcscnbcd in paragraph (3), shall cemfy that

the recipient or State has established a comprehensive agency safety plan that includes, at a
minimum—

(A) a requirement that the board of directors (or equivalent entity) of the recipient approve, or, in
the case of a recipient receiving assistance under section 5307 that is serving an urbanized area
with a population of 200.000 or more, the safety committee of the entity established under



aragraph (5). followed by the board of directors (or equivalent entity) of the recipient approve

the agency safety plan and any updates to the agency safety plan;

(B) for each recipient serving an urbanized area with a population of fewer than 200,000, a
requirement that the agency safety plan be developed in cooperation with frontline emplovee

representatives;

(CEB) methods for identifying and evaluating safety risks throughout all elements of the public
transportation system of the recipient;

(DXE) strategies to minimize the exposure of the public, personnel, and property to hazards

and unsafe conditions, and consistent with guidelines of the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention or a State health authority, minimize exposure to infectious diseases:

(ED) a process and timeline for conducting an annual review and update of the safety plan of the
recipient;

(EE) performance targets based on—
{i) the safety performance criteria and state of good repair standards established under
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, of subsection (b)(2); or

(i) in the case of a recipient receiving assistance under section 5307 that is serving an

urbanjzed area with a population of 200,000 or more, safety performance measures
established under the national public transportation safety plan, as described in subsection

(b)2)(A);

(GF) assignment of an adequately trained safety officer who reports directly to the general
manager, president, or equivalent officer of the recipient; and

(HG) a comprehensive staff training program for—
(i) the operations personnel and personnel directly responsible for safety of the recipient that
includes—
(1i) the completion of a safety training program; and

(1) continuing safety education and training

(5) Safety committee.—

A) In general. —For purposes of this subsection, the safety committee of a recipient shall—

(i) be convened by a joint labor-management process:
(ii) consist of an equal number of —

(I) frontline employee representatives, selected by a labor organization representing
the plurality of the frontline workforce emploved by the recipient or, if applicable, a

contractor to the recipient, to the extent frontline employees are represented by labor
organizations; and




(II) management representatives: and
(iii) have, at 8 minimuem, responsibility for—

I} identifying and recommending risk-based mitigations or strategies necessary 1o

reduce the likelihood and severity of consequences identified throueh the agency’
safety risk assessment;

ID identifying mitigations or strategies that may be ineffective, inappropriate, or

were not implemented as intended; and
III) identifving safety deficiencies for purpo f continuous improvement.

i ! applies only to a recipient receiving assistance under
section 5307 that is serving an urbanized area with a population of 200,000 or more.
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-SAFETY. COMMITTEE SIGN-IN SHEET

| SUBJECT: Agency Safety Plan

l LOCATION: Conference

| DEC 2022 Room

Name Signature
Arnot, Johnathan
Bagwell, Greg
Castro, Jose __ -
Cole, Louis
Garcia, Yvonna
Hilliard, Louis _
Hurick, Michelle .=
Leesman, Myron oo D
Potts, Rodney _
Sharpe, Bobby (GM) B L

Stevens, Lauren



CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

Document # Title: Print Date:

[ID] Near Miss Reporting {Date]
Revision # Prepared By: Date Prepared:
1.0 7/15/2019
Effective Date: Reviewed By: Date Reviewed:
[Date] Bobby Sharpe

Standard: Approved By: Date Approved:
Standard [Approver’s Name] [Date]
Purpose: The Management of CityLink of Abilene is committed to

providing a safe and healthy work environment by protecting
employees from workplace injury and disease when
reasonably possible to do so.

The purpose of this policy is to ensure that all near-miss
incidents {including minor incidents) are reported, recorded
and investigated. Reporting and sharing information with
relevant parties creates an opportunity to answer the
questions of what happened and why and then to use this
insight to determine how to prevent a reoccurrence. Following
the steps outlined in this policy will:

@ Promote an open, learning culture in regards to workplace

safety;

@ Employ a systematic approach for all administration, shop

employees and drivers to report NEAR MISS INCIDENTS;

@ Encourage an opportunity to gain understanding and insight

from an incident’s analysis;

@ Utilize that knowledge to prevent or reduce future risk of

reoccurrence; and

.[_ID] [Procedure Name] [Revision] - page 1 of 6




CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

Scope:

Relevance:

Support management’s goal of establishing a reporting culture
with an aim to identify and control hazards, reduce risk and
prevent harmful incidents.

It is the policy of CityLink that employees will perform work in
the safest manner possible, in accordance with the Employee
Handbook.

This policy applies to all employees of CityLink, who, regardless
of level, location, or job description, all have a role in creating
and maintaining an injury-free workplace.

While the Management of CityLink acknowledges
responsibility for implementing and managing health and
safety for the workplace as a whole, employees must also
recognize and accept responsibility for their decisions and
actions which can, and will, affect their own personal safety as
well as the personal safety of others,

Many safety activities are reactive and not proactive, and
some organizations wait for losses to occur before taking steps
to prevent a recurrence. NEAR MISS incidents precede MAJOR
events and are often overlooked as there was no harm (no
injury, damage or loss). An opportunity to prevent the incident
is lost if these events are not reported. Recognizing, reporting
and investigating NEAR MISS incidents can significantly
improve worker safety and enhance an organization’s safety
culture.

Definitions: Near Miss: An event that under different circumstances could

have resulted in physical harm to an individual or damage to
the environment, equipment, property and/or material.

Incident: An event that may result in a crisis.

(ID) [Procedure Name] [Revision] - " page 2 of 6



CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

Hazard: Anything with the potential to cause injury, damage or
loss.

Procedure:

1. An employee who witnesses a NEAR MISS incident must complete
the NEAR MISS REPORTING form (Exhibit “A”} and submit to the
Safety and Compliance Manager. The reporting system is non-
punitive and, if desired by the person reporting, anonymous;

2. All NEAR MISS INCIDENTS will be reviewed by the Safety &
Compliance Manager and the Joint Health & Safety Committee to
identify the root cause and the weaknesses in the system
contributing to the incident (see Exhibit “B”). The reporting
employee (or contractor) may be asked to participate in the incident
investigation; and

3. investigation results will be used to improve safety systems,
hazard control, risk reduction, and to educate employees. All of these
represent opportunities for training, feedback on performance, and a
commitment to continuous improvement

COMMUNICATION

The steps taken (training, new policies & procedures, etc.) to
improve workplace safety as a result of the NEAR MISS
investigation will be reported to the Management by the
Safety & Training Manager.

Monitoring and investigation results of NEAR MISS incidents
will be communicated to employees in at least one of the
following venues:

@ Safety & Training Manager discussion with employees;
@ Bulletin board postings

@ Safety Committee Meetings.
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CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

Responsibilities:
It is the responsibility of CityLink to:

@ Enforce federal health and safety laws, standards and
procedures;

@ Support the development and implementation of safe
working practices through provision of proper resources;

@ Review health and safety procedures annually {minimum) or
as necessary; and

@ Consider incentives that encourage NEAR MISS reporting and
enhance the culture.

It is the responsibility of the Safety & Training Manager to:

@ Enforce federal health and safety laws, standards and
procedures;

@ Acknowledge and document potential hazards reported by
KBD employees;

B Monitor health & safety performance, re-designing health
and safety practices and procedures when prudent to do so;

@ Include training for new employees to identify hazards and
work safely as part of their orientation; and

@ Celebrate the success and value of the NEAR MISS reporting
process with all employees!

It is the responsibility of the Safety & Training Manager and
Members of the Management Team to:

@ Perform thorough investigations based on facts and provide
recommendations for corrective action to ensure that the
potential for any future occupational injury, disease and
accidents is eliminated.

It is the responsibility of CityLink Employees to:
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CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

@ Ensure action has been taken to maintain safety and ensure
safety of the area;

@ Promptly report {within 24 hours) all incidents by
completing the NEAR MISS REPORTING form, (reporting only
FACTS) and submit to Safety & Training Manager; and

@ Provide statements and participate in the NEAR MISS
investigation.

It is the responsibility of Qutside Contractors to:

Follow the same reporting procedure as employees directly
employed by CityLink; and

@ Provide statements and participate in the NEAR MISS
investigation.

Definitions: Near Miss: An event that under different circumstances could
have resulted in physical harm to an individual or damage to
the environment, equipment, property and/or material.
Incident: An event that may result in a crisis. Hazard:
Anything with the potential to cause injury, damage or loss.

NON-PUNITIVE EXEMPTIONS

NEAR MISS reporting is non-punitive and workers will not be
subjectto  progressive disciplinary measures unless their behavior
coincides with one of the following serious offences:

@ Willful breach of professional codes;
@ Acts of gross negligence;

Acts of gross misconduct (eg. Possessian of alcohol, illicit narcotics or
non-prescribed pharmaceuticals while on company property, or use
thereof while operating CityLink equipment);

@l Repeated unreported violations;
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CityLink Standard Operating Procedures

B Malicious activities (including malicious reporting of untrue allegations
against a colleague); and/or

Workplace violence, including but not limited to: fighting, assault,
harassment or possession of a weapon
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Guide for Determining Preventability of Motor Vehicle Accidents
(Based on National Safety Council Rules)

PREVENTABLE ACCIDENTS
A “Preventable Accident” is one in which the driver failed to exercise every reasonable

precaution to prevent the accident. This is irrespective of whether or not there is property damage
or personal injury, the extent of the loss of injury, to whom it occurred and the location of the
accident,

In order for a person to avoid being involved in a preventable accident, each driver should
understand and practice the concept of defensive driving. “Defensive driving” is driving so as to
prevent accidents in spite of the incorrect actions of others and adverse driving conditions; such
as light, weather, road, traffic, vehicle condition and your physical and mental state.

In interpreting this, the National Safety Council lists the following preventable accidents:

1. INTERSECTIONS

It is the responsibility of all drivers to approach, enter and cross intersections prepared to avoid
accidents that might oceur through the actions of other drivers. Complex traffic movement, blind
intersections, or failure of the “other driver” to conform to law or traffic control devices will not
automatically discharge an accident as not “preventable.” Intersection accidents are preventable
even though the driver has not violated traffic regulations. Failures to take precautionary
measures prior to entering the intersection are factors to be studied in making a decision. When a
driver crosses an intersection and the obvious actions of the “other driver” indicates possible
involvement cither by reason of excessive speed, crossing the fane in turning, or coming from
behind a blind spot, the decision based on such entrapment should be preventable,

2. VEHICLE AHEAD

Regardless of the abrupt or unexpected stop of the vehicle ahead, a driver can prevent rear-end
collisions by maintaining a safe following distance at all times. This includes being prepared for
possible on the highway, either in plain view or hidden by the crest of a hill or the curve of a
roadway. Overdriving headlights at night is a common cause of rear-end collisions. Night speed
should not be greater than that which will permit the vehicle to come to a stop within the forward
distance illuminated by the vehicle’s headlights.

3. VEHICLE BEHIND

Investigation often discloses that drivers risk being struck from behind by failing to maintain a
margin of safety in their own following distance. Collisions involving the rear of the vehicle,
which are preceded by a roll-back, an abrupt stop at a grade crossing, when a traffic signal
changes, or when the driver fails to signal a turn at an intersection, should be charged as
preventable. Accidents resulting from the failure to signal intentions or to slow down gradually
should be considered preventable.



5. Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on an amendment to the
FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).



Abilene MPO Policy Board Meeting
October 17, 2023
Supplemental Agenda Information

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on an
amendment to the FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

Background
The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is the programming document for

transportation projects in our area. The TIP identifies those projects from our long-range plan
“Metropolitan Transportation Plan” that are being worked on during this time-period. The TIP
is mandated by the metropolitan planning requirements set forth by Title 23, Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR), Part 450, Subpart C, §324 which states that the MPO, in cooperation with
the State and any affected public transportation operator(s), shall develop a Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for the metropolitan planning area. The TIP shall cover a period
of no less than four years, be updated at least every four years, and be approved by the MPO
and the Governor.

The FY 2023-2026 draft was presented to the Policy Board at the February 15, 2022 meeting.
A Public Notice was published in the March 9, 2022 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that
the draft FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) was available for public
review through March 20, 2022 until 5:00 pm. The TIP was approved at the April 19, 2022
Policy Board meeting. On November 2, 2022, the TIP was administratively amended. At the
February 21, 2023 PB meeting, the TIP was amended due to changes in project scope, funding,
and total project cost information.

Current Situation
The TIP needs to be amended to remove CSJ #0663-01-024 (FM 707) from 2025 (moved out
to 2028), and adjust other projects for funding and let dates.

Recommendation from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

The TAC at their September 26, 2023 meeting recommended approval to the Policy Board on
the amendment to the FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) with
updates to the public participation page as needed.

Action Requested

1. Any suggestions/changes.

2. Approval of the amendment to the FYs 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP).
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
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Abilene Metropelitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
DISTRICT COUNTY csl oWy PHASE cIry PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones J068-01-012 Fi 3034 Construction Abilene MPO $ 2.600,000.00
LIMITS FROM: US 83 REVISION DATE: (274
LIMITS TO: Near PR 343 MPO FROJ.NUM:  §3034-E22-RM
PrOJECT:  EM30mMUsSiwEMess FUNDING CAT(S):  2U
DESCRIPFTION: Relab and widen (add shoulders)
REMARKS:  Estimated let date 072024, Ctel CSJ #10033.05-089 ‘l' """""" e ot e 20th soe e L R P
+ PROJECT  Amendment#3)Cantrolng Project D003 3-65-089 Funding
! IHSTORY: adfusted in FY 20232026 TW,02/23 moved 10 2024 &L Daic
P ! chg. sph2 pm.jcquDGB-Ol-Dll &3063-01-015 CHG 1023 LET
vtV NS ettt s e DATREUNDRNG | e i
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTHORIZED FUXDING BY CATEGORY/SIARE
PRELIMNARY ENG: S 12752250 | i FEDERAL STATE LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCHASE: 5 8 : e oS !'CA'I' W |S 298800000 |5 74700000 S - iS5 - 18 373500000
CONSTCOST: S 2,600,000.00 | Arl-‘:-:f\c;\y;m I
CONST ENG: s 98,270.40 | i
CONTINGENCIES 5 £2,000.00 is 3,735,000.00 '
INDIRECT COSTS: ) 60,378.00 : : :
BOND FINANCING $ - ITOTAL:  § 298800000 § 74700000 $ $ - 'S 373500000
T CIIG ORD: ! !
TOTAL PROJECT COST: $  2.968,170.90 : :
Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
PISTRICT COUNTY cs Y PIIASE CITY PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 3068-01-D15 FM 3034 Construction Abilene MIO s 3,100,000.00
LIMITS FROM: Brick Road REVISION DATE: 0224
LIMITS TO: FM 600 MPO PROJ.NUM:  53034-E12-RM
pROJECT:  FM3MlomesCounty FUNDING CAT(S):  2U
DESCRIFTION: Rehab Road
REMARKS: Estimated let date 07/2024, Ctsl CSJ H0033-05-089 { PROJECT  Added 0223 mvision spl CS) #3068-01.012 (US E3 to FM600J;
PT: ! HISTORY: CHG 10,23 LET DATEFUNDING
T TOTALPROJECTCOST INFORMATION | | AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORVSHARE |
PRELIMNARY ENG: s 18ss0 ! ' FEDERAL STATE LOCAL LC TOTAL
|ROW PURCIIASE: 5 s : S TOr icn.t 2 % 2.480,00000 'S5 62000000 S s - % 310000000
CONSTCOST: § 350000000 | APPROVED |
CONST ENG: s imonm ! THSE
CONTINGENCIES: s 5 : S 3,100,000.00 :
INDIRECT COSTS: S 10566150 | |
BOND FINANCING 5 - TOTAL: 'S 248000000 S  620,00000 S - |s S 310000000
PT CHIG ORD: $  143,500.00 : :
TOTAL PROJECT COST: 5 409966620 | !
Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 14 of 41



Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024

TOTALPROJECT COST INFORMATION

DISTRICT COUNTY CsJ WY FHASE cmy PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 0033-05-089 ussl Construction Abtlene TxDOT $ 22,525,000.00
LIMITS FROM: 1.0 miles north of FM 3034 REVISION DATE: 0224
LIMITS TO: Taylor County Line MPO PROJ. NUM: 50083-B2-01
PROJECT:  USS)andFM 034 OvempassLamdsmResd FUNDING CAT(S): 4
DESCRIFTION: Construct new overpass (2 Lanes cach direction)
[ T T T T e e e e e s T e T =TT i 3030 Tofal project cost, OTS. 3037, chy”
i s 7 A T
! HISTORY: Amendment #3) Funding n.djusled.m FY 2023-2026 TIP,
1 Moved to 2024, 02/23 split 2 projects (0033-06-121); CHG
I VU Licimimemen e HER A I L e it
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SHARE
PRELIMNARY ENG: $ 528,808.00 i i FEDERAL STATE LOCAL c TOTAL
ROWPURCIIASE: s - E COSTOF ECAT 4 5 1802000000 § 4.50500000 % -8 - 8§ 2252500000
CONSTCOST: §  10,520.,000.00 i APPROVED i
CONST ENG: $ 628,094.40 i FIASES i
CONTINGENCIES: $ 792,000.00 ]- $ 22,525,000.00 E
INDIRECT COSTS: $ 312,968.00 E i
BOND FINANCING $ g i iTOTAL' S 18,02000000 § 4,505000.00 S - 8 - | § 23,525.000.00
T CIIG ORD: H - : ;
TOTALPROJECT COST: S 12,781.870.40 i i
Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 20124
DISTRICT COUNTY CcsJ 1wy PHASE cmy PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Taylor 0033-06-521 USE3 Construction Abilene TADOT $ 5,078,000.00
LIMITS FROM: Jones County Line REVISION DATE: 0224
LIMITS TO: Near W. Summit Rd. MPO PROJ. NUM: 50083-B2.01
FROJECT:  USS3andFM 303 OvrpassLamdfifRood FUNDING CAT(S): 4
DESCRIPTION: Consiruct new overpass (2 Lanes each direction}
REMAIS: LI Dty T PROJECT Addcd 02/23 smvision, spie C5J 0033-05-089 into 2 pmjecls,
- i HISTORY: CHG 1023 LET DATEFUNDING
et e e e e e = e e e e m e e e me—a—a]

AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/SILARE

PRELIMNARY ENG: S 15864240 | : FEDERAL STATE LOCAL LC TOTAL
ROW PURCHASE: s . : COSTOF ;CAT-# § 406240000 S 101560000 S - s . S 507800000
CONSTCOST: s 300000000 M::g\ésm |

CONST ENG: S 18089119 i

CONTINGENCIES : s 22809005 507800000 !

INDIRECT COSTS: S 9013478 : lf

BOND FINANCING $ - i ITOTAL:  § 406240000 5 101560000 S - s - S 5078,000.00
PT CIIG ORD: s - )

TOTAL PROJECT COST: § 365776437 : :

Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 15 of 41



Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2025

I'T CHG ORD:
TOTALPROJECT COST:

DISTRICT COUNTY csJ nwy PHASE cIry PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene MPOTXDOT
LIMITS FROM: REVISION DATE:
LIMITS TO: MPO PROJ. KUM:
prOJECT: T FUNDING CAT(S):
DESCRIPTION:
|Eia?:2\ﬁ|1-§ S Yot T
P | WISTORY:
[ TOTALPROJECTCOST INFORMATION | T AUTHORIZID FUNDING BY CATEGORYSIARE |
PRELIMNARY ENG: : : FEDERAL STATE LOCAL Lc TOTAL
ROW PURCIIASE: | ST iCAT 2U; 5 - s -
CONSTCOST: | APPROVED ICAT1: $ - |s - s -
CONST ENG: : FIASES {
CONTINGENCIES: i i
INDIRECT COSTS: l l
BOND FINANCING : ETOTAI.- H -8 -8 - s -8 -
i i
! !

FORM INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK - NO PROJECTS FOR 2025

Abilene MPO

FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP
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Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization

TOTALTROJECT COST INFORMATION

FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2026
DISTRICT COUNTY CS5J nwy PHASE CITY PROJECT SFONSOR YOECOST

Abilene Taylor 0006-06-109 120 Construction Abilene TxDOTMPO M 104,765,616.00
LIMITS FROM: Judye Ely Blvd REVISION DATE: 24
LIMITS TO: 5H 351 MPO PROJ. NUM: S020-E25-CA
PROJECT:  20SIX LANESNEARJUDGEELYTOSH3SI FUNDING CAT(S):  12,2U
DESCRIFTION: Add two main lanes for a six lane freeway and constiruct overpass structures
REMARKS: | Estimted bt date 062026 T T,R;J;C; "7 Wdded into FY 3023-2026 TIP (Panial Project from MT1) - |

! HISTORY: (updated description, ket dale, and M TP 0223); CHG 1123

r |

LET DATEFUNDING
AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/S UARE

PRELIMNARY ENG: §  3.123,750.00 : FEDERAL STATE LOCAL Lc TOTAL
ROW PURCHASE: | costop ICATIZ $ 6781249280 | § 1695312320 | § -8 ~ |§ 8476561600
CONSTCOST: $ 67.199,999.00 | APPROVED ICAT2U: | $ 16000,000.00 $ 4,000,000.00 § -8 - |$ 20,000,000.00
CONST ENG: $  3,748,500.00 : FlASES :

CONTINGENCIES: $  3,750,000.00 |5 104,765,616.00 |

INDIRECT COSTS: $  1,848.750.00 I l

BOND FINANCING : ;TOTM.: $ 8181249280 '§ 20,953,12320 § -8 - | § 104,765,616.00
I'T CHG ORD: | i

TOTAL PROJECT COST: s 79.570,999.mi |

Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 17 of 41
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FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS MAP

'FYs 2023-2026 TIP Highway Projects
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Municipal Boundaries
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1. FY 2023 - FM 1082 FROM West of Cheyenne Creek Road To East of Dam
2 FY 2024 - FM 3034 FROM US B3 TO Near PR 343

3. FY 2024 - FM 3034 FROM Brick Road TO FM 600 a
4 FY 2024 - US 83 FROM 1.0 miles north of FM 3034 TO Taylor County Line
5 FY 2024 - US 83 FROM Jones County Line TO Near W Summit Rd

6. FY 2026 - IH 20 FROM Judge Ely Bivd. TO SH 351
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APPENDIX B: HISTORY OF THE TIP AND TiP AMENDMENTS

The Policy Board approved the Abilene MPO’s DRAFT 2023-2026 TIP on_February 15, 2022.

The Policy Board approved the Abilene MPO’s FINAL 2023-2026 TIP on April 19, 2022,

ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENT 1: Updated the 2022 Safety (PM 1) information per FHWA on
November 2, 2022.

AMENDMENT 2: The Policy Board approved the Amendment on February 21, 2023. Changes were to the
let dates, limits, funding, PM | Safety Measure updated to 2023 targets, addition of CSJ #0033-06-121 (split
CSJ# 0033-05-089), and addition of CSI#3068-01-015 (split of CSJ#3068-01-012). The public was
afforded the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed TIP. A Public Notice was published in the
February 12, 2023 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that the amendment would be available for review
and comment at the February 21, 2023 1:30 pm Policy Board meeting. The notice also stated that signed,
written comments would be received through 12:00 pm on February 21, 2023. Comments received were
incorporated as appropriate.

AMENDMENT 3: The Policy Board approved the Amendment on October 17. 2023. (Pending Approval)
Changes were to the let dates and funding on CSJs#3068-01-012, #3068-01-0135, #0033-05-089, #0033-06-
121, and #0006-06-109. CSJ #0663-01-024 for FY 2025 was removed with a new estimated let date of
03/28. Appendix D - PM 2, PM 3, PM 4, and the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) were
updated. The public was afforded the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed TIP. A Public
Notice was published in the October 2, 2023 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that the amendment would
be available for review and comment at the October 17, 2023 1:30 pm Policy Board meeting. The notice
also stated that signed, written comments would be received through 5:00 pm on October 12, 2023.
comments were received.
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TxDOT Updated Safety Performance Targets for FY 2023

B, ABILENE

_,ﬂ‘ k.;

ATTACHMENT A

R-2023-01

2023 Safety Number of Rate of Number of Serious Injury | Total Number
Targets Fatalities Fatalities Serious Injuries | Rate {CRIS of Non-
(FARS/CRIS/ARF | (FARS/CRIS/ARF | {FARS/CRIS DATA Motorized
DATA DATA DATA Fatalities and
Serious Injuries
(FARS/CRIS
DATA
2019 3,619 1.26 15,858 5.50 2,291
2020 3,874 1.49 14,659 3.63 2,206
2021 4,486 1.70 19,434 7.35 2,628
2022 3,272 1.25 17,539 6.70 2,321
2023 3,159 1.20 17,819 6.77 2,340
2023 Target 3,682 1.38 17,062 6.39 2,357
expressed as 5-
Year Averaga:
PROJECTS:

e Relocation of FM 1082 — re-open currently closed lanes of traffic.
o New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 — reduce the number of conflict points.
e Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - reduce the number of conflict points.

e Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes from near Judge Ely to SH 351 - reduce number of conflict points.

Infrastructure Condition (PM2)

The Pavement and Bridge performance rule (PM2) establishes performance requirements to assess the
condition of pavements and bridges designated on the National Highway System (NHS). Reporting and
target setting are required for both Interstate Highways (IH) and Non-Interstate (Non-IH) National
Highway System (NHS) designated facilities. The purpose of these performance measures and targets
is to guide funding prioritization toward appropriate levels of maintenance in order to further the
national goal of strategically and systematically maintaining the nation’s transportation system in a
good condition.

Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 35 of 41



Pavement Performance

Federal measures require reporting of the percentage of pavement which is found to be “Good” or “Poor”
based on established criteria. Statewide targets for Interstate Highways (IH) are set on a 4-year basis
(2022). Non-Interstate (Non-IH) targets are established for a 2-year and 4-year point in time. Pavement
conditions are assessed each Yo (one tenth) of a mile utilizing certain metrics depending upon the specific
pavement type present. Metrics used include:

International Roughness Index (IRI)
Cracking Percentage

Rutting

Faulting

The regulations have also established a minimum level that stipulates that the percentage of lane miles
on the Interstate System in “poor” condition cannot exceed five percent. If the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) makes a determination that a state DOT has not made “significant progress”
toward meeting the minimum level or its adopted targets for NHS pavement conditions, the state DOT
may be subject to fiscal penalties that would require it to obligate and transfer portions of its federal aid
highway apportionments to meet these performance requirements.

Bridge Performance

Federal measures require reporting of the percentage of Bridge Deck Area which is found to be “Good”
or “Poor” based on established criteria. All bridges on the National Highway System (NHS) are included.
Targets are established for a 2-year and a 4-year point in time. Bridge ratings are determined by the
lowest rating among the components. Although bridge conditions are reported as being a measure of
“bridge deck area” the assessment of these facilities includes the following components:

o Deck e Substructure
e Superstructure e Culvert

Federal regulations have also established a “minimum level” that stipulate that not more than 10 percent
of the total deck area of the NHS bridges in a state can be classified as structurally deficient (i.e., poor or
worse condition). If FHWA makes a determination that a state DOT has not made “significant progress”
towards meeting the “minimum level” or its adopted targets for NHS bridge conditions, the state DOT
may be subject to penalties that would require it to obligate and transfer portions of its federal-aid
highway apportionments to meet these performance requirements.

On February 9, 2023, TxDOT took executive action adopting state-wide performance measure targets

for pavement and bridge condition. On June 20, 2023, the Abilene MPO adopted the State established
measures for infrastructure condition.
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k Motropostan Planning Organiziion

R-2023-02
ATTACHMENT A
TxDOT Updated (PM2) Pavement and Bridge Performance Measure Targets
February 09, 2023

Performance Measure Stalewide Baseline 2 Year Target 4 Year

Tarpet
Pavement on Intersiate System
1) % in “Good" condition 64.5% 63.9% 63.6%

2) % in “Poor” condition 0.1% 0.2% 0.2% _

Pavement on Non-Interstate
Nationa] Highway System

31 % in “Goed" condition 51.7% 45.5% 46.0%
4) % in *“Poor” condition 1.3% 1.5% 1.5%
National Highway System Bridge
Deck Condition e
5) % in * Good” condition 49.2% 48.5% 47.6%
) % in * Poor” condition 1.1% 1.5% 1.5%
PROJECTS:

¢ Relocation of FM 1082 — new roadway and addition of new overpass (bridge structure).

e New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 — improvement to pavement and addition of new overpass (bridge
structure).

o Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - improvement to pavement and addition of new overpass (bridge
structure).

e Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes — improvement to pavement and replacement of overpass structures
(bridge structure).

System Reliability, Freight Movement and Economic Vitality (PM3)

The System Performance rule (PM3) establishes performance measure requirements to assess the
performance of the National Highway System (NHS) and to assess freight movement on the Interstate
System. These measures focus on evaluating travel time reliability and travel delay on interstate, freeway
and principal arterial class facilities to determine whether the magnitude of travel time variability is
considered unreasonable. The objective of the rule is to ensure efforts to improve unreasonable travel
delay and expedite the movement of people and goods, furthering the national goal of improving the
efficiency of the surface transportation system. The current means of assessing performance for these
aspects of the transportation system is through measures known as the level of travel time reliability
(LOTTR or TTR) and Level of truck travel time reliability (LOTTTR or TTTR). Both of these measures
are primarily calculated using the National Performance Management Research Dataset (NPMRDS).
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Level of Travel Time Reliability {LOTTR or TTR)

All congestion has social, economic, and environmental impacts. The recently established LOTTR
measure however assumes that congestion which is inconsistent and difficult to predict has greater
negative impacts than congestion which can be readily anticipated. With this in mind, this measure
focuses on the reliability and predictability of travel as opposed to an absolute measures of congestion.
Reliability references the level of consistency of transportation service over a specific time period. It
assumes that this definition of reliability is an important attribute for travelers.

This measure is evaluated in terms of the “person miles” traveled on the National Highway System which
are considered “‘reliable”. “Normal” travel time is defined as the time needed to transit a specific roadway
which is found to be at the 50" percentile of all trips. A reliable trip is one which does not exceed 1.5
of this “normal” trip time. The Level of Travel Time Reliability (LOTTR}, in any given geographic area
is calculated as the ratio of the summation of the 80" percentile of trave! time to the 50" percentile of
travel time.

Level of Truck Travel Time Reliability (LOTTTR or TTTR)

Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) is very similar in most respects to passenger vehicle TTR. Once
again, reliability and predictability are the key features. Reliability again references the level of
consistency in transportation service over a specific period of time for transportation on certain system
segments within a defined region. A value of 1.0 indicates that congestion or other factors affecting
travel time in a region is consistent and predictable. A key difference is that TTTR only applies to
interstate highways. Additionally, this measure is based on a single vehicle and there is no adjustment
for the number of passengers. The formula for determining TTTR is the ratio of the 95™ percentile of
travel time to the 50" percentile of travel time. A value of 1.0 indicates that congestion or other factors
affecting travel time in an area are consistent and predictable. As values increase above 1 predictability
and reliability decrease. This means that additional travel time will likely be needed when passing
through such areas to ensure the likelihood of “on time” delivery.

On February 9, 2023, TxDOT took executive action adopting state-wide performance measure targets
for System Reliability, Freight Movement and Economic Vitality (PM 3) using TTR and TTTR.

On June 20, 2023, the Abilene MPO adopted the State established measures for System Reliability,
Freight Movement and Economic Vitality,
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E 1
k Metrcpoltan Planning Orpenization

ATTACHMENT A

R-2023-03

TxDOT Updated (PM 3) System Performance Measure Targets

February 0%, 2023
| Performance Measure Statewlde 2¥Year 4 Year
. _ |  Baseline | = Target _ Target |
National Highway System Trave! Time
Rediabllity = s S T | T e |
1) Percentage of the Person-Miles 84.6% | 57% 95%
Traveled on the Interstate that are |
. Reliable | !
| 2} Percent of the Person-Miles I 90.3% 0% 70%
Traveled on the Non-Interstate '
____NHS that are Reliable G| - |
3) Truck Travel Time Reliability 139 Jf 155 | 155
{TTTR) Index e i i
PROJECTS:

» New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 — reduce the number of conflict points and improve travel time
with bridge structure versus stop sign intersection.

o Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - reduce the number of conflict points and improve travel time with
bridge structure versus stop sign intersection.

+  Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes from near Judge Ely to SH 351 - reduce number of conflict points and
improve travel time with two additional lanes.

Transit Asset Management (TAM)

As part of the FAST act, qualifying transit agencies are required to establish performance-driven and
outcome-based performance measures using Transit Asset Management (TAM) targets for facilities,
rolling stock and equipment. Final Rules were published giving transit providers a requirement to set
performance targets for a state of good repair by January 1, 2017 with their respective MPO’s having
until June 30, 2017 to establish applicable targets. The CityLink system operated by the City of Abilene
under management of First Transit is the only transit provider within the Abilene MPO Planning area
subject to these federal standards.

CityLink currently has only one qualifying facility. This is a single site in in the central part of Abilene
which serves as both a station for passengers and a maintenance shop for its vehicles. Unlike larger transit
systems therefore CityLink will either be fully compliant or fully non-compliant with any targets set
depending on how this facility is rated in any given year. Should this facility fall below the standards,
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repair or replacement options to bring the CityLink system into compliance will be evaluated based on
system resources and impacts.

For rolling stock CityLink Transit will utilize TXDOT Useful Life Benchmark (ULB) of 120% of the Altoona
Age category of rolling stock to determine good working condition for revenue vehicles. The age of a
vehicle in years is the basis for this measurement. Replacement of revenue vehicles exceeding this
standard will be the primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.

On June 20, 2017, the Abilene MPO Policy Board in cooperation with CityLink approved a Transit Asset
Management (TAM) Plan supporting and incorporating the CityLink standards. This was subsequently
updated on December 15, 2020. As the tools and methods for evaluating and managing transit assets
evolve modification and updates to standards, targets and plans will be made when appropriate. CityLink
prepared an updated TAM Plan as of August 9, 2023. The Policy Board approved a resolution in support
on October 17, 2023. (Pending Approval)

Performance Targets & Measures

Agency Asset | Asset Class 2023 | 2024 2025 | 2026 | 2027 | 2028
Name | Category | : Target | Target | Target | Target | Target | Target
City of : Other Rubber Tire
Abilene Equipment Vehicles 100% | 0% 0% 0% 0%
City of ; Non Revenue/Service
Abilene Equipment Automobile 0% 0% 25% 0% 0%
S Facilities Passenger Facilities 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Abilene
City of _ .
Abilene Facilities Maintenance 50% 0% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue
Abilene | Vehicies BU - Bus i1% 1% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue o
Abillene | Vehides BU - Bus 20% 5% 0% 5% 5%
City of Revenue
Abilene | Vehicles BU - Bus 20% 5% 0% 0% 0%

PROJECTS:
* Rolling Stock (Revenue Vehicles) - Replacement of vehicles exceeding the standard will be the
primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.

e Facilities - Bus facility construction/rehab, breakroom, restrooms, bus/equipment replacement.

e Equipment (Non-Revenue Vehicles) - Replacement of non-revenue vehicles exceeding the standard
will be the primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.
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Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan

In compliance with MAP-21 and the FAST Act, FTA promulgated a Public Transportation Safety Program
on August 11, 2016 that adopted SMS as the foundation for developing and implementing a Safety Program.
FTA is committed to developing, implementing, and consistently improving strategies and processes to
ensure that transit achieves the highest practicable level of safety. SMS helps organizations improve upon
their safety performance by supporting the institutionalization of beliefs, practices, and procedures for
identifying, mitigating, and monitoring safety risks.

There are several components of the national safety program, including the National Public Transportation
Safety Plan (NSP), that FTA published to provide guidance on managing safety risks and safety hazards. The
Transit Asset Management Plan is one component, which was developed and implemented across the
industry in 2018. The subject of this document is the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)
rule, 49 CFR Part 673, and guidance provided by FTA.

Safety is a core business function of al! public transportation providers and should be systematically applied
to every aspect of service delivery. At CityLink Transit, all levels of management, administration and
operations are responsible for the safety of their clientele and themselves. To improve public transportation
safety to the highest practicable level in the State of Texas and comply with FTA requirements, the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) has developed this Agency Safety Plan (ASP) in collaboration with
the City of Abilene and CityLink Transit (CityLink).

The Abilene MPO Policy Board took action and acknowledged the Public Transportation Agency Safety
Plan for CityLink on June 15, 2021. The Abilene MPO Policy Board at their October 17, 2023 meeting
acknowledged an addendum to the PTASP. (Pending Approval)
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Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization

209 South Danville Drive, Suite B-212, Abilene, Texas 79605
(P) 325-437-9999 (F) 325-676-6398 www.abilenempo.org

This Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is prepared in compliance with the Statewide Planning/Metropolitan
Planning Rules jointly issued by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) (23 CFR Part 450) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) (49 CFR Part 613).

Disclaimer

This report was prepared in cooperation with the Texas Department of Transportation, the U.S. Department of Transportation, the Federal
Highway Administration, and the Federal Transit Administration. It was funded in part through grant(s) from the Federal Highway Administration,
the Federal Transit Administration, and the U.S. Department of Transportation. The contents of this report reflect the views of the authors who are
responsible for the opinions, findings, and conclusions presented herein. The views and opinions of the authors expressed herein do not necessarily
state or reflect those of the U. S. Department of Transportation.
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INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is the programming document for transportation projects in our
area. The TIP identifies those projects from our long-range Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) that are
being worked on during this time period. The TIP is mandated by the metropolitan planning requirements set
forth by Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 450, Subpart C, §326 which states that the MPO, in
cooperation with the State and any affected public transportation operator(s), shall develop a Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for the Metropolitan Planning Area. The TIP shall cover a period of no less than
four years, be updated at least every four years, and be approved by the MPO and the Governor. The TIP may
be updated more frequently, but the cycle for updating the TIP must be compatible with the Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) development and approval process. The TIP expires when the
FHWA/FTA approval of the STIP expires. Copies of any updated or revised TIPs must be provided to the FHWA
and the FTA.

The TIP includes capital and non-capital surface transportation projects (or phases of projects) within the
boundaries of the Abilene Metropolitan Planning Area that are proposed for funding including transportation
enhancements, Federal Lands Highway program projects, safety projects included in the State's Strategic
Highway Safety Plan, trails projects, pedestrian walkways, and bicycle facilities. It contains a prioritized list of
surface transportation improvement projects that are expected to begin in the current Federal Fiscal Year (FFY)
plus the next three {(3) FFY program years. These projects are planned to develop, improve, and maintain an
integrated transportation system for the Abilene Metropolitan Area. The program is intended to efficiently use
resources to improve the mobility of people and goods within and through the urbanized area and minimize
transportation related fuel consumption and air pollution.

METROPOLITAN PLANNING AREA

The Abilene Metropolitan Planning Area is the area in and around the City of Abilene that is currently considered
urbanized or, by Federal definition, the contiguous geographic area likely to become urbanized within a 20-year
forecast period. The U.S. Census Bureau shows the Abilene area covers 106.79 square miles. This includes the
Cities of Abilene, Impact, and Tye, the communities of Caps, Elmdale, Hamby, and Potosi, some rural area in
Taylor County adjacent to the Abilene city limits plus the entire Lake Fort Phantom area in the southeastern
corner of Jones County. The 2020 Census reported the population of Abilene was 125,182, for Taylor County
143,208, and for Jones County 19,6063.
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HISTORY AND PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Federally required long-range transportation planning began with the passage of the Federal Highway
Transportation Act of 1962. This act created a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive (3-C) regional
transportation planning process for urban areas. The legislation required urban areas of more than fifty thousand
in population to create and implement transportation plans in order to receive federal highway funds, Late in
1964, a study of transportation in the Abilene urban area was begun with respect to existing facilities, existing
deficiencies, and future needs. Completion of the initial phase of study covering ten (10) basic study elements
resulted in the publication of a two-volume report: the Abilene Urban Transportation Plan, Origin-Destination
Survey, Volume 1, 1965 published in 1966; and the Abilene Urban Transportation Plan: 1965-1985
Transportation Plan, Volume 2, published in 1968.

For the purpose of keeping Abilene’s transportation plan up to date, an agreement between the City of
Abilene and the State of Texas was executed on January 23, 1969. This was superseded on March 30,
1973 by a revised agreement that included Taylor County as a party. This revised agreement provided the
guidelines for the organization and functioning of the continuing phase of the Abilene Urban
Transportation Study. It also assigned the primary responsibility for each of the basic study elements to the
city, state or county.

On July 2, 1974, the Govemor of Texas designated the City of Abilene as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO), which, in cooperation with the State, would have overall transportation planning
responsibilities for the urbanized area. The designation was repeatedly renewed until 1988 when the
designation became continuous. A series of agreements between the State of Texas and the City of Abilene
have assigned individual and joint responsibilities to the State and the City of Abilene in the conduct of
transportation planning activities to fulfill the requirements of Federal and State law.

The 1973 agreement established a group structure to provide overall transportation policy guidance for the
planning activities. Initially, the group structure contained two committees, a Policy Advisory Committee
consisting of area legislators and elected officials of local governments, and a Steering Committee
consisting of other elected officials and key transportation planning staff personnel. The group structure
evolved inresponse to changes in legislation and contractual agreements, becoming a single Abilene Urban
Transportation Planning Committee with both voting and non-voting members. The group adopted the
name Abilene MPO Transportation Policy Board in 1993 and continued to act as the forum for cooperative
transportation planning, decision-making, and to provide overall transportation policy guidance to the
MPO. In 2010, the MPO underwent a management review and as aresult a Technical Advisory Committee
(TAC) was established. The TAC provides professional and technical support to the Policy Board.

Over the years additional legislation enforced the need for coordinated planning: Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) in
1998, and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act - A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-
LU) in 2005 (the Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2012, Part II extended the time of SAFETEA-LU until
September 30, 2012). SAFETEA-LU required the Metropolitan Planning Organizations provide for
consideration of projects and strategies in their UPWPs that will serve to advance eight (8) transportation
planning factors:

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

2. Increase safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

3. Increase security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users.

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight.
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5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, and
promote consistency between transportation improvements and State and local planned growth and
economic development patterns.

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

7. Promote efficient system management and operation.

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) was signed into law on July 6, 2012 and reinforces
the eight planning factors listed in SAFETEA-LU. MAP-21 is a milestone for the U.S. economy and the surface
transportation program through its ability to guide the system’s growth and development. MAP-21 creates a
streamlined and performance based surface transportation program and builds on many of the highway, transit,
bicycle, and pedestrian programs and policies that were established in 1991, It is based on the principles of
creating jobs, simplifying programs, supporting safety, promoting innovation, strengthening systems, and
establishing a performance based federal program.

MAP-21 took effect on October 1, 2012 and originated a new set of performance measure requirements that
transformed Federal highway programs and provided a means to more efficient investment of Federal
transportation funds by focusing on national transportation goals, increasing the accountability and transparency
of the Federal highway programs, and improving transportation investment decision-making through
performance based planning and programming. This performance based system will establish national
performance goals to achieve the following: 1) Safety—to achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities
and serious injuries on all public roads; 2) Infrastructure condition—to maintain the highway infrastructure asset
system in a state of good repair; 3) Congestion reduction—to achieve a significant reduction in congestion on
the National Highway System (NHS); 4) System reliability—to improve the efficiency of the surface
transportation system; 5) Freight movement and economic vitality—to improve the national freight network,
strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support
regional economic development; 6) Environmental sustainability—to enhance the performance of the
transportation system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment; 7) Reduced project delivery
delays—to reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and expedite the movement of people and goods
by accelerating project completion through eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process,
including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies’ work practices.

On December 4, 2015, the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act was enacted—the first federal
law in over a decade to provide long-term funding certainty for surface transportation infrastructure planning and
investment. The FAST Act authorized $305 billion over fiscal years 2016 through 2020 for highway, safety,
public transportation, rail, research, technology, and statistics programs. The FAST Act improves mobility on the
highways, creates jobs and supports economic growth, and accelerates project delivery and promotes innovation.
The FAST Act took the 8 planning factors of SAFETEA-LU and added two additional ones:

9. Improve the transportation system’s resiliency and reliability and reduce or mitigate storm-water
impact of surface transportation.
10. Enhance travel and tourism.

In addition to these ten (10) planning factors, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) which
took effect on October 1, 2012 originated a new set of performance measure requirements. This performance
based system established national performance goals to achieve the following:

1. Safety—to achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads;
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2. Infrastructure condition—to maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state of good repair;

3. Congestion reduction—to achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the National Highway
System (NHS);

4. System reliability—to improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system;

5. Freight movement and economic vitality—to improve the national freight network, strengthen the
ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets, and support regional
economic development;

6. Environmental sustainability—to enhance the performance of the transportation system while
protecting and enhancing the natural environment;

7. Reduced project delivery delays—to reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and expedite
the movement of people and goods by accelerating project completion through eliminating delays in
the project development and delivery process, including reducing regulatory burdens and improving
agencies’ work practices.

In addition to the national goals listed above performance measures also apply to transit systems regarding state
of good repair status for those systems receiving federal funding. This state of good repair is assessed and targets
are set through the Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan.

Once federal rules have been adopted, state departments of transportation (DOT) then set state—wide performance
targets for each measure. Following this, MPOs must then make a choice to set their own targets or agree to
support the targets established by the State. The Abilene MPO has taken action on the following:

(PM1) Safety (PM2) Infrastructure Condition

(TAM) Transit Assets (PM3) System Reliability

A narrative describing adopted performance measures, the use of performance measures in project selection, and
the anticipated contribution of planned projects to the attainment of local and state-wide goals/targets selected is
contained in Appendix D. MPOs, transit agencies and the Texas Department of Transportation (TXDOT) have
been diligently working cooperatively to establish practices, support systems, and relationships necessary for the
successful implementation of Project-Based Planning and Programming (PBPP). As this new paradigm for
transportation planning evolves, the Abilene MPO will continue to adjust their planning efforts to reflect the
PBPP. As new and updated data becomes available, new practices develop, and greater understanding emerges
on adopted measures, the Abilene MPO will use them in a collaborative manner to support national, state and
local goals. The MPO will incorporate the use of performance measures in the development, evaluation and
selection of projects so as to prioritize needs, align resources and optimize system performance.
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The recently enacted Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL), enacted as the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act
(ILJA), Pub. L. 117-58 (Nov. 15, 2021), will deliver generational investments in our roads and bridges, promote
safety for all road users, help combat the climate crisis, and advance equitable access to transportation. The BIL
also presents the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) with a unique opportunity: to exercise our
stewardship and oversight responsibilities and evolve the century-old relationship with the State departments of
transportation and other stakeholders in a way that takes advantage of the tools Congress has provided and
prioritizes investments that align with the underlying policies evident throughout the BIL to help our states and
communities Build a Better America.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

The Abilene MPO has a Public Participation Plan (PPP, formerly known as the Public Involvement Policy, or
PIP) which was updated on April 17, 2018 to incorporate requirements of the FAST ACT. This is the MPO's
official policy for the provision of meaningful, active public participation and involvement in transportation
planning and related activitics. The Plan's intent is to provide guidance for a proactive and comprehensive
process to reach out to the community and encourage input from citizens, advisory committees, private
transportation providers, employers, agencies, and other interested parties.

The public was afforded the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed TIP. A Public Notice was
published in the March 9, 2022 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that the draft FY's 2023-2026 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) would be available for the public to review and comment on at the April 19, 2022
Policy Board meeting. The notice also stated that signed, written comments would be received through March
20, 2022 until 5:00 pm. No Comments.

The MPO supports carly and continuous public involvement, open public meetings, open access to the
transportation planning and decision-making process, and cffective involvement processes that are designed
to be responsive to local conditions. Project request forms and planning documents are distributed at
meetings and are available at our website. Comments and suggestions on any metropolitan transportation issuc
are solicited at every meeting of the Policy Board providing opportunity for public comments on the
Transportation Improvement Program.

Additional information about the MPQ's Transportation Improvement Program and the Public Participation
Plan can be found on the MPO website. The site also contains downloadable copies of current plans and
programs including the TIP, notices of meeting dates, and MPO contact information. This site is designed to
ensure that the public is informed about transportation issues and to allow adequate opportunities to discuss
projects. Citizens are encouraged to contact the MPO staff with their questions, comments, and concerns on
any metropolitan transportation issue by mail, e-mail, phone call, visiting our office or contacting staff at any
of our meetings, and to join our mail or e-mail lists for notification about upcoming meetings and events.

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) AND THE TIP

As a Federal Transit Administration Section 5307 recipient, the City of Abilene's transit system must follow a
Public Participation Plan (PPP). The FTA allows the City of Abilene to rely on a locally adopted public
participation plans for the submittal of their projects in lieu of a separate Program of Projects (POP) if the
grantee has coordinated with the MPO and ensured that the public is aware that the MPO's plan is being used
to satisfy the POP public participation requirements. To comply with this requirement, it will be specifically
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stated in the TIP and in legal notices that "This public notice of public participation activities and time
established for public review and comments on the TIP development process will satisfy the FTA's
Program of Projects (POP) requirements”,

ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENTS TO THE TIP

There may be instances during the scheduled cycle where administrative amendments are required. Not all
TIP revisions require a formal amendment process. As a general rule, significant changes to the design
concept, cost, scope and schedule of a project listing require a major amendment, whereas minor changes in
fund sources, description, lead agency, funding years, etc. may be processed through administrative or minor
change amendments. Revisions are submitted quarterly and major amendments must be approved by the
Policy Board, the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Administrative amendments are approved through
the Abilene MPO Policy Board.

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS

Projects are selected for inclusion in the TIP by advancing projects from the Metropolitan Transportation Plan,
or MTP. The MTP is the MPO's overall long-range plan and is federally required to be updated every five (5)
years. Projects are selected cooperatively using a formal process in accordance with identified needs
and available funding, taking into account the implementation priorities expressed by local public officials and
citizens' groups as well as the priorities of the MPO, the needs and capabilities of TxDOT and established
national transportation goals. The MPO’s adopted Project Selection Process was approved at the December
18, 2018 meeting. This process was used in the evaluation of projects for inclusion in the latest MTP.
Projects were emphasized which relieve existing system congestion, provide appropriate access to the
transportation system, or ensure continuity of regional and national transportation systems through the
metropolitan area. Candidate projects for rehabilitation, maintenance, and safety projects are selected for
inclusion in the TIP by identifying needs. Projects are emphasized that preserve the existing system, improve
the safety and operating efficiency of the transportation system, enhance system resiliency, minimize
intermodal conflicts, accommodate environmental conditions, increase mobility and accessibility for people and
freight and enhance travel and tourism. Projects are listed in the TIP according to priority and funding
availability. Those projects with the highest priority are placed in the earliest year in which they may be
implemented. Thus, the projects in the first year are the projects with the highest priority. Projects are normally
advanced according to the original TIP, but the TIP may have interim revisions to add new projects that have
gained funding or that have cleared planning or environmental review obstacles.

AIR QUALITY

The Abilene Metropolitan Area is in attainment with all National Ambient Air Quality Standards in all categories.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA)

All projects considered for funding, regardless of the source, will take into account provisions for meeting
the needs of people with disabilities. The MPO will continue its efforts to identify and aid those with mobility
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needs.

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS

Unless otherwise specified, costs involving capital facilities, such as roadways, transit terminals, and transit
maintenance facilities are calculated by adding the estimated construction cost to the standard 10% of
construction cost for preliminary engineering expenses and 15% of construction cost for right- of-way or other
real estate. These estimates are based on averages and actual costs for individual projects may vary
significantly.

PROGRESS FROM PREVIOUS YEAR

Roadway, transit, bicycle, pedestrian, and other projects annually let to contract can be found on the MPO's

website at http://www.abilenempo.org/documents.html. This will continue to be updated periodically on the
website. To request a copy please contact the MPO staff by telephone at 325-437-9999, by fax at 325-676-6398,

by mail or in person at 209 South Danville, Suite B-212, Abilene, Texas 79605, or by email at
abilenempo(@abilenetx.com.

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

TXDOT UNIFIED TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (UTP) FUNDING CATEGORIES
TxDOT FUNDING SOURCES BY UTP CATEGORY

FEDERAL OTHER STATE
12 FUNDING CATEGORIES FUMDS AND LOCAL FUNDS

Preventive Malntenance and Rehablittation Yes No
Metro and Urban Area Corridors ! .
Non-Traditlonally Funded Projects
Statewlde Connectlvity Carridors
Congostion Mitigation and Alr Guality*
Structures Replacement (Bridges)
Metropolitan Mobliity and Rehabliltation*

Safety

@ BN e R W N

Transportation Alternatives*

20. Supplemental Transportation Projects
11, District Discretionary

12. Strategic Priority

Source: TxDOT, 2022 Unified Transportation Program, pg. 27
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FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION FUNDING CATEGORIES

SECTION DESCRIPTION
5307 Urbanized Area Formula Grants
5339 Granls for Buses and Bus Facilities Formula Program

PROJECT LISTINGS

DESCRIPTION
CSJ Control Section Job Number - TXDOT assigned number
for projects entered into the Project Development
Program (’DP)
PROJ 1D Project Identification - Code assigned by the MPO for

local tracking/identification used to relate projects to the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan.

PROJECT PHASES

Abilene MPO

E PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
ROW RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION

C CONSTRUCTION
SWDA STATEWIDE DESIGN AUTHORITY
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FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS

Abilence Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program

Highway Projects FY 2023

DISTRICT COUNTY csJ Hnwy PHASE cy PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 0972.03.021 | FM 1082 Consiruction Abilene TADOTMPO/CoA | § 7.000,000.00

LIMITS FROM: West of Cheycane Creek Road REVISION DATE: 02123
LIMITS TO: East of Dam MPO PROJ, NUM: S1082.F7-CA
prOJECT: M 1082Relocsie DamRoad Jomes Co. FUNDING CAT(S):  2U. 11,3
DESCRIPTION: RELOCATEFM 1082 AT FT PHANTOM DAM
REMARKS Estimated let date 0872023 { PROJECT Project Created in Amendment #5, Funding adjusted in FY
= | HISTORY: 2023.2026 TIP, TPC & Let date chd 02723
T TOTALPROJECT COST WFORMATION V. AT L e
PRELINNARY ENG: $ 36248240 : : FEDERAL STATE LOCAL Lc TOTAL

\ i
ROW PURCIIAS E: § 172370000 | Loerop ICAT2U: S 240000000 S 600,000.00 S 3,000,000.00
CONST COST: $ 700000000 | APPROVED lecarwu: s 80000000 S 200,000.00 $  1,000,000.00
CONST ENG: S 48306328 : FIASES Ec,\'r k1 $3,000,00000 S  3,000,000.00
CONTINGENCIES:: S 39760000 1S 7.000000.00 |
INDIRECT COSTS:: s 21453040 ! !
BOND FINANCING : :TOTAL- $ 320000000 S  800,000.00 § - $300000000 S  7,000,00000
T ClIG ORD: | |
TOTAL PROJECT COST: S 10,181,376.08 ! '
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Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
DISTRICT COUNTY csJ nwy PUASE crry PROJECT SFONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 3068-01-012  FM 3034 | Construclion Abilene MIro 5 2,600,000.00
LIMITS FROM: s uss REVISION DATE: 0174
LIMITS TO: Near PR 343 MPO PROJ. NUM:  S3034-E22-RM
prosecT:  eMamaussiwRmess 7 FUNDING CAT(S):  2U
DESCRIFTION: Rehab and widen {add shoulders)
REMARKS:  Estimated lot date 0772024, Cirl CSJ 0033.05-089. T e e
+ PROJECT  aAmendment#3)Controling Projoct D0033-05-089 Funding
! HISTORY: adjusted in FY2023-2026 TR, 02/23 moved to 2024 &LetDate
" 1 chg, splis 2 projects 3068-01-012 &I068-01-015 CHG 10721 LET
]S VLSS SR PSS SRS e J I, SPATREUNDRG o el
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTIIORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGOTRY/S ILARE
PRELIMNARY ENG: $ 12780 | ! FEDERAL STATE LOCAL Le TOTAL
ROW PURCIIASE: s - : COST OF zCAT W: % 298800000 | & 747.00000 S -8 - |8 373500000
CONSTCOST: S 260000000 1 APPROVED
CONST ENG: 5 og27040 | ASES
CONTINGENCIES : s 82,000.00 is 3.135.noo.ooi
INDIRECT COSTS: H 60,378,00 : :
BOND FINANCING s o ITOTAL: 'S 298800000 S  747.00000 § - 18 - 'S 3,735,000.00
PT CIIG ORD: ! !
TOTAL PROJECT COST: S 2,968,170.50 : :
Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
DISTRICT COUNTY csd WY PIASE cIy PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 3068-01-015 FM 3034 Construction Abilene Mro s 3,100,000 00
LIMITS FROM: Brick Roxl REVISION DATE: il |
LIMITS TO: FM 600 MPO PROJ.NUM:  53034-E22-RM
pROJECT: FMa0salemssCoumy T FUNDINGCAT(SY:  2U
Relab Road
Estimated let dale (772024, Ctrl CSJ #0033-05-089 i PROJECT  Added 02723 revision splt CSJ #3068-01.012 (US 3 1o FME00}
P « NHISTORY: |CHG 1023 LET DATEFUNDING
[ TOTALPROJECT COSTINFORMATION | b AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORVSWARE ]
PRELIMNARY ENG: s 17853150 ! ‘ FEDERAL STATE LOCAL Lc TOTAL
ROW PURCHASE: 5 - ]I SO TIOT ic.w ;S 248000000 ' § 62000000 | § - s - & 3,100,00000
CONST COST: S 350000000 | APPROVED |
CONSTENG: s imgnzp ! TIASE )
CONTINGENCIES: $ . : $  3.100,000.00 :
INDIRECT COSTS: $ 10566150 | |
BOND FINANCING s . broTal: S 248000000 S  620,00000 S - Is - '§  3,100,00000
PT CiIG ORD: S 143,500.00 : :
TOTAL PROJECT COST: S 4.099.666.20 | I
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Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
DISTRICT COUNTY HWY PHASE crry PROJECT SFONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Jones 0033-05-089 US83 Construction Abilene TsbOT s 11,525.000.00
LINITS FROM: 1.0 miles north of FM 3034 REVISION DATE: 0224
LIMITS TO: Taykr County Line MPO PROJ, NUM: S0083-B2-01
PROJECT:  US83andPM 3034 Ovemamss Landfil Red FUNDING CAT(S): 4
DESCRIFTION: Construct new overpass (2 Lanes each direction)
Riﬂ?l:\;lg T _'_'"'"'_'Es't;:n;;d'h;' d;; 6':',;2;;; . T Temrmr T “Hevised UT2030 Tofal project cost, TIPT YT 20TY-F02 T thy ™ ]
! PROJECT FY from 2021 10 Zﬂll.nmcn.d #l, (.Movcd from 3022 to 2023
! HISTORY: Amendinent #3) Fundmgadjusled.m FY 2023-2026 TIP,
| Maved to 2024, 02723 split 2 projects (0033-06-121); CHG
i s s s R S I023LETDATEFUNDING _ . _ |
TOTAL PROJECT COST INFORMATION i AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORV/SHIARE
PRELIMNARY ENG: $  528,808.00 I I FEDERAL STATE LOCAL c TOTAL
ROW PURCHASE: 5 - } COST OF ic.\'rq 18,020,00000 | 5 4,505,000.00 § - |s < 1§ 2252500000
CONST COST: S 10,520,000.00 | AFPROVED |
CONST ENG: $ 62809440 l FIASES |
CONTINGENCIES: §  792,000.00 : $ 22,525,000.00 :
INDIRECT COSTS: $ 31296800 | i
BOND FINANCING s s I i'm"r,u_- $ 18,020,00000 $ 450500000 H - 5 22,525,000.00
I'T CHIG ORD: s - : :
TOTAL PROJECT COST: $ 1278187040 i
Abilene Metropelitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2024
DISTRICT COUNTY csd owy PHASE CIiy PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene Taylor 0033-06-121 Us83 Consiruction Abilene TxDOT s 5,078,000.00
LIMITS FROM: Jones County Line HEVISION DATE: 0274
LIMITS TO: Near W. Summit Rl. MPO PROJ. NUM:  S0083-B2-01
PROJECT:  USSIandFM 3034 Ovempass LandfRoad FUNDING CAT(S): 4
DESCRIPTION: Construct new overpass {2 Lanes each direction)
et Estimated fet datc 07/2024 }- FROJECT Added 02733 revision, spl C5) 0033-05-089 into 2 projecis
P | HISTORY: CHG 1023 LET DATEFUNDING
T TOTALIROJECT COST INFORMATION T T T T T i ioRIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORVSTARE |
PRELIMNARY ENG: $ 15864240 | | FEDERAL STATE LOCAL LC TOTAL
RO PURCHAS E: 3 - : O TOT :CAT 4 S 406240000 ' § 101560000 S ] - 1§ 5078.000.00
CONST COST: S 300000000 | APPROVED |
CONST ENG: S 18089109 | PIASES i
CONTINGENCIES: $  2:809%00 |  5,078,00000!
INDIRECT COSTS: s 90,134.78 : :
|BOND FINANCING s - | ITOTAL: S 406240000 S 101560000 $ s - 'S 507800000
PT CIIG ORD: s ! !
TOTAL PROJECT COST; $ 165776437 : :
Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 15 of 41




Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program
Highway Projects FY 2025
DISTRICT COUNTY csJ HWY PIIASE cry PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST
Abilene MPOTADOT
LIMITS FROM; REVISION DATE:
LIMITS TO: MPO PROJ. NUM:
pROJECT: T FUNDING CAT(S}:
DESCRIFTION:
T S
ler: | HISTORY:
[ TOTALPROJECT COST INFORMATION | T T T T AUTHORIZED FUNDING BY CATEGORYSIARE |
PRELIMNARY ENG: : ! FEDERAL STATE LOCAL LC TOTAL
[ROW PURCHASE: ! costor ICAT2U: s - 8 -
CONST COST: | APPROVED ICATI: s - s .t .
CONST ENG: : PIASES :
CONTINGENCIES: i i
INDIRECT COSTS: I I
BOND FINANCING : ;TOT:\L: $ -8 -8 -8 -5 -
FT CHG ORD: i i
TOTAL PROJECT COST: l i

FORM INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK - NO PROJECTS FOR 2025

Abilene MPO
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Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
FY 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program

Highway Projects FY 2026

DISTRICT COUNTY CS§J HWY PHASE CITY PROJECT SPONSOR YOECOST

Abilene Taylor 0006-06-109 IEL 20 Construction Abilene TxDOTMTO $ 104,765,616.00
LIMITS FROM: Judge Ely Bivd REVISION DATE: 0224
LIMITS TO: 5H 351 MPO TROJ. NUM: 5020-F35-CA
PROJECT: 205X LANESNEARJUDGEELYTOSH3SL FUNDING CAT(S):  12.2U
DESCRIPTION: Add two main lanes for a six tane freeway and constnict overpass structures
REMARKS:  Estimated let dee 062026 T T ;R;J;CT_ "7 Added into FY 2033.2026 TIP (Partial Project from MTP) ” |

! HSTORY: (updaied description, let date, and M TP 02/23); CHG 1123

e LR S— LET DATETUNDING ___ . _._.]
_-_-_---;6;3:53_6:&?.5;{[;5&;‘:\?{0} --------- ! _-_---—.---.-‘-.:l..l'l'liORlZED FUNDING BY CATEGORY/S HARE
PRELIMNARY ENG: $ 312375000 E ! FEDERAL STATE LOCAL e TOTAL
JROW PURCIIAS E: i COST OF iCr\T 12: 5 6781249280 S 16953,12320 § s - |§ B4.765616.00
CONSTCOST: S 67.199,999.00 ! APPROVED EC AT 2L S 1600000000 $ 400000000 $ H - $ 20,000,000.00
CONST ENG: 5 3,748,500.00 i PHASES :
CONTINGENCIES: $  3,750.000.00 | S 104,765,616.00 |
INDIRECT COSTS: S 1,848,750.00 E i
BOND FINANCING E ETOTAL: 5 8381249280 § 26,953.12320 § H - | S 104.765.616,00
PT CHG ORD: i i
TOTALPROJECT COST: $  79.670.999.00 i i
Abilene MPO FINAL FYs 2023-2026 TIP Page 17 of 41
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FUNDED HIGHWAY PROJECTS MAP

FYs 2023-2026 TIP Highway Projects

[Ceganat A
Highway Project (FY)

—t Ralrosds ] \T T "Ia o)
be=sintersiate . ST HTHE AT

— Principal Arterial (FWY. & EXPWY) a0 [ el I 7

= Prncipal Arterial (Other) "\ ; | E
— Minor Arterial . | ]
"|— Major Cotlector || _ 7

— Minor Collector

‘Dyess Alr Force Baze BT |
Municipal Boundaries L |
__ ABILENE —i &) A

@Ig?cr s 71 1% |

0075415 SRR S I 4 5T f

B — Ml

=== m— T —

1. FY 2023 - FM 1082 FROM West of Cheyenne Creek Road To East of Dam
2 FY 2024 - FM 3034 FROM US 83 TO Near PR 343

3 FY 2024 - FM 3034 FROM Brick Road TO FM 600

4 FY 2024 - US 83 FROM 1.0 miles north of FM 3034 TO Taylor County Line
5 FY 2024 - US 83 FROM Jones County Line TO Near W Summit Rd

6. FY 2026 - |H 20 FROM Judge Ely Bivd TO SH 351
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GROUPED PROJECTS CSJs (HIGHWAY)

All state and federal funds used for roadway purposes in the Abilene Metropolitan Area are in categories of funds
that are constrained on a statewide basis. The Abilene MPO adopts the use of statewide groupings of non-capacity
projects in the listed categories for all qualifying projects except those that are specifically listed on an individual
basis in the document.

Grouped Projects include a Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside (TA) Program Project called the South 14"
Street Walkability Project that extends from Pioneer St. to Barrow St. The Federal Funds awarded are
$1,749,126 and a local match of $437,281 for a total of $2,186,407.
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FUNDED TRANSIT PROJECTS

NOTE: On February 29, 2012, TxDOT issued a Memorandum to all MPOs with less than 200,000 population
NOT to include any projects in the respective TIPs that contain FTA funding from Section 5310 (Elderly and
Individuals with Disabilities), Section 5316 (Jobs Access and Reverse Commute, or JARC), and Section 5317
(New Freedom) grants. TxDOT is the recipient of these funds and will program and administer these funds
for projects they will include in their State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). This allows TxDOT
to program the projects on a broader, more regional basis.
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FY 2023 TRANSIT PROJECTDESCRIPTIONS
ABILENE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General l-i'roiect Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date 8 Action

City of Abilene
Operations (TR-01-2023)

2023

Operations-Operating expenses for
full transit modes-fixed route/ADA..
Includes wages/fuel, supplies

N/A

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Funds

Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDCs Requested 5

TDCs Awarded 3
{Date & Amount)

5307

$1.572,528.00
$ 370,988.00
$ 786,264.00
*'$2,729,780.00

$2,725,780.00

General I-’roject Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor City of Abiiene Federal funding Category 5307
MPO Project Information Planning (TR-P1-2023) Federal (FTA) Funds $ &65,00000
(reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT 3 -
Other Funds 3 13,0600.00
Apportionment Year 2023 Fiscal Year Cost s 78,000.00
Project Phase
Brief Project Description Planning-Activities and wages for Total Project Cost 3 78,000.00
employees conducting planning.
TDCs Requested 5 -
Sec 5309 ID Number MIA TDCs Awarded 5 -
{Date & Amount)
Amendment Date & Action
| General Project Information Funding Information (Y{-)E)
Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5307

MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

Capital (TR-C1-2023)

2023

Small capital equipment purchases,
shop equipment, maintenance parts,
Signs, farebex and fare box supplies
NiA

Federal (FTA) Funds
State Funds from TxDOT 5
Other Funds 3
Fiacal Year Cost

Total Project Coat
TDCs Requested 3

TDCs Awarded 35
{Date & Amount)

3 338335200

67,670.00

s 406,022.00

5 406,02200

General F’roject Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 1D Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene
Capital (TR-C2.-2023)
2023

ADA, Paratransit expenses allowabile
under Capital

NJA,

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT 35
Other Funds 3
Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDBCs Requested S

TDCs Awarded 5
{Date & Amount)

5307

3 220,153.00

44,030.00

Fs 264,183.00

5 264.183.00

General Project Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
(reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phasae
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene
Capital (TR-C3-2023)

2023

Bus facility construction/rehab,
breakroom, restrooms,
bus/equipment replacement.

N/A

Federal Funding Category

Federal (FTA) Funds
State Funds from TxDOT 3
Other Funds

Fiacal Year Cost

5339

$ 267.005.00

-
$ 267,005.00

Total Project Cost $ 267.005.00
TDCs Requested 5 53,401.00
TDCs Awarded S -

{Date & Amount)

Abilene MPO
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Page 25 of 41




FY 2024 TRANSIT PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS
ABILENE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General Project iInformation

Funding information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference nurnber, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 538 1D Nurmnber

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene

Federal Funding Category

Operstions (TR-01-2024)

Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT

2024

|Other Funds

_ |Fiscal Year Cost

Operations-Operating expenses for

Total Project Cost

full transit modes-fixed route/ADA
Includes wages/fuel, supplies

TDCs3 Reguested

N/A

TDCs Awarded

{Date & Amount)

5307
$ 1,572,528 00
$ 370,988.00
$ 786,264 .00

F$2,729,780.00

$2,729,780.00

5 -
S -

General I?'roject Information

?unding Information (YCI!-E)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene
Planning (TR-P1-2024)
2024

Planning-Activities and wages for
employees conducting planning

NSA

Federnal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funda

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Funds

Fiacal Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDCs Requested

TDCs Awarded
{Date & Amount)

5307
$  65,000.00
S -
$  13,000.00
Fs 78,000.00

$ 7800000

General Project Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 1D Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abllene
Capital {TR-C1-2024}

2024

Small capital equipment purchases,
shop =quipment, maintenance parts,
Signs, farebox and fare box supplies
NIA

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Funds

Fiscal Year Coat

Total Project Cost
TDCs Requested

TDCs Awarded
{Date & Amount)

5307
$ 338,35200
5 -
$ B7,670.00
s 406,022.00

$ 408,02200

5 -
- =

General Project Information

Funding Information {YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene
Capital (TR-C2-2024)
2024

ADA Paratransit expenses allowable
under Capital

NJA,

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Fundsa

Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDCs Requested

TDCs Awarded
{Date & Amount)

5307
$ 220,153.00
3 =
5  44,030.00
s 264,183.00

§ 264,183.00

S -
5 =

General Project Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

S5ec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abllene
Capital (TR-C3-2024)

2024
Bus facility construction/rehab,
breakroom, restrooms,

bus/equipment replacement

NZA

Federal Funding Category

Federal {FTA) Funds
State Funds from TxDOT
Other Fundsa

Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost

TDCs Requested

TDCs Awarded
(Date & Amount)

5339

§ 267.,005.00
S -

"
% 267,005.00

$ 267,005.00
$ S3401.00
S -

Abilene MPO
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FY 2025 TRANSIT PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS
ABILENE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General Project Information Funding Information (YOE)
Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5307
MPO Project Information Operations (TR-01-2025) Federal {FTA) Funds 51,572 528 00
{reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT $ 370,988.00
Other Funds $ 786,264.00

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

2025

Operations-Operating expenses for
full transit modes-fixed route/ADA

Fiacal Year Cost

Total Project Cost

¥$2,729,760.00

$2,729780.00

Includes wagesffuel, supplies TDCs Requested 5 -
Sec 5309 ID Number NsA TDCa Awarded 5 -
(Date & Amount)
Amendment Date & Action
General Project Information Funding Information (YOE)
Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5307
MPO Project information Planning (IR-P1-2025) Federal {(FTA) Funds 3 65,000.00
{reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT 3 -
Other Funds 5 13.000.00
Apportionment Year 2025 Fiscal Year Cost "$ 78,000.00
Project Phase
Brief Project Deacription Planning-Activities and wages for Total Project Coat $ 7800000
employees conducting planning
TDCs Requested 3 -
Sec 5309 ID Number WA TDCs Awarded S -
(Date & Amount)
Amendment Date & Action
General Project Information Funding Information (¥OE)
Project Sponsor City of Abllene Federal Funding Category 5307
MPO Project Information Capital (TR-C1-2025) Federal {FTA) Funds $ 338,352.00
{reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT 3 -
Other Funds S 6767000

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

2025

Small capital equipment purchases,
shop squipment, maintenance parts,

Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost

s 406,022.00

3 408,022 00

Signs, farebox and fare box supplies TDCs Requested 3 -
Sec 5309 ID Number NIA TDCs Awarded - -
(Date & Amount)
Amendment Date & Action
General Project Information Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
(reference number, ete)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

City of Abilene
Capital (TR-C2-2025)
2025

ADA Parstransit expenzes aliowable
under Capital

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Funda

Fizcal Year Cost

Total Project Cost

5307
§ 220,153.00

S -
$ 44,030.00
s 264,183.00

5 264,183.00

TDCs Requested L] -
Sec 5309 ID Number N/A TDCs Awarded S -
{Date & Amount}
Amendment Date 8 Action
Genersl Project Information Funding Information (YOE)
Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5339
MPO Project Information Capital (TR-C3-2025}
{reference number, etc} Federal (FTA) Fundsa 3 267.00500
State Funds from TxDOT g =

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

2025
Bus facility construction/rehab,
breakroom, restrooms,

bus/equipment replacement.

NSA

Other Funds
Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost

TDCs2 Requested

TDCs Awarded
{Date & Amount)

$ 267,005.00

267.,005.00
53,401.00

wen

Abilene MPO
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FY 2026 TRANSIT PROJECTDESCRIPTIONS
ABILENE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

General Project Information

Fund-ing Information (-YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information
(reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

City of Abilene
Operations (TR-01-2026)

2028

Operations-Operating expenses for

full transit modes-fxed route/ADA

Includes wages/fuel, supplies
N/A

Federal Funding Category
Federal (FTA) Funds

State Funds from TxDOT
Other Funds

Fiscal Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDCs Requested 5

TDCs Awarded 3
(Date & Amount)

5307

5 1,572.528.00
5 370.988.00
S 786.264.00
F$2,729,780.00

$2.728.780.00

General Project Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5307
MPO Project Information Planning (TR-P1-2028) Federal (FTA) Funda 5 65,000.00
(reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT 3 -
Other Funds 5 13,000 .00
Apportionment Year 2026 Fiscal Year Cost s 78.000.00
Project Phase
Brief Project Description Planning-Activities and wages for Total Project Cost 5 78.000.00
employees conducting planning.
TDCs Requested 5 -
Sec 5300 ID Number NJA TDCas Awardod 5 -
{Date & Amount}
Amendment Date & Action
General Project Information Funding Information (YOE)
Project Sponsor City of Abilene Federal Funding Category 5307

MPO Project Information
{reference number, etc)

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 533 1D Number

Amendment Date 8 Action

Capital (TR-C1-2026)

2026

Small capital equipment purchases,
shop equipment, maintenance parts,
Signs, farebox and fare box supplies

NA

Federal (FTA) Funds
State Funds from TxDOT -
Other Funds 5
Fiscn! Year Cost

Total Project Cost
TDCa Requested 3

TDCs Awarded ¥
{Date & Amount)

5 33835200

67.670.00

s 406,022.00

$ 4DE.022.00

General Project Information

Funding Information (YOE)

Project Sponsor
MPO Project Information

City of Abilens
Capital (TR-C2-2026)

Fedenral Funding Category
Federal (FTA)} Funds

5307

$ 220,153.00

(reference number, etc) State Funds from TxDOT 5 -
Other Funds 3 44.030.00

Apportionment Year 2026 Fiascal Year Cost Fs 264,183.00

Project Phase

Brief Project Description ADA Paratransit expenses allowable Total Project Cost $ 264.183.00

under Capital

TDCs Requested 3 -

Sec 5309 1D Number NiA TDCa Awarded 5 -
{Date & Amount}

Amendment Date 8 Action

General Project Information Funding Information (YOE}

Project Sponsor City of Abillene Federal Funding Category 5339

MPO Project Information Capital (TR-C3-2026)

{reference number, etc) Federal (FTA)} Funds % 26700500
State Funds from TxDOT % -

Apportionment Year
Project Phase
Brief Project Description

Sec 5309 ID Number

Amendment Date & Action

2026
Bus facility constructionfrehab,
breakroom, restrooms,

busfequipment replacement.

NJA

Other Funds
Fiscal Year Cost

"
$ 267,005.00

Total Project Coat S 267.005.00

TDOCs Requested 5 53,401.00

TDOCa Awarded 5 -
{Date & Amount)

Abilene MPO
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APPENDIX A: MPO SELF-CERTIFICATION — ATTAINMENT AREA

In accordance with 23 CFR Part 450.336, the Texas Department of Transportation and the Abilene Metropolitan
Planning Organization for the Abilene Urbanized Area, hereby certify that the transportation planning process is
addressing the major issues in the metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable
requirements of:

(1}
(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

23 U.5.C. 134, 49 U.5.C. 5303, and 23 CFR 450 subpart C;

In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176(c) and {d) of the Clean Air Act, as amended (42
U.5.C. 7504, 7506(c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended {42 U.5.C. 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 21;

49 U.5.C. 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, sex, or age in
employment or business opportunity;

Section 1101{b) of the FAST Act (Pub. L. 114-357) and 49CFR part26 regarding the involvement of Disadvantaged
Business Enterprises in US DOT-funded projects;

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

The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.5.C. 12101 et seq.) and {49 CFR Parts 27, 37,
and 38);

The Older Americans Act, as amended {42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis of age in
programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance;

Section 324 of title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender; and

(10) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.5.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding discrimination against

individuals with disabilities.

Abilene District Abilene Metropolitan Planning Organization
Texas Department of Transportation Policy Board Chairperson
Mr. Thomas G. Allbritton, P.E. Councilman Shane Price
District Engineer Policy Board Chairperson
Date Date
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APPENDIX B: HISTORY OF THE TIP AND TIP AMENDMENTS

The Policy Board approved the Abilene MPO’s DRAFT 2023-2026 TIP on February 15, 2022,
The Policy Board approved the Abilene MPO’s FINAL 2023-2026 TIP on April 19, 2022,

ADMINISTRATIVE AMENDMENT 1: Updated the 2022 Safety (PM 1} information per FHWA on
November 2, 2022,

AMENDMENT 2: The Policy Board approved the Amendment on February 21, 2023. Changes were to the
let dates, limits, funding, PM 1 Safety Measure updated to 2023 targets, addition of CSJ #0033-06-121 (split
CSJ# 0033-05-089), and addition of CSJ#3068-01-015 (split of CSJ#3068-01-012). The public was
afforded the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed TIP. A Public Notice was published in the
February 12, 2023 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that the amendment would be available for review
and comment at the February 21, 2023 1:30 pm Policy Board meeting. The notice also stated that signed,
written comments would be received through 12:00 pm on February 21, 2023, Comments received were
incorporated as appropriate.

AMENDMENT 3: The Policy Board approved the Amendment on October 17, 2023. (Pending Approval)
Changes were to the let dates and funding on CSJs#3068-01-012, #3068-01-015, #0033-05-089, #0033-06-
121, and #0006-06-109. CSJ #0663-01-024 for FY 2025 was removed with a new estimated let date of
03/28. Appendix D - PM 2, PM 3, PM 4, and the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP) were
updated. The public was afforded the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed TIP. A Public
Notice was published in the October 2, 2023 Abilene Reporter-News announcing that the amendment would
be available for review and comment at the October 17, 2023 1:30 pm Policy Board meeting. The notice
also stated that signed, written comments would be received through 5:00 pm on October 12, 2023.
comments were received.
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ACP
ADA
BU

CAT
CMAQ
CsJ
FHWA
FTA
LCL
MAP-21
MPO
MTP
PPP
PROJ ID
PDP
PROP 12
PROP 14
ROW
SAFETEA-LU
STP
TEA-21
TDC
TIP
TxDOT
UAB
YOE

Abilene MPO

APPENDIX C: ACRONYMS

Asphalt-Concrete-Pavement
Americans with Disabilities Act
Business

Category

Congestion and Mitigation Air Quality
Control Section Job Number

Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration

Local

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Century
Metropolitan Planning Organization
Metropolitan Transportation Plan
Public Participation Plan

Project Identification Number

Project Development Program

Proposition 12 (The first special bond issue for transportation projects)

Proposition 14 (The second special bond issue for transportation projects)

Right of way

Safe Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Act — A Legacy for Users

Surface Transportation Program

Transportation Equity Act for the Twenty-First Century
Transportation Development Credits

Transportation Improvement Program

Texas Department of Transportation

Urban Area Boundary

Year of Expenditure
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APPENDIX D: PERFORMANCE MEASURES
PROJECT-BASED PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING (PBPP)

In order to provide more transparency in the selection and prioritization of transportation projects, federal
legislation beginning with the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) and
continuing to the current Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act), stipulate that a
performance measurement framework must be used in the development of the TIP and MTP.
Performance measures arc data driven and are intended to create a platform for decision making which
allows for reasonable comparison of investment options while maintaining adequate flexibility to adapt
these investment strategies to unique state, regional, and local needs and conditions. Performance
measures at the federal level are focused on the following national goals:

. Safety (PM1) * Infrastructure condition (PM2)
. Congestion reduction » System reliability (PM3)

. Environmental sustainability * Reduced project delivery delays
. Freight movement and economic vitality (PM3)

In addition to the national goals listed above, performance measures also apply to transit systems
regarding state of good repair status for thosc systems receiving federal funding. This state of good repair
is assessed and targets are set through the Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan.

Once federal rules have been adopted, state departments of transportation (DOT) then set state-wide
performance targets for each measure. Following this, MPOs must then make a choice to set their own
targets or agree to support the targets established by the State. The Abilene MPO has taken initial action
on the following:

(PM1) Safety (PM2) Infrastructure Condition
(TAM) Transit Assets (PM3) System Reliability

Recipients of federal highway and transit funds such as State DOTs and MPOs must now track various
performance measures, set data-driven targets for these, identify links in investment strategies, projects,
or programs to targets or contributions toward the achievement of desired state-wide outcomes, and
finally recipients must develop Transit Asset Management plans for specified transit resources. MPOs,
transit agencies and the Texas Department of Transportation (TXxXDOT) have been diligently working
cooperatively to establish practices, support systems, and relationships necessary for the successful
implementation of PBPP. As this new paradigm for transportation planning emerges and we gain
valuable experience in the strengths and limitations of various elements, adjustments are likely to be
required.

Transportation Improvement Program Project Analysis to Performance Measures

When working to select and program projects, the Abilene MPO incorporates a variety of elements into
the selection process including elements directly related to factors addressed in adopted performance
measures. Although the achievement of specific performance outcomes through formalized scoring or
evaluation tools tied to those outcomes have not historically been utilized, the Abilene MPO has
nonetheless considered information on safety, accidents, injuries, fatalities, congestion, connectivity,
system reliability, operational efficiency and the costs and benefits to the local economy and to various
populations as these relate to proposed projects.
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The MPO has a formal project selection process which has been specifically designed to ensure relevant
data and features associated with required performance measures are incorporated into the consideration
of potential project options. Agencies, organizations or citizens can forward project suggestions which
are then evaluated. Projects which are determined to be adequately described and sufficiently detailed
are evaluated based on their potential to satisfy five goal areas. Insufficiently developed project
suggestions are documented for potential future action. Goal areas are directly tied to relevant
performance measures and national/state goals.

Upon adoption of the FAST Act, a direct correlation between performance measures and project selection
as reflected in the TIPs needed to occur. This TIP was reviewed and an analysis developed that shows
how projects are helping to achieve the performance measures.

Safety (PM 1)

The Texas Department of Transportation established the statewide targets to support the Strategic

Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) and the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). Once the State of
Texas set their safety targets, MPOs within Texas were required to either adopt the Texas targets or set
their own that would help achieve the statewide target. The Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT) has established targets for five (5) Safety Performance measures expressed as a five year

average.

1) Number of Fatalities. (The total number of persons suffering fatal injuries in a motor vehicle
crash during a calendar year).

2) Rate of Fatalities per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). (The ratio of total number
of fatalities to the number of vehicle miles traveled (VMT expressed in 100 Million VMT) in a
calendar year).

3) Number of Serious Injuries. (The total number of persons suffering at least one serious injury
in a motor vehicle crash during a calendar year).

4) Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 million VMT. (The ratio of total number of serious injuries to
the number of VMT (VMT expressed in 100 Million VMT) in a calendar year).

5) Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Non-Motorized Serious injuries. (The combined total

number of non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious injuries involving a motor
vehicle during a calendar year).

The Abilene MPO elected to adopt the TxDOT targets. Listed below is the Safety (PM-1) adopted by
the Policy Board on February 21, 2023.
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ATTACHMENT A
TxDOT Updated Safety Performance Targets for FY 2023
2023 Safety Number of Rate of Number of Serious Injury | Total Number
Targets Fatalities Fatalities Serious Injuries | Rate [CRIS of Non-
(FARS/CRIS/ARF | (FARS/CRIS/ARF | (FARS/CRIS DATA Motorized
DATA DATA DATA Fatalities and
Serious Injuries
{FARS/CRIS
DATA
2019 3,619 1,26 15,858 5.50 2,291
2020 3,874 1.49 14,659 5.63 2,206
2021 4,486 1.70 19,434 7.35 2,628
2022 3,272 1.25 17,539 6.70 2,321
2023 3,158 1.20 17,819 6.77 2,340
2023 Target 3,682 1.38 17,062 6.39 2,357
expressed as 5-
Year Average:
PROJECTS:

s Relocation of FM 1082 - re-open currently closed lanes of traffic.
e New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 — reduce the number of conflict points.
e Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - reduce the number of conflict points.

e Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes from near Judge Ely to SH 351 — reduce number of conflict points.

Infrastructure Condition (PM2)

The Pavement and Bridge performance rule (PM2) establishes performance requirements to assess the
condition of pavements and bridges designated on the National Highway System (NHS). Reporting and
target setting are required for both Interstate Highways (IH) and Non-Interstate (Non-IH) National
Highway System (NHS) designated facilities. The purpose of these performance measures and targets
is to guide funding prioritization toward appropriate levels of maintenance in order to further the
national goal of strategically and systematically maintaining the nation’s transportation system in a
good condition.
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Pavement Performance

Federal measures require reporting of the percentage of pavement which is found to be “Good” or “Poor”
based on established criteria. Statewide targets for Interstate Highways (IH) are set on a 4-year basis
(2022). Non-Interstate (Non-IH) targets are established for a 2-year and 4-year point in time. Pavement
conditions are assessed each Yo (one tenth) of a mile utilizing certain metrics depending upon the specific
pavement type present. Metrics used include:

International Roughness Index (IRI)
Cracking Percentage

Rutting

Faulting

® & o o

The regulations have also established a minimum level that stipulates that the percentage of lane miles
on the Interstate System in “poor” condition cannot exceed five percent. If the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) makes a determination that a state DOT has not made “significant progress”
toward meeting the minimum level or its adopted targets for NHS pavement conditions, the state DOT
may be subject to fiscal penalties that would require it to obligate and transfer portions of its federal aid
highway apportionments to meet these performance requirements.

Bridge Performance

Federal measures require reporting of the percentage of Bridge Deck Area which is found to be “Good”
or “Poor” based on established criteria. All bridges on the National Highway System (NHS) are included.
Targets are established for a 2-year and a 4-year point in time. Bridge ratings are determined by the
lowest rating among the components. Although bridge conditions are reported as being a measure of
“bridge deck area” the assessment of these facilities includes the following components:

¢ Deck e Substructure
e Superstructure e Culvert

Federal regulations have also established a “minimum level” that stipulate that not more than 10 percent
of the total deck area of the NHS bridges in a state can be classified as structurally deficient (i.e., poor or
worse condition). If FHWA makes a determination that a state DOT has not made “significant progress”
towards meeting the “minimum level” or its adopted targets for NHS bridge conditions, the state DOT
may be subject to penalties that would require it to obligate and transfer portions of its federal-aid
highway apportionments to meet these performance requirements.

On February 9, 2023, TxDOT took executive action adopting state-wide performance measure targets

for pavement and bridge condition. On June 20, 2023, the Abilene MPO adopted the State established
measures for infrastructure condition.
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# Matropoltan Planming Organizstion

R-2023-02
ATTACHMENT A
TxDOT Updated (PM2) Pavement and Bridge Performance Measure Targets
February 09, 2023
Performance Measure Statewide Baseline 2 Year Target 4 Year
Target
Pavement op Intorstate System
1) % in “Good" candition 64.5% 63.9% 63.6%
2) % in *Poor” condition 0.1% 0.2% 0.2%
Tavoment on Non~Interstats
National Highway System
3) % in “Good" condition 51.7% 45.5% 46.0%
4) % in “Poor” condition 1.3% 1.5% 1.5%
National Highway System Bridge
Deck Condition
5) % in “ Good” condition 49.2% 48.5% 47.6%
6) % in " Poor™ condition 1.1% 1.5% 1.5%
PROJECTS:

e Relocation of FM 1082 — new roadway and addition of new overpass (bridge structure).

¢ New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 — improvement to pavement and addition of new overpass (bridge
structure).

» Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - improvement to pavement and addition of new overpass (bridge
structure).

e Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes — improvement to pavement and replacement of overpass structures
(bridge structure).

System Reliability, Freight Movement and Economic Vitality (PM3)

The System Performance rule (PM3) establishes performance measure requirements to assess the
performance of the National Highway System (NHS) and to assess freight movement on the Interstate
System. These measures focus on evaluating travel time reliability and travel delay on interstate, freeway
and principal arterial class facilities to determine whether the magnitude of travel time variability is
considered unreasonable. The objective of the rule is to ensure efforts to improve unreasonable travel
delay and expedite the movement of people and goods, furthering the national goal of improving the
efficiency of the surface transportation system. The current means of assessing performance for these
aspects of the transportation system is through measures known as the level of travel time reliability
(LOTTR or TTR) and Level of truck travel time reliability (LOTTTR or TTTR). Both of these measures
are primarily calculated using the National Performance Management Research Dataset (NPMRDS).
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Level of Travel Time Reliability (LOTTR or TTR)

All congestion has social, economic, and environmental impacts. The recently established LOTTR
measure however assumes that congestion which is inconsistent and difficult to predict has greater
negative impacts than congestion which can be readily anticipated. With this in mind, this measure
focuses on the reliability and predictability of travel as opposed to an absolute measures of congestion.
Reliability references the level of consistency of transportation service over a specific time period. It
assumes that this definition of reliability is an important attribute for travelers.

This measure is evaluated in terms of the “person miles” traveled on the National Highway System which
are considered *‘reliable”. “Normal” travel time is defined as the time needed to transit a specific roadway
which is found to be at the 50" percentile of all trips. A reliable trip is one which does not exceed 1.5
of this “normal” trip time. The Level of Travel Time Reliability (LOTTR), in any given geographic area
is calculated as the ratio of the summation of the 80" percentile of travel time to the 50" percentile of
travel time,

Level of Truck Travel Time Reliability (LOTTTR or TTTR)

Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) is very similar in most respects to passenger vehicle TTR. Once
again, reliability and predictability are the key features. Reliability again references the level of
consistency in transportation service over a specific period of time for transportation on certain system
segments within a defined region. A value of 1.0 indicates that congestion or other factors affecting
travel time in a region is consistent and predictable. A key difference is that TTTR only applies to
interstate highways. Additionally, this measure is based on a single vehicle and there is no adjustment
for the number of passengers. The formula for determining TTTR is the ratio of the 95" percentile of
travel time to the 50" percentile of travel time. A value of 1.0 indicates that congestion or other factors
affecting travel time in an area are consistent and predictable. As values increase above 1 predictability
and reliability decrease. This means that additional travel time will likely be needed when passing
through such areas to ensure the likelihood of “on time” delivery.

On February 9, 2023, TxDOT took executive action adopting state-wide performance measure targets
for System Reliability, Freight Movement and Economic Vitality (PM 3) using TTR and TTTR.

On June 20, 2023, the Abilene MPO adopted the State established measures for System Reliability,
Freight Movement and Economic Vitality.
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ATTACHMENT A

TxDOT Updated (PM 3) System Performance Measure Targets

February 09, 2023
| Performance Measure \ Statewide |  2VYear 4 Year
| — Baseline Target _ Target |
Natlonal Highway System Trave! Time
Heliabtlity s M I | | DYDY
1} Percentage of the Person-Miles 84 6% 97% §5%
Traveled on the Interstate that are
Reliable e | | = T
| 2) Percent of the Person-Miles : 90.3% I 70% 70%
Traveled on the Non-Intersiate
NHS that are Reliable N - | ]
3) Truck Travel Time Reliability 139 1.55 1.55
(TR} Index § ;
PROJECTS:

e New overpass on US 83 at FM 3034 - reduce the number of conflict points and improve travel time
with bridge structure versus stop sign intersection.

e Rehab/widening of FM 3034 - reduce the number of conflict points and improve travel time with
bridge structure versus stop sign intersection.

e Widening IH 20 to Six Lanes from near Judge Ely to SH 351 — reduce number of conflict points and
improve travel time with two additional lanes.

Transit Asset Management (TAM)

As part of the FAST act, qualifying transit agencies are required to establish performance-driven and
outcome-based performance measures using Transit Asset Management (TAM) targets for facilities,
rolling stock and equipment. Final Rules were published giving transit providers a requirement to set
performance targets for a state of good repair by January 1, 2017 with their respective MPO’s having
until June 30, 2017 to establish applicable targets. The CityLink system operated by the City of Abilene
under management of First Transit is the only transit provider within the Abilene MPO Planning area
subject to these federal standards.

CityLink currently has only one qualifying facility. This is a single site in in the central part of Abilene
which serves as both a station for passengers and a maintenance shop for its vehicles. Unlike larger transit
systems therefore CityLink will either be fully compliant or fully non-compliant with any targets set
depending on how this facility is rated in any given year. Should this facility fall below the standards,
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repair or replacement options to bring the CityLink system into compliance will be evaluated based on
system resources and impacts.

For rolling stock CityLink Transit will utilize TXDOT Useful Life Benchmark (ULB) of 120% of the Altoona
Agc category of rolling stock to determine good working condition for revenue vehicles. The age of a
vehicle in years is the basis for this measurement. Replacement of revenue vehicles exceeding this
standard will be the primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.

On June 20, 2017, the Abilene MPO Policy Board in cooperation with CityLink approved a Transit Asset
Management (TAM) Plan supporting and incorporating the CityLink standards. This was subsequently
updated on December 15, 2020. As the tools and methods for evaluating and managing transit assets
evolve modification and updates to standards, targets and plans will be made when appropriate. CityLink
prepared an updated TAM Plan as of August 9, 2023. The Policy Board approved a resolution in support
on October 17, 2023. (Pending Approval)

Performance Targets & Measures

Agency Asset Asset Class 2023 | 2024 | 2025 | 2026 2027 2028
~ Name | Category - Target | Target | Target | Target | Target | Target
Cityof - Other Rubber Tire e

Abilene Equipment Vehicles 100% |0% 0% 0% 0%
City of : Non Revenue/Service

Abilene | EQuipment Automobile 0% 0% 25% 0% 0%
L0 Facilities Passenger Facilities 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Abilene

City of o .

Abilene Facilities Mainienance 50% 0% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue &

Abilene | Vehicles BU - Bus 1% 11% 0% 0% 0%
City of Revenue

Abiene | Vehicles 8U - Bus 20% 5% 0% 5% 5%
City of Revenue

Abilene | Vehides BU - Bus 20% 5% 0% 0% 0%

PROJECTS:
* Rolling Stock (Revenue Vehicles) - Replacement of vehicles exceeding the standard will be the
primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.

» Facilities - Bus facility construction/rehab, breakroom, restrooms, bus/equipment replacement.

» Equipment (Non-Revenue Vehicles) - Replacement of non-revenue vehicles exceeding the standard
will be the primary means of meeting the fleet performance target.
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Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan

In compliance with MAP-21 and the FAST Act, FTA promulgated a Public Transportation Safety Program
on August 11, 2016 that adopted SMS as the foundation for developing and implementing a Safety Program.
FTA is committed to developing, implementing, and consistently improving strategies and processes to
ensure that transit achieves the highest practicable level of safety. SMS helps organizations improve upon
their safety performance by supporting the institutionalization of beliefs, practices, and procedures for
identifying, mitigating, and monitoring safety risks.

There are several components of the national safety program, including the National Public Transportation
Safety Plan (NSP), that FTA published to provide guidance on managing safety risks and safety hazards. The
Transit Asset Management Plan is one component, which was developed and implemented across the
industry in 2018. The subject of this document is the Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan (PTASP)
rule, 49 CFR Part 673, and guidance provided by FTA.

Safety is a core business function of ail public transportation providers and should be systematically applied
to every aspect of service delivery. At CityLink Transit, all levels of management, administration and
operations are responsible for the safety of their clientele and themselves. To improve public transportation
safety to the highest practicable level in the State of Texas and comply with FTA requirements, the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) has developed this Agency Safety Plan (ASP) in collaboration with
the City of Abilene and CityLink Transit (CityLink).

The Abilene MPO Policy Board took action and acknowledged the Public Transportation Agency Safety
Plan for CityLink on June 15, 2021. The Abilene MPO Policy Board at their October 17, 2023 meeting
acknowledged an addendum to the PTASP. (Pending Approval)
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6. Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) and
any Potential Projects.



Abilene MPO Policy Board Meeting
October 17, 2023
Supplemental Agenda Information

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Carbon Reduction Program
(CRP) and any Potential Projects.

Background

On November 15, 2021, the President signed the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act {IIJA) (Public Law 117-
58) into law. The IIJA authorizes a new Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) codified at 23 United States Code
(U.5.C.) 175 to reduce transportation emissions.

Subject to the general eligibility requirements described in Section E.1 of this memorandum, the following
aclivities are listed as eligible under 23 U.S.C. 175(c):

A. a project described in 23 U.S.C. 149(b)(4) to establish or operate a traffic monitoring, management, and
control facility or program, including advanced truck stop electrification systems;
B. a public transportation project cligible for assistance under 23 U.S.C. 142 (this includes eligible capital

projects for the construction of a bus rapid transit corridor or dedicated bus lanes as provided for in BIL
Section 11130 (23 U.S.C. 142(a)(3));

C. a transportation allernatives project as described in 23 U.S.C. 101(a)}(29) as in effect prior to the
enactment of the FAST Act,3 including the construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road trail
facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of transportation;

D. a project described in section 23 U.S.C. 503(c)(4XE) for advanced transportation and congestion
management technologies;
E. a project for the deployment of infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems capital

improvements and the installation of vehicle-to-infrastructure communications equipment, including
retrofitting dedicated short-range communications (DSRC) technology deployed as part of an existing pilot
program to cellular vehicle-to-everything (C-V2X) technology;

i a project to replace street lighting and traffic control devices with energy-eiTicient alternatives;

G. development of a carbon reduction strategy (as described in the Carbon Reduction Strategies section
above);

H. a project or stratcgy designed to support congestion pricing, shifting transportation demand to nonpeak

hours or other transportation modes, increasing vehicle occupancy rates, or otherwise reducing demand for
roads, including electronic toll collection, and travel demand management strategics and programs;
L efforts to reduce the environmental and community impacts of freight movement;
I a project to support deployment of alternative fuel vehicles, including—
(i.) the acquisition, installation, or operation of publicly accessible electric vehicle charging
infrastructure or hydrogen, natural gas, or propane vehicle fucling infrastructure; and
(ii.) the purchase or lease of zero-emission construction equipment and vehicles, including the
acquisition, construclion, or leasing of required supporting facilities;

K. a project described under 23 U.S.C. 149(b)(8) for a dicsel engine retrofit;

L. certain types of projects to improve traffic flow that are eligible under the CMAQ program, and that do
not involve construction of new capacity; (23 U.S.C. 149(b)(5) and 175(c)(1)(L)); and

M. a project that reduces transportation emissions at port facilities, including through the advancement of

port electrification.

Current Situation

The proposed draft amount of funding available for Abilene MPO is $1,345,541 for FY 2024, which includes
2022 and 2023 funding. After that funding runs around $460,000 per year. For the ten years in the Unified
Transportation Program (UTP), the total proposed amount for the Abilene MPO is $5,491,250.

Recommendation from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

The TAC at their September 26, 2023 meeting recommended approval to the Policy Board on the Intelligent
Transportation System projects for the FY 2022-2024 funding. Locations were submitled via email to the TAC.
No comments were received.

Action Requested
1. Any suggestions/changes.

2. Approval of the ITS projects for FY 2022-2024 funding in the Carbon Reduction Program.
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l Texas Department of Transportation

125 EAST 11TH STREET, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 | 512.463.8588 | WWW.TXDOT.GOV

May 19, 2923

Carbon Reduction Program (CRP)

On November 15, 2021, the President signed the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IlJA)
(Public Law 117-58, also known as the “Bipartisan Infrastructure Law") (BIL) into law. The BiL
authorizes a new Carbon Reduction Program codified as 23 United States Code (U.S.C.} 175 to
reduce transportation emissions. The linked Carbon Reduction Program (CRP} Implementation

Guidance provides information on funding, eligible activities, and requirements of the CRP.

The purpose of the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) is to reduce transportation emissions through
the development of State carbon reduction strategies and by funding projects designed to reduce
transportation emissions (See 23 U.S.C. 175 as established by the Infrastructure Investment and
Jobs Act (I1JA) (Public Law 117-58, also known as the “Bipartisan Infrastructure Law” (BIL)) (BIL §
11403).

Texas will receive over $640 million for Fiscal Years 2022-2026 in Federal Apportionment. A total of
65% will be distributed in urban areas based on population and 35% of the total apportionment is
available for any other location statewide. Figure 1 includes the total CRP Texas allocation by FY and
the State fund match. Allocations for each Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) are included in
Appendix A.

FY 2023 | FY 2024° | £Y 2024 | FY 2025 | FY 2025* , kY 2026*
Federal | Texas Federat Texas Federgt Texas | Federasi Texas Federat
afigcation | match | aliocation] match | alocation | match |allozation| match | atiozation
®80%) | (20%) {80%) | (20%) (BO%) {20%) | {80%) | (20%) ;

FY 2022 | FY 2022 | FY 2023 FY 2026*
Texas
match

(80%) | (20%)

Allocation based on each i
area's proportion of the $BOM|  $16M| $82M/ $16.3M| $83M | $16.6M‘ $B5M $17M! $86.5M $17.3M
State population {65%} | | |

Allocatlon anywhere in the

$43M| $B6M| $44M| SSBM| $45M|  SOM| SdeM swls:ze.sm $9.3M

State (35%)
Total $123M $24.6M $126M  $25M 3$128M $256M| $131M $26M $133M $26.6M
FY Total $147.6M $151M $153.6 $157M $157.6M

*FY 2024-2026 allocations are estimaled.
States can transfer up to 50% of CRP funding available each year to other federally funded programs.

Figure 1: Carbon Reduction Program Texas allocations

CRP funds are available for obligation for a period of 3 years after the last day of the fiscal year for
which the funds are authorized (See 23 U.S.C. 118(b)). Thus, CRP funds are available for obligation
for up to 4 years. Any amounts so apportioned or allocated that remain unobligated at the end of
that period shall lapse. For example, the funds resulting from the apportionment for FY 2022 are
available for obligation until September 30, 2025, Any amounts not obligated by the State on or
before September 30, 2025, shall lapse.
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Implementation Guidance provides up to date information about the program.

Frequently Asked Questions
CARBON REDUCTION PROGRAM (CRP} AND CARBON REDUCTION STRATEGY (CRS)

1.

What is the difference between the Carbon Reduction Program {CRP} and Carbon Reduction
Strategy (CRS)?

The CRP, as established in the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (I1JA), provides funding for
projects designed to reduce carbon emissions. A CRS is a statewide document to support efforts
that reduce transportation emissions and to identify projects and strategies to reduce these
emissions. The CRS is a requirement of the CRP, which is a federal highway funding program that
provides formula dollars to reduce transportation emissions (specifically carbon dioxide
emissions) through the development of State carbon reduction strategies and funding
projects designed to reduce transportation emissions. All state CRS documents must support
efforts to reduce transportation emissions and identify projects and strategies to reduce carbon
dioxide emissions.

Are MPOs required to develop a Carbon Reduction Strategy?

No. Only States are required to develop a CRS in consultation with any MPQ designated within
the State (23 U.S.C. 175(d)(1)). Coordination meetings will take place with all MPOs as part of
the CRS development process. Additional coordination will occur with MPOs that decide to
develop their own carbon reduction strategy.

Do TxDOT Districts, MPOs, or the Transportation Planning and Programming (TPP) Division have
to wait until the TxDOT CRS is approved before programming CRP funds?

No. CRP funds for Fys 2022, 2023, and 2024 are available now through Category 10 Carbon
Reduction in the Unified Transportation Program (UTP). Further, the CRS is not binding, so the
funds are available now and will be regardless of whether CRS objectives are met.

What is the Texas Department of Transportation's (TxDOT) approach to developing the CRS?

TxDOT recently completed interviews with peer state DOTs to identify best practices that will
inform the CRS development. Currently, TxDOT is identifying and categorizing potential carbon
reduction strategies and projects associated with the Texas transportation sector for further
evaluation and prioritization. Next, TxDOT will develop a framework for evaluating and prioritizing
the identified carbon reduction strategies and projects. The framework will be used to develop a
prioritized list of carbon reduction strategies and projects for inclusion in the CRS.

What are the next steps for TxDOT in developing the CRS?

The CRS is due to Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) by November 15, 2023. To meet this
deadling, TxDOT is engaging with MPOs, TxDOT Divisions, and TxDOT Districts to identify potential
carbon reduction strategies and projects, as well as criteria and considerations for evaluating
and prioritizing the strategies and projects for inclusion in the CRS. This engagement will occur in
summer 2023 (May through July). For more information regarding this engagement, please
contact Adriana Torcat, Statewide Planning Branch Manager at Adriana.Torcat@txdot.gov.

OUR VALUES: Pepple * Accountability  Trust * Honesty
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6. What will happen to the CRS after it is submitted to FHWA?

FHWA has 90 days to either approve or deny certification of the CRS. Once approved by FHWA,
TxDOT's CRS will be integrated into the Statewide Long-Range Transportation Plan (SLRTP) and
MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plans (MTPs) or incorporated by reference into those plans.
The CRS must then be updated at least once every four years (23 U.S.C. 175(d)(3) and (4)).

ALLOCATION OF FUNDS

7. What portion of the allocation to TxDOT Districts or MPOs is designated for Rural Areas?

Specifics can be found on the UTP allocation tables sent out by the TPP Division Director,
Humberto “Tito” Gonzalez, on March 3, 2023. FHWA set up the program as follows (Source):

+ Sixty-five percent (65%) of a State's CRP apportionment is to be obligated in the following
areas in proportion to their relative shares of the State's population [§ 11403; 23 U.5.C.
175(e)1)(A):

= Urbanized areas with an urbanized area population greater than 200,000: This portion is
to be divided among those areas based on their relative share of population unless the
Secretary approves a joint request from the State and relevant MPO(s) to use other
factors [§ 11403; 23 U.S.C. 175(e)(1)(AXi) and {e){3)].

«  Urbanized areas with an urbanized area population of at least 50,000 but no more than
200,000: This portion is to be divided among those areas based on their relative share of
population unless the Secretary approves a joint request from the State and relevant
MPOQO(s) to use other factors [§ 11403; 23 U.S.C. 175(e)}{1)(A)ii) and (e)(3}].

»  Urban areas with population at least 5,000 and no more than 49,999 [§ 11403; 23
U.S.C. 175(e)(1)(AXii)].

= Areas with population of less than 5,000 [§ 11403; 23 U.S.C. 175(e}1){(A)iv)].

o The remaining 35% of the State's CRP apportionment is to be obligated in any area of the
State. [§ 11403; 23 U.S.C. 175(e)(1}B)]

8. Is alocal match required? Will TxDOT be covering the local match?

Local participation may be required depending on the type of project and type of work. Certain
categories of funding in the UTP are directly tied to federal apportionments. These include
Categories 5, 7, 9 and 10 Carbon. When funds are allocated via the UTP, the allocation listed in
the UTP is inclusive of the federal portion that is typically 80% and a non-federal portion that is
typically 20%. This non-federal portion could be either state or local.

The use of Category 10 Carbon funds should be similar to other categories of funds provided via
the UTP. Federal, state, and/or local participation is dictated by the project type, type of work,
and type of federal funds. See the “Participation Chart” from TxDOT's Project Development
Manual [http://onlinemanuals.txdot.gov/txdotmanuals/pdp/index.htm]. It is important to note
that all participation ratios shown on the chart depict the minimum local participation for eligible
costs. The federal percentage and state percentage shown on the chart depict a maximum.

OUR VALUES: People » Accountabllity = Trust = Honesty
OUR MISSION: Connecting You With Texas

An Equal Opportunity Employer



To understand the char, (i) identify the project type in question under the “Condition” column,
then (ii) identify the type of work (preliminary engineering, construction engineering/construction
funds; or right of way/ utilities).

Does the MPO's local scoring or ranking methodology need to be different from the Category 7
STP-MM criteria, and tailored for CRP purposes and eligible activities?

No new or separate methodology has been required or suggested for the Carbon Reduction
Program.

10. Can CRP funds be programmed to existing projects {(either funded by Category 7 or Category 9)

that are in project development?

If a project currently funded through another UTP category is eligible for CRP funds, you can work
with the program manager to remove the original category and program Category 10 CR. For
example, for a project currently funded with Category 9 funds, you would work with the
corresponding MPO or TxDOT's Public Transportation Division (PTN) to remove Category 9 and

use Category 10 CR. Similarly, for Category 7, the MPO could elect to remove Category 7 and
program Category 10 CR.

11. Can CRP funds be grouped or applied to projects that are already grouped in the STIP?

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

Per FHWA, it is preferred that CRP funded projects be individually listed. A project that is currently

grouped in the STIP will still be considered for funding under CRP subject to requests to be
ungrouped.

Can Transportation Development Credits (TDCs) be used in lieu of local match on the Carbon
Reduction Funds?

Yes. MPO TDCs can be used in lieu of required non-federal match.

Are the allocations included in the 2024 draft UTP the most current calculations?

Yes, the latest draft was sent out by the TPP Division Director, Humberto “Tito” Gonzalez, on

March 3, 2023 and is included in Appendix A. Please contact Adriana.Torcat@ixdot.gov if you
need a copy of the draft distributed on the date indicated above.

Can MPOs spend ahead on their CAT 10CR allocation? For example, would an MPO be able to
spend FY 24 and FY 25 in FY 247

TxDOT's Finance Division will consider a request to accelerate funding on a case-by-case basis.
Note that FY 2024 includes 3 years of allocations (FY 2022, FY 2023, and FY 2024).

If the funds are used on a project that is later de-commissioned (e.g., truck parking lot), do funds
need to be “paid back” to FHWA?

This would be evaluated by FHWA on a case-by-case basis.
Would TxDOT Districts be responsible for letting the MPO selected projects? Or will project
sponsors be responsible for letting?

MPOs and TxDOT Districts should determine project management responsibilities.
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17.

Will direct state costs (DSC) be covered by CRP funds?

Yes, CRP funds can cover direct state costs.

PROJECT ELIGIBILITY

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

What type of projects would be eligible for CRP funds?

Eligible CRP project types may include but are not limited to: traffic monitoring, advanced truck
stop electrification, surface truck parking, capital projects for the construction of a bus rapid
transit corridor or dedicated bus lanes, on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of transportation, replacement of street lighting and
traffic control devices with energy-efficient alternatives. Detailed information associated with a
given project will be needed to determine eligibility.

Can MPOs use a call for proposals to select and award CRP funds to projects that are not in the
UTP and STIP?

Yes, but TxDOT encourages MPOs to use CRP funds on currently eligible projects. CRP funds are
available for obligation for a period of 3 years after the last day of the fiscal year for which the
funds are authorized. Thus, CRP funds are available for obligation for up to 4 years. Any amounts
apportioned or allocated that remain unobligated at the end of that period will lapse. {Source)

Are off-system projects eligible?

Yes. In addition, non-highway projects are eligible (Source). Every project funded under the CRP
is treated as if it were located on a Federal-aid highway. This ensures applicability of Davis-Bacon
wage requirements (Source).

Are added-capacity projects eligible?

No. CRP funds cannot be used exclusively for added-capacity projects. However, CRP funds can
be used on eligible components of added capacity projects (Source).

Can CRP funds be used on planning activities (e.g., plans, specifications, and estimate (PS&E),
environmental clearance, feasibility studies, right of way (ROW) acquisition, utility relocation)?

General planning activities {except development of the CRS) such as corridor or feasibility
studies would not be considered eligible. Activities that support a construction project could be
considered eligible, Detailed information for a given project and its associated planning activities
will be required to determine eligibility.

If there are eligible activities on current projects, does a new CSJ need to be created, or can CRP
funds be applied to existing CSJs?

Once eligibility has been confirmed, and in coordination with the MPO/RPQ as applicable, you
may switch funding categories for the existing CSJ. A new CSJ is not needed. The project must be
individually listed in the STIP.
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24.Can CRP funds be used for Transportation Alternative Projects?

Yes (Source), including, but not limited to, the construction, planning, and design of on-road and
off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of
transportation.
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https:iiwww.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/energy/policy/crp_guidance.pdf
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On November 15, 2021, the President signed the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (I1JA)
(Public Law 117-58, also known as the “Bipartisan Infrastructure Law™) (BIL) into law. The BIL
authorizes a new Carbon Reduction Program codified at 23 United States Code (U.S.C.) 175 to
reduce transportation emissions. The attached Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Implementation
Guidance provides information on funding, eligible activities, and requirements of the CRP.

Except for the statutes and regulations cited, the contents of this document do not have the force and
effect of law and are not meant to bind the States or the public in any way. This document is
intended only to provide information regarding existing requirements under the law or agency
policies.

This document will be accessible on the Sustainability Website (FHWA Sustainability Website), the
BIL Website (FHWA Bipartisan Infrastructure Law Website), and through the Policy and Guidance
Center (FHWA Policy and Guidance Center),

If you have questions, please contact: Becky Lupes (202-366-7808 or Rebecca.Lupes@dot.gov)
or John Davies (202-366-6039 or JohnG.Davies@dot.gov) of the Office of Natural Environment.
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A. Definitions
In this guidance, the following definitions apply:

Consultation means that one or more parties confer with other identified parties in
accordance with an established process and, prior to taking action(s), considers the views of
the other parties and periodically informs them about action(s) taken (See 23 CFR 450.104).

Coordination means the cooperative development of plans, programs, and schedules among
agencies and entities with legal standing and adjustment of such plans, programs, and
schedules to achieve general consistency, as appropriate (23 CFR 450.104).

Metropolitan Planning Organization means the policy board of an organization established
as a result of the designation process under 23 U.S.C. 134(d) (23 U.5.C. 134(b}(2); 23
U.S.C. 175(a)(1)).

Transportation Emissions means carbon dioxide emissions from on-road highway sources of
those emissions within a State (23 U.S.C. 175(a)(2)).

Transportation Management Area means a transportation management area identified or
designated by the Secretary under 23 U.S.C. 134(k)(1) (See 23 U.S.C. 175(a)(3)).

Urbanized Area means a geographic area with a population of 50,000 or more, as determined
by the Bureau of the Census (23 U.S.C. 134(b)(7); 23 U.S.C. 175(a)(1)).

B. PROGRAM PURPOSE

The purpose of the Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) is to reduce transportation emissions
through the development of State carbon reduction strategies and by funding projects
designed to reduce transportation emissions (See 23 U.S.C. 175 as established by the
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) (Public Law 117-58, also known as the

“Bipartisan Infrastructure Law™ (BIL)) (BIL § 11403).

C. GUIDANCE ON ADMINISTRATION PRIORITIES AND USE OF THE FEDERAL-
AID HIGHWAY FORMULA FUNDING

1. Overview: This document provides background and guidance to clarify eligibility
requirements for the CRP. On December 16, 2021, FHWA issued guidance, Policy on
Using Bipartisan Infrastructure Law Resources to Build a Better America, that serves as
an overarching framework to prioritize the use of BIL resources on projects that will
Build a Better America. That policy is available on FHWA’s BIL resources
implementation website at the following URL: https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bipartisan-

infrastructure-law/building_a_better america-policy framework.cfin.




2. Safety:
Prioritizing Safety in All Investments and Projects
The National Roadway Safety Strategy (NRSS) (issued January 27, 2022) commits the
United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) and FHWA to respond to the
current crisis in traffic fatalities by “taking substantial, comprehensive action to
significantly reduce serious and fatal injuries on the Nation’s roadways,” in pursuit of the
goal of achieving zero highway deaths. FHWA recognizes that zero is the only
acceptable number of deaths on our roads and achieving that is our safety goal. FHWA
therefore encourages States and other funding recipients to prioritize safety in all Federal
highway invesiments and in all appropriate projects, using relevant Federal-aid funding,
including funds from CRP,

The Safe System approach addresses the safety of all road users, including those who
walk, bike, drive, ride transit, and travel by other modes. It involves a paradigm shift to
improve safety culture, increase collaboration across all safety stakeholders, and refocus
transportation system design and operation on anticipating human mistakes and lessening
impact forces to reduce crash severity and save lives. To achieve the vision of zero
fatalities, safety should be fully reflected in a State’s transportation investment decisions,
from planning and programming, environmental analysis, project design, and
construction, to maintenance and operations. States should use data-driven safety
analyses to ensure that safety is a key input in any decision made in the project
development process and fully consider the safety of all road users in project
development.

FHWA encourages State and local agencies to consider the use of funds from CRP to
address roadway safety and implement the Safe System approach wherever possible.
Improvements to safety features, including traffic signs, pavement markings, and
multimodal accommodations that are routinely provided as part of a broader Federal-aid
highway project can and should be funded from the same source as the broader project as
long as the use is eligible under that funding source.

Because of the role of speed in fatal crashes, FHWA is also providing new resources on
the setting of speed limits and on re-engineering roadways to help “self-enforce” speed
limits. To achieve the vision of zero fatalities on the Nation’s roads, FHWA encourages
States to assess safety outcomes for all project types and promote and improve safety for
all road users, particularly vulnerable users. FHWA recommends that streets be designed
and operated to maximize the existing right-of-way for accommodation of nonmotorized
modes and transit options that increase safety and connectivity. Pedestrian facilities in the
public right-of-way must comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act.

Complete Streets

As one approach to ensuring the safety of all roadway users, FHWA encourages States
and communities to adopt and implement Complete Streets policies that prioritize the
safety of all users in transportation network planning, design, construction and
operations. Section 11206 of the BIL defines Complete Streets standards or policies as



those which “ensure the safe and adequate accommodation of all users of the
transportation system, including pedestrians, bicyclists, public transportation users,
children, older individuals, individuals with disabilities, motorists, and freight vehicles.”
A complete street includes, but is not limited to, sidewalks, bike lanes {or wide paved
shoulders), special bus lanes, accessible public transportation stops, safe and
accommodating crossing options, median islands, pedestrian signals, curb extensions,
narrower travel lanes, and roundabouts. A Complete Street is safe, and feels safe, for
everyone using the street.

3. Transit Flex: FHWA, working with FTA, seeks to help Federal-aid recipients plan,
develop, and implement infrastructure investments that prioritize safety, mobility, and
accessibility for all transportation network users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, transit
riders, micromobility users, freight and delivery services providers, and motorists. This
includes the incorporation of data sharing principles and data management.

Funds from CRP can be “flexed” to FTA to fund transit projects. For title 23 funds that
are flexed to FTA, section 104(f) of title 23, U.S.C., allows funds made available for
transit projects or transportation planning to be transferred to FTA and administered in
accordance with chapter 53 of title 49, U.S.C., except that the Federal share requirements
of the original fund category continue to apply (See 23 U.S.C. 104(f)(1)).

The use of Federal-aid funding on transit and transit-related projects can provide an
equitable and safe transportation network for travelers of all ages and abilities, including
those from marginalized communities facing historic disinvestment. FHWA encourages
recipients to consider using funding flexibility for transit or multimodal-related projects
and to consider strategies that: (1) improve infrastructure for nonmotorized travel, public
transportation access, and increased public transportation service in underserved
communities; (2) plan for the safety of all road users, particularly those on arterials,
through infrastructure improvements and advanced speed management; (3) reduce single-
occupancy vehicle travel and associated air pollution in communities near high-volume
corridors; (4) offer reduced public transportation fares as appropriate; (5) target demand-
response service towards communities with higher concentrations of older adults and
those with poor access to essential services; and (6) use equitable and sustainable
practices while developing transit-oriented development.

4. Transferability Between FHWA Programs: Section 126 of title 23, U.S.C., provides
that a State may transfer up to 50 percent of the amount apportioned for the fiscal year for
certain highway programs, including CRP, to other eligible apportioned highway
programs.! See also FHWA Order 4551.1, “Fund Transfers to Other Agencies and
Among Title 23 Programs”, (Fund Transfers to Other Agencies and Among Title 23
Programs). Historically States have used this flexibility to address unmet needs in areas
where apportioned funding was insufficient.

The BIL made historic investments in highway programs including more than $300
billion in Contract Authority from the Highway Trust Fund. This represents an average

! States may only transfer CRP funds that are allocated for use anywhete in the State.



annual increase of 29 percent in Federal-aid funding over the amount of Contract
Authority for FHWA programs compared to fiscal year 2021. Congress also established
more than a dozen new highway programs to help address urgent surface transportation
needs.

States have the flexibility to transfer funds out of CRP to other apportioned programs, but
we encourage States to first consider the need to transfer in light of the significant
increase in apportioned funding and the considerable funding for new programs. States,
working with FHWA, should determine the need for CRP funds — including the ability to
apply CRP funds to eligible assets owned by local governments, counties, and Tribes —
and identify and prioritize projects that maximize the CRP funding before deciding to
transfer funds out of the CRP.

. ADA: The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 and Section 504 of the

Rehabilitation Act of 1973 prohibit discrimination against people with disabilities and
ensure equal opportunity and access for persons with disabilities. The Department of
Transportation’s Section 504 regulations apply to recipients of the Department’s financial
assistance (See 49 CFR 27.3(a)). Title Il of the ADA applies to public entities regardless
of whether they receive Federal financial assistance (See 28 CFR 35.102(a)). The ADA
requires that no qualified individual with a disability shall, because a public entity’s
facilities are inaccessible to or unusable by individuals with disabilities, be excluded from
participation in, or be denied the benefits of the services, programs, or activities of a
public entity, or be subjected to discrimination by any public entity (See 28 CFR 35.149).
A public entity’s pedestrian facilities are considered a “service, program, or activity” of
the public entity. As a result, public entities and recipients of Federal financial assistance
are required to ensure the accessibility of pedestrian facilities in the public right-of-way,
such as curb ramps, sidewalks, crosswalks, pedestrian signals, and transit stops in
accordance with applicable regulations.

If the project reduces transportation emissions, funds from CRP are available to improve
accessibility and to implement recipients’ ADA transition plans and upgrade their
facilities to eliminate physical obstacles and provide for accessibility for individuals with
disabilities. FHWA will provide oversight to recipients of CRP funds to ensure that each
public agency's project planning, design, and construction programs comply with ADA
and Section 504 accessibility requirements.

. Equity: The BIL provides considerable resources to help States and other funding
recipients advance projects that consider the unique circumstances affecting community
members’ mobility needs and allocate resources consistently with those needs, enabling
the transportation network to effectively serve all community members. FHWA will
work with States to ensure consideration of using CRP funds for projects and inclusion of
project elements that proactively address racial equity, workforce development, economic
development, and remove barriers to opportunity, including automobile dependence in
both rural and urban communities as a barrier to opportunity or to redress prior inequities
and barriers to opportunity.



Federal-aid recipients, including recipients of CRP funds, are responsible for involving
the public, including traditionally underserved and underrepresented populations in
transportation planning and complying with participation and consultation requirements
in 23 CFR 450.210 and 23 CFR 450.316, as applicable. “Underserved populations”
include minority and low-income populations but may also include many other
demographic categories that face challenges engaging with the transportation process and
receiving equitable benefits (See FHWA's Environmental Justice Reference Guide for
additional information). In addition, CRP projects can support the Justice40 Initiative,
which establishes a goal that at least 40 percent of the benefits of federal investments in
climate and clean energy infrastructure are distributed to disadvantaged communities.
(See OMB’s Interim Implementation Guidance for the Justice40 Initiative or its successor
for additional information).

To assist with these public engagement efforts, FHWA expects recipients of CRP funds
to engage with all impacted communities and community leaders to determine which
forms of communication are most effective. Recipients should gain insight on the unique
circumstances impacting various disadvantaged and underrepresented groups so that new
channels for communication may be developed. And, the recipients should use this
information to inform decisions across all aspects of project delivery including planning,
project selection, and the design process.

Among other things, recipients of CRP funds are also required to assure equitable
treatment of workers and trainees on highway projects through compliance with Equal
Employment Opportunity requirements under 23 CFR Part 230, Subpart A, as well as
ensuring nondiscrimination in all of their operations on the basis of race, color, or
national origin under Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Recipients of CRP funds
should ensure that they have the capacity and expertise to address Federal civil rights
protections that accompany grant awards.

Climate Change and Sustainability: The United States is committed to a whole-of-
government approach to reducing economy-wide net greenhouse gas pollution by 2030.
The BIL provides considerable resources—including new programs and funding—to help
States and other funding recipients advance this goal in the transportation sector. In
addition, the BIL makes historic investments to improve the resilience of transportation
infrastructure, helping States and communities prepare for hazards such as wildfires,
floods, storms, and droughts exacerbated by climate change.

FHWA encourages the advancement of projects that address climate change and
sustainability. To enable this, FHWA encourages recipients to consider climate change
and sustainability throughout the planning and project development process, including
the extent to which projects under CRP align with the President’s greenhouse gas
reduction, climate resilience, and environmental justice commitments. In particular,
consistent with the statute and guidance below, recipients should fund projects that
reduce carbon dioxide emissions. FHWA encourages recipients to fund projects that
support fiscally responsible land use and transportation efficient design, or incorporate
electrification or zero emission vehicle infrastructure. In addition, FHWA encourages



recipients to consider projects under CRP that support climate change resilience,
including consideration of the risks associated with wildfires, drought, extreme heat, and
flooding, in line with guidance for projects in floodplains. FHWA also encourages
recipients to consider projects under CRP that address environmental justice concerns.

8. Labor and Workforce: Highway programs, including CRP, may provide opportunities
to support the creation of good-paying jobs, including jobs with the free and fair choice to
join a union, and the incorporation of strong labor standards, such as the use of project
labor agreements; employer neutrality with respect to union organizing; the use of an
appropriately trained workforce (in particular registered apprenticeships and other joint
labor-management training programs); and the use of an appropriately credentialed
workforce in project planning stages and program delivery.

Recipients should work with FHWA, to the extent possible, to identify opportunities for
Federal-aid highway investments to advance high-quality job creation through the use of
local or other geographic or economic hire provisions authorized under section 25019 in
the BIL, and Indian employment preference for projects that are located on or near Tribal
reservations authorized under 23 U.S.C. 140(d), or other workforce strategies targeted at
expanding workforce training opportunities for people to get the skills they need to
compete for these jobs, especially underrepresented populations: women, people of color,
and groups with other systemic barriers to employment (people with disabilities, formerly
incarcerated, etc.).

9. Truck Parking: Truck parking shortages are a national concern affecting the efficiency
of U.S. supply chains and safety for truck drivers and other roadway users. Jason’s Law,
which was passed in 2012, established a national priority on addressing the shortage of
long-term parking for commercial motor vehicles on the National Highway System

(NHS).

Many Federal-aid highway funding programs have eligibility for truck parking projects,
including the CRP. CRP funds may be obligated for a project on an eligible facility that
reduces transportation emissions. FHWA anticipates that such projects may support
progress toward the achievement of national performance goals for improving
infrastructure condition, safety, congestion reduction, system reliability, or freight
movement on the NHS. Advanced truck stop electrification systems are eligible under 23
U.S.C. 175(c)(1)(A) and projects that reduce transportation emissions at port facilities are
eligible under 23 U.S.C. 175(c)(1){M).

States should consider working with private sector truck stop operators and the trucking
community in the siting and development of specific truck parking projects. States also
are encouraged to offer opportunities for input from commercial motor vehicle drivers
and truck stop operators through their State Freight Advisory Committees established
under 49 U.S.C. 70201.

D. GOVERNING AUTHORITIES

1. Section 11101 of the BIL authorizes contract authority for the CRP.



2. Section 11104 of the BIL updates apportionment instructions in 23 U.S.C. 104.
3. Section 11403 of the BIL establishes the CRP in 23 U.S.C. 175.

E. FUNDING
1. Authorization Levels: Estimated annual CRP funding under the BIL is:

Estimated Annual CRP Funding

Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 $1.234B
FY 2023 $1.258B
FY 2024 $1.283 B
FY 2025 $1309B
FY 2026 $1335B

The BIL sets each State’s initial share of Federal-aid highway program apportioned
(formula) funds annually based on the share of formula funds each State received in fiscal
year 2021. The methodology for calculating the apportionments for FY 2022 under 23
U.S.C. 175 is discussed in FHWA Notice N4510.858. For FY 2023 through 2026 funds,
please revisit FHWA's Notice website at the appropriate future time.

The Fiscal Management Information System Program Codes for these CRP funds
are as follows:

Program Program Description Title 23
Code Reference
Y600 | Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) Flexible Section

175(e)(1)(B);
Section 104(b)(7)
Y601 CRP — Urbanized Areas with Population Over 200K Section
175(e)(1)(A)({)
Y606 | CRP — Urbanized Areas with Population 50K to 200K Section
175(e)(1)(A)ii)
Y607 | CRP - Urban Areas with Population 5K to 49,999 Section
175(e)(1)(A)(iii)
Y608 | CRP — Areas with Population less than 5K Section
175(e)(1){A)(iv)

For urbanized areas with population over 200K and urbanized areas with population 50K
to 200K, the CRP funding in FMIS will be provided at the individual urbanized area
level 2

* For example see FHWA Notice N 4510.864 Fiscal Year (FY) 2022 Supplementary Tables — Table 18 -
Apportionments Pursuant to the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act and FHWA Notice N 4510.864 Fiscal Year

(FY] 2022 Supplementary Tables — Table 19 - Apportionments Pursuant to the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs
Act.




2. Period of Availability: CRP funds are contract authority. CRP obligations are
reimbursed from the Highway Account of the Highway Trust Fund. CRP funds are
available for obligation for a period of 3 years after the last day of the fiscal year for
which the funds are authorized (See 23 U.S.C. 118(b)). Thus, CRP funds are available
for obligation for up to 4 years.

3. Obligation Limitation: CRP funds are subject to the annual obligation limitation
imposed on the Federal-aid highway program.

In general, a State that is required under 23 U.S.C. 175(e) to obligate CRP funds in an
urbanized area with an urbanized area population of 50,000 or more shall make available
during the period of fiscal years 2022 through 2026 an amount of obligation authority
distributed to the State for Federal-aid highways and highway safety construction
programs for use in the area that is equal to the amount obtained by multiplying:

a. the aggregate amount of funds that the State is required to obligate in the area

under this subsection during the period; and

b. the ratio that—

i. the aggregate amount of obligation authority distributed to the State for
Federal-aid highways and highway safety construction programs during
the period; bears to

ii. the total of the sums apportioned to the State for Federal-aid highways and
highway safety construction programs (excluding sums not subject to an
obligation limitation} during the period. (See 23 U.S.C. 175(e){(6)(A))

Each State, each affected Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MPO), and
the Secretary shall jointly ensure compliance with 23 U.S.C. 175(e)}(6)(A). (See 23
U.S.C. 175(e)(6)(B))

4. Federal share: The Federal share for CRP-funded projects is governed by 23 U.S.C.
120, as amended by the BIL. It is generally 80 percent (See 23 U.S.C. 120(b)).

5. Combining CRP Funds with Other Eligible USDOT funding: CRP funds can be
spread further by combining them with other eligible USDOT funding for projects that
support the reduction of transportation emissions, if the eligibility requirements and
applicable Federal share are met for each program.

6. Deobligations of Other Title 23 Obligated Funds: Project Agreements should not be
modified to replace one Federal fund category with another unless specifically authorized
by statute (See 23 CFR 630.110(a)).

7. Suballecation Within a State (See 23 U.S.C. 175(e))
Specified Areas
For each fiscal year, 65 percent of funds apportioned to the State for the CRP shall be
obligated, in proportion to their relative shares of the population in the State:

10



* In urbanized areas of the State with an urbanized area population of more than
200,000 (these funds may be obligated in the metropolitan area established under
23 U.S8.C.134 that encompasses the urbanized area.);

* Inurbanized areas of the State with an urbanized population of not less than
50,000 and not more than 200,000;

e Inurban areas of the State with a population of not less than 5,000 and not more
than 49,999; and

* In other areas of the State with a population of less than 5,000.

The State may obligate these funds suballocated for specified areas based on other factors
if the State and relevant MPOs jointly apply to the Secretary for permission to base the
obligation on other factors, and the request is approved by the Secretary.

Any Area of State
The remaining 35 percent of funds apportioned to a State for the CRP each fiscal year
may be obligated in any area of the State,

F. CARBON REDUCTION STRATEGIES

1. General: By November 15, 2023, States are required to develop a Carbon Reduction
Strategy in consultation with any MPO designated within the State (23 U.S.C. 175(d)(1)).
The State Carbon Reduction Strategy shall support efforts to reduce transportation
emissions and identify projects and strategies to reduce these emissions. The Carbon
Reduction Strategy must be updated at least once every four years (23 U.S.C. 175(d){(3)
and {4)). States and MPOs are encouraged to obligate CRP funding for projects that
support implementation of the State’s Carbon Reduction Strategy.

2. Development: States, in coordination with MPOs, are encouraged to develop their
Carbon Reduction Strategies as an integral part of their transportation planning processes,
such as by integrating them into the State’s Long-Range Statewide Transportation Plan
(LRSTP), the MPO’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP), or by developing a
separate document which is incorporated by reference into the LRSTP and MTP.

States may request technical assistance from FHWA for the development of their Carbon
Reduction Strategy (See 23 U.S.C. 175(d)(5)).

Development of a Carbon Reduction Strategy is an allowable use of CRP funds (see
Eligibilities below),

3. Contents: Each Carbon Reduction Strategy shall (See 23 U.S.C. 175(d)(2)):
A. support efforts to reduce transportation emissions;
B. identify projects and strategies to reduce transportation emissions, which may include
projects and strategies for safe, reliable, and cost-effective options—
i.  toreduce traffic congestion by facilitating the use of alternatives to single-
occupant vehicle trips, including public transportation facilities, pedestrian
facilities, bicycle facilities, and shared or pooled vehicle trips within the State

11



or an area served by the applicable MPO, if any;

ii.  to facilitate the use of vehicles or modes of travel that result in lower
transportation emissions per person-mile traveled as compared to existing
vehicles and modes; and

iii.  to facilitate approaches to the construction of transportation assets that result
in lower transportation emissions as compared to existing approaches;
support the reduction of transportation emissions of the State;

. at the discretion of the State, quantify the total carbon emissions from the production,
transport, and use of materials used in the construction of transportation facilities
within the State; and

E. be appropriate to the population density and context of the State, including any

metropolitan planning organization designated within the State.

=Xe

4. Review: Not later than 90 days after the State submits a request for the approval of a
Carbon Reduction Strategy, the Secretary will review the process used to develop the
Carbon Reduction Strategy and either certify that the Carbon Reduction Strategy meets
the requirements of 23 U.S.C. 175(d)(2) or deny certification and specify the actions
necessary for the State to take to correct the deficiencies in the State’s process for
developing the Carbon Reduction Strategy (23 U.S.C. 175(d){4)).

G. ELIGIBILITIES AND COORDINATION REQUIREMENTS

1. General: CRP funding may be used on a wide range of projects that support the
reduction of transportation emissions. Projects must be identified in the Statewide
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)/Transportation Improvement Program
(TIP) and be consistent with the Long-Range Statewide Transportation Plan and the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan(s). (23 U.S.C. 134 and 23 U.S.C. 135)

Projects are subject to requirements under the National Environmental Policy Act (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 4601 et seq.), and other applicable Federal laws. Projects funded
with CRP funds are required to be treated as projects on Federal-aid highways (23 U.S.C.

175(g)).

2. Program Evaluation
States are encouraged to incorporate program evaluation including associated data collection
activities from the outset of their program design and implementation to meaningfully
document and measure their progress towards meeting an agency priority goal(s). Title [ of
the Foundations for Evidence-Based Policymaking Act of 2018 (Evidence Act), Pub. L. No.
115-435 (2019) urges federal awarding agencies to use program evaluation as a critical tool
to learn, to improve equitable delivery, and to elevate program service and delivery across
the program lifecycle. Evaluation means “an assessment using systematic data collection
and analysis of one or more programs, policies, and organizations intended to assess their
effectiveness and efficiency.” Evidence Act § 101 (codified at 5 U.S.C. § 311). Credible
program evaluation activities are implemented with relevance and utility, rigor,
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independence and objectivity, transparency, and ethics (OMB Circular A-11, Part 6 Section
290).

Evaluation costs are allowable costs unless prohibited by statute or regulation, and such
costs may include the personnel and equipment needed for data infrastructure and expertise
in data analysis, performance, and evaluation. (2 CFR Part 200).

3. Eligible Activities: Subject to the general eligibility requirements described in Section E.1
of this memorandum, the following activities are listed as eligible under 23 U.S.C. 175(c):

A. aproject described in 23 U.S.C. 149(b)(4) to establish or operate a traffic monitoring,
management, and control facility or program, including advanced truck stop
electrification systems;

B. a public transportation project eligible for assistance under 23 U.S.C, 142 (this
includes eligible capital projects for the construction of a bus rapid transit corridor or
dedicated bus lanes as provided for in BIL Section 11130 (23 U.S.C. 142(a)(3));

C. atransportation alternatives project as described in 23 U.S.C. 101(a)(29) as in effect
prior to the enactment of the FAST Act,? including the construction, planning, and
design of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other
nonmotorized forms of transportation;

D. aproject described in section 23 U.S.C. 503(c)(4)(E) for advanced transportation and
congestion management technologies;

E. aproject for the deployment of infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems
capital improvements and the installation of vehicle-to-infrastructure communications
equipment, including retrofitting dedicated short-range communications (DSRC)
technology deployed as part of an existing pilot program to cellular vehicle-to-
everything (C-V2X) technology;

F. aproject to replace street lighting and traffic control devices with energy-efficient
alternatives;

G. development of a carbon reduction strategy (as described in the Carbon Reduction
Strategies section above);

H. a project or strategy designed to support congestion pricing, shifting transportation
demand to nonpeak hours or other transportation modes, increasing vehicle
occupancy rates, or otherwise reducing demand for roads, including electronic toll
collection, and travel demand management strategies and programs;

1. efforts to reduce the environmental and community impacts of freight movement;

a project to support deployment of alternative fuel vehicles, including—

(i.) the acquisition, installation, or operation of publicly accessible electric vehicle
charging infrastructure or hydrogen, natural gas, or propane vehicle fueling
infrastructure; and

(ii.)the purchase or lease of zero-emission construction equipment and vehicles,
including the acquisition, construction, or leasing of required supporting facilities;

K. aproject described under 23 U.S.C. 149(b)(8) for a diesel engine retrofit;

L. certain types of projects to improve traffic flow that are eligible under the CMAQ

} See Transportation Alternatives Set-Aside Implementation Guidance as Revised by the Infrastructure Investment
and Jobs Act

13



program, and that do not involve construction of new capacity; (23 U.S.C. 149(b)(5)
and 175(c)(1)}L)); and

M. a project that reduces transportation emissions at port facilities, including through the
advancement of port electrification.

Other projects that are not listed above may be eligible for CRP funds if they can
demonstrate reductions in transportation emissions over the project’s lifecycle.
Consistent with the CRP’s goal of reducing transportation emissions, projects to add
general-purpose lane capacity for single occupant vehicle use will not be eligible absent
analyses demonstrating emissions reductions over the project’s lifecycle. For example,
the following project types may be eligible for CRP funding:

Sustainable pavements and construction materials

Sustainable pavements technologies that reduce embodied carbon during the manufacture
and/or construction of highway projects could be eligible for CRP if a lifecycle
assessment {LCA) demonstrates substantial reductions in CO; compared to the
implementing Agency’s typical pavement-related practices. The LCA Pave Tool can be
used to assess the COz impacts of pavement material and design decisions.

Climate Uses of Highway Right-of-Way

Projects including alternative uses of highway right-of-way (ROW) that reduce
transportation emissions are also eligible. For example, renewable energy generation
facilities, such as solar arrays and wind turbines, can reduce transportation emissions.
And, biologic carbon sequestration practices along highway ROW to capture and store
CO:2 may demonstrate potential for substantial long-term transportation emissions

reductions. State DOTs Leveraging Alternative Uses of the Highway Right-of-Way
Guidance provides information on these practices.

Mode Shift

Projects that maximize the existing right-of-way for accommodation of nonmotorized
modes and transit options that increase safety, equity, accessibility, and connectivity may
be eligible. Projects that separate motor vehicles from pedestrians and bicyclists, match
vehicle speeds to the built environment, increase visibility (e.g., lighting), and advance
implementation of a Safe System approach and improve safety for vulnerable road users
may also be eligible. Micromobility and electric bike projects, including charging
infrastructure, may also be eligible.

States should work with the FHWA on eligibility questions for specific projects. The
CMAQ Emissions Calculator Toolkit is an available resource for estimating the CO»
emissions benefits of certain projects.

. Flexibility on Use of Funds and Certification of Emissions Reduction
In addition to the above eligibilities, a State may use funds apportioned under CRP

for any project eligible under the Surface Transportation Block Grant program (23
U.S.C 133(b)) if the Secretary certifies that the State has demonstrated a reduction in
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transportation emissions (1) as estimated on a per capita basis, and (2) as estimated on
a per unit of economic output basis. In the first year of this program, States should
initially focus on developing their Carbon Reduction Strategies and using CRP
funding to begin implementing their Carbon Reduction Strategies once adopted to
establish a baseline; for this reason, the Secretary will not certify flexibility for the
CRP until at least FY 2023. FHWA will publish additional guidance on the process
under which the Secretary will certify state transportation emissions reductions.
Section C.4 of this memo discusses the separate flexibility on transferability between
FHWA programs.

5. Consultation and Coordination

Coordination in Urbanized Areas

Before obligating funds for eligible projects in an urbanized area that is not a
transportation management area, a State must coordinate with any MPO that represents
the urbanized area prior to determining which activities should be carried out under the
project (23 U.S.C. 175(e)(4)). The State and MPO must also use their documented public
involvement processes, including their process for seeking out and considering the needs
of those traditionally underserved by existing transportation systems, such as low-income
and minority households, who may face challenges accessing employment and other
services (23 U.S.C. 450.210(a)(1)(viii) and 450.316(a)(1)(vii)).

Consultation in Rural Areas

Before obligating funds for an eligible project in a rural area, a State must consult with
any regional transportation planning organization or MPO that represents the rural area
prior to determining which activities should be carried out under the project (23 U.S.C.
175(e)(5)). The State and MPO must also use their documented public involvement
processes, including their process for seeking out and considering the needs of those
traditionally underserved by existing transportation systems, such as low-income and

minority households, who may face challenges accessing employment and other services
(23 U.S.C. 450.210(a)(1)(viii) and 450.316(a)(1)(vii)).

H. DAVIS-BACON ACT REQUIREMENTS

As provided at 23 U.S.C 175(g), all projects funded with CRP funding shall be treated as
located on a Federal-aid highway. Accordingly, 23 U.S.C 113 applies, and Davis-Bacon
wage rates must be paid. In general, Davis-Bacon requires that all laborers and mechanics
employed by the applicant, subrecipients, contractors or subcontractors in the performance of
construction, alteration, or repair work on an award or project in excess of $2000 funded
directly by or assisted in whole or in part by funds made available under CRP shall be paid
wages at rates not less than those prevailing on similar projects in the locality, as determined
by the Secretary of Labor in accordance with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United
States Code commonly referred to as the “Davis-Bacon Act” {(DBA).

For additional guidance on how to comply with DBA provisions and clauses, see
https:/www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/government-contracts/construction and
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https:/www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/government-contracts/protections-for-workers-in-
construction. See also https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/construction/cqit/dbacon.cfm.

16



7. Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area.



Abilene MPO Policy Board Meeting
October 17, 2023
Supplemental Agenda Information

Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion, and Take Action on the Census 2020 Adjusted
Urban Area.

Background
Many Federal transportation programs and policies rely upon the Census Designated Urban

Area Boundary which is based on specific population, density and related criteria. From these
technical definitions, irregularities and boundaries that are separated from or inconsistent with
transportation features may result. For transportation purposes, States have the option of using
census-defined urban boundaries exclusively, or they may adjust the census-defined
boundaries to be more consistent with transportation needs. Reasons for adjusting urban area
boundaries for transportation planning purposes often relate to a need for consistency or
geographic continuity. For example, it may be logical to include, as part of an urban area, a
roadway that is used by urban residents but is located just outside the official Census Bureau
urban area boundary. It may make sense to designate as urban a rural pocket in the middle of
an urban area (or to address altermating patterns of rural and urban-designated areas).
Additionally, large, low density land uses on the urban fringe that serve the urban population
such as airports, industrial parks, regional shopping centers and other urban attractions may

also be included in an urban area.
Source: (hitps:Pwww, (hwa dot gov/planning/ processes/stalewide related highway funclional classifications/sectiondb.cim Toc3 36873029

Current Situation

TxDOT sent the Census 2020 Urban Area and the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area
information out to the Abilene MPO on September 7, 2023. The due date for any changes or
modifications is scheduled for October 31, 2023. MPO/City/TxDOT staff will meet with
FHWA about adjustments on October 12, 2023,

Recommendation from the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

The TAC at their September 26, 2023 meeting recommended approval to the Policy Board on
the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area Boundary. Changes were submitted via email to the
TAC. No adjustments were received.

Action Requested
1. Any suggestions/changes.
2. Approval of the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area.
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Section 6. Urban Boundaries

6.1 Introduction

Many Federal transportation programs and policies rely vpon a clear and well-dacumented distinction between urban and rural areas. Urban and rural
areas are explicitly defined by the Census Bureau accerding to specific population, density and related criterla, From these technical definltions,
irregularities and boundaries that are separated from or inconsistent with transportation features may result, For transportation purposes, States have
the option of using census-defined urban boundaries exclusively, or they may adjust the census-defined boundaries to be more consistent with
transportation needs. States, in coordination with local planning partners, may adjust the urban area boundaries so fringe areas having * .residential,
commercial, Industrial, and/or national defense significance” (as noted in the December 9, 1991 Federal-Aid Policy Guide), are included.

Reasons for adjusting urban area boundaries for transportation planning purposes often relate to a need

The authority to establish the for consistency or geographic continuity. For example, it may be logical to include, as part of an urban
geographic definitions Is set forth in area, a roadway that Is used by urban residents but is located just outside the official Census Bureau
Section 101(a) of Title 23 U.5.C. urban area boundary. Or, It may make sense to designate as urban a rural pocket In the middle of an
and subsequent guldance has been urban area (or to address alternating patterns of rural and urban-designated areas). Additionally, large,
provided in 23 CFR 470 and in low density land uses on the urban fringe that serve the urban population such as airports, Industrial
FHWA policy documents. parks, regional shopping centers and other urban attractions may alse be included in an urban area.

Cn October 14, 2008, FHWA issued the memorandum "Updated Guidance for the Functional Classification

of Highways™ which stated, "Functional classification should not automatically change at the ruralfurban
boundary.” This extended the 1991 Addendum to the 1989 guidance Highway Functional Classification: Concepts, Criterla and Procedures, which
provided “greater flexibility for deciding on an appropriate place for changing the functional classification when rural routes crass an urban boundary.”
The 2008 memorandum proposed further study of functional classification and urban area boundary adjustment which led to this document.

Tg.s sectlon s intended to assemble and complete ali previous policy given by FHWA for establishing urban area boundarles. It has three main
objectives:
1. To provide a clear definitlon of adjusted urban area boundaries and other related boundaries

2. To define a set of technical and adminlistrative processes by which States, working in conjunction with local planning partners, could develop
adjusted urban areas based upon urban areas as defined by the US decennial census

3. To establish data delivery protocols from the States to FHWA

6.2 Defining Urban and Rural

The terms "urban” and "rural" mean different things to different people, and In many cases, their

The concept of adjusted urban areas definitions differ depending upon the context in which they are used, At thelr core, the concepts of urban
has evolved since the issuance of and rural are clear; urban areas are considered ta have dense development patterns, while rural areas are
the Federal guidance on the topic in considered to have sparse development patterns (see Figure 6-1). What has changed over the years,
Chapter 4 of FHWA's Federal-Ald however, Is the terminology used and the technical definitions of "dense” and "sparse”.

Policy issued In December 1991,

Figure 6-1: Prototypical Urban and Rural Areas

Urban Rural

Source: CDM Smith

6.2.1 Census Definitions

For the 2010 Census, the Census Bureau classified as urban, all territory, population, and housing units located within urbanized areas (As) and urban
clusters {(UCs), both defined using the same criteria. The Census Bureau delineates UA and UC boundaries that represent densely developed territory,
encompassing residential, commercial, and other non-residential urban tand uses. An urban area comprises a densely settled core of census tracts
and/or census blocks that meet minimum population density requirements, along with adjacent territory containing non-residential urban land uses as
well as territory with low population density included to link outlying densely settled territory with the densely settled core. To qualify as an urban area,
the territory identified according to criteria must encompass at least 2,500 people, at least 1,500 of which reside outside institutional group quarters.

For the 2010 Census the urban and rural classification was applied to the 50 states, the District of Columbla, Puerto Rico, American Samoa, Guam, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

For classification purposes, the Census Bureau identified two types of urban areas for the 2010 Census:

https-/iwww.fhwa.dot, gov/planning/processes/statewidefrelated/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cfm#Toc336873027 1/9
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Urbanized Areas (UAs)-An urbanized area consists of densely developed territory that contains 50,000 or

According to definitions in 23 U.S.C. more people. The Census Bureau delineates UAs to provide a better separation of urban and rura!
101(a)(33), areas of population territory, population, and housing In the vicinity of large places.

greater than 5,000 qualify as urban

for transportation purposes in , Urban Clusters {UCs)-An urban cluster consists of densely developed territory that has at least 2,500
contrast to the Census Bureau's people but fewer than 50,000 people. The Census Bureau first introduced the UC concept for Census 2000
threshold of 2,500. to pravide a more consistent and accurate measure of urban population, housing, and territory

throughout the United States, Puerto Rico, and the Island Areas.

A full description of the final 2010 Census urban area dellneation criterla can be found in the August 24,
2011, Federal Register (76 FR 53030): hitps://www.census.gov/geo/reference/frn.html. Additional information regarding the 2010 Census urban area
program can be found: https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/ua/urban-rural-2010.htmi.

In general, this territory consists of areas of high poputation density and urban land use resulting in a representation of the "urban footprint.” Rural
consists of all territory, population, and housing units located outslde of UAs and UCs.

Geographlc entities, such as metropolltan areas, counties, minor civil divisions (MCDs), places, and census tracts often contain both urban and rural
territory, population, and housing units.

6.2.2 FHWA Definitions

There are differences in the way FHWA and the Census Bureau define and describe urban and rural areas. The Census Bureau defines urban areas solely
for the purpose of tabulating and presenting Census Bureau statistical data. A number of Federal agency programs use the census definitions as the
starting point {If not the basis) for Implementing and determining eligibility for a variety of their funding programs.

According to 23 U.5.C. 101(a)(33), areas of population greater than 5,000 can qualify as urban, in contrast to the Census Bureau's threshold of 2,500.
There are also differences in the terminology used to describe sub-categories of urban areas. FHWA refers to the smallest urban area as a Small Urban
Area[13], while the Census Bureau refers to Urban Clusters, This and other differences are presented in Table 6-1 and Table 6- 2.

Table 6-1: US Census Bureau Urban Area Types Defined by Population range

Census Bureau Area Definition | Population Range

Urban Area 2,500+
Urban Clusters 2,500-49,999
Urbanized Area 50,000+

Table 6-2: FHWA Urban Area Types Defined by Population Range

FHWA Area Definitlon Population Range Allowed Urban Area Boundary Adjustments
Urban Area 5,000+ Yes
Small Urban Area (From Clusters) 5,000-49,999 Yes
Urbanized Area 50,000+ Yes

Federal transportation legislation allows for the outward adjustment of Census Bureau defined urban boundaries (of population 5,000 and above) as the
basis for development of adjusted urban area boundaries for transportation planning purposes, through the cooperative efforts of State and local
officlals. By Federal rule, these adjusted urban area boundaries must encompass the entire census-designated urban area (of population 5,000 and
above) and are subject to approval by the Secretary of Transportation (23 USC 101{a) (36) - (37} and 49 USC 5302(a) (16} - (17)).

For the purpases of the boundary adjustment process, the term “adjusted urban area boundaries” refers to the FHWA boundary adjustment process in
all areas of 5,000 population and above.

During the time between the release of the Census Bureau boundaries and the formal approval of the new adjusted boundaries, the previously-
developed and approved adjusted urban area boundaries remain In effect. For FHWA and State DOT planning purposes, if a State DOT chopses not or is
unable to adjust the urban area boundaries, the most recent unadjusted census boundaries will take effect. This could cause a roadway previously
consldered to be urban to now be considered rural, which may affect Federal ald funding eligibility.

To avoid this situation, States are encouraged to work with their FHWA Division Office and their local planning partners to go through the process of
developing the adjusted urban area boundaries within the recommended timeframe,

6.3 Relationship to Functional Classification

While the urban/rural designation is independent of the functional classlfication, it is important to recegnize that the adjusted urban area boundary is a
slgnificant factor in developing the functional classification of a road in an urban/rural context.

Recent changes to FHWA policy have normalized[1:4] the concepts of urban boundaries and functional classification to improve consistency. The seven
functional classifications each for urban and rural areas create 14 possible combinations of functional class and area type. As an example, a roadway
classified as a Minor Arterial that happens to be in an urban area has a combined classlfication of Urban Minor Arterial. There is no change in the
definitions of the functionally classified roads; nor does this in any way change the eligibility of rural and urban-classified roads for Federal pragrams and
policies, or how highway statistics are reported.

This change in policy provides an opportunity to clarify how functional classifications at the boundaries of urban/rural areas should be treated, The
previous practlce in some States of automatically changing the functional classification of a route that crosses into or out of an adjusted urban area
boundary can be phased out and ellminated. Upgrading due to an actual change in function should be the operatlve criterion.

Special attention should be pald to locations at which readways and boundaries are in close proximity. The adjusted urban area boundary should be
designed to eliminate or minimize a roadway's snaking in and out of the boundary. In these cases, as the boundary Is adjusted, it needs to be clearly
defined that the road Is elther in or out. This adjustment serves to maintain consistent designation of these peripheral routes and avoids the situation of
a roadway alternating between urban and rural designations. Special care should be taken when developing the boundary so that spatial consistency is
maintained with the roadways and associated attributes.

Roads that define a boundary should be considered consistently urban or rural, and it Is strongly recommended that these roadways be carefully
evaluated before they are Included in or out of the adjusted urban area boundary, For example, In Figure 6-2, Plympton Street (2 Major Collector)
degines theladjugted urban area boundary and is considered to be an Urban Major Collecter, while Plymouth Street {a Local Road) is considered to be an
Urban Local Road.

hitps:fwww.fhwa.dot.goviplanning/processes/statewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cim#Toc336873027 2/9



9/21/23, 4:13 PM Section 6. Urban Boundaries - Highway Functional Classifications - Related - Statewide Transportation Planning - Processes - Pla...

Figure 6-2: Example of Roadway Coinciding with Adjusted Urban Area
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Source: COM Smith 2012, Data provided by Massachusetts DOT

6.4 Developing Adjusted Urban Area Boundaries

This sectlon outlines a series of recommended technical and procedural steps to develop adjusted urban area boundaries. These tasks are typically
conducted through a collaborative effort between State DOTs and local planning partners. The process begins with the release of the urban area
boundaries by the Census Bureau and concludes with the approval of the appropriate FHWA Division Office. Overall, the process typically takes between
six months and a year to complete from the tirme that the census boundaries are released.

As described previously, there is no requirement to adjust the census urban boundaries. States may adopt the census boundaries as is, or they may
adjust them for transportation planning purposes. The anly official requirement is that an adjusted boundary Includes the original urban area boundary
defined by the Census Bureau in its entirety. In other words, any adjustment must expand, not contract, the Census Bureau urban area boundary.

6.4.1 Adjusted Urban Area Boundaries - Technical Tasks

The first step in defining adjusted urban area boundaries is to obtain the census urban area geospatial boundary files from the Census Bureau. These
files are avallable from FHWA's HEPGIS website www,gis.fhwa.dot.gov or from the Census Bureau in a variety of GIS-compatible formats, including
Arc/Info export, Arc View shape fite and Arc/info format. Historical cartographic boundary files from previous censuses are avallable for download at:

https: {www.census.gov/geo/maps-data/data/cbf/cbf ua.html.

These urban area boundary files should be edited in GIS. Additinnal GIS layers should also be gathered from the same year as the decennial census
{e.g., 2010) or of similar vintage (see Figure 6-3). Potentially useful GIS layers include:

+ Land use, including areas of recent growth

= Roadway network

+ Railroads

* Transit routes

+ Ports (e.g., airports, seaports)

= Military Installations

« Other significant traffic generators

+ Hydrography

* Munlcipal boundaries (l.e., incorporated areas)

+ Digital orthe-photography

Figure 6-3: 2000 Census Urban Cluster and Urbanized Areas (Ohio and Vicinity)

https:/iwww.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cfm#Toc336873027 a9
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6.4.2 Consideration Factors for Adjusting Urban Areas

When adjusting the urban areas, a variety of factors should be considered. The list below describes these factors and includes an example for each. All

examples are courtesy of the Arizona or Massachusetts departments of transportation.

« The adjusted urban area boundary will encompass the entire urban area (of popufation 5,000 or greater) as designated by the Census Bureau.

In Figure 6-4, no part of the original urban area was removed.

« The adjusted urban area boundary will be one, single contiguous area. In Figure 6-5, the new boundary, like the original census boundary, is a
single contiguous area without any holes or discontinuities, such that there is no rural area contained within the outer urban boundary.

Figure 6-4: Example Original Urban Area

r

i

Pinctop-Lakeside, AZ

Source: Arizona DOT; hitps://azdol.gov/planning,

2

Figure 6-5: Example Single Contiguous Area

https:/iwww.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/related/highway_funclional_classifications/section06.cim#Toc336873027
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Source: Arizona DOT; hitps:

gis/felass/urban.asp

« The adjusted urban area boundary often Is designed to encompass areas outside of municipal boundaries that have urban characteristics with

residential, commercial, industrial or national defense land uses that are consistent with or related to the development patterns with the

boundary. The adjusted urban area boundary should include terminals and their access roads, if such terminals lie within a reasonable distance
of the urban area {e.g. airports, seaports). In Figure 6-6, the urban area was expanded to cover the nearby Alr Force base.

Figure 6-6: Example Area Expanded to Cover Air Force Base

Source: Map created by CDM Smith, using data provided by Massachusetts DOT and US 2000 Census.

¢ The adjusted urban area boundary is adjusted in many instances to encompass all large traffic generators that are within a reasonable distance
from the urban area (e.qg., fringe area public parks, large places of assembly, large Industrial plants, etc.). In Figure 6-7, the urban area was
expanded to include the industrial area east of the census urban area boundary.

Figure 6-7: Example Area Expanded to Include Industrial Area

hitps:fivww.thwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section06,cim#Toc336873027
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« The adjusted urban area boundary should consider transit service routes (e,g., bus route, passenger rall line) in the placement of a boundary
location. However, their inclusion should not unduly distort the shape or composition of the original census-defined urban area boundary.

s The adjusted urban area boundary should be defined so that its physical location Is easy to discern In the field from data shown on the map.
Whenever possible, if the boundary is going to deviate from political jurisdictional boundaries, it should follow physical features (e.g., rivers,
streams, irrigation canals, transmission lines, railroads, streets or highways). In instances where physical features are lacking, the boundary

should cross at roadway intersections which are readlly identifiable In the field. In Figure 6-8, the boundary was adjusted to align with the
major east-west roadway to the south.

Figure 6-B: Example Boundary Adjusted to Align with Major Roadway

e
AN N,
., |i g e e
-3 I Safford, AZ Y s o s,

Source: Source: Arizona DOT; hitps://azdot. qov/planning/gls/fclass/urban, aso

» After the adjusted urban area boundary has been defined using all the factors previously listed, remaining boundary irregularities should be
minimized to avoid the confusion that trregular boundaries can create. In Figure 6-9, the boundary was adjusted to be considerably less
complex than the original irregular census boundary.

Figure 6-9: Example Boundary Adjusted for Simplicity

hitps:/fwww.thwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/stalewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cim#Toc336873027 6/9
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Additional recommendations regarding the adjustment of the urban area boundaries include:

s Adjusted urban area boundarles should be defined so that confusion or ambiguity is minimized. For example, a boundary should not be drawn in
the middle of a divided highway. The divided highway should be elther completely in or completely out of the urban area boundary.

+ In instances where a roadway defines the boundary between two urban areas, the roadway should be clearly assigned to the urban area it
primarily serves. If the roadway serves each urban area equally, a business rule should be developed that assigns the roadway appropriately.

« If access controlled roadways are used to define the adjusted urban area boundary, all ramps and interchanges should be either included or
excluded concerning the adjusted urban area boundary and interchanges should not be divided by the boundary.

+ For coastal areas, if the intent of the adjusted urban area boundaries is to be refiective of the shorellne, then the generally accepted coastal
boundaries most commonly used for geospatial processes, such as spatlal analysls or map-making, should be used.

6.5 Adjusted Urban Area Boundaries - Procedural Tasks

If States and their local partners choose to adjust the urban area boundaries, then they must be reviewed, at a mintmum, in conjunction with the census

urban area boundary release.[‘_ﬂ FHWA recommends that this process be completed within 1 year of the release of the census urban area GIS datasets.
FHWA considers a State’s DOT, working with the appropriate local government entities, to be the authority during this process and relies upon State
DOTs to take an active leadership role,

6.5.1 Risk Factors to Urban Area Adjustment Schedule

There are several risk factors that could potentially arise and impact the amount of time it takes to complete the adjustment process. Therefore each
State should develop a carefully planned approach for addressing these potential risk factors, which Include:

+ A large number of urban areas within a State

= Newly created urban areas

» Merging of previously separate urban areas

» Urban areas that cross State boundaries

= A large number of local planning partners with which to coordinate

= Inconslstency in the application of adjustment criteria across the State

« [nconslstent Interim data submittal formats

» Lack of active engagement by local planning partners

= Lack of DOT resources to complete the process in a timely fashlon

6.5.2 Urban Area Adjustment Schedule

FHWA Division Offices will correspond with State DOTs to launch the effort of developing the adjusted urban area boundaries. This transmittal is
expected to be delivered soon after the Census Bureau releases its urban area boundaries, which typlcally occurs about 12 to 18 months following the
decennial census. FHWA's transmittal will remind the State DOTs of thelr responsibillties; Include notlfication of the availability of the Census Bureau's
urban area boundary files; and provide information regarding how and when the updated boundary data should be submitted.

Figure 6-10 and the list that follows present a good practice level of procedural steps that should be completed within 12 months of the release of the
Census Bureau's urban area boundary flles.

hitps:#www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/relaled/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cfim#Toc336873027 TG
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Figure 6-10: Good Practice Level of Procedural Steps for an Urban Boundary Update Process

1. Mobilize the Urban Area Boundary Adjustment Process

a. Acquire newly developed urban area boundaries from US Census. Obtain the latest decennial census urban area boundarles from

b.

[

the Census Bureau,

Form a team to guide the urban area boundary update process. Staff the team with FHWA Division personnel, along with State
and regional transportation planners who have a vested interest In the final delineation of the boundaries. Individuals with experience tn
functional classification, Federal transportation funding, highway deslgn, traffic operations and the metropolitan transportation planning
process should have a role in this process. This review team should be responsible for reviewlng draft adjusted urban area boundary
submittals from local planning partners.

Generate data, maps, etc, for use by local planning partners. Incorporate urban area boundaries from the census into data and
maps that that are relevant to local planning partners. These may include statewide, district, county and municlpal scales.

. Contact local planning partners. Contact the impacted local planning partners to explain the task at hand and request their

participation. For Urbanized Areas contained and/or very proximate to metropolitan planning areas, the MPC should be a key partner.
For Urban Clusters, regional planning agencles, counties and/or local municipalities should be consulted. However, for many of these
urban areas, additional effort may be required to properly engage these partners. In these instances, it is appropriate for State DOTs to
make urban area adjustments in these areas. Finally, in some instances, regional transit service providers should also be consulted to
understand thelr short-term routing plans.

2. Work with Local Planning Partners in the Adjusted Urban Area Boundary Update Praocess

a.

Deliver data and documents to local planning partners. Share the original decennial census-based urban boundary maps and/or
GIS data (including both Urbanized Areas and Small Urban Areas) with the local planning partners. In addition, to inform the partners
and the process more completely, it helps If maps and/or GIS data representing both the previous unadjusted and adjusted urban area
boundary are shared in a timely manner. This transmittal should include specific instructions in terms of data formats, spatlal accuracy,
update processes and expected completion dates, as well as this guidance document. In-person or video conference meetings are
encouraged to enhance communication and mutual understanding. Creatlon of adjusted urban area boundaries should follow each
State's GIS data editing and quality control procedures (e.g., issues of scale} and performed by qualified GIS users.

. Work with local planning partners, As necessary, each State DOT will need to work with the local planning partners to ensure that

the urban area adjustment process is meeting their expectations. Close collaboration with MPOs is extremely important, and regional
workshops hosted by MPOs can be very valuable in ensuring there is a common understanding of the process and schedule. While the
exact details surrounding Iinformation exchange may vary from state to state, the expectation Is that local planning partners will review
the US census urban area boundaries In the context of the existing adjusted urban area boundaries {based upon the previous census)
and determine the extent to which the boundaries should be adjusted for transportation planning purposes. The local planning partners
should submit a set of proposed adjustrnents to the current US Census urban area boundaries in their area to their State DOT.

3. Make Adjusted Urban Area Boundary Changes

Gather, review and incorporate proposed changes frem local planning partners, As local planning partners submit thelr
recommendations for adjusted urban area boundaries, the State DOT must review the proposed adjustments to ensure that they are
reasonable. At the very least, the DOT must ensure that no territory considered urban by the Census Bureau be left out of the adjusted
urban area boundary. In addition, the State DOT should review all proposed adjusted urban area boundaries paying particular attention
to locations where the adjusted urban area boundaries are co-located with ancther feature such as a roadway, a mun/cipal boundary or
2 hydrographic feature. Some follow-up meetings may be necessary to resolve issues discovered by the DOT. The updated GIS adjusted
urban area boundaries need ta be incorporated into the master urban boundary layer and subjected to the DOT's GIS quality control
checks with the metadata for the layer updated,

. Submit draft adjusted urban area boundary information to FHWA Division Office. Once the State DOT has successfully

reviewed and concurred with all recommend adjusted urban area boundaries, the State DOT should submit the draft final adjusted
urban area boundaries to its FHWA Division Office for final approval. The specific format of data delivery should be worked out between
the State DOT and thelr FHWA Division Office. Various geospatial formats will be acceptable, and as developed, FHWA systems such as
HPMS or HEPGIS may be used. As a final resort, hard copy maps at a scale sufficient to identify the adjusted urban area boundaries can
be submitted.

. Incorporate adjusted urban area boundary changes into Enterprise Systems. Once FHWA has approved the adjusted urban

areas, the State DOT should incorporate the adjusted urban area boundary changes into the enterprise geospatial database systems
that house the official record of the adjusted urban area boundarles. States are required to submlt their adjusted urban area boundaries

to FHWA when changes are made to the boundaries, In most cases, this submittal should only occur once after the State has completed
Its adjustment process.

Eable Gastpresents key milestones for the overall development and submittal process (for example, using submitted data based upon the 2010 US
ensus data.

Table 6-3: Key Milestones for Development and Submittal of Adjusted Urban Area Boundaries

https.//www.fiwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section06.cim#Toc336873027
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Months Following Decennial Census Data Release (CDR}

Event

Census releases urban area boundaries and FHWA issues transmittal Jetter  Month 24

Begin adjusted urban area boundary update process Month 24

DOT works with planning partners to define adjusted urban area boundaries  Month 27-Month 33
Provide draft final data and/or maps to FHWA Division Office for review Month 34

DOT Incorporates updates Month 35

DOT submits adjusted urban area boundaries via annual HPMS submittal Month 36

Each State should submit only boundaries for the HPMS submittal that have been approved by their FHWA Division Office.
Table 6-4 lists the attributes that are required within the FHWA geospatial database.

Table 6-4: Geospatial Database Required Attributes

Field Nama Description

Year_Record Year for which the data apply

Urban_Code Census urban code

Urban_Name Urban name

Census_Pop Census population ("recalculated” based upon the adjusted urban area boundary)

Census_Land_Area  Census land area {in square miles}

Shape Polygon feature

6.6 Adjusted Urban Area Boundaries - Data Transmittal Process

Each State DOT should coordinate with its local FHWA Division Office to discuss the data transmittal process. To the extent possible, all draft final
boundaries should be submitted electranically in the form of GIS data and/or PDF maps. If GIS data are provided, appropriate metadata delineating the
spatial accuracy, projection and definition/domain of all attributes should also be provided, as well as supporting documentation that briefly describes the
process by which the boundaries were adjusted. In addition, each adjusted urban area boundary should be a single {multi-part, if necessary) polygon
GIS feature, Feature names and codes should follow Federal information Processing Standards (FIPS) conventions as well as any applicable State

naming and coding standards.

https:/www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/processes/statewide/related/highway_functional_classifications/section08.cim#Toc336873027 a9



8. Discussion and review of transportation projects.
(TxDOT Staff, City Staff, CityLink Staff)
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CityLink Transit
(October 17, 2023 PB Meeting)

1.CityLink accepted delivery of two new 30 foot
buses on the 28t of September.

2. The ceiling fan project for the maintenance
shop has been completed.



9. Discussion and review of reports:
¢ Financial Status
s Operation Report
— Tasks
— Training Sessions
— Meetings
» Director’s Report
—  Work Tasks
= MPO Staffing
Year-end Report -~ Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOP)
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)
Travel Demand Model (TDM)
MPO Area Boundary Expansion (MAB)



¢ Financial Status



October 1, 2022 thru September 30, 2023

Date Transaction Additional Data Authorization |Expenditure Remaining Balance
12/16/2022 |Work Order #1 FTA 5303/PL-112 . $204,468.77 $204,468.77
01/10/2023 |October 2022 Billing #1 $9,678.05 $194,790.72
01/10/2023|November 2022 Billing #2 $30,286.65 $164,504.07
02/15/2023 |December 2022 Billing #3 $24,239.47 $140,264.60
03/24/2023|Work Order #2 FTAPL112 $75,009.76 $215,274.36
04/03/2023|January 2023 Billing #4 $28,506.97 $186,767.39
04/25/2023|February 2023 Billing #5 $13,850.12 $172,917.27
05/03/2023|March 2023 Billing #6 $13,962.75 - $158,954.52
05/30/2023|April 2023 Billing #7 $13,919.59 $145,034.93
07/13/2023|May 2023 Billing #8 $14,809.79 $130,225.14
08/07/2023 |June 2023 Billing #9 $13,608.93 $116,616.21
08/07/2023|Work Order #3 FTA 5303/PL-112 $28,723.98 $145,340.19

09/28/2023 dated - FTA 5303/PL-112 5 :
10/04/2023 rec'd|Work Order #4 Garryover FY 2022 $256,607.99 $401,948.18
10/11/2023 |July 2023 Billing #10 $19,950.22 $381,997.96
TOTALS $564,810.50 | $182,812.54 $381,997.96

upchited as of 1071123




ABILENE

Metropolitan Planning Organization
209 S Danville Dr., Suite B-212, Abilene, TX 79605

August 28, 2023

Mr. Mansour Shiraz

Texas Department of Transportation
Transportation Planning and Programming
118 E. Riverside Drive

Austin, TX 78714

Mr. Shiraz,

The Abilene MPO has reviewed the July 2023 billing in the amount of $19,950.22 that was
prepared by the City of Abilene’s Finance Department. { approve this billing for reimbursement
of said amount.

If you have any questions, please call me at (325) 676-6492 or email at
elisa.smetana@abilenetx.gov. Thank you.

Sincerely.
U

E’Lisa Smetana
Executive Director
Abilene MPO

Comprehensive, Continuous, Cooperative Planning



FHWA GRANT (Abilene Urban Transportation Study)

CITY OF ABILENE
CONTRACT 50-23XF0013

LIST OF EXPENDITURES FOR July 23

TASK NAME OF VENDOR

1-2603054010 G1211
1 City of Abilene Payroll

1 Worker's Compensation
1 Tech Fund Transfer
1 Vexus Fiber (NTS)
1 CitiBank

1 Titan Towers

1 Xerox Corp

1  Xerox Corp

1  Enterprise

1  Voyager

1  CitiBank

1 CitiBank

1 E'Lisa Smetana

1 City of Abilene Petty Cash

TOTAL TASK 1

2 -2603054010 G1212
2  City of Abilene Payroll
2

TOTAL TASK 2

3 - 2603054010 G1213
3  City of Abilene Payroll
3

TOTAL TASK 3

4 - 2603054010 G1214
4  City of Abilene Payroll
4

TOTAL TASK 4

DESCRIPTION

July PR
For month July 23

For month July 23

Telephone Service - Aug
SuddenLink - July internet/ fax svcs
Aug Rent/Utilities

Copier - June

Copier - July
Car Rental for TEMPO/Crowdsourcing
Workshop - Austin

Fuel for car rental - TEMPS/Crowdsourcing
workshop in austin

Townplace Suites - Hotel Room for UTSA
DemographicTraining - San Antonio
Element - Hotel for UTSA
DemographicTraining in San Antonio
E'Lisa Smetana June Mileage

Rita Ryan June Mileage

July PR

July PR

July PR

GRAND TOTAL

AMOUNT

12,341.21
34.00

278.00
215.61
273.43
1,008.00
233.07
147.84

119.88

52.96
133.61

124.00

79.91
72.71

15,114.23

1,970.78

1,970.78

1,682.75

1,682.75

1,182.46

1,182.46

19,950.22



» Operation Report
— Tasks
— Training Sessions
~  Meetings



October 17, 2023 Meeting {August 09, 2023 through Octaber 10, 2023}

ABILENE MPO — OPERATION REPORT

From August 09, 2023 through October 10, 2023, some of the tasks completed by the Abilene MPO
include the following:

MPO Transportation/Transit Planning:
General MPQ -

*

Prepared TxDOT billings, financial status updates, and reviewed/reconciled budget information
including purchasing cards, bills, and updated daily budget.
Provided traffic counts and other data at citizen’s requests.
Prepared information, conducted meetings, and evaluated transportation needs brought to the
attention of the MPO staff.
Prepared presentations, agendas, packets, and minutes for the Policy Board (PB), and the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). Updated MPO TAC and PB follow-up meeting action
items listing.
Updated MPO website with meeting notices, links, staff members, address, documents, traffic
counts map, and other pertinent information. This will be an on-going task to keep the website
current.
Provided numerous trainings on various MPO office procedures and processes.
General Office Duties performed including notes and minutes for all meetings {(composed and
summarized); food request; shredding; and ordered required office supplies.
Updated numerous organizational forms/files/documents; created multiple new tracking
worksheets (Excel spreadsheets, Word Documents) for Policy Board/TAC; attendance sheets
and sign-in sheets; website membership files; MPO members master file (PB, TAC); TAC
Designee Assignment; MPO mailing list; and public participation.
Organized and hosted a MPO PB/TAC workshop with 40 packets, luncheon, and numerous
presentations.
Interviewed candidates for the Transportation Planner and ensured all job postings on the City,
Texas MPOs, and Association of MPOs’ websites were up to date. Submitted information on
the job to ACU, Hardin-Simmons, TSTC, McMurry, and Cisco College. The job was also
posted on the Handshake platform, Texas Municipal League (TML), and Strategic Government
Resources (SGR) site.
Maps -
Created/Updated/Compiled Data on the following maps; Thoroughfare Map, Urban Area
Boundary Map, Urban Area Boundary Map Adjusted, FY 2023-2026 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) Project Map
Travel Demand Model -
Working with TxDOT, Texas Demographic Center, and consultants - Ardurra on the MPO
Travel Demand Model including 2050 TAZ level demographic forecasts, 2050 area type
estimates, and 2050 master network development.
Updating and detailing the HH/Employment data for each of the TAZ.
Reports-
Updated and provided documentation for the Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOP)
Report to FHWA,
Started work on the Annual Performance and Expenditure Report for 2023.
Prepared an amendment to the FY's 2023-2026 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
along with public notice ad in the Abilene Reporter News for input.
Performance Measures -
Created a resolution for the 2023 Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan.
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October 17, 2023 Meeting (August 09, 2023 through October 10, 2023)
ABILENE MPO - OPERATION REPORT

e Prepared information for the Transit Public Transportation Agency Safety Plan {PTASP).

Budget -

» Closed out Fiscal Year 2023 (October 1, 2022 to September 30, 2023) Reports,

e Moved Fiscal Year 2022 (October 1, 2021 to September 30, 2022) Reports to Hard Binders for
Storage.

e Compiled and updated the new FY 2024 budget spreadsheets including adding in the new
Tyler Accounting units.

Collaboration -
e Provided documentation and information for TxDOT and AECOM on the MPO Planning Area
Boundary Expansion.

Worked with TxDOT and FHWA on the Census 2020 Adjusted Urban Area Boundary.
Provided support letters for FTA 5304 funding.
Prepared an update to the Transportation Alternatives Program City of Abilene project for
submittal.

e Participated with the D.R.I.V.E. Safe Coalition for a Car Seat Check-up Event and Resource
Fair,

Projects -

e Discussion and meetings on the Carbon Reduction Program and Projects.

Attended training sessions on:
o Bloodborne Pathogens Certification - Webinar
Tyler Software Training — Requisition and Receiving Training — Abilene (08/31/23)
Tyler Training — P Card — Abilene (09/05/23)
Tyler Training — P Card — Abilene (09/11/23)
Tyler Sofiware Training- Approver and Inquiry/Reporting — Abilene (09/12/23)

Some of the mectings attended by staff:
o Monthly meetings with TXDOT on projects.
Regional Transportation Coordination Plans — Region 7 (08/09/23)
IxDOT Safety Planning Webinar with TTI (08/10/23)
Abilene MPO Policy Board and TAC Workshop (08/15/23)
Texas Motorcycle Coalition Meeting Webinar (08/17/23)
Abilene 2050 TDM Demographic Forecasts - Task 2 Discussion (09/05/23), (9/15/23)
Transportation Alternatives Meeting — Old Anson Road (09/07/23)
Census Adjusted Urbanized Area Boundary Webinar (09/08/23, 09/21/23)
Abilene MPQ Planning Area Boundary Expansion Meeting (09/11/23, 09/27/23)
Abilene 2050 Forecast Model Monthly Meeting (08/16/23, 09/13/23, 10/11/23)
D.R.LV.E. Safe Coalition Meeting (09/14/23)
D.R.LV.E. Safe Coalition for a Car Seat Check-up Event and Resource Fair (09/23/23)
Abilene MPO TAC Meeting (09/26/2023)
Public Meeting for FM 707 (Beltway S) from FM 89 (Buffalo Gap Road) to US 83 (09/26/23)
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» Director’s Report
~  Work Tasks
= MPO Staffing
Year-end Report — Annual Listing of Obligated Projects (ALOP)
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)
Travel Demand Model (TDM)
MPO Area Boundary Expansion (MAB)



Abilene MPO Director’s Report
Policy Board Meeting October 17, 2023

Work Tasks

MPO Staffing

The Transportation Planner position has been open since June 10, 2022. The job was posted on
the City, Texas MPOs, Association of MPOs, Texas Municipal League (TML), and Strategic
Government Resources (SGR) websites. It was also posted on the Handshake platform and
information was submitted to ACU, Hardin-Simmons, TSTC, McMurry, and Cisco College.

Year-end Report — Annual Listing of Obligated Prajects (ALOP)

Every year the Annual Performance & Expenditure Report (APER) and Annual Listing of
Obligated Projects {ALOP) are due by December 31% to FHWA and FTA to ensure
compliance. TXxDOT requests that the reports be given to them by December 15" to allow time
for their review. The information from TxDOT to complete the ALOP was sent out on April
18™ with a due date of May 2™. It has to follow our public participation process and there were
some issues with the data so the report was submitted on June 27, 2023 and administratively
amended on July 11 and September 5. It was accepted by FHWA and FTA on September 7,
2023.

Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP)

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is due on December 17, 2024. 1t will cover years
2025 to 2050. The MTP is the long-range plan or “blueprint™ and has a minimum twenty-year
planning horizon with an update every five years. It includes identifying present and future
transportation corridors, forecasting transportation needs and growth patterns, providing
estimated costs for implementation of those needs, and including other innovative approaches
to transportation. This document incorporates a multimodal approach. It is a financially
constrained document but it also includes a list of additional projects that could be
implemented as funding becomes available. Projects are selected based on the demand on the
current system and input from the community. The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) has
selected a subcommittee to help with the prioritized project listing as we work through the
process.

Travel Demand Model (TDM)

MPO staff is currently working with TxDOT and others on updating the Travel Demand Model
(TDM). This will need to be completed to include the work into the MTP. We submitted the
information for the 2050 employment data and residential projections for each of the 461
Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZ). We reviewed the data supplied by both UTSA Institute for
Demographic and Socioeconomic Research and Ardurra. We had multiple Teams meetings
with both entities to expand further on the findings. We received the final deliverable on this
task on September 20. We are continuing to work on the remaining tasks with TxDOT,
Ardurra, and UTSA with the completion of the model expected at the end of October 2023.

MPO Area Boundary Expansion (MAB)

The TAC Boundary Expansion Committee had meetings on the boundary expansion with the
help and guidance of the Texas A & M Transportation Institute and TxDOT. With TxDOT’s
help, this process has started again with AECOM on September 11, 2023. The Technical
Advisory Committee has a boundary subcommittee established that will be reviewing options.
This process will also gather input from stakeholders who might be affected by the expansion.
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10. Opportunity for members of the Public to make comments on MPQO issues.



11. Opportunity for Board Members, Technical Advisory Committee Members, or MPO Staff to
recommend topics for future discussion or action.



12. Adjournment.
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