
Technical Planning Committee Meeting Agenda 
July 18, 2012 1:30 p.m. 

OTO Offices 
Holland Building 

205 Park Central East, Suite 212 
 Springfield, MO 

   
Call to Order ....................................................................................................................... 1:30 PM 

  
I. 

A. Introductions 
Administration 

 
B. Approval of the Technical Planning Committee Meeting Agenda 

(1 minute/Wiesehan) 
 
TECHNICAL PLANNING COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED TO APPROVE 
THE AGENDA 

 
C. Approval of the May 16, 2012 Meeting Minutes ............................................................ Tab 1 

(1 minute/Wiesehan) 
 
TECHNICAL PLANNING COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED TO APPROVE 
THE MEETING MINUTES 

 
D. Public Comment Period for All Agenda Items 

(5 minutes/Wiesehan) 
Individuals requesting to speak are asked to state their name and organization (if any) 
they represent before making comments.  Individuals and organizations have up to five 
minutes to address the Technical Planning Committee. 

 
E. Executive Director’s Report 

(3 minutes/Fields) 
Sara Fields will provide a review of Ozarks Transportation Organization (OTO) staff 
activities since the last Technical Planning Committee meeting.   

 
II. 
 

New Business 

A. Rideshare Program Proposal ......................................................................................... Tab 2 
(5 minutes/Fields) 
The Rideshare Subcommittee has made a recommendation to transfer the rideshare 
program to The City of Springfield Environmental Services Division, where the 
program can be incorporated into the Clean Air educational activities already 
undertaken.  The transfer would include $10,000 annually in STP-Urban funding to 
be divided among OTO member jurisdictions. 
 
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED TO RECOMMEND 
THE TRANSFER OF THE RIDESHARE PROGRAM AND REQUESTED 
STP-URBAN FUNDS TO THE CITY OF SPRINGFIELD ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES DIVISION 
 
 
 



 
B. FY 2013-2016 Transportation Improvement Program  .............................................. Tab 3 

(10 minutes/Fields) 
OTO is requesting the Technical Planning Committee review the proposed FY 2013-
2016 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The draft TIP is included as a separate 
document. 
 
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED TO RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF THE FY 2013-2016 TIP TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
 

C. MAP-21 Summary .......................................................................................................... Tab 4 
(5 minutes/Edwards) 
The President signed MAP-21, the new transportation bill on July 6, 2012. Summary 
information is provided. 
 
NO ACTION-INFORMATIONAL ONLY 
 

III. 
 

Other Business 

A. Technical Planning Committee Member Announcements 
  (5 minutes/Technical Planning Committee Members)  
  Members are encouraged to announce transportation events being scheduled that may be 
of interest to OTO Technical Planning Committee members. 

 
B. Transportation Issues For Technical Planning Committee Member Review 

  (5 minutes/Technical Planning Committee Members)  
  Members are encouraged to raise transportation issues or concerns they have for future 
agenda items or later in-depth discussion by the OTO Technical Planning Committee. 

 
C. Articles For Technical Planning Committee Information ......................................... Tab 5    

 
IV. 

Targeted for 2:15 P.M.  The next Technical Planning Committee meeting is scheduled for 
Wednesday, September 19, 2012 at 1:30 P.M. at the OTO Offices, 205 Park Central East, 
Suite 212. 

Adjournment 

 
Attachments and Enclosure: 
Pc: Jerry Compton, OTO Chair, Springfield Councilman  
 Phil Broyles, City of Springfield Mayor’s Designee  

Senator McCaskill’s Office 
 Stacy Burks, Senator Blunt’s Office 
 Jered Taylor, Congressman Long’s Office 
 Area News Media 
 
Si usted necesita la ayuda de un traductor del idioma español, por favor comuníquese con la Debbie Parks al teléfono (417) 865-3042, cuando 
menos 48 horas antes de la junta. 
 
Persons who require special accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities Act or persons who require interpreter services (free of 
charge) should contact Debbie Parks at (417) 865-3042 at least 24 hours ahead of the meeting. 
 
If you need relay services please call the following numbers:  711 - Nationwide relay service; 1-800-735-2966 - Missouri TTY service; 1-800-
735-0135 - Missouri voice carry-over service. 
 
OTO fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and related statutes and regulations in all programs and activities.  For more 
information or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, see www.ozarkstransportation.org or call (417) 865-3042. 

http://www.ozarkstransportation.org/�


 

 

 

 

 

TAB 1 

  



MEETING MINUTES 
 

Attached for Technical Committee member review are the minutes from the May 16, 
2012 Technical Planning Committee Meeting.  Please review these minutes prior to the 
meeting and note any corrections that need to be made.  The Chair will ask during the 
meeting if any Technical Committee member has any amendments to the attached 
minutes. 
 
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED:

 

  To make any necessary 
corrections to the minutes and then approve the minutes for public review.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

1 Draft Technical Planning Committee Minutes - May 16, 2012 
 

OZARKS TRANSPORTATION ORGANIZATION 
TECHNICAL PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

May 16, 2012 
 

The Technical Planning Committee of the Ozarks Transportation Organization met at its 
scheduled time of 1:30 p.m. in the OTO Conference Room. 
 
The following members were present: 
 
Mr. David Brock, City of Republic  Mr. Larry Martin, City of Ozark 
Mr. King Coltrin, City of Strafford Mr. Frank Miller, MoDOT 
Mr. Travis Cossey, City of Nixa Mr. Bill Robinett, MoDOT 
Ms. Carol Cruise, City Utilities Mr. Ralph Rognstad, City of Springfield 
Ms. Hollie Elliott, Springfield Chamber (a) Mr. Shawn Schroeder, Springfield-Branson Airport 
Mr. Jonathan Gano, City of Springfield Mr. Andrew Seiler, MoDOT 
Mr. Nick Heatherly, City of Willard Mr. Todd Wiesehan, Christian County (Chair) 
Mr. Rick Hess, City of Battlefield Mr. Terry Whaley, Ozark Greenways 
Mr. Kirk Juranas, City of Springfield  
(a) Denotes alternate given voting privileges as a substitute when voting member not present  

 
The following members were not present:  
 
Mr. Mokhtee Ahmad, FTA Representative Mr. Duffy Mooney, Greene County Highway Dept. 
Mr. Rick Artman, Greene County Highway Dept. Mr. Ryan Mooney, Springfield Chamber 
Mr. David Bishop, R-12 School District Mr. Kent Morris, Greene County Planning Dept. 
Mr. Randall Brown, City of Willard (a) Mr. Troy Pinkerton, MoDOT (a) 
Mr. Don Clark, Missouri State University Mr. Mark Roy, Springfield-Branson Airport (a) 
Mr. Rick Emling, R-12 School District (a) Ms. Beth Schaller, MoDOT 
Ms. Diane Gallion, City Utilities (a) Mr. Mark Schenkelberg, FAA Representative 
Ms. Dawne Gardner, City of Springfield (a) Mr. Dan Smith, Greene County Highway Dept. 
Mr. Martin Gugel, City of Springfield (a) Mr. Cheryl Townlian, BNSF 
Mr. Jason Haynes, City of Springfield (a) Mr. Garrett Tyson, City of Republic (a) 
Mr. Jay Huff, Missouri State University (a) Ms. Eva Voss, MoDOT 
Mr. Joel Keller, Greene County (a) Mr. Dan Watts, SMCOG 
Mr. Kevin Lambeth, City of Battlefield (a) Mr. Bob Wilslef, City of Ozark (a) 
Mr. Brad McMahon, FHWA  
     
Others present were:  Ms. Debbie Parks, Ms. Sara Edwards, Mr. Curtis Owens and Mr. Chris 
Stueve, Ozarks Transportation Organization; Ms. Stacy Burks, Senator Roy Blunt’s Office. 
 
 
Mr. Wiesehan called the May 16, 2012 Technical Planning Committee meeting to order at 1:30 
p.m. 
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I. Administration 
 

A. Introductions 
 

B. Approval of the Technical Planning Committee Meeting Agenda 
Ms. Fields stated there was a revised agenda for the meeting.  The only change to the 
agenda was the addition of four TIP amendments.  
 
Ms. Cruise made the motion to approve the May 16, 2012 revised agenda.  Mr. Hess 
seconded and the agenda was approved unanimously.   

 
C. Approval of the March 21, 2012 Meeting Minutes 

 
Mr. Martin made the motion to approve the March 21, 2012 Meeting Minutes.  Mr. King 
seconded and the minutes were approved unanimously.   
 

D. Public Comment Period for All Agenda Items 
None 

 
E. Executive Director’s Report 

Ms. Fields stated that her last name has changed from Edwards to Fields.  Ms. Longpine 
will be out of the office until August 1, 2012.  There was an email (originally from Mr. 
Miller) sent out this morning regarding the Blue Ribbon Panel that will be in Springfield 
on June 1 at the Springfield Area Chamber of Commerce.  The Blue Ribbon Panel was 
created by Missouri Speaker of the House Steven Tilley and will be discussing area 
transportation needs and possible solutions.  Several people have been selected to provide 
testimony regarding transportation issues in the area.  A large turnout would help 
legislators to understand the transportation issues and needs facing Missouri, especially in 
southwest Missouri. 
 
Copies of the Long Range Transportation Plan are available for anyone who wants one.  
The Transit Coordination Plan was adopted by the Board of Directors at their last 
meeting.  The OTO is currently soliciting applications for the different federal transit 
grants that are available.  One application is for Human Service and Transportation 
Vehicles.  This is for organizations such as the Council of Churches of the Ozarks, 
Springfield Workshop, and Burrell Behavioral Health.  These organizations all have 
vehicles that are federally-funded and which are used to provide transportation for elderly 
and disabled individuals.  The OTO directly notifies a number of area transportation 
providers that transit grant applications are being accepted in addition to posting a notice 
on the OTO website.  There is only funding available for two vehicles per year, but 
nonetheless applications are being taken for those funds.  There is also an application for 
New Freedom and Job Access and Reverse Commute transit funding, which City Utilities 
has typically received in the past.  There is not a lot of funding available. 
 
There still is no news regarding enhancement funding.  The 2012 enhancement funding 
has not been awarded because there is only a partial transportation bill in place and 
MoDOT has not yet released any enhancement funds.  Once the funds are released there 
may be approximately $500,000 of enhancement funding available. 
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The Regional Transit Study is finished and there was a large turnout at the public 
presentation that was held in the OTO conference room.  The presentation is available on 
the OTO website.  There were three different improvement scenarios presented in the 
study: improvements that could be implemented at no cost, improvements that could be 
made if additional transit funding were available (in this case, $19 million per year 
compared to the current funding level of $6 million per year), and the implementation of 
a regional transit system.  The two regional routes recommended in the report are a route 
running from Ozark to Nixa to Springfield and then back again, and a route running from 
Republic to Battlefield to Springfield and back again.  The report includes cost figures 
associated with these regional routes and the fares that would be charged in addition to a 
map of the routes.  The regional transit analysis included in the study provides good 
information for use in discussions regarding a regional transit system. 

 
II. New Business 
 

A. Let’s Go Smart Presentation 
Mr. Whaley stated that Ms. Fields and Ms. Longpine asked him to update the Technical 
Planning Committee on the new “Let’s Go Smart” initiative that Ozarks Greenways (OG) 
has developed.  Three years ago in a strategic planning workshop, OG realized that they 
could not afford to build trails everywhere for everybody.  Even if there were funds 
available to acquire land and develop the trail infrastructure, maintenance would be an 
issue.   
 
OG decided to promote using bicycles for transportation, which leads to individuals using 
their bicycles in conjunction with buses, and then to walking, biking, and busing for the 
majority of their transportation needs.  At the National Trail Symposium two years ago a 
program called “From the Garage to the Greenway” led OG to decide whether the 
“Green” or the “Way” was more important.  Ten years ago there was a need for an 
advocacy committee that met routinely with four or five individuals.  Over a period of 
time it was formally structured under OG and named the STAR (Sustainable 
Transportation Advocacy Resource) Team.  The STAR team worked with Ms. Fields and 
Ms. Longpine on the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan that was developed with Mr. Hutchison 
at the City of Springfield.   
 
OG looked at this and asked the question, “How do residents get to the greenways since 
there cannot be a greenway next to everyone’s house?”  The “Drive Less Live More” 
program was developed which was somewhat effective but wasn’t as impactful as had 
been hoped.  OG hired a marketing team and created a new brand.  The OG marketing 
committee discussed the importance of walking as everybody is a pedestrian at some 
point during the day.  Accordingly, pedestrian safety, curb cuts and streetscapes are 
important issues to the community.  Bicycling and the bus system are also important 
aspects of the local transportation system.  The bus is one of the most underutilized 
public services in Springfield.  However, most people use cars as their primary means of 
transportation.  The slogan “Drive Less Live More” was problematic in that it sounded 
preachy and anti-car.  OG is not anti-car as the car is a big element of the new “Let’s Go 
Smart” campaign; the campaign realizes that people need their cars and works to get 
people to use their cars smartly. 
 
The “Let’s Go Smart” program was introduced on April 19.  There are several different 
components of the “Let’s Go Smart” brand architecture.  The “Smart” aspect of the brand 
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means to think before you drive and ask: Is there another way to get to where I need to 
go?  Is taking a car the wisest way?  Is bicycling the wisest way?  The “Smart” goal is to 
get people to think about the different transportation options available to them before 
they go anywhere.  The “Smart” piece of the brand also means to travel smartly: whether 
you are walking, biking, or getting on the bus, you need to travel safely at all times.  
Finally, people should also be financially “Smart” and fiscally prudent regarding their 
transportation decisions. 
 
The OTO, City of Springfield, and Greene County are all concerned with maintaining the 
infrastructure of the greenway and trail system.  OG focuses on connecting bicycle and 
pedestrian trails to the road network, extending the trail system to schools, and the overall 
trail/street system and how it works together and where the best and safest places are to 
build bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.  If bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure is 
added to already-developed corridors, more cyclists will go there. 
 
The “Go” aspect of the brand seeks to encourage the community to use the greenway 
network as part of a physically-active lifestyle.  Conversely, the “Drive Less Live More” 
slogan implied that one way a person could drive less is by simply sitting on their couch 
and doing nothing.  “Go” encourages people to get out and be active. 
 
“Let’s” is the call-to-action part of the brand architecture.  It invites everyone to join the 
movement.  For example, this week is “Bike to Work Week.”  Solid numbers are not 
available yet, but according to registration forms participation is up 25% from last year in 
terms of the number of businesses, schools and individuals participating. 
 
There are a number of partners involved with the “Let’s Go Smart” campaign, including 
City Utilities, the City of Springfield, The LINK, and the Healthy Living Alliance.  OG 
publicly launched the campaign, along with the “Let’s Go Smart” website 
(letsgosmart.org), on April 19.  Nationally-known bicycle advocate and speaker Joe 
Kurmaskie, who is also known as “The Metal Cowboy,” was in Springfield to help 
launch the “Let’s Go Smart” campaign.  Mr. Kurmaskie is from Portland, Oregon and 
stated that Springfield’s bicycle infrastructure reminds him of Portland’s ten years ago. 
 
Mr. Whaley then showed the “Let’s Go Smart” website to the TPC, passed out “Let’s Go 
Smart” business cards, and made available several copies of the bicycling book Joyride. 
 

B. Amendment Number One to the Long Range Transportation Plan 
Ms. Fields stated that the City of Springfield had a cost share project for Glenstone 
Avenue from Battlefield Road to James River Freeway.  It was discovered that the 
project was not listed in the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) exactly the way it 
should be.  The project needs to be added to the LRTP and also to the TIP.  In order to 
add the project to TIP it will first need to be added to the LRTP.  Page 182-A1 shows 
where the project was added at a cost of $13 million.  The LRTP is very tightly 
constrained financially and adding the Glenstone Avenue project would push the project 
list out of fiscal constraint, meaning there would be insufficient funds for the projects 
listed in the plan.  Fortunately, several items allowed the Glenstone Avenue project to be 
added to the LRTP while keeping the project list fiscally constrained.  First, $6.8 million 
in cost share funding was added to the LRTP to help cover the cost of the new Glenstone 
Avenue project in addition to a project at the James River Freeway - Kansas Expressway 
interchange.  Secondly, Project M95 and its $2.3 million cost was removed from the 
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LRTP as it has been incorporated into the new Glenstone Avenue project.  Finally, a $37 
million calculation error was discovered in the funding projection tables.  These three 
items resulted in a net funding gain of $39 million, which provides room to add projects 
in the future if the need should arise. 
 
Mr. Rognstad made the motion to recommend approval of the Long Range Plan 
Amendment Number One to the Board of Directors.  Mr. Miller seconded and the motion 
carried unanimously.  
 

C. Amendment Number Five to the FY 2012-2015 TIP 
Ms. Fields stated there are four items in TIP Amendment Five.  The first item is that the 
State of Missouri has received some additional Section 5310 vehicle funds.  Locally, this 
means that funds are available for an additional vehicle; a company called RSVP is 
receiving $20,000 in federal funds to accompany a $5,000 local match.  The second item 
is a project for which the City of Nixa would like to use STP-Urban funds.  This project 
was originally listed in the TIP as a $2 million project; however, the project will now cost 
$2.6 million.  Additionally, some funding has been reallocated to include engineering and 
right of way acquisition in addition to construction.  The project will improve Main Street 
from Aldersgate to Tracker Road with significant improvements at the intersection of 
Tracker Road. 
 
The last two items in TIP Amendment Five are requests by MoDOT.  The first MoDOT 
request is to add funding to a paving project on Route 60 between Glenstone Avenue and 
Route 125; the original project cost was $1.2 million but has increased to $5 million.  The 
second MoDOT request is to add a project that would resurface Route 60 in Republic 
between Illinois Avenue and Route 174 or alternately, Route FF in Battlefield between 
the James River Freeway and Weaver Road.  Mr. Miller will discuss later how the second 
project is dependent on low bids if the money is available. 
 
Mr. Miller stated that the resurfacing project on Route 60 between Glenstone Avenue and 
Route 125 is happening in conjunction with a project outside the OTO boundary that 
continues resurfacing Route 60 toward Seymour, across Webster County, and to the 
eastern boundary of the Southwest District.  The second resurfacing project needs 
explanation.  As part of the recent MoDOT district reconfiguration, MoDOT is now 
planning to repave all major routes on five- to seven-year paving cycles. 
 
This paving schedule will be accomplished by delaying some bridge projects and 
switching them with paving projects.  There are some pavement projects that were 
programmed as pavement improvements on various routes.  The Route 60 project in 
Republic covers the section of highway that was expanded to five lanes around 2003.  
There is an alternative option to resurface Route FF between the James River Freeway 
and Weaver Road in Battlefield.  It should cost about $1.2 million to resurface Route 60 
in Republic but with a good, low bid part of Route FF might also be resurfaced for about 
$1.5 million.  This situation factors into all projects in the Southwest District; there will 
be two-lane road repaving projects all around the District.  There is a total amount of 
funds available repaving and we will try to repave the alternate sections of roadway if 
funds are available due to lower-than-expected bids.  To date MoDOT has been able to 
award all alternative projects during the past couple of years that this method has been 
tried.  If for some reason the alternate Route FF project cannot be awarded, there will be 
a new, Route FF-specific project to capture it. 
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Mr. Martin asked if the paving project on Route 60 toward Seymour is the type that 
grinds down the pavement.  Mr. Miller stated no it was just an overlay. 
 
Mr. Rognstad made the motion to recommend approval of TIP amendment number five 
to the Board of Directors.  Mr. Martin seconded and the motioned carried unanimously.   
 

D. Urbanized Area Presentation 
Mr. Stueve presented a series of maps showing the 2010 Springfield Urbanized Area.  
The Census Bureau released all 2010 urbanized area boundaries within the past couple of 
weeks.  The maps show the 2000 Springfield Urbanized Area boundary so it may be 
compared with the 2010 boundary.  The Census Bureau delineates urbanized areas in all 
cities with at least 50,000 people.  They start by selecting core census tracts that meet a 
certain population density threshold and then add on eligible census block groups and 
census blocks until all qualifying urban areas are included.  In 2000 the Springfield 
Urbanized Area had a population of 215,000.  Republic was considered an urban cluster 
in 2000; urban clusters are communities that are not in an urban area and that have a 
population between 2,500 and 49,999 people. 
 
The 2010 map shows that the Springfield Urbanized Area population is now 273,000 and 
includes Republic and Strafford as there has been sufficient urban buildup between 
Springfield and Republic and Springfield and Strafford for these two cities to be included 
in the urbanized area.  Rogersville and Willard are now urban clusters.  There are a few 
fringe areas that were considered urbanized in 2000 but are not now.  This is due to the 
Census Bureau tweaking their urbanized area delineation criteria every 10 years. 
  
There is a population chart on the map that shows both the 2000 and 2010 urbanized area 
populations.  A different chart shows that there is a total of 6.4 square miles of land that 
was considered urbanized in 2000 but were not in 2010.  Conversely, there is now 38.1 
square miles of urbanized area that was not considered urbanized in 2000.  In conclusion, 
now that the Springfield Urbanized Area contains Republic and Strafford and has a larger 
population, the OTO can hopefully receive a bigger slice of the transportation funding 
pie.  With Republic’s inclusion in the Springfield Urbanized Area, it is no longer eligible 
for STP-Small Urban funds.  However, Willard is now eligible for STP-Small Urban 
funds since it is now an urban cluster. 
 
Mr. Brock asked if Rogersville is also eligible for STP-Small Urban funds since it is also 
now an urban cluster.  Mr. Stueve stated that technically Rogersville is outside the 
urbanized area.  Mr. Miller stated that the Census Bureau considers all towns with at least 
2,500 residents to be urban while the Federal Highway Administration’s urban threshold 
is 5,000.  Rogersville’s population is less than 5,000 so it is not considered urban in the 
eyes of the Federal Highway Administration. 
 
Mr. Brock asked why the OTO boundaries do not encompass the entire Willard urban 
cluster and if there is a downside to that.  Mr. Miller stated that there is no downside to an 
urban cluster not being entirely within the MPO boundary.  The MPO is able to modify 
urban area boundaries with the Federal Highway Administration.  MoDOT 
accommodates small urban areas by using the urban area boundary plus the city’s 
municipal boundaries.  For example, Ozark’s city limits extend south along Route 65 to 
Route EE; this “tentacle” is outside the OTO so there is a precedent.  Just to clarify the 
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issue from MoDOT’s standpoint, STP-Urban funds will continue as-is until there is 
another transportation reauthorization bill.  Republic will continue to receive some STP-
Small Urban funds.  Willard will not receive any STP-Small Urban funds until the new 
transportation bill is effective.  The Commission at that point will decide whether to 
continue the small urban program.  Currently there is no indication as to what the 
Commission may decide.  It is unclear what impact, if any, a change to the program 
would have since the OTO distributes funds differently.  
 
Ms. Fields stated that there should be no change in the amount of transportation funding 
received until the State of Missouri recognizes the OTO’s increased population.  At that 
point, in theory, all area transportation funding should increase.  Willard will not receive 
any additional funds because small urban areas are factored in to large urban area funding 
calculations.  Mr. Miller stated that large urban area transportation funding is distributed 
by the Federal Highway Administration and will be distributed as soon as Congress 
passes a transportation bill.  The decision regarding the small urban funding program will 
happen only when Congress passes a transportation bill and examines the newest census 
data.  Nothing will change with the small urban program until something happens with 
the new transportation bill.  The large urban area funding program may see a change 
sooner because it is based on the latest transportation bill extension. 
 
Mr. Brock asked if he understood correctly that STP-Small Urban funds will be offset.  
Ms. Fields stated that was correct.  Mr. Miller stated that the balances will remain as well.  
That happened when Springfield became a large urban area and the small urban area 
balance was carried forward. 
 
Mr. Coltrin asked what it meant for Strafford to be absorbed by the Springfield 
Urbanized Area.  Ms. Fields stated it does not really mean anything since last year the 
OTO voted that large urban funds would be distributed to all OTO area jurisdictions 
instead of only to those jurisdictions within the Springfield Urbanized Area.  The OTO 
also voted to add small urban funds to the total MPO area funding pot.  This ensures that 
if an area receives small urban funding it does not also receive more large urban funding 
than it should.  Overall, Strafford’s inclusion in the Springfield Urbanized Area should 
have no effect.  The primary significance of the urbanized area boundary change is that 
the OTO is now required to analyze the boundaries of the MPO area.  The boundaries do 
not need to be adjusted at the present time as the area included in the 2010 Springfield 
Urbanized Area is not significantly different from the area that is expected to be 
developed over the next 20 years.  The federal government requires that an MPO must 
include the main urbanized area plus areas that are expected to become urbanized within 
the next 20 years. 
 

E. FY 2013-2016 TIP Project Submittal Update  
Ms. Fields stated that the OTO had hoped to have an electronic TIP management 
program in place.  However, the software developers have had some trouble in 
completing the project on schedule.  Apparently the OTO prefers a lot more information 
regarding TIP projects than the typical MPO and the software developer did not 
anticipate the OTO’s level of customization.  The OTO will go ahead and process the 
Transportation Improvement Program as normal.  A notification email and letter have 
been sent out with an Excel spreadsheet to be filled out.  Once the TIP software is up and 
running staff will manually enter that information here in the office.  This year there will 
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be both a paper TIP and an electronic TIP.  Next year there will only be an electronic TIP 
if the new software works as it should.  
 
Staff thought that on May 1 a letter could be sent out stating that the projects could be 
submitted online at the end of the month.  That did not work out.  Staff is willing to work 
with any jurisdiction that needs extra time.  There is still a deadline that has to be met to 
get the program adopted and in place, including the long review time of the Federal 
Highway Administration and the Governor’s office.  Hopefully the online TIP program 
will be user friendly when it is complete.  The program will also include a map where the 
user can zoom to a project, click on that project, and receive all the information 
associated with that project on a printable page.  Although the project is delayed for now, 
in the end the online TIP project will be worth it.  The TIP project submission deadline is 
May 25.  
 

F. Draft FY 2013-2017 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
Mr. Miller stated that there is now a draft 2013-2017 Statewide Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP), which is the statewide version of the local TIP.  MoDOT 
uses the STIP as a basis for submitting projects for inclusion in the local TIP.  The only 
difference between the STIP and the TIP is that MoDOT’s fiscal year is from July 1 to 
June 30 while OTO’s fiscal year runs from October 1 to September 30.  The STIP 
outlines what transportation projects are scheduled.  MoDOT will be resurfacing major 
routes on a five- to seven-year cycle; this represents a large addition of projects, 
especially when looking at the map of projects in the Springfield area.  There are a lot of 
projects in the Springfield area mainly because of all the major route resurfacing projects. 
 
The rest of the projects are projects added last year, such as the Route CC improvement 
project between Fremont Hills and Cheyenne Road in the Nixa area and the Route 14-
Cheyenne Road intersection improvement project.  All of those projects remain in the 
STIP.  Temporarily there are a couple of projects, such as the Glenstone Avenue-Peele 
Street turn lane project, withheld until the cost share agreement with Springfield is 
approved.  The turn lane improvement project at Kansas Expressway and the James River 
Freeway has been removed from the draft STIP because the diverging diamond project 
cost share is taking that project’s place.  That is the most significant change aside from 
the pavement projects. 
 
MoDOT is delaying improvements to some bridges, such as the Route MM/B bridge over 
I-44 and the Route 65 northbound bridge over Lake Springfield.  However, MoDOT is 
proceeding with the bridge replacements on Route 65 at the Finley River and at Farmer 
Branch.  Improvements to the Route 65 southbound bridge over I-44 will also be delayed.  
The bridge improvement projects are being switched with pavement resurfacing projects 
in order to get all major routes on the five- to seven-year pavement replacement cycle. 
 
Mr. Juranas asked how long the Route 65-Lake Springfield bridge project will be 
delayed.  Mr. Miller stated it is being pushed back one year to 2015. 
 
Ms. Fields stated that there will be signal improvements at the intersection of Kansas 
Expressway and Sunset Street and at the intersection of Kansas Expressway and Walnut 
Lawn Street.  Mr. Miller stated that project will replace the wood pole signals.  There are 
a number of projects that will replace wood pole signals with metal poles; these projects 
are now delayed due to funds being switched to the major route repaving plan.  The 
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Kansas Expressway-Sunset-Walnut Lawn signal project may expand its scope to include 
intersection improvements as well.  There is also a signal improvement project at the 
Route 60-Route 125 intersection near Rogersville. 
 
Mr. Juranas asked about turn lane improvements on Chestnut Expressway at Sherman 
Avenue.  Mr. Miller stated this project was scheduled for May 2013.  The project’s fiscal 
year did not change, it just did not have a final date as the letting month was not decided 
before now.  This project is now listed in the middle of page 4.5. 
 
Ms. Fields stated that there are no new projects on the list aside from the new pavement 
projects.  Mr. Miller stated that there are no new capacity addition projects or other 
improvement major projects as MoDOT is transitioning into maintenance mode.  Other 
than cost sharing projects there will be no new projects aside from resurfacing or bridge 
projects.  MoDOT is receiving some money for safety projects.  MoDOT is emphasizing 
safety projects such as rumble strips and shoulders on minor routes with these funds.   
Those projects are in rural areas and not in the OTO area. 
 
Mr. Hess made the motion to recommend approval of the draft FY 2013-2017 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program.  Mr. Juranas seconded and the motion was carried 
unanimously. 
  

III. Other Business 
 

A. Technical Planning Committee Member Announcements 
Mr. Martin stated that the City of Ozark has reached a landscaping work agreement with 
MoDOT.  The City will be the continuing authority while the Chamber of Commerce 
and several city groups work on beautification and right of way projects.  The City is 
working to make sure the various beautification items, trees, shrubs, and perennial 
flowers make a minimum impact, stay within a mulched area, are at grade, and do not 
impact large pin oaks in the area.  This project will help to solve some erosion issues 
within the right of way.  The beautification enhancements are designed to be easy to 
mow around with a brush hog.  Creation of the intergovernmental agreement has been a 
long process. 
 
Mr. Fields stated it might be a good idea to send out a copy of the intergovernmental 
agreement in the event another jurisdiction would like to undertake a similar project.  
Mr. Martin stated that throughout the process MoDOT did not seem very enthusiastic 
about entering an agreement.  Mr. Miller stated that MoDOT’s main concern with such 
agreements centers on a jurisdiction’s ability to maintain the landscaping improvements.  
MoDOT is working on an agreement with the City of Branson where MoDOT will 
resurface the roads and the City will take care of everything from the curbs out.  Mr. 
Martin stated that the intergovernmental agreement is the key to getting everything 
worked out.  With an intergovernmental agreement MoDOT is assured that there is a 
party responsible for long-term upkeep of the right of way. 
 
Ms. Burks stated that she had no new news to report.  The Conference Committee had 
met once and there continues to be significant debate between the two sides.   
 
Mr. Whaley stated that Ozarks Greenways in conjunction with the Springfield-Greene 
County Park Board would be dedicating a new one-mile section of the Wilson’s Creek 
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Greenway on June 2.  That is the second-to-last trail enhancement project in the 
pipeline; Ozark Greenways will break ground on the last project in July.   
 
Mr. Juranas stated that the ballot language for the 1/8-cent transportation tax was 
approved by Springfield City Council.  The transportation tax vote will take place on 
August 7.  The City of Springfield is working with the Chamber of Commerce, who will 
lead the tax information campaign.  There are a number of important projects in the 
transportation tax proposal.  The Battlefield-Route 65 interchange is on the project list 
and is on the City’s top five needed-improvements list.  The City was also able to move 
ahead with MoDOT on the six-laning of Glenstone using reinvested funds generated by 
the last 1/8-cent transportation tax.  
 
Mr. Martin asked what other projects were included with the 1/8-cent transportation tax 
proposal.  Ms. Fields stated there were some bridge projects on the list.  Mr. Juranas 
stated there would be funds available to widen the two Republic Road bridges over the 
James River Freeway.  The improvements along Republic Road will also include a 
shared bike facility.  There are other bridge projects on the list as well.  Multimodal 
improvements include sidewalk and trail construction and rail crossing upgrades.  The 
City has also partnered with BNSF to help accelerate several rail crossing upgrades 
within the City.  Resurfacing funds are included in the proposal, as are turn lane and 
Intelligent Transportation System improvements.  The proposal also includes a cost 
share component in the event there is an opportunity to develop a cost share project with 
another entity. 

   
B. Transportation Issues for Technical Planning Committee Member Review 

None 
 

C. Articles For Technical Planning Committee Information                            
No Discussion                   

 
IV. Adjournment 

Mr. Rognstad made the motion to adjourn.  Mr. Juranas seconded and the meeting was 
adjourned at 2:26 p.m. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

TAB 2 

  



TECHNICAL COMMITTEE AGENDA 07/18/12; ITEM II.A. 
 

Rideshare Program Proposal 
 

Ozarks Transportation Organization 
(Springfield, MO Area MPO) 

 
 
AGENDA DESCRIPTION

 

:  FHWA ruled that the funding of a rideshare matching 
program and promotional materials for the program are ineligible for Metropolitan 
Planning Funding. Therefore, OTO removed the program from the budget for FY 2013. 
This meant that without locating another funding source, OzarksCommute.com would be 
taken offline by the end of the calendar year. 

FHWA further notified us that these activities could be funded with STP-Urban funds. In 
order for OTO to continue the funding with STP-Urban funds, $31,000 annually would 
be needed for the program, promotional materials, staff and indirect costs. This amount 
would have to be subtracted before any allocation to member jurisdictions could be made. 
Please see Table 1
 

 for the relative amounts. 

After a review of the program, it was discovered that The Clean Air Alliance and 
Partnership for Sustainability along with the City of Springfield Department of 
Environmental Services are promoting their programs at the same events that 
OzarksCommute.com is being promoted. Therefore, Barbara Lucks, the Interim 
Sustainability Officer with the City of Springfield Department of Environmental Services   
has volunteered to take over the program and is asking for $10,000 in STP-Urban funding 
to cover annual OzarksComute.com costs as well as promotional materials. OTO has 
agreed to assist with contacting employers to develop the rideshare program with 
employers not just the general public. Please see Table 2

 

 for the impact on STP-Urban 
funding for each jurisdiction. 

City Utilities is currently donating a bus wrap promoting OzarksCommute.com that can 
count as the local match requirement.  
 
RIDESHARE SUBCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

 

:  The subcommittee met 
on June 7, and June 27, 2012 to review the program and make a recommendation to the 
Technical Committee that included transferring the program to the Springfield 
Environmental Services Department and using $10,000 in STP-Urban before any 
allocations are made to fund the program.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

 

:  Staff concurs with the Rideshare Subcommittee 
recommendation 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED:  To either recommend to the 
OTO Board of Directors that:  



The Rideshare Program is transferred to the City of Springfield Environmental Services 
Division and that $10,000 in STP-Urban funding is used to fund the program. The 
$10,000 will be taken off the top before any allocation to member jurisdictions are made.  
 
Or  
 
The Rideshare Program is continued by OTO and that $31,000 in STP-Urban funding is 
used to fund the program. The $31,000 will be taken off the top before any allocation to 
member jurisdictions are made.  
 
Or 
 
Return the discussion to the Rideshare Subcommittee to consider the following 
 
 



Rideshare Budget for OTO to Run Program

Staff Time 8,000.00$    

Indirect Costs 10,000.00$  

Materials/Registrations 5,000.00$    

Software 7,800.00$    

TOTAL 30,800.00$  

Rideshare Budget with non federally funded agency administration

Materials 2,200.00$    

Software 7,800.00$    

10,000.00$  



TABLE 1

RIDESHARE
FY 2012 FY 2012 Difference

Christian County $227,483.50 $225,861.06 $1,622.44
Greene County $968,223.49 $961,318.00 $6,905.50
Battlefield $78,515.24 $77,955.26 $559.98
Nixa $267,176.53 $265,271.00 $1,905.54
Ozark $250,293.65 $248,508.53 $1,785.13
Republic $174,099.87 $172,622.18 $1,477.69
Springfield $2,240,254.60 $2,224,276.81 $15,977.79
Strafford $33,119.67 $32,883.45 $236.21
Willard $74,273.45 $73,743.72 $529.73
Republic Small Urban $33,087.65 $33,087.65
Rideshare $0.00 $31,000.00

$4,346,527.65 $4,346,527.65 $31,000.00

TABLE 2

RIDESHARE
FY 2012 FY 2012 Difference

Christian County $227,483.50 $226,960.13 $523.37
Greene County $968,223.49 $965,995.91 $2,227.58
Battlefield $78,515.24 $78,334.60 $180.64
Nixa $267,176.53 $266,561.85 $614.69
Ozark $250,293.65 $249,717.80 $575.85
Republic $174,099.87 $173,623.20 $476.67
Springfield $2,240,254.60 $2,235,100.47 $5,154.12
Strafford $33,119.67 $33,043.47 $76.20
Willard $74,273.45 $74,102.57 $170.88
Republic Small Urban $33,087.65 $33,087.65
Rideshare $0.00 $10,000.00

$4,346,527.65 $4,346,527.65 $10,000.00

Rideshare Funding Scenario Using STP-Urban
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TECHNICAL COMMITTEE AGENDA 07/18/12; ITEM II.B. 
 

FY 2013–2016 Transportation Improvement Program 
 

Ozarks Transportation Organization 
(Springfield, MO Area MPO) 

 
 
AGENDA DESCRIPTION

 

:  On an annual basis, OTO staff develops a four-year 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) document that provides details on proposed 
transportation improvements, including anticipated costs, fund sources, and expected 
project phasing over each of the four years of the TIP.  The TIP includes a status report 
for each project contained in the previous year’s TIP, a financial constraint analysis, and 
description of the public involvement process. A separate document is included for 
review. 

The draft TIP was posted on the website and advertised for public comment on July 11, 
2012.   
 
SUBCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

 

:  The subcommittee met on July 2, 2012 
and reviewed the draft TIP and recommended approval to the Technical Committee, 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

 

:  To recommend approval of the TIP as submitted in 
the agenda packet with any requested corrections/changes to the OTO Board of Directors. 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED

 

:  To either recommend the 
TIP to the OTO Board of Directors, or to ask the TIP Subcommittee to revisit the 
document to make specific changes.  (The latter would require a special Technical 
Committee meeting prior to the August Board of Directors meeting.) 
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TECHNICAL COMMITTEE AGENDA 07/18/12; ITEM II.C. 
 

MAP-21 
 

Ozarks Transportation Organization 
(Springfield, MO Area MPO) 

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:

A summary with funding tables is attached for your information. MoDOT has stated that a 
complete analysis would be available from MoDOT staff in a couple of weeks.  

  On July 6, 2012 the President signed into law MAP-21, the new 
Federal Transportation Bill. This bill continued SAFETEA-LU until September 30, 2012 and 
enacted a new transportation bill, MAP-21 through September 30, 2014. 

Until that summary is available, it is difficult to fully understand the fiscal ramifications of the 
Bill. However, all indications are that funding levels have been maintained or slightly increased 
in all areas except Enhancements. The language surrounding the new “Transportation 
Alternatives” category, which is replacing enhancements, safe routes to school and recreational 
trails is not very clear. There will continue to be an allocation to OTO because of our TMA 
status. We are not sure how much of a decrease if any we will see in that area.   
 
There are some additional requirements that will be placed upon OTO as far as performance 
measurements for all modes and how those are incorporated into the Long Range Plan and TIP. 
 
Overall, we are very pleased to see a two year bill in place and that overall funding levels have 
been maintained.   
 
TECHNICAL PLANNING COMMITTEE ACTION REQUESTED
 

:   NONE 

 
 
 
 
 











Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act 

Transit Funding Levels (Dollars) 

Program 

Division G: Surface 
Transportation 

Extension Act of 
2012, Part II, Title III 

- Public 
Transportation 

Programs 

Division B: 
Federal Public Transportation 

Act of 2012 

FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2104 

Total All Programs 10,458,278,000 10,578,000,000 10,695,000,000 

Programs Funded from the Highway Trust Fund 

Formula Programs Total 8,360,565,000 8,478,000,000 8,595,000,000 

§ 20005(b) Pilot Program for Transit Oriented 
Development Planning 

--- 10,000,000 10,000,000 

§ 5305 Planning 113,500,000 126,900,000 128,800,000 

§ 5307 Urbanized Area Subtotal 4,160,365,000 4,397,950,000 4,458,650,000 

§ 5308 Clean Fuels Formula 51,500,000 --- --- 

§ 5309(m)(2)(B) Fixed-Guideway Modernization 1,666,500,000 --- --- 

§ 5309(m)(2)(C) Bus and Bus Facilities 984,000,000 --- --- 

§ 5310 Elderly and Disabled 133,500,000 254,800,000 258,300,000 

§ 5311 Rural Area Subtotal 465,000,000 599,500,000 607,800,000 

Basic Rural Formula 440,700,000 537,510,000 545,644,000 

§ 5311(b)(3) RTAP 9,300,000 11,990,000 12,156,000 

§ 5311(c)(1) Public Transportation on an Indian 
Reservations 

15,000,000 30,000,000 30,000,000 

§ 5311(c)(2) Appalachian Development Public 
Transportation Assistance 

--- 20,000,000 20,000,000 

§ 5316 Job Access and Reverse Commute 164,500,000 --- --- 

§ 5317 New Freedom 92,500,000 --- --- 

§ 5318 Bus Testing Facility --- 3,000,000 3,000,000 

§ 5320 Alternative Transportation in Parks 26,900,000     

§ 5322(d)  National Transit Institute --- 5,000,000 5,000,000 

§ 5335 National Transit Database 3,500,000 3,850,000 3,850,000 

§ 5337 State of Good Repair --- 2,136,300,000 2,165,900,000 

§ 5339 Alternatives Analysis 25,000,000 --- --- 

§ 5339 Bus and Bus Facilities Formula --- 422,000,000 427,800,000 

§ 5340 Growing States and High Density States 465,000,000 518,700,000 525,900,000 

§ 3038 Over-the Road Bus Subtotal 8,800,000 --- --- 

Programs Funded from General Funds 

General Funds Programs Total 2,097,713,000 2,100,000,000 2,100,000,000 

§ 5309(m)(2)(C) New Starts Total 1,955,000,000 1,907,000,000 1,907,000,000 

§ 5309(m)(2)(A)(i) Projects Less Than $75,000,000 200,000,000 --- --- 

§ 5309(m)(2)(A)(ii) Grants of $75,000,000 or More 1,755,000,000 --- --- 

§ 5312 Research, Development Demonstration and 
Deployment 

--- 70,000,000 70,000,000 

§ 5313(a) TCRP 6,300,000 7,000,000 7,000,000 

§ 5315 National Transit Institute 2,709,000 --- --- 

§ 5314 Technical Assistance and Standards 
Development 

--- 7,000,000 7,000,000 

§ 5314 National Research 28,061,000 --- --- 

§ 5314(a)(2) Project Action 1,890,000 --- --- 

§ 5314(c) National Technical Assistance Center 630,000 --- --- 

§ 5324 Emergency Relied Program --- ssaan ssaan 

§ 5334 FTA Administration 98,713,000 104,000,000 104,000,000 

§ 5322 (a),(b),(c),(e) Human Resources and Training --- 5,000,000 5,000,000 

§ 5506 University Centers 4,410,000 --- --- 

ssaan = such sums as are necessary 

 



























Summary of Provisions in MAP-21 that Impact the Highway and  

Transportation Construction Industry 
 

Funding 

 Provides funding certainty through FY 2014 (Sept. 30, 2014) 

 The bill provides current funding levels plus inflation.  Obligation limit for the Federal-aid highway 

program is $39.7 in FY 2013 and $40.25 billion in FY 2014.  Federal transit programs are provided $10.6 

billion in FY2013 and $10.7 billion in FY 2014. 

 

Funding Distribution 

 Eliminates equity bonus program and, instead, distributes highway formula funds to states based on 

each state’s share of total highway funds distributed in FY 2012.  Every state is guaranteed a minimum 

return of 95 percent of its payments into the HTF. 

Financing/Supplemental Revenue 

 Increases funding for and expands the Transportation Infrastructure Finance & Innovation Act (TIFIA) 

program 

o Increases available TIFIA resources from $122m/year ($244m total for two years) to $1.75 billion 

for this two year period – an amount more than 14 times larger than previous amounts. 

o Enables TIFIA loans to be applied to related groups of projects, rather than a single project. 

o Allows TIFIA to pay for a larger share of project costs (increased from 33 percent to 49 percent)  

o Expands opportunities for rural projects 

 Does not penalize states pursuing Public Private Partnerships (PPPs) involving leasing of road facilities to 

private companies. 

 New capacity can be tolled on all existing Federal-aid (road, bridge) facilities (this eliminates the cap on 

slots in the Interstate Tolling and Value Pricing pilot programs). No existing untolled lanes can be tolled, 

and there have to be as many toll-free lanes as tolled lanes on the facility. 

 Supports PPPs for public transportation projects, requiring FTA to provide technical assistance and best 

practice information to federal transit grant recipients on PPP models and methods to use private 

providers for public transit. 

 

Consolidation of Federal Highway Programs 

 Reduces the number of highway programs by two-thirds 

 Four “core” programs are: 

o National Highway Performance Program – to improve condition and performance of the 

National Highway System (NHS). Consolidation of NHS and IM, and aspects of the Bridge 

program. 

o Surface Transportation Program – with broad eligibility for any public road suballocated to local 

governments based on population. Can also be used for bridges off of the Federal-aid system. 

o Highway Safety Improvement Program – for road infrastructure safety, Includes a set-aside for 

rail grade crossings. 

o Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program  

 



Transportation Enhancements 

Renames enhancements as transportation alternatives and lifts the requirement that a state must spend 10 

percent of their Surface Transportation Program funding for these types of projects. 

 Sets aside 2 percent of each state’s apportionments to be used on eligible transportation alternative 

projects 

 Transportation alternative funding will be split, with 50 percent provided to local governments and 50 

percent to states 

 States cannot opt out of the transportation alternative set-aside entirely and use funds for 

transportation improvements 

 

Freight 

 Provides incentives for states to create freight plans 

o If a project is on the state freight plan, the federal share would go from 80 percent to 90 percent 

for non-Interstate projects on the plan, and from 90 to 95 percent for projects on the Interstate 

system, in order to give states incentives to prioritize freight mobility projects.  

 Does not create a separate category or program for freight with formula funding. 

 Establishes a national freight policy and requires development of a national freight strategic plan and 

designation of a primary freight network. 

 Authorizes a Projects of Regional and National Significance program (general funded, requires 

appropriations). 

 

Performance Measures  

 Integrates performance measures for Metropolitan Planning Organizations and States that will be 

developed with the US Department of Transportation (DOT) to assess the condition of the facilities and 

operation of roads and bridges and establish performance targets. 

 

Environmental Streamlining 

 Contains significant reforms in the environmental review and planning process designed to reduce 

project delivery time and costs, including: 

o Expands the number and types of projects that can be excluded from the federal environmental 
review process.  

o Encourages early coordination between relevant agencies to avoid delays later in the review 
process and directs DOT to develop specific review deadlines. 

o Designates U.S. DOT as the lead agency for the review and approval of transportation projects. 
DOT to encourage deadlines for actions by other federal agencies. 

o Allows for programmatic decisions instead of project by project decisions.   
o Limits federal National Environmental Policy Act review requirements for projects that are less 

than $5 million or where Federal funds are less than 15 percent of the project costing more than 
$30 million. 

o Expands the category of projects that are automatically excluded from the federal 
environmental review process, including emergency projects, many maintenance projects and 
reconstruction projects. 

o Provides expedited procedures for approval of projects with minimal environmental impact. 
o Allows for the purchase of right-of-way and for design to begin prior to final environmental 

clearance.  
 



Project Delivery 

 Allows states to use the Construction Management General Contracting (CMGC).  CMGC uses a two-step 

procurement process where the CM/GC is selected using price and best value.  

 Creates incentives for states to use innovative contracting practices and use of new technologies. 

Work Zone Safety  

 Calls for the use of positive barriers where workers are exposed to high-volume, high-speed traffic and 

calls for unit price bidding in most cases. 

Buy America 

 Applies Buy America requirements to any project and project segments that are funded in part with 

Federal funds. 

Clean Construction 

 For states with PM 2.5 non-attainment areas, requires that 25 percent of state’s Construction Mitigation 
& Air Quality Improvement funds be used for projects in those areas that reduce PM. Projects can 
include diesel retrofit programs for on and off-road diesel powered equipment operating on a highway 
construction project in the non-attainment area. 
 

Passenger Rail 

 Does not include the Senate provision creating a new regulatory regime within the Surface 

Transportation Board that had the potential to stifle the growing passenger rail market. 

Fly Ash 

 The House provision amending the Solid Waste Disposal Act to classify fly ash as a nonhazardous waste 

was not included in the conference report. 

Veterans Preference 

 The conference report urges states to encourage contractors to make a best faith effort to hire veterans.  

Transit contractors will be encouraged to use a veterans hiring preference. 

Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund 

 The Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund (HMTF) provision in the House bill was not included in the 

conference report. Instead it provides a sense that the Administration fully utilized HMTF collection for 

intended activities. 

 Includes a new requirement that the president include, as part of the annual budget, an assessment of 

the percentage of the eligible channels that would be maintained with the Army Corps’ budget request, 

as well as an assessment of the amount necessary to reach 95 percent availability of navigation channels 

over a 3-year period. 
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