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Chapter 1: Introduction

Overview

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is prepanediallyandcontainsmulti-modal
transportationtiighway, rail, transit,bicycle, and pedestriapyojects (preliminary engineering,
right-of-way, and constructiompcommended for federal funding during the rfext years in

the DuluthSuperiomplanning area boundanAlso listed are regionally significant projects
where federal funds may not be comndtt€he projects included in eadtalendaryear are

aimed at meeting the needstioér e g i trans@oration system and represent a commitment in
project funding on the part of the implementing agency.

The Metropolitan Interstate Council (MIC), the boe@gpomsible for making transportation

policy decisions and for directing the transportation planning and development function within
the Duluth/Superior urbanized area, has prepared and adopted a TIP each year since 1976. The
TIP effort is conducted in ordéo specify a coordinated, muthodal transportation program

that includesa full range of transportation improvemetsing considered during tf2©202023
process.

Transportati on | mpstbe devaioped tor efch mefropalitardasea by th
MPO in cooperation witlHederal, state and local governmeatsl transit operators. The TIP

must also comply with regulations issued by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and
the Federal Transit Authority (FTA). The TIP may be revised or ameatdig time during the
program year by action of the MIGAdditionally, all projects represented in the Superior TIP are
included, by reference, in the Wisconsin State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

Being a bistateMPO, the MIC has been paring two separate TIP documents: one for

Wisconsin covang projectswithin the Superior urbanizeghd planningaireaand another
coveringMinnesota projects in the Duluth urbanized area. The time lines and processes between
the two states arggnificartly different enough to warrant the development of separate TIPs.
Although the TIPs are prepared separately, participants consider the entire MIC area when
project revievg occur. The MIC and its Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC), which

includes repesetatives from Minnesota and Wisconsin, are involved in the development of each
TIP. The MIC reviews for approval the TIPs from both states.

The TIP is prepared as a cooperative effort by the MIC, Wisconsin Department of Transportation
(WisDOT), trangt operators, and the local agencies, which implement the transportation projects
solicited for inclusion in the TIP. Implementing agencies submit their listings of approved
projects to the MIC to coordinate into a comprehensive listing of major traasport

improvements. After approval by the MIC, the TIP is sent to the Wisconsin Department of
TransportationDivision of Investment Management, Bureau of Planning and Economic
Developmentor inclusion in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Prog&aiP). The
Wisconsin and Minnesota TIPs represent an integrated improvement plan for the transportation
system of the Duluth/Superior Urbanized Area.



Metropolitan Planning Organizations

Any urban area with a population of over 50,000 has a desigkkgtedpolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) that undertakes the process of developing a Transportation Improvement
Program based on transportation needs and with due consideration to comprehensigag®ng
land use plans; development objectives; and satahomic, environmental, and energy
conservation goals.

The governors of Minnesota and Wisconsin have designatédrinehead Regional
Development CommissiaiMN) and the Northwest Regional Planning Commisgidit) as the
Metropolitan Planning Organigans (MPO) for the DuluthSuperior urbanized are#ghom

jointly created the Metropolitan Interstate Council to perform the reqaogons and support of
theMPO. It is the policy of the MIC that all transportation related planning is carried out
throughthe 3-C planning process as indicated in this memorandum and other documents.

The MIC involves local units of government in the review of plans and programs. In addition,
efforts are made to meet with affected townships and citizens on projects ailpariterest in
certain geographical areas. Public information meetings, project level committees, and public
hearings are utilized to afford citizens of the community an opportunity to comment on and
review proposed plans. Further documentation cfelaivities is included in the MIG Bublic
Involvement Plan

The federal transportationbHi xi ng Amer i cads SuFABBActle Tr anspor
identifies terplanning factor¢23 CFR 450.306that must be considered in the transportation
planningprocess. The processused to select projexto be programmed through the Superior
Urbanized Area TIP is based on these factors:

1. Support economic vitalitgf the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity and effice@n

Increase safetgf the transportation system for todzed and nommotorized users.
Increase securitpf the transportation system for todzed and nommotorized users.
Increase accessibility and mobilibf people and freight.

a bk~ w0 DN

Protect and enhance tlevronment promote energy conservation, imprdkie quality of
life, and promote consistency betwermsportation improvements ardte and local
planned growth and economic development patterns

6. Enhance integration and connectivifthe transportson system, across and betwee
modes, for people and freight.

7. Promote efficient system managenenrd operation
8. Emphasize preservatimf the existing transportation system.

Improve the resiliency and reliabiligf the transportation system aretluce o mitigate
storm water impactsf surface transportation

10. Enhance travel and tourism

Consideration of the planning factors by the MIC is reflected in a number of adopted planning
documents as well as current and proposed work activities being unddayatketMIC and the
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implementing agencies in the MIC planning aréae MIC's longrange transportation plan

serves as a guide to decisioakers in their effort to meet the challenge of preserving and
expanding an intermodal transportation system. Tidyss comprehensive in nature,

examining the existing and future conditions for all modes in the transportation system, as well
as encompassing alié metropolitan jurisdictions.

Duluth-Superior Metropolitan Interstate Council

The DuluthSuperior Metroplitan Interstate Council was created in July 1975, as a joint
committee of the Arrowhead Regional Development Commission (ARDC) and the Northwest
Regional Planning Commission (NWRPC). ARDC and NWRPC are-cmulinty planning and
development organizatiompesting in Minnesota and Wisconsin, respectively.

The MIC consists of 18 delegates representing the metropolitan area of Duluth/Superior.
Delegates are local elected officials and concerned citizens selected by their local unit of
government. In th&rangortation planning process, the MIC's role includes:

1 Maintaining a certified "8C" transportation planning process: continuing, cooperative,
and comprehensive;

1 Coordinating the planning and implementation activities of local, regional, and state
trarsporgtion agencies;

1 Planning for an intermodal transportation system that is economically efficient,
environmentally sound, provides the foundation to compete in the global economy, and
will move people and goods in an energy efficient manner;

1 Undertakingan dfective public participation process which fosters meaningful public
input to the plan's decisions;

1 Providing leadership both in setting transportation policy and in metropolitan system
planning; and

1 Lending technical support in planning and operatitolocal governments.

The MICs primary role is to provide guidance and leadership to the metropolitan transportation
community. The MIC realizes the need to focus investment dollars on areas with the highest
payback, while at the same time ensurimgf ransportation policy supports the interest of

safety, the conservation of energy, encourages sensible land use, environmental quality, and the
interconnection of all modes of travel to cre

Long Range Transportaion Plan
Federal regulations mandate Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) such as the Duluth
Superior MIC, to develop a TIP for the metropolitan area in cooperation with planning area

jurisdictions, transit agencies, and the state. Federal requiteseet e, @At he TI P shal
transportation projects or identified phases of a project within the metropolitan planning area
proposed for federal fundingo and Aonly proje

be included. Therefor¢heTIP is the shortange schedule of projects derived from identified
needs and improvements recommended from the MPOs Long Range Transportation Plan.
Jurisdictions submitting projects for consideration in the TIP utilize the long range plan projects
listing and overall goals and strategies. When reviewing proposed TIP projects, the long range
plan is used as the backbone for making priorities related to project implementation.



Chapter 2: SelfCertification

Certification

Transportation Planning Process

It is a requirement of the federal government that Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOSs)
annually undertake self certification of itstransportation planning process. This process

supports the development of a comprehensive transportatioaupd ransportation

Improvement Program (TIP) that are consistent with federal regulations and in conformance with
all applicable requirements. Each year when the MIC approves the TIP, they also certify that the
transportatiorplanning process used iretuluth-Superior urbanized area is in compliance with
federal requirements.

Therefore, m accordance with 23 CFR 450.334(a) the Metropolitan Interstate Council hereby
certifies that the metropolitan transportation planning process is addressing megeBEag
the metropolitan area and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirement of:

1. 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart;

2. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean
Air Act as anended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93;

3. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 USC 2000dnd 49 CFR part
21;

4. 49 USC 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national
origin, sex, or agein employment or business opportunity;

5. Section 1101(b) of the Fixing Americads Su
114-94), and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business
enterprises in the US DOT funded projects;

6. 23 CHR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity
program on Federal and Fedeaa highway construction contracts;

7. The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.)
and 49 CFR Parts 237,and 38;

8. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C 6101), prohibiting discrimination on
the basis of age in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance;

9. Section 324 of title 23, U.S.C regarding the prohibition of discrimindtasel on
gender; and

10. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR 27 regarding
discrimination against individuals with disabilities.

Furthermore, the MPO certifies that the TIP contains only projects that are consisteéhewith
long range transportation plan for the urbanized area(s).



Chapter 3: Transportation Planning Process

Overview

The TIP and selection of projects for inclusion in the 3i® aresult of a continuing,

comprehensive transportation planning processdltatried aut cooperatively by thé1PO,

StateDOT, and local units of governmewithin the urbanized arearhe goal of this process is

for the TIP to naturally evolve from a process which has identified transportation needs, potential
solutions to thos needs, and priorities among competing needs.

As explained earlier in thdocumentthe MIC coordinates transportation planning for the
Duluth-Superior Urbanized area. The MIC is responsible for developing a list of priority
transportation projects dang federal funding. Federal transportation regulations seek to
provide more flexibility to states to direct dollars to the highest priority projects no mater where
they are located. In addition, the flexibility extends across modes so as to encourage
devebpment of the most efficient and effective solutions to transportation problems no matter
what shape those solutions might take.

Throughout the Superior Urbanized area and Wisconsin, the Office of the Coom®igsi
Railroads (OCR) utilizetederal tindsto make rail highwagrossing safety projectaVisDOT
and FHWA have agreed to include a dollar amount for proposedwithns the TIPwhere
projects may occur. In the Superior Urbanized area, a funding level of $100,000 has been
programmed in apppriate calendar yearsNisDOT and OCR placeholder projects within the
TIP will be administratively changed when actual projects are identified.

Performance Measurest Asset Management

Introduction

MAP-21 and FAST ACT requirdascorporation ofPerformaceBase Planning and

Programming (PBPP) be used in development of theddelitan Planning Organization (MPO)
Long-Range Transportation Plans (LRTP) and Transportation Improvement Plans (TIP). The
Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation Planningtrddaditan Transportation Planning;

Final Rule further defined the TIP shall include, to the maximum extent practicable, a description
of the anticipated effect of the TIP toward achievingzZB&FR 49(performanceneasures

targets identified in the metpolitan transportation plan, linking investment priorities to those
performance targets (23 CFR 450.326(d)).

The DuluthSuperior Metropolitan Interstate Council will utilize its planning and programming

of projects to contribute to the accomplishmeaftiocalized and statewide safety performance
targets. The approach at this time is to adopt and contribute toward the statewide targets for
safety, pavement, bridge, reliability, and freight that WisDOT adopts. This approach seems the
most appropriatetdhis time as setting targets for the DultBperior MPO would be difficult

and burdensome. With limited staff and resources, MPO level performance planning and
measurements would be difficult. It is unknown at this time how much time staff will be
working on Performancd8ased Planning and Programming. As our understanding of
PerformanceBased Planning becomes clearer, the Du&uperior MIC may decide at a later

time to set its own targets. The Duluth Transit Authority (DTAg ddogedits own tramsit aset
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management plan and targehstead of state targets. The Mi@sadopedthe transit targets
set by DTA. MIC performance based planning information can be found at
http://dsmic.orgfudy/performancemeasures/

23 USC 150: National performance measure goals are:
i Safety- To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all
public roads
1 Infrastructure Condition - To maintain the highway infrastructursesatsystem in a
state of good repair
1 Congestion Reduction To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the National
Highway System
System Reliability- To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system
Freight Movement and Economic \ttality - To improve the national freight network,
strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade
markets, and support regional economic development.
1 Environmental Sustainability - To enhance the performance of thentportation
system while protecting and enhancing the natural environment
1 Reduced Project Delivery Delays To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the
economy, and expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project
completion through ehinating delays in the project development and delivery process,
including reducing regulatory burdens and improving agencies' work practices
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/about/goals.cfm

= =

MAP-21/FastAct Performance Measures as established in 49 USC 625 and 23 CFR 490 are:
1 Transit
o Rolling Stock The percentage of revenue vehicles (by type) that exceed the
useful life benchmark (ULB).
o Equipment The percentage of nerevenue service vehicles (bype)that exceed
the ULB.
o Facilities The percentage of facilities (by group) that are rated less than 3.0 on
the Transit Economic Requirements Model (TERM) Scale.
o Infrastructure The percentage of track segments (by mode) that have performance
restrictons.Track segments are measured to the nearest 0.01 of a mile.
1 Safety
o Number of fatalities
o Fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled
o Number of serious injuries
o Serious injuries per 100 million vehicle miles traveled
o Number of normotorized fataliesand normotorized serious injuries
1 Infrastructure
o Percentage of pavements of the Interstate System in Good condition
Percentage of pavements of the Interstate System in Poor condition
Percentage of pavements of the +hoterstate NHS in Good conditio
Pecentage of pavements of the nimterstate NHS in Poor condition
Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in Good condition
o0 Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in Poor condition
1 System Performance on NHS

© O 0O
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o Interstate Travel Time Reliability MeasuRerent of persormiles traveled on
the Interstate that are reliable
o NonInterstate Travel Time Reliability Measuiercent of persemiles traveled
on the nornterstate NHS that are reliable
1 Freight Movement
o Freight Reliability MeasureTruck Travel Tine Rdiability (TTTR) Index

Approved Targets for Performance Measure® Asset Management by the MIC Polig

Board

PM 11

Safety

For theWisconsinportion of the MIC area, the MIC Board passed Resoluti®l#lon October 16

2019, adopting th&VisDOT recomnendel Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Performance

Measure Targets for 20 as follows:

Measure 2020Targets Prior Year 2019 Targets
Number of Traffic Fatalities 564.7 555.7
Number of Serious Injuries 2,907.0 2,967.6

Rate of Traffic Fatalities

0.888 per 100 million VMT
(Vehicle Miles Traveled)

0.915per 100 million VMT
(Vehicle Miles Traveled

Rate of Serious Injuries

4.585per 100 million VMT
(Vehicle Miles Traveled)

4.785per 100 million VMT
(Vehicle Miles Traveled

Number of NoAMotorized
Fatdities & Serious Injuries

344.7 342

PM 21 NHS Pavement and Bridge Condition

For theWisconsinportion of the MIC area, the MIC Board passed Resolutionl%lkgh June 20, 2018,
adopting thaNisDOT recommendeNHS Pavement and Bridge Condition Pemfane Targets as
follows:

Measure 2-Year | 4-Year
Target | Target
(2019) [ (2021)
Percent of NHS* Bridgeby deck aredn Good Condition 05 0 9% 0%
Percent of NHS Bridgdsy deck arean Poor Condition O % O %
Percent of Interstate Pavement in Good Gtaoal N/A O &%
Percent of Interstate Pavement in Poor Condition N/A O %
Percent of Nofinterstate NHS Pavement in Good Condition 0 2% 0 2%
Percent of Nofinterstate NHS Pavement in Poor Condition O 192 O 192

*NHS = National Highway System

PM 31 NHS Performance and Freight Movement on the Interstate System

For theWisconsinportion of the MIC area, the MIC Board passed Resolutiorl81éh June 20, 2018,
adopting thaVisconsin recommendedHS Performance and Freight Movement on the InterSigdem
Targets as follows:

Measure 2-Year Target | 4-Year Target
Percent of Reliable Person Miles on the Interstate 94% 90%

Percent of Reliable Person Miles Reliable on the-Non | N/A 86%
Interstate NHS

Truck Travel Time Reliability Index 14 16

*NHS= National Highway System



Transit Asset Management Targets
The MIC Board passed Resolutigh818 on September 12018adopt i ng t he DTAOGS
Asset Management Targets as follows:

Asset 4-Year Target

Rolling Stock <10% of Fixed Route vehiclesid <20% of Paratransit
vehicles have reached their useful life.

Equipment <35% of equipment (i.e. service vehicles) have reac
their useful life.

Parking/Pedestrian Facility <10% of parking/pedestrian facilities have a conditig
rating below 3 basedo=TA 8 TERM scale.

Administrative/Maintenance Facility| <20% of facility elements within the Administrative &
Maintenance Facility have a condition rating below

Updated targets will be reviewed and acted upon by the MIC Policy Board at future meeting
basal on release of updated and propdsdd andWisDOT performance measures and asset
management. Any future action by the MIC Policy Board will be amended into the TIP to reflect
adopted measures.

MPOG6s Per Basel Riannimg@nd Programming Rocesses

Federal performaneleased planning requirements direct metropolitan planning organizations to
establish performance measures for safety, pavement, bridge, reliability, freight, CMAQ, and
transit asset management and safety. The intent of thessigmeis to demonstrate how
federallyfunded investments are helping to meet national, state and local transportation
performance targets. TIP project solicitation and projects within the TIP will work to deliver
efforts in meeting the adopted performart@sel measures. Additionally, the Long Range
Transportation Plarh{tp://dsmic.org/planning/lorgange) will provide the overall long term
objectives for guidance to help the MPO and Wisconsin Depatwh Transportation annually
set performance measures and future projects to positively influence these measures. MIC
performance based planning information can be fouhdt@t/dsmic.org/studyerformance
measures/

Linkage of Investments toEstablishedPerformance M easures

Jurisdictional entities will analyze the adopted performance based measures during consideration
of project development. This review will enable engineers and localiptastaff opportunities

to determine how different aspects of project scoping and development scenarios may positively
or negatively impact performance measures locally.

Future Performance M easureActivities and Coordination

The MIC will coordinate withNVisDOT to ensure consistency and review existing year HSIP
Program Targets and other future considered statewide targets. Future calendar year
performance targets will be coordinated and executed prior to the end of present year
performance targets.



http://dsmic.org/planning/long-range/
http://dsmic.org/study/performance-measures/
http://dsmic.org/study/performance-measures/

Chapter 4. 2021-2024 Transportation Improvement
Program for the Superior Urbanized Area

The2021-2024 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) lists priority transportation projects
programmed for implementation in the Superior urbanized area. All traasmoprojects
programmed to use Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) funds must first be included in an approved TIP prepared by the Elygérior

Metropolitan Interstate Council (MIC). Amendment processesagiitre to guidance language
prepared by FHWA and WisDOT and included in the MIC Publolvement Plaras

represented in the appendiAdditionally, the DuluthSuperior Metropolitan Interstate Council,
WisDOT and the Duluth Transit Authority hereby agtethe following procedures in

advancing projects from the approved TIP for federal funding commitment

Expedited Project Selection Procedures

1. The first year of the TIP constitutes agreeeto list of projects for project selection
purposes and no filrerproject selection action is requireg the MPOfor WisDOT or
the transit operator to proee with federal fund commitment;

2. Projects from the second, third or fourth year of the TIP can be advanced by WisDOT or
the transit operator for federal fundnemitment without further project selection action
by the MPO;

3. Concerning the federal funding sourceentified for individual projects itheTIP, it is
agreed that WisDOTmay unilaterally interchangeligible FHWA funding program
sources without necesaiing anamendmentsubject to the project selection authority
federal regulations and state local program procedures reserve for the State and the MPO,
and subjecto reconciliation under item 5;

4. WisDOT can unilaterally interchange FTA Section 5309 aradi®@e5307 capital funds
in urbanized areas between 50,000 and 200,000 population without necessitating a TIP
amendment FTA should be notiéd of any interchange of funds; and

5. To maintain accountability and fiscal constraint as changes occur duringriergg¢on
of the TIP, the MPO, WisDOT and the transit operator will monitor projects in the TIP
and account for all significant changes in scheduled years and costs in a TIP amendment
at the midpoint of the calendar year. (MPOs on a two year TIP updétenays also
commit to truing up the TIP by amendment at the end of the first year along with
declaring the second year of the TIP to be the agree to list of projects for the second year
of operation).

Projects in th021-2024 TIP are Isted on the follaing pages of Chapterdur. Projects were

solicited from representative units of government in the urbanized area, the Duluth Transit
Authority, and Wisconsin Department of Transportation and are found to be consistent with the
findings of the Duluth/Sup®r Long Range Transportation Plan. WisDOT relies on the public
involvement process conducted by the MPO in the development of their TIP to satisfy the Federal
Transit Adninistration program and planning requirements as established for the Section
5307/309programs. The Annual List of Obligate#rojectscan be found atvww.dsmic.org

The TIP represents four years of approved federal and state transportation projects, with a local
match where required by project fung. Some TIP projects identify jurisdictional projects
where state or local funds are the only identified funding source. If TIP approved projects with

9
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only state or locadentifiedfunds will now have federal funds attached, an amendment process
mustbe ompleted.

TheTIPmayicl ude @il lustrative projectso. For pur
projects not currently funded or may be funded but are outsideytbar4ime frame of the TIP.

These illustrative projects are not assigagd'mal TIP number. Should a sponsoring entity

(WisDOT, City of Superior, Douglas Counfiransit,or other agency) seek to advance an

illustrative project, a formal TIP amendment processiiel be required as outlined time MIC

Public Involvement Plarsgeappendii n or der t o advance the proje
four years.
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2021-2024 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS (ROADWAY)

Estimated Cost (4,000) Funding Source and Cost Share
2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total

WisDOT 11316-006
IH 535 PE
Superiofi Duluth ROW
St. Louis River Bridge, Const, Paint, Misc Main| CONST 5,900 5,900 5,900
B16-0005001 to 0005, MnDOT is Lead Agency
119900-74 CONST TOTAL 5,900 5,900 5,900
WisDOT 11316-010
IH 535 Superior- Duluth PE
Bridge Maintenance & Gusset Repair ROW
MnDOT Lead State Funding CONST 500 500 500
119900-75 (construction)

TOTAL 500 500 500
WisDOT 113-17-004
USH 2 (USH 53 Interchange) PE 225 225 225
539 Ave Ei7 USH 2/53Interchange ROW
Interchange Mainline/Ramp Joint Repair CONST
118000-31

TOTAL 225 225 225
WisDOT 11317-017
USH 2/USH 53 PE 350 280 70 350
31% Avenue E.7 539 Avenue E. ROW

CONST
119803-08 (design)

TOTAL 350 280 70 350
WisDOT 113-17-018
USH 2/USH 53 PE
29" Avenue E. 7 539 Avenue E. ROW
119803-78(cons}) CONST 6,355 4,880 1475 6,355
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total

Fundingaddedfor Transitpurpose}p TOTAL 6,355 4,830 1475 6,355
WisDOT 113-17-019
IH 535 PE 1,000 1,000 1,000
Superiof Duluth ROW
B 16-0006-0001 Cordition Investigation CONST
119900-06 (PE)

TOTAL 1,000 1,000 1,000
WisDOT 11318-015
STH 35 & STH 105 PE
(Tower & Central Ave) ROW
Intersection Signal Install CONST 742 667.8 74.2 742
370050-54 TOTAL 742 667.8| 74.2 742
WisDOT 113-18-018
STH35 PE
Milchesky Rd to S. Jct CTH B ROW
Roadwa repars due to flooding CONST 115 115 115
801000-72 TOTAL 115 115 115
WisDOT 113-18-020
Woodlawn Road PE
CTHAtoN58" StE ROW
Roadway repairs due to flooding CONST 517.5 517.5 517.5
899%8-00-31 TOTAL 517.5 517.5 517.5
WisDOT 113-18-021
3 StreetEast PE
55" Ave to54™" Ave ROW
Roadway repairs due to flooding CONST 345 345 345
899800-32 TOTAL 345 345 345
WisDOT 11319001
STH 13 PE 300 300 300
Port Wingi Superior ROW
Design for Resurfacing Proje CONST
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total

851001-00 TOTAL 300 300 300
WisDOT 11319-002
STH 13 PE 400 320 80 400
Port Wingi Superior ROW
Four (4) Bridge Rehab Projects-(85-014, 015, [ CONST
06 & 023) Design
8510-01-05 TOTAL 400 320 80 400
WisDOT 113-19-003
STH 13 PE
Port Wingi Superior ROW
Four (4) Bridge Rehab Projed8-16-014, 015, | CONST 3,500 2,800 700 3,500
06 & 023) Construction
851001-75 TOTAL 3,500 2,800 700 3,500
City of Superior 113-19-010
Marina Drive PE
Marina Drive Bridge Replacement ROW

CONST 334.8 267.8 67 334.8
STRUrban

TOTAL 334.8 267.8 67 334.8
WisDOT 11319012
USH 02, Doughs County PE 175 140 35 175
STH 13 Bridge B16-0024 ROW
NHPP Funding CONST
119503-00

TOTAL 175 140 35 175
WisDOT 11319013
Superiofi Duluth PE 4,700 4,700 4,700
Blatnik Bridge(B16-001-005) ROW
Preliminary DesignWisDOT share to MNnDOT | CONST
119900-07
119900-08 TOTAL 4,700 4,700 4,700
Douglas County 11309-015
CTHZ PE 155 155 155
Lyman Lake Road to USH 2/53 ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
874400-00 TOTAL 155 155 155
Douglas County 11319-016
CTHC PE 137 137 137
MN State Line to CTH W/Bares Road ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
875800-02 TOTAL 137 137 137
Douglas County 11319-017
CTHC PE 137 137 137
Irondale Road to STH 35 ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
8758-00-03 TOTAL 137 137 137
WisDOT 11319-018
STH 13 PE
Sleepy Valley Loop to CTH D ROW
Slope Repairs CONST 74.9 74.9 74.9
851000-61 TOTAL 74.9 74.9 74.9
WisDOT 11320-001
USH 2 Suyoerior to Wentvorth PE 225 225 225
539Avei CTHC ROW
PatchRut Fil/Repair and Mill/Slab Replacemen] CONST
118000-31 TOTAL 225 225 225
WisDOT 113-20-002
USH 53 PE
Kent Road CTH C (NB & SB) ROW
Resurface & Culvert Pipe Replacement CONST 8,500 6,800 1,700 8,500
Approx 6 miles, NHPP
119800-72 TOTAL 8,500 6,800 1,700 8,500
WisDOT 113-20-006
STH 35/ TowerAvenue PE 300 225 75 300
BelknapStreetto 64" Street ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
NHPP4.05miles(C Superior Local Math)
8010-00-03 TOTAL 300 225 75 300
WisDOT 113-20-007
USH 53/East ? Street PE 130 104 26 130
Belkng Street to Blatnik Bridge ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
NHPP 1.76 miles
119803-03 TOTAL 130 104 26 130
WisDOT 113-20-008
STH 1% PE 1125 90 22.5 112.5
Minnesota State ke to STH 35 ROW
Preiminary Design CONST
4.68 Miles
876000-01 TOTAL 112.5 90 225 112.5
City of Superior 11320-009
Hammond Avenue PE 10 10 10
N 21stStreet to N28th Stree ROW
Preliminary Design CONST
0.49 Miles
TOTAL 10 10 10

WisDOT 113-20-010
IH 535 PE 40 40 40
Blatnik Bridge - Bridge Pairting ROW
Preliminay Design CONST
MNDOT Lead
119900-04 (AMENDED TO TIP AUGUST) TOTAL 40 40 40
Douglas County113-20-011
CTHC PE 10 10 10
MN State Lingi STH 35 ROW
Preiminary Design CONST
875800-02

(AMENDED TO TIP IN AUGUST ) TOTAL 10 10 10
City of Superior 113-21-001
Hammond Avenue PE
N 21stStreet to N28th Stred ROW
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
Reconstruction CONST 1,434 1,147 287 1,434
899800-36
STP Urban TOTAL 1,434 1,147 287 1,434
WisDOT 113-21-002
USH 53 PE
2" Ave E to Hughitt AvéBlatnik Bridge ROW
Resufacing CONST 2,200 1,760 440 2,200
NHPP
119803-73 TOTAL 2,200 1,760 440 2,200
Douglas County113-21-003
CTHC PE
MN State Line to STH 53 ROW
Recorstruction CONST 4,653 3,722 931 4,653
STBG-R
875800-72 TOTAL 4,653 3,722 931 4,653
Douglas Cainty 113-21-004
CTHZ PE
Old Lyman Lake Rd to USH 3B ROW
Reconstruction CONST 3,800 1,000 2,800 3,800
MLS
100948-95 TOTAL 3,800 1,000 2,800 3,800
Douglas County 11321-005
CTHZ PE
CTH Ato Old Lyman Lake Rd ROW
Pulverize and Pave CONST 851 851 851
TOTAL 851 851 851
Douglas County 11321-006
CTHU PE
CTH UU to STH 13 ROW
Pulverize and Payv CONST 350 350 350
TOTAL 350 350 350
Douglas County 11321-007
CTHW PE
Olson Rodto CTH C ROW
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Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Share

2021 2022 2023 2024 Illustrative Federal State Local Total
Pulverize and Pave CONST 193 193 193
TOTAL 193 193 193
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2021-2024 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROJECT S (RAIL)

Estimated Cost (4,000)

Funding Source and Cost Sha

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
WisDOT 11314-015
Rail Crosshg Road Closuré Garfield Avenue PE
in the Cityof Superior ROW
BNSF Cressing #102163S CONST 7.5 7.5 7.5
898800-54 (CONST)
Safety TOTAL 7.5 7.5 7.5
OCR 11317-009
Rail-Highway Crossingafay Level of Effort PE
Prgects ROW
Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100
WisDOT 11317-010
Rail-Highway Crossing Safety Level of Effort PE
Rail Crossing Road Gkue 852&7P ROW
Ogden Avena Crossing of BNSF rail line CONST 7.5 7.5 7.5
Safety
TOTAL 7.5 7.5 7.5
WisDOT 113-17-012
BNSF Rail Crossing Improvemeri8285M™m PE
Tower Ave(Sof STH 1() & 08288U ROW
615 St N € of STH 35)LightsGates Bungalow & | CONST 750 675 75 750
Traffic Signal Interconnection801007-50
Safety & BNSHocal match TOTAL 750 675 75 750
OCR 11318-002
Rai-Highway Crossing Safety Level of Effo PE
Projects ROW
Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100
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Estimated Cost (4.,000)

Funding Source and Cost Shiae

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total

WisDOT 113-18-003
Rail-Highway Crossing Safetievel of Effort PE
Projects ROW
Safety CONST 100 100 100

TOTAL 100 100 100
OCR 11318004
58" Street and WCL Crossing PE
Install Flashing Lights and Gates ROW
WCL Crossing 697407S CONST 228 74 40 114 228
10098903
(local share paid by WCL) TOTAL 228 74 40 114 228
OCR 11318-007
5t StreetE. PE
BNSF Railway RR Crossing ROW
Crossng # 075947V CONST 189 61.57 33.15 94.72| 189.45
Instdl Signals and Gates
1009-89-00 TOTAL 189 61.57| 33.15 94.72| 189.45
Local share pal for by BNSF
OCR 11318-008
CTHC PE
BNSF RR Crossing ROW
Crossing # 87760D CONST 186 60.41 32.53 92.94 186
Instll Signals and Gates
10098901 TOTAL 186 60.41 32.53 9294 186
OCR 11318-009
CTHC PE
BNSF RR Crossing ROW
Crossing # 086403C CONST 222 72.21 38.88 111.1 222
Install Signals and Gade
10098902 TOTAL 222 72.21| 38.88 1111 222
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Estimated Cost (4.,000)

Funding Source and Cost Shiae

2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total

OCR 113-19-005

Rail-Highway Crossing Safety Level of Bfft PE

Projects ROW

Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100

WisDOT 11319-006

Rail-Highway Crossingafety Level bEffort PE

Projects ROW

Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100

OCR 113-20-004

Rail-Highway Crossing &fety Level of Effort PE

Projects ROW

Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100

WisDOT 11320-005

Rail-Highway Crossing &fety Level of Hfort PE

Projects ROW

Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100

OCR 113-21-0xx

Rail-Highway Crossing Safetiyevel of Effort PE

Projects ROW

Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100
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Estimated Cost (4,000) Funding Source and Cost Shie
2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
WisDOT 113-21-0xx
Rail-Highway Qossing @fety Level of Efort PE
Projects ROW
Safety CONST 100 100 100
TOTAL 100 100 100

20211 2024 TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIV ESPROJECTS

Estimated Cost (4,000) Funding Source and CosShare
2021 2022 2023 2024 lllustrative Federal State Local Total
City of Superior 11317-011
Superior Active Transportation Plan
TAP Funding TOTAL 150 120 30 150
8998-00-03
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2021i 2024 TRANSIT PROJECTS (5307)

Primary
Jurisdicton Project

Project Desciption
Sponsor/ TIF 2021 (JanDec) 2022 (JanDec) 2023 (JanDec) 2024 (JanDec)

Project ID Fare Fare Fare Fare
Fed | State| Local| Box | Total | Fed | State| Local| Box | Total | Fed | State| Local| Box | Total | Fed | State| Local| Box | Total
Rev. Rev. Rev. Rev.

Project

DTA Sec.
5307

Operating
Assistane

DTA Sec.
5307
Operating
Assistance
DTA Sec.
5307
Opemting
Asgstance
DTA Sec.
5307
Opemting
Assistance
DTA Sec.
5307
Operating Regular Routg 499,849357,035532322/121494(1,510,70
Assistance

Regular Rout¢490,00(350,004521,833119,10(1,480,93!

STRIDE 20,000] 80,000| 6,600 | 106,600

Regular Routg 494,90(353500527,051120,2911,495,74.

STRIDE 20,200, 80,800| 6,666 | 107,666

DTA Sec.
5307

Operating |[STRIDE 20,402| 81,608| 6,733 | 108,743
Assistance

DTA Sec.
5307

Operating
Assistance

Regular Routg 504,847360,85537,645122,7041,525,80

DTA Sec.
5307
Operating
Assistarce

STRIDE 20,606| 82,424| 6,800 | 109,830
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20211 2024 Transit Projects

Primary
Jurisdiction Project Description
oot Sponso ILLUSTRATIVE
9 2021 (Jan-Dec) 2022 (JanDec) 2023 (JanDec) 2024 (JanDec) (JanDec)
Fed State Local Total | Fed State Local Total| Fed State Local Total | Fed State Local Total | Fed State Locd Total
Project
Service connecting
Superior and Duluth to No
Indian Trailsi stops along SH 2 at specific
Intercity Bus various locéionswith funds
Seavice conrection to routes/stoy identified
located throughout for this
Michigan. activity
2021-2024 Transit Projects (5310)
Primary
Jurisdiction Project Desdption
Project Sponsor/
TIP Project ID ILLUSTRATIVE
2021 (Jan-Dec) 2022 (Jan-Dec) 2023 (JanDec) 2024 (JanDec) (JanDec)

Fed State Local

Total

Fed State Local Total

Fed State Locd Total

Fed State Local

Total

Fed State Local Total

Project

No projects idetified at
thetime of ths TIP
dewelopment.
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Chapter 5: Financial Capability & Constraint

Fiscalcapability and constraint continuesgiay an important role irhe development of the TIP
and withinFASTAct. Forpurposes of transportation operationcamaintenance hie financal

plan shall contain sy@m-level esimates of costs and revenue sosrtieat are reasonably
expected to bevailable to adequately operate and maintain the Fedatdlighways (as
definedby 23U.S.C. 101(a)(6)) and public trgportation (aglefined ly title 49 U.S.C. Chapter
53). Thesolicitation of transportation projézand their inclusion in the TIP hasdn based on
availability of funds awarded or approved for deyghent. As suchhefiscal capacity to fund
the idenified projectss targetd to specific funding soaes whoséunding commitment has
already beenexured. To formally identify these fdsources, the following analysis represents
the fiscal capacity

Historically, fedeal funding has consistently beawailable for tansportabn improvements
within the Superio Urbanized Area and these funds haeen matched with local or state funds
to meet required federal match thresholds. The figure belosirgites federdlunding
commitments made to the urbaad area over ientified TIP cycles.

TIP Federal Funding Levels

$40,000,000
$35,000,000
$30,000,000
$25,000,000
$20,000,000
$15,000,000
$10,000,000

$5,000,000

*excluding FTA

Assessmenof Fiscal Constraints

The MIC has assesseceth abi | i ty of t h etionato meetieir flmangah wa vy
commitments with regards to theopects being pygramnmed in the TIP while also contimg to
fund theirongoingoperations and maintenan@@&M). To demonstrate fiscal constraint, proje
costs were compared with budget daten previous years.

Table5.1provides annual average reveravels for theSupeior Area jurisdictions based ohd
expendituregor yeas 2016-2019. The O&M column represet dl roadway expenditures short
of any major rehabilitation (including seabating, street lighting, snow removal, etc.), while

capital oulay representsxpendtures related to the rehabilitah or construgobn of roads.
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Table 5.1: Funding for Streets and Highways in Recent Yearsillion s of dollars)

2016 2017 2018 2019 Annual Avg

Jurisdictions| O&M | Capital | O&M | Capital | O&M | Capital O&M | Capital O&M | Capital
Outlay Outlay Outlay Outlay Outlay

WisDOT 535 | 174.847| 518 | 180.329| 544 171.656 | 369 99.4 49.15 | 156.558
NW Regbn
City of 3.92 1.82 3.94 3.639 4 3.38 4.5 3.8 4.09 3.160
Superior
Douglas 7.6 4.5 8.1 4.5 8.0 3.3 5.3 3.9 7.25 4.05
County
TOTAL 65.02 | 181167 | 63.84 | 188.468| 66.4 178.336 | 46.7 107.1 60.49 | 163.768

Theseaverages are comyeal agairst the2021-2024 TIP project costen Table5.2to show that
project cost in the2021-2024 TIP do not exceed the revenue levels expected for capitalyputla
and thajurisdictions will also ontinue to havehefinancial apabilty to carry out gneal

system maintenate beyond the fundiirected to those TIP projects.

Table 5.2 Total Project Costs: 2021-2024 Superior Area TIP (millions of dollars)

Expenses Revente
Jurisdiction 2020 2022 2023 2024 2021- Avg. Expend. (4 yar9
2024 (4yr O&M Capital
total) Outlay
WisDOT 17.997 10.1 8.7 2.4 39.197 49.15 230.015
NW
Region
City of .160 335 0 1.434 1.929 4.09 3.160
Superior
Douglas 1.823 4.653 3.8 0 10.276 7.25 405
County
TOTAL 19.98 15.088 12.5 3.8% 51.402 60.49 237.225

The Supenr areais allocated SP urban fund¢Table 5.3) Thesdederal funds are allocated on
a twoyear cycle and require a 20 percent local match. Even though thall8da&ion
guarantees funding propodgrojects musgo through tle MIC for inclusion of exenditure n
the TIPanda formal funding requeshust be mad&o WisDOT. Based on pastinding
allocations and projected allocatidingm WisDOT, urban funding leslsare eyectedto remain
fairly constant during theroected TP yearsand local match guirementswill be avaiable.

Table 5.3- Supeior STP Urban Funding Estimates

7/1A97 6/3021

7/1217 6/3023

7/1/2371 6/3025

Fiscal Year 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 205
Requested $227,817 $227,8L7 $227,817 $227817 $227,817 $227,8T7
Projected $227817 $227,8L7 $227,817 $227,817 $227,817 $227,817
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