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We have reviewed the East-West Traffic Flow Study, dated September 9, 1980,
as well as the 1980-1985 Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for the City of
Wichita, A number of recommendations have been developed which we believe
will improve traffic flow. We request these recommendations be included in the
1981-1986 CIP, where appropriate, and that all necessary actions, including
public hearings, be conducted in order to accomplish each project at the earliest
possible date.

L EAST-WEST TRAFFIC FLOW STUDY
——n L OATCIL TLUW SIUDY

East-west traffic flow needs to be improved. The Chamber supports the
short-range and long-range recommendations listed on Attachments A and
B, with exceptions noted below, as a plan by which needed improvements
can be attained. We encourage the City of Wichita to move forward on
planning for the improvements so that construction can begin as rapidly as
possible. Following are specific comments regarding the recommendations:

A.. Kellogg - We fully support improving Kellogg as the major east-west
traffic route according to the schedule identified on Attachments A and B,
Our position is documented in a September 5, 1980, letter to the City
Commission, a copy of which is attached. Grade separations at critical
intersection.: should be designed and constructed as rapidly as possible.
Improvements should be scheduled in the 1981-1986 CIP. Accelerating
the Kellogg/West Street project should be considered a priority since
funding is identified. The intersection at Bluff should be closed when
improvements occur to warrant the closing .

Parking Restrictions - Removal of parking on arterials should be

considered on a locational basis to ensure the need exists and that

adequate off-street and/or side-street parking exists for those busi-

nesses and residences affected. We support changes in zoning

regulations which will make off-street parking, where needed, easier

to develop by business. Following are comments regarding arterials
- on which removal of parking has been recommended:

1. First and Second Streets from Water to H draulic - We support
the following restrictions in order to improve traffic flow and to
assist in attaining the federally mandated Carbon Monoxide Air
Quality Standard in the central business district:

(a) No parking from 7: 00 a.m. - 9:00 a.m. and from 4: 00 p.m. -
6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, west of the railroad
underpasses on both First and Second Streets. Parking lanes
could be used for left and right turn storage bays during
these times,

(b) No parking between 4: 00 p.m. and 6: 00 p.m, on First Street,
Monday through Friday east of the railroad underpasses.
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(c) No parking 7:00a.m. to 9: 00 a.m. on Second Street, Monday
through Friday east of the railroad underpasses.

_More severe restrictions are not warranted at this time.

2, Lewis and Maple from Topeka to Sheridan - Restrictions
currently exist in this area which are consistent with peak hour

needs. Traffic volumes at this time do not warrant removal of
parking nor more severe restrictions. However, Maple Street
.from McLean to Sheridan is scheduled for widening and recon-
struction dyring 1981. We support removal of parking following
completion of these improvements.

Douglas. to Allow Four Through Lanes - Four through lanes
currently exist, excepting on West Douglas from Millwood to

Sheridan. In this area, roadway improvements are needed before
four lanes.of traffic can travel side by side. Should the necessary
improvements be made, we would support removal. of parking in
-this area.

..Second Street from McLean to West Street - Restrictions currently
exist in this area which are consistent with peak hour needs.
Traffic volumes. at this time do not warrant removal of parking nor
more severe restrictions.

-Improved CBD Signalization - It is of utmost importance the traffic
flows smoothly in the downtown area and that the Carbon Monoxide
Standard is attained. Optimizing signalization will improve traffic
flow, allow significant emission reductions and a firm commitment to
be made towards attaining the standard. We encourage rapid progress
in this area.

. Channelized. Intersections - Channelizing major intersections for
both left and right turns, when practical, should be accomplished.
A number of intersections are currently planned for channelizing in
the 1980-1985 CIP. We recommend the intersections at Hillside, Oliver,
..Edgemoor and Woodlawn on Douglas as well as Oliver, Edgemoor and
Woodlawn on Central be considered. for channelizing. Permissive
_left or right turns could be continued unless. a protective-permissive
condition would be warranted. Channelization on Central should
have first priority as follow-on projects. to those currently scheduled
in the 1980-1985 CIP. Additionally, major intersections on Pawnee,
Harry, Lincoln, 13th and 21st between Maize Road and Webb. Road
-should be reviewed for channelization in order to improve the flow
of traffic and assist in attaining the carbon monoxide air. quality
standard.
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Right-of-Way Acquisition - We encourage right-of-way acquisition
on an opportunity basis at the intersection of Oliver and Kellogg, as
well as other locations on Kellogg where additional right-of-way is
needed for future construction. We encourage this practice at all
areas in the city where improvements are needed and construction is
expected to occur in the near future.

.First and Second Streets.from Grove.to Edgemoor - Recommendations
regarding these streets were not included in the east-west traffic flow

report. Nevertheless, the streets are important as major traffic carriers
for east Wichita. We recommend the following action be taken:

1. Eliminate the mandatory right and left turns at First and Grove and
at Second and Hillside,

2. Retain both streets as one-way pairs with stop lights and signs as
currently installed. Signal timing should be established to accomo-
date the flow of traffic, rather than discourage use of the streets.

The streets should not be widened nor should trees be removed.

The streets should be reclassified as arterials and lanes properly
marked.

Parking should be permitted on one side only at specified off-peak
hours.

Schedule necessary changes for. 1981 in the 1980-1986 CIP. Changes
should be implemented following completion of State funded con-
struction on Grove Street.

Central and Douglas are currently carrying traffic at capacity and, as
.such, First and Second Streets are required as. traffic carrying streets
.unless extensive widening occurs on both Central and Douglas... The
. recommendations. included in the 1976 East-West Traffic Flow Study
_called for a $4.5 million widening program requiring.removal of all

parking on Central and Douglas,. removal of 268 trees.and development

‘of additional off-street parking estimated at $2 million at the expense of

business. The 1976 total cost of approximately $6.5 million would be
.more than doubled at today's costs.. We do encourage channelizing major

intersections on Central and Douglas, as noted above, in order to
_facilitate the flow of traffic.

_Fiscal responsibility is being demanded by all citizens, Expenditures

_for widening Central and Douglas are not necessary when First and
Second Streets could easily handle required volumes with only minimal
changes. Significant traffic carrying improvements could be completed
on Kellogg if the same amount of monies were allocated where the
priority exists.
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

A. Railroad Crossings - Railroad crossings on major east-west arterials
from Pawnee to 21st Street need to be improved. The improvements
in place on Central have proved successful. Similar improvements
should be scheduled for. 1981 and 1982 in the CIP and completed in an
orderly manner, placing priority on high volume streets.

B. .Waterman - Waterman is being used to carry. traffic into and out of the
downtown area. Improvements should be scheduled in the CIP for the
area between St. Francis and Washington in order to improve traffic
flow.

C. .Channelization: Oliver at Lincoln - Channelization at this intersection
-is scheduled for 1983. However, since left turns are now not permitted
from Oliver onto Kellogg, this project should now have a higher priority.
We recommend it be rescheduled for 1981 and accomplished early in the
year.

- Northeast Wichita - Northeast Wichita is rapidly developing and a
considerable increase in traffic will occur in the future. Acquisition
of the former Comotara Airport for use as the reliever airport to Mid-
Continent will promote additional traffic as improvements to the facility
are completed. Considerable residential and industrial activity is
also planned for development over that which currently exists. These
-factors make it important to plan and construct street improvements
before future problems arise. Improvements should include, but not
be limited to:

1. ..Rock Road - Widening and reconstruction of Rock Road north of
.Central to 29th Street is currently scheduled for. 1984 and 1985.
.Improvements are not now scheduled from 29th to 37th, the area on
Rock Road immediately adjacent to the Comotara Business. Park.

We recommend this project be moved forward to the earliest possible
. date and that the area from 29th to 37th be included.

.. Northeast Circumferential - The Northeast Circumferential is needed.
-We recommend the Design Phase Study. for. the roadway move forward

-and that monies be allocated for right-of-way acquisition in the CIP
-in order to ensure right-of-way availability,

-.Amidon, 29th to 37th - The K-96/I-235 Interchanges will be completely
-opened within the next several weeks. Amidon will then begin receiving
increased traffic as an access road to the new interchange. Bridge

-improvements over the floodway are scheduled to begin during 1981 and

- widening and reconstruction of Amidon north of 29th is scheduled during
1982.. We recommend improvements on Amidon be completed. on or. before

.the date on which the bridge improvements are completed and that this

-total project be completed as soon as possible.




Design Activities - At present, design work on projects funded with
general obligation bonds cannot be accomplished on any project until
the year in which a construction contract is to be let. This results
“in time delays since design activities cannot be accomplished in advance.
-We recommend establishing a revolving fund for. design work sa that
several projects can be designed well in advance and be "sitting on the
shelf". Bond proceeds. for specific projects equal to design costs could
- be allocated to the revolving fund to finance design of future projects.

-As gonstruction of these and other. projects move forward, it is important that traffic
be permitted to flow as smoothly as possible. It may be necessary. to temporarily
adjust signal timing or make other adjustments. We encourage innovative solutions

.during times of temporary inconvenience.

We recognize that funding is a major. factor in the ability to schedule and complete
-@ number of the projects identified above. The Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce
-fully supports increased funding for maintenance and new construction and will be

actively working for legislative changes during the 1981 legislative session.




ATTACHMENT A (Revised 11,6/50,
NG OF SHORT RANGE nﬁcowmm@ousu)

. (all to be completed by December 31, 1982)

P i : Implementing
: Project Agency
Close Vine-Kellogg intersection. city

Close Kellogg median and remove the .signal at Bluff. City Co.nb:sr‘\eeh'}s
(Install signalized pedestrian crossing at Bluff),

Prohibit parking at all times on lst and 2nd City m‘:‘.’,-,""(;e,fjﬁ
Streets from Hydraulic to Water
Prohibit parking at all times on Lewis from Topeka City ‘c:gﬂe,,‘,'e,,fb
to McLean and on Maple from McLean to Sheridan. 3

1981-82 Widen and channelize north and south approaches City
on Oliver at Kellogg.* (Eigher priority than Woodlawn)

1982-82 Widen and channelize north and south approaches
o on Woodlawn at Kellogg.* 4

1981 Hire consultant to determine feasibility of an
urban interchange (or flyover) on Kellogg at Oliver.

1981 Improve efficiency of CBD traffic signal system.
This is to be accomplished in three steps (2 short
range and one long range)

a. Optimize existing CED signal system
using available computer software
packages.

b.' Hire consultant fo dctermine feasibility
of improving signal control system using
an on-line computer. (Priority to be
placed on downtown area)

Request that KDOT complete location and design study
for Kellogg Viaduct from Ark River Bridge to Topeka
Avenue so that public hearing can be held.

Request that KDOT complete location study and prepare

design and environmental impact statement to widen

Kellogg to six lanes from Ark River Bridge to K-42

Interchange.

e

1981 Remove parking on portions of Douglas where the (Cmmmfb

removal would allow for four through lanes of traffics
cee

1981 Prohibit parking at all times on West an Street comments

2 from McLean to West Street.

(1)In addition to projects listed in CIP
s

*Note: The channelization of Oliver (and Woodlawn) and again allowing left turns from
Oliver at Kellogg is to be reconsidered after the urban interchange (or flyover)
feasibility study is completed, Allowing left turns from Oliver (and Woodlawn),
even after channelization is provided will reduce travel times on Kellogg if
urban interchanges (or flyovers) are not constructed.




@ ATTACHMENT B

LISTING OF LONG RANGE RECOMMENDATIONS 1

(all to be completed by 1590)

: 5t 3 Implementing
Year Project - Apency

1982-84 Construct urban interchange (or flyover at Oliver City
& Kellogg). (If determined to be feasible in
short range program)

1985-88 Construct freeway viaduct on Kellogg from River
to Topeka Avenue.

1985-88 Upgrade Kellogg from Hoover to Dugan to freeway
standards. This includes interchange at Julia.

1984-86 Construct urban interchange (or flyover) on Kellogg
at Weodlawn.

1983-85 If found to be feasible, intstall CBD computer
signal control system for CBD area traffic
signals.

1988-90 Widen Kellogg to six lanes from River to K-42
(Edwards Avenue).

1985-90 Widen and increase clearance of railroad underpasses
% on lst and 2nd Streets.

(1) In addition to projects listed in CIP.
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Mayor Robert G, Knight and
Commissioners of the City of Wichita COMMERCE
455 North Main
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Mayor Knight and Commissioners:

The Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce is interested in ensuring local
streets and highways are maintained and improved to meet the growing
needs of business and industry as well as the citizens of the Wichita area.
Kellogg is the major east-west route in and through the city and relief

is needed east of Roosevelt as traffic volume has increased nearly 50% since
1970 and this trend is expected to continue.

We recognize street and highway funding is at a critical stage and are in full
support of increasing motor fuel taxes to produce additional revenues.
Nevertheless, planning must be continued for improving intra-city traffic
flow. Highway finance will be one of the Chamber's top priorities during the
next State Legislative session .

The Metropolitan Area Planning Department and the Traffic Engineering Depart-
ment of the City of Wichita have prepared a number of available options and has
formulated a position we believe consistent with the long-range growth of Wichita,

We recommend a step by step improvement plan be implemented on Kellogg, east
of Roosevelt to Woodlawn because of funding limitations. However, the economic
soundness of scheduling each improvement phase at one intersection must be
considered to ensure phased construction is more appropriate than completing
all improvements for each intersection as a single project.

1) Immediate Improvements - Synchronize signals for east-west traffic
flow. The intersection at Bluff should be closed when improvements
Occur to warrant a closing.

2) Intermediate Improvements - Channelize the intersections at Oliver,

Edgemoor and Woodlawn in a manner consisient with urban interchanges
or flyovers. Channelization would be for both east-west and north-
south traffic flow,

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




Mayor Knight and
Commissioners
September 5, 1980
Page 2

3) Long-Range Improvements - Construct urban interchanges or
flyovers at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

4) Ultimate Goal - A controlled access highway with grade
separations at critical intersections. This does not necessarily
mean that a full six-lane freeway is required between Roosevelt
and Woodlawn .

The recommendations are consistent with your action taken on June 17th
of this year and provide an orderly plan for improving traffic flow on East
Kellogg .

We would be pleased to discuss in detail our recommendations and look forward
to the opportunity .

Sincerely,

PredF Berry, Jr.
Vice Chairman
Research and Resource Development

cc: Eugene Denton
Robert A. Lakin
Paul Graves
Willard L. Stockwell
Monroe Funk
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT Pebruary 2, 1981

: Honorable Board of City Cummiésioners
TO (Through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

FROM William R. Dudark, Secretary, Center City Steering Committee
8SUBJEST Ccommittee Recommendations on Proposed 1981-86 CIP

A primary function of the Center City Steering Committee (ccsc), as

assigned by the City Commission, is the annual review of the proposed

Capital Improvement Program (CIB). The purpose of this review is to

provide the City Commission with recommendations of projects which will
1 have a positive impact on the Center City. To carry out this responsi-
| bility, the Committee has formulated the following objectives:

1. Improved Traffic Circulation and Transit Facilities.

| - 2. Additional Housing At The Fringe of Downtown.
3. Diversified and Nighttime-Oriented Retailing. ) D
4. Assist Historic Conservation and Establishment of Benefit Districts.

o Concentrate on Foundation Sponsored Central Core Improvements.
! 6. Build A New Convention Center/Hotel Complex.

7. Additional Close-in, Short-term Parking.
8. Increased Downtown Employment Opportunities (non-manufacturing).
The CCSC, at a special meeting on January 28, 1981, reviewed the propecsed
1981-86 CIP giving special attention to those projects which have a high
correlation with the"above objectives. Presented below are those projects
(1isted in no particular order of priority) which the CCSC extends a

"Highest Recommendation" to for inclusion in the final adopted 1981-86
CIP and 1981 Capital Budget:

NUMBER PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Ms-238 McLean Boulevard Intersectiom Improvements éDouglas,
thru Second, and Seneca) ROW Acquisition and Design Study.

MS-239A

TE-26 Feasibility Study of Improving the Central City Area

Signal System = Phase [




Page 2
February 2, 1981
City Commission

NUMBER PROJECT DISCRIPTION

B-76 Central Avenue Dam
PB-27 Convention Center Construction.
PB-34 Replace Historic Museum Roof.

PB-49 Downtown Transportation Center - Architecture/Engineering
and Associated MTA System Improvements Including Bus
Shelters, Signs and Acquisition of New Buses.

CF-3 & &4 Resurface Three Parking Lots and Opportunity Acquisition
Funds for Lawrence-Dumont Stadium*.

RR-46 Skywalks - Downtown Core Area.

RR-36 Arkansas River Pedestrian Improvements - East Bank from
3 Maple to Lincoln

NOTE: * The Committee recommends reconsideration of parking lot lighting
for security reasons. .

The CCSC acknowledges and concurs with the CIP project review guidelines
enumerated in the City Manager's cover letter of January 16, 1981, however,
particular endorsement if given to that guideline which states:

"To provide the necessary improvements to
accommodate economic growth with particular
emphasis on downtown Wichita to include
parking garages and a transit center."

The above recommended projects are, in the opinion of the CCSC,
consistent with this guideline and when completed will greatly con-
tribute to donwtown revitalization. ]

~—) e K ,/Q,QJA
William R. Dudark, Secretary, CCSC

e

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

WRD:vn
cc:  CIP Administrative Committee
Budget and Management
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January 27, 1981

Mr. Mike Savina

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas

Re: CIP Project D-77
‘Dear Mr. Savina:

The area between Tyler Road and Woodchuck, from US-54 to Maple, has been plagued
with surface drainage problems for several years. The Floyd Bailey Addition was
developed prior to annexation to the City with unimproved roadways and open ditches.
The surface drainage is very poor and ponding of surface water occurs in the area
north of US-54.

The Doris Mesker Trust is one of the owners of the property known as Carriage
House Plaza C.U.P.-DP50.

During the process of zoning and platting of this property, the City required
the construction of a temporary drainage retention-detention pond on Parcel #3.
The pond provides drainage relief for a large area outside of our property as
well as a portion of our property.

The ultimate solution of the drainage in the area and elimination of the temporary
pond is the construction of a storm sewer to serve west US-54 and the drainage
basin. The original plans for the improvement of US-54, from Seville to Hoover,
included the construction of a storm sewer which would provide an outfall system
for this area. The US-54 project was reduced in scope and the project west of
Woodchuck is not planned or programed.

We request that the storm sewer be included in the City Capital Improvement Pro-
gram to provide drainage for the area and permit the development of our property
and construction of streets in the area.

Sincerely, i

7

,@Lﬂ/%ifcf
E. Dean Kennedy
Vice President &
Trust Officer

dh

cc Mayor Bob Knight
Mr. Bud White




.
350 WEST DOUGLAS AV NUL « WICHITA KANSAS G202 + 316+ 265 7771 + ACCRI DITED BY C1 SAMUI 1 OT COMMUHCE OF UNITED STAIES

®

February 2, 1981

Mayor Robert G, Knight
City of Wichita

455 North Main
Wichita, KS 67202

: [J Send Yo _ .
Dear Mayor Knight: ; O File
We obtained a copy of the proposed 1981-1986 Capital Improvement Program
and have briefly reviewed the report. We noted that many new projects are
included which will facilitate east-west traffic flow. The Chamber is supportive
of these projects. We are pleased that monies have been allocated to acquire
right-of-way for the Northeast Circumferential,

Within our report to you dated December 5, 1980, we made recommendations
in two areas which we believe are beneficial for the community, These are:

(1) Railroad Crossings - Railroad crossings need to be improved., They are
a severe impediment to traffic flow at this time. We recognize the cooperative
effort that must be made with the City of Wichita as well as the railroads them-
selves, and we encourage the improvements to be scheduled and accomplished,

(2) Rock Road - In the 1980-1985 CIP, Rock Road at Central was scheduled

for channeclization in 1981, The project has now been slipped to 1983 and 1984,
We do note, however, that improvements on Rock Road are now scheduled from
29th Street north to 42nd Street, This is newly scheduled. We are pleased with
the fact that improvements are scheduled, but believe it is important that the
project move forward more quickly than 1984 and 1985, the time frame scheduled
for the majority of the work.

We appreciate working cooperatively with the City of Wichita and hope this
information is helpful as you discuss the CIP during your informal session. The
Projects are important for our area and we are pleased to assist in any way we can,

Bincerely,

=7 $ MR
Tom sty AGEIVE])
Tom Dondlinger, Chalrman 5

Stroets, Highways & Public FEBS5 1951
Transportation Committee METROPOLITAN PLANNING
TD: pl ROUTE E-._ﬁ.__ﬁ___
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February 4, 1981

Board of City Commissioners
(through E. H. Denton, City Manager)
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

1981 - 1986 Proposed Capital Improvement Program

The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission has been reviewing
the Capital Improvement Program as submitted by the City
Manager's Administrative Committee. A work session was held
on January 22, and some four hours of discussion was held con-
cerning the program, The Commission would have considered the
Program at it's first meeting of January 29, however, a quorum
was not available and the Commission was unable to officially
act.

So that the Board of City Commissioners can have some flavor of
the views of the Planning Commission, I am transmitting my memo-
randum to the Planning Commission summarizing their work session.
In this work session there was considerable discussion about the
coordination of projects, about alternate financing, about the
need to move many projects up and a specific list of projects
which I believe they generally agreed with in the informal session
as being ones of particular concern. There was also considerable
discussion concerning the process of which street improvements
are made that involve bridges. It was the Commission's view that
where a major bridge was involved with a street, such as on
Amidon or Maple, or otherwise, that the roads leading to the
bridge should be constructed first so that they could be used

for local access during the time the bridge was under construction.
This process would then have the bridge built after the road
approaches to the bridge, minus whatever very short section would
have to be delayed for actual bridge connecting purposes, are built.
This is opposed to the current procedure where a major bridge is
built and a several hundred thousand or a million dollar type
project sits for an additional year or two while the abutting and
connecting roads are built to it.

The five members present at the work session were: Commissioners
SII.i.nn, Chairman; Gardner, Vice Chairman; Goebel; Bayouth and
Wright.
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Board of City Commissioners

(through E. H. Denton, City Manager)
February 4, 1981

Page 2

I will attempt to have one of the Planning Commission members
who was at the work session be in attendance at the February 10
meeting in the event that there are questions which the City
Commission may have of the Planning Commission members.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning
RAL:rme
Attachment (1/23/81 memo-Lakin)

cc: Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

NOTE: The attachments referred to in the memorandum
to the Planning Commission were handed to the
Board of City Commissioners at their work
session of February 3. Additional copies are
available on request.




WICHITA-SEDGWICKIIOUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

To

SUBJECT

Members of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
1981 - 1986 PROPOSED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Five members of the Wichita/Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission met Thursday, January 22 at 8:00 a.m. to review the proposed CIP
for 1981-1986. This MAPC work session was held in preparation for the City
Commission CIP work session to be held February 4, 5, & 6. The CIP is to
be considered on the City Commission formal agenda on February 10, 1981.

The Planning Commission reviewed the Rating System that was used by the
CIP Administrative Committee to rank street improvement and drainage projects.
These weights are the averages of the Administrative Committee ratings.
Attachment A summarizes the factor weights used to evaluate each project.

Using the evaluation system, all proposed street improvement projects
and drainage projects were evaluated by MAPD staff. The Drainage Project
scores and rank are shown in Attachment B. The 82 Street Improvement Projects
are listed in rank order in Attachment C. The Administrative Committee using
the rankings as a point of departure prepared its six year program. The

- project priorities by Year 1981 through 1986 are shown in Attachment D. This

list includes rank and project description.

In general discussion, MAPC members expressed concern over the apparent
lack of efficient coordination between city departments responsible for
capital improvements and maintenance and between the city and involved
public utilities. It was suggested that more emphasis be placed on project
coordination by upper level management of all organizations involved in
any specific project.

There was a general consensus that numerous projects should be accel-
erated, i.e., carried out sooner than presently proposed in the CIP. It
was recognized, however, that to accelerate projects, additional sources
of funding will have to be developed. Several possible funding sources
were discussed, including a wheel tax and toll roads (or streets). The
consensus was that these and other funding possibilities should be dis-
cussed in depth in the near future.

It was also requested that the Budget Office furnish the Planning
Commission a summary of CIP proposals over the last five (5) years and
compare the projects proposed each year to the projects actually comstructed.
An analysis of project financing, i.e., short-term and long-term was also
requested.




Menbers of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission -2- 1/23/81
1981-1986 PROPOSED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

All 1981-1986 CIP projects were reviewed and comments provided as
follows: i

1. Page 19, E-14 Accelerate the project--consider its funding
through development of toll road. This may
mean tolls on other roads or Kellogg and
use revenues for this and other projects.

Page 20, MS-36 Accei.era:e construction of Amidon from 29th Street
and B-34 to 37th Street and set back the bridge project (B-34).

Page 22, MS-224  Accelerate widening of Broadway--Arkansas
and B-49 River to Pawnee and set back bridge and

coordinate with MS-272 (page 23, Broadway

overlay project from Bridge to Overpass).

Page 30 and 31, Accelerate these intersection projects on
MS-313, 314, Douglas Avenue. Utilize programmed street
315, 316 sign money to move these projects up.

Page 35, MS-257 Accelerate project on E. Harry from Eastmoor to
* Webb.

Page 41, MS-280 Accelerate Maize Road Projects from Maple to
and 288 13th Street.

Page 42, MS-276, Accelerate Maple Street projects from Tyler
277, 218 to 119th St. West.

Page 43, MS-256, Accelerate Maple Street from I-235 to Tyler.

and B-73 Tie this project with MS-289 (page 50) Ridge
Road north of Maple. Set back Maple Street
Bridge (B-73) until I-235 Maple Interchange
is built.

Page 50, MS-283 Accelerate Ridge Road from Central to Thirteenth.

Page 51, MS-129 Accelerate Rock Road from 750' south of Central
to Donegal to 81-82.

Page 52, MS-258, Accelerate the improvement of Rock Road
286, 287 working from the south to the north

Page 53, MS-208 Accelerate South Rock Road from Osie to Oak Knoll.

Page 61, MS-305 Accelerate widening of East 13th from Governeour
to Rock Road. X




Members of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission -3~ : ‘1,[23/81
1981-1986 PROPOSED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

14. Page 62, MS-281 Accelerate construction of West 13th from
and B-78 Maize Road to 119th Street West.

15. Page 65, MS-284 Accelerate reconstruction of East 2lst
Woodlawn to Tara.

16. Page 67, M5-130 Accelerate the Tyler Road from Maple to
Kellogg Project.

17. Page 73, TE-26 Reevaluate the amount designated annually
for Street Sign Improvements. Suggest
funds be shifted to signal improvements
and or intersection improvement projects.

General agreement that bridge projects
related to street improvements be under—
taken after the street is completed rather
than before. .

Page 86, D-44 Need for project questioned. Could costs
be charged to benefit district or scheduled
later?

20. Page 119, Suggested that parking fee be examined to
PB-46 and 47 cover needed Parking Garage repairs.

The fact that there is a need to accelerate many projects demonstrates
the need to expand our financial resources. The demand for projects far -
exceeds the supply of revenue resources. The members at the work session
felt that the acceleration of needed projects could be enhanced by reviewing
funding sources. The use of "urban' FHWA funds requires substantial additional
time in hearings, design approval, etc. when compared to using local funding
bases.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1. That the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission take such action
on the above (and other) CIP items and issues as it deems
appropriate. 2

The Planning Commission determine who should represent the
Commission to make their wishes and concerns known to the
City Commission during focus and action considerations.

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
RAL:MLF:rh
Attachments
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Street Improvement Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors*

- Factor A Weight

Existing V/C Ratio . 89

Current Traffic Volumes £ C 74

Existing Condition of Street 74
Project Effectiveness g 63
Accident Experience 57
Forecast Traffic Volume Increase 54
Contribution to Completed System 52
Projected Unit Costs :

A:'l.r Quality Improvement

Drainage Project Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors

Factor Weight
Severity of Flooding : 100

Relationship to other
Capital Improvement Projects 71

Project Permits or Protects
Development

Frequency of Flooding
Project Cost

Right-of-way Availability
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Drainage Project Evaluation

Project
17th Street, Broadway to I-235
Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean
Midland Valley Drainage  Study
S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain., R/W "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain, Area "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Outfall & Lift Station
Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg
West mlnég Drd..mge
West 13th St. Drainage
Grove Drainage, Elm - 1l4th St.
Grove Drainage, 1l4th St. - 21st.
Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewer
34th & Arkansas R/W
N. Diversion, Wiclhita I-nd. Park

Douglas Ave. Drainage
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 SCORE  PRogscT®

4324 | £-13
4155| €~ 1l
A4 Ms-30S
3774 (Ms-244
3783 E-10 |
3735 MS-129
2711 [M5-99
2b6q | £ -12
Bl (M2
‘.fBE M§-224-

PROTECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 1eF 5
Woodlawm ot Kallary (N ¢ S, Approaches)

K..Lﬂ.a,‘,. '.t.nmlwa‘. oFf Ohur
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.-,_.-_
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Ms =213
M%—%_v's
E-aE
M550 3
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Ms-ﬂﬂ
Mo 34
Ms-200
Mo~ a8

DO-%QM X 'Ebljamr- B
135 ( Govarmeowr 4o Roa< )

K%Ff‘wy (I—z’;’; 4o Ouge-)
Belsart

31T 5, ot Seneca
Meléan af Dovlas zmn.
Melean aT Sevecn,
Deowslas o Hidlside

'T'H" S. ( bmniuy'{-b &m)
M...th (1-235 4o Semeea?)

ekl
Mo—3g
M&_‘-_%H

MS-208
Ny =312,
Mssq
Ms-49
Ms-q]

24T N, (Aeidem  Arkomses )
Deouglag, ot Hydmulie,
Cetn of Ofiver

MS=310]

Ceu-hm.t at Edz;f.maar
Rock. ood ( Onie +o Oak. ket )

Kl.u-% at Vine

Cotrnf at Weed fauin

Wosdlawn ( Reck 00 4o 25% Y

Stnetn (MacArthur o 477 '*-,l-)__

|1 N. (Prosdwoy 40 T-235)
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Ms-5D
Mg 1;‘1
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'*‘SV-;I;
Mo-26f
Ms~285

Cerall (Ma o Sale Fu)
Seneea (475, 40 55™S. )

Harry (Eastwmosr Yo Wekb )

Magle ar fiage

Hside (Bayley 4o Skiuner)

 Greomoich (Dowgleg fo KTa)

Dewslaa ot Oliver

Cethall of Waghe

Reae Road ( _I_%"“.hl. %o 215t ML)

2157 N, (Woodlaws 10 Tam )

2580
| 2588
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sl

AT, (TS o Ak, River )

Tyler (AT2SF 2ilond 4o Maple)

Mt Ve (K-15 do Mai )

Oliver (Mudecke 4o 9% L)

Hydrmalire: ( Kidlagsy 4o Harry )

Grove (14™ +o 25T N )

Oliver (Glendde 4o 00 N. of Lineols )

Mogle (2-235 4o Ridge)
3| % 5. (€15 4o Oliver )
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Ms-is4
Ms-2.2)
My-2p0)
My-279
MS-28]
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M2
M7,

M&-224

HT“"“""‘,"("'}&:@M o 41 &)
13“ N, o 011\:5{_
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[ N (Maip 4o 1a™ W, )

ST . (Brosduny 4o Hydmalic )

Maph (Ridgeto Tyleed .
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Woodlam (1™ 4o [4*1N.)
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Recke Rond € 2274 o 4157 ML)

Yam  CTylsnto Yovonts e D
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Scort

Project

Na,
NA
NA,
NA,
NA
NA

432

Cs-1
RS-
AS-|\
E-1D
E-ac
E-~14

E-13
E-11
M$-303
Ms-249
MS&-249A
Ms-aq
E-I2
Ms-2£9
Ms-150
MS-238)
MS-238 A
Ms-239
M 2274y
Mé-5q
Ms-qy
Ms-289
M& 24|
Ms-a19
Ms-28]
M&-302
M-Zo4-
MS- 308
MS-30q
Mg~ 275]
M3-3e7

s

Project Deseri p‘ch

[< <)
Amemﬂ'

P.29
p.4q
P58
P15
Pk
£19

P.17
P.17
.39
P25
P.25
p.44
P
P21
P55

P45

P45
P.45
P45
P.7|

P57
P.50
P24
P28
P2
P.ca
Pl
PLo
P69
P12
P46

Collector Strect Twmprovemetty
Residetml Sivast Trmprovemestts
Sidewni Ceahin :
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Meltam af Daua% e 2nd 9t Design
MeLean ot Douglag o 2md 51, Row
Meltan ot Semea, Desym
Melean at Goncea Row
Woedtaum (Rockfu8L o 25N, ) Design
l?*“(bra-&ww-i—ulﬂas)

Ridze ot Maple
As‘%-e. (M»pl-b‘b Nwd’.)

Cenhall at Wm-:j'h Dcs‘ﬂn
Cenbude (Maiyeto 19% ) Dasign
13N, ( Maigto nat w) Dls? n
Waco (2+4 4o 3 ), 3rek (wircodouicloia)
2a™u, (Weed o oho Reck.)
|3 at Weet ‘ D’ﬁbh
Wead faum (117940 (41 N, )

Noseni

T'ﬁwlubﬁ%n‘-’l.’ (et =

50,000
Aso. 00
3ec.e00
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Scnﬁe.n'ﬂ_a_d P’& Project Descriphon

NA, | €S| | P29 | Collector Sivatk Tmprovemedts |
NA. | RS-[ [P Residetnl Shrak Toprowmests
NA. #5_-1_ 5B s -
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E-14| P N.E. me—'j-mﬁ*'l-{_._.___mv,,,,
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Me-241| P Conball (Maito Sota F)  Dewiyn
Ms-2c]| P. Cortrate o Washingtow Const
M5-284 21 $tN. ( Woadlaun to Tarn) Design
Ms-130| P. Tyler (AT¢SF Raiload doMaple) Dasign
Ms-30| P. Asniden (20% 4037t M) Dasign
Ms-279 Cortll (Maizedo 11athwy,)  Comsh
Me-25(| P. WoedSeion (750 N.¢ . of Harry)  Dasiyn
Ms-303| P. 13" at Wask Cewﬂ'
Ms-307 , | Mordek. M)m'f ( w-b.g,\. ‘o Ten€ST
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p.5]
P-44
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P.20

P26
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P.25
P35
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P.30
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P20

P43
P.38
P2
P.70
P-36
P36
P2
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH HA;: SzREET - )
‘v.n'gma.u:l S 67202 December 19, 1980

E. H. Denton

City Manager

City Hall

455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: Capital Improvement
Program

Dear Mr. Denton:

In reviewing the Capital Improvement Program, the Planning
Commission is concerned as to the management of the CIP Program
once approved. In addition to the process of setting priorities
and the development of appropriate and well thought-out projects,
we believe that CIP projects should be closely monitored and
receive top priority as a management activity. ¢

Although the Director of Planning has identified the Department
Directors as responsible for the initiation and completion of
scheduled projects (and with your office providing overall
direction), we would appreciate your views on how and what
specific ways accountability for proper project management is
to take place during the coming year. We believe in the
importance of the CIP and believe we can add vital support to
the accomplishment of the CIP.

We know the Board of Land Use Economics has requested and you
have agreed to provide periodic status reports to the Board of
City Commissioners on its implementation. We think such a
report should identify the projects to be initiated, a schedule
of estimated times for design initiation, design completion,
public hearings (if required), R/W acquisition (if needed]),
contract lettings, utility relocations, and construction
completion. The report should also comment on cost overruns
and summarize uncommitted funds (which might be reprogrammed)




‘:".¢ i it ._..,.

VICHTA — SEDRMWICK SalaTy

E. H. Denton
City Manager
December 19, 1980
‘Page 2

with notations or reasons for necessary changes. We would also
like to be informed about any restructuring or changes of
administrative duties involved in the CIP implementation process.
We have asked the Director of Planning to supply us with copies
of these reports so that we can better understand the program
and its implementation and to provide you the support you may
need to carry out the CIP. 4 ;

Respectfully submitted,

%&aﬁ}/\a 5 hairma.n =
n

Metropolit
Commission

Area Planning
MS:rme

cc: Board of City Commissioners
CIP Administrative Committee
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Street Improvement Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors*

Factor : Weight
Existing V/C Ratio . 89

Current Traffic Volumes ' 74

Existing Condition of Street 74

Project Effectiveness 63
Accident Experience 57
Forecast Traffic Volume Increase 54
Contribution to Completed System 52
Projected Unit Costs ; 33

Air Quality Improvement 8

Drainage Project Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors

Factor
Severity of Flooding

Relationship to other
Canital Improvement Projects

Project Permits or Protects
Development

Frequency of Flooding
Project Cost

Right-of-way Availability




WICEITA-SEDGUICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

HMAPC CONIERENCE ROOM
TENTH FLOOR, CITY HALL
455 NORTH MAIN
WICHITA, XANSAS

CECEMBER 15, 1980
INFORMAL AGENDA

2:00 to 0 p.m.

1. niscussion of the 1951-1%24¢ Capital Improvement Program.

a. Discussion of last year's MMNPC recommendations anc
their final disposition.

b. Presentation of a Rating System to be used tc
evaluate street improvements projects anl drainage
projects. (See enclosed discussion papers)

Robert 7. Lakin
Secretary




@ Attachment A
: T

A Methodology to Evaluate

Street Improvement Priorities

Described here is a procedure by which arterial and collector
streets and highways in Wichita can be evaluated to establish improve-
ment priorities. The procedure utilizes a series of weighted factors
each of which describes a street attribute. Each street segment being
considered will be scored according to a criteria. The criteria score
multiplied by the factor weight will produce a raw score. The sum of
the raw scores will produce a project score. The project receiving the
highest score would be assigned top priority for implementation. The
second highest score would receive second priority and so on. Projects
not completed this year would be carried forward and be considered in
next years listing of improvement projects to be completed. All six
years projects are to be rated in one group. They are not to be pre-
sorted by year and then rated.

The factors to be considered in the evaluation procedure are as
follows: '(‘I"he listing does not indicate rank or relative weight).

1. Current Traffic Volume = hrswrtem, ),

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio

Ac-t:idem: Experience :
Projected Traffic Volume Increase
Contribution to Completed System
Existing Condition of Street

Air Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Project Unit Costs




Factors, Measure and Criteria - Figure 1 presents a worksheet which will

be used to evaluate proposed improvement projects. The worksheet gives

the factors, measures and criteria for scoring. You will note that

the factors on the worksheet have not yet been assigned relative weights.

The weights will be assigned after knowledgeable people have ranked the

factors and assigned relative weights. The rankings and weights received

from individuals will be averaged and then used in the evaluation procedure.
Before the evaluation is undertaken it is necessary to describe in detail

the factor the measures and how they are to be applied to each street segment.

1. Fact: Current Traffic Volumes
Measure: Number of vehicles using the street segment each day
(average daily traffic)
Criteria;
Average Daily Traffic Points
1. > 25,000 3 10
2. 15 - 24,999 ; 7
3. 5 - 14,999 :
4. <5,000

Factor: Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
Measure: Calculated ratio of current traffic volume to existing
street capacity
Criteria
V/C Ratio
il
0.9 to 1.1
0.7 to 0.9

< 0.70




3. Factor: Accident Experience
re: Equivalent Property Damage Oaly (EPDO) rate for ‘each
street segment using 1979 accident experience available

from the Police Department.

EPDO = 6 (Fatal + Injury Accidents) + property damage only

accidents
Exposure = (ADT) (section length) (365)

EPDO Rate = EPDO x 1,000,000
Exposure

EPDO Rate i Points
> 13.0 : : 10
8.5 - 12.9 7
3. 4.0 - 8.4
4. < 4.0

m: Projected Traffic Volume Increase
Meaalurez Using Year 2000 traffic projections the percentage increase
of traffic growth for each street segment will be calculated.
Criteria:
Traffic Volume Change Points
1. > + 50%
2. + 25% to 50%
3. 0% to 25%

4., < 0%




Contribution to Completed System

Is the proposed project on a system that is nearly
complete? The objective is to complete a system facility
as soon as practical. A system might be for example:
Central from 119th West to 127th East.

The length of completed s will be ed and

compared percentage wise to the overall length of the
system. Projects on nearly completed systems will
receive higher scores than lessor completed systems.
Criteria:

Percent System Completed | Points

1. > 75% 10

2. 50-75% 7

3. 25-50% 4

4. <35% 1

Factor: Existing Condition of Street

Measure: A subjective evaluation of the physical condition of
the street segment will be made.
Critefia:
Street Condition
Currently Gravel or Dirt Surface
Paved Surface & Base Deteriorated
Base Deteriorated

Surface in Poor Condition




PFactor: Air Quality Improvement
Measure: Does the project contribute to improved traffic
flow and reduced CO emissions in the non-attainment
area.
Criteria:
Project Location Points

1. In non-attainment area 10

2. In contributing area 7

3. Within 2 miles of NAA

4. More than 2 miles from NAA

Factor: Project Effectiveness
Measure: The percentage increase in traffic capacity for
each project segment being considered

Criteria:
Percent Capacity Increase Points
> 100% 10
60 - 99% 7
20 - 59%

< 20%

9. Factor: Project Unit Costs

ure: Cost of improvements on a per vehicle mile basis

Unit cost = Estimated Project Cost
. (Year 2000 ADT x 365 x length)

Critoria:

t per annual vehicle-mile Points
1. < 5¢ 10

2. 5-15¢ 7
16 - 25¢
> 25¢




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street:

15 - 24,999
8.5 to 12.9

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
NG 4 Standard

E:h}.inl Condition of Street Physical Currently * Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel = & Base Deterio= in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con- Within
Location tributing
H.ALA.

Project Effectiveness Percent

z Capacity
Increase

Street Segment Score
Page of

0
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Attachment B

Street Improvement Evaluation

Rankings and Weights

Listed below are nine (9) factors to be considered in determining
street improvement priorities. You have been provided a brief paper
which explains each factor, how the factor is to measured and then the
evaluation criteria.

We are asking you to rank and weight each of the nine (9) factors.
We are suggesting that this be accomplished as follows:

1. Rank all nine (9) factors. Give the most
important factor a ranking of one and the
least important a rank of 9 with all others
in between.

Assign relative weights to the factors. Give
the factors that you ranked f1 a weight of 100.
Give all other factors a weight of 100 or less

. depending on the relative importance you think
each factor should have. You may use the same
number more than once if you feel two or more
factors have equal weight.

The factors to be ranked and weights assigned are as follows:

Factor Weight
Current Traffic Volume .
Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
Accident Experience

Forecast Traffic Volume Increase
Contribution to Completed System
Existing Condition of Street
Adr Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Projected Unit Costs

RERRARAREN-

Return to:
Monroe L. Funk

Planning Department
Extension 4331

Completed by




A Methodology to Evaluate

Drainage Projects

Presented here is a procedure by which proposed drainage projects
can be evaluated and construction priorities established. The procedure
is similar to the procedure used to evaluate street improvement prnjects..
The procedure utilizes a series of factors; measures to evaluate the factor
and criteria scores. Since drainage projects are uniquely different fro;n
street improvement projects a set .of factors, measures and criteria designed
‘specifically to evaluate drainage projects were developed. This is designed
in this paper.
The factors to be used to evaluate drainage -projects are as follows:
1. Severity of Flooding
2. Frequency of Flooding
3. Project Permits or Protects Development
4. Relationship to Other Capital Improvement Projects
5. Right-of-Way Availability :

6. Project Cost

The above listing'does not indicate rank or relative weight of the factor.

The following pages discuss each evaluation factor, describes how the factor
is to be measured and then the criteria for scoring the measure. The worksheet
to be used in the evaluation process is also presented. A-separate worksheet

will be used for each drainage project.




Factor: Severity of Flooding

Measure: A subjective evaluation of the potential hazards catisegl
by flooding conditions. These hazards are produced at
least once every 2 to 5 years.

Criteria:

Potential Hazard
Human life endangered (Has history
of 1life loss or has potential
danger)

Public and private property
subject to extensive damage

Streets flooded to the extent
that emergency equipment
movement is impaired
Street flooded but two lanes
on arterial and one lane on
collectors remain passable
or local nuisance due to
ponding.

Factor: Frequency of Flooding

Measure: The frequency with which the severity of flooding indicated
in Factor No. 1 occurs. ;

Criter
I"reuen'c of Flooding
Once every 0-2 years
Once every 3-5 years
Once every 6-10 years

Once every 1l years or more




Factor: Project Permits or Protects Development

Measure: Does the completion of the project encourage new
development or redevelopment?

Criteria:
Type of Development i’uints
New Residential Development 10
New Industrial/Commercial Development : 7
Redevelopment in Existing Built-up areas 4

Protects existing development 1

Factor: Relationship to other Capital Improvement Projects

Measure: Is the proposed project an essential part of another project?
Is the project necessary to protect the integrity of the other
projects? i i
Criteria:
Nature of Related Project ° Points
Related to Street Improvement Project 10

Related to other development (Residential, 7
Park, Commercial and/or Industrial) project

Related to redevelopment project

Not related to another improvement project

Factor: Right-of-way availability
Measure: The degree of effort required to obtain the necessary -
right-of-way for the project

CxrIteris:

Right-of-way acquisition difficulty Points

R/W currently available or will be made 10
available by developer

R/W available with little difficulty
Condemnation proceedings required

Requires displacement of homes or businesses

3




2

6. Factor: Project Cost

Measure: Estimated cost of projects divided by acres of area served.

Criteria:
Cost/Acre Points
Less than $1,000/Acre 10
$1,001 to $5.IOODIAcre i 7
$5,001 to $9,000/Acre

More than $9,000/Acre




Drainage Project Evaluation Worksheet

Project Name i

Criteria Score

Severity of Flooding Potential Life Extensive . Emergency Minor Street
Hazard Endangered “| Property Equipment Flooding or
7 Damage Hovement . Local Nuisance
: Impaired on
. Street 8

Once every Once every Once every Once every
0-2 years 3=5 year 6-10 years 11 years +

Project Permits or Type of New Residential New Industrial/ Redevelopment Protects :
Protects Development Development Development Commercial in Existing Existing
Development Built-up Areas Development

Relationship to Other Nature of Street Other Redevelopment No Project
Capital Inpravumnt Related Improvement Development Project Related
Project Project Project

Right-of-way Availability Acquisition Currently Availuble Condemnation Displacement
Difficulty Available with little Required of lomes and
difficulty Businesses

Less than $1,001 to §5,001 to More than
Acre served $1,000/Acre §5,000 per $9,000 per $9,000/Acre
acre acre

Project Score

Page of




Drainage Project Evaluation

Rankings & Weights

Listed below are six (6) factors to be considered in determining
street improvement priorities. Attached is a discussion which explains
each of the six factors, how the factor is to be measured and then the
evaluation criteria.

We are requesting that you rank each of the six (6) factors and then
assign what you consider the appropriate weight to each factor. We are
suggesting this be accomplished as follows:

1. Rank all six (6) factors. Give the most important
factor a ranking of one (1) and the least important
a rank of six (6) with all others in between.

Assign a relative weight to each factor. Give the
factor that you ranked #1 a weight of 100. Give
all other factors a weight of 100 or less depending
on the relative importance you think each factor

- should have. You may use the same weight more
than once if you feel two or more factors have
equal weight.

factors to be ranked and weights assigned are as follows:
Factor Rank Weight

1. Severity of Flooding

2. Frequency of Flooding ~

3. Project Permits or Projects
Development

4. Relationship to other
Capital Improvement Projects

5, Right-of-way Availability

6. Project cost

Please complete and return by December 16, 1980.
Return to:
Monroe L. Funk

Planning Department
Extension 4391

Completed by:
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MAPC Minutes
February 14, 1980
Review of 1980-85 Proposed CIP

Item Number 19
Page 17

19. Review of 1980-85 Proposed CIP.

LAKIN stated that it was significant to recognize that
when one sees the Capital Improvements Program as a printed
document, it basically provides some sort of statement of
intent for years 2-6, and provides a spetific list of projects
for Year 1. LAKIN mention that as pointed out in the MAPC work
session, one of the major constraints in preparing the program

e o e




was to keep the mill levy, which is the basic means of financing
these programs, essentially at 25 percent of the level of ad
valorem expenditures, or at the ten mill range. He suggested
“that if the Commission felt strongly about moving projects forward,
he would urge them to also tell the City Commission what projects
they would have them delete and move back.

MARTENS said that he was relatively new and inexperienced
at this process, but was aware of the limited money. He said
that he was very happy with the informal work session, and agreed
with the feelings of the majority of the members present to move
many of these important projects forward. He felt that this
should be a message to the elected officials, both the local °
and State officials, that the Commission was very displeased with
their overall priorities in government funding noncapital items
over capital needs. MARTENS said that he was’ very concerned with
the priorities that he saw that the elected officials were using
when he looked in the Capital Improvements Program and saw so
much work that needed to be done, both east and west in those
areas to control traffic.

LAKIN read the list of projects the Commission requested to
be moved up at SAVINA'S request.

GARDNER arrived.

LAKIN commented that each year city-at-large money is
scheduled for residential street intersections. He said that
there was a good bit of feeling among the administrative com-
mittee, that perhaps that policy should be changed, and where
the intersection costs should be a part of the special assess-
ment cost to that subdivision.

GARDNER stated that if they were addressing the CIP in terms
of additional factors, he felt that it would be appropriate for
the Commission to send a recommendation to the City Commission
that there are a number of projects over several years that have
been allowed to be deferred. He said that the conversations that
the MAPC should indicate to the City Commission that if the need
was greater than what was being conveyed here, that the City
Commission needed to have that information so that they could
anticipate this both in the coming year and in their other
budgetary considerations.

SAVINA agreed with Gardner, but felt their recommendation
should also indicate what projects they wanted moved back, and
what projects they wanted moved forward. °

GARDNER said that the City Commission has indicated that
they understand the Commission has had a number of projects
deferred on a continuing basis, and they also indicated that
they don't necessarily expect to see a recommendation which
constitutes the shifting and juggling of projects in terms of
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priority. He said that if we have projects that has been
deferred and are badly needed, more so than the present scheduling
would indicate, then they need to get that information to ‘the
City Commission. GARDNER said that the projects probably would
not be funded at this point, but nevertheless it would help them
in their future planning. :

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission to
consider the following projects that
were badly needed to be moved forward:

f2  Ms-36. Widening and Reconstruction of Amidon Street -
29th Street to 37th Street (p. 17)

£5 Ms-224. Broadway Street Improvement - Arkansas River to
7 Pawnee (p. 19)

5~ B-49, Design Study for Four-Lane Traffic - Broadway at
3 Big Arkansas River (p. 19)

¥Z2 Ms-257. Harry Street Improvement - Eastmoor to Webb Road
(p.34)

§5 Ms-276. Maple Street Improvement - Ridge Road to Tyler
Road (p. 41)

"4 Ms-277. Maple Street Improvement - Tyler Road at Maize
Road (p. 41)
s
(&4 Ms-278. Maple Street Improvement Maize Road to 119th
Street West (p. 41)

5| Ms-289. Widening and Reconstruction of Ridge Road and
Maple Intersection (p. 41)

¥t Ms-256. Widening and Reconstruction of Maple Street from
I-235 to Ridge Road (p. 42)

2 p-73, Maple and Floodway Bridge (p. 42)

%4 Ms-285. Rock Road Improvement - 13th Street to 21st
Street (p. 52)

5 Ms-286. Rock Road Improvement - Donegal to 13th Street
: (p. 52)

# Ms-287. Rock Road Improvement - 2lst Street to 29th
Street (p. 52)

s M5-49, Seneca Street Improvement = MacArthur Road to
47th Street South (p. 55)
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¢3 MS-50. Seneca Street Improvement - 47th to 55th Street
South (p. 55) 4

MS-284. 2lst Street Improvement - Woodlawn to Rock Road
(p- 63)

(33 Ms-1. 29th Street Improvement - Amidon to Arkansas
(p. 64)

¥7_ B-48. widen Bridge on 29th Street on Little Arkansas
River (p. 64)

Gardner moyed, Bayouth seconded.

GOEBEL said that he would like to add to the motion, that
if they did not want to raise the taxes, that the block grant
money be reconsidered for a portion of the deferred projects.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried
unanimously. Cole, Lofton and
Shook were absent.

In considering possible resources for funding the Capital
Improvements Program, Commissioner GARDNER stated that it had
come to his attention that the loan subsidy funding for the Urban
Renewal Agency was totally cut from the Community Development Block
Grant program. He said that Urban Renewal had requested $500,000.
The City Manager's recommendation was $100,000, but nothing was
funded. He said it was his understanding that that particular
program last year administered the "8.3" money from the rehabili-
tation bond issue. This was used for refinancing of a substantial
number of structures, and had one of the strongest returns on the
dollar of any of the programs the City has in terms of meeting the
housing needs. Commissioner GARDNER said that he was aware that
they have another bond issue in the planning and progress, but they
would need the funding to administer it.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recognize these housing needs in terms
of rehabilitation, and request the City
Commission to reconsider this area to
allow that program to continue. Gardner
moved, Jones seconded and it carried
unanimously. Cole, Lofton and Shook
were absent.
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Housing and Economic
; Development

T The Honorable Board of City Commissioners
Through: E. H. Denton, City Manager
FROM Don E. Anderson, Director, Housing and Economic Development

SUBJECT. Agenda Item - Board of Land
Use Economics - Recommendations
Concerning Capital Improvement
Program

The Board of Land Use Economics has reviewed the Capital Improvement
Program_ (CIP) and has determined that it could provide a better service
to the City Commission by taking an overall look at the process of
formulating the CIP rather than commenting only on individual projects.
To gain a better understanding of the CIP the Board held meetings with
several members of the Administrative Committee which reviews and com- *
piles the CIP. The Administrative Committee members with which the
Board met were Mr. Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager; Mr. Robert Lakin,
Director of Planning; Mr. Don Anderson, Director of Housing and Economi
Development; Mr. Russell Brenner, Director of Administration and Mr.
Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer. BN

From these meetings the Board was able to define a number of areas of
concern with the CIP and some deficiencies as a management tool as usec
by City staff. As a result the Board of Land Use Economics has formu- .
lated several recommendations for improving the CIP. The recommenda-
tions concern themselves with changes in the format of the CIP and alsc
with the method by which City staff compiles and monitors the CIP. The
recommendations of the Board are attached in the letter to the City
Comnissioners from the Chairperson of the Board of Land Use Economics.

The Chairperson and other members of the Board of Land Use Economics
will be present to answer questions of the City Commission regarding
the recommendations on improvements to the Capital Improvement Program.
It is requested that because the Board members wish to be present when
this item is considered by the City Commission, that this item be
scheduled for a specific time, so that the Board members can schedule
their presence at the City Commission meeting of September 16, 1980,

. —= 92 /—\, v T
‘@EGEHWEB Dgn E. Anderson, Direetor
h\‘» ousing and Economic Development
Kﬂlsgm SEP1p2 ISEGANNING i I
achment \ETROPOLITAN PL
ROUTE [] REFZRENCE: ITEN_#2-C2 2

AGEIDA FOR: SEP 16 4009
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT September 8, 1980
ECONOMIC AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT DIVISION G
CITY HALL — ELEVENTH FLOOR .
453 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 87202
Q18) 2684008

The Honorable Board of City Commissioners
City Hall - First Floor $
455 North Main Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Commissioners:

For the past several meetings, the Board of Land Use Economics has
been reviewing City of Wichita Capital Improvement Program and its
‘implementation. The C.I.P. represents scheduled expenditures of
$33,000,000 in 1980 and should, therefore, be administered as ex-
pertly as possible. The Board found what were, in its opinion,
serious deficiencies in the planning, presentation and implementa-
tion of the C.I.P. The deficiencies and recommendations for improve-
ment are as follows: ;

PLANNING DEFICIENCIES
City Commission involvement is minimal, usually only one meeting.
The matrix rating system is used for intra-departmental ranking only.

No staff member could adequately 'describe the process to rank projects
on a city at large basis. ;

Large projects often unrealistically planned for one year completion.

The entire ranking and selection process is completed by staff, pro-
viding potential for departmental trade offs.

‘Some projects are included in the current year program without previous
planning or approval. .

The schedule of projects is not always related to development by the
private sector. t

PLANNING RECOMMENDATIONS

Increased City Commission involvement in setting guidelines and pri- S
orities against which projects can be ranked.




THE CITY OF WICHITA -

The Honorable Board of City Commissioners Septem'b'er 8, 1980

PLANNING RECOMMENDATIONS (continued)

Provide a detailed procedure manual for the entire process of project
ranking and implementation.

Encourage input by private developers.

c;::zplete minimum project planning on all projects before inclusion in
the C.I.P.

PRESENTATION (C.I.P. DOCUMENT)

In general, the C.I.P. document presents a reasonable individual pro-
Ject description, but fails to provide a larger scale overview of
related projects and lacks supporting information on project origina-
tion and current status. .

PRESENTATION 'RECOMMENDATIONS (C.i.P. DOCUMENT)

Include summary maps by geographical area.

Provide information on purpose and amount of funds expended to date
for each project. . :

~

Explain current approval status, i.e., public hearings, commission
approval, etc. e ;

List the source of project origination, i.e., City department, board
or agency, citizen request, etc.

Publish estimated starting and completion dates.
List projects by relative priority.

Divide the document into two sections, one for current year projects,
the other for subsequent years.

IMPLEMENTATION DEFICIENCIES
During 1979, less than 50% of scheduled C.I.P. projects were started.
There is no periodic monitoring of the progress of qurrent year projects. _f.

There is no periodic monitoring regarding completion of previous years
projects.

Currently, there is no periodic reporting of C.I.P. implementation to
the City Commission. :

In summary, the management of the implementation of the C.I.P. is seri-
ously deficient.
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The Honorable Board of City Commissioners Septemher 8, 1980

IMPLEMENTATION RECOMMENDATIONS

Periodic monitoring of all projects on a quart.erl}; basis by the City
Manager.

Periodic reporting on a quarterly basis to the City Commission with
explanations for projects behind schedule. & ;

Reporting to the Commission should be.on a standardized format relating
directly to the C.I.P. document. :

Projects that cannot be started in the current year should be replaced
with another project.

SUMMARY

The timely implementation of the Capital Improvement Program is extremel: | =
important to the economic health of the City of Wichita. In order to
.insure the effective planning and implementation of the C.I.P. it is
recommended that the City Commission allocate more.time for involvement '
in the process or delegate this function to a City board or agency.

Sincerely,

Ric'ardson. Ch
Board of Land Use Economics
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
'.) OFFICE OF Budget and Management DATE January 30, 1981

TO CIP Administrative Committee
FROM Glen E. Dockery, Research and Budget Officer

SUBJECT City Commission Review of
Capital Improvement Program

As opposed to three afterncon work sessions originally sched-
uled for February 4, 5, and 6, the City Commission has ex-
pressed a desire to begin review of the Capital Improvement
Program after the conclusion of the City Commission Agenda

of February 3, 1981. The formal City Commission Agenda ap-
pears to be relatively short which may enable the CIP dis-
cussions to begin either prior to t.e noon recess or shortly
after lunch.

The CIP discussions with the City Commission will take place
in the Board Room. T

Mr. Finch has indicated that initially department directors
will not need to be in attendance for formal detail presen-
tations, however, it is suggested calendars be left flexible
in the event the City Commission desires detailed discus-

i sions. Ms. Coykendall or myself will phone in the event it
becomes necessary for additional information from department
directors.

Once the review begins, we plan to follow the following
schedule: i

Board of Park Commissioners ¥

Expressways f“ﬁﬁgﬁu\?E@

Arterials RYIZAE

Traffic Engineering

grit‘lges JAN3015&1
rainage

Publichuildings METRO‘POL\TAN PLAN

Miscellaneous ROUTE d

Water and Sewer O
M.T.A,

Airport Authority

NING

Further meetings will be dictated by the desire of the Com-
mission. Whether or not we complete the review Tuesday
afternoon will depend on what detail the City Commission
desires to discuss the proposed program. We are uncertain
at this time as to whether the City Commission will elect
to discuss the total six-year program or, only the 1981
projects. In the event we do not complete the total review

" and further meetings are scheduled, we will advise by phone.
P DA
/:/. o "",f/;‘,u/; e
Glen L. Dockery

Lery
Research and Budget Officer

S oot
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CIP Administrative Committee

January 30, 1981

Subject: City Commission Review of

) : 6 Capital Improvement Program

Distribution:

Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

Russell L. Brenner, Director of Administration

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

Don E. Anderson, Director of Housing & Economic Development
Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

John Wynkoop, Director of Water and Water Pollution Control
David Stowe, Director of Operations and Maintenance

Ken Kitchen, Director, R & R i

Tom Allen, Director of Parks

Elmer Karstensen, Executive Director, MTA

Jay Setter, Director of Aviation

James E. Clancy, Director of Community Facilities

Jim Sparr, Fire Chief
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DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
BUDGET AHD MANAGEMENT DIVISION January 19, 1981
CITY MALL — THIRTECNTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STHEET
WICHITA, KANSAS 61202
(316) 268-4321

Dear Sir or Madame:

Enclosed is a copy (or copies) of the City of Wichita's
Proposed 1981-1986 Capital Improvement Program as de-
veloped by the Capital Improvement Program Administra-
tive Committee.

The Wichita Board of City Commissioners has indicated a
desire to provide outside agencies, citizen groups, and
interested individuals an opportunity to review and com-
ment on the proposed program prior to final adoption.

Many recipients of this letter received a packet of in-
formation in late November, 1980 requesting your and/or
your agency's early input and comments on capital improve-
ment projects to be considered prior to the development
of the proposcd CIP by the City's Capital Improvement
Program Administrative Committee. Suggestions received
were incorporated in the discussion of the development

of the program by the Administrative Committee.

The enclosed program is being forwarded to you at this
time for ycour and/or your agency's review to provide you
an opportunity to respond with any suggested comments on
the proposal prior to final adoption by the Board of City
Commissioners.

Any written response that you may have concer ng the
proposed program should be forwarded to the City's Budget
and Management Division, 13th Floor, 455 North Main by
February 3, 198l. Comments will be assembled and d

cussed with the Board of City Commissioners at their sche-
duled informal work sessions of February 4, 5, and 6, 1981,

If in the event you would prefer to be in attendance and
make an oral presentation as opposed to submitting written
comments, the program will be reviewed by the Board of
City Commissioners as aregularly scheduled City Commission
Agenda Ttem on February 10, 198). It is anticipated that
the Commission will take final action on that date.

Sincerely,
Glen E. Dockery
Research and Budpet Officer

Attachment

P
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING
@ ROUTE [J
Elo s
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
CITY HALL — THIRTEENTH FLOOR
453 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

(316) 260.4351 January 5, 1981

Michael Savina, Chairman
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Hall - 10th Floor

455 North Main

Wichita,fKansas 67202

er to me of December 19, 1980, regarding the Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) is acknowledged,

Earlier this year the Board of Land Use Economics (BLUE) expressed much
:hh: ggge concern as the MAPC regarding certain aspects of administering

Enclosed are copies of a September 8, 1980, letter to the City Commission
from BLUE expressing its concerns and a City staff report to the City
Commission, dated October 1, 1980, which was prepared as a result of
meetings between City staff and BLUE, I believe that this response also
addresses the points you have made.

Since that time the City Commissioners have elected to become more

involved in the CIP development process and are scheduled to participate

gbthree work sessions with the CIP Administrative Committee in early
ruary.

. As you have noted, Mr. Lakin, who is a member of the CIP Administrative

Committee, can keep you advised of the CIP activities.

Sincerely,

H, Denton
City Manager
EHD/

fpd

cc: ghe Honorable Board of City Commissioners
MAPC Cormissicners
CIP Administrative Committee




Street Improvement Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors*

Factor o Weight
Existing V/C Ratio - Y 89
Current Traffic Volumes ; 74
Existing Condition of Street 74
Project Effectiveness 63
Accident Experience 57
Forecast Traffic Volume Increase 54
Contribution to Completed System . 32
Projected Unit Costs’ 33

Air Quality Improvement 8

Drainage Project Evaluation

Rank and Weights of Factors

Factor Weight
Severity of Flooding 100

Relationship to other
Capital Improvement Projects 71

Project Permits or Protects
Development

Frequency of Flooding
Project Cost

Right-of-way Availability




Drainage Project Evaluation

Proect. No. Project
D-60 17th Street, Broadway to I-235

D-19 Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean

D-51 Midland Valley Drainage Study
8.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain., R/W "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain, Area "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Outfall & Lift Station
Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg
West Kellogg Drainage
West l?th St. Drainage
Grove Drainage, Elm - 1l4th St.
Grove Drainage, 1l4th St. - 2lst.
Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewer
34th & Arkansas R/W
N. Diversion, Wic.hita Ind. Park

Douglas Ave. Drainage
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J
TO CIP Administrative Committee
FROM Monroe L. Funk, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division

susJeEcT DRAINAGE PROJECT EVALUATION

Attached is a summary of the evaluation of the Drainage Projects
appearing in the 1981 - 1986 Capital Improvement Program.

The evaluation is based on the average of the weights provided by
Finch, Anderson, Brenner, Bruggeman, and Lakin. The scoring of the
individual projects was done by Engineering Department Staff.

Monroe L. Funk :
Principal Planner

Advance Plans Division

MLF:rh
‘) Attachment
-~ CIP Administrative Committee:
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ray W. Bruggeman, Director, Engineering Department
Don Anderson, Director, Housing and Economic Development
Russell Brenner, Director, Administration l/
Robert A. Lakin, Director, Planning Department
Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer, Administration
cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager
David Stowe, Director, Operations and Maintenance
Tom Allen, Director, Park Department
John Wynkoop, Director, Water Department
Ken Kitchen, Director, Redevelopment and Rehabilitation
Mike Lindebak, Program Development Engineer, Engineering Department
Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division, Planning Dept.
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- Project No.
D-60

19
D-51

D-48C
D-488
D-48A
D-53 _

Drainage Project Evaluation

Pmect'
17th Street, Broadway to I-235

Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean

Midland .Vallay Drainage Study

$.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain.; R/W "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain, Area "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Oul:fa.ll & Lift Station -
Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg

West Kellogg Drainage

West 13th St. Drainage

Grove Drainage, Elm - 14th St.

Grove Drainage, l4th St. - 2lst.
Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewér

34th & Arkansas R/W

N. Diversion, Wichita Ind. Park

Douglas Ave. Drainage

£

@ N W N




Departaent of Administration.

L o
THE Cl__DF WICHITA ‘ CIP Administrative Committee -f-iK_S"
e Decerber 30, 1980 _=
OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE Dacerber 30, 1930 Page 2
Distribution:
T0  Members of the CIP Adnfnistrative Comnittee Russell L. Brenner, Director of Administration
R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering
FROM  Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning 4
Don E. Anderson, Director of Housim} and Economic Development
SUBJECT City Manager's Guidance -- CIP Kenneth H. Kitchen, Director of Redeveloprent and Rehabil{tation
John Wynkoop, Director of Water and Water Pollution Control
Tom Allen, Director of Parks
During the CIP Administrative Committee meetings of December 22, and 23, 1980, James F. Clancy, Director of Community Facilities
several fssues were raised which were to be brought to the attention of the Jim Sparr, Fire Chief thz ﬂ,‘ﬂ,‘
i City Manager. David Stowe, Director of Operations and Maintenance f A
i H. Jay Setter, Director of Aviation
| These matters have been discussed with the Manager and his decisions are as Elmer Karstensen, HTA Executive Director
| follows: Richard Rademacher, Librarian
{ Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer
1} = 1) Street standards - no sub-standard streets are to be constructed, but ;.‘...;L
} reduce to two-lane in lieu of four-lane wherever practical.
|
J 2) Wheel tax - there will be no attempt to gain a new revenue source forx art
1931, 4
1‘ 3) OM-2, OM-3, OM-4, etc. - there will be no equipment purchases from CIP Mr"’
; except for fire apparatus being acquired in connection with new fire
5 statfon construction.
L ,{,-W/J
| 4) MTA-9, Downtown Transit Center - project coordinator to be provided by the Wi2 n< . Yes ok L= ! /Q’{
|
|

5

D-78 - this project for drafnage and paving in Planeview 1s to be deleted g ke
because a similar project is being financed through COBG.

6

There will be no attempt to relocate the WPD from the City Building during &
1981 -- Study for 1982. 4

FS 15, Fire and Police Academy - leave in but place planning/architect ug mEEW
funds in for 1981,

FS 29, Fire District Headquarters at FS 14 is to be deleted. A 4th District ng ¢t

Chisf il not be added. ' DEC3 1 1980
9) PB-43 - replacerent of st floor and stairways carpeting only at this time, it METROPOL!TAN PLAM NG

10) PB-44 - prefer to repair existing steps if possible. Decision will be ROUTE D u
rade after inspection. T

-

8

11) CF-2, SW corner Lawrence-Dumont Stadiu-n pmi:crty 0K to move to 1982, but ?
if any perranent landscaping car it now.
¢ o
’ Ceeotl —
| Robert G. Finch
i Deputy City Manager
i RGF/pd Y, Y L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICYyCOUNTY ) oate 12/9/80

i
i METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO E. H. Denton, City Manager !
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ray W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering
yRobert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
Don Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development
Russell Brenner, Director of Administration

“FROM: Monroe L. Funk, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: DRAINAGE PROJECT EVALUATION

Attached is a paper which describes a procedure to evaluate
proposed drainage projects and establish project priorities.

Also attached is a sheet which requests that you rank and
weight each of the six (6) factors. You need to complete the
rankings and weighting of the factors so we can complete the
evaluation before the CIP Administrative Committee meets on
December 18 & 19. I plan to use the average of the responses
received to determine the final ranking and relative weights.

As of this date I have not received all of your rankings
and weightings of the factors to evaluate street improvement
projects. Please forward as soon as possible.

Vs oo . .

Monroe L. Funk
Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

MLF:rh
Attachment
cc: Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer, Administration




A Methodology to Evaluate

Drainage Projects

Presented here is a procedure by which proposed drainage projects
can be evaluated and construction priorities established. The procedure

is similar to the procedure used to evaluate street improvement projects'.

The procedure utilizes a series of factnts., measures to evaluate the factor

and criteria scores. Since drainage projects are uniquely different frr;m
street improvement projects a set .of factors, measures and criteria designed
-spec:lf:l_.cally to evaluate drainage projects were developed. This is designed
in this paper. :
The factors to be used to evaluate drainage.projects are as follows:
1. Severity of Flooding
2, Frequency of Flooding
3. Project Permits or Protects Development
Relationship to Other Capital Improvement Projects
Right-of-Way Availability i
Project Cost
The above 1ist:l.ng’ does not indicate rank or relative weight of the factor.
The following pages discuss each evaluation factor, describes how the factor
is to be measured and then the criteria for scoring the measure. The worksheet
to be used in the evaluation process is a.lat_) presented. A separate worksheet

will be used for each drainage project.




1. Factor: Severity of Flooding

. Measure: A subjective evaluation of the potential hazards caused
by flooding conditions. These hazards are produced at
least once every 2 to 5 years.

Criteria:

Potential Hazard
Human life endangered (Has history
of life loss or has potential
danger)

Public and private property
subject to extensive damage

Streets flooded to the extent
that emergency equipment
movement is impaired
Street flooded but two “lanes
on arterial and one lane on
collectors remain passable
or local nuisance due to
ponding.

2. Factor: Frequency of Flooding

sure: The frequency with which the severity of flooding indicated
in Factor No. 1 occurs.

Critera:
— Frequency of Flooding
Once every 0-2 years
Once every 3-5 years
Once every 6-10 years

Once every 11 years or more




3. Factor: Project Permits or Protects Development

Measure: Does the completion of the project encourage new
development or redevelopment?

Criteria:
Type of Development Points
‘New Residential Development - : 10
New Industrial/Commercial Development ' 7
Redevelopment in Existing Built-up areas

Protects existing development

4. Factor: Relationship to other Capital Improvement Projects
Measure: Is the proposed project an essential part of another project?
Is the project necessary to protect the integrity of the other
projects?
Criteria:
Nature of Related Project Points

Related to Street Improvement Project 10

Related to other development (Residential, 7
Park, Commercial and/or Industrial) project

Related to redevelopment project

Not related to another improvement project

5. Factor: Right-of-way availability

Measure: The degree of effort required to obtain the necessary
right-of-way for the project ~

Criteria:

Right-of-way acquisition difficulty Points

R/W currently available or will be made 10
available by developer

R/W available with little difficulty

Condemnation proceedings required

Requires displacement of homes or businesses

5 ;




6. Factor: Project Cost

Measure: Estimated cost of Projects divided by acres of area served.

Criteria:
Cost/Acre Points
Less than $1,000/Acre 10
-$1,001 to $5,000/Acre z : : 7
$5,001 to $9,000/Acre

More than $9,000/Acre




Drainage Project Evaluation Worksheet

Project Name

Criteria Score

Potential Life Extensive Emergency Minor Street
Hazard Endangered - Property Equipment Flooding or
Movement Local Nuisance
Impaired on
Street

Probability of Flooding Frequency Once every Once every Once every
of Flooding years 6-10 years 11 years +

Project Permits or Type of New Residential New Industrial/ Redevelopment Protects
Protects Development Development Development Commercial in Existing Existing
Development. Bullt-up Areas Development

Relationship to Other Nature of Street Other Redevelopment No Project
Capital Improvement Related Improvement Development Project Related

Projects Project Project Project 2

Right-of-way Availability Acquisition Currently Available Condemnation Displacement
Difficulty Available with little Required of Homes and
difficulty Businesses

Project Cost Cost per
Acre served

Less than $1,001 ro $5,001 to More than
$1,000/Acre $5,000 per $9,000 per $9,000/Acre
acre acre

Project Score

Page of




Drainage Project Evaluation

Rankings & Weights

Listed below are six (6) factors to be considered in determining
street improvement priorities. Attached is a discussion which explains
each of the six factors, how the factor is to be measured and then the
evaluation criteria.

We are requesting that you rank each of the six (6) factors and then
assign what you consider the appropriate weight to each factor. We are
suggesting this be accomplished as follows: g

1. Rank all six (6) factors. Give the most important
factor a ranking of one (1) and the least important
a rank of six (6) with all others in between.

Assign a relative weight to each factor. Give the
factor that you ranked #1 a weight of 100. Give
all other factors a weight of 100 or less depending
on the relative importance you think each factor .
should have. You may use the same weipht more

than once if you feel two or more factors have
equal weight.

factors to be ranked and weights assigned are as follows:

Factor Rank Weight

1. Severity of Flooding

2, Frequency of Flooding

3. Project Permits or Projects
Development

4. Relationship to other

- Capital Improvement Projects
5. Right-of-way Availability
6. Project cost

Please complete and return by December 16, 1980.
Return to:
Monroe L. Funk

Planning Department
Extension 4391 °

Completed by:




y WICHITA-SEDGWICK SOUNTY - oate  11/4/80

e ¥
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

Monroe L. Funk, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division

N STREET IMPROVEMENT EVALUATION

Attached is the revised methodology for the Evaluation of
Street Improvement Projects.

I am still a little confused about the time schedule for
this evaluation. From the CIP calendar you distributed yesterday
it would appear that the projects should be evaluated soon after
the Budget and Management Division has received completed request
forms, which are due November 28, 1980 and before the CIP Adminis—
trative Committee reviews the Draft CIP December 18 & 19. 1Is my
perception of the schedule correct?

. I will begin developing the evaluation methodology for drainage
in the very near future.

— Monroe L. Funk
Principal Planner
£ Advance Plans Division
MLF:rh n
Attachment /
cc: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
“ Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
1
b’




Street Improvement Evaluation

Rankings and Weights

Listed below are nine (9) factors to be considered in determining
street improvement priorities. You have been provided a brief paper
which explains each factor, how the factor is to measured and then the
evaluation criteria.

We are asking you to rank and uei'ght each of the nine (9) factors.
We are suggesting that this be accomplished as follows:

1. Rank all nine (9) factors. Give the most
important factor a ranking of one and the
least important a rank of 9 with all others
in between.

Assign relative weights to the factors. Give
the factors that you ranked #1 a weight of 100.
Give all other factors a weight of 100 or less
depending on the relative importance you think

- each factor should have. You may use the same
number more than once if you feel two or more
factors have equal weight.

The factors to be ranked and weights assigned are as follows:

Factor Weight
Current Traffic Volume

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
Accident Experience

Forecast Traffic Volume Increase
Contribution to Completed System
Existing Condition of Street

Air Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Projected Unit Costs

RERRARRTAN

Return to:
Monroe L. Funk

Planning Department
Extension 4265

Completed by
e e T T T St e S W RN R




_A Methodology to Evaluate

Street Improvement Priorities

Described here is a procedure by which arterial and collector
streets and highways in Wichita can be evaluated to establish improve-
ment priorities. The procedure utilizes a series of weighted factors
each of which describes a street attribute. Each ‘street segment being
considered will be scored according to a criteria. The criteria score
multiplied by the factor weight will produce a raw score. : The sum of
the raw scores will produce a project score. The project receiving the
highest score would be assigned top priority for implementation. The
second highest score would receive second priority and so on. Projects
not completed this year would be carried forward and be considered in
next years listing of improvement projects to be completed. All six
years projects are to be rated in one group. They are not to be pre-
sorted by year and then rated.

The factors to be considered in the evaluation procedure are as

follows: (The listing does not indicate rank or relative weight).

1. Curvent Traffic Volume
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
3. Accident Experience
4. Projected Traffic Volume Increase
5. Contriburion to Completed System
6. Existing Condition of Street

Air Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Project Unit Costs

A
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Factors, Measure and Criteria - Figure 1 presents a worksheet which will

be used to evaluate proposed improvement projects. The worksheet gives

the factors, measures and criteria for scoring. You will note that

the factors on the worksheet have not yet been assigned relative weights.

The weights will be assigned after knowledgeable people have ranked the V

factors and assigned relative weights.. The ranklngs and weights received

from individuals will be averaged and then used in the evaluation procedure.
Before the evaluation is undertaken it is necessary to describe in detail

the factor the measures and how they are to be applied to each street segment.

1. Factor: Current Traffic Volumes

sure: Number of vehicles using the street segment each day

(average daily traffic)
Criteria; A
Average Daily Traffic
> 25,000
15 - 24,999
3. 5= 14,999
4. . <5,000

Factor: Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
Measure: Calculated ratio of current traffic volume to existing
street capacity
Criteria
V/C Ral : Points
> 1.2
0.9 to 1.1
0.7 to 0.9

< 0.70




D

3. Factor: Accident Experience
Measure: Equivalent Property Damage Oauly (EPDO) rate for each
street segment using 1979 accident experience available
from the Police Department.
EPDO = 6 (Fatal + Injury Accidents) + property damage only
accidents
Exposure = (ADT) (section length) (365)

EPDO Rate = EPDO x 1,000,000
Exposure

Criteria:

i EPDO Rate Points

> 13.0 10
8.5 - 12.9 ] 7
4.0 - 8.4

4. < 4.0

Factor: Projected Traffic Volume Increase
Measure: Using Year 2000 traffic projections the percentage increase

of traffic growth for each street segment will be calculated.

Criteria:

Traffic Volume Change : Points
> + 50% 10

+ 25% to 50% 7
0% to 25%

< 0%




5. [Factor: Contribution to Completed System

Measure: Is the proposed project on a system that is nearly’
complete? The objective is to complete a system facj:lity
as soon as practical. A system might be for example:
Central from 119th West to 127th East.

The length of completed segments will be measured and
compared percentage wise to the overall length of the
system. Projects on nearly completed systems will
receive higher scores than lessor completed systems.
Percent System Completed Points

> 75% 10

50-75% 7

25-50%

4, . <35%

6. Factor: Existing Condition of Street
Measure: A subjective evaluation of the physical condition of
the street segment will be made.

Criteria:
Street Condition : Points
Currently Gravel or Dirt Surface 10
Paved Surface & Base Deteriorated 7
Base Deteriorated

Surface in Poor Conditioun




7. Fa_i:to_g_: Adr Quality Improvement
Heasure: Does the project contribute to improved traffic
flow and ::eciuced CO emissions in the non-attainment
area.
Criteria:
Project Location
1. In non-attainment area
2. In contributing area
3. Within 2 miles of NAA

4. More than 2 miles from NAA

Factor: Project Effectiveness . &
Measure: The percentage increase in traffic capacity for
each project segment being considered

Criteria:
Percent Capacity Increase Points
1. > 100% ; 10
2. 60 - 99% 7

3. 20 - 59% 4

4. <20% 1

Factor: Project Unit Costs

Measure: Cost of improvements on a per vehicle mile basis

Unit cost = Estimated Project Cost

(Year 2000 ADT x 365 x length)
Criteria:

Cost per annual vehicle-mile
1. <5




Street: Length

! CAEEERC TIIEE‘E Jalimes - m 1‘ rhel
e emyae | v m
B T

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 49%
Increase
“ o

% over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

Base rating

In N.A.A. In Con=
tributing
N.A.A.

> 100%

Alr Quality Improvement Project
Location

Project Effectiveness Percent
Capacity
Increase

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface
- ‘ Condition Gravel & Base in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- Condition

Street Segment Score
Page
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Capital Improvement Program Administrative Committee

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission b

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS RECOMMENDED BY PLANNING COMMISSION

Introduction - The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission at their regularly
scheduled meeting on November 6, 1980 considered the recommendations prepared
by the East-West Traffic Flow Task Force. After reviewing the Task Force
recommendations to improve east-west traffic flow in Wichita, the Planning -
Commission modified the recommendations to include improvements not listed

in the Task Force Report.

The final recommendations of the Planning Commission fall into three
categories. 1) Those improvement projects that need to be programmed ..
through the CIP process, 2) Those improvements that can be implemented
as maintenance and operations projects, and 3) those projects which are
the responsibility of the I'ansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) and
therefore must be initiated by that agency.

The attached CIP Project Request Forms list the CIP projects recommended
by the Planning Commission. Listed below are the other two categories of
projects. ¥

Non-CIP Projects - Recommended by the Planning Commission to be implemented
from the maintenance and operations budget.

1. Prohibit parking (at all times) on the following streets:
a. lst Street - from Water to Hydraulic
b. 2nd Street - from Main to Hydraulic
¢. Maple - from McLean to Sheridan
d. Lewis - from McLean to St. Francis

2. Remove parking on portions of West Douglas (Seneca to Sheridan)
where the removal of parking would allow for four (4) through
lanes of traffic.

3. Prohibit parking at all times on West 2nd Street from
McLean to West Street.

4. Prohibit parking at all times on both sides of lst
and 2nd Streets from Grove to Hillside. &

5. Prohibit parking on one side only of lst and 2nd
Streets from Hillside to Edgemoor.

—
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Capital Improvement Program Administrative Committee -2- 12/11/80
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS RECOMMENDED BY PLANNING COMMISSION

Projects to be initiated by KDOT - These improvements are to be carried
out by KDOT at the request of the City of Wichita. The projects all
involve Kellogg, U. S. 54 a link on the State Freeway System. The
recommended improvements are necessary to fulfill a long range goal

of upgrading Kellogg to urban freeway standards.

The Planning Commission recommended the following be initiated
immediately:

1. Request that KDOT complete the location and design
study for the Kellogg Viaduct from the Arkansas
River Bridge to Topeka Avenue so thenecessary public
hearing can be held.

2., Request that KDOT complete the location study and
environmental impact statement to widen Kellogg to
six lanes from Arkansas River Bridge to K-42 interchange.

The MAPC recommended the following be initiated as soon as possible.

1. Consult freeway viaduct on Kellogg from the Arkansas
River to Topeka Avenue.

2. Upgrade Kellogg from Hoover to Dugan to freeway standards.
This includes an interchange at Julia.

3. Widen Kellogg to six-lanes from the Arkansas River to
' K-42 (Edwards Avenue). -

7~
Robert A. Lakin, Scretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

RAL:MLF:rh
Attachments




CITY OF WICHITA

PROJECT
e PROJECT DESCRIPTION PROJECT
. 86 |  cost

Expressways
Close the Kellogg-Vine Intersection 25,000

Feasibility Study of an urban inter
change on Kellogg at Oliver 150,000

Urban interchange (or flyover) on 37,500
Kellogg at Oliver 37,500
175,000

6,000,000




—

PROJ

—
19 19 PROJECT
Bl 84 85 36 COST

Arterials 3
Close Kellogg median & remove the 10,000
signal at Bluff
Feasibility Study by Consultant of 20,000
improving the central area signal 180,000
system 100,000
900,000
~ 100,000
900,000
Widen and channelize the north and 250,000
south approaches on Oliver at 300,000
Kellogg
Widen and channelize the north and
south approaches on Woodlawn at 150,000
Kellogg o 400,000
Improve & channelize the inter- 400,000
section of Central and Oliver 400,000
Improve & channelize the inter- 300,000
section of Central and Woodlawn 400,000
Improve & channelize the inter- ; 300,000
section of Central and Edgemoor 400,000
Improve and channelize the inter- 400,000
section of Douglas and Hydraulic 600,000
Improve and channelize the inter- 600,000
section of Douglas and Hillside 600,000
Improve and channelize the inter- 300,000
section of Douglas and Oliver 700,000
Improve and channelize the inter- 200,000
section of Douglas and Edgemoor 500,000
Widen railroad underpass on lst 2,000,000
Street
Widen railroad underpass on 2nd 2,000,000
Street

FORM 22-134 OCT. 1980




Drainage Project Evaluation

Project No. Pru'ecf Score
D-60 17th Street, Broadway to I-235 2,689
D-19 Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean 2,653
D-51 Midland Valley Drainage Study 2,527
D-48C S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain., R/W "B" 2,359
D-48B $.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain, At;ea ngn 2,359
D-48A S.W. Ind. Park Outfall & Lift Station - 2,359
D-53 _ Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg 2,287
D West Kellogg Drainage 2,185
D-75 West 13th St. Drainage . g 2,077

Grove Drainage, Elm - 1l4th St. 2,011 10

Grove Drainage, l4th St. - 2lst. - 2,011 11

Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewer 1,864 12

34th & Arkansas R/W 1,735 i

N. Diversion, Wichita Ind. Park 1,678 14

D-43 Douglas Ave. Drainage 1,225 15

-
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Drainage Project Evaluation

Project No. Project
D-60 17th Street, Broadway to I-235

D-19 Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean
Midland Valley Drainage Study
$.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain., R/W "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain, Area "B"
S.W. Ind. Park Outfall & Lift Station
Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg
West Kellogg Drainage
West l?l:h St. Drainage
Grove Drainage, Elm - l4th St.
Grove Drainage, l4th St. - 2lst.
Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewer

34th & Arkansas R/W

N. Diversion, Wichita Ind. Park

Douglas Ave. Drainage

R




Project No.
D-60

D-19
D-51
D-48C
D-48B
D-48A

D-53

Drainage Project Evaluation

Project
17th Street, Broadway to I-235

Maple St. Interceptor, Sheridan to McLean

Midland Valley Drainage Study

S.W. Ind. Park Storm Drain., R/W "B"

S.W. Ind.. Park Storm Drain, Area "B"

S§.W. Ind. Park Outfall & Lift Station

Dry Creek Improvement Kellogg
West Kellogg Drainage

West 13th St. Drainage

Grove Drainage, Elm - 14th St.
Grove Drainage, l4th St. - 2lst.
Ext. of 63rd St. Storm Sewer
34th & Arkansas R/W

N. Diversion, Wichita Ind. lPark

Douglas Ave. Drainage
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ATTACHMENT C
CAPITAL TM@DOVEMENT ProTecTS AQEVALUATED
PROTECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 1oF 5

WpeLQunh o.ﬁ'k..ﬂﬂarﬁ,. (N. ¢ S, Apprmtd-cs)

SCORE  PRoFecT¥

4224 | £~12

4155 £ -1
LA Ms-303
2774 Ms-249
3753 E-10
3735 [MS-12q
2711 [M5-49
669 | =12
BeDl M2
| 35B5 [M5-224

2555 (Mg —3]3
3543 (Ms205
3557 | B-9E
L513
3430 M5-150
3424 [MS-238
adag, |Ms-239
3425 (Mmeg—34
3402, [Ms-200
330k |Ms- 148

3300 | Mo-1
5288 |me— 35
D23B Mg =31y
3237 |My-310)
3231 |Ms-208
3225
3222, [y =312
3219 |mMe—5q
3219 [Ms-4q9
5246 | MS~a|

Devglas oX Eelgemaor

Kdﬂ.m. Toferhesa ot Ofiver

at Webl

Contall &t Weot =

““-”’azf Overpass (Topeka—to Ak, Envd'r)
Rock Road (150 S.0f Centml %o q+"'nl)
Magle € Shendam 1o Melean )

O Sivan aF Kellopge (N. & S. f_‘twraaw—!u-cs)
Brosdwsy (55M 540 (140 M. of 4TS
Bme\«-»yr (A Riveyr w!-o}.‘!o‘ s. of Pﬂw"ﬂ-)m i

15" ( Grovereour 4o Rea< )

Kalless Frasumy (1-235 +o Dygen)
kﬂﬁa_a.n-‘r‘%%m_, G

315t 5, ot Senecas

Meléan of Dovfg & 2nd.
Meleas af Sevesn
Dovglas ot Hitlaide i
41 s, ( Proadsisy o Seneen )
Mae At (I-235 +p Semeca )

241 N, (Amidem fo Arkassas )
DM-GEA-S n-"'"HvaimML‘Q e
Cotnl of Ofiver

Cewhnl ar

Pk Pond [ Orie o Ok bnots)

ey

K af Vine

Cotrnll o Woed fawn

Woed lawn (R 000 4o 267 ALY
Senezan (MacArthur do 47 1LY
[7% N (Precdway 4o T-235 )

TaN. 20, (98]




ms-24i| Cerball (Moo Sodic Fo)
Mo5D| Semecas (471*15 48 55MS.)
Ms-257| Hary ( Eastweer to Wabkb e
Mb-289 M..FL. A Ridge

Ms-222 ‘Hu&bldﬂ. C%ny (ey N e;,kumar)
M5=195 | Grreemwich ( Devﬁhs Yo I‘CTA-)’V
M5=316 Dw?m af Oil\'ﬂ‘

M3-36]| Ceutml aX Way

Ms~285

MS"-.

[Risaaq| @1 S ( Tomede Ak, Riue)

Ms~130| Tyler (AT2SF 2ifmd 4o f‘i"f‘.&)
M. Vernew (K515 Yo Mai )
Oliver (Muvdocko Yo 9% NL)
Hydioalre ( Kallogg toHomy)
Gove Clath 45 2(SP L)
Sliver ( Glendde 4o loa Nl of Liuesla
Aoniden (29T 4p 5;1""' NY
Mogle (z-235 + E..‘da._) e
3| st 5 ( k-15 4o Oliver ) S

Hydmalie (MacArtiur 40 477 )
;54-& M. of Oliver Gl el

Ms23 Ridge (Contn to 1™ M) g
Rock. Read (Ponesad 4o 3T N.Y
Contmll. ( Maite o 1A W )
[ENaRN M.,.._;},, 4o ngth w. )
37 N (Brosdany 4o Hydmalic )
Maph CRi&se o Tyler )
Broadwey ( Tohn Mack Bridse Yo Pailroad Ovanpass )
Grove (Elwm to @t

4 e 2 e i -—.

B

g




. g PAGE 3oF 3
2585 [Ms302. \Nuo ( zmd -+u ht) + ?,ml N ¢ wu., ‘o wut.,-h)

| 2544 |Ms-2.571 | \WeadQuun (':rsv Noeftary 4o 150" 5. of Hamy)

U526 [Ms-26L Mosh;y (400 o, of 2197 N. o 2[5t N, ‘-L,,

| 251 - i

2443 |Ms-250 ‘Hwy (y_.;,,.. 41, G B )....__gi

2475 = Unﬂ\ﬂ"?n&s at 2nd et S

2300 [ = | Underpess et sty

2367 [M5277 | Mayde ['Tﬂw 4o 7-\4__,},_5 G

| 2332 [Ms3e4] 20 N ( Waodlawm o Rock)

2280 | MBI M. ot West

| 227) |29 M»uy, (Mn-f{ﬂ-‘b C“*"‘l)

2199 [M5-287 Rock Road (20 5T to 32" ML)

2100 [Ms-280) M;ﬁsa_ ( Cohnd to |27 N, )ﬁﬁ

2084 [Mo-309| \A) cod Lawn ( H'H" +o [‘4"“""~l i i

20a4 | MS241| Tyler (106" s. o-FPmu-‘l’DA""sH“l“’“*)
caby e g (e e R DS i
2049 (MS=30L | Peopom® ol P2 Cmsa&é_nwaco N. o{-aﬂgh')
Zeo| |M5218) Magle (Maig 4o 114%™ w.)

ool [MS2o(| Reck. Rond ( 227¢ 4o .qls?r.[.) S i
1539 |M5275| Nosemde (Tyler o VYosewds Dr. D

1020 [M&2a7 Murd.u-l’- K«&W‘r (Wit %o I-}éé)_
948y [Ms-205] 5'7_“’ N. (MMM ‘o Smu&}




ATTACHMENT C

CAPITAL LIMDOVEMENT ProgecTS 4 EVALUATED

SCORE  PrRogecT¥
4326 | £~12
4155| £ -1
28Aa4 M-30%
2774 |Ms-244
3953 | E~10

3135 |M$- 1229
2711 [Ms-aq

BLL] |-
DDl [M5-2L
2585 |MS-224

3555 My =3]3
3583 [MS-205
547 | E-4E
L5135 -~
3432 [M$-150
3426 [Ms-23p
34 (Ms~239
342 [me—3L
4o |Ms-200
330k [MS- 148

3300 | M- 1
3284 [me— 35
3233 Mo=21)
3237 Mg~ 210
3231 |Ms-208
3228 -
3222 |y =312,
3219
3219
EEEYA

Ms-5q
Ms-4q
il

PROTECT DE&C.R.I PTIoN

Wu-mbo-uuh ot Kallots (N = S, A‘Ppr‘aﬂ-&\neﬁ)

Qm. I-ﬂ"-u-iw-yn. o ohm-

at Webl
Contral at Weet

PAGE 1oF 5

kﬂlﬂva‘b.vapams (Tnpr;k;% A &'V“) e
Rack. Reed (190 6.0% Gontl %o A*INY

Magle. ¢ Sheridan 1o Meloan)

.Dma?.n-a X &15&\-»\&:»"

135 ( Grovermeowr to Rl!d‘-)

knﬂeda. Frrasuns (1-235 +o Dng«- 5L
Kallosy at B2

31st s at 5m¢uq S
Mcl:é.mvk Daudbz, « Zm&_

Meclean at Seveca e
Oovghas o Hitlside
474 5, (Prosduimy 40 Senecn)
MaeAvthue (I-235 40 Semecn )

241 N, (Piden o Ardconsas )
Douglag, ot Hydmalic,

Cetall af Ofiver

Cenhml ot emeor

Rode. Rood (( Osie 4o Oak. kunote )
K%d Vine

Cevhn o Woed fauwn

Woed Loum  ( Reei2£.00 4o 257 ALY
Seneea (MacArthur 4o 477 1LY
1% N (Prosdway o T-235)

TaN. 20, (98]

2| O %ivan af Kallegxs (N, & S, Affmac!«es) :
RBrodwoy (B5M 510 (140 H.of 410 8)
Bru&wsy (Ark. River %o 290 S. of Pﬂﬂ""-b) S




rs-24) Ceaball (Mot Salio Fo)
Ms5D| Semeca (476 4o K5MS.)
Msas7| Harry (Eastworr Yo Webb)  ~ s
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Mo=38 | Deowglan af Oliver
M-24l| Covbml X Wag T
Ms~285| Rock Boud (137 ML 8o 2151 ML)
215 N, (Weedlom 0 Tam)

AT S (T35 4 Ak, River)
Toler (ATeSE 2ilmed 4o Maple)

Mt Vernam (K-8 Y0 Ma)
Oliver (Mudeck. %o 9% L)
Hydwoalre (Killoge doHorry )
Grvove (16T 4o 25t NL ) 5§
Oliver (Glendde 4o Il N. Of’ Lﬂ-wl'l
Aeiden (9% 45 37" N
Magle (1-235 4o Ridge)

2| st 5. (k15 4o Oliver)

ﬂydvmlm (MachArthior 40 47 &%
Ms2s4l |3 N, of Oliver
Ms283) Ridge (Cortml 40 135% N, N
M28l Rock fond (Pomesdl 4o 37 N.Y
My279 | Conbm. ( Maie 4o 11AFH WL )
Ms-28] I%T“ N ( Maie 2 nat w. )
Ms~65 | 3 N (Bwu‘m-y 4o 'Hy:imltc)
Me2p | NMaple (Ridge to Tyler )
Ms272. bmnlw-'}'c ( Joln Mack. Brdee 4o Pailioad Ov«pnss)
Ms229| Grrove (Edm o [T AL,




MS~302, Wm("m't%5"’->! 3"'1 Nc(wu°hwd’h> =
Ms-251| Weallur (150 Mo of Hany 40 150" &, of flany)
M5-226| Mesley (400! & of 21T N. o 2[PN.D)
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Ms-250 ‘Hﬂwy (Blam Yo GW.RD
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Ms-277 M,f(.q. ('Tyle-r +> M;usn.S_“__ e
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MEme) SN
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Ms-287 Rock Road (21 5% to 3274 NLY
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M$-22|| Tyler (1obl' &, of P“"’“‘-’-'Q'DAT‘SF E"“’l""“l )
= | AN (Taem e Webb) S

Ms-30f, ?_MAD e tmss\\a.a-n Waco, N. o{”Da'a&s N

Ms-298) Magle (Maig fo 114%™ W)

Medo|| Reckolod € 3274 4o 41STALY

M$-275| Yosemd (Tyler 4o Yosewds Dr. D

5307 | Moardocke R«Q.\D«M.Jr (wrdudh 4 T-138)
M$-205] 5'7”'!‘1 (Mertliam *‘D Semeca )
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ATTACHMENT C

CAPITAL IMBROVEMENT ProTeCTS EVALUATED
PRoTECT DB&C-R.!PTION PAaGE 1oF 5

,Wnelﬂuma ot Kallloga. (N. ¢ 5. A»ppmul-cs)

K"U‘a’r I;T«-J'w-a,a.. ot Olwn-

at Webls
Cenhall o Weset

SCORE  ProjecT®
4326 | £~12
4155 €~ 11
28A4 Ms-303
| 3774 [M§-2449

e
:
x

Do g hd o —

o

3753 E-10
3735 [MS-1294
2711 [MS-4q
b9 | E-12
el (MS-264
3585 [M3-224-

2555 s ~313

354 [MS-305
3T | E-9E
L5IS| -

3432 [Ms~150
3424 |M$-238
343 (Ms-239
342 (M4
402 |Ms-200
320k MY~ (48

3300 [ M-

2288 |mo— 315
238 [Ms=311
3237 IMg=210
323 |MS-208
28| -

LECEN VY
3219 |Ms-5q
3219 [Ms-49
5246 | MS-q|

kﬂl&ca-a- Overpass (Toflk&-tﬂM E.wor) i
Rock_ Resd (150 &.0f (entml %o GBIy
Magle € Shendan 1o Mclean )

O Livan o Kllepgy (N. 2 S, Approaches)
Brodwey (55" 540 (140' N of 41 $.)
Bmo\u;oy (Ak. River %o 290 &. of PM'G'-

.Duva?.m w‘\' &isewr

135 ( Goverveour 4o Raf-t"-)

Katless Fravwe (1-235 +o D‘S‘“‘) : T

sl
3]st s, ot Bwtw

Meléan af Devflas e&_chl e

.Mf-L-uu &Y Seveea,

Derglas ot mder :

41 5, ( Preaduisy 40 Seneen)

MaeAvthur (1-235 4D Semeca )

241 N. (Amidem §p Arkameas )
Devglae, ot Hydouliz,

Cotn of Ofiver

Cewhnl af emeot

Rock. Lood ((Owie 4o Onak kot )
Kn.u-aa.a. at Vine

Covhn ot Wesd faom

Wosd fawn  ( Reei 000 4o 257 N
Senezan (MacAthur do 47+ MY
11 N (Proadway 4o T-235)

TAN. 20, 1981




‘w::.’"—"-;““-f'\"‘,‘.-ﬂ e

Ms-24|

Ms-5D
Ms-l.s‘f
My-289
Ms-222
Ms-(a5
M5 =314
MY-25]
Ms-285
MS-2,

Mériaq
Ms~130
Ms~lab
M&-a

M&120
M&-230
Ms-247
My~ 34
Mg-257
M&-od

Ms~52
Meas
M&-2p2)
M2
My-279
M3-28)
M&-65
Me-277,
M$272
Mg-229

Cerball (Mawto Sl Fo)
Seneea, (471t g 48 55MS)
‘Hc.u-rr (E‘ai+mﬂ Yo Webb)

Magle ot Ridee

Hillside (Bayley 4o Skimmer)
Greanwich (Do\-ﬁ%s o KTAY
DLeowslae ax Ol.‘wr‘ :

Ceme\' wﬂ- SRS

Reck. Rosd (13 ML s 215T ML)

215 N. (Weodlown o Tam)
s late A ey
Tyler (ATeSF 2iflmad 4o NMaple)
Me. Vernom (K515 4o Mak)

Oliter (Muvdock_ 4o G+ ALY

Hydimlire (Kalllegy Yo Hamy )

Grovel i Cla i iollist IV o S iR
Oliver (Glendde 4o loo Noof Likeoln)
Loidem (297 4p 3™ NY

Magle (I-235 4o Ridge)

35t 5. ( k-15 4o Oliver)

‘HYJM‘L (MacAtiur 40 41 5 )

13 ML ot Oliver S

Ridge (Con 40 13 N,) L bt b
Pock. Lead (Dohea‘a&. st Freheil e T

Comnlls ( Maite 4o 1AM w. )

1™ N (Maize +o 14 W)

37~ ( Brosduny o Hydmulic )

Maple (Ridge 4o Tyler) :

Brosdway ( Tohn Mack. Bridie 1o Pailioad Ouorpass

Grove (Em to @t




&l
62
&3
&4
&5
6
&7
68
&9
7o

71
72
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75
i
77
78
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&l
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2280
5:27 |
1949
2 \oo
2094
20q4
2073
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e0o|

loo‘
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ez o
948

Ms~302,
MS~2.57}

Ms-24
Ms-250

Ms-277

Ms~304
ey

M4-289
Ms-237
Me-280
Mo~30q
M$-29|
MS-3of,
Ms-z;r =
Ms$-20|
MS-275]

M&207
MS-205]

Wazo (2nd #0 3 Y s Bl N, ( Waco to wrlitn )
WeskQuar (150 M. o of Harry i 150’ s.‘oj'-ﬂegy)dﬁ?
Mesley (400 . of 23T N. 4o 2[5 N.)
Hamy ( Litom ‘o &w&)____

Uu&-ﬂ‘pass a+ 2nd &t R e e
Undecpass ol [t ot e : e
Made (Tyler +o M.uy:_s e e R e
29 . ( Weod lawn to R-DF-«'F-)
3% N af West

Maipp (Mafe to Cormd
Rock. Road ( 205% 4o 23274 NY

Mage (Cohrle o 1D N
Weedlawm ( L[T 4o l4*“~-),,,,,,,, ,
Tyler (1666 s. of- Pasuee 4o AT2OF Lailrond
21N (Tavm 1o Wekb)

Comnl o 2.2, Crosting. am Waco, N. =+Dagh)
Magde (Mag +o 114%™ w)
Recke Lomd ( 3274 4o 4| ST ALY e
Nosend ( Tyler do VYosewdn Dr. ) i e

Mmhe.k_ ?.uQra‘.w«‘A’ (%{hﬁb I-3s)
37T N, (Mertdion 10 Sencen )




ATTACHMENT C
- CAPITAL INDROVEMENT ProTECTS € EVALUATED
PROTECT D&scmPTloN PAGE 10F 5

Waod.nwwh ot Kallats (N, o S. Afprau-\«es)

SCORE  FPRojecT®

4220 | F~12.

O D0 af dwnw—

469 [ -

4155 €~ 11
2,8Aa4- Me-303

| 374 (Ms-249

3953 E-10
3735 |MS- 124
2711 [M5-49

oDl (M2
2585 [M5-224

2555 M5 =313
3542 |MS-205
3T | E-9E
B5ID| -

242 IM-150
3426 (MS234
342z, (Ms-23q
342 (M4
4o |Ms-220
330k M5 148

3300 [ Ms- 1
H284 [me=12r5

| 238 [Mo=31)

3237 Mg~ 32y,
3231 [Ms-208
28| -

3222, My =312,
3219 |Ms-5q
32019 |Ms-49
5-;.1@ Mi-ﬂl
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at Webl
Contnl o Weet e
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Deuglos X 'Evtljem'r‘
139 ( Govameour 4o Roae) e e
Kellegs Frawmy (T-235 4o Dugen ) 2
kjﬂlﬁ_&x\' &%

315t 5. of Senzea

Meléaa of Da\n&v_:, © Znd
Melean oF Seveea

Deuglas ot Hitlside

471 5, ( Proadumy 40 Sensen)
Maghvthur (1-235 +0 Semecn)
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Cetnl of Ofiver
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Pock. Lood ((Owie o Oak. et )
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Cothmle o Weed Sauim

Woed fawn  ( Reete 800 o 257 ML Y
Seneea (MacArthur do 477 ALY
1715 ML (Proadway 4o T-235 )

TaM. 20, 198]




2189 [Ms241| Cerall (Mamto Salo o)
3120 |Mo5D| Seneca (47*1 6 4 KEMS)
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ATTACHMENT
CAPITAL LMEROVEMENT ProgeCTS ﬁ EVALUATED

SCORE  ProyecT” ProTECT DESCRIPTION PAGE 10F 5

420 | £~12, Wo«LQunh ot kallyts (N, = S. Approaches )

4155|£ -
28a4 | Me-303
2774 M5-244
37153 | E-10

23935 [MS-12q
2711 |M5-9q

»669 £ -
DeDl [MMA
3585 [M$234

2555 Ms—%li
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3557 | €-9E
DEID| -~

3432 Msﬂéo
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3434 |Ms-23q
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330k [Ms- 148

3300 | Ms- 1|
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3237 Ms;- 3
323 |Ms-208
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32.9
3219
R

My =312
M54
Mg-4q
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Deuglag, at Hydwwliz, -
Cotnl af Ofiver

Cevhnll ot . g
Rk ool ( Owic o Oak. kit )

e

K at Vine

Coihnfl ol Wood facim

Weed Lawn  ( Reeto L0445 25™ WL Y
Senecn (MacArthor 4o 471 ML Y
177 N (Proadwey Yo :_r_-zag)

TaN. 20, (98]




n5-24 |

Me-5D
Ms-259
M-289
M$-222.
‘M‘-.s- s
M5 =316
Mo-26]
Ms~285
g2

Ms-laq
MS~[30)

Ms~52
Meas
M523
My-2,
My-279
Ms-28]
M6
Mg=274,
Ms272]
Mg-a29

Cerbal (Mainto Sl Fa)
Seneea (4715 40 5EMS.)
'Hzm-y ( astweer Yo W‘i'_“_b) SN (02 e i e L i
Magle at F—A‘d'j-c SEVIRRE S SR Sen S e
Hilloide (Rayley do Sikluner)

Greowwich (Dougfag bo KTA)

Oowsflae af Oliver

Courtrnl X Waghuyts

Rok Poud (13™ ML S 298N

215 N. (Woedlown fo Tam)

41'f'" S (IT-135 4w Ak, Rn‘ver}_ i
Tyler (AT<SF w'}“M"f’l’),W_

M. Vernon (K518 Yo Man)
Oliver (Mudoeko o 9* ALY
Hydmlre (kllocr doHomry Y

Grove (la*h o2ty
Oliver (Glendda 4o loc N.of Liwesls )
Awnidon (28 4p 37 N D)

Magle (1-235 4o Ridge)

3|5t 5. ( k-15 4o Oliver)

Hydmalie (MacArtvior 40 479 &)

3% M. of Oliver

Ridge (Cotbnl 40 1% W)

Rocke. Lead CDon-e-bJL. to 13T MY

Contndl. ( Maite o 11Ah w. )

1% N (Maige 4 nath we)

3T Mo (Brosdumy to Hydwmalic )

Mapls (Ridge o Tyler)

Broaduny ( Tohn Mack Britse 1o Pailroad Ovanpass )
Grove (Em o @H AL,




.:-_-._.___ﬁ@___,,_ Aai el

PAGE 3oF3

M3 ww= (z“d ‘f’v’:l“-)t -3ml N. (\uu.,-h wrkitn )

Ms-2.571
Ms-:.!.ﬁ
Ms-250

Ms-277
M=o
Ms-3p b

Mw.e,a
MS-287
M4-280)
Ms=oq
M§-29|
MS-3of,
M-
Ms-25|
M§-275]

M7 | Mo

MS-205]

Weauun (150 N- of Harry 40 150" 5. of-%vyﬁ)ﬁw,* i
Mcﬁ[e.y (a00 & of 2|5T N, o 2[5t N.D
Waedlmen (25 th 4o 37 ALY

| oy (itan to Gwem D

U-—.o\-vr-pass at 2nd &k

Underpres ot [st St

MAM-L (Tyler 4= Mmy.}

2™ N ( Wosdlam to E.po!r..)___
D™ N at West

Rock Rond ( 205 to 32 WY

Maije Ceamtide NN N T
Woedlawm ([T 4o |41 H-)___

Tyler (Lol &. of Pawmee o AT ST Laikrond )
245N (Tm e Wabb) e e
Pemamd a"v Re t'-mss‘na_n Wato, N- a’f‘D"a&S e
Magfe (Maite, 4o 114" W)

Rectic Romd ( 3279 o 4\‘:1'»{._3 _.
NoseXe (Tyler+o Yosenad Dr. D Jio

dock Bl (it o To138)

37" N. (Mertdiam YO 3««-4»)




© ATTACHMENT D

1981

s e

: C. 7 Collector irect Tmprovewents
Residadtale Shvasct Tmprovesmests,
Sidewnmliee

Kallog o Frasmmey. (Lo tto udamm)w
RallegarFrasumy. (loco' £, of West o T-235)

N.E. Chreumferestal

NA
NA,
NaA,
NAy
NA

432
Si55

38a4
3174

3711

3469
3636
3432
3424,

3424

25L5
2322

2280

Caprita

S szi
RS-1 | P4g
As-1 | P5S
E-n1p| RIS
E-ac| Pie
E~14 | PIg

E-13| P17
E-11 | PIT
M5-203| P, 39
MS-24Q1 P25
MS-2494 P.2.5
Ms-aq| P.44
E~I2| P17
Ms-24q| P-2|
Ms-150| P.55
Ms-238( P. 45
Me-23pAl P45
Ms-239| P.45
Mo 2294 P.4AS
M&s5q| P77 |
Ms-q| [ . 57
Ms-289|P.50
Mg P24
Msa19| pog
Ms-281| P62
Mo 302 P.68
MSZ04 | P. b lo
M$-308| P. Lo

2094 Ms-209| P. £9

1539
lo2p

Ms-275| P. 72
Ms-307| P4l

MPROVEMENT P:zo&AM

Tan, 20, Ma]

Waad lawn at %-ﬂ-baa- (MN.s s, Appromhsj
Koy g Toterchunge. o Oliver T 5o
KJS.% at Webb Design
Cehrl ot West Dasign
Cewhal of West . Row
Maple (Sherdion- Melea)  Deslyn
Olivey at Knlﬁ-aa(N. b, Awmhu) Row
Breadumy. (55" 4p 1.140' N.uf- 4775
Semeen at |51 o,

MeLeam af Dovglas ¢ 2nd St .Deﬁjn
Melean of Douglag o 2md 57, Row
Mecltan at Semeen Desyn
Meclean ot Seneca Roow
Wosd Lasm (Reckfudl so 24N, ) Design
g el (bre«ﬂ»’w-hzfl.'n 135

ot Maple awd
t@jﬁt !.M»pl-u‘b NewdL )

Canball at W‘-"“'ﬂj‘b D'&b"ﬁn
Combnl (Majgeto 119w, ) Design
13 N ( Maigto ™ w) Dasign
Waco (20d 4o 3l ) o 3 (waeedor i)
20N, (Weed buom o Reck. )

[ 3™ at Weet Dﬂh:jn
Weed Qam C 114940 (41 L)
Nosemt : Ao
Mardaek Rerlipane S (Wolnsio T-5.) 2.

[ToY=" o]
280,005
o000




9

1982, Capivtals LMPROVEMENT PROQRAM :

Tan. R0, 198]
Ront. Project Deseription

Collector Stradh Ta-provemedts ;
R@.‘.:u J %‘H}L t)'h"ﬂ’i- :In-pﬂ) vamﬂ'b

P %‘Frwmn.(isaa E of West 01235 )raw
P19 | N.E. Cﬁm-#‘wwhﬂ-f

Const.

P Waadlaun «t K% (N.23. of Appronches)
Kallega. ot Webb Const:

Cemball at WWest Const.

P-44 | Maple, ( Sheeidan +o Mclew)  Const,

P17 | Oliver ab kllega (N.o5. of Approaches ) CamsT:

3655 (Ms-313| P 3o Detg%s ot 'EJ'jlcmear' Pow
P45 | Meltam at Dwa&:. <2nd ST Const

2424 [Ms-239| P, ; Conast.
2238 |M5-311| P Cehnfl ot Oliver Pow
ar . Row

Weedbawn (Rock h80 4029 N.) Const.

P27 | Cobnll (Maito Saita o) Detiyn

P 24 | Cenhate ot W&S'L:"gtew Const:

Des.?y.

P.20 | Awiden (2™ 4037 N.) Patign
P-24 | Cothmll (Maige do 110 wy,)  Comst

e e S
e




1983 C#Pt‘i’AL@IMPRoVEMENT P&oc—;&m |
{ TaN, 20, 198]
Ramk. |Scove [PRET Project Description Thee
N, [ €51 | Pag | Gollector Shmact Tmprovemests s
N, | RS-1 [ P4q | Resdontvale Stradh Tompravemests 200,000
N.A, | AS-] | P58 | Sidewslke Sh o
N [ E-9C| P. 16 kaﬂﬁy'truwwa-(lmc & fwes-i-'h:l:-zss) 125,000
N.A. E'H’ P19 N.E. Cnr:.un'i'-urur’:ﬁk St Sco, ocn

: 41s5 E-ual P17 K&lﬁa.:rm‘i'uduwax.w\' O\we.r- Row| 37500
| BT25 Ms-1aq P51 | Rk (750" S-f Lothalto Daregal ) Design | loc0
: Metaas| P51 | Rock (150'5. of Costml o Donggal )  Row | 350,000
?:'fl | (M5-99 | P-44 | Maple (Sheridan 4o Meleaw)  Comt.| Boo.con

, "b?l-SiMsr's:s Pl | DML ( Governcour 40 Rocke) 410,000
2238 M5-311 P26 | Cewhall at Oliver ~ Contt.| 4enoco
3237 ims-sto' P-al ' Comhals ot Edgomour Cowst.| 4co.com
3222 | Me-312 P Cenhal. ot WeedSasm ROW | 2eq cro
3219 | Ms-4q - Sencea (MacArthur to 4T ':) 885, ccn
%189 }MS'M'I p.27 i C*—M(Mm% Sanlon Fr ) Consti| 726 815
3114 Msas7 P35 Harry (Eosbuecic o Wekt)  Desyn | 250
2okl ! Ms-2220 P. 26 I Hilorde (bﬂ"j’e.r ‘o "ykihner) D"&bn 1o 000
EM':—:LHA P. 36 |"'4-‘l—u6 de (&uﬂf‘y ] %kl’!htl") Row | seo.eco
2970 Ms-316| P-30 | Douglag ot Oliver RowW | 300,000
2922 Me-284| P65 | 2| S N.(Weeddawn Yo Torn ) - Const.| 80,000
2907 :Ms-léq P33 | 47% 5, (T-135 +o Ak River) Désign| 30000
28065 Ms-267| P.47T | Oliver (Glenddde o Leoo' H. of Lincoln) 113,750
2AT93 (M- 23b | P20 | Amiden (29 4537t N.) Rows &,250
2793 Ms-25%) P43 | Magle (T-235 ‘o Ridie ) Design | 20,000
2688 Ms-52 P. 28 | Hydrmulic. (Machtthar Jo 4710 8) Design | 35,000
2634 Mo-2p | P. b2 | 13 N, ( Maige to 119% w,) Const.| 2580
2544 (Ms-251| P10 | Woedtawn (158 N, ¢ . of Harery) Ce--:l- 530,000
2493 | Mg 15| P. 36 [Hamy ( Rifan 4o emge. Wadniglim e{ez% (a0
MS-2504| P. 36 Harry (Riten 4o Georye Warkuglon Bednd) 110,000

2199 Ms-287| P52 | Rock, (215T 4o 32P4 ALY | amr.5e0




1@84 C,AP\-\-A-A_ IMPRDVEMENT PMQMM =

TaH, 20, rqa l

Rmh Project Deseription e

Collector Streel Tmprovements,
Residewtiall Street Twprovemedts
SRl S S e
N.E. Circumferentiall -

Rock. (150" . of: Centrall 4o Donesall ) Const:
Broaduay (Avk.. River 40 290" of Pasvwe) Dusign
Dﬂ"a'!a.’; at ‘Eﬂemor‘ = Const
47 5. (Brosduwny to sme.») Design
MacArhue (I 235 dn Semeca ) D‘S':"h
Dcuzﬁ‘s at Hydmalie.  Row
Cerihn® at Wood Lo ~ Const.
Seneen (47740 55%08.)
Harry (Eushmeor Yo Webb)  Const
Hlleihe ¢ Boylen. to ‘.:k.:nn_r) Comst
Roek. (3% 40 2[5 NL) Design
475, (T-135 4o Ak River ) Const
Tler (ATeSF Rellumed, oy Magle) Const,
Oliver (Murdock_ 4o g+ N.)

| Awmidon (2g+h 4p 37+ Nt) Comst

79| 200 |Ms-301| .54

Magle (T-235 4o R.‘ct‘ja) Canst
Hydrmidie. (MacArthue 1o 478 ) Conet:
Ridge ( Cohmldo 13#N.)

Reeke Dama..l Jo 13l Des:jn
Magle (Ridze o Tyler) &sljh

-'-lag (Rdante a,eaot Waghington www.)

Reck (2and 4o 41 5TN. )

; 50, 000
00,000
300,000
500, cco

196,875
7.500
5co.0c0
30,000
0,000

400,000
4co, 000
254.375
2el.250
837.500

37,000

Foo.c00
Teo. 000
2e0,600
231,250
800, cco
950000
AU5,000

27.150
35,000
\10.000
1.c05,000




1985 C_,AP!TAL, T MPROVEMENT PRoe,AM S
TaN. 20, 198]

e TR

Collector Streef Tymprovements, | seeco

Resid entiado Streat Tmprovements 200,600

StdeurtUiElE el e e o = D | 25 eend

N.E. C-‘rmf{vam"-fab_ Seo 000

Branlum-a’.(ﬁ«t River $0 20’ S.of Pasmes) Conehs| 200,00
%424 Ms.g;.q. P 3| | Douflay of Hitdoide Row| teo,000
2402, Ms-200 P-32. 1475 5. (Brosdwny 4o Sem*t-ﬁ-) Conct| (, 080,000
2230k |Ms-148 P40 | MacArthur (T-235 40 Seneen)  Comshi| 1a3750
3288 Ms~3:=5i P. 3 Dmsqus ot Hydmulic,  Censh| becoso
323 M‘;—J—o&: P.53 | Reck_ ( Osito Oak kmadl) 222,500
2910 Ms—alrgi P.30 | Dosglag at Oliver”  Comt ";'oaa_oo
2955 [Ms-285 P.52 | Rocke ( 3 4o 2 ST W) Const| 703,600
2811 Ms-120) P37 Hydmulic (Ketogy tolarmy ) 1,080,000
2p5BMs2A P59 | (3% N, at Oliveyr Pow| seoe00

Rock. ( Donegalldo 1B N> Consti| 537,250
2595 Msmei P-42. | Magle. (Ridga do Tyfer ) Can&'\' 925,000

Broaduny. (Tohn Mack. Rridje o R Owrus 25,600

Magple ¢ Tyler o Mage D‘-sfan 40,000




TAN. 20, I"?él

o R [Py Do

50| 2734 [Ms-10

Collestor Sireet Tmprovemenits, | mrpen
Pesidewhiale Sireet Impmkud's_ 100,600
Sidewnlk. 3c0,000

N. E. Ctrw‘f‘-tram‘}h-L SR 500,000

: S A Raw 2
Ov% (’ﬁpe*.n%hﬂ.?-i‘rtf) 150,000

] Douglas, ot Hillsrle Caver i o

Gremwich ( Doulas do KTA) &8.750
3157 5. (K15 4o Oliver) 985,000
13 N ot Oliver i 236,750
27t N. (5@%"}0 ‘Hynlm.J-ﬂ.) Dasign 47,500

; 21t N, (Bna&u-a,'-}-oﬂrim.ﬂnr.)ca.‘.;r 947,500

E:m&vun-(.m« Mack Boridse Yo RR owpqss) 575,000
Maple (Tyler-Maize) Const. | 1.com 000

Mau;e_ (M.u.y{a. 4 Cethal ) Dq:‘y. 40,000
Maie ( Cevtn@to 13 N)  Desin | 35,000
Ma,g,l.,,l( Maire Yo natiw ) D,sba, 40,000




’ .{;f":‘f'f'“"“’i ,P."','_ Tl :

.

30
34
38
55
56
el

&9
10
74
8o
81

ATTAC.HM&N'T
98] CAP!TAL.%MPROVEMENT PﬂogAM

Tan, 20, Maf

e Rz

cs~1
NA RS-
NA | As-y
N& | E-D
NA | E-ac
NA |E-14

4320, | E-13
4155 E- 11
3894 |Ms-303
3974 [MS-249
M5-24
3711 [Ms=-aq
3669 | E-1
3636 | Ms-24q
3432 | Ms-150)

P. aq
p.4q
P58
P.15
Pl
£19

P.17
P.17
p.29
P25

N P25

P.44
P17
P. 21
£257%

3424 |Ms-238( P. 45

Ms-238,
3426 |Ms-239
M& 2394
3209 |Ms-59q
3ap |Ms-q)

P45
P.45
P45
P.7|

P57

3049 Ms-28a(P.50

296 |My24]
2634 |Ms-21q
2634 [Ms-281
25L5 |MS-302
2322 |MS-304
2280 |M3- 308
2044 [M5-309
1539 |Ms-27
loap |Ms-3o7

P4
P2y
P62
P.6g
Pl
P.to
P.¢q
P72
P46

Collector Street Tmprovemets
Recidedim Shvast Tomprovemests,
5;&‘”‘2&—

Kaﬂsﬂﬂ:rwuna.( tudw o U—‘M’L\:ﬁ"w)
FollagnFeasumy. (1000 E, of West o T-295)
NE. c;;u....fe.-.,ewl.

Waad lawn a:i*%nli-&a. (M.s S.Appml-es)
K% Tterchamte. af Ol varﬁ‘e'b':*v
Kelegs at Webls Design
Cenhae af West Design

Ceshal o West Row
Maple, (Sherdiom- Melean)  Deslyn
Oliver ot Kbu-aa(hl.ts Bpproaches) Row

Broadury. (55" 4p 1.140" M. 91-41“'5)
Sereca. at 3| 5T o,

Meleom af Douglag € 2nd ST, Design
Melesn ot Dowglag, o 2md 5. Row
MelLtaw at Serea, Desyn
Mcltom ot Sencea Row
Woedlaun (Rockiidl o gt Design
lfgpa (bm&w,q-bl- 135

‘R..A-éa_ ot Magple amde
e C M»pld..'-ln NewdL )

Cﬂﬂwﬁ- at W!.sh:r}-n Design
Cetrd. (Majpeto 119w, ) Design
12PN, ( Maipto 13 w)  Desien
Waco (2nd 4o 3rd Vg 3k (WminW?:Efin'j
29N, (Weed b o Rock. )

ISt 11_' West ' Deziyn
Weed G Q1140 140 1, )
Nesomti
MardekRealtssns (Witastd

B0,000
As0, 000
oo.co00
412, 5o
125, coo

250,600




{982 CAPV‘TA@ IMP&OVEM‘ENT Paogmm' '

cs-

RS- |
AS-1
E-qc
E-14

TAN. 20, l‘féf
oo
Collector Sirask Twprovemests

Resid extnl Strath Tomprovewests,
Sidawatie

kﬂﬁfﬁma. (loco Eet Wt 401 -235 JRow
N.E, anu—j—wmi-hb

Worddawn at k% (M.25. oj»,z\ppmui:? T
Kilfogn ot Webl Const:
Centall at Vet . Consh
Maple ( Sheedan+o Melem)  Comst,
Oliver ot kollagy (N.u5. of Approaches ) Const:
09'3"‘5 ot 'Eﬁmar Pow
MeLeam ot Da«apas e 2nd SF Censt.
Meleam ot Seneca Const.
Cenhnf at Oliver Eow
Centratl at ‘E&j@mel‘ ' Row
Woadtawn (Packtd 4024 N.) Conet.
Certrall. (Mainto St Fe ) Desiyn
Cerhate ot W&S% Const:
215N ( Wesdbown o Tarn) Deﬂ.rbn
Tyler (ATeSF Railiread 4o Maple ) Dasign
Asiden (20 4037 1) Design
Cevhnil (Me-‘-a;.*&o narbwg,y Const
Woeduom (750 N. ¢ &, of Harey) Dasign
[ 3™ at West Cc-s‘t‘

Murdeck: 'f-ﬁ.()mad' (WabsehAaTanES

4c0, 000
56,256
247,500
T50.000
300,000
200,000
e55.000
315,000
400,000
30acco
|,000,000
43,750




: il 985 C.Aét;,;@ :EMPR;:VEM ENT : -P&oa-

TAN, 20, 198]
— o
e P J-q Collector Sradlt Improvwvﬂ.s 500
NoA. | RS-1 | P4q | Resddontonl Siresk Tomprovemests 200,000
NA, | AS-] | P53 | Sidewmlie o
N | E- ac|p. 16 Jlm%uw-a-(mof_ of West do 1553 125,000
NA. | E-14 [ P19 | NE. Ctrc-um-i'vfwh‘nl..r T St 000

A5 E-11A h&!—ma.Im'i'thmas.w‘\' Oliver Row| 27500
3T35 | Mo-129q Reck, (1505, of Lehnl o Dma.a.) Design | o000
1 M&—12q4, Reck (150" 5. of CostmL o Dahgaﬂ-) Row | 355000
BT (Ms-49 | P. Maple € Shecidan 4o Mr_l..inu-) Covst.| Beo.con
3533 Mo-2e5| P6l | IDMN.( Governcour d0 Roeke) | 4lo.com
asgtMs-au 26 | Comale ot Olver © Conth| 4tmase
3237 Ms-3l0 P-l(ol Corhalh ot Tdsomonr Comst.| 4co.000
: 5:.:.:. Me-312| P Corhal st Wadflauns ROW/| 2o ey
3219 } M549| P.56 | Sence (MacAribur to 4745 885,000
2189 Ms-u1 P.27 | Cemhol (Maintto SanTooFed  Comsh| 746 875
314 EMS-R’? P-35 | Hamry (Eastmeor 4o Wekt)  Desyn | 6,260
Zobh ‘ Ms-2221 P36 | HMlorde (Bayley 4o Skinner) Besiyn | 29000
Moa2al P36 | 4ib0cide (Bayey to Skimer)  RoW | Seoee0
2970 Ms-316| P30 Douglag at Oliver Row | zco.eco
2922 M4-284| P65 | 2[5 N. (WaedLewn 4o Tarn ) Comst.| 8oo.000
2907 Ms-199 | P.33 147" S. (T-135 4o Ak River) Design| 30600
2805 M5-267| P47 | Oliver (Grlendale $o {.e00' §. of Lincaln) 113,750
2793 (M5~ 3| P20 | Amidon (29 40 37T NL) Row |  &as0
2793 Ms-155| P43 | Madle (I-235 4o R:dde) Design | 30,000
LR8I M52 P. 3B | Hydrmulic (Machtitar o 47 8) Design| 35,000
2634 Me-2p| P b | (3PN, ( Maige o Na* W) Congt.| 742500
2544 IMo-251| P |Weodlown (156 N, ¢ 5. of Harry) Consti| 530000
2493 | M 25q) P- 30 Harry (R o Geopge Wastin Bovlunnd] 10,600

Ms-2504| P. 36 M(m% G“’O‘ w“'l‘“‘éﬁ“ oieon
4199 IM5-287 | P52 | Rock (215F 4p 327 0, Q12,500




.--QEMPR.DVEME:NT PR.QM e

Tan. 20, 198

Collector Strael Tmprovements,
Residesdial. Stveet Twpravements
Sibaumali,

N.E. Cirwfﬁm‘\-ml.-

Reck. (150's. of Centradk 4o Donesall ) Comst:| 196,875
: B'uminm/ (A, Biver 0 290" ef Pmme)&s:jn _ 7.560
09"3&»5 d’ﬂ emoor | 500000
anhe (5mm? R in| 30000
Machrthue (T-235 4o Seweea) 16,000
Deusas art Hyd mulie 400,000
Cenhad at Woaod Lo o 2| 400,000
Streen (47740 55%.) 254,375
Harry (Enstmoor Yo Webb ) .| 281,250
Hlleide (Enﬁhta.‘h Skinmer)  Congh| 837,500
Rack. (13M 4o 2[5 N.) Desisn| 37,000
AT 5, (T-3540 Ak River )  Consk| 900,000
Tyler (ATLSR M-raul Ly Ma.p‘h) Const.| Teo.con
Oliver (Murdock. 4o g+ N. ) 2Leo, 600
Dimidon (2g+h 4o 37+ N Comst: | 231,250
Magle (T-235 +o P..‘d.J—e) Const.| 8e0,000
Hydrmullie (Machvthue 147S,) Consts| 950000
Ridse ( Cothmldo 13%N.) q15,600
Rock. (Denegel o 131003 isn| 27750
Ma.ple.(&ﬁ.y,"m Tyler) D‘-bl‘jﬂ 35,000
-Havfj (Rdto Cmaq. Waghingion Mmj. N10.0c0
Reck. (3and o 44 5tAL ) 1,ea5,000




g i o

e

¥

e T

B e

..'11795‘35 CAP!TAL@IMPMVEMENT PRac-’_ A

TAN. A

r‘?BI

C"-'-"' ijw‘i“ 'De%_-,c.r‘mp‘hon Amauh‘l’
N.A. [ CS- 17 P q
| NA. [ Rs-1 | P49
| N.A. | AS-L | PSR

| 2585 Ms—n4~ ?-1—1

3424 [Ms- 314 P-31
3402 |M4-200 P-32
130l |Ms-148 P40
3288 Ms- 5&5' P.21
23] Ms:usi P.53

| 2970 |Me-3i¢| P20

2955 Ms—zssI P52
2811 Ms-azoi P37
2058 [Ms-2524 P.59
2637 T"‘S*&é‘ p.52
2598 Ms-a7s) P42
2580 Ms-m.I p.23
2367 |Ms-2771 P 42

Collector Streed Tmprovemerts
Recrdewtinde Streat Tompravements
Sidewmlks

Bm&wa.ém Bier o 2’5, ef-Pwnu-) Cont
Douglas ot Hillside Row
47t s, (5raudwma.‘§n Semun.) “Comet
MacArthur (T-235 4o Seneen)  Coneh
Deuslag ot Hydwmulic, CongT,
Reck_ (Osdo Oak kumatl)

Douglas at Oliver Const:

Reeke ( 12 4 21 5T WD Consh

Hydmulie (Kcess $o-Harmy )

|23 N, ot Olivey Pow
Reck, € Dnn?g.*o 157 N 3 Comgh.
Magpta. (Ridge %o Tyler D Caas'!-
Broadumy. (Tohn Mack Rridge o R P
Mﬂ-Plf., CTyler 4o Mage. D‘%'aﬂ

50,600
200,600
Boo,c00
50,000
e0,600
beo,000
1,080,000
1a%;750
boo.oco
222,500
Joo.000
To3,0c0
1,080,000
5T0,000
527,250
125,000
25,000
40,000




il é;'gc," CQ#EEA@E\: MPROVEMENT Pacg' A
TaN, 2.0, J‘?&l‘

1 50,600
Resientinls Yireet Impmvwm*s : 200,000
Sidewsdi. | Zeo.,c0o

N. E. C.«rw-'j"-t\-a«‘iﬂ"-’-q-' ,.7 .| 5eo.oo0
o T Rl
*“”‘aa- Crevpass, (Topeka o Ak iver) | 150,800
Dm,,ﬁ,qw5 af Hillsde i Consh| too,a00
Gramwich ( Dewfas do KTA) - &8.750
3157 5. (£-15 4o Oliver) 985.000
13 N ot Oliver 238,750
37 N Cre.m»dma.% H,am&_) Cusign| 47,500
BT N. (Brosdumy o HTch)cw:r 947500
Broadurey (Tohn Mack_Boridge Yo RR. OwsJ 575,000
Maple (TY]“' MMsg) Const. | {.com,000

w (MJ‘-P*L"‘DC&M) De_ﬁljn 40,000
MM;Z ( Cevtnl 4o 'l"b"“'N b} Bz&b” 35 000
Mn.a:l-e. ( Maize to Nathw.) Desb,, 40,000




; ATTAOHMENT
198 CAPITAI_%;MPR.O\/EMENT PR-O&AM

Tan, 20, 1451
Ramke [ Seo Amh»a
CS- P. 2? Collector Strect Twmpravemedty 50,000

h[,.s, R&-1 | p.4q | Residetinle Svast Tmprovesentts, 200,000

Na, | AS-)L | P58 [ Sidewme e

N4& | E-1D[ RIS ‘r.nﬂm.-}‘vw( Ll Wai‘l-wa“‘n)

NA | E-9¢| Pib | tolleprtraawny. (1000’ E.of Vet o 1o w;)

NA | E~14| P19 [ NE Clreuderestal

|| asag | E=13 | P17 | Wasdlawn b Kellagy (N.5 5. Approscies)
2 | 4155] E- 11 | PtT | Kaflags Ttorhomes ot Oliver F5tmi’”
3 | 3844 [Mb-303| P.3q | Kelless ok Webbs Design
4 | 3974 |MS-249| .25 | Cenpal at West Dasign
M5-2498 P.25 | Cenbal ot Vet Rows
T | 3711 [Ms-aq| P44 | Magle (Shenlian- Melear)  Desiyn
8 | 2669 | E-12| P17 Ol\_'vera\—'\‘knmaavCN-bﬁ.APpml‘u) Row
q | 3636 |M520a| P-2] | Broodury. (55" 40 1.140" N. of- 47s)
15| 3432 | Ms-150| .55 | Semeen at 3] ST o,
1o | 2424 |M5-238( P. 45 | Mcltan af Douglas ¢ 2nd St Design
M-238A P45 |Melean ot Douglas o 2md 5. Row
17 | 3426 [M$-239| P.45 | Melean af Semea, Desyn
Me294 PAS | Moleom ot Sencea Row
_ 28 (3219 M55 P7| | WoedLawm (Rock udll Yo 241N, ) Design
30 | 326 [Ms-al | £.57 | 17 ( Brosdeoy do T~ 136 )
34 | 3049 [Ms-289|P.50 ""ﬁ‘;jj‘l%ﬁ,}h T
28| 296| [Myagl| P24 Cewhall a¥ W&ﬂw:j‘i’nn Dﬁ.s'y\
55 | 2634 (M5279| PAR | Contml (Majpete 119w, ) Design
56| 2034 Ms-281| .62 | 1D N, ( Maiguto AP w)  Design
6l | 2515 [MS302| P68 [ Waeo (2d oz Ye Srat(w-cmw?&?h'j
69| 2322 [M-364| P 6 [ 201N, (Weadbuwm ohe Reck )
TO| 2280 |M$-308| P.bo | 3 at West Design
T4 | 2004 M5-209| P. 69 | Weed faum (1140 (40 1, )
80| 1539 |Ms-275] p.72
81 | loap |Ms-3e7| P. 4L

A




{98 CA;Ps—rAg T rMPROVEMENT =9 _
Taw. 20, 195

Collector Shrask Twprovements

Resid et Gtratt Trmprovemests
Sideweiie

koMag g Frasnmus (toco E of Wast +01-235 Jrow
N.E. Cirm—j‘mmh‘ni—l

Const,

| Weeddasen «-l-kdim (N.2.5. of Appreachas )
< Webb Const,
Centnll ot West Const.
Maple, ( Sheeidan 40 Melesw)  Camst,
Oliver ab kallegs (N.o5. of Approaches ) Const
Da-ﬁks ot "E’ﬁmaf Row
Melceam ot Dmlljfas e2nd St Censt
Melam ot Senecan Comat,
Cethn at Oliver Row
Centraf ot ‘E,Ay_.,.oor Row
Weedbawn (Back 4029 N.) Cangt.
Cowtll (Mainto St o) Deuiyn
Conbnde of Washiline Const:
2422 |M%-284 2| st ( Wesdlawn o Tarn) Design
Tyler (AT<SF Railroad o Maple) Dasign
Arwiden (29% 40377 NL) Dasign
2434 (M- 27| P Cotbm (Maize to 110%wy, ) Comst,
WoodRaum (750 N. ¢ S, of Harry) Design
[ at West Consts
Murdeek. {';A-o-iljmh'l‘ ( Wabash 4o Iﬂ’aé‘?j‘ﬂ-




EC)SB C,APVTA@ IMPRQVE:MENT Pmo,:-r!o.m
TAN, 20, 198]
S
P AC{ Collector ol Tomprovemestts
P.4q | Resdawhnle Sheest Impvwwmﬁs
P58 | Sidewmtis
P. 16 kbuﬂ}ﬁuwaa-(ioccﬁ fNes-)—'EeI-z!‘S}
P19 | NLE. Circuncforentinie
PAT | Kilegs, Toitarkwnge ot Ofiver
| 2735 M6-124] P.5 | | Reck (7505, of Lembalito Donesnd. ) Design
{Me-taa) P51 | Rock (1505, of Costal o DonggeL ) Row
7| [M$-99 | P44 | Magle (Sheridan 40 Melean)  Comat
2523 | Ms-2e5| P.6l |13 N Groverncour 40 Rocks.)
5’-56!"45—3'1'1 P.26 ' Cevhade at Oliver = Congt,
| 3237 !MS-Ma P-2l | Cerhal at Fdgemoor Const.| 4co.com
33:.le5—512 26 . Cerhal ot Wesdlawrn Row| 2ep oo
3219 M$49! P. 56 | Sencen (MucAvthur to 47% 3) 285 000
3189 iMS'Ml P.27  Certhall (Maintto SenlauFie ) Const.| 726 815
2114 Ms-2s7) P35 | Harry (Eastueoedo Wakt)  Desizn £.250
066 | Mo-222) P2l HAsrle (Bayley do Sikinmer) Desiyn | 25000
!Mg'm* P 36 L“H-cﬂsude (Bayley o Skinner) Row | 580.000
RQTogms-mc, P.20 Douaf.u; at Oliver Row | 3co.ce0
2922 Me-284| P.65 | 2| 5 N, (Weedawn 4o Tarn ) Comst.| Eoo.con
2907 Ms14q | P.33 490 5, (T-135 4o Ak River) Design| 30000
2865 Ms-267| P.4T | Oliver (Glenddle 4o 1.e00' H. of Lincokn) 113,750
P20 | Amiden (29t 4o 27t NL) Row 6,250
P-43 | Magle (T-235 to Ridged Design | 30,000
P. 28 | Hydrmulic (Machtthar Jo a7 %) Design | 35,000
P o2 | I3 N ( Maige 40 119% W) Const.| 72520
P10 | Weedtawn (150 N, ¢ ©. o Harry ) ga-'ﬂ‘ 530,000
P- 36 ’ lo.c00
P. 36
2199 |Ms-287 | P-52 | Rock (2157 45 3274 .Y qi2,500




O edovement Peofam
TaN. 20, Mat
Rakc e
| Collector Straek prrowemh
Residerind. Strect Tmprovements
 Sifeurnll, TR iAT AT 200,000
N.E. Clrcw‘f--em‘th e e | e

Rock. (':sb' 5. af- Q;M % Doma.!l) Comsh| 196,875
Broaduoy (Avk. River $0 290" of Pouwee)Dusiyn| 7,500
DOﬂghs at fdjemeor Const.| 500,000
47t 5, ( Brosdwsy fo sem») Design| 30,000
MacArthur (T-235 4o Seweea ) Design| 10,000
Deuslas act Hyd mullie. _ RowW| 4co.000
Cerhandl ot Wood Lium 5 Const| 4co,000
Senten (4T 4o 555.) 254,375
Harry (Estmoor Yo Webb)  Conshi| 201,250
Hllside ( Baulen. to Skinmer)  Comshh 837.500
Rock. (I3 40 25" N.) | Design| 37000
AT S, (T-135 4o Ak Piver)  Consh| 9oo.c00
Tyler (ATESE Reiiond 4o Maghe) Consh|  Too.000
Oliver (Murdock. 4o g+ N.) 260,000
Ainidon (29+h o 27N, ) Camst| 231,250
Mnurﬂe, (xT-235 4o RJd.J-e) Const.| 8o ,coo
Hydrulie (Machrthue 10478.) Canst:| 950000
R.w&«,( Coshmldo IBN.) : 915,000
Reek ( De.ma;i 4o 13D Design| 27,750
Maple (Ridzeto Tyler) D’u!njn 35,000
2493 |Ms-as| P. 30 -[-1«3 (Ridanto C"“J‘ wu‘m?j-sn n.mkwa M10.000
200] |Ms-301| P54 | Reek_ (2204 Yo 41 TN ) 1,005,000

i o e e e




I985 C,.n.pl-r.a.. QIMPR.OVE.MMT PRO‘EAM
TAN. 20, MBI

et
Collector Stree} Trmpravements
Reard g...\h‘ajw Shreat 1'“}5"5"9“"‘%-1'5 -

Sidewnlls,
N.E. C.n—um’j-wem"ﬂb

P--’-q
P.4q
b0 ost L0 68

erli s ek

N.A. C-SV-” :

3'385 Ms-nq- PA:L

3424 [Ms-314) P-31
2402, [Ms-200 P-32
230k Ms-m-ai P40
3288|Ms-35 P3|

2970 [Ms-316 P. 20
2955 (Ms-285 P.52.
2811 M- 20| p.37
2458 Ms-2524 P59
2637 (MSa82 | P52
2598 |Msa7| P42
2580|Ms-272] P.23
2367 [Ms-2771 P42

; 50.000
200,600
300,000

50,000

M"”E{M.L'v“{‘b 20’ 5.0t Pasner) Comt| 200,000

Douden.', ot Hillside e
4qth g, (E:mu!um&.% Semeca )
MacArthur (T-235 4o Semeca)
Dm.f;..r_., ot Hydrmulic,

~ RBow
Conct
Comst:

Congl|

Reek_ ( Osiedo Oak kmetll)

Douglag at Oliver
Reck. (|27 40 21 51 WD

H ydmulic ( Knlﬂ-aﬁ. %H“W‘&)—

[3* N, at Oliveyr
RD(—K(DD“?L"'D 13t N-)
Mapte. (Ridge. 4o Ty ler D

Bv'omlluwa.. (_'_‘,'gl.n- Mm.&‘. gnsae‘lo R vafuss \

Mapl-e. CTyler 4o Ma.-y_

Const

Const|

: Row

Congh
Cm-s-\-

'Desibn

boo,000
1.eBo,00c0
1a3,750
bco.000
222,500
Teo.0c00
“To3, 000
1,080,000
500,600
527,250
225,000
15,0806
40,000




. 1986 CaAPmAE” TMPROVEMENT PF-OQF’-AM
: TaM. 20, 198]
-
Collegtor Sireet Tmprovewests,
Residewtinds Sireet Impravwm"rs
Sidewnlik_

1 N. &, QrmTLr%‘&ﬂiL o b A S ea o

k-u-aa. Oveqagu_,t, (’Gi»!:--% MI&_:—:‘)W 150,000
; Danaﬂu; af Hillsrle Consh.| too,c00
Gramwich (Doufas do KTA) &8.750
39T 5. (k-15 40 Oliver) | 986,000
13 N. ot Oliver ; g 238,750
BT N. (Broadums do Hydmuli) Oesign| 47,500
31t N, (Broadums to Hr.imnu.)c,,..,;r. 947 500
Bm«kma-(&mmm»:aéehmo ) 575,000
Maple CTyfef- 3&) ; Const. | 1.com,000
M-m'gz (M-'L#{t Yo Cehall. ) Dﬁ'abn 40,000
Maize ( Cevtml o |3 N.) Dessn| 35,000
Magle ( Maiye o 11a%w.) Degs| 40000




e
1981 CapitalL LMPROVEMENT PRO&AM

Tan, 20, m&!

ok o
CS* P.29 | Collector Street Tmprovements 50,000

N_A R5-1 | P.4a | Residedimnl Shvast Toprovenedtts, 200,000

NA | AS-1 | P58 | Sidewntie Sy

N& | E-1D| P.I5 hﬂﬁﬁrm-a.( Lud o wmwbﬂ...) 412, 50

NA | E-a¢| Pk | lollgmdeemy (loce' E.of V\ed—-}p:-zas) 125, co0

NA |E-1&]| P19 | NE Cirewdepresall 250,600

43 | E=12 | P17 | Wasdlawn atKellogs. (N.<5. Approsches)
4155| E= 11 | P17 | Koy Teerchmmge. o Oliver TS50
3894 |M5-303| P. 29 | Kl ot Webbs Design
3974 [MS-249) £ 25 | Conbal af West Design
Ms-2408 P.25 | Cewhal of West RoOwW/

3711 [Ms-aq| P44 | Magle (Shendiom- Melean)  Deslyn
3669 | E-12 | P Ovaeru‘}KnuﬂQ(N.bs.Appmheg) Row
3636 |M52q| P2l | Breodury (55% 40 1.140" N. of- 47*5)

3432. | Ms-150| P.55 | Seneea af 2| 5T 5,

3424 [M3-238] P. 45 | Mcltam oF Dovglas € 2nd SF.  Design
Ms-23BAl P45 [Melemn of Dowglas ¢ 2md 5t Row

3424 [M$-23q| P.45 | Mcltan ot Sereen, Pesyn
Mo 2AA P.AS | Milian ot Sencca Row

3219 |M>5q| P.7 | | Weedlaum (Reckfudl Jo 260N, ) Design

3alp [Ms-al [P. 57 | |7 ( Prosdwoydo T35 )

3069 |MS-289|P.50 R‘mﬂtﬁ—cmﬂl%ﬁiwu)

296 |My2s]| P24 | Conhall at medh Design

2634 |MS279| P2 | Ceball (Maigeto 119w, ) Design

2634 (Ms-281| P62 [ I BN, ( Maigto Nat w) D‘bl n

2505 [M5302| D.6A | Waeo (2ed o 3rd) & 3rd (wasodousietiind

2322 (Me-304| P. 6L [ 287N, (Workluun S Rock. )

2280 |MS-308| P.Lo | |3t cd': Weet D%‘jh

2094 MS-20G| P. 69 | Weed fum (11140 (4T 1, )

1539 |Ms-275] £.72 | Nesewti,

o2 [M3-307| P46 | Mardaek. Reds w&'(wu{,ﬂwoz-ubs‘j‘

e




1982 Capital L MPROVEMENT PR.OQRAM
TaN. 20, 198

Collector Siratk Tmprovemests ;

Resid extal Strath Tomprovemestt

Sadawiie

K%"Fr-umﬂa-([eecl £ of Wast +0T-235 JRow
N.E. Onm-fwmi-“nb

Wondlamn o Kelliss. (8.5, L
K-'uaa? oF Webb Const:
Cenwhall at Weot Const
Maple. ( Shecidanto Melesn)  Comst.
Oliver at Kﬂm’a‘a- (N.e5. Of-Appmwhs)Cohrﬂ'-
Donﬁt..s ot -E{j;amnr' Row
MeLeam at Dma&:, e 2nd Sh Const.
Milsp ik Sges. . Ceat
Covhnfl at Oliver Pow
Cetnfl ot ‘E%ﬂmaf : Row

Weedawn (Rocktllto 29 0.) Canet.
Cenral (Mainto Sedta T ) Detiyn

Cerhate of Wss-l\;og'tw- Conet:
2| stN. ( Weedluon o Tarn) Destgn
Tyler (ATeSF Railroad o Maple) Dasign
Aviden (29 40371 N Dagign
Cortmil (Maige do 110w,y Coneh
Woedfaon (750 M.+ 5, of Harry)  Dasign
[3M ot West Cm.ﬂ-

Murdsek. foligument (Webssh 4o oSy T




1983 C#éﬁrAt-®IMPno\fEM9~rr Proc @
TAN, 20, 1‘?81
Score e
Al : P.zq Collector Srhrait Tmprovemests 500
N.A. | BS-1 | P4q | Resdontnle Shrakt Twmprovemests 200,000
N.A | AS-| | P.5B | SHdewsdie 200,000
NeA I E-q¢ | P. I k;%-ﬁma-(lmcﬁ ag-wesﬂo:r.zss) 125, eco
N.A. [ E-14 | P19 I N.E, C.rc-m-;‘e.rmh‘-—L L : 5t0,000
: 4-1'55 E-1A P-l"l K&Lrﬁa.iﬁu‘i'u%—ai.d\' Olwc-r'- Row 37.500
| 3735 Ms-1aq) P-5 | Reck_ (150'S. of Lethalltto ana.ﬂ..) Design [ 10000
: {M&-1aa4| P. 51 | Rack (1505, of Coshall 4o Donggal ) Row | 350,000
71| [M8-99 | P-44 | Male, ( Sheridan 40 Melomn)  Comit.| Boocoa
A3 Mo-3e5| PGl | IB#IN. ( Governeoun o Rock ) 410,000
2238 Ms-311) P.26 | Lemhol at Oliver Conit.| 4onooo
3237 MS-310 P.Al | Combak af Tjomooe Const.| 400000
2222 : Me-212| P.26 ! Centall ot Weedlasm Row| 2en a0
3249 Ms-4q) P.56 | Sencen (MacAvur to 475 £85 000
| 2189 Ms-2a( P27 icemcmq;w Salufe)  Consh| 726 895
3114 Msasy P35 | Harry (Easbwocr o Wakt)  Desyn | 6,250
Bobh Ms-223 P36 | Hilsde (Bagley do Skimer)  Desiyn | 20000
M‘rmA P. 36 -Haw.b,ae (Bayley o Skinmer) Row | 580,000
:-ca"rolms-sm, P.30 | Dougles ot Olivec Row | 300,000
2922 Ms-2g4| P.65 | 2 5 N.(WoedtawnFoTarn ). Comst.| 8oo.000
2907 Ms1aq | P.33 47 S, (T-135 4o Ack River)  Pesign| 30600
2ge5 EMS—M:'I P.47 | Oliver (Glendde 4o 1.000' H. of Lincoln) 113,750
2793 Mo 36| P20 |Awmiden (297 40 27 NL) Row 4,250
2793 Mo-253) P43 | Magle (T-235 to Ridse Design | 20,000
24688 Mo-52| P. 38 | Hydrmulic (Machtthar Jo 47t S) Design| 35,000
2634 M2 | P. b2 | I3 N Maige 4o 1197 W) Const.| ‘742 500
2544 Me-as || P.1o | Weedtaon (156 N, ¢ 5. of Haery) Ca--:h 530,000
2493 | Me-asd| P. 36 [Harry (R 4o Gere w“u.auﬁg.:i’;?.l o
Ms-25pa| Po 36 | oy (Rten do Georye Wadhaffin Bl 110,000
2199 |Mo-2g7| P52 | Rock (215 45 22740, Y

e e




1984 C;P;-}A_.__s._.__ TrmerovEMENT Profam :
Ta. 2o, mt

Roni [5 A

| Collector Streef Toeprovements, 50,000

Residesdtial. Strect Timprovements 200,000

e c;rmfw..ms., SR 500,000

Reck. (7505, of Cewtral o Denegal ) Consh| 196,875

B""’A“"‘Y (Avk. River 40 290" of Prowec) Desispn| 7,500

Dougbs at ‘Ei. emoor Const| Sep.000

4rth g, (Bmﬂm‘y'}n Sewecn.) Desian| 2,000

MacArthur (T-255 4o Seween)  Design 10,000

Deugbs atHydmulie.  RoW| 4co.c00

Cerhadl ot WoodZuwn Const| 40,000

Seneen (4740 55M8.) 284375

Harry (Eustmeor Yo Webb)  Consh| 201,250

Hleida ( Baylay. to ‘.:k-'u..a_r) CowsT:| B37.500

Rock_ (13" 4o 25T N.) Design| 37,000

A7 s (z-35 o Ak Piver) Consh| Foo.000

Tyler (ATLSF Raliead 4y waie) Const,| To.coo

Oliver (Murdeck_ o g+ N.) 2c0,000

Dimiden (29h 40 37HN.) Const| 231,250

Mn.Ple_ (T-235 4o P«‘dﬁ-ﬂ.) Consh| Bao,cco

Hydrmulie (MacAvihur 10 478.) Const| 950600
Ridge ( Cettmltto 13tN.) Q15,000

237 |Ms-2p4 P52 M{Demjﬂ.% ESLTV Design|  27.750
2598 \Ms-274f P A2 | Magle (Ridge o Tyler) D-sah 35,000
4'{0‘\3 (Rutanto Geaor_ Wns\«.-éin %MJ o.ec0

200]|Ms-30]| P.54 | Rack. (2and 4o 41 5Tn. ) 1,805,000




1985 Caprac

3585 |MS-224- P--u.
w2l Ms-wj P31
2402 |Ms-200 P32
330k M&na; P. 40
3288|M5-315 P3|
3231 M5 208 P53

: |
2970 [Ms-31, P. 3o

281 | Ms- 120, P-37
258 Ms-zm: P.5q

2594 M2 P42
M&-2v2) P2y
Ms-297| P. 42

TrMPROVEMENT Proddam
TaN. 20, 98]
e
Collector Street Tmpravemerts _ So.cc0
Residedinde Street Tinpravements 200,000
Sidewnlls AR S 300,000
N.E. Ch—mj‘—-mn*rub 5e0,000
em..iwa(m Biver fo 25's, of-‘Pmm) Cos,
Dowplas ot Hillside Row
4Mith s, (6modurma.'¥n Semu.) Conct.| 1, oBo, 000
MacArthure (T-235 4o Semeen)  Const:
Deu-senas ok Hydmuloe, f Conit,
Reck_ ( OsiLdo Oak. 4:..09&)
Douflas at Oliver: e
Rock. (127 4o 2] 5T )
Hydmulic (Keblogs JoHarmy)
13" N, ot Oltveyr
Reck. ( Ponegal o 134 N D Congt,
Maple. (Ridge o Tyler D Cen5+
Broadums. (Fohn Mack. Rridge o RR Omwr“s
Mn.Pl-c., (Tyler 9o Maie 'D'bl:)n

A80.600

boo,000

1a3.750
boo.0cco
222,500
e
Cangt,

'roo,o_aa
To3,0c0
|.e80,000
500,000
537,250
925,000

Bow

25,000

40,000




1986 C-AP!TASG T MPROVEMENT PRCQKAM
TaN. 20, 1951'
| Collestor Shreef Iv»pmmew*s S L
Resilentinle Siraet Tomprovesents,
Sidewndk. o 200,000

N. &, erw‘rlr%‘iﬂ‘l-lu T P 500,000

e R PN i pih Dol
2753 |E-loAl P18 k.uﬁa, Ovevpass, (Topeknsto Ak River) | 150,000
Doud&-s af Hillerde  Consh| too,e00
- 3% | Gramwich (Doufas toKTA) &8.750
2713, [MS=108) P. )9t 5. (€15 40 Oliver) | 985,000
265BIMS-254 D 5q [ {3t N at Oliver 238 750
2613 [MS-65| P.b4 | BT N, (Broaduny o Hydmude) Oasign| 47,500
BEAL J 31th N, (swu‘wva_‘iu Hy&mﬁa‘r—_)cmgr. q.‘!-"l'n':‘n_ac
2580M$-212 | P22 | Broadumy(Sobn Mack Bridge Yo moiﬂ,?i’) 575,006
2367 (M8-217| P42 [ Magple (T}»’]‘f‘Mﬂ'}‘)A Const. | 1.com,e00

Maise (Mapla Yo Cothal ) Desiy,| 40,000
Maige ( Cevtm® o 13" N.)  Dessu| 35,000
M’“P"‘( Maiye to 11atw. ) De%‘, 40,000




ATTACHM&JT@ f
98] CapiTAL LMPROVEMENT PﬂochM

Tan, 20, (98]

Collector Street Twmprovements,
Residetiall Shvast Tmprovemente,
Sidewnlie

Kallors Fresmy. ( Ludotia Wa.«’h‘»aﬁl:;{v
tollegmrFrasumy. (1000’ £, of West 4o T-235)
N.E. Clrh-n-fer«#l-\?ﬂ.

Wosdlawn at Killons. (N.5 5. Approscies)
Kellogs Toforbarge, o Oliver .F'.::ﬂt*y
K»\Xﬁ at Webb Design
Cewbnle ot West Dasiqn
Cenhal ot West Row
Maple (Sherdian- Melean)  Dasiyn
Oliver at Kﬂ-ﬁaa (N-v6. Approaches) Row
Breoduny. (55%14p 1140 N, of 47Ths)
Semeca at 3| ST g,

Mecltan ot Dewgluy ¢ 2nd 5+ Design
MeLean ot Douglag o 2md 5. Row
Meltan at Sq_nq,g.‘. Pesyn
Mcleon ot Seneca, Roow
Wesdlaum (Reck 438 o 241N, ) Design
17 ( Brosdwny o T~ 135 )

ot Magle andl
As‘{-yz ¢ Motk Mawdt )

Cevhall at W@..Js}m.. Design
&M(Mw@{.‘lﬂ 19wy Design
1PN (Maigto g™ w)  Design
Waeo (20d 403l )y, Srd.(w-u-bw?‘d:h'i
297N, (Wosdluum o Rock)

3% at Weet Desiyn
Weed faums C 119140 (40 1, )

o mar—_




{982 CAPH—AL@ T MPROVEMENT Pﬂ.o,faAM

3 Taw. 205 198)
5 Romke Project Descriphion A“C:&ﬂ__
: NLA, Collector Shrask Twprovements  So.cc0

Resid el Sirail Taeprovemests, 200.000

SibewaSe 200,000

Kelleg o Frasurmu. ( (e E.oj-\“‘u'i' toI-235)Rew | 250,000

N.E. C,.'?m»j‘%%h‘i!—' 500,000

Wonbla ef Kallogs (N45, epgprmshens | 400,000
Kaltoys oF Webb Consty|  5f,250
Cenhall ot West . Censh| 247500
Maple ( Shecdando Melaan)  Const.| T50.000
Oliver ab kallasn (N.v5. of Approsches YComsT: | 3e0,000
Davéﬂo.s ot ‘E{jmer Row | 2p0.000
Meleam at Dmﬁ&j e 2nd ST Censt 655 0o
Meltom ot Semeca Const.

Centhafl_ ot Oliver Pow

Cotnl_ ot Ehjomoor  ROW

Weedfawm (Bock b8 4029 N.) Canst.

Cowmll (Mato SelaF)  Dewiyn

Conhate of Wo.s'!s;«(ts't'uw Const:

2] stN. ( Weedlawn o Tarn) Design

Tyler (ATSF Ruvsread o Maple) Dasign

Aniden (29 403710 1LY Dazign

Cothnll (Maize 4o 110w,y Const

WeoedSawm (750 N. ¢ 5, of Harery ) Design

123%™ ot West Const:

Cengt,
Muordack, f«g«;j«nud’ (Wabagh 4o T«135) AL




1983 Capita :.:@ TMPROVEMENT P&oa&m
TaN, 20, 195]

Rork Bt

CS‘ qu Collestor Srract Impm\fwm'fs : 50,000
NoA. [ RS-1 | P49 | Resdomtol Stred Tomprovemedts
N.A | AS-| [ P.5R | Sideamiie
N | E-9¢ | P. 16 k%%m»a.(m&efmﬁ-h:ns)
NA. E-14 | P19 [ NE. Crreamforentid..

: 4155|E. 1A P | Kty Tofurbmnge ot Ofiver
D735 Ms-129] P-5 1 | Rock. (750’5, of Lerthalitto Dovegll ) Design
IM'a—MA P-51 | Rock (150'5. of CosteR o DongsoL)  Row
B71| M5-4q | P44 | Maple ( Sheridan 40 Meloan)  Comst:
PR3 Ms3e5| P.GI | 139N, ( Groverneoun 4o Rock)
22238 M- P26 | Comhnde at Oliver =~ Comsh _
3237 M5-310 P-Al | Combak at Fdgomoor Comst.| 4co.com
3222 Ms-312| P26 | Cenhal ot Wedluom Row | 300 oo
3219 : Ms-49| P. 56 | Semcen (MacArtur to 475 s) 865, con
| 2189 Ms241| 227 | Combll (Maiato Sty  Const| M6 875
3114 !Ms—zs",r- P35 '-Ho.m,r (Erstweor Yo Wakd ) Desaym &250
' P26 '4—!49.5.'4{, (Bagley do Skinver)  Desijn | 20000
Mol P3G L-?—ldfz:;.ag (Bryloy to Skimer)  Row | 580,000
2970 Ms-316| P-30 ! Do«af&-s ot Ol iver Row | 10,000
2922, my.aga| P65 T:Lt St N (Weed Lawm 4o Tarn ) Const.| Boo.c00
2907 Me1aq | P33 | 47 5. (T-135 +o Ak River) Dtsign| 30,000
RB05 M&-267| P.aT | Oliver (Grlendde to 1600’ H. of Lincoln) 113,750
2793 (Mo 36 [ P20 | Asmiden (29t 40 27 N.) Rew| 280
2793 Ms-25%) P43 | Magle (T-235 4o Ridse 3 Design | 30,000
2688 M52 P. B8 | Hydvawlic (Machtthur Jo 471 5) Design| 35,000
2634 Ms-28][ P L2 | 134 N, (Maito 19% W) Const| 2,500
2544 1Ms251| P10 |Weodtown (150 N, ¢ 5. of Hoery) Cah\"l". 530,000
2493 |Mcasg) P 36 [Hamy (Ritan do Geopye Waghaglon Bm&w lo.co0
Me260) P 36 | Moy (Ridten o Georye Wathuifon B, 110, 000
2199 |Ms-287| P52 | Rock (215t 4 3274 ALY 912,500




1084 C aprrad @IMPR.OVEMEN'T Pao&,«;{

Tan, 20, I%!

- Project Descriphion e

P:v.q

. R,ar.& ('m'o' s, af- Cevr’n—tg- 4o Doma.l) Congt.

3555 |M4-313 Pso

3288 Ms315| P, 3|

30bb [My-222) P 3G

2865 |Me-1%0| P. &7
2832 |Ms-a55| P. 48
2793 |Ms=3L, | P2

2637 |Meag| P52
2598 |Ms-a7s| P.az

200||Ms-301| P.54

Collector Streef Twprovements,
Residentinle Street Twprovements
Sidauwall, Sl

N.E. Ctrmfem‘ﬁnl-a oA et

| Broaduay (Ark. River 40 240" of Pasonee) Dusiy
Dﬂ"gfws at 'Eﬂ-jmcor Congt
gyt (Bm-durwr fo ';ev--em.) Dwes.:j\.
MacArthue (T-235 do Seweea )  Desiyn
Dowstas at Hydmalee  Row

Cenhnll at Wood Luson _ Congt

Semeen (477 4 5575.)

Harry (Enstmoor Yo Webb)  Consh
Heleida ¢ Boglany. fo Skinner)  Consh
Rock (1340 2[5M N.) Doy
AT s (T-13540 Ak, Hvar) Consh
Tyler (ATESF Railioad o Magle) Const:
Oliver (Murdoek. o g+ N. )

Aimidon (2g+h 4o 371, ) Consh
Magle (T-235 4o lL‘d.Je.) Consh
Hydrudie, (MacAviour 10 4718 Conet.
Ridge ( Cothmbito 13#N.)

Roek. ( Donggall 4 131N Design
Maple (Ridge o Tyler) n.t.j,,
-Hag (Rdaro Grearge Weshisgion Rl
Reck (mard 4o 41 5T, )

50,000
200,000
300, 000
500.0co
196,75
7.500
5¢0.000
20,000
16,000
400,000
4ce, 000
264,395
20|, 250
837.500
37,000
co.c00
Teo.c00
Aco, 600
231,250
800,000
9506c0
915,000
27,750
35,000
Vo, oco
1.e05,000




1985 CAPITAL.-®IMPROVEMENT ProcBrm ; :

TaN, A0, Hat
Rark. |S< E"E R
] L p:\q Collector Streef Tymprovements So.000
Ro-1 | P49 | Recidestiad Shreet Timprovements 200,600
A8 | PEB | Sidewmbks e i meey Sa0)
E-14 | P19 | N.E, Cwmj‘-um-l-mk.’ e Se0.000

Mg-224 paa 3»-9-1-@'3-(_»49"‘!’- River do 20's. o'[-Pma-u) Const:

42 [Me-314| P-3) | Douglag ot Hilleide Row

2402 |Ms-200 P-3% | 4T 5. (Broadway o Qemeca ) ‘cmfr.

2300 |Ms-148 P40 | MacArthur (T-235 4o S!.h'l-l'-l-)‘ Const:

3288 Ms~%!’5! P.2] | Doy ot Hydrmulic,  Consh
Reck_ (OsiL o Oar kaadll)

| 2970 |Ms-316 P-30 | Dovglag at Oliver - Comsh,

2955 Ms—zaxsE P52 | Reck. ( 13 4o 21 ST WD Congh)

2811 [Me-120] P-37 |Hydmudic ( Keibogy fotarmy)

| 2658 |Ms2524 P.5q | (3% N, ot Oliver  Row

Reek. Dowa'y&."m !"J*‘"' N, ) Congh

2598 |Moa1p| P42 | Mapte. (Ridge o Tyler D cm+

MS-272) P22 | Broadumy, (Tokn Mack Aridge do RE om,ms,

M- 277! P. 42 | Maple (Tyler 4o Maje Design

s, g S o DS




"éco“t;&érf;@IHmeaMENT PRO.KAM ;
. Tan. 20, 198)

Collegtor Sreet Tmprovewents,
Resewhinls Sireel Tonprovements,
Sidewnli

N. &, CAraw»T‘-trau‘*ﬂ“-@-g = -,s'ac,.:m

k‘um, Overpass (Topekn o vk, arat?)w 150,000
: Dﬁvﬂfbs af Hillede  Consh| teo,c00
Gramwich (Dewlasto KTA)  ° 8,750
Bt s (15 4o O'l\‘ve.rj‘, e 985,000
13N, ot Olivee 238,750
37H N (%m&-sa_‘!-a Hydm&.\u) Dasign| 47,500
BT N, (Brosdurms o Hydmulic) ot T Lo
Broaburage (Sohn Mack Bridge Yo AR Ovapast) 575,000
Maple (Tyle»r- MA.RSAD Const. | 1.com,000
Maize (Maple $o CM_) Desiyn | 40,000
Maie ( Cewt@ o 13 M) Desin| 35,000
Maple ( Maire Yo 1atiwe ) D,sb,, 40,000




