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HITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY . oate 12/2/80

FIROPOLITAN AREA PLANNINGDEPARTMENT

SUBJECT

Ray W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
OPTIMIZATION OF CENTRAL AREA TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM .

As a part of our effort to reduce the level of carbon monoxide pellution
in the central area of the city, we are required by EPA to implement those
Transportation Control Measures (TCM's) that will reduce auto emissions so we .
are no longer in violation of the CPA standard. We are working on a number of
TCM's ineluding the voluntary I/M program (now under contract to the Kansas
Lung Association), restriction of on-street parking, street and intersection
improverents, transit service improvements, car/vanpool ridesharing programs,
staggercd work hours, and others.

on_ November 19, the Traffic Commission approved a plan to restrict parking

" on numerous central area arterials. This was a recouwmended action to increase

street capacity and street speed thereby reducing CO emissions.

My staff in consultation with your staff (McKinley and Mielke) are of the
opinion that the traffic signal timing system could be improved with considerable
.emissions reductions and gusoline savings resuiting. (See calculations as per
Exhibit A.) The savings siown in the calculations show that ‘the traffic flow
improvements proposed would be very worthwhile; with benefits in gasoline savings
exceeding the cost of the project several times.

Optimization of the signal timing system requires a considerable amount of
manpower which you like everyone else may be short of. Since staff positions
are fixed for next year, it may be necessary to pursuc another course cf actiom.

Let me suggest the follewing: The East-West Task Force recommended a
computerized signal control syst This would take several years to study,
design ‘and install. In the meantime we need to improve the existing system
in order to realize the €O reduction benefits which ve need now. I would
suggest that an item be placed in the 1981 CIP to fund a two phase improvement
progran for signals in the central area. Phase one would collect the necessary
data to determine the feasibility of a computerized signal system. That data
would be used to run the TRANSYT Program, the output of which would be used to
retime the central area sipgnals as & short term solution. " The short term
solution would produce the essary CO reductions needed te fulfill our
commitnonts to EPA to achieve nceentable standards by December 31, 1982. Phase
II of the study would be a determination of the feasibility of a signal system
monitored and contrelled by an on-line computer. This would be the long range
solution. :

The calculations showm in Exhibit A indicate that even small savings
in traveltime can produce very significant savings to the motoring public.




*. Attachment 8

Ray W. Bruggeman =2- December 2, 1980
OPTIMIZATION OF CENTRAL AREA TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM

Monies ‘spent to improve the cfficiency of the central area sign;al system
combined with the removal of parking will produce benefits which far exceed
estimated costs. £

Give me your comments on the above topic. We are now at a point where
we must document to EPA our commitments to implement those TCM's that will
produce the required CO reductions by December 31, 1982, Improving the
efficiency of the signal system and the removal of parking will be among the
most productive and cost effective actions we can take.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning
RAL:MLF:rh :

cc: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
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Woe -DLM‘UH Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

| ose11 | orwos
8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 |

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface
Condition Gravel & Rase 2 in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition
Base rating i

Alr Quality Improvement Project Within >2 miles

Lucation 2 Miles from
of N.A.A, N.ALA.

Street:

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio

Traffic Volume Increase % Yeiar 2000
. Increase

% over

current

o
o5

!

Contributions to Completed System Percont of
System at
Standard

Project Effectivcness Percent
Capacity

Strect Scgment Score
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Contributions to Completed Systea

Existing Condition of Street

Project Effectivencss

Project Unic Costs

Year 2000
Increase
2 over
current

Percent of
Systenm at
Standard

Ihysleal
Condition
of Surface

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increal

Streer Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Cugrently
Gravel
Surface

In K.A.A.

Surface
& Rase
Deterio=
rating «

In Con- .
tributing

0 to 252

25 to 50%

Dase
Deterio-
rated

Within
2 Miles
of N.A.A,

<0.7
= 4.0

Surface
in Toor
Condition

52 miles
fron
K.AA.

Strest Segment Scorc
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street: WESES

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

| oo | bonm | soum |
e sacio [ e | viean

Year 2000 +25 ro 491
Increase

2 over T
current

Percent of s
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface % Surface
a Condition Gravel & Base i in Puor
of Surface Sucface Deterio- Condition
Basc .

Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con- Within
Location tributing 2 Hiles

Project Effectivencss Percunt
& Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-

Street Segment Score
Page ___ of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio WC Ratio 0.9 t- 1.1 0.7 to 0.9
4.0 to 8.4 |

Year 2000 +25 to 49%
Inercase
2 over
current
Centributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 50%
System at
% Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface ) Surface
Condltion Gruvel & Base g in Poor
of Surfa . Surfage Deterio= Condition
Base rating .

Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con= Within
: Location tributing 2 Miles

N.ALA.
Project Effectivencas Percent
& Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Cos Cost per
Vehicle-

Street Segnent Score
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Street: %ﬂ: OVSE-, Fm‘ka

Y BRI

1
u Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio

a EPDO Rate
Year 2000
Tnerease
2 over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
v System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physlcal
. Condition
- of Surface
Base

Alr Quality Improvement Pruject
. Location

Project Effectivencas

Cost per
Vehicle-
mile

Strect lmprovement Evaluativn Worksheet

to m‘\““%l‘ e

7 4
15 = :"”9

Surface
& Dase
Dererio-
rating

In Con=
tributing
N.A.A,

.

Buge

Deteriv=

rated Condition’
By

Within
2 hiles
of N.A.A. LTS

Street Segment Score
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Street Improvement Evaluatfon Worksheet
M of

i 150" gy o
Street: @ From CENTRAL to ﬂ l& g, Length

Factor

Current Traffic Volumes

5 - 14,999
[overn | orwer

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

+25 to 491
Increase
Z uver A &
eurrent

Existing Condition of Strect Physlcul Surface Surface
+  Condltion & Bas in Puor
of Sur Deterio- Condicion
Ba rating
Alr Qualicy Impruvement Project In Con=
i Location eributing from
H.ALA H.A.A.

Pruject Effectivenc Percent
Capaclry
Increase
Project Unit Costs Cust per 16 - 25¢
Vehicle-
__nile
Strecer Segment Score

Page
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Steeet Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Criteria S

m- = A35AN00) A3

Contributions to Completed System

Existing Conditicn of Street

Afr Quality Improvement

Project Effectivencss

Project Unit l'alu—

.

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

In Con- Within
tributing 2 Miles
N.AA. of N.A.A

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase
Cost per
Vehicle=
nile

Physical Currently Surface
Condlition Gravel & Hase
of Surface Surface Dererio-
Base rating

Surface
in Poor
Condition

>2 miles
from
N.AA.

Strect Segment Score
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Current Traffic Volume: m 5 - 14,999

bt ety e

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

Traffic Volune Increase ¥ Year 2000
Increase

¥ % over

current

Existing Condition of Street Phyaical Currently Surface Bai Surface
Condition Gravel & Base i in Puor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition

+ 2 Base rating Z

= L3
Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con= Within
Location tributing 2 Hiles
N.AAL " of N.AA,

lm_l'oez Effectivencss Percent
Capacity
Increase




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 'EWWA- o BSTH &, w .140' N.op 49THg, Length

e L
Coseis | orwor

Current Traffic Volumes
2, |Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio
Year 2000 +25 to 49% 0 to 25%

Increase
Z over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Streat Physical Currently Surface Base ; Surface
Condition Gravel & Base Decerio- in Puor
of Surface Surface Deterio= rated Condition
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project Within
Location 2 Miles
of N.A.A.

Percent
Capacicy
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle=

Strect Segment Score
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Street Improvement Evaluation Ilorhhnl:

Street: _M— From __A_LMSBS 2‘ to gg % i Mg, Length

Criteria Score

Hm e l © weight ; —

! Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT

—— N —
E Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio v/C Rativ u.?-to 0.9
3. |Accidurits i3 EPUO Rate 4.0 to B.4

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 49%
Increase .
% ove i %
current

Contreibutlons to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard
Existing Conditivn of Street Physical Currently Surface & Surface
¥ Condition Gravel & Base in Poor
¢ of Surface Surface Dererio- Condition
Buw rating
Alr Quality Improvement l‘ru] t 5 In Con- Within >2 miles
Locat lun eributing 2 Miles from
5 N.AA. of N.A.
Project Effectivene Percent o 60 - 992
Capacity
Increase
—_———
Pruject Unit Costs Cust per
Vehicle-
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Strect Segment Score
Page
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Street: 'ED'E‘M £’ From

Current Traffic Volumes

Traffle Volume Increaso o Year 2000

Increase
% over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standa

Existing Condition of Strect Physlical
Condition
of Surface
Basc

Alr Quality Improvement Pruject
Location

Percent
Capacity

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Currently
Gravel
Surface

Surface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

In Con=
tributing
N.A.A.

Within
2 Miles
of N.A.A.

20 - 593

Surface
in Puor
Condition

>2 miles
from
N.A.A.

Street Segment Score
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Streat Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
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Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 425 to 49%
. Increase
4 2 over
4 current

Existing Condition of Strect Physical Currently Surface "« Base Surface
Condition Gravel & Base Detecio- in Poor

of Surface Surface | Deterio- ." tooed Condition
Base vating

N
)

£ gh[2

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

o,

5 o |38 &

Alr Quality Improvement Project Within
Location 2 Miles
of N.A.A.

Project Effcctivencss Percent
Capacity
Increase

Strect Segment Score
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Streer Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Streat: M Fron’ I"T”S

Tnerease
2 over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
3 Syaten at
Standard
Existing Condition of Strcet Physical
4 2 Condltion

of Surface

Alr Quality Improvement Project
: . Location

Project Effectivences Percent

Capacity
Increnso

Surface
& Mase
Deterio=
rating

tributing

0 to 252
4362 Az 40z

Street Segmant Score
Page
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Street:

Factor

! Current Traffic Volumes :

2. |Extsting Volume/Capacity Ratio

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current
Percent of
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Street Piysical
Condition
of Surf
Dase

Alr Quality Improvement Project
Location

ijcel Effectiveness Percent
Capacity
Increase

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Currently
Gravel
‘Surface

15 - 24,999

50-75%

Surface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

In Con=
tributing
N.A.A.

Surface

Deterfo= * in Poor
rated Condition

IR

Within
2 Hiles
of N.A.A.

“
~

Street Segment Score
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Contributions to Completed System

Extsting Condition of Street

Alr Quality Isprovement

Project Effectivencss

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Phyaical
Condition
of Surface

Percent
Capacity
Increcase

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

8.5 to 12.9

Currently surface Surface
Gravel & Base i in Poor
Surface Deterio=- Conditfon

>2 miles
from
N.AA.

Strect Segment Score
Page




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
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EPDO Rate 4.0 to B.4

Year 2000 +25 to “l
Increase

% over

curcent

Contributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 501
System at

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface surface

Condition Gruvel & Base * in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition
Base

Alr Quality Improvement < Project Within
~ Location 2 Miles
of N.A.A.

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Strect Segment Score
Page
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Contributions to Completed Syatem

Exicting Condition of Strect

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectivencss

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

V/C Ratio
EPDO Rate

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface
Bage

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase

+25 to 49%

Surface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

tributing

eria S

C

Surface
in Poor
Condition

Street Segment Score
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.MC‘- LE‘N &7 Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: _OBNBCA
[ et e Ji Gyt Soppet i e e |
L
R

orei [ eiwes ]

Year 2000 +25 to 492
Inercase
Z over
current
Contributions to Completed System Percent of

Systen at

Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface : Surface
Condition Cravel & Base 5 in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- Condition
Base rating ;

Alr Quality Improvement >2 niles

Project Effectivencss

Streer Segment Score
Page
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_Street:

Current Traffic Volumes

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio
e

Year 2000
Incrcase
2 over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

Existing Conditfon of Street Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Alr Quality Improvement Project
Location

Project Effectiveness ¥ cont
Capacity
Increase

Strect Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Surface
& Base
Deterio-
rating

Surface
in Poor
Condition

>2 miles
from
N.A.A.
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Factor Heasure

Carrent Traffic Volumes Current ADT

E Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratie

Year 2000
Increase
% vver
current
Percent of
System at
Standard
Physilc
Condicion
of Surflace

Project
Locat fen

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Weight

Currently
+ Gravel
Surface

In N.AA,

15 = 24,999
0.9 to 1.1

Str«tf él o s* S. Fron 3{_0__@__!.;_ % to 65“¢¢a .

0.7 to 0.9

8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

+25 to 49%

Surface
& Base
Deterio-
rating

tributing
N.AA

0 to 25%

25 to 50%

Surface
* in FPoor.
Cundition

Within >2 milen
2 Miles {rom
of N.A.A. N.AA.

< 20%
> 25¢

Street Segment Scure
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Factor

Current Traffic Velumes .

Traffic Volume Increase

5. |cContributivns te Completed System

Existing Conditivn of Street

Alr Quality Impruvement

Current ADT

V/C Ratle
EPDO Rate

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current
Percent of
System at
Standard
Physical -
Condition
of Surface
Hase
Pruoject
Location

Cost per
“Vehicle=
——mile

Sereet Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

o Stuecd

Currently
Gravel
Surfoce

In N.ALA.

> 1002 -

8.5 to 12.9

4.0 to B.4 0 1o (o)
. “ c

MS- 148
Length ﬂ_— Miles

iteria Score

| 4 | =
EEEE

25 to 50% < 25%

Surface Base Surface

&-Hase Deterio- in Poor

Deterio= rated Condition 7
rating

In Con- Within »2 miles
tributing 2 Miles from

N.ALA. of N.A.A. N.AGA.

60 - 99% 20 - 593 < 20%

16 - 25¢ » 25¢ 4
Streot jegment Score
Page of




Contributluons to Completed Syst

Exlsting Condition of Street

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

From _A!-E‘m

Measure

i e i

Current ADT

V/C Ratio

EPDO Rate

current
Percent of

System at

Standard

Currently
Gruvel
Surface

Physical
Condieion
of Surface
Bas:
Project In N.A.A.
Locatfon

Percunt
Capaclty
Increase

Lo S Lh e L AR S

Project Unlt Custs

Cust per
Vehlele=
. mile

8.5 to 12.9

Surface
b Hase
Durerio=
rating

In Con-
tributing

0.7 to 0.9
4.0 tv 8.4

0 to 25%

25 to 50%

Surface
in Puor
Condition

Within
2 Miles

>2 miles
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Contributions to Completed System

Existing Condition of Street

Alr Quality Inprovement

Project Effectiveness

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Project
Location

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

5 - 14,999

4.0 to 8.4 |

Currently Surface Surface

Gravel & Base ¢ in Poor

Surface Dererio- Condition
rating 5

In Cun- >2 miles
tributing 7 from
N.A.A. N.A.A.

Street Segment Score
Page ____ of




S i, ’M*rm;n o

CENTRAM AT
sereer: OLIVER

Contributions to Completed System

Existing Condition of Street

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Increase
2 over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

. “

Surface
& Base
Deterio-
rating

Within
2 Miles

Surface
in Puoor
Condition

>2 miles
from
H.A.A.

Street Segment Score

Page
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

swun'm__ to

“ - "

Currently Surface

Gravel & Base

Surface Deterio-
rating

Current Traffic Volumes m

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio
e T

Traffic Volume Incréa Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Strect Physical
Condltion
of Surface
Base

Alr Quality Improvement Project

Location tributing

Proj‘e:l Effectivencss Percent
Capacity
Increase

Surface
in Poor
Condition

32 miles
from

Street Segment Score

Page
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: &&h M From - to (- : “ Length 0.15- Miles

m ma"!ro “eish‘ E_—-“-
! Current Trafflc Volum Current ADT - 15 - 24 999

H Ext{sting Volume/Capacity Ratlo v/C Ratio 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 m
3. |Acctdents ; EPDO Rute > 13 8.5 to 12.9
Traffic Volumd Increase Year 2000 +25 to 49% i '!
2 - Inerease
% uver
current ;

Contributions tv Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

E-l-:lng unmluinn of Street Phystcal Currently Surface : Surface
Condition - Gravel & Base in Foor-
of Surface Surface Dererio- Condition
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement In Con- Within >2 miles
Location eributing 2 Miles from
of N.ALA. N.A.A.
Project Effectiveness Percent 2 20 - 592
Capacity
1
Project Unit Costs
Vehicle-
———l_pllc .
Street Segment Score

Page
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&

_Street:

o i m

[orwos |

Year 2000 0 to 25%
Increase

i 3 2 over
current

i

!

"i
(=) i

:

i

e

Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at

Standard

Existing Condition of Street Phyaical Surface Base Surface
Condition & Base Deterio= in Poor

of Surface Dererio= rated Condition
Base rating 3

Alr Quality Improvement Project 1In Con=
5 Location tributing
N.AA.

e
i

]
l

Project Effectiveness Percent
Capacity
Increase

ok

¢

Street Segment Score
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

Year 2000 425 to 497
Increase
% over
current
Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
: Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface
Condition Gravel & Base % in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition
Base rating >

Project
Location

Project Effectiveness Percent
Capacity
Increase

Street Segment Score
Page




Street Improvement Evaluation Workshcet !

Street: - MIMM From Mh’l“ to Eg St Al Length ©.85 Miles

Criteria Score

a Factor

. Current Teaffic Volumes . Current ADT

H E V/C Ratio

H Aceldenta EPX) Rate

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000
i Increase
% vver
current
Contributions to Completed Systea Percent of
System at
Standard
Physical- Currently Surface Buse Surface
Condiefon Gravel & Bage in Foor.
of Surface i Surface Dererdv= Cundictfon
rating

In N.A.A. In Con- >2 milen
tributing 8 from
H.A.A. . N.A.A.

Percent i > 100% - 60 - 99%
Capacity
Increase
Cust per ; 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
“Vehicle= |
— e plle o
Street Segment Scure

Page




Factor

Current Traffic Volumes

u E ng Volume/Capacity Ratio
H Aceidents

4. |Teaffic Volume Increase

Contributivns to Completed System

Existing Condition of Strect

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectivencss

Project Unft Custs

Street ml"\wmnt Evaluation Worksheet

Current ADT

V/C Ratlo

EPDO Rate

Year 2000
Increase
Z vver
current
Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical = Currcently
Condition Gravel

of Surface Surface
Hasa

Project In N.ALA.
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-

__mile__

15 - 24,999

0.9 to 1.1
8.5 to 12.9

+25 to 49%

7
.

Surface
& Base
Dererio-
rating

In Con-
tributing
H.ALA.

Score

0.7 to 0.9

4.0 to 8.4

0 ro 25%

25 to 50%

Surface
in Poor
Condition

Within >2 miles
2 Miles from
of N.ALA. N.AA.

20 - 593 <202

Street Segment Scur




Streer Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

(Eﬁ i to I ﬁ- Length

Criteria_Score

i i _

Current ADT 15 - 24,999

v/ Hatlo 0.9 to 1.1
i EPDO Rate 8.5 to 12.9

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 491 0 to 25%
2 Increase
2 vver
current

B
1=
& iiswel

-

S

Concributivns tu Completed System Pe t of -50-75% 25 to 50X
System at
Standard

=1

Existing Condition uf Street Physlcal . S Currently Surface .'-'urfpcc
i Condition Gravel &-Base in Poor
Surface Deterio- Cundition
rating

Projece In N.ALA. In Con- Within >2 miles
Lucatfon tributtng 2 Miles from

of N.ALA. AA.
Percent
Capacity
Tncrease

6

e g [e]

Cost per
‘Vehicle-

Strect Segment Seore
Page




_ ' Street lmprovement Evaluation Worksheet
Street: QM!Q! From M_ to a. E Length 3

Heasure

H Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio

3, |Accidents

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000
Increase
Z vver

| current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 502
System at

Existing Condition of Strect Physical - Currently Surface Surfuce
Condition Gravel & 'Base in Poor.
of Surface Surface Deterio=- Condition
Base rating

Mre Qt‘lnl.i:y lmprovement Pruject In N.AA. In Con= within >2 miles
Locatfun tributing 2 Miles from
NuA.A. of N.ALAL N.AAL
8. |Pruject Effectiveness Percent 3 A > 1002 - 20 - 59%
Capacity
Incrcase
e o | et : i e e e
Project Unit Coscs i Cust per <5¢ 16 - 25¢
“Vehicle-
e d I Y

Strect Segment Score
Page
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Street: 5Mggﬁ From’ L“'t‘? E . to 5 % . , Length !, 0o Hiles

[ e e T : ccta

H“ e | e V : —

1. [Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 m --

EEE

ﬂ .M:c[dm s 4.0 to 8.4 4

4. |Traffie Volume Increase i 425 to 49% 0 to 25%
Increase
Z vver
current
Contributiuns to Completed System Percent of < 25%
System at -?
Standacd

llltlll] Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface
Condition Gravel & Base in Puor
7 of Surface Surface Deteriv- Condition 7

rating

Location tributing 2 Miles h'un
N.AA of N.A.A, H.ALA

Project Effectiveness Pereent

Capaclty i A
Increase D
q

!Njce: Lnit Custs 16 = 25¢ > lsc

I Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- . Within 2 mlln l

Strect Segment Score

[
-

Page




Factor

Current Traffic Volumes

ting Volume/Capacity Ratio

Accidents

Traffic Volumé Increa

Concribuclons to

Existing Condition of Strect

Alr Quality Improvement

Pruoject Effectiveness

Project Unit Costs

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

wWebb

Measure Weight

Current ADT

v/C Ratio
EPDU Rate
Year 2000
Increase
Z over
current

Percent of

System at

Stamdard

Physical Currently

Condicion + Gravel

of Surlace Surface

Base

Pruject In N.ALA,

Locatiun

Percent
Capacity
Increase
Cusg per
Vehicle-
mile .= -

Length i@s-__ Miles

Criteria Score

7

15 = 24,999

0.9 to 1.1

8.5 to 12.9

+25 to 49%

urface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

- Con
eributing
R.AA

60 - 992

5= 15¢

0 to 25%

25 to 50%

Buse
Deterio=
rated

Within
2 Miles
of N

16 - 25¢

Surface
1n loor.
Condition

>2 nilen

> 25¢

Street Segment Scure

Page of




Year 2000
Increase
Z over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condicion
of Surface
Basc

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-

Streat Improvement Evaluation Worksheet -
'

“
50-752

Currently Surface Surface

Gravel & Base 3 in Poor

Surface Dererfo- Condit{on
rating

. Within

2 Miles
of N.A.A..

Street Segment Score

. + Page
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: !L&é Qg From '1 to 5‘[“5’.—

H“ s

1. Current ADT

WG Intln
EPDO Rate
Year 2000
Increase
Z wver
:urrult
nmusbuuon- to Completed Sy-:u Percent of
System at
Standard
Physical
Condlition
of Surface
Base

Current 'I'rnﬂ' ic Volumes

H Existing \olmlupnglzy Ratio

ime [ncrease

Ellllﬁng ledlllnn of Street

Surface
& Base
Deterio=

racing

t : Alr Quality Improvement l'rujvcz In N.A.A. In Con-

| Location tributing
[ 3 N.AA.

| S |

& Project Effectiveness Percent 60 = 99%
i Capacity A

g

Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-

Length

Surface
in Puor
Condition

Deterio-
rated

Within
2 Miles
of N.A.A.

>2 miles

20 - 59%

16 - 25¢

Street Segment Score
Page



Streer Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

; w_ ¥TA = wmwn_ OIS

Criteria Scor

Factor Heasure Welght

u Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT - 5 = 14,999 « 5,000

H Existing Volume/Capacity Ratfo VIC Ratlo — > 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7
(3 Jacctuuica | EPo Rate 8.5 ta 12.9 4.0t B4 | <40

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 ro 49% 0 to 25%
Increase :
Z wver ?
current
Cuntributions to Cumpleted System Percent of 50-75%
: System at
Standard ¥

Exlsting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Busc Surface
» ©  Condition Gravel & Base Deterio- in Puor
of Surface Surface Dererio= rated Condition
3 Base rating

Alr Quallity Improvement

Project In Con- Within 22 miles
Locatlon tributing 2 Miles from
H.AGAL of N.A.A R.A.A.

Project Effectiveness Percent 20 - 59%
Capacity 0
Increase
Pruject Unit Costs Cost per
Vehicle-
mile
Streer Segment Scure
Page
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Deousrasy ot
Street: OL“VEL

Current Traffic Volumes
Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio

Currcnt ADT

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Project
Location

Cost per
Vehicle=

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Currently
Gravel
Surface

Surface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

In Con=-
tributing

within
2 Hiles
of N.A.A.

Surface
in Poor
Condicion

o Sy




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

5 = 2
R
| oomm | e [ oonm | oo |

Year 2000 +25 to 49%
Increase

2 over

current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physlcal Surface Surface
Condition & Base 2 in Poor
of Surface Deterio- Condition
Base rating

Project In Con= Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Milea from
N.ALA. of N.A.A. R.AA.

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-
rile.
Strect Segment Score

Page




’1F,.w,3-hAhh.4»fimuﬁ??

%

Accidents

Traffic Volume Increase

Contributions to Completed System

Existing Condition of Street

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectivencss

Pruject Unit Custs

EPD) Rate

Increase
2 vver
current

Percent of
System at
Standard
Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Pruject
Lucation

Percent
Capacicy
Increase
Cost per
Vehicle-
mile

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

to & ST s’- u s Length i eo

Currencly
Gravel
Surface

0.7 to 0.9
4.0 to 8.4

“

Surface
& Base
Deterio-
rating

In Con-
eributing
N.AA.

Surface
in Puor
Condition

Within
2 Miles
of N.AA.

Street Segment Score

Page




‘,p;.-m-m;w; MR
7. i i
o S

Contributivns to Completed System

Exiating Condition of Strect

Alr Quality Improvement
Project Effectivencss

Project Unit Costs

Year 2000
Increase
2 over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

.scrm.tll_s'_._,_bl._b‘m 00(‘ Iﬂm 4 to

Curtently
Gravel
Surface

Surface
& Base
Deterio=
rating

In Con-
tributing
N.A.A

25 to 50%

beterio=
rated

Within
2 Miles
of N.ALA.

Surfuce
in Poor
Cundition

>2 miles
from
N.ALAL

<201

Strect Segment Score

Page




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: Q: I <t. s, m.'i_\.is ? to EM&S Riveyr Longth .00 Miles

; e riveria Score
Factor Measure : 7 —
R msast s H FUSE——
1. !Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT | 15 = 24,999 m

H Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratlo m 0.7 to 0.9
3. | Aceldeiita .  EPUO Rate 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to B.4

4. |Traffic Volume Increasc Year 2000 > 501
Tnerease
% over
current

5. |Contributions to Completed System Purcent of > 75% 25 to 50%
System at
Standard
Exinting Condition of Streot Physlcal Currently Surface Rase Surface
. . Condltion Gravel & Base Deterio= in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base rating
Alr Quality Impruvement Projece In Con- Hithin >2 milen
2 Lucat lon eributing 2 Miles from
N.ALA. of N.AAL N

Project Effectiveness Percent . > 60 20 = 59%
Capacity 5
Increase

9. |Pruject Unit Costs Cust per 16 = 25¢
Vehlele=
CIY [l
Strect Segment Score

Page




Traffic Volume Increase

Contributions to Completed System

V/C Racio
EPDO Rate

Year 2000
Increase
2 over
current

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet j Ms =130

F Ralvesd QFQ Langth 07 Miles

ﬂ 0

Percent of 25 to 50X

Systen at
Standard
Phystcal
Condition

Currently Surface Surface
Gravel & Pase in Poor

of Surface Surface Deteriv= Cundicion

Project
Location

Percent
Capacicy
Increase

Cost per
icle-

rating

In Con= >2 miles
tributing fron
JNLALA, K.AA

Strect Segment Score
Page




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet Ms" 106

Streec: uﬂ NoA From L _' s to MM Length l 03 Miles

Factor Measure Welght

Current Trafffc Vulumo

H Existinp Volume/Capacity Rativ V/C Ratio 2 0.7 to 0.9

+25 to 492
Tncrease g
Z over
current
Contributions tv Completed System " Percent of ;

System at

Standard

Existing Condicion uf Strect Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
5 ; Condition + Gravel & Base Deterio- in Poor.
of Surface . Surface Dereriv= rated Condition
Basue rating
Alr Quality Improvement Project } In N.AA. In Con- Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Miles from
H.ALA. of N.A.A. N.AGA.
e i e e D R e o) P ]
Project Effectivencas Pereent 60 - 992 20 - 592 < 20%
Capacity i
Increase

Project Lnlt Costs i - | 1 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Street Sl!g;;:ilt Score

Page




Street Improvement Evaluatfon Wocksheet

Street: OLN’W i MMVAO [ Z to qm SEN. Length _ 0.28

. “ S ek : : _
Current Traffic Volumes m- > 25,000 14,999

E Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratlo 2 1.2 m

4. |Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 492 0 to 25%
Increase
% vver
current
Contributivns tu Cumpleted System Percent of 25 to 50%
System at
Standard

Ellsun; Condltion of Street Physfeal Currently Surface Surface
< Condition Gravel & Base in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- Cundition

Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. Within >2 miles
i Location tributing 2 Miles from
d N.ALAL of N.A.A. N.AA.
Project Effectivencss Percent
Capacity
lm.rn.-nu
Project Unit Custs Cust per 16 - 25¢
Vehiele=

ile
Streer Sepment Score

Page




‘.;w_—»g"’- e AN EATORTER

Street Improvement Evaluatfon Worksheet MS- Izﬂ

q to E!’ Length o. qq’ Milea ‘

Criteria Score

Factur

L mr — ———r —1

Current Traffic Volumes 15 = 24,999

V/C Ratlo 0.9 to 1.1

EPDO Rate 8.5 to 12.9

Yeur 2000 0 to 252
4 % Increase
Z over
current
Contributlons to Cumpleted System Percent of 25 to 50X
System at
Standard
Existing Conditiun uf Strect Physical. 5 Currently Surface Surface.
5 Conditton Gravel &-Base in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- Condition
Base rating
Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con= Within >2 miles
Locit lon tributing 2 Mlles frum
N.A.

Pruject Effectiveness

Percent
Capacity
Increase
Pruject Unit Costs < Cost per
“Veblele-

Srreet lSngEEut S:_l;;;_

Pape




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet : MS-230

T s ﬂ_ to "!‘ Sf '1 Length o.ﬁ Miles
= Crite ore ’

VIC Ratto m 0.7 to 0.5 <0.7
EPDO Rate m 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 <40 ;

Year 2000 425 to 49%
Increase ;

Z over

cucrent

Contributiuns to Completed System Percent of . 25 to 50%
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
3 Condition Gravel & Base Deterdio- in Poor
of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement Pruject In N.A.A. In Con= Hithin 2 milea
Locution tributing 2 Miles from
NoAAL of N.AA.
Project Effectivencss Percent 2> 100% 3 20 - 59%
Capacity 2 x
Increase
Pruoject Unit Custa Cost per
Vehicle-
A _mile X i
Streer Segment Score

Page




Streer Improvement Evaluation Wotksheet Ms- 267

Street: QL“.& v From J& \e = to (00! Morih of W'ﬁ Length f& Miles

S Sueeent Testals v‘,lm' -m

u Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio v/C Ratio 0.7 to 0.9

4. |Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 502 0 to 25%
= Increase
2 over
current
Contributions to Completed Percent of -50-75% 25 to 50%
System at
Stnndnnl

l-‘.xlul:l.u fhmﬂllun of Street Phyulul 3 Currently Surface Surfoce
Condition lira & hase in Poor
of Surface Dererio= Condition
rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project In Con— Within
Locaton tributing 2 Miles
N.ALA. of N.A.A.
Pruject Effectivencss Percent
Capaclty
Increase
Pruject Unit Costs Cust per
Vehicle=
e milu
Street Segment Score
Page of




Hanbonl

Street:

Factor

Contributions tu Completed System

Project Effectiveness

e St

Project Unit Costs

29+ 54 W,

Measure

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at

Physical
Condition
uf Surface
Base

Currently
Gruvel
Surface

Project
Location

Percent

Capacity

Increase

Cost per

Vehicle-
1le

8.5 £o 12.9

Surface
& Base
Dereriv-
rating

In Con-
eribucing
N.AA.

Surface
in Poor
Condition

Within
2 Hiles
of N.AA.

>2 milen
from
N.ALA.

Street Segment Score
Page




Street lmprovement Evaluation Worksheet
L 4 Pelae

u Exiating Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio m
OEes T i | cowed

Year 2000 0 to 252
Increase

2 over

current

Percent of 25 to 50%
Systen at
Standard

Physical Currently Surface Buse Surface
Condition Gravel : & Base Deterlo- in Foor:
of Surface Surface Deterio=- rated Condition
Buse rating

Alr Quality Isprovement Project In Con- Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Miles

Project Effectivencss Percent

¢ 1o | B3] 90l38 15l [0

Project Lnit Custs Cust per
Vehicle-
pile_

Strect Segment Scorc T

Page __ of




Strect lmprovement Evaluation Worksheet

5 - 14,999

ng Volume/Capacity Ratio > 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

u Accidents 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to B.4

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 49%

MRS ke

Increase
2 vver
current

Cuntributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
Standard

o

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

rating

Project 3 In N.A.A. Tn Con- Within
Location tributing 2 Miles

H.AA. of N.A.A.
Percent
Capaciry
Increase
Cost per
Vehicl
pile

Streer Segment Score




T iy BT ETES

e

‘trc-ux luproven-nt Evaluation Worksheet
M- o S Lengeh

Lriterfa Score

7

i, R
15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999

01:0D9

4.0 to B.4

e fZS to 491 '0 to 25%
curren .

Percent of 3 25 to 50%
System at

Physical Currently Base Surface

Condiction Gravel & B; Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

Project In N.A.A, In Con- Within >2 milea

Locat fon tributing 2 Miles from
N.ALA. of K.A.A, N.AA,

Project Effectiveness Percent 2 60 - 991 2 H <202
Capaclty
Increase

Pruject Unit Costs

Streer Sepment Score

Page
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13tk N, AT
_Street: O LB

!m

n Existing Volulllf'aplcl:!y Ratio V/C Ratio
T T

Year 2000
Increase
Z over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition

= of Surface
Base

Alr Quality Improvement Project
Location

Projece Effectivencss Percent
Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle~

Streer Improvement Evaluation Work € - .

0

Length Miles

Surface
in Poor
Condition

. Within >2 niles
tributing 2 Miles from
N.AA. of N.AA. N.ALAL

Street Segment Score
4 * Page




i e, G T

> 25,000

8.5 ro 12.9

Increase
2 over
current
Contributfuns to Completed System Percent of 25 to 50%
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physlcal Surface Base Surface
f ] Condition & Dase Deterio= in Poor
of Surface Derecio= ruted
Basc rating

Alr Quality Improvement Pruject In Con- Within >2 miles
Lucacion eributing 2 ¥iles fron
7 K.AWA. of N.A.A. LI Pt

Project Effectivencss

Cost per
Vehicle~ d

Street Segment Scorc
Page
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Street hmrw;-.mnt Evaluation Worksheet

street: __@_ m.’_hgqa&__'__ weBweEgl o

e T

Current Traffic Volume:
Extsting Volume/Ca| ty Ratio

u I 8.5 to 12.9
Year 2000 +25 to 492
Increase
2 uver 4
current

Contributions to Completed Sysi Percent of 25 to 502
Systen at
Standard

Existing Condition uf Street Currently Surface Surface
Condition Gravel & Base in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Cundition
Base

Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.AA, In Con- Within >2 miles
£ Location tributing 2 Miles from
. N.ALA.

roject Effectivenass Percent
Capacity
Increase

Pruject Unit Cosi Cost per
Vehicle=
pile__.

Strect Segment Score

Page
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F et . AR

v

Traffic Volume Increas

Contributions to Completed Sys

Existing Condition of .snut

Alr Quality Improvement

Project Effectiveness

Year 2000
Increase
% over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical.
Condition
of Surface
Base

Project
Locativn

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Cost per

*Vehicle=

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

! CijEeriTcAficVolimos m-mmmn

S T mE A

+25 to 492

Surface
&-Base
Deterio-
rating

In Con-
tributing
N.AA

0?:009

--

Surface
in Poor

32 miles
from
N.A.A,

Street Segment Score
Page




L e,

Yomiwistoar

Traffic Volume Increase

Contributiuns to Completed System

Existing Condition of Street

Alr Qualicy Improvement

Year 2000
Increase
Z over
current

Perceat of
Systen at
Standard

Physieal
Condfitfion
of Surface

Percunt
Capacity
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle-

Street lmprovement Evaluation Worksheet -

Inuh. m From’ il_J! 7L to ‘ ' H S'L “.“ Langth

Currently
Graval
Surface

In N.A.A.

e

+25 to 492

25 to 50%

Surface
in Poor
Condition

Surface
& Rase
Dererdo-
rating

In Con-
tributing
H.AA.

60 - 99%




Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet i

Street: _ ]I S . . From -BV°QJ__ to J'faﬂfll.&

a_“ uu'ﬂ.l n
.. i » T T
- :

1. {Current Traffic Volumes - Current ADT

£

E Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Rativ

E Acclderits s EPDO Rate
Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000
Increase
Z over
current
5. |Contributiuns tv Cumpleted System Percent of
System at
Standard

w
M

Existing Conditfon of Street Currently Surface
& Condition Gravel i in Poor

of Surface Surface Condition
Basc rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. >2 miles
Location tributing from
2es NiAAL N.A.A,
¢ Project Effectiveness Percent § 2
Capacity
Increase
- D L e
9. |Project Unit Costs Cust per
Vehicle-

Street Segment Score
Page
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

! SierentiTcatiiciVolusos m- 1552 ’99 -

n Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 0.7 to 0.9

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 0 to 25%
i % Increase
% uver
: current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 50%
System at
. Standard

Condirion Deterio- in Poor
of Surface rated Condition
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project LA Within
Lucativn tributing 2 Miles
HoALA.
Project Effectivencss Percent
Capacity
Increcase

Project Unit Costs 3 Cost per
“Vehicle=
mile.

i Existing Condition of Street Physical - Surface Base Surface

Street Segment Score
Page
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Street Improvement Evaluation Workshest

scceres _DUDADWAY o Tobin Mo Beip to PAILRDAD OVERPABS Lengen _0.80
mm . e
! Current Traffic Volumes . - m

E Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio — © 0.7 to 0.9 m
S eowes | oo |

Year 2000 +25 to 49% 0 to 252 <oz
Increase
1 over .
current
Contributions to Completed System Percent of
System at
f Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface ! Surface
Condition Gravel & Base Decerio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio= rated Condition
Basc ¥

P T T = N 4 Y e, T

Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. >2 miles
Locatiun fron
N.A.A,

T e T

Percent
Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Costs

Strect Segment Score
Page
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Sereet Improvement Evaluation Worksheer Ms— zz,q

Street: &e& From __ELM___ & to !4 St n Length 0.97 Miles

BE e e Score
l“ e B _- sm“ E
e -g mm 4

vulunnluvncuy Ratio V/C Rativ 0.7 to 0.9

Traffic Volums Increase Year 2000 425 to 49%
Increase
% over
current

Contribptions to Compleced System Percent uf 4 25 to 50%

Existing Condlition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
; © Condition + Gravel & Base Deterio- in Puor:
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base rating
ALr Quulity Improvement : Projuct WAl In Con= Within >2 miles
Locatlon tributing 2 Miles from
H.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.
Project Effectiveness Percent 2 20 - 597 <202
Capacity 5
Increase

Pruoject Unit Costs

Cost per i 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehlcle= i

e ]l

Street Segment Score
Page

1
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: | pr 2"“*
e

l-.l L) ehn' o

e e ] [ e o po e e 2 111 1T 73] [l AR P ]
Wr
AL
Current Traffic Volumer 15 - 24,999

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio
emw . foen

Tratfic Volume Increase 3 Year 2000 0 to 25%
L Increasa
% over
eurrent

Contributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 502
System at
Standard

Existing Condition of Streat Physical Currently Surface 3 Surface
Condlirien Cravel & Base in Poor
of Surface . Surface Deterio- Conditfon
Base rating

Alr Quality Improvement Project A, In Con- >2 miles
Location tributing from
N.A.A. N N.AA.

Project Effeccivencss Percent 20 - 59%

Capacity
Increase

s:rcet Segment Score
Page




i Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet IIS-?-S'

Street: ug@d lm Frm“'w‘ % ‘ &!!q to M J '_" Length 9.29 Miles

H“ S T HE _ ; -

t:unm: Trnﬂ'lc Volumes Current An‘l' 5 - 14,999

Existing tulmlmplcuy Ratio V/C Ratio > 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

- [Accidgerica : . EPDO Rate > 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to B.4

4. |Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 +25 to 49% 0 to 25%
Increase .
Z over
current
Contribucions to Completed System Percent of E - 25 to 50%
System at
Standard
Existing dition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface
0 Condition Gravel & Base in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Condition
Base rating
Alr Quality Impruvement Project In N.A.A. In Con=
Location tributing
5 N.AA.
Project Effectiveness i Percent
Capaclty
: Increase
—————

Project Lnit Costs

Street Segment Score

Page
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Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000
; Increase

Contributions to Completed System Percont of
System at
Standard
Physlcul

*  Condition

of Surface
Base
Pruject
Location

Project Effectivenes Percent
Capacity
Increase
Cost per
Vehicle-
ile

Street Improvement Evaluation Workshest

to &L_ Length ._D_OB____

Currently
Gravel
Surface

In N.A.A.

8.5 to 12.9

5 - 14,999

0.7 to 0.9

4.0 to 8.4

- “

Surface
& Base
Deterio-
rating

In Con=
tributing
N.AA.

25 tu 502

Buse Surface
Dererio- in Poor
rated Condition

Within
2 Miles
of K.A.A.

Street Segment Score

Page ____ of
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\WooD LewN . 25 TH
. ComMmeTin I
T R

Streat:

Current Traffic Volumes

Increase
2 over
current

Percent of
System at
Standard

Physical
Condition
of Surface
Base

Project
Location

Percent
Capacity
Increuse

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

N.

DR AL

Currently
Gravel
Surface

Deterio-
rating

Surfaca
in Poor
Condition

Street Segment Score

Page
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-\l:c 1 dn.u:l

Traffic Volume Increase

Contributivna to Completed System

zah:lu cund.ium of Street

Alr Quallcy lnpruvmt

Project Effectivencss

Pruoject Unit Costs

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

£ to m Wasunverens BLVO. Length e 2D Miles

EPDU Rate

Year 2000

Increase

% over

curn.nt

I'l.-ﬂ.l.-nt. of

System at

Standard

Physical 1 Currently
Condition Gravel
uf Surtace Surface
Base

I'ru]m:t

Locat lun

Percent
Capaclty
Increase

Cost per
Vehicle=
dde

Surface

& Base
Deterio-
rating

In Con-
tributing
N.AGAL

60 - 992

Ms -250

0.7 to 0.9
4.0 to B.4

Surface

in Poor
Condition

Within *2 milea
2 Miles from
of N.A.A. N.ALA.

Street Segment Score
Page




HWPA’% At 2RD &T' Street Improvemont Evaluativn Worksheet o

‘Street: Fron

—_———

15 - 24,999

e ; 05 o 129

Year 2000 +25 to 492 0 to 252
Increase .

2 uver

current

Contributivns to Completed Systen Percent of i 25 to 50%
Systen at
Standard 7

Existing Condition of Street Ihystcal Currently Surface Dake Surface
5 S v Condition Gravel & Dbasc Doterio= in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio= Tuted - Condition
rating

Alr Qualicy Improvement Project In Con= . Within 22 niles
Location tributing 2 Blles
N.A.A. of N.AAL

Percent
Capacity
Increasa




u MDELPAB% é:-_r (%T s 'T Street lnpiuvemn: Evaluatiun Worksheec

‘Street: - to

Cocrent Teafftc Volunes m m m

ﬂ Extating Volune/Capacity Ratio _ 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

Year 2000 0 to 252
Increase

5 Z vver
current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of 25 to 50X
System at 5
Standard

Existing Condition of Street y Currently Surface Surface
a5 . | Conditton Gravel & Dase in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterdo= Cundition
Base rating
Alr Quality Impruvement Pruject In Con- .
Lucation tributing
H.AA.

Project Effectivencss

Cost per
Vehicle-




T it T o
s

=
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF City Manager DATE February 9, 1981

Honorable Board of City Commissioners
E. H. Denton, City Manager

SUBJECT 1981-1986 Proposed Capital
Improvement Program

A copy of the 1981-1986 Proposed Capital Improvement Pro-
gram was distributed on Monday, January, 26, 1981. Copies
of letters from individuals and various organizations were
also forwarded to you on February 5, 1981 for your infor-
mation. These letters included suggestions for potential
projects as well as comments related to specific projects
included in the 1981-1986 Proposed CIP.

A listing of projects for 1981 is provided on pages 2-11
of the Proposed CIP. For your convenience an extract
showing the 1981 project list is attached. You will note
that specific pages are also referenced for more detailed
information on each of the projects. Page 13 includes the
six-year financial overview of the projects as they are
currently scheduled.

Following is a listing of CIP projects scheduled in 1981
for which comments were provided - either expressing
approval or opposition:

Responses Responses
Project Page in Favor Opposing
Number Project Title Number of Project Project

E-9C Kellogg Freeway-West Street
to I-235

E-11 Feasibility Study-Urban
Interchange on Kellogg at
Oliver
Oliver at Kellogg-Right-
of-Way-Channelization of
North and South Approaches

Woodlawn at Kellogg-Right-
of-Way-Channelization North
and South Approaches

Northeast Circumferential




Page 2

~
Board of City Jommissioncrs
February 9, 1981

Subject:

Project
Number

MS-269

CS-1

MS-99

MS-238,
MS-2384,
MS-239,
MS-239A
RS-1

MS-289

MS-304

MS-309

MS-59

TE-26

1981-1986 Proposcd CIP

Responses
Page in Favor
Project Title Number of Project

Responses
Opposing
Project

Broadway Right-of-Way-
55ch Street South to
47th Street South

Collector Street Improve-
ments-Various Locations

Maple Street Improvement-
Sheridan to McLean Blvd

McLean Boulevard Improve-
ment

Residential Street Improve-
ment

Ridge Road Improvement- Ridge
Road and Maple Intersection
and Ridge Road to Newell

Seneca and 31lst Street South-
Widening and Chanelization

Sidewalk Construction
Thirteenth Street Improve-
ment-Maize Road to 119th St,
West

Twenty-Ninth Street Improve-
ment-Woodlawn to Rock Road

Woodlawn Street Improvement-
11th Street to 1l4th Street

Woodlavn Street Improvement-
Rockhill to 29th Street

Traffic Engineering Rubberized
Rail Crossings

Traffic Engineering Streect
Name Signs in 15 square mile
area

Traffic Engineering Fe
Study by Consultant of
the Central Area
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Board of City ommissioners
February 9, 1981

Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

Responses
Project Page in Favor
Number Project Title Number of Project

Responses
Opposing
Project

Traffic Engineering-Mt.
Vernon-Between Poplar
and Green-New School
Pedestrian Signal

Traffic Engineering-
31st and Meridian and
Pawnee and Meridian-
Full Upgrade

Central Avenue Dam

Maple Street Interceptor-
Sheridan to McLean Blvd.-
Design Study

Midland Valley Drainage
Study

Drainage in Connection
with 17th Street-Broadway
to I-135

Woodlawvn Lowflow Storm Sewer-
11th to 13th

West Thirteenth Street
Drainage-Design Study
and Construction
Montrose/Jones Park
Northeast Diversion-
Wichita Industrial Park
Drainage-Design Study
Sheridan Park Drainage

Southwest Industrial Park
Storm Drainage Improvement

Thirty-Fourth Street and
Arkansas-Right-of-Way

Cessna Park
Willow Park-Exercise Trail
New Park Southwest

River Beautification (Bicycle
Path Extension- son Park to
Galena)
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Board of City Jommissioncrs
February 9, 1uvgl

Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

~

Responses Responses

Project Pape in Favor Opposing
Number i Project Title Number of Project - Project
P-80 Tree Planting (Various

Locations) 7 1 =
FS-15 Fire Training Ground-

3lst Street South and

Oliver. Fire and Police

Academy Building-Planning

and Design 7 1 =
PB-27 Convention Center Con-

struction Downtown 7 1 =
PB-29 Energy Conservation

Measures and Improvements-

City Hall 7 1 =
PE-30 Energy Conservation

Measures and Improvements-

City Library 8 1 -
PB-32 Energy Conservation Measures

and Improvements-Wichita Art

Museum 8 1 -
PB-34 Replace Historic Museum Roof

and Boiler Flue Lining 8 2 -
PB-49 Downtown Transportation

Center-Arxchitecture/

Engineering and Land

Acquisition 8 2 =
PB-46 City Hall Parking Garage

Repairs 8 - 1
PB-47 City Hall Parking Garage

Brick Replacement 8 - 1
CF-3 Resurface Three Parking

Lots at Lawrence-Dumont

Stadium 8 2 -
Cr-4 Opportunity Acquisition

Funds for Lawrence-Dumont

Stadium 8 2 -
ED-3 Opportunity Purchases-

Right-of-Way 8 1 =
OM-1 Curb and Gutter Reconstruc-

tion (Various Locations) 8 1 -




Page 5 -

Board of Gity' immissioncrs
February 9, 1951

Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

Responses Responses
Project Page in Favor Opposing
Number Projeet Title Number of Project Project

RR-46 Skywalks-Downtown Core Area 9 1k -

S-8 Dry Creek Interceptor Sewer
Project; Dry Cr~ek Route or
Bluff Street R- .te

Sanitary Sewer Ho. 12
(Reconstruct) from Lincoln
to Treatment Plant No. 1

Main 9, Sanitary Sewer

No. 23 Extension from

29th Street to 37th

Street 10

MT-8 Sixteen Replacement Buses 10

MT-10 Twelve Replacement Buses 10

J-3 Heliport Facility 12

In addition to comments related to 1981 projects, several
projects were identified for acceleration. These projects
included the Northeast Circumferential on page 19; the

Amidon Street Improvement, page 20; Broadway Street Improve-
ment, Page 22; Douglas Avenue Improvements on pages 30 and 31;
Harry Street Improvement on page 35; Maize Road Improvement,
page 41; Maple Street Improvement, pages 42 and 43; Ridge Road
Improvement, page 50; Rock Road Improvement, pages 51-54;
Thirteenth and Oliver Intersection, Page 59; Thirteenth Street
Improvement, pages 61 and 62; Twenty-First Street Improvement,
page 65; and the Tyler Road Improvement, Page 67.

Utility programs included in the Proposed 1981-1986 CIP are
presented beginning on page 122 of the manual. Included within
the Utility section is a six-year capital program for the

Water Department, Sewer Utility, Metropolitan Transit Authority,
and Wichita Airport Authority. With the exception of the Metro-
politan Transit Authority, financing for the utilities do not
impact the mill levy within the General Debt and Interest Fund.

While it is noted that Arterial projects, Bridge projects and
Drainage projects reflect significant expenditures within the
capital budget, input from the citizenry of the City of Wichita
has indicated that these are the types of projects that they
are interested in seecing government provide,




Page 6 . {
Board of City cJommissioners )
February 9, 1981

Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

For your information I have recommended the deletion of
two projects.:. The first of these, PB-45 provides for the .
replacement of a condensate pump, receiving tank and
automatic boiler make-up which is reflected in the 1981
program for $15,000. I am recommending that this project
be financed within the operating budget of Community
Facilities. The second project, PB-47 provides for City
Hall Parking Garage brick replacement. This project is
scheduled in 1981 for $18,000. It is also recommended
for financing from the operating budget within Community
Facilities.

Pepresentatives of the boards and commissions and City
staff will be available at your February 10 City Commission
Meeting to answer questions relative to the Proposed 1981-
1986 CIP. However, it is not planned at this time that
they will make presentations unless requested to do so by
the Board of City Commissioners.

. H. Denton
City Manager

EHD: cce
Attachment

Ltyo &iﬁc/iwj




TS CI'TY OF WICIHTITA
OFIFIC OF CITIZEN I‘I_\HTIC!PJ\T[UN par:  Februavy 9, 1981

o Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer
rroa Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide 111
sunarcr CPO Recommendations on the
. Proposed 1981-86 CIP
Attached please find comments and recommendations from the CPO Neighborhood

Councils on the proposed 1981-86 cIp.

The reconmendations have been summarized by Project type to assist in expediting
the review process.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 4516.

Shirley Mast
Administrative Aide 111

SM:m1
attachment

NOTED:

oud Wil

Sarah Gilbert
Assistant CP Coordinator
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EXPRESSWAYS

Page 16

Page 17

Page 19

ARTERIALS

Page 20

Page 21

Page

RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE PROPOSED 1981-86 CIP

Kellogg Freeway-West Street to I-235

“E" - Supported as scheduled.
"0" - Supported as scheduled.

Study of an Urban Interchange (or flyover) on Kellogg at Oliver
"M" - Delete project.
Northeast Circumferential

"0" - Split decision.

Amidon Street Improvement - 29th Street No. to 37th Street No.
"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Broadway Right-of-way - 55th Street So. to 47th Street So.

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Four lane bridge at Broadway at Big Arkansas River

"B" - Supports if the John Mack Bridge is retained for two
one-way lanes,

Broadway Street Improvement - John Mack Bridge to Overpass
"E" - reschedule to 1982.

Collector Street Improvements

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

Forty-seventh Street So. - Broadway to Seneca

"C"_~ Supported as scheduled.

Forty-seventh Street So. ~ 1-235 to Arkansas River

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Harry Street Improvement

"H" - Suggest the project be extended east to include
full upgrade of the Harry/Webb intersection.




Recommendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP

Page 2

ARTERIALS cont'd...

Page 36

Ms-222,
Ms-250

MS-276,
MS-277,
Ms-278

MS-256

Hillside/Harry Improvement

“F" - Suggest that updated traffic counts be conducted.
The traffic counts reflected in the CIP were taken
before the Canal Route opened. If the increased
traffic flow on the Canal Route reduced the traffic
flow on Hillside and Hydraulic, this lessens the
need for this project.

Hydraulic Street Improvement - Kellogg to Harry

"F" - Same as above.

Hydraulic Street Improvement - MacArthur to 47th Street So.

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

MacArthur Road Improvement - I-235 to Seneca

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Maple Improvement - Ridge Road to 119th Street West

"N" - Supported as scheduled.

Maple Street Improvement - I-235 to Ridge Road

"N" - Supported as scheduled.

Maple Street Improvement - Sheridan to McLean Blvd.

"N" - Supported as scheduled.
"0" - Supported as scheduled.

McLean Blvd. Improvement

"0" - Supported as scheduled.

Murdock Improvement

"L" - Suggest that additional public hearings be scheduled
regarding the specific configuration of the realign-
ment of Murdock and that all area residents who have
previously attended meetings on the improvements be
notified of any future meetings. g

Residential Street Improvements

"D" - Supported as scheduled.




Recommendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP

Page 3

ARTERIALS cont'd...

Page 51 MS-129  Rock Road Improvement - Central to Donegal

"H" - reschedule to 1982 and include full upgrade of
the Central/Rock Road Intersection.

Rock Road Improvement - Donegal to 29th Street

"H" - Include signalization of intersection and
improvements at 13th/Rock Road.

Seneca and 31st Street Intersection

"C" - Supported as scheduled.
"E" - Supported as scheduled.

Page Seneca Street Improvement - MacArthur to 55th So.
"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Page Sidewalk Construction
“D" - Supported as scheduled.

Page eenth and Nliver Intersection
"I" - Reschedule to 1983.

Page 65 Twenty-first Street Improvements - Woodlawn to Tara

"I" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 69 e Woodlawn Street Improvement - 11th to 14th Street

"I" - Supported as scheduled.
Page 138 Webb Road - South of Kellogg (widen to four lanes)

"H" - Include project in the 1981-86 CIP. It is
indicated the project is not considered because
adjoining property is not in the City limits:
the Council noted that these conditions also
exist with a Rock Road widening project on Page
52. j

Page 141 Twenty-ninth Street No. Improvement - Amidon to Arkansas
"J" - Reconsider project for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP

due to heavy traffic and the safety of children
walking to school along 29th.




Recommendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP
Page 4

ARTERIALS cont'd...

—_—

Page 141 MS-205  Thirty-seventh Street Improvement - Meridian to Seneca

"M" - Reconsider project for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP
because of the extensive housing development occuring
in the area (Duke Diamond Complex, BOE Vocational
School). Also suggest updated traffic counts conducted
on the streets.

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Page 73 TE-26 31st and Meridian and Pawnee and Meridian - Full upgrade
"C" - Supported as scheduled.
Mt. Vernon between Poplar and freen - New School Pedestrian Signal

Street Name Signs in 15-square mile area

Rubberized Rail Crossings

"D" - Supported projects as scheduled.

"0" - Suggest that more funds be budgeted for the rubberized
rail crossings.

“L" - Supported the rubberized rail crossing project as
scheduled.

55th Street So. and Broadway - New installation
47th Street So. and Meridian - New installation

"C" - Supported projects as scheduled.

BRIDGES
Page 75 Bridge on Broadway at the Big Arkansas River
"C" - Supported as scheduled.
Page 76 Central Avenue Dam
"L" - Include dredging of the Little Arkansas River north of
+ the dam to 13th Street.
"N" - Supported as scheduled.
"0" - Supported as scheduled.
Page 141 Widen bridge on 29th Street at Little Arkansas River
"J" - Reconsider project for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP due

to heavy traffic and the safety of children walking to
school along 29th Street.
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gécummendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP

age 5

DRAINAGE
Page "80

PARK
Page

Page

Page

Page 102

Midland Valley Drainage Study. Companion project to
MS-49 and MS-50

"er - Suppofted as scheduled.

Montrose Jones Park
"J" - Supported projects.
Northeast Diversion - Wichita, Industrial Park Drainage

"J" - Opposed the project due to the funding source-total
G.0. bonds.

Right-of-way for drainage at 34th and Arkansas

"J" - Questioned the need for the project and the use of
G.0. bonds to pay for the project.

Sheridan Park

Southwest Industrial Park Storm Drainage Improvement

West Kellogg Drainage

"0" - Supported projects as scheduled.

Wichita Drainage Canal South and North of AT&SF Bridge

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

Nelson Street Drainage to the West 13th Street Storm Sewer
“N" - Reconsider oroject for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP.
"M" - Suggest that the City emphasize making drainage follow

the slope of land where feasible, thereby using gravity
and avoiding the need for expensive pumping stations.

Cessna Park

"H" - Delete Frisbee Golf Course.

Chapin Site

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Chishlom Creek Park

"I" - include "fitness trail" for the park.
Harrison Park

"H" - Supported allocation of $150,000 for site improvement.
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Recommendations on th
Page 6

PARK cont'd...

Page 109 P-49

Page 116

Page 117

Page 141

PUBLIC BUILDINGS

Page 118 FS-15
PB-29
PB-34
PB-30
PB-32

roposed 1981-86 CIP

Riverside Park

“L" - Delete reconstruction of the intersection of Nims
at Park Drive.

"M" - Delete display gardens and garden center. Concerned
about specific design and location of Marina.
Supported reconstruction of intersection at Nims and
Park Drive.

"H" - Delete display garden, garden cenier and Marina.

Willow Park Exercise Trail

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

New Park Southwest

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

"B" - Supported as scheduled. Suggested vacant land at the
corner of 3Ist. Street South and West Street as lo-
cation.

River Beautification (Bicycle Path Extension-Watson Park to
Galena)

"D" - Supported as scheduled.
Ice Skating Arena

"H" - Delete project.

Tree Planting

"D" - Supported as scheduled.
Herman Hil1l Park

Pawnee Praire Park

Miscellanecus Park

“E" - Reconsider projects for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP.
Also suggest Herman Hill Park as Tocation for arboretum.

Fire Training frounds - 31st Street South & Oliver
Energy Conservation Measures & Improvement - City Hall
Replace Historic Museum Roof & Boiler Flue Lining
Energy Conservation Measures - Ci ty Library

Energy Conservation Measures - Art Museum

"D" - Supported the projects as scheduled.
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Recommendations on th@mpused 1981-86 CIP
Page 7

PUBLIC BUILDINGS cont'd...
Page 119 PB-49 Downtown Transportation Center

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

DEPJ!.RTI‘-‘.EENT OF REDEVELOPMENT & REHAB!LITAT!ON
————— "= L YELUPMENT & REHABILITATION

Page 121 RR-37 Arkansas River Pedestrian Imorovements - East bank from
Lincoln to Pawnee

"E" - Supported as scheduled.

MTA

Page 129 16 Replacement Buses
10 Replacement Buses

"0" - Opposed projects. Suggest the purchase of more
economical buses.

AIRPORT

Page 133 Terminal Building Addition

"H" - Suggest project also include improvement to the
baggage handling facility.

Page 135 Heliport

"E" - Questioned the need for this project.
"H" - Questioned the need for this project.

MISCELLANEOUS PROJECTS AND COMMENTS
——ee o TROJECTS AND COMMENTS

Page 120 CF-2 Lawrence-Dumont Stadium
CF-3 )
CF-4 i

"0" - Supported projects as scheduled.
0M-1 Curb and Gutter Reconstruction

"L" - Include the 1400 Block of North Emporia for curb
and gutter reconstruction.

CPO "k" Opposed the proposed 1981-86 CIP because there are no
significant projects planned for the area, especially
related to drainage improvements.

CPO "A" To place a freeze on all future Park Department land pur-
chases. Park funds should be used to develop al] currently
owned property instead of acquiring new land.




RICHARD J. BOUSHKA
402 Lynwooo
WICHITA, KANSAS 67218

November 7, 1980

RECEIVE])

Mr. Robert A. Lakin NOV 12 1980

Director of Plarining METROP

The City of Wichita ROUTE IE_"}UTAN i
455 N. Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:

Within the last several weeks we have had discussions
with the City regarding street projects in the northeast
sector of Wichita. As a means of giving you as much informa-
tion as possible to support the recommendations which are
included in an October 22, 1980 letter from Mr. Robert R.
Fox, president of Comotara Properties, we are forwarding
data regarding the 21st and Woodlawn area.

My direct involvement is with the Brittany Center on
the southeast corner of 21st and Woodlawn. Our total project
will include approximately 200,000 s.f. of retail, banking,
health club and restaurants, and 200,000 s.f. of highrise
office space. Total expenditures on the property should
exceed $25,000,000.

To attract quality office users we plan to provide a
full range of support activities which by its very nature will
increase the traffic load on both Woodlawn and 21st streets.

Obviously, this is very sketchy and broad-brush and
if | can provide any more specific details which will be of
help to you, please let me know as soon as possible. Thank
you for your interest.

Very truly yours,
Do

Richard J. Boushka
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OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
CITY MALL — THIRIEENT 08
435 KORIH BAIN ST

WICHITA, KANSAS 67207 QOctober 27, 1980

{316} 260 4351

Mr. Robert R. Fox
President

Comotara Properties, Inc.
2421 Longwood Circle
Wichita, Kansas 67226

Dear Mr. Fox:

Your letter to me of October 22, 1980, with recommendations for street
projects to be included in the CIP is acknowledged.

Copies of your letter are being forwarded to the Director of Engineering
and the Director of Planning so that evaluation of the projects can be
accomplished prior to consideration by the CIP Administrative Committee.

It would be helpful if ycu could provide Mr. Bruggeman and Mr. Lakin
information as to the type and extent of development that the projects
would serve and the approximate amount of the private investment to be
made. :

e e i B it

sips

Any written public support you can provide suvch as advisory petitions
for the projects would also be beneficial.

Since
L2

Robert G. Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd :

cc: R, W, Bruggeman, Director of Engineering (w/a)
JGbert A. Lakin, Director of Planning (w/a)
Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer (w/a)
George Ablah, Yoodlawn Development Company
Dave Ritchie, Tallgrass Company
Don Slawson, Becker-Slawson
Dick Boushka, Brittany Center
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October 22, 1980

Mr. Robert Finch
Deputy City Manager
City of Wichita

455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:

Pursuant to our meeting in the City Manager's office on Friday, October 10, 1980,
during which we were asked to submit our recommendations for an improvement
schedule for arterial streets to alleviate the traffic congestion problem in
northeast Wichita, we herein propose the following order of priority for the
Capital Improvements Program:

C.l1.P.
Priority Year Location and Description Distance

1981 *29th Street - Woodlawn to Rock Road 1 Mile
1981 Woodlawn - 17th to 25th Street 1 Mile
1982 21st Street - Woodlawn to Tara Lane 1% Miles
1983 Rock Road - 21st Street to 32nd Street 1% Miles
1984 Rock Road - 32nd Street to 4lst Strect 1 Mile
Rock Road - 13th Street to 2Ist Street 1 Mile
1985 Rock Road - Central to 13th Street 1 Mile

#Petitions have been submitted and approved for 29th Street
- Woodlawn to Rock Road and has been shown above for
reference purposes only.

The above schedule i%& based on priorities as related to present and future needs;
complexities of each situation; and maintaining open routes for traffic flow
during construction.

If the schedule and order of priority is agrecable with your administrative staff,

then we will proceed as rapidly as possible to process petitions and public
support as needed by your office.

Comotara Proportios, Inc. / 2421 Longwood Circle | Wichita, Kansas G7226 | (316) 686-7451




Mr. Robert Finch &
October 22, 1980
Page Two

We would appreciate your earliest possible attention to this program, and please
feel free to call us if we can be of any assistance.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Fox
President

RRF:co

cc:  George Ablah, Woodlawn Development Company
Dave Ritchie, Tallgrass Company
Don Slawson, Becker-Slawson
Dick Boushka, Brittany Center
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OFFICE OF Director of Engineering DATE January 30,11 §81-——— L At

JAN 30 1851

To Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager {,/(:c;k.s '..,,6: &-,,.E:n.-,

- : 2 ] Send 30 . e
FroM R. W, Bruggeman, Director of Engineering DFile

SUBJECT 1981 - 1986 Capital Improvement
Program (CIP)

The Southwestern Bell Telephone Company has expressed their
concern regarding the scheduling of the widening and reconstruction
of 37th Street North, from Broadway to Hydraulic. I have attached
a copy of their letter which explains their concern.

The project is included in the CIP in 1986 at a cost as follows:

Design $ 47,500 GO
47,500 SA

Construction 947, 500 GO
947,500 SA

The project will also require drainage which has not been included
in the CIP,

This matter is being brought to your attention so that it can be
considered at the Tuesday, February 3, 1981, City Commission

meeting if you so desire.
(N o

R. W. Bruggen(an
Director of Engineering

RWB:gr

Attachment
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B CF Erztaering Sou wegtem Bell
January 28, 1981

OSP Engineering

Central Operations

626 N. Broadway

Wichita, Kansas 67214

5

R. W. Bruggeman

City of Wichita .
Director of Engineering Dept.
455 N. Main 7th Floor
Wichita, Kansas 67202

RE: Capital Improvement Program 1981-1986 Project ## MS-65

* Dear Sir:

' Southwestern Bell Telephone Co. is in the brocess of preparing a major

relief project on 37th St, North from Broadway to Hydraulic. This pro-
Jject will provide additional facilities for existing businesses and
provide facilities for the Bridgeport 2nd Addition. The project is
beiny engineered now with an anticipated completion date of 12-31-82.

The project will propose new underground cable, conduit, and manholes
from Broadway to Hydraulic. This will allow the removal of all aerial
cable along 37th St. North. Our plans were to coordinate the placement
of conduit and manholes with the street widening project MS-65. The
Capital Improvement Program (1980-1985) showed project MS-65 scheduled
for 1981. The new Capital Improvement Program (1981-1986) shows the
project scheduled for 1986. Unfortunately our relief to this area must
be provided by the middle of 1982.

If project MS-65 is to be postponed to 1986 we need detailed plans
indicating anticipated street widths, easement locations, etc. so that
we can plan for the needed relief in the area and position our new plant
appropriately for your future road project. With the current economic
environment I'm sure you can understand our concern and our immediate
need for this information. 2

If you have any questions concerning our project please contact Louise
A. Eaton, Ntwk. Svecs. Supv, OSP Engr. - 268-2104 or John Pribble, Ntwk.
Svecs. Supv. OSP Engr. - 268-2103.

Your cooperation and immediate attention to this matter is greatly
appreciated. 5

Respectrfully,

Fate TNy
Mgrd OSP Engincering.
Wichita Central
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December 17, 1950

Grover E. McKee, Secretary/Treasurer
Innovare Development Corporation
2224 Columbine

Wichita, KS 67204

Dear Mr. McKee:

As per your verbal request, I will see that the Administrative Committee
discusses a project on Seneca Street, north of 37th Street. As you are :
aware, there are a number of requests that come in relative to street orojects;
therefore, this s not a commitment that the project will be done in the
near future, but 1t {s a commitment that it will be discussed by the Admin-
1stra:;.1ve Committee. This {s the first step in the process of initiating
a project.

Should you need any add{itional information, please advise. :

Sincerely,

A

Russell L. Brenner
Director of Administration
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COMMERCE
. Mayor. Robert G. Knight and
. Members of the City Commission
. City of Wichita
. 455 North Main
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Mayor Knight and Commissioners:

- The Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce is interested in the continued
expansion of our. economy and the availability of necessary. facilities to
accommodate continued expansion. We believe the construction of new
and the improvement and maintenance of existing streets and highways
are a vital part of our ability to continue a strong economy .

. We have reviewed the recently completed East/West Traffic Flow Study and

-the 1980-1985 Capital Improvement Program and have developed a number

.of recommendations regarding future improvements. The recommendations

- include:

1. Improving Kellogg as the major. east/west traffic route through
the city including grade separations at critical intersections.

- Channelizing key intersections throughout the city .

Reclassifying First and Second Streets as arterials for traffic
carrying streets,

Improving railroad crossings.
Moving forward on the Northeast Circumferential.
. Establishing a revalving fund for design activities.
- Attached is a report discussing in detail these and other recommendations .

-Funding is a limitation on several of these projects. The Chamber is actively
working for legislative changes in this area.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Mayor Robert G. Knight and
Members of the City Commission
December 5, 1980

Page 2

We look forward to the recommended improvements being planned with construction
completed and would be pleased to work with the City of Wichita in order to
accomplish the needed improvements.

Sincerely,

7
.Tom Dondlinger, Chairman

Streets, Highways and Public Transportation Committee

(8 Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
Traffic Commission
Ray Bruggeman
Gene Denton
Glen Dockery
Monroe Funk
Paul Graves
Robert Lakin
Bill McKinley
Bill Stockwell
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TO: City Commission Monroe Funk
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Paul Graves
Traffic Commission Robert Lakin
Ray Bruggeman Bill McKinley
Gene Denton Bill Stockwell
Glen Dockery

g

FROM: Tom Dondlinger, Chairman
Streets, Highways and Public Transportation Committee
Wichita Area Chamber of Commer:a

COMMENTS REGARDING: (A) East-West Traffic Flow Study,
Dated September 9, 1980

g N e B

(B) Capital Improvement Program (CIP),
City of Wichita, 1981-1985

ENCLOSURES: (1) East-West Traffic Flow Short Range and Long-Range
Recommendations, Attachments A & B to W. L. Stockwell Memo,
Dated November 3, 1980

(2) Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce Letter to the City Commission,
Dated September 5, 1980

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




