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DATE 12/2/80i.'/HITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

ME-rROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1

TC Ray W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT OPTIMIZATION OF CENTRAL AREA TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM

As a part of our effort to reduce the level of carbon monoxide pollution
in the central area of the city, we are required by EPA to implement those
Transbortation Control Measures (Te·P s) that will reduce auto emissions so we
are no longer in violation of the EPA standard. We are working on a number of
TCM's including the voluntary I/M program (now under contract to the Kansas
Lung Association), restriction of on-street. parking, street and intersection
improver.ents, transit servi.ce improvements, car/vanpool ridesharing programs,
staggered work hours, and others.

ilhff

On November 19, the Traffic Coptmission approved a plan to restrict parking
on numerous central area arterials. This was a recommended 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 ti:ring system could be improved with Considerable
.emissions reductions and g;,soline savings resulting. (See calculations as per

Exhibit A.) The savings shown 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 tining system requires a considerable amount of
manpower which you like everyone else may be short of. Since staff positions
are fixed for next year, i.t may be necessary to pursue another course of action.

Let ma suggest the fol.lowiny: The East-West Task Force recommended a

computerized signal Contral syst..: This would take several years to study,
design ·a:id install. In the mearitime we need to i=:Drove the existing system
in order to realize the CO reduction be:lefits which ue need now. I would

suggest that an item be placed in the 1981 CIP to fund a two phase improvement
program for signals in the central area. Phase one would collect the necessary
data to determine the feasibility of a compt:terized signal system. That data

would be used to rim the TAI::.1-:T Programs the output of which would be used to
retime the central area signal.s as c short tin solution. ' The short Darrin
solution would produce the necessary CO reductiens neoded to fulfill our
cor:mitrtenLs to EPA to achieve ·:cc.:.:·ible sta'ic·,rds 1,>· Ticcerber 31, 1982. Phase
II of the study: would be a detera.inalien of the feasibility of a signal system
monitored and co.itrolled by an un-line computer. ·this would be tile long range
solution.

The calculations shown in Exhibit A indicate that even sciall savings
in traveltic.e can produce very significant savings to the motoring public.
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Ray W. Bruggeman -2- December 2, 1980

OPTIMIZATION OF CENTRAL AREA TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM

Monies spent to improve the efficiency of the central area signal 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 commit:ments to implement those TOI' 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

t Attachment

cc: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
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WOODL-%61 Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length Miles

Criteria ,core

No.
Raw . Wt

Factor Measure weisht 10 1 4 1 Score Score

to 740
1• Current Traffic Volumen Current ADT i 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 I :.000 4 29(0

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 8 4 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 I 0.7 mo

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 t O.
1 O 370

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0% IO
li,crease j0
Z over

current 44
540

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of >75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25: 1O 10
System at

Standard 7 366
6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface 

(Condition Gravel & illa e Deterio- in Poor
of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 inile. 4 -bZ
Location tributing from 48

2 Miles

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 3Z

8. Project Effectivene,i Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20% /0 GBo
Capacity
Increase 252. 941

9. Project Unit Coati Cost per € 5¢ 3 - 15¢ 16 - 23¢ > 25¢ 10 2,2,0
Vehicle- ' '

Mill 10
Street Segment Score

b
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KE-j-LO44 1,4 Ttlt.CHA-44 Er
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Street: From

*35%9

Length titles

Criteria ;core

Raw ' Wt
4 1 Score Score

740

Stri·et improvemt·nt Evaluation Worksheet

to

NO. Factor Maolure Weight 10

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 7+ 125,000 15 - 24,999 3 - 14,999 € 6,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 89 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 . 0.1 1 0 890

3. Accidelite EPDO Rate      . 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 0.11 to R.·4 ..0 2-On

4. Traffic VoluM Increaii Year 2000 D 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% to Slo
Increase

2 over

current

5. Contributioni to Completed Sy,tem
4.t

Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25% /0
System at
Standard 51

6. Ext•tinx Condition of Street Phyalcal Cusrently Surface B.. Surface 1 ·62
Condition Cravol 6 Base Deterlo-
of Surface

in Poor 74-
Surft,ce Deteric- rated

Base
bundition

rating •

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Wtthin >2 milrs
Location

tributing 2 Miles fron

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Eectivene., Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 39% €20% I0 (030> 100%

Capacity
Increase ¢03

9. Project Unit Co•ti Cost per ' c k 5 -13¢ 16 - 25c I 25¢ t0 330
Vehicle-

mitr

Street Segment Score 4/551
r.8.-02 -
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KI,1*0_044 *T M6-3ob
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

street: W'Ere.8 From to Length lillia

Criteria kcore

Row W.
No. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 < 5,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Accidents EPDO Rate , 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 008.4 14.0

4. Traffic Volume Increaie Year 2000 . 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

Increase

2 over

current

LO?

6

1

8

Contributioni to Completed System Percent of , 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% c 25%

System at

Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Ctindition Cravel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterto- rated Condition

Base rating

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milea

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

·3*347
5/8

449?2

0

0

Siaft
0 09*.

7

600 -r =

1
8

< 20% 4 252

to

Project Effectivence, Percent 1100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59%

Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15c 16 - 25¢ > 25C 10 33O

Vehicle- Neel»F
nile 1O

Street Segment Score 3894
Page ___ of -
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CENT»¤ A.T

Street: WEST From

NO. Factor Measure

44 0#5%24 ·

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

to

Criteria Reor/.

Weight 10 7

1. Cutrent Traffic Volumes Current ADT i 25,000 15 - 24,999

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1

3. Accidents .13.0 8.5 to 12.9EPDO Rate

4. Traffic Volume Increage Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49%

Increase

Z over
current

5. Contributton, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 7
System at .
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Baee Surface

Condition Crtivel & Base Deterlo- in Poor 7of Surface Surfaie Deterlo- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement project In N.A.A. Iii Con- Within >2 mit. 7
Location tributing 2 Miles from 7

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveneu Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20% 4 252
Capacity
Increase 4 2SZ

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢ 10
Vehicle-

mili• 10 330
Street Segment Score 3774

Page _of

L
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Length Miles

Raw Wt

4 1 Score Score

7 S/8
5 - 14,999 € 5,000 7
0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

104.0 to 8.4 € 4.0
940

/e·> 570
0 to 25% if 0% 4

€94·.
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Street Impfuvement Evaluation Worksheet E-10
Street: to Length

O.5
Miki

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 4 1 Score Score

1· Current Traffic Volumci Current ADT 1 25:000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000 10 140

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7
.,UC

10 £310

3. Acctle,(te EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 00 12.9 4.0 to 8.4. € 4.0 10 570

4. Traffic.Volume Increaia Year 2000 > 50% +23 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase 2.l 6
2 over 3plbo (6 M..0
current

5. Contributluni to Completed System Percent of I 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% I 25% Sk©
System at

D
Standard lo 910

6. Exieting Condition of Street MAcal Currently Surface Bak Surface \ 74
Condition Graval & Base Deterio- in. Poor
of S.irface Surface Derertu- rated \4:undition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement: Project In N.A.A. In Coin-- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from, 10 So
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiven-I Percent i 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity to *30
Increase

9. Project Unit Com Cost per 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Vehicle- 8.-15
mj le

33

Street Segment Score -175
Page - of -
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2,''lbl·- L

Length 0,64 Milee
3

ct·34%

mwil

„DI E-Jf ";6 Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
Street: 202 -200 From CS;NT"AL- *  to 44* d.

Criteria Score

ital wr . ?ffiff
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

61

5

1. Current Truffle Volumes Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 5,000 + 29&

2· Extsting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/CRatio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 10 890
3. Accide':ts El'DO Rate 1 13.n 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0 10 570
4. Traffic Volume Increa/0 Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

Z over o 590
7. G

current

S. Cuntribution, te Completed System Percent of > 75% ·30-75% 25 tu 50% < 25%

System at

St,indard

6. Editing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base

438*
Surface

Condition Cravel 6 Base Deterio- in Puor

If Surface Surface Deterlo- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. Iii Con- Within >2 m/18

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. N.A.A.
8

of N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene,i Percent , 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity 10 (030 -
1/er.·as:

9. Project Unit Cuiti Cust per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 254
Vel,tele- * 7 231
m11e

Street Segment Score 3765

Page_of-
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Street liprovemeit Evaluation Worksheet Us-49

Street: UBfe Frum Skivicta. to Length 2.06 Mile,

Criteria lcore
IWW -Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weiglit 10 1 4 1 Score Score

A

1. Current Traffic volumes Current ADT 2 25:000 15 - 24.999 5 - 14,999 • 6.000 -r 4-/w

2· Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 10 890
3. Accide,its EPDO Rate 11],0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0 7 699

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

1:,cre=

Z over I0 54b
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% . 25% 61

System at
Standard

6. Exiating Condition of Street Physical curreittly Surface Base Surface

Condttion Gravel 6 Base Deterto- in Pcor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

t
7. Air Quality Improvement. Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 mila

hation tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

. 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 591 ¢20%
8. Project Elfectivenes, Percent

Capacity 1 0 630
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- ID 330
mile

Street Segment Score 37/1

page _ of
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Street:

No.

r

729€9165

t·'i=GAe

KELLOG,4 4-T
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

O LI VEr#=
From to Length

Criteria <core

Factor }leasure Weitht 10 7 4

2·
»4

3%
am

i

Milee

Rail Wt

1 Score Score

10 140

990

344
Dll

1. C,irrent Traffic Volumes Curent ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

3. Accidenta EPDO Rate 1 138 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0 j

4. Traffic Volume IncrAaic . Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0% /
Increase

% over 7
current

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of 25 to 50% to> 75% 50-75% < 25%

System at 7 364.
Standard

6. Extiting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface /
Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterto- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterie- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milrs +
Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. 0 of N.A.A. N.A.A.
3Z

8. Profect Effectivene,I Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
1 100%

Increase 251

9. Project Unit Cost, Cost per 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25C > 25¢ /0 22>0
Vehicle-

.{1. 330

Street Segment Score

Page - of -
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Street: From 49

'44

1 k €,5'»
ibulae.,

' .  ...:22://0 - . 'l- :1 ' t . A.

& C W. ** IP , 7 -1-, 1 f. '31- 4,20

Criteria kore

Contributions to Completed System Percent of ' , 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%
System at
Standard

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
H 6- t. 1. 1 40' N. OF 4 7 TH S. Length |• 21-

NO,

1.

2.

3.

4.

Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADI 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . Moo

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

Accidente EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4 n to 8.4 f 4.0
Traffic. Volume Increame Year 2000 > 50% +25·to 49% 0 to 25% 30%Increase

% over

current

6.

1.

8.

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor
of Surface

Surfape Deterio- rated Condition
Bale

rating

Air Quality Improvcment Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within ,2 mil.s

Location tributing 2 Miles fron

N.A.A. Of N.A.A. N.A.A.

project Effectivenui Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%> 100%
Capacity
Increase

9. project Unit Coits Cost per € 5¢ 5-15¢ 16 - 25¢ . 25¢
Vehicle-

milit

Street Segment Score

Page -

>14'.,

-IJ

M€-269
Miles

Raw wr

Score Score

to 890
4 428

ll G

7

8

10 630
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4910*«'

145 -2•4
4

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Dvoamt-h Length
Frum

0.30 Miles

Street:

Criteria icore
Raw 'Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current leaftle Volumes Current At)T > 25.000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 I :,000 5/8

2· Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 to 890

3. Accldeifts EPIDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 7 399< 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2[100 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%

Ii,crease

2 over 4 -228
current

sy*f
5. Cot,tributions to Completed System per:ent of I 75% 50-75 25 to 50% < 25%

System at 10 510
Statidard

6. Existing Condition uf Street Pliysteal Currently Surface BaAe Surface 71.
Cond ttien Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Puor

uf S,irrac: Surface Merle- rated Condition

Base rating

Pr•lit·et In N.A.A. IiI Coin- Within >2 milr•

7. Air Quality Improvement
tributing 2 Miles from

1.ratton 8

f

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenes, Percent , 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

10 630Capacity

Increase

9. PMJect Unit Cust'
I 5/ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Cost per

Vehicle- 10 330
mile_._._. Street Segment Score _158

Page - 02 -
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2 29

Do'.4 LA-3 A-T
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: E:©46-4008- From to

NO. Factor

Criteria ;core

Meaaure Weight 10 7

Length Miles

Raw Wt

4 1 Score Score

125,000

4 294,
1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5.000 29(0

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to'0.9 < 0.7
to

3. Accidents El'DO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0
7 899

4. Traffic Volume Increase Vear 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% 10 Elb 
Increase 10
% over 540
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% I 25% 10

System at 7
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface /
Condition Grave1 6 Base Deterio- in Puor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Brise rating 94

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milen •4- 3Z

Location tributing 2 Miles from A.
N.A. A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 31.

8. Project Effectivcnesi Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20% 152·

Capacity 10
630Iitcrcase

9. Project Unit Costi Cost per S - 15c 16 - 25c > 25¢ 10 330
Vehicle-

ln
mile

Street Segment Score 3555

Page - of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet: MS-30€-=

Street: From GoVER)460aA, to Length
O. ED Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes, Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 € 5,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 <0.7 to 850

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 4 148
4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

Z over

current 378

5. Contributioni to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% 25%

Sy'tem at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Strect Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gr./el & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterlo- r cd Condition 7
Base rating

7. Ate Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from B
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

3. Project Effectiveness Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% €20%

Capacity ID 6030 -
Increase

9. Pmject Unit Coiti Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- 1 23)
mile

Street Segment Score

Page _ of _
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Street Impiovement Evaluation Wo/keheet

St,Elt: =-2.35 tu De-' 24« length 0.6 E-qe
lilla,

Criteria ;corr

Rav Wt NO. ractor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

35.94€
1. Current Traffic Volumci Current ADT 125;000 15 - 24,999 3 - 14,999 € L.000 10 740

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 10 8¢90
3. Accident• EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4. . 4.0

4. Traffic .Volu- Increase Year 2000 > 50* +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increas u

Z over 4
current

1 #q

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 30% < 25%

System at
Standard 10 €40

6. Ext,Ung Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface BaMI Surface-· 74
Cond ttion Craval 6 nose Deterto- in. Poor
of S.rface Surface Dererio- rated Condition
Base rating I

7. Air Quality Improvement Pr,ject In N.A.A. In Con- Whhin >2 milps

Location tributing 2 }:ties tron
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenci' Percent i 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 39: € 20%

Capacity
Increase

10 630-

9. Project Unit Cost. Cost per € 5¢ 3 - 13¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

1$1 Vehicle-

mile

Street Segment Score Rlil.
of

.

2*'

L

L
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length titles

Criteria;core

NO. Raw
Factor Wt

Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes
to 14 0

Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5.000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 t6 0.9 . 0.7 lo 2390

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 1 57
4. Traffic Volume Incran Year 2000

+25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0% 4
Iltcrease

% over

current

5. Contribution, to Completed Sy,tem Percent of i 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at ID
„-0

Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Pily'lcal Currently Surface Base
Condition Surface Gravel 6 Base Deterto-
of Surface

in Poor
'Surface Deterlo- rated

Base
Condition

rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Projert In N.A.A. In Con- Withtn >2 milen 56
Location1 tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Prolect Effectivene,l Percent /100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20% ;0
Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Co•t• Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 250 330
Vehicle-

mile

Street Segment Score -lill
P•ge _ of

L
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WN'Wium *:60'94¢ *.: ,
44)*14:-:

SM+ A AT Street Improvement Evaluation Workiheet MS- 190

Str..t:
SENSU. From to Length Miles

Criteria #core

Raw Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 Score Score

4

1. Current Traffic Volumes

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio

3. Accidents

4. Traffic Volume Increaic

14%8

& Condition of Street

Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000

4
V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7

\0

to
EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

,0

Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

Increase

% over

current

Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25;

System at 7
Standard

Phymical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Grnvel & Base Deterio. in Poor 1

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within 9 mne• 7

Location tributing 2 Miles from 7 ·
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

Percent . 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% 4-

Capacity 4·
Increase

Coic per 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c >25¢ 10
Vehicle-

10
mile

Street Segment Score

page of
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5. Contrlbutions to Completed System

6. Exi/tin,

7. Air Quality Improvement

8. Project Effectivenei

9. Project Unit Costs
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Street Improvement Evaluation Workeheet

From to Length

3f
NO

1.

2.

5.

1.

8.

9.

Criteria ;core

Factor . Measure Weight 10 7 4

Current Traffic Vulume, Current ADT > 25.000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 · 0.7 to 0.9

Accidents EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

Traffic Volume Incronia ¥ear 2000 . 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 23%

Increase

1 over

cur.·ent

Contribution, to Completed Sy,tem Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50%

System at

Standard

Miles

Rbi Wt

1 Score Score

7 SIS

5.000 4 29G

< 0.7 /0

10,
I 4.0

to 570

3 oz i&*8·

€ 25% /O 74*>%/,
tO -S4e

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Bale Surface /
Condition Gravel & Base Daterio- in Poor ;
of Surface . Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base ratieR

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within 22 milf. 9
Location tributing 2 Miles from 7

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

-1'4
SU

56
23*

Project Effectivene„ Percent

Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Colt/ Cost per
Vehicle-

• mile

1100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20% 4- 252

Z62

5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢ 10 330

/0 ¥50

Street Segment Score

r•El ./

4 --2 .:

1
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet h/6-23803
Street: ,4262,4,4.- From to Length Miles

Criteria :core

th Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score ·Score

4 29+
1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 1,000 4- 290
2. Existing Volumc/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0,7

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 to 970
¢70

4. Traffic Volume IncrAaae Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0% IO 570
Increase

% over 4
current 228

5. Contributions to Completed Systemn Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 54
System at f0
Standard 540

6. Exicting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface SZ
Condition Gravel 6 Base Deteric- in Poor /
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition SL
BoIc rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Prulect In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 mnes 7 56
Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.
7

SG

8. Proj0ct Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20% 4 252
Capacity
Increase 4 252

ti 9. Project Unit Costi Cost per 5 - 13¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25, 10
Vehicle-

mili toi
Street Segment Score jw99 11

Page of - 462.
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Street Improvement Evaluation Workiheet

Street: SEASCA From to Length Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw 6

NO. easure Wetght 10 7 4 1 Score Score
Factor

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,g9g 5.000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7
10

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% 4
Increase 4
Z over

current

3. Contributions to Completed Syiter Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 1O

System 't
7

Standard

6. Exiating Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface '1
Condition Crivel 6 Base Deterto- in Poor /
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles 7 SG
Location tributing 2 Miles from 7

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenes, Percent i 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% 4- ZSZ

Capacity
Increase

252

9. Project Unit Costa Cost per < 5¢ 5- 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢ /O '330

Vehicle-
10 Bao ti

mlle

Street Segment Score

Page of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length Miles

Criteriagcore

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

N

1. Current Traffic Volumes Cu rrent ADT 125.000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5.000 7 St S

2· Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 10
< 0.7

to

3. Accidents EFDO Rate
f 0

> 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Inereaie Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% 4
Increase

% over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25- 10
System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Bane Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Deteric- in Poor of Surface Surface Deterto- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement: Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within 9 miles 7
Location tributing 2 Miles from 7

N.A. A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenesi r, cent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

C.•28City
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 250 > 25/

Vehicle-

mile t0

Street Segment Score

Page - of -

L
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From boacl wa,1 to 52*eca Length 1.00 Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure weight 10 7 1 Score Score

1. C.irrent Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 ' L,000. 2%

Editing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 to 890
3. Accidents Erll) Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 7 399
4. Traffic Vulume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% ' 0%

Increase

% ever

current

5. Conecibutions tu Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%
System at

Sta,idard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
Dind Ittom Gravel & Base Deterio- In l'our·
of Stirface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

rating

7. Air Quality improvement Prolect In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milp•

1.ucation tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.
8

8. Project Effectiveness Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Cipacity I O GYIncrease

9. Prulect Unti Costi Cust per • 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢
Vehicle-

mile

Street Segment Score -30€2=
Page _ of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: Uath•+Auy I -215
From to Suece Length

O.76
Miles

Criteria ;cor,•
Raw Wr

Factor Meaaure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumei Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 - 5,000 4- 294,

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 10 890

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2{100 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% 6-4-

570

11.rease

1 over

current

5. Contribution• to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 108
System at
St,i,Ward

 tatiendition of Street
Physical Currently Sur[ace Base Surface

Con.lit lon Gravel 6·Base Deterio- in Poor

of Suirface Surface Deterio- rate,1 Condition

11.13•C ratilig

7. Atr Quality Impruvement Project In N.A.A. Within >2 mills

Location tributing 2 Miles frum
8

N. A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveney, Percent , 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity /0 6150
In, rease

9. Project Unit costs Cost per 4 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

'Vehicle- 4 ,-32
mile .___

Street ;egment Scure 3306

page of
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Street:

NO.

'22*34:328%24@feS2

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

29"' st Al . From A•Won ,o A,ka..as

Criteria

Factor Xeusure Weight 10 · 7

21*&4-4 1

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25.'000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 L,000 4 2-
1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 <0.7 7 6,232. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C R.itio

R.·Ate3. Accld:ifts EPIM, > 13.0 8 5 to 11.9 4.0 tu 8.4 < 4.0

Traffte Volume Increase ie., r 20010 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

In'·re;,Ne

Z over 1
curre,it

5. Contribut[.Ii to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at

Standard

6. Ext,ting Condition of Street Physt-1 Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Bale Deterio- in Poor

of Surfsce Surface Derertu- rated Condition

Base rating

7. AIr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. in Con- Within >2 milen

tributing 2 Miles from 4 3z1.ocat tun
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

7

> 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

8. Project Effectivenes' Percent

Capacity 10 £030
Increase

9. Project Cult Custs Cuht per . 5¢ 5 - 15c 16 - 259 > 25€

7

. street Segment Score 3122-
34.4 Page _ of

4
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DouALAS AT
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length Miles

Criteria ;corr

Raw. Wt
No. Factor Measure Weikht 10 1 4 1 Score Score

15}S
1. Current Traffic Volumes Current AOT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 < 5.000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 <0.7
10 080

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4
to. 470

€ 4.0

4. traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%
Increaqe

2 over

current

5. Contributioni to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% /0
System at

Standard
4

6. Exioting Condition of Street Pliysical Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Dercrio- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles 10 90
Location tributing 2 Miles from f0

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. SO

8. Project Effectivene„ Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59: €20% 4 Z5Z
Capacity
Increase

4 252

9. Project Unit Co,t, Cost per 5 -15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢ 10 32»
Vehicle- 0 0

mile /0 330
Street Segment Score .&&82.

Page_of_
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: OUVE,L, From to Length Miles

Criteria ;corr

Raw. Wt
No. Factor Measure Wefght 10 1 Score Score

7 SIS
1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,9gg 5 - 14,999 < 1.000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 toi.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7
890

4

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0
to.

8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 673
4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 501 +25 to 49% 0 to 25% coz 4

Increase

Z over 10

k current Slb

5. Contributions to Completed Syitem Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 251 aae
System at 7
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Pliysical Currently Surface Base Surface 1
Condition Cravel 6 Nse Deterio- in Poor <
of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvciant Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within 4 -52

Location tributing 2 titles from 4 32
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene.i Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59: 252-< 20%>100%

Caracity
25Z

Increase

9. Project Untt Coiti Cost per € 5¢ 5-15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢ 3-50
Vehicle-

/O
Street Segment Score

P.g.

Or
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(/90 T F-*4,1 AT
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street:
£046+4602

From to Length Miles

Criteria ;core

XO. Row Wt
Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

7 SIe
1· Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 ..000

4. 29<0

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to-0.9 < 0.7

3. Accldents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 7
4. Traffic Volume lne,ease Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%

Increase

2 over 37 8
current

5. Contributione to Compl•ted System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%
System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface fCondition Cravel 6 Base Dcterio- in Pwor
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base

rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within .2 milri 4
Location

-52
tributing 2 Miles from

i
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

4- 32

8. Project Effectivenesi Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20% 4 2SZ
Capacity
Increase 1O

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per < 5, 3 -15© 16 - 25¢ > 25c
Vehicle- /O 330

mill 10 330
Street Segment Score 3257

Page ___ of ___
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Pott 2®24Street: From Length Miles

Criteria ;corr

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 1.000· 2942

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 10 890
3. Accident. EPD,) Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 4 14

Traffic Volume Increase Ye.ir 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

Inerea

72 over

current

5. Contributiuns to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface 4
hdition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in reor·

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. li Coii- Within >2 milea

Location tributing 2 Miles f rom

N.A.A. of N.A.A.
S

N.A.A.

£ Project Effectivenell Percent i 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% /20%

Capacity
Inc re.,se

1 0 U30

9. Preject Unit Oust Cost per < 5, 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

7 231Vehicle-

mlle

Street Segment Score -211-
Page _of
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KELLO4 ar #r v f e- Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length Miles

Criteria kore
Raw . Wt

No. Factor Measure Weii:lit 10 1 4 1 Score Score

10

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 :,000 140

2. Exigting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7
7 622>

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

4. Traf[ic Volume Increaae rear 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% lUz +
Increase

2 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25% 1O
System at

Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Banc Surface

Condition C Avel & Base Dcterlo- in Poor 14

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Basc rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A· In Con- Within >2 miles 7 SG

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene,I Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20% 441

Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Comts Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢ 330
Vehicle-

milc
Street Segment Score 3,2-2.8

Page _of -
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Street

CRTRAL AT

WOOD LAWN
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

From to

No

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

.

Factor Measure Wefght 10 7

-1

Length Miles

teria kore

Raw. Wt
4· 1 Score Score -1

7 5)8

%4:I.'/Ill. . ..hl..r\04*gs#aw -4,- 4,2341, . 4,7

Current Traffic Volumes Current At]T 1 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999

Extiting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

Accidents EPDO Rate · 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4
Traffic Volume Increaie Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25%

Increase

% over

current

Contribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50%

System at
Standard

Rl Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base

Condition Gr,tvel 6 Base Deterio-
of Surface · Surface Deterio- rated

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvem

8. Project Effective-,

9. Project Unit Coati

L

Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within

Location tributing , 2 Miles
N.A.A. of N.A.A.

Percent 1100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59:

Capacity
Increase

Colt per . € 3¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢
Vehicle- i

mile

Street Segment Scon

5.000

< 0.7

7
10

€ 4.0
t0

1 0% 4

€ 25% 7

Surface

in Poor

Condition

>2 miles 1
from

N.A.A.

€ 20% 4-
4

> 25¢

to

3112.
Page - of -
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Street: Wood CALM From

1

2

]

5

8

NO. Factor Mcalure

UM¥ 4%

.My.*. *4

Street improvement Evaluation Worksheet hts.
E-hil I to 20 +• St. d

Length 0.85 Miles

Criteria;corr

Raw Wt
Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

AR*
Current Traffic Volumes . Current AD, · 2 23,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999 . 5,000. 61-7*

Watins: Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 <0.7 )

Accidents EPID) Rate 1 1 3, 0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0 5
Traffic Vulum Increale Ycar 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% . 0%

Ii,crease

Z over

currelt

Contributions to Completed Syitem Percent Of , 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% , 25=
System at ·
Standard

Existing Condition of.Strect Physteal Currently Surface BURe Surface ; lim
Condition · Grave 1 &·Base Deterio- 1/ Fuor
of Surface Surface Dererle- , rated Condition
Bils:

rating -

Air Quality Improvement Pr'Ject In N.A.A. In Con- Wtt 111,1 >2 milrs
Location tributing 2 Miles from

tA.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

10 89(

+  42-1

€9-

57 2

8 %19

Project Effectivenes: Percelt 1 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity
In (,80

.9.

9. Project Untt Coatm Cont per , 5, 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25( > 250
Velitcle- 7 231
mile

Street pe/ment Score _33-19
Page of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
#45-44

Street: From Ned A,+A
to 47+* st. €. Length 1.00 Miles

Crit<,ria ;core
Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 4 1 Scure Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24.999 5 - 14,999 4
2. Exliting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratto 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 10 890

3. Accidents Erm) Rate > 11.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

4. Traffic Volume increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

1,1¢rease

2 over I s4
current

5. Colitributiona to Completed System Percent of > 751 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% %6+
System at

Staudard

6. Eitating Condition of Street PI,y steal Currentl, Surface Base Surface
Condition Cravel & Base Deterlo- in Pour

of Surface Surface Dererio- Condition

Base

rated

rating

7. Atr Quality Improvement Proil·It In N.A.A. In Con- Within 12 milrs
Locatien tributing 2 Miles f rori 8

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene•i Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Incre·,se

CO 630

9. Project t:nlt Coate Cont per 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25'

Vehicle- 1 231
mtle

2!1433 St reet Segment Score 32-1 9
Page of
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Street Improvm·nt Evaluation Worksheet
As-9 1

Street: 11- St. At From to Length D.15 Miles

Criteria korr

No. Raw Wt
Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumee Current ADT 1 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.9g9 < 5,000 4 2%
Editing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 4 -bsU

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 to 970

5.

77

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 1 0%
Increase

2 over

current

Cuntributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-751 25 to 50% < 25Z
Syst'·m at
Stalidard

.4

8

Existing an,dition of Street 1,11"1/4,1 . Currently Surface Base Surface
[kindtrion (:ravel 6·Base Deterto- 1 n Puor
ur ./rface Surface Der'·rio- rated Condition
Billie

- rating

Air Quality Improvement Project tn N.A.A. In Con- Within .2 milrs
LI·atid,1 tributing 2 Miles iron

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

. Pruject Effectivene. Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% .20%12
Capacity

1 100%

Increase

9. Prulect Unit Coi

L

Coot per· . 50 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ , 25¢
·Vehicle-

mile

Street#egment Score

ID 540

369·

10 630

4 330

1133%

I .
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet '

Street: · £44*Va f From U *4 to S)#Aa R Length a 31

Criteria lcore

NO. Factor Weight 10 7 4 1Measure

1. Current Traffic Volumci Current ADT 2- 25.000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999 , 5,000

2. Existinz Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Accidents , EPDO Rate 1 13,0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 30%
Ilicrease

2 over

current

3. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% . 25%

' System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Pliys leal Currently Surface Base Surface

Conditien Gravel 6 -Hase Deterio- in Pour·

of Surface Surface Deteric- . rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality l=prevement Pri]"Ct In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milrn

1.oc,it i un tributing 2 Miles from

NiA.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveness Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% . 201> 100%

Capacity
Increase

Als- 241
Miles

Raw

Score Score

7 5,8

10 8,0

1 54

7 898

10 80

9. Project Unit Cost. Cost per
'Vel,tcle- 4 132-
mile

Street Segment Sc.ore

Page _ of
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««AS

Street

Strlet: St,Keea From 41+1· 9.S

NO.

1.

5.

6.

$44 8.

9.

499

Factor Measure

Current Traffic Volumes (Current ADT

Extitinf Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio

Accidleta EPDO Rate

Traffic Volume increase Year 2000

increase

% over

current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of

System at
Standard

Extsting Condition uf Street

Improvement Evaluation Worksheet US-SO

to 55 A 9. S, Length 1.00 Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt

!ight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1 25,·000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5.000 4

1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 /O

> 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 4

> 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%

> 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

7

6 §# t 14
C

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterlo- in Pler

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

ality provement Project In N.A.A. I. Con- Within >2 milpR

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

:t Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Carac tty 10 (030
Ii,crease

tilt Cost' Cust per < 5c 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

vehicle-

mile

Street Segment Score

Page _ of _

Project



45 -257Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

to Webb 1.ength 0.05 Miles

Criteria Scorr
Raw Wt

Weight 10 1 4 Score Score

i 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 c hoon· 7 518
1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 10

> 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 5-7

i444

Street: Marv,/ From 6%+Amv·

NO. Factor Mea.qre

1. Curient Traffic Volumes Current ADT

2. Existing V•,lume/Capacity Ratio V/C Itatio

3. Accidents , EM} Race

Trattle volume increase Ye.,r 21111[} I /0/ +23 to 493 U to 251 € 0/

1Icrease

% over 154
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Per:Mt of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 48

Con'litt" (:ravel 6 Base Deterlu- in l'oor

of S,irrace Surface Dereriu- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Coln- Witlitn >2 milps

t.oc,ition triblting 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

3. Project Effecttvenes, Percent 7 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 592 € 20%

Capacity
increase

0 630

9. Project Cnit Cost. Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ >25¢

Vehicle- 7 Z31

Street Segment Score

Page - Of
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Street:

NO.

MUPLE' AT Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet •

41.1048 From to Length

Criteria @core

Factor . Me'lure Weight 10 7 4

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT, 1 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999
2. Existing Volume/Capacity. Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

MS- 284·
Miles

Raw Wt
1 Score Score

1,000
2940

< 0.7 £12
acciaenia EPDO Rate >13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%li,crease

2 over

current 4

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 1
System at
Sta„dard

6.
*sq,22

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base
Condition Surface 7

Gravel 6 Base Deterlo-
of Surface in Poor

Surface Deterio- rated
Base Condition /

rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles /
Location

tributing 2 Miles from
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 8

8. :.9Project Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 6D - 99% 20 - 59: < 20% !O &30
Capacity
Increase 10

(0-3,0
9. Project Unit Coiti Cult p.r € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢

Vehicle-
> 25c 7 231

mile

7
Street Segment Score

of



Streer

1 No.

AILLS,DE From /

Factor

Strret Imp rovement Evaluation Worksheet

*bILEY to St¢'K'Ale£- Length 0.80 Miles

Criteria korr

Raw Wt

Easure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Ctirrunt ADT > 25:000 415 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 r 5.000

2. Extsting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 12 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 to 890 ta'Lwa
5%46

3. Accidelits

Traffic

Contributions

EPIX) Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 to 1&2;

tHere.·iNC Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increi,%e

1 over 51
current

tu Completed System Per¢ent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% 4 25%

System at 7 38
St:i,idard

I'lly'lcal Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel 6 Base Deteric- in Pour

of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Billi rating

irovement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

Percent I 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Capacity 10 69
increase

Cost per <50 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25© > 25¢

Vehicle- 4 132
mile_

Street Segment Score 3066

Page _ of
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9.

Air Quality 1
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*45- 19.-
Street Improvem,•nt Evaluation Worksheet

Street: to trA Length Miles

Criteria score

ICAW Wt
No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 , :,000 44 29,2
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 I 0.7 7
3. Acciderts Eput) Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 S7
4 Traffic 0.}lume Increasu Year 2800 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

'. uver 0 5*b
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System 't

Standard
54

6. Ext.ting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- 57&in Puor

of Surface Surface Deterfu- rated Condttion

11·,Ir rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Pri.Iret In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 11183

Locatt,m tributing 2 Miles f roni

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.
8

8. Project Effectivenels Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Capacity ID 630 -
Increase

:

/4*le#*h-

9. Pruject Unit Costs Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- I0
.mile_.__

Street Segment Score

Page _of

L -1



394%453%

r

646.

Hzt»y.

f

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: O Ll v MU
From to Length Miles

Criteria tcorr

No. Raw
Factor Wt

Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes 4
Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 ' 5,000 7 98

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio > . 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 4,21
7

3· Ad¢ldents EFDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0
2544

7 bt9
4. Traffic Volume Incr&asa Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% . 0% 7

Increase

% over 7
current

5· Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25=
System at
Standard 1

6. Existing Condition of Street Phystcal Currently Surface Bale Surface
Condition Grant 6 Base Deterio-

uf Surface in Poor /Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base

rating

7· Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milee -1
Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Prbject Effectivenei Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% /20%

le Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Costs Cost per <59 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c , 25¢
Vehicle- •W

mile 10 33D
Street Segment Score 1970

Pate of

r
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CENTRAL A-T
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet MS-161

Street: WMANIEr-TON From to Length Miles

Criteria ;core

No. ractor Raw
Measure Wt

Weight 10 1 1 Score Score

1· Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 7
> 25,000 15 - 24.999 5- 14,999 € 5,000 4

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio 299
V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 /0

I 0.7 340
3. Accidents 7

EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0 1404. Tiffic Volume Incr6ase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0% t
Increase
% over 4 ?*dZ,i
current

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 co 50% € 25% 7
System at
Standar: to

6. Eating landition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base
amlition Surface 1

Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio-
Base

rated Cundition
rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A. A. In Co:,- Within
Location

>2 mile•, /0 80
trlbutjng 2 Miles from /0
N.A.A. 8o

of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Prolocc Effictivencie Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% c 20% 4
Capacity

252

Increase 25Z . j thist.
9. Projoct Unit Co.ts Cost per € 5c 5 - 15¢ 16 - 250

Vehicle-
> 25¢ 10

€:

mile 0-2.56 a.6-5-04 330
Street Segment Secre -896

Page of li
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 266£ Roact AAS-255
From to 21 Sr St d , Length 1.00

titles

97 /40 Crl terta qcor)

lu,w WtXO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current AtT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 4
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 1 423
3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% I 0%
Increase

2 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at
Stalidard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
4 Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterlo- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base

7
rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of S.A,A. N.A.A.

8. Project E(fectivenen Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% . 20%

Capacity
Increase

9. Pruject Unit Cust, Cost per 2 3¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25'
Vel,irle-

mlle. 1 23,
Street Segment Score 2-955

Page _of_
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet Als -284

Street: 21 " St Al. From Wood lawv, Length 1 Mile,

1-leo- 1. ZI

Criteria bre

14 Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000 4 294

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 I0 890

3. Accidents EPDO Itate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 1

4. Traffic Volume Increaic Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 1 0% 11/6
Increase

2 over 4 e
current

5. Contributions to Completed Sy,tem Percent uf > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at
Staidard

10 -640
6. Existing Condition of Strect Phystcal Currently Surface B.Ise Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Detert'- in Poor

of Surrace Surface Deterto- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Pro.Icct In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Wles from

N.A.A. of X.A.A. N.A.A.

8

8. Project Effectivene,I Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% 2 20%

Capacity t O (030
Increase

9. Project Unit Coits Cost per '5c 5 - 150 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- 7 Z
mlle

Street Segment Score

Page of
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AS- I99
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Strlet: 41+4 9. s. From I - IES to Length 1.00 Miles

,°1 Criteria ;corp

Wt

X0. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,·000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 1,000 4

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 l0

3. Accide,ita EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Incrcase

1 over
154

current

5. Contributhuns to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% €A
System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Stiff"d Base Surface

Gindition Gravel 6 Base Deterto- 1/ Poor

of Surfice Surface Deterio- rated Condition

8.,Re rating

rve 7. Air Quality Improvement Prolect In N.A.A. I. Con- Within >2 milrn

|A,C:it ton tributing 2 MIles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene- Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% . 20%

Capacity
increase

9. Project Enit Cost, Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle- 7 231

Street Segment Score -&121
Page _ of _
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet: MS-130

Street: Fro• Length 0. -7 s Milci

Criteril 'core
luw Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volume, Current ADT 125;000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 L,000 296

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 40.7 \O

3. Accider(ts EPDO R..te > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.·4 € 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increaie Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

2 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of i 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% 2%

System at
Standard

4

6. Existing Condition of Striet Physical Curiently Surface Bale Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Deterto- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- ratcd Condition 7
Base rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Pruject In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivencii Percent 2 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% €20%

Capacity 10 6-30
Increase

9. Project Unit Colt• Cost per 3 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- 33
milc

Street Segment Score

L

L
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gr.tr

.*//iN Street: From

NO. Factor

Street Improvelnent Evaluation Worksheet

15 15 At .21Ato Length 1.03 Milel

- Criteria ;eore

ks- 106

WtRaw

Meosqre Weight 10 7 4
1. Current Trafftc Volumes Current ADT 1 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999

2. Existlng Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0·9

3. Accidents EPDO Rate . 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

4. Traffic Volume Increasc icar 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25%
i .

Increase

2 over

current

1 Score Score

,:,000. 4
32>:·R.

€ 0.7 7 623
c 4.0

/ 0%

5· Contributions to aimpleted System Percent of + > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% , 25%

System at

Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Phy:!cal Currently Surface Base Surface

Cindition · Gravel & Base Deterio- in 14,or

of Surfacu Surface Deteriu- . rated Condition

Base rating

10 540

1 52

7. Alr Quality Impruvement Prolect In N.A.A. In Cult- Within >2 81]rs

Location tributing 2 Miles from 4 32
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase I0

9. Project t'ntt Cuiti Cuet tier , 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ 2 25¢

Vehicle·-

33
mile

Street Segment Score 2.862-

Page Of
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27.

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet kS- 295

Street: 06.2- From kur,loct to 4111 9- 0. Length O.Z Milei

Criteria )core

Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25:000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 • 1,000 4 29,0
2. Extsting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 1
3. Acc hletits EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 4 46

Traffic 1'/lume Ilicrease Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0% 87&
i.:reale

Z over

current

5. Wntributions tu Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% <25%

System nt

Standard
7 14

6. Exiati,ig Condition of Street Pliyl,Ical Currently Surface B: sC Surface

Condi tioit Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Puor

of Si,rface Surface Deterio- med Condition 7
Ba s e rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Protect In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

4Location tributing 2 Miles from 52
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase

63

9. Project Unit Costs Cost per <59 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle- 10 330
mile

Street Segment Score

of

42tig

.f.
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet . *46- 120

street: 1-61dva.,1-c. From £21619 to |13¥1 Length 0.94 Mile@

1

2

4

5

6

8

9

Criteria ;corp

NO. Factor Mea,ure Weight 10 7

Raw Wt

4 1 Score Score

- 14,999 , 5,000 5#523Carrent Traffic Volumes . airrent ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5

Existilig Volume/Capacity Ratio v/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 . 0.7 10
Accideuts Erik) Hate i 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 2 0%

Increase Z over

c.rrelit

Contributions to Completed System Percent of , 757. .50-75% 25 to 50% , 25%

System at · 4.' Standard

Existing Co,iditfun of Street I'lly J: i e.,1 . Currently Surface Base Surface

Conditton Gravel &-Base Deterio- in Plor

of S,irface Surface Dererto- rated Condition

Base rating

Air Quality Improvement Protect In N.A.A. I. Con- Within >2 mil,·a

Loc.,tion tributing 2 Miles from 7
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

Project Effectivene" Per'elt 60 - 99% 20 - 59% . 20%1 100%

loIm:rease

Project Cnit Cuit. Cust per . 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

·Vehicle-

..__ __ __Intle..___.. ...

89C

57C

54

2-0 9

b'bc

33

Street Segment Scure .&&11
Page _ of _
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet US·230sree,: 6,oue From to 2 1 'r 9, d Length ©tes Miles

Criteria Scor,·

Raw Wr
NO. Factor Heafure Weight 10 1 4 1 Scure Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 1.000 4 z,6
Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7

3. Accidents EPDO R.te > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 10 678
10 990

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

2 over 159
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% <25% los
System at

St„,dard

6. Existing Condition uf Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Craver & Base Deterio- in Poor

of S,irrace Surface Deterlu- rated Condition
Bits: rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within
t

>2 milen

IAC•'ItiOn

4? tributing 2 Miles from 56
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivence, Percent ) 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity ID 6-60
I:ic reese

9. Project unit Culta Cost per < 5, 3-15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

Vehicle- 33
mile

Streer Segment Score laLL
Page of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet MS. 267

Street: OLA,tr From
Length 0,40 Miles

Criteria ;core
Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 - 5.000 51 8

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 IO 890

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 , 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0% 'll 6
Increase

2 over

current

5. Contributions tu Completed System Percent of 3 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% <25% 164.

System at

Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical currently Surface Base Surface 74
Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Pr'Ject tn N.A.A. In Col™ Within >2 miles

Locat lult tributing 2 Mtles from 32.

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

> 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

8. Project Elfectivenes• Percent

Cap:. tty
Increase

9. Project Unit Costi Cost per < 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Vehicle-
7

mile
Street Segment Scure 2-805

Page of _ .

L
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Street: Frum 29 4. 94. 4. to Length 1. ZO Miles

Criteria .core

Raw Wt
XO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 74· > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5,000 2960

Extating Volume/Capacity Ratiu V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 10
3. Acciderft' Erik) Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 57

24

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

2 over 51
current

5. Contributtults to Completed System Percent uf > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at 4 zoeStandard

6. Editing Condition of Strect Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Ctindttion Grirvel & Base Deter 10- in Poor

of Surface Surface Dereriu- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milea

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
of N.A.A. N.A.A.N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveneu Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity ID '30
Increase 6 3

9. Project Unit Costi Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

Vehicle- 7. 7. I3Z
Mtle

Street Segment Score .&131
4.

Page of
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 4/ 2 -235 Length Miles

Criteria kori·

Raw Wt
No. Factor Meas4 re Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5-14,999 4 zgu
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 7 623
3. Accidencs EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volumd Increage Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%
Increase

1 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface 8.- Surface
Condition Travel & Base Deterlo- in Foor

of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition
Base ratti,8

7. Air quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Miles frum

N.A.A. of N.A.A.
8

N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene.m Percent , 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% €20%

Capacity
Increase 10 630

9· Pr,Klect enit Co•. Cust per € 5, 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢ .h

Vehicle-

mile 7 2151
Street Segment Score 2111

Page - of

L
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Street Improve-·nt Evaluation Worksheet U s -108

Street: From IL-IS to Olluty Length Miles

41

Criteria ;core

Factor

Itaw Wt

NO. Measure Weight 10 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999 . 5.000 4 2 94

2. Existilin Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 . 0.7 10 £3'DO

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49I 0 to 25% < 0% r

hicrease

Z over 1 54
current

5. Coatributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% € 25% 92.
System at

Standard

6. Extiting Condition of Street Pliymical Currently Surface Basc Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Deterlo- in Poor

of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air quality Improvement Pre.lect 1n N.A.A. I. Con- Within >2 milps

Loc.ittun tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivene,a Percent . 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% c 20%

Capacity
IncreaMe

10 Gao

9. Project Unit Costs Coat per K 5c 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Vehicle- 7 231
maile

Street Segment Score -&13
4 Page _ of

k
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Street

NO.

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet US- 51

44,-4 From JUBArif.r t. 4-714 St. S. Length 1,00 Miles

- - ------ Criteria icore

Raw -Wr
Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Scolc

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 5 25,000 15 -24,999 5 - 14,999

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 2 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

3. Acc Idents + El'Do Race
113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

4. Traffic Volume Increage ¥ear 2000 . 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25%
Increase

4 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%
System at

St.·i,Ward 4
6. Extiting Condition of Street Plival cal Currently Surface BuS:

Condition
Surface

Gravol 6 Bage Deterio-
of Surface

In Poor
Surface Deterio- rated Condition

B.,se 7
rating

7. Alr Quality Impruvement Prolect In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles
Location

tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

$3
8. Project £[fectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase 10 630

9. Project Cnlt Cuit, Cust per 1 50 5 - 15¢ 16 - 259 > 25¢
Velitcle-

mlle. 13Z

Street Segment *ore

Page- of -

L

€ 5.000 4 2%
€ 0.7 7 6.23
1 4,0 57
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

 Street: O L'VE'12-' From to Length Miles

Score

Raw Wt

4 1 Score Score

A-

Crjre ria

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT . 2 25.000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 , 5,000 0.4 .-,-
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 9.1< 0,7 I 423
3. Accidents 35&

EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0
#0

/0
4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

Z over

current

5. Contributioni to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 7
System at
Standard 7

6. Exi,tln* Condition of Street Pliysical Currently Surface Base
Condition

Surface
Cr*rel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterto. rated
Base Condition

rating
74

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- . Within 4Location
tributing 2 Miles from
N.A.A. of N.A.A. 4

N.A.A. 32
8. Project Effectivenesi Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20: 4-

Capacity 25 2
Increase

252

9. Project Unit Co.t. Cost per < 5¢ 5-15¢
Vehicle-

16 - 25¢ > 25¢ 7 131
mile

7
Street Segment Score

P.ge

L
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

13 M St. Al
Streets 21496 From to

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10

3.1..9,/'

Ft€4

A
'·-ft, 14¢6

145-283
Length /. 00 Miles

Criteria ;core
Raw Wt

7 4 1 Score Score

i

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25: 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 5,000 4-70

2. Extiting Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 10 890
3. Acchterita · EPDO Rate 11],0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4,0 57

4. Traffic Volume Increale Year 2000 . 501 +23 to 49% 0 to 25% toi
Increase 51
2 over

current

#2

S. Contributioni to Completed Syium Percent of > 75% 30-75% 25 to 30% € 25% 54 14

W

System aC

Standard

6. Extiting Condition of Strect I'llys tcal Cu.rrently Surface Base Surface

Condition Crawl & Base Deterio- in Plor

of Si:rface Surfice [h,rerio- rated Condition

Bas: rating

>2 miles
7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivcnele Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% 420%i 100%

Capacity ID (0150
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 259

Vehicle- 4 I3z
mile

Street Segment Score

P.&0 - Of

.

28,4$*-.
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Us- 286
Street Imp rovement Evaluation Worksheet

Street:
2©c£- Read to 13 +% St At Length O.SO Miles

Criteria Score

NO. Factor Measure

Raw Wt

Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volume, Current ADT 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 40.7 I0

3. Accidelits EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% '0%

Increase

2 over

current

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of . 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street: Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Baie Deterlo- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition 7
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement ProJect In N.A. A. In Con- Within 52 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Elfectivencie Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity ID 6030
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Coat per < 59 5- 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle-

Street Segment Score -N211

Page - 0'-  I.J/3

t
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet Ut-279

;treet: 2,4-vAl From KADAze to Length 1.00 Milel

Criteria Score
Row Wt

Factor Mea@ure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

L. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT i 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999 5,000 74

!. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 1 89
1. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

Traffic Volume Increaie Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%

Increase

2 over ID 54
current

5. Contributions to Completed Sy,tem Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% € 25% 344
System 't
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Strect Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel &·Base
740 *V·t

Deterio- in Poor

uf Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition 0 -520
BMe rating

7. Atr Quality /mprovement Project In N.A.A. lin Con- Within 72 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N. A.A. of N.A.A.
8

N.A.A.

3. Project Effectivene,i Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Capacity
Increase to 630

'. Prollct IMit Colt' Cost per < 5c 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25C

Vehtcle- 132
mile 1

Street Negment Score .&66
Page_of_

-1

L
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Street Improvement Evaluation Workiheet MS.*81

Street: From AA a; zi to Length 1.00 Miles

Criteria Scorp

Raw Wt
No. Factor Measure Weight 10 4 1 Score score

1· Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT' 1. 25,0O 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000 14

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 89

3. Acit,Ic.ts EPDO Rate > 13.0 0.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 57
4. Traffic Volume Increage Year 2000 , 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

2 over 10 SiD
current

3. Contilbutteni to Completed Syet- Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 30% € 25% 564
System at
Standard

6. Extiting Condition of Street 1•hysical Currently Surfac. BaRe Surface

Condition Crowd & Aase Decl•/10- in Poor

of Surface Surface Detertu- rated Condition 10 -920
Base rating

740

7. Air Quality Improvement rruject In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenci Perce,it i 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase lo 6-30

9. Project Unit Coots Cost Per • 3¢ 3 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢
Vehicle- 4 1-11
'11'.

Stelt Segmen' Score 26*81.
98 - ot - 3
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·.;3?%43-;44/ uate·ti«·A#*.P41 9%,40/6/bkiav'·-Aa·,0.ufri?·2·9:Zi0%#Ab
89(73623 *&%10"mw#%4211
*f . '@14 4-P4=. '
·.1.9-L'9#/k=,r; 4:-,t ;·.· . ..2*st**2*19·I :1.7 r

Strlet: 3714% St. d. From S •OBJ Alm.

NO. Factor Measure

1. Current Traffic volumes · Current ADT

2. Existinz Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio

3. Acct,le,ts · EPDO Rate

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000

Ii'crease

2 Iver

curre,t

S. Contributions to Completed System Percent of

. System at

Standard

Street 1mprovem·nt Evaluation Worksheet

Length 1.00 Miles

Criteria kere

Raw Wt

Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1 25'000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 € 5,000 14

1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 85

> 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 to 970

> 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

> 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 91

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Billie Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterlo- in Popr
of Surface Surface Dereriu- rated Condition

Base rating
7

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milrs

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N:A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveness Percent + · > 100% * 60 - 99% 20 - 59%

Capacity
1,crease

Project Untt Custi .Cult per < 5¢ 5-15¢ 16 - 25c

Velitcle-

mile

L

€ 20%

10 430
> 25¢

Page of

7 ·G,r

Street Segment Score

£' ,r·,// P.·:·.
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Street improvement Evaluation Worksheet AS- 2.76
Strelt: From to Length 1.00 Milee

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
No. Factor Ileasure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumci Current ADT 1 25,000 - 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,9g9 4.
2. Exiating Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 <0.7 4
3. Accldent• EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 t012.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 4
4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% I 0%

Increase

Z over

current

5. Contributioni to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at

Stal'dard

6. Existins Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel 6·Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Daterlo- ratid Condition

Base ruting

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N. A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Prt,Ject Effectiveness Percent 7 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase 10 630

9. Project Unit Costi Cost per € SC 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Vehicle- 4
mile

Street *egment Score

Page - of

f!* 3 so.

r
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Street Improvement Evaluation Workiheet
Street: 512Kwe, yrooribAN Ma.L BAID# 6- to D•tt-£»C' 0VE¢·fABS Length 0.60 Miles

Criteria ;core

NO.

1.

2.

· Raw
Factor }leasure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score

5.

6.

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 5.000

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 . O.7 -7
Accidents EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 14.0
Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% -3 0%Increase

2 over 4current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%
System at

Standard  

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Baac Surface
Condition Gravel 6 Base Dete'lo- in Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base

rating

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles 1
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

Project Effectivcne,i Percent
60 - 99% 20 - 59% .20%> 100%

2722

Wt

k.re

7

62

8

Capacity
Increase 63

Cost per < 5¢ 5 - 15c 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle-

mile to 330
Street Segment Score 2980

Page of

Project Unit Costi

e.,1

8.
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Street: From EL*4

NO.

1.

2.

Factor Measure

'P,4269?.

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet A,15-•29

to Length 0.97 Miles

Criteria Score

Raw Wt

W.ight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

A '»fL
Current Traffic Vulumes Current ADT      > 25.000 15- 24,999 5 - 14,999

Exatint: Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9

Accidents EPDO Rate 21].0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

Traff k Volume Increase Year 2000 . 50% +25 to 49% O to 25%

1,reaGe

2 over

current

Contributtuna to Completed System Percent uf . 75% 50-75% 25 to 50%

SvF[cm at

S taitdard

6.

1.

a.

9.

Ext,ting Condition of Strect Phy'leal currently Surface Base
Wnill tion · Gravel 6 Base Deterio-

of Surface Surface Dererio- , rated
Base rating

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. Iii Con- Within

Locat lun tributing 2 Miles

N.A.A. of N.A.A.

Project Effectiveneli Percent 1100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59%

Catiocity
Increame

Pruject Unit Custs Cost per . 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢

Vehicle-

Flle

I 5.000· 476

< 0.7 7
< 4.0 l0 57D

4
• 252

Surface

in Four

Condition

>2 miles

from

N.A.A.

/20%

10 (030
> 25¢

33

-Zi&.8-
Page _ of

Street Ser,ment Score

*Au.

m
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Street Imp,dement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From
2-,46 MS·$01

to Length Miles

O. 08
Criteria Score

Raw Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumep Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000 4

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increaae Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0%

Increase

I over 10
current

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 507 < 25%

System at I0
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Ban: Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface surface Deterio- rated Condition

Bale rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from 'ID
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

1A

8. Project Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59I < 20%

Capacity
Increase

to

9. Project Unit Costs Cost per € 5¢ 5 -15, 16 - 25¢ I 25¢

Vehicle-

mile 7
Street Segment Score

Page of

4%

L
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street:
Wood laen From

Length 0. 28 Mile*

Criteria core
Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumea Current ADT 2. 25,·000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . ,000 4 2%

2. Existin; Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 -7

3. Accde,:ta El'DO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 l0 4-10

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% . 0%

Increase

Z over

curre:it

5. Contribution, to Completed System Percetit of > 75% 50-752 25 to 50% < 25% 5 64

System at
Standard

6. Ext,ting Condition of Street Phystcal Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

r 'it-6,
7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. Ii, Cot. Within >2 miles

tributing 2 Miles fron
Location

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

I 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% c 20%
8. Project Eflectivenell Percent

Capacity
(03

I.crease

9. Project Unit Custi
c 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Cost per
t0 330

Vehicle-

mil '1
Street Segment Score

r.ge - of

.rJ 4

n

.1.
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet #46-166

Street: Ubsley From 400'50.4 of zIPS+:N, to 3|St. 0. Length 0.08
Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic volu,acl Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 • 5.000 19

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

1. Accidents EPOO Rate > 13.0 4.8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%
Increase 578
2 over

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of , 75% ·50-75% 25 tu 50% € 25%

System at
Standard 10 SaO

e9 6. Existing Condition of Strect Pliysical Currently Surface Buse Surface
Condition Gravel 6 Base Dete/10- in Pour 5-15
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Pro.ilet In N.A.A. h Con- Within >2 miles
Location tributing 2 Miles from 5G

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

B. Project Effectiveneuo Percent . 100%

22

60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase ID (030

9. Pru ject Unit Costi Cost per < 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25C
Vehicle-

mi1r

Street Segment Score

Page of

L
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Street Imp rovement Evaluation Workiheet

2-5 'M N.Street: From to Length Miles

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
No. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT . > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 ;,000 11

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 89
3. Accidents / S7EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

Increase

1 over
540

current

5. Contribution, to Completed Sy,tem Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 44€1
System at
Standard 36+

6. Existing tandition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Cr.ivel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Deterlo- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- . Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Projecl Effectiveneis Percent > 100%

8

60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
10 (030

Increase

9. Project Unit Coots Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle- 231
mil"

Street Segment Score 29-1 1

Page - of -

91
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US -250
Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 14*10#4 From to 6?00. WAS,4/AN,rou 414/0. Length 0,23 Miles

Criteria ;corr

Row Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1· Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,9g9 € 5,000 1 5I 8

Existlng Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 10 890

3. Accideuts EM} Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 7 394
4. Traffic Volume Incre,Ise Year 2(100 9 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

Z over 1
current

5. Contributlun• to Completed System Percent of > 75% ·50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at

St.„idard 4
6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor

uf S,irtace Surface Dererto- rated Condition

Bi,se rating

7. Air Quality Imprivement Pr,,ject In X.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Loc:,tion tributing 2 Miles from 1 56
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveness Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

c,pactty
Increase

| 63

9. Pruject Unit Coati Cost per 5-15¢ 16 - 25¢ ' > 25¢

Vehicle- -7 €3/
mile

Street Segment Score

of

.·M.

t ffir¢

L Jet·©720·'.4., .2.·.re
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b.

Xe. Factor Measure Weight 10

1.
k

2.

6.

4,43'*
4

Length Mile,

Criteria ;core
Raw Wt

7 4 1 Score Score

:.000

0.7 7 623 34
4.0 €79 -

11 wibst.PASS A-r 2.AC, 35-r· Street improvement Evoluatfun Worksheet

Street: From to

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT r 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 2 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 too.9 4

Acciden'te · El'DO Rate , 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4•0 to 8.4

Traffic ·olume Increale Year 2000 , 50% +23 to 49% 0 to 25%

Increase

Z over

currclit

:0%

Contributluni to Completed System Perce,It of , 75%

System at
Standard

f ffi

8.

9.

Extiting Condition of Sticet Physic.,1 Cu,rrently
Conditto•; + · Crovel

of Strface Surface

Base

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A

Location

Project Effectlvencil Percent . 1 100%
Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Coati . Cost rer 45¢

Vehicle-

mile

4 '228

50-75% 25 to 50%

Surface DaRe Surface

6 Base Deterto- in roor

Deterio- rated Cundition

rating

In Coin- ' Within >2 milri

tributing 2 Miles fron ID 8O
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

60 - 99% 20 - 59: € 20%

43 I.

3 -lk 16 - 25c > 25¢

33

Street Segment Score 1475

6 11 4



1

%0Aff'N€*.

f, 0...91%491*f' . .._

Street Improvement Evaluaticit Work,heer

Street: From tu Length Milei

Crtterta ;core

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25;000 15 - 24,999 3 - 14,999 • 5.000 4 294
2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 ID 890

3. Acciden'ts Elmo Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 61
4. Traffic Volume Increaie Year 2000 I 30% +23 to 49% 0 to 25% .DI

Inell.·,le

2 over

current

3. Contributions to Completed Syitem percent or D 75% 50-75% 23 to 50% € 25%

System at 5-2-0
Standard 10 5'le-

6. Extiting Condition of Street Phy.:leal Cuyrently Surface Dale Surface

Condittoli Crovel 6 Base Deterlu- in Poor
or Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement 12
Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 mili
Location trlbuting 2 Miles from 10 SO

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivcnes, Per:elit I 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase (03 f

9. Project Unit Coit• cost per 3 - 13¢ 16 - 23c , 25¢
Vehicle-

mile
33

Street Segment Score 239 I

111

Mr

.-1,



4

-491; 1 ., 5.5112

From

1 NO. Factor

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet US- 2:71

146¥ - to Mailt Length .  Miles

Criteria kerr

. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 , 5,000 I

. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 4
Acelledta · EPDO Rate 113,0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4.0

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 3 0%
Increase

2 over ID
current

4.%94

2*90

1

,.+ «*42·

Raw WE

Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

5. Contributioni to Completed System Percent of . 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% . 25Z 5-2
System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base

Condition Gravel 6 Base I)eterto- in Poor

uf Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Surface

'364.
Base rating

1. Ale Quality Improvement Pieject In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milpi

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 454

8. Project Effectivcness Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Capacity
Increase

10 630
9. Project Unit Custi Cost Per 5 -15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

Vehicle- 4 131
Mile

Street Segment Score -13 74:1
Page of

.
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Street:

NO.

X46- 5041.00
Length Milei

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt

1 4 1 Score Score

i - 24.999 5 - 14,999 . 5,000 14

Street Imp rovement Evaluation Worksheet

From 9005»wAL to bet

Measure Weight 10

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT, 2 25,000 1'

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 1 89

3. Accidenti EPDO Rate 2 13.0 B.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4

4. Traffic Volume incr,•ase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25%

Increase

Z over

current

1 4,0 *-7

10 5b

6.4,•,6iloULAWn» GU ImpACE€U Oy,;Cm rercen. or I. to >Ul

System at 1 44
Standard

6. Exiating Condition of Street Pl,ysical Currently Surface Base Surface 7+0
Condition Cravel & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributlng 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8· Proiect Effectivene- Percent . 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity ID 630
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per € R 5 - 15c 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle- 4
mile

Street Segment Score 1511

Pate of
Nk?.

3 b

1#.,

f o , ··· i., ;i.,i
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Street Improvrmcit Evaluation Worksheet:

Strect: From to Length Mile,

Criteria ;core

Rul Wt
No Factor Measure Weight 10 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumci Current ADT i 25#000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . :.000 7
O. .1 6

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 20.7
0

3. Acclde,Yts EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4• < 4.0
4

4. Traffic Volume Increaoe Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25%
Incrensu

Z over

0Z

current :/11.0

S. Contribution, to Completed Syatem Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25:

System at
Standard

41 7 36+
6. Exi,ting Condition of Street

M.
I'llys ical Currently Surfacu Surface
Condition Graval 6 Base Deterio- in. Poor
or S.rfacc Surface Dereriu- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement prulect In N.A.A. (tribuIn Con- Within

Location 2 Miles fron

)4.A•A• ,/ of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effictivencio Percent 4 100% 60

7
9

B

>2 milrs 7

7

99% 20 - 59: €20%
EN'Lf'Fli,

Capacity
Incrcasa

9. Project Unit Coits Cost per 5 C 5 - 15¢ 1 6 2 5 C > 25¢

Vehicle-
mile

Street Segment Score

3 140I , ro,0 Page 0

L

fe.b
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it »'52

No

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

8.

.20 8

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet , Ut-288

Street: Mai:6 From Mar fe- t. 4404-¥4
Length 1.00 titles

Criteria;core

Raw Wt
Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

Current Traffic Volumes . Current ADT 125,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 <4000 1 -74

Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 1 89
Accidents · EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 14.0 4 448
Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 2 0%

Increase

0 5401 over

current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of . 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25= 91

System at , 64-Standard

Exlating Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel L. Base Deterio- in Poor
of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Bble rating

5-722
-1(04-

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 

Project Effectivene, Percent 1100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% . 20%

Capacity
Increase /D (9-30

Projict Unit Coit. Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ , 25¢
- Vehicle- 4 ai
mile

Street Segment Score &271
Page - of .

F
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet U S.287
Street: Eou. Foad From 319 9. N. to 214' St d. Length .//' Miles

32 1·50

Criteria ;core

Raw Wt
NO. Factor Meirsu re Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25.000 - 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 • 5,000. 19

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 97
A. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% . 0%

Increase

1 over

current

5. Cuntribution, to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at

Standard

6. Exkting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface
Condition Gravel 4' Base Deterlo- in fuor 5-18

1/. of Surface Surface Dererlo- , rated Condition
Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Ptoject In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 milre
Location tributing 2 Miles trum

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivencli Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

Capacity
Increase 10 630

9. Project Untt Cost• Cost per € 5. 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢
Vehicle-

mIle

Street.Segment Score

Page Of
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Wt

Score

74

89

'71

5-40

Street Improvement Evaluation Work,heet Us-zeo

2% str..: Met·te From CLU·va,1 to 130 St, Al . Length
1.00

Miles

Criteria kore

· Raw

Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 2 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 . 1,000 1
Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.20 0.9•to 1.19 0.7oto 0.89 .0.7 1

Accidents EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 1 4,0 
Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% 3 0%

Increase ,
% over'O

· current ·

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

System at
Standard

6. Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface 518
Condition Cravel 6 Base Deterlo- in Poor

Lky of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectiveness Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% <20%

Capacity
Increase 1 0 6030

9. Project Unit Conts Cost per < 5¢ 3-15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25c

Vehicle- 4 132
Street Segment Score 1106

Page _of_

U
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2.

4



s...: Wookjl- 1/04

No. Factor

1. Current Traffic Volumes

2. Editing Volume/Capacity Ratio

3. Acclderit.

4. Traffic.Volume Increase

Street improvrmrit Evaluation Worksheet MS-304
to Length O.5 Mile,

Criteria ;core
Raw Wt

Measure Weight 10 1 Score Score

Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,ggg I b, 000 4 294

V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 7 625
El DO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4· < 4.0

Year 2000 > 30% +23 to 49% 0 to 25% € 0%

Increase

Z ovrr

current

5. Contributleni to Completed Sy,tem Percent If > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% < 25% 12'4

System at

btaituara /42126

6. Exi•ting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface BaAe Surface

Condition Gravel & Base Deterio- in. Poor
of Surface Surface Deterio- rated Condition / . 74
Base rating

7· Alr Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Wtthin >2 mil,6

Location tributing 2 Miles f rum ' ' 1N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Elfectivencs, Percent 1 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59Z

Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Coit. Cost per •5¢ 5-15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

7Vehicle-

mile

Streac Segment Score

Page - of -

k
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r

1

2

4

S

6

Project Effectivencil Percent · > 100%

Capacity

Increase

9. Project Unit Costa Cost per ' € 5¢
• Vehicle-

RAS-241 f

Length
1.50 Milu

Criteria ;cor,
Wt

1 4 1 Score Score

15 - 24,999 5 - 14.999 b.000 14

0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 € 0.7 89

8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 • € 4.0 9-1

+23 to 49% 0 to 25% . 0% 376

50-75% 25 to 50% < 25%

Surface Bale Surface

6 Rase Deterio- in. Poor
Detertu- rated Condition

ratti'R

In Con- Within >2 miles

tributing 2 Miles fron 8
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A. 4 »12=9
60 - 99% 20 - 59% € 20%

5- 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

4

Street Sen=ent Score 1044-

Page _ of -
fe

Street Improvemt·nt Evaluation Worksheet
Al. f 5,F. ·Cativo

Strect: Tyle V From. OF folo.0/ to

Factor Measure Weight 10

Current Traf¥ic Volumci Current ADT , 25;000

Extitinwi Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 '1.2

Accideiti · EPDO rite . 1].0

Traffic Volume Increaae Year 2000 , 50%

Increase

Z over

current

Contributioni to Completed Syitea Percent of , 75%

System at
Sta„dard

Exiling Condition of Street rhy:tcal Currently
Condition Grival

of Surface Surface

Base

Air Quality Improve•cnt Pruject In N.A.A,

Location

2

3.4.<41.-:

4$4:.- 3.2.Hle=-

45€43>3:

itur-.11*433
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: From to Length 6.795 Miles

Criteria;corr

Raw Wt

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 7 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volume, Current ADT >25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C :Latio 1.. 2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Accidents EPLi, Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0 l

4. Traffic Volume Increase Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% I 0%

Increase

2 over
10

current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at ID
Standard

6. Extering Conditiotiof Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gravel 6 Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface Surface Dererio- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from ID
of N.A.A. N.A.A.N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenes, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity (03
Increase

9. Project Unit Costa Cost per 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle- 4 1 -32
mile

Street Segment Score

Page - of 23)*ry itc
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Street:
©Al WA·€-0,

M. $ f.u

0,1 R..2.. C 2-0551»2'r
N. 0$:- 2/HAL••6

Measure

Current ADT

V/C Ratio

Elmo R:.re

Year 2000
Increase

Z over

current

Percent 'f

System at
Standard

Phystcal
Condition

of Surface
Base

Pr'Ject
Locatlei

Perce,t

Capacity
In/ccall

.Cost per
Vehicle-

mill·

P € ·'A

NO. ractor

1. Current Traffic volulnco

2. Existint; Volume/Capacity Ratio

3. AccideNts

4. Traffic Volume Increaic

3. Contribution, to Completed Sy•tem

6. Exiating Condition of.St/ect

7. Air Quality Improvement

8. Project Ellectiveness

9. Project Unit Costo

L

F.U.

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet
Length Mile,

to

Crtrerti ;core
Raw Wt

Weight 10 1 · 4 1 Score Score

15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 • 5.000
4

1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

> 13.0 8.3 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.·4 4 4.0 1

i 30% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

10 640

> 75% 30-75% 23 to 50% € 25%

Cuyrently Surface Dase Surface 74-
Gravel .6 Base Detertu- in Poor

Surface Deterto- rated Condition

rating

In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 mil•s

tributing 2 Milam fron 10 60
,N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

I 100% 60 - 99Z 20 - 59% €20%

63

€ 5¢ 3 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

10 330

Street·Segment Score

page of

78. 1
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*45-278Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Streat: Lly le From to
1.00Length Milee

%

Criteria ;core

Row Wt
:f

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25.000 15 - 24,999 5 -14.999 € 5,000. 74

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/CRatio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 .0.7 89

3. Accidents EPDO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 < 4.0

4. Traffic Volum@ Increaae Year 2000 . 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0% 51-0
Increase

. ever 10 -Gle
current

5. Contributions to Completed System Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25% 5-A
System at
Stan•lard

Phystcal Currently Surface6. Existing Condition of Street Base Surface

Condition 6·Base Deterio- in Foor

of Surface

Grdve1

Surface Dererie- , rated Condition

Bae rating

7. Air Quality Improvement ProJECE In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from 8
N..A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivencal Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% < 20%

Capacity 10 6-bo
Increase

9. Project Unit Coiti Cost per <5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

·Vehicle- 33
mile

Street Segment Score -&&21_
Page _ of __
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4%3»Peffu -

3% f.t

%

M5- 5= C
Length 1.00 Miles

Criteria %core
Raw Wt

1 4 1 Score Score

15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 < 5,000 14

0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7 1 89
8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4
+25 to 49% 0 to 25% < 0% 540

10 €40

08%
krt?.,3

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 2006% From 32_Ne, 44. to 41 57 N.

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

1.

8.

9.

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25,000

Extating Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2

Accidents EPDO Rate · g.13.0

Traffic Volume Increaac Ycar 2000 , 50%

Increase

% over

current

Contributions to Completed System Percent of , 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%

System at

Standard

Existing Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Base Surface

Condition Gr,ive 1 & Base Deterio- in Poor

of Surface · Surface Deterlo- rated Condition

Base rating

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within >2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles from

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

Project Effectivene•i Percent 60 - 99% 20 - 59% .20%> 100%
Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Coste Colt per . 4 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25¢ > 25¢

Vehicle-

mt1r

ick

5-IE>

8

ID 030 -

Street Segment Score

Page - of

··J=52¢2:;2*2»
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Street Impievement Evaluation Worksheet *45 -27$-

Street: Yos€u ire FIll T912* tu Length 0.25 Miles

Criteria Bore
Row Wt

No. Factor Measure Weight 10 1 4 1 Score Score

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT > 25,000 15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 5,000 14

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1.2 0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

3. Ac¢ tdqnte El'DO Rate > 13.0 8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4 € 4.0 67
4. Traffic.Volume Increaee Year 2000 > 50% +25 to 49% 0 to 25% <0%

Ii,crease 1 54
Z over

current

5. Contribution, to Completed Sy,tem Percent of > 75% 50-75% 25 to 50% € 25%
1 0 .64·e

System at
Standard

6. Extiting Condition of Street Physical Currently Surface Surface 74
Ctind ttion Gravel 6 Rale Deterio- in r.or

of S,irface Surface Dererle- rated Condition

Base rating

7. Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A. In Con- Within )2 miles

Location tributing 2 Miles fron

N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

8. Project Effectivenci, Percent > 100% 60 - 99% 20 - 59% €20%

Capacity
Increase

9. Project Unit Coits Cost per € 5¢ 5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25¢

Vehicle-

mllr

Street Segment Score

Page_ _ of

L
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&
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Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: Murdedg. 64 \04"61, to Z-135
L

NO. Factor Measure Weight 10

1. Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25,•0

2. Existing Volume/Capacity Ratio V/C Ratio 1 1.2

3. decide:;ts EPDO Rate 1 13,0

. Traffic Volume Increaso Year 2000 > 50%

Increase

2 over

current

MS-307

Length O.S Miles

Criteria ;core

Ral . Wt
1 4 1 Score Score

15 - 24,999 5 - 14,999 !1,000

0.9 to 1.1 0.7 to 0.9 4 0.7/ 89

8.5 to 12.9 4.0 to 8.4· <4.0 9-7

+25 to 49% 0 to 25%

1

50-75% 25 to 50% I 25%

10?b 1 9-2
SurfE" BaRC Surface

& Base \ Deter 10- in. Poor
Detert.4 rated Condition

/•tinMA .

In Con- Within >2 miles

tributing 2 Milea from 10 80
N.A.A. of N.A.A. N.A.A.

60 - 99% 20 - 59%

5 - 15¢ 16 - 25c > 25,

33

Street Segment Score 1 010

Page _ of

·'#*iMMily*28:115

inpywor

5

6

Contributluni to Completed System Percent of > 75%

System at
Standard

Extiting Condition of Street 1•by $ i cal Currently

Condition Cravel
of Surface Surface

Base

Air Quality Improvement Project In N.A.A.

Location

Project Effectivenci' Percent · > 100%

Capacity
Increase

Project Unit Coot' Cost per

i
Vehicle-

mi 1c

L

me

L

L

4 4: 7,4..'48.2.4« , i r, i, ..

€ Sc



7194

JE

RAS - 205

Length hoo Miles

'cori·

RAW Wt

4 Scure Score

5 - 14,999 € 5,000 19

0.7 to 0.9 < 0.7

4.0 to 8.4 14.0 1 6-7

0 to 25% < 0%

IS'f
25 to 50% < 25%

Base Surface

Deterio- In lour

rated Condition

Within 12 mile•

2 Miles frini 8
of X.A.A. N.A.A.

20 -59% € 20%

16 - 255 > 25¢

95/:/"1"I"/:';/1//:Illi'I""I":/i':'%B*2*/il//""'* '.

1.

5.

1.

8.

9.

Street Improvement Evaluation Worksheet

Street: 314 54. A . Frum Me.Jia.K ·- to St,v,228

Criteria

Factor Measure Weight 10 7

Current Traffic Volumes Current ADT 1 25,000 15 - 24,999

Existing Volume/Capacity Rutio V/C Ratio 1 1.2 0.9 to 1.1

Accide,I EPDO Rate 113.0 8.5 to 12.9

Traffic Glume Increase Year 2000 , 50% +25 to 49%

In'·reage

2 over

current

Contributtuns to Completed System Pereeut of . 75% .50-75%

. System at
Standard

Extating tandition 4 Street Physical . Currently Surface

tkindltlon Gravel & Base

of !4"rface Surface Deter to-
It.'*tr rating

At r Qual/ty Improvement irlit•et In N.A.A. In Con-

Wcation tributinS

N.A.A.

Projed Effectivencal Percent

Capacity
Increase

1001 60 - 99%

Project 1-ntt (»*ts Cult per < 5¢ 5 - 150

Vel, t,·le-

Street Segment Score
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'171 E CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF City Manager DATE February 9, 1981

TO Honorable Board of City Commissioners

FROM E. H. Denton, City Manager 24
SUB.IECr 1981-1986 Proposed Capital

Improvement Program
923:

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.

492.6·

A listing of projects for 1981 is provided on pages 2-11
32*2.11 of the Proposed CIP. For your convenience an extract

showing the 1981 project list is attached. You will note
FiS.€; 7-t· A that specific pages are also referenced for more detailed

information on each of the projects. Page 13 includes the I:'f-·.·cit,
six-year financial overvlew 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

34.53 approval or opposition:
9@:p..
14:r: ':,1. Responses Responses

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

E-9C Kellogg Freeway-West Street
to I-235 2 r

E-11 Feasibility Study-Urban
Interchange on Kellogg at
Oliver 2 - 1

E-12 Oliver at Kellogg-Right-
of-Way-Channelization of
North and South Approaches 2

3%
1 ·:4#

E-]3 Woed].awn at Ke].logg-Right-
of-Way-(;hanne.li:cation Horth I

...

and South Approaches 2 1 - 'yelh4C0
il/.3.

E-].4 Northeast. Circumferenticti 2 3 - :



i i Page 2
Board of. Ci 0,4:c,ninniny,joners
February 9 1981

Subject: 981-1986 Proposed CIP

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

MS-269 Broadway Right-of-Way-
55th Street South to

47th Street South 2 1

CS-1 Colleccor Street Improve-
ments-Various Locations 2 1

MS-99 Maple Street Improvement-
Sheridan to MeLean Blvd 2 2

MS-238, McLean Boulevard Improve-
MS-238A, ment 3 2

MS-239,
MS-239A

RS-1 Residential Street Improve-
ment 3 1

MS-289 Ridge Road Improvement- Ridge
Road and Maple Intersection
and Ridge Road to Newell 3 1

MS-150 Seneca and 31st Street South-

Widening and Chanelization 3 2

304 AS-1 Sidewalk Construction 3 1

MS-281 Thirteenth Street Improve-

40% ment-Maize Road to 119th St.

West 3 1

MS-304 Twenty-Ninth Street Improve-
ment-Woodlawn to Rock Road . 3 1

MS-309 Woodlawn Street Improvement-
11th Street to 14th Street 3 1

MS-59 Woodlawn Street Improvement-
Rockhill to 29th Street 4 1

TE-26 Traffic Engineering Rubberized
Rail Crossings 4 3

Traffic Engineering Street
Name Signs iii 15 square mile
a lo C 4 1 1

1%49.i
Traffic Engineering Fousihility
St.udy by Consultant of Improving
the Central Area hi.gnal bystem 4 2

r .,.. g /&42 fte,%?: 7.

1
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Page 3
80:ird of Citd ommissioners
February 9, 1981
Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

Responses Responses

Project
Page in Favor Opposing

Number Project Title Number of Project Project

Traffic Engineering-Mt.
Vernon-Between Poplar
and Green-New School
Pedestrian Signal 4 1

Traffic Engineering-
31st and Meridian and
Pawnee and Meridian-
Full Upgrade 4 1

B-76 Central Avenue Dam 5 4

D-19 Maple Street Interceptor-
Sheridan to McLean Blvd.-
Design Study 5 3

D-51 Midland Valley Drainage
Study 5 1

D-60 Drainage in Connection
with 17th Street-Broadway

-".2»e y 2-4

9894(85;

ff*

to I-135 5 1

1,1-00

D-75

D-74

D-44

Woodlawn Lowflow Storm Sewer-
11th to 13th

West Thirteenth Street
Drainage-Design Study
and Construction

Montrose/Jones Park

5 2

5 1

5 1

Northeast Diversion-
Wichita Industrial Park
Drainage-Design Study

D-76

D-48A,
D-48C

D-73

P-9

P-78

P-91

Sheridan Park Drainage

Southwest Industrial Park
Storm Drainage Improvement

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

Cessna Park

Willow Park-Exercise Trai]

Ni,w· Park Southwest

P-79 R jver Beautification (Bicycle
Path Extension-Watson P.ark t.0
G.·ileiwi)

5 2

5 1

5,6 2

6 1

6 1

7 1

7 2

7 1

L-

1
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1,:ute 4
Board of Cit> oininissioners

February 9, 1931
Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

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

P-80 Tree Planting (Various
Locations) 7 1 -

FS-15 Fire Training Ground-
31st 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 -

PB-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-Architecture/

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

CF-4 Opportunity Acquisition
Funds for Lawrence-Dumont

Stadiuni 8 2

ED-3 Opportzini.ty Purchases-
Right-of-Way 8 1 -

OM- 1 Curli .ind Gutter Roconstrlic-

(·ion (Vs}-ious Locations) 8 1

 344*»EF.&*i·ti·

3.4,919.99,.809·¢.
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11„:11·d of (:ity anmissioners
February 9, 1981
Subject: 1981-1986 Proposed CIP

Responses Responses
Project Page in Favor Opposing
Number Proiect Title Number of Pro,ject Project

RR-46 Skywalks-Downtown Core Area 9 1

S-8 Dry Creek Interceptor Sewer
Project; Dry Creek Route or
Bluff Street R,· .ce 9 1 -

S-16 Sanitary Sewer No. 12
(Reconstruct) from Lincoln -,Id
to TreatmentL Plant No. 1 9 1

S-48 Main 9, Sanitary Sewer
No. 23 Extension from

29th Street to 37th
Street 10 1 -

MT-8 Sixteen Replacement Buses 10 - 1

MT-10 Twelve Replacement Buses 10 - 1

J-3 Heliport Facility 12 - 1 :J.:

re€41.4,

<4%691
453/*
4¢53*
22*J

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; Maim 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 '01
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 wi.thin the General Debt and Interest Fund.

While it is noted that Arterial. projects, Bridge projects and
Drainago 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 seeing government provide.

:#WRY,Q

idL.%

,  i ./.·.1---·.I ...•%,I.·Ai•-dil·A'4*•iVYr«*3/'
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... Page 6
Board of Cit> Commissioners
Fibritary 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.

representatives 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

L
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'1711': CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF
C]TIZ[N PARTICIPATION DATE February 9, 1981

To Gl'en Dockery, Research and Budget Officer
1-noM Shirloy Mast, Administrative Aide 111

SUR.711-1' CPO Recommendations on the
Proposed 1981-86 CIP

Attached please find coments and recommendations from the CPO Neighborhood
Councils on the Proposed 1981-86 CIP.
The recommendations have been summarized by Project type to assist in expediting
the review process.

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

Shirley !·last
Administrative Aide III

SM:nil

attachment

NOTED:

11 jib
Sarah Gilbert
Assistant CP Coordi nator

1
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RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE PROPOSED 1981-86 CIP

EXPRESSWAYS

Page 16 E-9 Kellogg Freeway-West Street to I-235

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

Page 17 E-11, Study of an Urban Interchange (or flyover) on Kellogg at OliverE-11A

"M" - Delete project.
Page 19 E-14 Northeast Circumferential

- Split decision.

ARTERIALS

Page 20 MS-36 Amidon Street Improvement - 29th Street No. to 37th Street No.
"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 21 MS-269 Broadway Right-of-way - 55th Street So. to 47th Street So.
"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 22 B-49 Four lane bridge at Broadway at Big Arkansas River
"B" - Supports if the John Mack Bridge is retained for twoone-way lanes.

Page 23 MS-272 Broadway Street Improvement - John Mack Bridge to Overpass
"E" - reschedule to 1982.

t·kit¢f Page 29 CS-I Collector Street Improvements

"D" - Sum)orted as scheduled.
Page 32 MS-200 Forty-seventh Street So. - Broadway to Seneca

"C" - Supported as scheduled.
Page 33 MS-199 Forty-seventh Street So. - I-235 to Arkansas River

"C" - Supported as scheduled.
Page 35 MS-257 Harry Street Improvement

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

L



Recommendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP
*Ni , Page 2

ARTERIALS cont'd...

Page 36 MS-222, Hillsi de/Harry Improvement
MS-250

"F" - Suggest that updated traffic counts be conducted.
The traffic counts reflected in the CIP were taken
before the Canal Route oDened. If the increased
traffic flow on the Canal Route reduced the traffic
flow on Hillside and Hydraulic, this lessens the 4

Page 37

Page 38

Page 40

Page 42

Page 43

Page 44

Page 45

Page 46

Page 49

need for this project.

MS-120 Hydraulic Street Improvement - Kellogg to Harry

"F" - Same as above.

MS-52 Hydraulic Street Improvement - MacArthur to 47th Street So.

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

MS-148 MacArthur Road Improvement - I-235 to Seneca

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

MS-276, Maple Improvement - Ridge Road to 119th Street West
MS-277,

MS-278 "N" - Supported as scheduled.

MS-256 Maple Street Improvement - I-235 to Ridge Road

"N" - Supported as scheduled.

MS-99 Maple Street Improvement - Sheridan to McLean Blvd.

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

MS-238, McLean Blvd. Improvement
MS-238A,

MS-239, "O" - Supported as scheduled.
MS-239A

MS-307 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 ofanyfuture meetings.

RS-1 Residential Street Improvements

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

t

t'· ty
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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.

Page 52 MS-285, Rock Road Improvement - Donegal to 29th Street
MS-286,

MS-287 "H" - Include sionalization of intersection and
improvements at 13th/Rock Road.

Page 55 MS-150 Seneca and 31st Street Intersection

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

Page 56 MS-49, Seneca Street Improvement - MacArthur to 55th So.

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 58 AS-1 Sidewalk Construction

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 59 MS-254 Thirteenth and Oliver Intersection

"I" - Reschedule to 1983.

Page 65 MS-284 Twenty-first Street Improveinents - Woodlawn to Tara
11 I 11 "I" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 69 MS-309, Woodlawn Street Improvement - 11th to 14th Street
D66

"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.

Page 141 MS-1 Twenty-ninth Street No. Improvement - Amidon to Arkansas t.

"J" - Reconsider project for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP
due to heavy traffic and the safety of children
walking to school along 29th.

mfi



0
Recoinmendations 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 occurinp
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.

TE-26 Mt. Vernon between Poplar and Green - 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.

Page 74 TE-30 55th Street So. and Broadway - New installation
47th Street So. and Meridian - New installation

"C" - Supported projects as scheduled.

BRIDGES

Page 75 B-49 Bridge on Broadway at the Big Arkansas River

- Supported as scheduled.

Page 76 B-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 B-48 Widen bridge on 29th Street at Little Arkansas River

- Reconsider project for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP due
to heavy traffic and the safety of children walking to
school along 29th Street.

3
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R@commendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIP
Page 5

DRAINAGE

Page 80 D-51 Midland Valley Drainage Study. Companion project to
MS-49 and MS-50

"C" - Supported as scheduled.

D-74 Montrose Jones Park

"J" - Supported projects.

D-44 Northeast Diversion - Wichita, Industrial Park Drainage

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

Page 81 D-73 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.

Page 87 D-76 Sheridan Park
88 D-48A Southwest Industrial Park Storm Drainage Improvement
92 D-77 West Kellogg Drainage

9 - Supported projects as scheduled.

Page 93 b-64 Wichita Drainage Canal South and North of AT&SF Bridge

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 139 Nelson Street Drainage to the West 13th Street Storm Sewer
'IN" - Reconsider Droject for inclusion in the 1981-86 CIP.
"M" - Suggest that the City emphasize making drainage follow 4.4

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

-PARK

Page 97 P-9 Cessna Park

"H" - Delete Frisbee Golf Course.

Page 98 P-67 Chapin Site

- Supported as scheduled.

Page 99 P-10 Chishlom Creek Park

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

Page 102 P-22 Harrison Park

"11" - Supported allocation of $150,000 for site improvement.

r +:1

r I
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IM"e-SDeletedisplay gardens and garden center. Cncerned t'0Recommendations on the proposed 1981-86 CIPPage 6

PARK cont'd...

Page 109 P-49

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

about specific design and location of Marina.
Supported reconstruction of intersection at Mims and
Park Drive.

"H" - Delete display garden, garden crn.er and Marina.
Page 116 P-78 Willow Park Exercise Trail

'D" - Supported as scheduled.
' Page 117 P-91 New Park Southwestf44

C" - Supported as scheduled.
B" - Supported as scheduled. Suggested vacant land at the

corner of 31st. Street South and West Street as 10-
cation.

P-79 River Beautification (Bicycle Path Extension-Watson Park toGalena)

"1" - Supported as scheduled.
P-72 Ice Skating Arena

"H" - Delete project.

P-80 Tree Planting
1 1/.f

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

Page 141 P-25 Herman Hill Park
P-45 Pawnee Praire Park
P-93 Miscellaneous Park

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

PUBLIC BUILDINGS

Page 118 FS-15 Fire Training Grounds - 31st Street South & Oliver
PB-29 Energy Conservation Measures & Improvement - City HallPB-34 Replace Historic Museum Roof & Boiler Flue Lining
PB-30 Energy Conservation Measures - City Library
PB-32 Energy Conservation Measures - Art Museum

"D" - Supported the projects as scheduled.

7!m·-'
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Recomnendations on th*;roposed 1981-86 CIP 0
Page 7

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

"D" - Supported as scheduled.

DEPARTMENT OF REDEVELOPMENT & REHABILITATION
Page 121 RR-37 Arkansas River Pedestrian Improvements - East bank fromLincoln to Pawnee

€49*
"E" - Supported as scheduled.

MTA

fjf*Page 129 MT-8 16 Replacement Buses
MT-10 10 Replacement Buses

1,0,1 - Opposed projects. Suggest the purchase of more
economical buses.

AIRPORT

Page 133 A-34 Terminal Building Addition

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

Page 135 0-3 Heliport

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

MISCELLANEOUS PROJECTS AND COMMENTS

Page 120 CF-2 1.awrence-Dumont Stadium
CF-3

CF-4

0" r Supported projects as scheduled.
OM-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 he used to develop all currentlyowned property instead of acquiring new land.

%*4

0

L



RICHARD J. BOUSHKA

402 LYNWOOD

i WICHITA, KANSAS 67218

November 7, 1980

}hilrw:,

Mr. Robert A. Lakin NOV 1 2 1980
Director of Planning METROPOLITAN PLANNING
The City of Wichita ROUTE 2--455 N. Ma in Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:

Within the last several weeks we have had discussions

with the City regarding street projects in the northea st
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 21 st and Woodlawn area.

My direct involvement is with the Brittany Center on
the southeast corner of 21 st and Woodlawn. Our total project i

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
392@644 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 1 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,

Richard J. Boushka

RJB:mc

t 2
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October 27, 1980

Mr. Robert R. Fox
Presi dent

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

Dear Mr. Fox:

e.33Your 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
accompl ished prior to consideration by the ClP Administrative Committee.

 It would be helpful if you could provide Mr. Bruggeman and Mr. Latin
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.

2 49*
* f,%*t

%*:40

··'I· '3-.

r Any written public support you can provide sub as advisory petitions .F.-

i for the projects would also be beneficial. Fl---F

S iSE@Y,
D .10"IMMME 4.30

4&4*
_--0 1 . Al#L

Robert G. Finch

Deputy City Manager  333%
RGF/pd 2.#imill

R4 W. BruggeMan, Director of Engineering (w/a) g/VAN#A
0obert A. Lakin. Director of Planning (w/a)
Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer (w/a) !10

George Ablah, Woodlawn Developinent Company ,
Dave Ritchie, Tallgrass Company 9.1
Don Slawson, Becker-Slowson

Dick Boushka, Brittany Center

CC

e
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0 1COMTARA
OCT 23 1980

93f¢%?1

October 22, 1980

Mr. Robert Finch

Deputy City Manager
City of Wichita
455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:
94%-4

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. I.P.

Priority Year Location and Description Distance

1 1981 *29th Street - Woodlawn to Rock Road 1 Mile

2 · 681 Woodlawn - 17th to 25th Street 1 Mile

14 Miles3 1982 21st Street - Woodlawn to Tara Lane

*44-,»-2 1983 Rock Road - 21st Street to 32nd Street 11 Miles4

5 1984 Rock Road - 32nd Street to 41st Street 1 Mile

9432 6 Rock Road - 13th Street to 21st Street 1 Mile

7 1985 Rock Road - Central to 13th Street 1 Mile

i*B94/.

*Peti tions have been submi tted and approved for 29th Street
- Wood lawn to Rock Road and has been shown above for
reference purposes only.

The above schedule it 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 Piop<,rtios, Inc. / 2421 Longwood Cirdo / Wichita, Kansas 67226 1 (316) 686·7451

2%42
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Mr. Robert Finch
0

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,

f Robert R. Fox U' '
President

RRF: co

cc: George Ablah, Woodlawn Development Company
Dave Ritchie, Taligrass Company
Don Slawson, Becker-Slawson
Dick Boushka, Brittany Center

#P.-Il..=...../
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1 Office 01 the City Man. cer 1

[1 EHD,_... L SH ....--THE CITY OF WICHITA

 OFFICE OF Director of Engineering DATE January 30, [19&1-
3 AN 30 198'1

TO Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

o Send -: o . €·- _,-6%4
]FROM R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

SUBJECT 1981 - 1986 Capital Improvement
Program (CIP)

The Southwestern Bell Telephone Company has expressed their
concern regarding the scheduling of the wldening 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 CUP in 1986 at a cost as follows:
Design $ 47,500 GO

47,500 SA

Constructlon 947,500 Go

947,500 SA

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

Hfuy
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.

R. W. BruggerAan
Director of Engineering

RWB:gr
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Southwestern Bell
ZZ.ll.J

January 28, 1981
OSP Engineering
Central Operations
626 N. Broadway
Wichita, Kansas 67214

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 process of preparing a major
relief project on 37th St. North from Broadway to Hydraulic. This pro-
ject will provide additional facilities for existing businesses and
provide facilities for the Bridgeport 2nd Addition. The project is
being 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.

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

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

Respectfully,

44M.k /7)26¥4 ·
Mgrl OSP Enginceriny/
Wichita Central
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CITY OF WICHITA
Route Slip

{PLEASE CIRCLE DESTINATION)

Administration Community Facilitles Municipal Court
Budget Building Services Operations/Maint.Dept. - 9 .

*trol
tr cts Admin. Century 11 Administration

ler Community Arts Fleet Maintenance

wdla Processing Omnisphere Flood Control
49t

Purchas,ng Credit Union Sbee! Maint.

Microtlm Emergency Com. Tralic Maint.

Pint Shop Engineering Park Department

StoJes/Mail Room Admin./Planning Forestry

Ret & Insurance Construction/Sully Recreation

Treasurer Design
Airport Authority Fire Department

planning Depanment :.3489%4
Empl./Training

Art Museum Grievance Office Graphics

City Manager Health Department Job Teams

C.P O Housing/Econ. Dev. Police Department

City Cle,k Admin. & Finance Redev./Rehab. Dept.

City Commission Central Inspection Water Department

Community Action Energy Resources Accounting

Corn /Stalus 01 Women Industrjal Devejopment Engineering
Petsonnel Local Housing Authority Filter Plant
Public Atfairs Law Department Gas Utility

-: Civil Rights t E.E.O. Librecy' Mains & ServicesPol. Control

For your infoupeen -For your comments
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Grover E. McKee. Secretary/Treasurer
Innovare Devel opment Corporation
2224 Columbine

Wlchl ta, KS 67204

Dear Mr. McKee:

As per your verbal request, I will see that the Administrative Committee
discusses a project on Seneca Streets north of 37th Street. As you are
aware, there are a number of requests that come in relative to street Drojects;
therefore, thls is not a commitment that the project will be done in the
near future, but it is a commitment that it will be discussed by the Admin-
istrative Committee. This is the first step in the Drocess of initiating
a project.

Should you need any additional information. please advise.

Sincerely,

Russell L. Brenner
Director of Administration

RLB:cg
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CHAMBER
OF
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 :

%5«

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.

0 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.

2, Channelizing key intersections throughout the city ,

3. Reclassifying First and Second Streets as arterials for traffic
carrying streets.

4. Improving railroad crossings.

5. Moving forward on the Northeast Circumferential.

6. Establishing a revolving 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.

f
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0

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,

1

jpl 0.
Tom Dondlinger, dkairman
Streets, Highways and Public Transportation Committee

cc: Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
Traffic Commission

Ray Bruggeman
Gene Denton

Glen Dockery
Monroe Funk

Paul Graves

Robert Lakin

Bill McKinley
Bill Stockwell

e
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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

FROM: Tom Dondlinger, Chairman

Streets, Highways and Public Transportation Committee
Wichita Area Chamber of Commer:.2

COMMENTS REGARDING: (A) East-West Traffic Flow Study,

Dated September 9, 1980

2-44? (B) Capital Improvement Program (CIP),

City of Wichita, 1981- 1985

ENCLOSURES: ( 1) East-West Traffic Flow S hort 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
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