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Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)
Springfield Urban Area

Balance as of September 30, 2014

Fiscal Year 2015 Apportionment (OL = 93.88%)*

Project Obligations - October 2014:
None

Balance as of October 31, 2014

Project Obligations - November 2014:

None

Balance as of November 30, 2014

Project Obligations - December 2014:

9901807
Balance as of December 31, 2014

Project Obligations - January 2015:
None

Balance as of January 31, 2015

Project Obligations - February 2015:
9901807

Balance as of February 28, 2015

Project Obligations - March 2015:
None

Balance as of March 31, 2015

Apportionments

Available (OL)

$1,087,874.00 $1,049,435.92
413,325.00 388,029.51
0.00 0.00
$1,501,199.00 $1,437,465.43
0.00 0.00
$1,501,199.00 $1,437,465.43
-211,573.18 -211,573.18
$1,289,625.82 $1,225,892.25
0.00 0.00
$1,289,625.82 $1,225,892.25
34,777.20 34,777.20
$1,324,403.02 $1,260,669.45
0.00 0.00
$1,324,403.02 $1,260,669.45

* Partial allocation of funds through May 31, 2015 and preliminary OL rate.
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Funds Balance Report - March 2015






Surface Transportation Program (STP-Payback)
Springfield Urban Area

Balance as of September 30, 2014

Project Obligations - October 2014:
None

Balance as of October 31, 2014

Project Obligations - November 2014:
None

Balance as of November 30, 2014

Project Obligations - December 2014:
None

Balance as of December 31, 2014

Project Obligations - January 2015:
None

Balance as of January 31, 2015

Project Obligations - February 2015:
None

Balance as of February 28, 2015

Project Obligations - March 2015:
None

Balance as of March 31, 2015

Ozarks Transportation Organization

Page 34

Apportionment

$174,557.69

$0.00

Available (OL)

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

$0.00

$174,557.69

Funds Balance Report - March 2015

$174,557.69












MoDOT has requested the following change to the federal functional classification system. The
application is also included.

5) Evans Road (Farm Road 188) from Southwood Road east to end of public travel
Current Functional Classification — Minor Arterial
Requested Functional Classification — Local
Major Thoroughfare Plan — Secondary Arterial (does not yet reflect changes in roadway)
Reasoning — Due to the construction of E. Riverbluff Boulevard and Southwood Road, the majority of
the former alignment of Evans Road was barricaded to public travel. Only this short segment of
Farm Road 188 remains to serve a rehabilitation facility. The new routes now function as a minor
arterial, whereas Farm Road 188 functions as a local route.

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED:

To make a recommendation to the Board of Directors regarding the proposed changes to the Functional
Classification System.
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OZARKS TRANSPORTATION ORGANIZATION

A METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION

205 Park Central East, Suite 205, Springfield, MO 65806
Phone 417.865.3042 Fax 417.862.6013

Application

Federal Functional Classification Change

T R

Please use this form to submit a reclassification request for an existing roadway or to classify a planned
roadway. To better process your application; please fill out the form completely. Upon completion, save
the document and email it to staff@ozarkstransportation.org or fax it to (417) 862-6013. After receiving the
request, OTO will reply with an e-mail notice of the approximate time frame of review and pending approval.

Date: January 2, 2015

B R RO R

Name: Steve Bodenhamer

Title: City Administrator

Agency: City of Strafford

Street Address: 126 S Washington

City/State/Zip: Strafford, MO. 65757
Email: ca@straffordmo.net

Phone: 417-736-2154

Fax: 417-736-2390

Roadway Name: Washington Avenue

Termini of Roadway

From: Route 00

To: Bumgarner

Length (miles): 0.25 Miles

Number of Lanes: 2 (future lanes)

Lane Width: 12’ (future lanes)

Traffic Volume (AADT): 2,973 (counted on Madison just north of Bumgarner)



Is the roadway existing or a future road? If a future road, describe how the project is committed to
locally (provide documentation) and state the anticipated date for the start of construction.

Future roadway.
The project is committed to locally by the City of Strafford. The City would like to utilize its STP funds to
construct this section of Washington Avenue.

Type of Area Urban
Current Classification Local
Requested Classification: Collector

Explain why the roadway classification should be revised.

This new section of Washington Avenue would remove the trips that are currently using a combination of
Washington,

Olive and Madison Streets to move to the south side of Strafford.

Over 90 percent of the trips in Strafford going south of Route OO utilize this route. This route requires two
90 turns and traveling

streets that are on average 21 feet wide. The 90 degree turns present poor sight distance and therefore
poor safety for these trips.

AASHTO defines Urban Collector Street as follows;

“The collector street system provides both land access service and traffic circulation within
residential neighborhoods and

Commercial and industrial areas. It differs from the arterial system in that facilities on the collector
system may penetrate

Residential neighborhoods, distributing trips from the arterials through the area to their ultimate
destinations. Conversely, the

Collector street also collects traffic from local streets in residential neighborhoods and channels it
into the arterial system. In

The Central business district, and in other areas of similar development and traffic density,

the collector system may include

The entire street grid. The collector street system may also carry bus routes.”

This defines exactly what Washington, Olive and Madison Streets are doing for the trips in Strafford. This
route collects trips from local subdivision streets and moves them through to the arterial system of Route
O0. Almost 3,000 daily trips is not an insignificant volume for a two lane street and is definitely more
characteristic of a collector class roadway than a local roadway. The OTO Major Thoroughfare Plan has
these roads classified as collectors.

Are there any new developments (residential or commercial) or changes in land usage that
will alter the demand on this roadway?

Currently there are not but this portion of town is where the most recent residential subdivisions have
occurred. There are two Preliminary Platted Subdivisions in this area of town. (Madison Square VI and
Village Craft.



Will this roadway provide direct access to any points of activity: business parks, industries,
shopping centers, etc?

This roadway connects the downtown business district, the schools and the City’s largest park and most
populous area together.

Is the demand on this roadway changing or is the existing demand inconsistent
with its current classification?
The current number of trips are inconsistent with the classification and trips are increasing as well.

Additional information you would like to include.
[Click here and type additional information]

Functional Reclassification Process (minimum timeframe is 4 months)

1. Application. Applications are accepted at any time for a functional classification change. However, it will
not be placed on the Technical Committee Agenda unless received at least two weeks prior to the meeting
date. A general call for applications will be made annually in October.

2. Technical Committee. The request will be heard at the next available Technical Committee meeting. The
Technical Committee will hear the item and make recommendation to the Board of Directors. The Technical
Committee may decide to table the item until a future meeting.

3. Board of Directors. After a recommendation is made by the Technical Committee, the Board will approve
or deny the request. If the request is approved, it will be forwarded to MoDOT and FHWA.

4. FHWA. FHWA requires a minimum of 45 days to review the request. A notice of determination will be given
to OTO. OTO will forward the notice to the requesting agency
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From: Andrew Seiler

To: Natasha Longpine
Subject: RE: Strafford roadway reclassification
Date: Monday, May 11, 2015 8:59:31 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Natasha,
Here’s a quick recap of our phone conversation:

Central Office would like an FC change form for each of the segments to be included:

1) Major collector - Washington from QO to the proposed route

2) Major collector - Proposed route

3) Major collector - Bumgarner from Madison to Wrenwood (or to FR 245, if traffic east of
Wrenwood warrants the higher FC; see illustrations below)

4) Minor collector — Bumgarned from Wrenwood to FR 245 (unless this segment is
requested to be major collector as in the scenario above; see illustrations below)

5) Minor collector - FR 245 from Bumgarner to QO

| [=a

Also, she recommends that if a request for Madison is submitted, that it be minor collector from
Bumgarner to Elm.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Andrew

Andrew Seiler

Senior Transportation Planner * Southwest District
; iC ‘ E

3025 E Kearney St. = Springfield, MO 65803

Phone (417) 895-7696 « E-mail andrew.seiler@modot.mo.gov



Missouri Department of Transportation
Functional Classification Request Form

This form has been developed for all future requests for functional classification (FC) changes to
existing roadways or to classify a planned roadway. A separate form must be completed for each
revision being requested.

Completed forms should be submitted to MoDOT, Transportation Planning. A letter from the MoDOT
district office, a copy of the transmittal letter from the requesting agency and a map showing each
requested revision should also be included.

1. Local name of roadway County Road 188 (Evans Rd.)

2. Termini of roadway

From Southwood Road
To End of public travel

Length (miles)0.1 mile
3. Type of area Rural X__ Urban

4. Existing or planned roadway X  Existing Planned
If planned, provide the anticipated date that construction will begin and attach documentation of a
commitment to funding for the planned project within an improvement program. (Construction should

begin within 4 years for the roadway to be included on the FC map.)

Date

5. Current functional classification Minor Arterial

6. Requested functional classification Local

7. Local consultation occurred X  Yes No

Planning partners should be involved to ensure informed consent of the functional classification
designation. Please describe how local planning partners were consulted, or explain if no local
consultation occurred.

All functional classification requests within the Ozarks Transportation Organization (OTQO)

area are submitted to OTQO’s Technical Planning Committee for consideration and approval, as

was this request.




8. Traffic volume (AADT) unknown

9. Existing roadway characteristics
Roadway surface type Asphalt
Number of lanes 2

Lane width unknown

10. Justification

a. Explain why you feel the roadway classification should be revised.

Due to the construction of E Riverbluff Blvd. and Southwood Rd., the majority of the former

alignment of Evans Rd. was barricaded to public travel. Only this short seement of County Rd.

188 remains to serve a rehabilitation facility. The new routes now function as a minor arterial,

whereas County Rd. 188 functions as a local route.

b. Are there any new developments (residential or commercial) or changes in land usage that
will alter the demand on this roadway?

Demand was recently altered with the relocation of what was formerly Evans Road. E

Riverbluff Blvd. and Southwood Rd. were constructed to accommodate new medical facilities

in the immediate vicinity. This short segment was once part of the Evans Rd. alignment, but
now only serves a rehabilitation facility.

c. Will the roadway provide direct access to any points of activity: industries, shopping
centers, schools, etc.?

This short segment of County Rd. 188 (Evans Rd.) directly serves a Mercy rehabilitation
facility.

d. Is the demand on this roadway changing, or is the existing demand inconsistent with its
current classification?

The demand is inconsistent with its current classification.

e. Provide additional information you would like to include.

j:\granns\FC request form_revised 2015.doc
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Print Story

AASHTO, AMPO Renew Decade-Old Plea for EPA to Accurately State AASHTO Journal

‘Conformity’ Costs

Organizations representing state departments of transportation and local-area planning agencies are trying to awaken federal officials to how
EPA regulators greatly underestimate the costs they put on transportation agencies to show how their programs and projects conform with
environmental law.

And in their latest official comments, the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials along with the Association of
Metropolitan Planning Organizations emphasized they have been repeatedly making this same point for more than a decade.

Meeting the EPA's conformity tests requires DOTs and MPOs to perform extensive analysis that involves data collection and modeling, both for
an entire plan and later on individual projects under it. State and local officials say the federal agency does not recognize the burdens that
process imposes, and that the EPA does not consult with them to assess the true costs.

In an April 24 letter to the head of the White House Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, AASHTO and AMPO jointly responded to a
Feb. 23 Federal Register request for comments on an EPA "transportation conformity information collection request.”

The Register notice had explained that under the Clean Air Act, all transportation plans, improvement programs and highway or transit projects
that are federally funded or approved must show conformity to the purpose of the state's air quality implementation plan.

That means they must show such transportation activities "will not cause or contribute to new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or
delay timely attainment of the relevant national ambient air quality standards ... or interim milestones," the notice said.

And those determinations "are required before federal approval or funding is given to certain types of transportation planning documents as well
as non-exempt highway and transit projects."

AASHTO and AMPO said in their letter that the EPA has been demonstrating a big gap "between estimated conformity costs and actual
conformity costs." They also attached a letter on this same issue that AASHTO submitted in 2004, and a joint AASHTO-AMPO comment letter
from 2011.

They said the EPA, in its analysis of cost burdens for conformity requirements, "is using fundamentally flawed assumptions that result in
significantly underestimated national conformity costs."

The associations said they "understand the challenges that EPA faces in developing cost estimates for the conformity process," but renewed
past requests for the regulators to consult with state DOTs and MPOs to get more accurate results.

"As MPOs and DOTs are the agencies that fund and implement conformity requirements, we are uniquely qualified to assist EPA more
accurately estimate burden hours and annual costs," their letter said.

"Accurate estimates of burden hours and conformity process costs will benefit future conformity determinations and amendments, as well as
provide needed information to transportation and air quality agencies as they program scarce resources. We request that EPA reconsider the
comments in our 2004 and 2011 letters regarding cost estimates, and convene a workgroup with representatives from state DOTs and MPOs to
develop more accurate assumptions and methodologies before finalizing cost estimates for the ICR."

Questions regarding this article may be directed to editor@aashtojournal.org. May 01, 2015

About AASHTO - Legal Information « Privacy Policy ¢ Copyright Notice

lof2 5/11/2015 10:07 AM
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Future for Missouri Senate gas tax hike proposal is ‘Smoky’

May 5, 2015 by Mike Lear

The Missouri Senate last week gave initial approval to an increase in Missouri fuel taxes, but some
leaders are concerned that might be as far as the bill gets.

“I'm thinking of the Burt Reynolds movie,”
Senate Leader Tom Dempsey (R-St. Charles)
told reporters in summing up the prospects of
the bill. “It's got a long [way] to go and a short
time to get there.”

The proposal would raise Missouri’s tax on
diesel fuel 3.5-cents and on other fuel
1.5-cents. If passed, Senate projections are that
it would raise $54.6-million a year for
transportation infrastructure, but Dempsey says
language that would create a board to study
tolling on I-70 could doom it.

“[I'm] hearing from some of our members that
the amendment that Senator [Rob] Schaaf
(R-St. Joseph) put on is problematic, so I'm not
sure what's going to happen,” said Dempsey.

Te ranspoa in Depament says without a ditional N
funding, it will have to restrict most of its road work to main
corridors by 2017. (Photo courtesy; MODOT's Flickr page)

If the proposal does make it out of the Senate, it could face a challenge in the House where Speaker
John Diehl, Junior (R-Town and Country), had said transportation funding might have to wait until next
year to be addressed. But, he told Missourinet his chamber would give it a look.

"Once they get it over to us we'll refer it to the appropriate committee to give it a fair hearing, and see
whether or not it's something that we should pass out,” Diehl told Missourinet.

Transportation officials say the bill would generate enough to match 160-million federal transportation

dollars in the fiscal year that begins July 1, 2016,

losing federal dollars in years after that.
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Print Story

Arkansas Delays 9 More Road Projects Worth $120 Million From Contract AASHTO Journal

Bidding

Citing uncertainty over federal funding, the Arkansas Highway and Transportation Department withdrew nine construction projects worth an
estimated $120 million from its schedules June 9 contract bidding, bringing its total of delayed projects so far this year to 70 that are valued at
$282 million.

The AHTD took the action as the Highway Trust Fund's program authority is currently set to expire May 31, so the state agency cannot count on
normal federal reimbursements coming for project costs when contractors would need to be paid.

"Not only have we been forced to withdraw $282 million from our bid openings in 2015, but
there are only 24 days remaining until obligation authority expires for MAP-21," said AHTD
Director Scott Bennett. "We operate on a cash basis and are not willing to take risks that
would jeopardize the progress of any of our Federally-funded projects. To do otherwise is not
being fiscally responsible."

In Washington, several key lawmakers have said Congress will extend the trust fund before it
leaves in late May for an extended Memorial Day break, but it is not clear how long an
extension will run.

And until it is in place, some states like Arkansas have to make their project plans based on
current federal law. "We can't assume that since Congress has always fixed the Federal
Highway Trust Fund at the last minute, they will do so again," Bennett said. "Such a piecemeal

approach to highway funding in America is not healthy for our nation's aging infrastructure."

Already, at least five states have publicly detailed project delays that have put more than $1.4

billion worth of work on hold that would otherwise be taking place this summer. Some reports have put the nationwide total over $2 billion for
delayed highway work due to trust fund uncertainty. Bennett indicated that if Congress opts for a short-term trust fund extension, his state could
within a few months be back to delaying projects again.

"Our only choice is to withdraw projects from bid openings," Bennett emphasized. "Congress must commit to reaching a long-term solution so
we aren't back at the crossroads again in a few months. The band-aid approach doesn't work. It only covers up the problem. It does not solve
the problem."

The AHTD also updated its project delays on the "Nation at a Crossroads" infographic website produced by the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials. That site features a "state impact" section that shows how federal funding affects transportation
investment for states that provided data.

"Arkansas is among the states helping AASHTO tell the highway funding story," the agency said, "by routinely updating its section of the site
with the latest information as it becomes available." And it said the federal funding disruptions have put at risk Arkansas infrastructure that
includes $490 million in highway projects, $32 million in transit projects and an estimated 11,000 jobs.

Questions regarding this article may be directed to editor@aashtojournal.org. May 08, 2015

About AASHTO - Legal Information « Privacy Policy ¢ Copyright Notice

lof2 5/11/2015 10:11 AM
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Print Story

Capitol Hill Signs Point Toward Trust Fund Extension to Late in Calendar Year AASHTO Journal

Top House members said they expect Congress to pass a short-term extension of Highway Trust Fund
programs this month that would carry through the 2015 construction season and probably through December.

That would require lawmakers to come up with about $10 billion in new revenue to shore up the fund, which is on course to hit a cash balance
squeeze in July unless Congress replenishes it. Such an extension would follow the 10-month extension Congress approved last July, to extend
the trust fund through May 31.

House Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy, R-Calif., told reporters April 28
that with the House having just nine legislative days during May,
lawmakers were more likely to extend the Highway Trust Fund through
the end of 2015 than try to get a long-term bill now.

Reuters reported that McCarthy said: "The ultimate goal is to do a
long-term (bill), so five to seven years. The best way to get to a
long-term one is to probably do a short-term one first."

McCarthy also said increasing federal user charges for motor fuels,
often described as the gas tax, is "politically impossible," Reuters
reported.

A number of states have acted this year to hike their own fuel fees, and
many transportation advocates say increasing fuel fees at the federal
level is the most effective way for Congress to boost the dedicated
revenue stream for the Highway Trust Fund.

Separately, House Transportation Chairman Bill Shuster, R-Pa., told an April 28 National Journal forum: "It looks like we'll have to do a
short-term patch to get to a longer-term bill."

Shuster said he wants to see a short-term extension that carries states through their 2015 construction season. Already, some states have
delayed big-ticket construction projects due to lack of certainty over whether the federal funds would be available when project bills roll in.

Asked about recent comments by other lawmakers about trying to get a long-term bill done before the Sept. 30 end of the fiscal year, which
would mean extending the trust fund through Sept. 30, Shuster told National Journal: “That doesn't get us through the entire construction
season.”

He added that his home state of Pennsylvania, for instance, would “need another month or so before they start to slow down” on 2015 work,
while states in warmer areas have longer periods to complete their projects. “I think it's very important to get us through the construction
season,” Shuster said.

He also said Congress would need to find about $10 billion for an extension lasting through December.

And U.S. Transportation Secretary Anthony Foxx told reporters he would support a short-term extension if it helps Congress produce a
long-term authorization bill.

On April 30, House Ways and Means Chairman Paul Ryan, R-Wis., told reporters he will unveil a short-term extension measure in about three
more weeks that would probably go through December and cost about $10 billion.

Ryan said he was working with Republican and Democratic committee leaders in both the House and Senate to work out the details.

"We'll do a patch through the year, | believe," Transport Topics reported him saying, with "a combination of pay-fors."

lof2 5/11/2015 10:12 AM
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The House is scheduled to be out for its Memorial Day recess after May 21, so it would need to act on the trust fund authority by then, while the
Senate's last scheduled day before the recess is May 22.

In the wake of those comments, Bud Wright, executive director of the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials, told
AASHTO Journal: "The state departments of transportation that AASHTO represents will of course be glad to see Congress acting to prevent
an outright disruption of federal highway and transit programs.

"Still, our state DOTs need the certainty that only a long-term federal program can provide, and short extensions are already delaying some
state construction projects," Wright said.

"We know Congress is hearing from state officials and business leaders saying these extensions produce funding cliffs that hamper the contract
bidding and finance plans for highway projects, which are crucial to economic growth back home. It is our hope this next extension
congressional leaders are discussing will soon lead to a multiyear program authorization."

Questions regarding this article may be directed to editor@aashtojournal.org. May 01, 2015

About AASHTO - Legal Information « Privacy Policy ¢ Copyright Notice

© American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials.
444 N Capitol St. NW - Suite 249 - Washington, DC 20001

5/11/2015 10:12 AM



	Cover

	Tab 1 Minutes

	Tab 2 Admin Mod 4 & 5

	Tab 3 Amend 5

	Tab 4 Funds Balance 

	Tab 5 Functional Classification 

	Tab 6 Articles




