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1.1 Purpose 
 
The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) of the Calhoun Area Transportation Study 
(CATS) is responsible for adopting a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) every four 
years.  The TIP is an important element of a Continuing, Cooperative, and Comprehensive 
(3-C) transportation planning process.  The TIP presents a four-year program for 
improvement in the various transportation systems located within the study area as 
identified in the Calhoun Area 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), the twenty-
five-year plan for the CATS area. This plan can be found at www.earpdc.org.  This plan 
provides the foundation for projects listed in the TIP.  The TIP guides the Alabama 
Department of Transportation (ALDOT) in its annual allocation of funds for transportation 
improvements and becomes part of the State TIP. 
 
The TIP is prepared under the direction of the MPO by the Planning Division of the East 
Alabama Regional Planning and Development Commission (EARPDC).  The Commission is 
assisted by the federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the ALDOT. Additionally, the 
EARPDC actively solicits the participation of citizens, affected public agencies, private 
transportation providers, and other interested individuals during development of the TIP. 
 
The TIP also contains the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 53071 and Section 
52102 Public Transportation project funding for the Calhoun County urbanized area.  
Funding levels have been reviewed and approved by the Citizens Advisory Committee 
(CAC), Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), and finally the MPO Policy Committee. In 
addition, the MPO Policy Committee formally reviews and approves Transportation 
Alternatives Program (TAP) applications sponsored by jurisdictions within the study area.  
Funded TAP projects are listed in the TIP.  For information purposes only, railroad crossing 
improvement projects scheduled under the State Safety Program are included in the TIP 
along with other selected projects scheduled for funding by the State. 

 

1.2 MPO History 
 

A Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is created to carry out the transportation 
planning activities of a Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA).  Each urbanized area in the 
United States with a population of 50,000 or more is required by the Federal Highway Act 
of 1962 to establish an MPO (renewed by Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act (SAFETEA-LU) in 2005, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century (MAP-21) in 2012, and the Fixing Americas Surface Transportation (FAST) Act in 
2015).  MPOs are responsible for the continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive (3-C) 
transportation planning process for their particular urban area.   

 
Urbanized areas are designated decennially by the US Census Bureau and are a reflection 
of urban growth, not political boundaries.  For example, urban land uses in the Calhoun 
area extend outside of municipal boundaries into non-incorporated areas of the County.   
Therefore, the Calhoun Area MPO includes all the areas included in the member 
municipalities as well as portions of the un-incorporated communities of Saks, Cobb Town, 
Eulaton, Wellborn, Alexandria, Choccolocco, Cedar Springs and Pleasant Valley.  The 2010 

 
1 formerly Section 9 
2 formerly Section 16(b)2 

http://www.earpdc.org/
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US Census indicated that the population of the Calhoun urbanized area had increased 
slightly from 75,840 in 2000 up to 79,796 in 2010.  The Calhoun urbanized area 
encompasses un-incorporated portions of Calhoun County and the cities of Oxford, Hobson 
City, Anniston, Weaver and Jacksonville.   Municipal boundaries of the City of Oxford extend 
into northern Talladega County; therefore, Commissioners from the Talladega County 
Commission have been invited to participate as non-voting members of the MPO Policy 
Committee. 

 
Accordingly, MPOs are responsible for the transportation planning process in the entire 
urban area and not single political entities.  The goal of the Federal Highway Act of 1962 is 
to ensure that the transportation planning process and resulting transportation network 
are cohesive and functional for urban areas which have coalesced but may have different 
land uses, travel patterns and densities.  In short, transportation planning needs to be 
regional in scope because transportation systems cur across governmental boundaries.  The 
MPO for the Calhoun area Transportation Study (CATS) signed its joint agreement 
concerning the transportation planning process with the ALDOT in 1975 (updated in 2007, 
2015 and 2017), in accordance with the Federal Highway Act of 1962.  The 1962 Act 
specified that urbanized areas (populations greater that 50,000) must develop a “3C 
transportation planning process”, a process that is comprehensive, cooperative, and 
continuing, for federal-aid projects approved after July 1, 1965.  A new agreement 
stipulating the various duties and responsibilities of the parties involved was signed with 
ALDOT in May/June 2007, updated in February/March 2015, and updated again in 
February/March 2017.  The MPO consists of the Policy (Voting) Committee, the Technical 
Advisory Committee (TAC) and the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC).   

 
1.3 Regulations for the TIP 

 
The FY 2020-2023 TIP has been developed in accordance with the FAST Act, as signed into 
law by President Obama on December 4, 2015. FAST Act3 is the most recent transportation 
legislation which amends, modifies, and adds to the existing 23 USC 134 and 135. This 
language establishes planning policy, defines MPO organizational structure, and delineates 
MPO and State responsibilities in the transportation planning process. Under this code4,  
the law emphasizes not only the need for public involvement by the public and any 
interested parties, it requires fundamental procedures be developed and followed to 
ensure direct public access to information and the opportunity for input into the process. 
The metropolitan planning process promotes consistency between transportation 
improvement, state, and local planned land use change and economic development 
patterns5. 

 
Maps are included in the TIP in accordance with FAST Act requirements for visualization 
techniques to aid in project location and comprehension.  Detailed project profile maps are 
included projects sponsored through the Calhoun Area MPO in Section 2.4.1, pages 35 - 57, 
of this document.  In addition, a map of the urbanized area indicating the location of each 
MPO project is distributed during the public review period and is also included in Appendix 
3.2, page 79. 

 
3 Public Law 114-94 
4 42 USC 2000d-1; 23 CFR 450 and 500; 40 CFR 51 and 93 
5 section 1201(a) § 134(h)(E). 
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1.3.1 Consistency with other Plans 
 
There are general and specific directions under the FAST Act for requirements of 
consistency6.  In revising 23 USC 134, Sec. 1201(a) §134(g)(3) states, “The secretary shall 
encourage each metropolitan planning organization to consult with officials responsible for 
other types of planning activities that are affected by transportation in the area…or to 
coordinate its planning process, to the maximum extent practicable, with such planning 
activities. Under the metropolitan planning process, transportation plans and TIPs shall be 
developed with due consideration of other related planning activities within the 
metropolitan area…”.  TIP specificity is found in 1201(a)§134(j)(2)(C): “Each project shall be 
consistent with the long-range transportation plan…”  The latter is an implied instruction to 
include all plans in the TIP development process and is carried forward in FHWA 
interpretation of the revised 23 USC 134, and is to be found in 23 CFR 450.326.   
 
The Calhoun Area MPO addresses this requirement by including early and ongoing 
consultation and collaboration with land use management and economic development 
agencies in the area and the inclusion of planning personnel from the local jurisdictions on 
the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).  Incorporating these key agencies and individuals 
in the transportation planning process permits broad acknowledgment of transportation 
planning and land use development activities at the local and regional level which can 
present opportunities for cooperation and coordination. 
 
The spirit and intent of the FAST Act are clear.  In accordance with Public Law 112-141 policy 
provisions and subsequent agency interpretation, the TIP should acknowledge consistency 
with other plans that include transportation and land use components: Regional, Long 
Range, municipal and county Comprehensive and Master Plans (Airport, Seaport, Multi-
Modal, Transit, Utility, and independent bridge authorities), Congestion Management 
Plans, Air Quality Conformity Determination, Freight, Bicycle/Pedestrian, Public 
Participation Process and Environmental Plans 
 

1.3.2 Conformity Determination (If Non-Attainment) 
 
Conformity Determination refers to the requirement of non-attainment areas (as 
defined by Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) tolerance limits on ground-level 
and atmospheric pollutant concentrations) and those re-designed to attainment 
after 1990 to show that federally supported highway and transit projects will not 
cause new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or delay the timely 
attainment of the relevant National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The 
Calhoun Area MPO is neither in non-attainment now, nor is it anticipating non-
attainment status in the near future.  However, in the event of future non-
attainment status, the additional planning and reporting required would add 
substantially to MPO budget needs. 
 

 
 

 
6 Sec. 1201 
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1.4  Scope of the Planning Process 
 
Federal law establishes that the metropolitan planning process be a cooperative, 
continuous, and comprehensive framework for making transportation investment decisions 
in metropolitan areas. The metropolitan planning process promotes consistency between 
transportation improvement and state and local planned growth and economic 
development patterns7. MPOs shall provide for consideration of projects and tasks that 
meet the following ten planning factors: 
 

1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users. 

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-
motorized users. 

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and freight. 
5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve 

quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements 
and State and local planned growth and economic development patterns. 

6. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across 
and between modes for people and freight.  

7. Promote efficient system management and operation. 
8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce 

(or mitigate) the stormwater impacts on surface transportation. 
10. Enhance travel and tourism. 

 

1.5  Planning Emphasis Areas 
  

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
Offices of Planning have jointly issued guidelines for three Planning Emphasis Areas (PEAs). 
The PEAs are topical areas for which the MPOs and States are expected to develop and 
identify work tasks for inclusion in their planning work programs and statewide planning 
and research work programs.  
 
FAST Act Implementation – Transition to Performance Based Planning and Programming. 
The Calhoun Area MPO will work closely with the Alabama Department of Transportation 
(ALDOT) to transition and adhere to Performance Based Planning and Programming 
requirements for highways in accordance with 23 CFR 450.314(h) and established federal 
guidance as documented in Resolution #761 adopted June 21, 2018. Furthermore, the 
Calhoun Area MPO adopted a set of Livability Principals and Indicators with Resolution #635 
June 21, 2012. These have been included in the 2019 Public Participation Plan, the 2040 
LRTP, the FY 19 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) and this document. Further action 
will be taken as Performance Measurement guidance is promulgated. 
 
 
 

 
7 Section 1201(a) 134(j)(2) 
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Models of Regional Cooperation – Promote cooperation across MPO boundaries and 
across State boundaries where appropriate to ensure a regional approach to 
transportation planning. 
The Calhoun Area MPO works closely with the Gadsden/Etowah MPO on issues of mutual 
interest to the region such as urban boundary issues, highway connections, provision of 
transit, bicycle planning and facilities, the US 431 corridor, and AL 77 improvements.  
 
Ladders of Opportunity – Access to essential services as part of the transportation 
planning process, identify transportation connectivity gaps in access to essential services. 
The Calhoun Area MPO works closely with employees of the East Alabama Regional 
Planning and Development Commission (EARPDC), who administer the Areawide 
Community Transit System (ACTS) which provides both fixed route and ADA Para-Transit 
services to the urbanized area and rural portions of Calhoun County. In addition, both the 
MO and the EARPDC cooperate in the development and update of the Coordinated Public 
Transit and Human Services Transportation Plan for the region. Finally, further 
transportation connectivity gaps in access to essential services will be identified in the 
MPOs updates to the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan and Long Range Transportation Plan 
(LRTP). 

 

1.6 TIP PROCESS 
  

The development of the TIP is a cooperative process among the cities of Anniston, Hobson 
City, Oxford, Weaver, Jacksonville; the Calhoun County Commission, as well as the East 
Alabama Regional Planning and Development Commission as this is the entity responsible 
for the management and eligibility of the Calhoun Area MPO.  It takes several months for 
the TIP to go from the planning phase to its final form.   

 
The first step is the TIP process is to review the previous TIP to determine if adjustments 
are necessary to deliver current projects.  Then a preliminary list of projects is developed 
from the LRTP.  Transportation staff, traffic engineers, and TAC member from the member 
jurisdictions agree on projects and ensure the total cost of projects are constrained to the 
amount available or anticipated funding.  Following this, the draft TIP can be created and 
distributed for review and comment by the public and the MPO.   At the end of the public 
comment period, public input and comments are documented and reviewed by the MPO.   
Lastly, the TIP is put into final form and provided to the MPO for final review and 
consideration for adoption.  Please see the flow chart below for a graphic representation of 
the TIP process.   
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1.7  TIP Amendment Process and Criteria 
  

FAST Act regulations include a provision for an administrative modification8 which includes 
the following definitions: 

  
Administrative modification means a minor revision to a long-range statewide or 
metropolitan transportation plan, Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP), or Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) that includes minor changes to project/project 
phase costs, minor changes to funding sources of previously-included projects, and minor 
changes to project/phase initiation dates.  An administrative modification is a revision that 
does not require public review and comment, a re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a 
conformity determination (in non-attainment and maintenance areas). 
 
Amendment means a revision to a long-range statewide or metropolitan transportation 
plan, TIP, or STIP that involves a major change to a project included in a metropolitan 
transportation plan, TIP, or STIP including the addition or deletion of a project or a major 
change to a project cost, project/phase initiation dates, or a major change in design 
concept or design scope (e.g., changing project termini or the number of through traffic 
lanes). Changes to projects that are included only for illustrative purposes do not require 
an amendment. An amendment is a revision that requires public review and comment and 
a re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity determination (for metropolitan 
transportation plans and TIPs involving “non-exempt” projects in nonattainment and 
maintenance areas). In the context of a long-range statewide transportation plan, an 
amendment is a revision approved by the State in accordance with its public involvement 
process.   

 
8 23 CFR 450.104 
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The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), and the 
ALDOT have agreed that an amendment is a major STIP/TIP planned project revision that: 

• Affects air quality conformity, regardless of the cost of the project or the funding 
source 

• Adds a new project, or deletes a project that utilized federal fund from a statewide 
line item, exceeds the thresholds listed below, and excludes those federally-funded 
statewide program projects 

• Adds a new project phase(s), or increases a current project phase, or deletes a 
project phase(s), or decreases a current project phase that utilizes federal funds, 
where the revision exceeds the following thresholds: 

o $5 million for ALDOT federally-funded projects and Transportation 
Management Area (TMA) attributable projects 

o $1 million for ALDOT federally-funded projects and for non-TMA MPOs 
attributable projects 

o $750,000 for the county highway and bridge program 

• Involves a change in the Scope of Work to a project(s) that would: 
o Result in an air quality conformity reevaluation 
o Result in a revised total project estimate that exceeds the thresholds 

established between ALDOT and the Planning Partner (not to exceed other 
federally-funded thresholds) 

o Results in a change in the Scope of Work on any federally-funded project 
that is significant enough to essentially constitute a New Project 

o Level of Effort (LVOE) planned budget changes, exceeding 20% of the 
original budgeted amount 

  
Approval by the MPO is required for Amendments. The MPOs may be more restrictive on 
amendment use for changes that result in cost increases. The Calhoun Area MPO elects to 
include amendments for changes that result in a cost increase of 20% or $1,000,000 
whichever is less. A change that does not meet any of these criteria may be processed as 
an administrative modification by the MPO subject to ALDOT approval.  

 

1.8  Public Participation Process 

 
Public participation is encouraged for the development of the TIP.  The public is invited to 
participate in all advertised meetings and hearings.  The Calhoun Area MPO conducts all 
meetings in accordance with the provisions of the Alabama Open Meetings Act, passed into 
law October 1, 2005.   The following public participation efforts are made as part of the TIP 
development process: 
 
• Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) – The CAC is comprised of citizens from each of 

the MPOs member governments. CAC members are charged with the responsibility 
of formal citizen review of transportation planning documents and the local 
transportation planning process.  CAC members review the TIP (in draft and final 
form) and offer comments and suggestions to the Technical Advisory Committee 
and the MPO Policy Board for review.  Approval of the Draft and Final versions are 
voted on and recommendations are forwarded to the Policy Board.    
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• Public Comment Period – After the TIP is developed in Draft form, the public is 

invited to offer comments.  To announce the TIP public comment period, several 
actions are taken: (1) a block ad is placed in the local newspaper of the largest 
circulations, (2) the EARPDC website will have information on the public meeting, 
the draft plan and the comment period under the Latest News and Calendar 
sections, and (3) flyers are mailed to local human service and health agencies, 
municipal libraries, other transportation providers, senior centers and public 
housing offices.  The block ad announcement and flyers will have instructions on 
several ways to obtain a copy of the draft plan or information and how to access it 
on-line.  Copies of the draft TIP will contain comment forms and can be picked up 
in the EARPDC lobby, mailed upon request, downloaded from the webpage.  Digital 
copies of the draft TIP and comment form are placed on the EARPDC webpage.  

 
• MPO Staff Consultation – The public (including CAC members) is encouraged to 

contact Calhoun Area MPO staff to discuss issues, comments and concerns 
regarding the draft TIP, its development or proposed projects. 
 

1.9 Title VI 
  

The Calhoun Area MPO assures, through an annual certification, that no persons or 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) shall on the grounds of race, creed, sex, disability 
or national origin, be excluded from participation, be denied the benefits of or be otherwise 
subjected to discrimination in Federally-assisted programs or projects.  It is the goal of the 
Calhoun Area MPO that the transportation planning process be open, accessible, 
transparent, inclusive and responsive.  These ideals are included and outlined in the 2019 
Public Participation Plan for Transportation Planning adopted by the MPO in February 2019 
and available at the MPO webpage at:  www.earpdc.org/Programs/CalhounAreaMPO.  All 
MPO and committee meetings are listed on the EARPEC website, announced by memos 
mailed to the members and the local media at least 7 days before the meeting, open to the 
general public and all meetings are conducted in handicapped accessible, smoke free 
locations.  MPO projects and plans when formulated, are designed to pay attention to the 
existence, composition and distribution of minority population groups disadvantaged 
business enterprises in the project area. 

 
Additionally, the Calhoun Area MPO has been compliant with the American with Disabilities 
Act (ADA) of 1990 and the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (Section 504) since 2016.  The MPO is 
compliant with all other Title VI laws, processes, and programs, including the following: 
 
• Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 USC 2000d, et seq. which prohibits exclusion from 

participation in any federal program based on race, color, or national origin. 
•   23 USC 324 which prohibits discrimination based on sexual orientation, adding 

to the landmark significance of 2000d.  This requirement is found in 23 CFR 
450.334(1). 

• Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 USC 701 Section 504, which prohibits 
discrimination based on a disability, and in terms of access to the 
transportation planning process. 

• Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 which prohibits discrimination based 
solely on disability. ADA encourages the participation of people with disabilities 

http://www.earpdc.org/Programs/CalhounAreaMPO
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in the development of transportation and paratransit plans and services. In 
accordance with ADA guidelines, all meetings conducted by the MPO will take 
place in locations which are accessible by persons with mobility limitations or 
other impairments. 

• Executive Order 12898 or referred to as Environmental Justice, which requires 
that federal programs, policies and activities affecting human health, or the 
environment will identify and avoid disproportionately high or adverse effects 
on minority or low-income populations.  The intent was to ensure that no racial, 
ethnic or socioeconomic group bears a disproportionate share of negative 
environmental consequences resulting from government programs and 
policies. 

• Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Plan which is required by Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964, Executive Order 13166, and FTA Circular C 4702.1B, October 
2012.  The Calhoun Area MPO has completed a Four Factor Analysis of the 
Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Area (MPO) to determine requirements 
for compliance with the Limited English Proficiency (LEP) provisions.   Based on 
the analysis, the MPO has identified a population within the MPO that may 
require MPO assistance in participating in the planning process.  A Draft Limited 
English Proficiency (LEP) Plan has been developed and can be accessed at: 
www.earpdc.org/Programs/CalhounAreaMPO.  

 
In order to further support the public participation goals of the Calhoun Area MPO, the 
public is encouraged to participate in the development of the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP).  The FY 2020-2023 TIP process will include public involvement meetings 
designed to obtain input from the public concerning the TIP process in the Calhoun 
Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA).  In addition, once the draft TIP is approved, it will be 
subject to a public comment period before adoption of the final document.  A summary of 
the public outreach activities and results are included in the Appendix 3.6 of this document.  
All Calhoun Area MPO meetings are open to the public. At these meetings, the MPO 
committees review and approve the draft and final TIP documents.  Interested individuals 
may also review and comment on these documents in tandem with the MPO committees.  
Individuals may address their concerns to the MPO committees directly at meetings they 
attend. The Transportation Planner at the Calhoun Areas MPO should be contacted to 
coordinate an address to any MPO committee and to obtain draft and final documents. 

 

1.10 Livability Principles and Indicators 
 

Increasingly, federal and state agencies are using Performance Measures as a way of 
ensuring greater accountability for the expenditure of public funds in an ever-growing 
number of programs and activities across a variety of disciplines.  Within the transportation 
sector and the planning processes associated with transportation infrastructure 
development, ALDOT has adopted the Livability Principals and Indicators as a sustainability 
measurement against future actions. 

 
All planning tasks must be measured against these Livability Principles which are 
established by federal law and cannot be changed by the MPO: 

1. Provide more transportation choices 

2. Promote equitable, affordable housing 

3. Enhance economic competitiveness 

http://www.earpdc.org/Programs/CalhounAreaMPO
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4. Support existing communities 

5. Coordinate policies and leverage investment 

6. Value communities and neighborhoods 

 
MPOs are encouraged to employ or adapt following Livability Indicators they feel best 
reflects their local conditions/needs and that can be easily tracked over time, as well as 
presented in tables, charts or GIS mapping: 

1. Percent change in households located within one-half (1/2) mile of transit service 

and/or percent change in non-auto (transit, walking, bicycling) trips 

2. Percent change in housing costs per household; and/or percent increase in home 

ownership 

3. Percent change in educational attainment; and/or percent decrease in 

unemployment 

4. Percent change in in-fill projects; and/or percent increase in revitalization projects 

5. Percent change in number of regional sustainable infrastructure projects; and/or 

change in number of regional preservation initiatives 

6. Percent of households within one-half (1/2) mile of mixed-use destinations; and/or 

percent change in average trip times 

  

1.11  Environmental Mitigation 
 

MPOs are asked to consider the adverse environmental impact their project may have on 
both the human and natural environments.  To this end, FAST Act required MPOs to discuss: 
 

“…types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to 
carry out these activities, including activities that may have the greatest potential 
to restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by the plan.9                                                                    
This discussion shall be developed in consultation with Federal, State, and tribal 
wildlife, land management, and regulatory agencies.”10 

                                                                       
To satisfy this requirement, the Calhoun Area MPO will, to the extent practicable, place 
greater emphasis on the environmental impact of federally funded transportation projects 
in the region.  In addition, the Calhoun Area MPO will continue to develop and maintain 
relationships with state and local government/agencies with the goal of incorporating their 
environmental mitigation knowledge and expertise in the development of the TIP. 
 

1.12  Climate Change 
 

FHWA has determined that climate change should be integrated into transportation 
planning at the state, regional, and local levels and that consideration of potential long-
range effects by and to the transportation network be addressed.  To that end, FHWA 
requires the following excerpt be present in the TIP, LRTP, and other selected documents: 
 
According to the FHWA report Integrating Climate Change into the Transportation 

 
9  PL 112-141 Section 1201(a)§134(i)(2)(D)(i) 
10 PL 112-141 Section 1201(a)§134(i)(2)(D)(ii) 
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Planning Process, there is general scientific consensus that the earth is experiencing 
a long-term warming trend and that human-induced increases in atmospheric 
greenhouse gases (GHGs) may be the predominant cause.  The combustion of fossil 
fuels is by far the biggest source of GHG emissions.  In the United States, 
transportation is the largest source of GHG emissions, after electricity generation. 
Within the transportation sector, cars and trucks account for most emissions. 
 
Opportunities to reduce GHG emissions from transportation include 
switching to alternative fuels, using more fuel-efficient vehicles, and 
reducing the total number of miles driven.  Each of these options requires 
a mixture of public and private sector involvement. Transportation 
planning activities, which influence how transportation systems are built 
and operated, can contribute to these strategies.  
 

In addition to contributing to climate change, transportation will likely also be 
affected by climate change.  Transportation infrastructure is vulnerable to 
predicted changes in sea level and increase in severe weather and extreme high 
temperatures.  Long term transportation planning will need to respond to these 
threats. 

 
Introduction to Integrating Climate Change into the Transportation Planning 

Process – Federal Highway 
Administration, Final Report, July 2008. 

 
Some effects are currently begin addressed through Air Quality Conformity Determination 
actions in areas that have been designated as National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) non-conforming.  The Calhoun Area MPO is neither in non-attainment status now 
nor is it anticipating non-attainment status in the near future.  Therefore, no climate change 
measures are present in the TIP currently.  However, in the future this may change either 
by an increase in ground-level and atmospheric pollutant concentrations or by a tightening 
of EPA tolerance limits. 

 

1.13  Air Quality Planning 
 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes tolerance limits on ground-level 
and atmospheric pollutant concentrations through enactment of the NAAQS.  An MPO that 
has been determined to be in violation of the NAAQS is said to be in ‘non-attainment’ status.  
The Calhoun Area MPO is neither in non-attainment status nor is it anticipating non-
attainment status in the near future.  Therefore, no air quality mitigation measures are 
present in the TIP at this time at the project level.  However, those MPOs in attainment 
have tasks established in the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) for training in NAAQS 
monitoring and possible outreach activities.  Anticipated additional Climate Change and 
Greenhouse Gas requirements will have an effect outside the document production 
requirements that would include the TIP.  Calhoun Area MPO staff will continue to monitor 
FHWA and EPA bulletins and advisories on Climate Change, as well as the developing House 
and Senate legislation likely to become the next transportation legislation. 
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1.14 Level of Effort (LVOE) 
 

Transportation projects in the STIP/TIP which are referred to as Level of Effort (LVOE) 
projects represent projects that are not considered to be of appropriate scale for individual 
identification. Projects may be grouped by function, work type, or geographical area, using 
the applicable classifications under 23 CFR 771.117(c) and (d), and or 40 CFR part 93. These 
projects are placed in the STIP/TIP according to selected funding programs, with their 
anticipated fiscal year apportionments within the plan. The selected funding programs 
include: 

• Interstate Resurfacing Program: lighting, sign and pavement rehabilitation 
• Non-Interstate Resurfacing Program (FM) 
• County Allocation Funds: Off-system bridges and STP non-urban 
• Safety Projects:  Hazard elimination, roadway or rail, high-speed passenger 

rail, seatbelt, blood alcohol content, etc. 
• Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) 
• Recreational Trails: Funds transferred to ADECA 
• Federal Transit Programs: 5307 urbanized, 5311 non-urban, 5310 elderly and 

disabilities, and 5339 buses and bus facilities (each transit program represents 
a different LOE category 

 
Addition or deletion of individual LVOE projects are considered an administrative 
modification and do not require any further MPO action prior to authorization, subject to 
the dollar thresholds established in the sections above. The MPOs will be notified as soon 
as any specific projects within their urban areas are identified and selected and will have 
ten (10) days to decline the project. Additionally, the MPOs will be notified as soon as any 
specific projects are modified or deleted within their urban areas and will have ten (10) days 
to decline the project deletion or change.  

 
1.15  Financial Constraint 
 

The FAST Act requires TIPs to be financially constrained.  That is, the sum of all 
project costs cannot exceed the available federal allocation for the MPO plus local 
match. As long as the local match funds are provided, the Calhoun Area MPO will 
receive federal funds in the sum of: 

  
$2,017,243 in fiscal year 2020 
$2,017,243 in fiscal year 2021 
$2,017,243 in fiscal year 2022 
$2,017,243 in fiscal year 2023 

 
Federal funds will be combined with a 20 percent match from local funds for an 
annual total of: 

 
$2,521,554 in fiscal year 2020 
$2,521,554 in fiscal year 2021 
$2,521,554 in fiscal year 2022 
$2,521,554 in fiscal year 2023 
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The local governments have agreed to accept financial responsibility for the projects 
they sponsor in the TIP.  This document contains projects sponsored by a number 
of governments. Those projects sponsored by the local governments in the MPO are 
used to determine if cost constraints have been met. Projects in the TIP must also 
be included in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).  Once ALDOT 
has approved the local TIP it is assumed that federal matching funds will be available 
for projects.  The expenditure of all Federal Highway Funds is controlled by the State.   

 
Financial constraint makes a further demand but on a more fundamental level.  
Documentation, whether developed from a database or desktop application, 
intended for use in planning documents such as the TIP, must include the sources 
or funding programs for all funds, dollar amounts, project identification numbers and 
termini descriptions, project phases to be funded, and the year of expected 
expenditure.  All funding is done in ‘year of expenditure’ dollars.  The objective, 
particularly with the TIP and beginning at the project level, is to establish where the 
money is coming from, what it is being spent on, and over what period of time.   

 
1.16  Project Selection and Prioritization 
 

Project selection begins in the development of the LRTP. The LRTP identifies local 
transportation needs on a long-term horizon by incorporating population, socioeconomic, 
and employment data into a local trip general model which shows where travel demand is 
expected to increase.  The results of the trip generation model are one of the tools used to 
develop a list of specific roadway projects needed in the local area. 

 
TIP projects are limited to those from the LRTP’s list of specific roadway projects, with few 
exceptions such as resurfacing and intersection improvement projects.  TAC representatives 
from the MPOs member governments, with input from the public and other stakeholders, 
establish project selection and prioritization based on available funding and degree of local 
need.   A major component of the project selection and prioritization process is ensuring 
financial constraint of the selected projects to available funding. 

 
The list of TIP projects is then incorporated into the draft TIP and presented for review by 
the CAC and TAC.  Again, public involvement is solicited and plays a key role in project 
selection.  Finally, the TIP is provided to the MPO Policy Board for review, consideration and 
adoption. 

 
1.17 Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning 
  

The law states that “Bicyclists and pedestrians shall be given due consideration in the 
comprehensive transportation plans developed by each metropolitan planning organization 
and state.”  Due consideration is defined by the FHWA as, “at a minimum, a presumption 
that bicyclists and pedestrians will be accommodated in the design of all new and improved 
transportation facilities.  In the planning, design and operation of transportation facilities, 
bicyclists and pedestrians should be included as a matter of routine…unless exceptional 
circumstances exist…and the decision not to accommodate them should be the exceptions 
rather than the rule.” – 23 USC 217.  In general, exceptional circumstances are defined as; 
1. Bicyclists and pedestrians are prohibited by law from using the roadway. 
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2. The cost of establishing bikeways or walkways would be excessively disproportionate 

(20 percent of the project cost) to the need or probable use. 

3. Where scarcity of population or other factors indicate an absence of existing and 

future need.   

All new projects will be considered for bicycle and pedestrian accommodations.  In June 
2019, the Calhoun Area MPO adopted a complimentary Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan with a slate 
of proposed bicycle and pedestrian projects. Further the Calhoun MPO schedules 
resurfacing and bridge projects, including crosswalk striping, Americans with Disabilities 
(ADA) compliant curb cuts and replacements, but traditionally these projects have not 
covered sidewalk construction or rehabilitation.   

 
ALDOT Requirements 
 
ALDOT received a written directive from FHWA – Alabama Division, June 12, 2009, that the 
MPOs must “include a policy statement that bicycle and pedestrian facilities will be 
incorporated into all transportation projects unless exceptional circumstances exist.”  This 
guidance was reinforced by a USDOT email broadcast March 17, 2010, in which 
recommendations were forwarded to state DOTs with regard to bicycle and pedestrian 
policy.  These two directives effectively modified 23 USC 217 in implementing improvement 
using federal funds to state routes under ALDOT jurisdiction.  This is now ALDOT bicycle and 
pedestrian policy and it carries over to the short-range TIP subset and new bicycle and 
pedestrian plans and updates.  The MPO will comply with these provisions. 

 
1.18 Safety Planning 
  

Safety Planning has been addressed in Sec. 1.11 of the 2040 Long Range Transportation 
Plan.  The FY 2019 Unified Planning Work Program indicates that the MPO staff working 
with the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) of the MPO, will continue to identify fatalities, 
collect and maintain relevant data, evaluate facility performance, adopt a set of Safety 
Performance Measure Targets for the MPO, and establish strategies for the improvement 
of intermodal facilities in the urban area.   

 
Any planned safety projects will be included in Table 2.4.11 and the MPO project profiles 
beginning at Section 2.4.1.   These improvements will have been included based on need 
and the availability of federal funds within the next four years.   These projects are subject 
to change, based upon the latest findings of the TAC, as well as any changes to the federal 
funding structure during the next four years. 

 

1.19 Regionally Significant Projects 
 

According to 23 CFR 450.14, a regionally significant project means a project (other than 
projects that may be grouped in the STIP/TIP pursuant to §450.216 and §450.32) that is on 
a facility which serves regional transportation needs (such as access to/from the area 
outside of the region, major activity centers in the region, major planned developments 
such as new retail malls, sports complexes, etc.) or transportation terminals as well as most 
terminals themselves and would normally be included in the modeling of a metropolitan 
area’s transportation network, including as a minimum, all principal arterial highways and 
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all fixed guide way transit facilities that offer a significant alternative to regional highway 
travel.  Therefore, there is a requirement to include all regionally significant transportation 
project in the TIP regardless of funding source.  Both state and federally funded projects are 
included in the ‘State Funded Projects” and the ‘Systems Maintenance Projects’ tables, 
found in Chapter 2.0. At this time, the MPO has no knowledge of any private or 
public/private funded projects of regional significance in the area.  All federal and state 
funded regionally significant projects are included in Section 2.4.16 and indicated in red on 
the TIP project map in Appendix 3.2, page 80 of this document. 

 

1.20 Freight Planning 
 

Freight is one of many factors that is included in the scope of the planning process. The 
FAST Act states the planning process “shall provide for consideration of projects and 
strategies that will…increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for 
freight…enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 
between modes, for people and freight…”. The Calhoun Area MPO does not have a separate 
freight plan at this time; however, freight planning is addressed within the 2040 LRTP. 
Calhoun Area MPO staff will also continue to include representatives of the freight industry 
to the CAC, TAC, and Policy committee meetings as well as seek out training and educational 
opportunities regarding freight transportation planning.  

 

1.21 Performance Measures and System Performance Report 
 

Pursuant to the MAP-21 Act enacted in 2012 and the FAST Act enacted in 2015, state 
Departments of Transportation (DOT) and MPOs must apply a transportation performance 
management approach in carrying out their federally-required transportation planning and 
programming activities. The process requires the establishment and use of a coordinated 
performance-based approach to transportation decision-making to support national goals 
for the federal-aid highway and public transportation programs. 
 
On May 27, 2016, the FHWA and the FTA issued the Statewide and Nonmetropolitan 
Transportation Planning; Metropolitan Transportation Planning Final Rule (The Planning 
Rule)11. This regulation implements the transportation planning and transportation 
performance management provisions of MA-21 and the FAST Act. 
 
In accordance with The Planning Rule and the Alabama Performance Management 
Agreement between the ALDOT and the Alabama Transportation Planners Association 
(ATPA), ALDOT and each Alabama MPO must publish a System Performance Report for 
applicable performance measures in their respective statewide and metropolitan 
transportation plans and programs. The System Performance Report presents the condition 
and performance of the transportation system with respect to required performance 
measures, documents performance targets and progress achieved in meeting the targets in 
comparison with previous reports. This is required for the following. 
 

• In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or 
adopted after May 27, 2018, for Highway Safety/PM1 measures;  

• In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or 

 
11 23 CFR 450.314 
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adopted after October 1, 2018, for transit asset measures;  

• In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or 
adopted after May 20, 2019, for Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2 and System 
Performance, Freight, and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality/PM3 measures; 
and 

• In any statewide or metropolitan transportation plan or program amended or 
adopted after July 20, 2021, for transit safety measures. 

 
Per the Planning Rule and the Alabama Performance Management Agreement, the System 
Performance Report for the Calhoun Area MPO is included, herein, for the required 
Highway Safety/PM1, Bridge and Pavement Condition/PM2, and System Performance, 
Freight/PM3 measures.  
 
1.21.1  Highway Safety/PM1 
 
Effective April 14, 2016, the FHWA established the highway safety performance measures12 
to carry out the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). These performance 
measures are:  

1. Number of fatalities, 
2. Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles travelled (VMT), 
3. Number of serious injuries, 
4. Rate of serious injuries per 100 million VMT, and 
5. Number of combined non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious 

injuries. 
 
Safety performance targets are provided annually by the States to FHWA for each safety 
performance measure. Current statewide safety targets address calendar year 2019 and are 
based on an anticipated 5-year rolling average (2015-2019). Alabama statewide safety 
performance targets for 2019 are included in Table 1, along with statewide safety 
performance for the two most recent reporting periods13. The Calhoun Area MPO adopted 
the Alabama statewide safety performance targets on June 21, 2018 with Resolution 762 
and January 17, 2019 with Resolution 774. 
 
The latest safety conditions will be updated annually on a rolling 5-year window and 
reflected within each subsequent System Performance Report, to track performance over 
time in relation to baseline conditions and established targets. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart B 
13 https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/spm/state_safety_targets/ 
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Table 1: Highway Safety/PM1, System Conditions and Performance 

Performance Measures 

 
2012-2016 

Baseline 
Performance 

 

2014-2018 
Performance 

Target 

 
2013-2017 

Baseline 
Performance 

 

2015-2019 
Performance 

Target 

Number of Fatalities 
895 1,010 911 932 

Rate of Fatalities (per 100 
million VMT) 

1.35 1.49 1.36 1.33 

Number of Serious Injuries  
8,542 8,369 8,139 8,469 

Rate of Serious Injuries 
(per 100 million VMT) 

12.92 12.42 12.19 12.08 

Number of Non-motorized 
Fatalities and Serious 
Injuries 

382 390 377 394 

 All Baseline Performance and Targets are Alabama statewide performances and targets on a 5-year rolling average 
 

The Calhoun Area MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and 
investment priorities to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is 
critical to the achievement of national transportation goals and statewide and regional 
performance targets. As such, the Calhoun Area FY 2020-2023 TIP planning process directly 
reflects the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are available and 
described in other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the 
Alabama Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP), the Alabama HSIP, the current 2040 
Alabama Statewide Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP), and the current Calhoun Area 
MPO 2040 LRTP. 
 

• The Alabama SHSP is intended to reduce the number of fatalities and serious 
injuries resulting from motor vehicle crashes on public roads in Alabama. 
Existing highway safety plans area aligned and coordinated with SHSP, including 
(but not limited to) the Alabama HSIP, MPO and local agencies’ safety plans. 
The SHSP guides ALDOT, the Alabama MPOs, and other safety partners in 
addressing safety and defines a framework for implementation activities to be 
carried out across Alabama. 
 

• The ALDOT HSIP annual report provides for a continuous and systematic 
process that identifies and reviews traffic safety issues around the state to 
identify locations with potential for improvement. The ultimate goal of the HSIP 
process is to reduce the number of crashes, injuries, and fatalities by 
eliminating certain predominant types of crashes through the implementation 
of engineering solutions. 

 

• The ALDOT STIP summarizes the transportation deficiencies across the state 
and defines an investment portfolio across highway and transit capacity, 
highway preservation, highway safety, and highway operations over the 25-
year plan horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts 
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across each investment program given anticipated transportation revenues. 
 

• The Calhoun Area MPO 2040 LRTP increases the safety of the transportation 
system for motorized and non-motorized users as required by the Planning 
Rule. The LRTP identifies safety needs within the metropolitan planning area 
and provides funding for targeted safety improvements. 

 
To support progress towards approved highway safety targets, the FY 2020-2023 TIP 
includes a number of key safety investments. A total of $4,382,180 has been programmed 
in the FY 2020-2023 TIP to improve highway safety; averaging approximately to $1,095,545 
per year. 
 
1.21.2 Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2 
 
Effective May 20, 2017, FHWA established performance measures to assess pavement 
condition14 and bridge condition15 for the National Highway Performance Program (NHPP). 
This second FHWA performance measure rule (PM2) established six performance 
measures:  

1. Percent of Interstate pavements in good condition, 
2. Percent of Interstate pavements in poor condition,  
3. Percent of non-Interstate National Highway System (NHS) pavements 

in good condition, 
4. Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in poor condition, 
5. Percent of NHS bridges by deck area classified as in good condition, and 
6. Percent of NHS bridges by deck area classified as in poor condition. 

 
1.21.2.1 Pavement Condition Measures 
The pavement condition measures represent the percentage of lane-miles on the Interstate 
or non-Interstate NHS that area in good condition or poor condition. FHWA established five 
metrics to assess pavement condition: International Roughness Index (IRI); cracking 
percent; rutting; faulting; and Present Serviceability Rating (PSR). For each metric, a 
threshold is used to establish good, fair, or poor condition.  

 
Pavement condition is assessed using these metrics and thresholds. A pavement section is 
in good condition if three metrics are good, and in poor condition if two or more metric 
ratings are poor. Pavement sections that are not good or poor are considered fair. 

 
The pavement condition measures are expressed as a percentage of all applicable roads in 
good or poor condition. Pavement in good condition suggests that no major investment is 
needed. Pavement in poor condition suggests major reconstruction investment is needed 
due to either ride quality or a structural deficiency. 

 
1.21.2.2 Bridge Condition Measures 
The bridge condition measures represent the percentage of bridges, by deck area, on the 
NHS that are in good condition or poor condition. The condition of each bridge is evaluated 
by assessing four bridge components: deck, superstructure, substructure, and culverts. 
FHWA created a metric rating threshold for each component to establish good, fair, or poor 

 
14 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart C  
15 23 CFR Part 940, Subpart D 
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condition. Every bridge on the NHS is evaluated using these component ratings. If the 
lowest rating of the four metrics is greater than or equal to seven, the structure is classified 
as good. If the lowest rating is less than or equal to four, the structure is classified as poor. 
If the lowest rating is five or six, it is classified as fair.  

 
To determine the percent of bridges in good or in poor condition, the sum of total deck area 
of good or poor NHS bridges is divided by the total deck area of bridges carrying the NHS. 
Deck area is computed using structure length and either deck width or approach roadway 
width. Good condition suggests that no major investment is needed. Bridges in poor 
condition are safe to drive on; however, they are nearing a point where substantial 
reconstruction or replacement is needed.  

 
1.21.2.3 Pavement and Bridge Targets 
Pavement and bridge condition performance is assessed and reported over a four-year 
performance period. The first performance period began on January 1, 2018 and runs 
through December 31, 2021. ALDOT reported baseline PM2 performance and targets to 
FHWA on October 1, 2018 and will report updated performance information at the 
midpoint and end of the performance period. The second four-year performance period 
will cover January 1, 2022 to December 31, 2025 with additional performance periods 
following every four years.  

 
The PM2 rule requires states and MPOs to establish two-year and/or four-year performance 
targets for each PM2 measure. Current two-year targets represent expected pavement and 
bridge condition at the end of calendar year 2019, while the current four-year targets 
represent expected condition at the end of the calendar year 2021. 

 
States establish targets as follows: 

• Percent of Interstate pavements in good and poor condition – four-year targets;  

• Percent of non-Interstate NHS pavements in good and poor condition – two-year and 
four-year targets; 

• Percent of NHS bridges by deck area in good and poor condition – two-year and four-
year targets.  

 
MPOs establish four-year targets for each measure by either agreeing to program projects 
that will support the statewide targets or setting quantifiable targets for the MPO’s 
planning area that differ from the state targets.  

 
The Calhoun Area MPO adopted the ALDOT statewide PM2 targets on September 20, 2018 
with Resolution 766. Table 2 presents statewide baseline performance for each PM2 
measure as well as the current two-year and four-year statewide targets established by 
ALDOT. 

 
On or before October 1, 2020, ALDOT will provide FHWA a detailed report of pavement and 
bridge condition performance covering the period of January 1, 2018 to December 31, 2019. 
ALDOT and the Calhoun Area MPO will have the opportunity at that time to revisit the four-
year PM2 targets.  
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Table 2: Pavement and Bridge Condition/PM2 Performance and Targets 

Performance Measures 
Alabama 

Performance 
(Baseline) 

Alabama 
2-year 
Target 

Alabama 
4-year 
Target 

% of Interstate pavements in good condition N/A* N/A* 50.0% 

% of Interstate pavements in poor condition N/A* N/A* 5.0% 

% of non-Interstate NHS pavements in good 
condition 

79.9% 40.0% 40.0% 

% of non-Interstate NHS pavements in poor 
condition 

4.1% 5.0% 5.0% 

% of NHS bridges (by deck area) in good condition 27.2% 27.0% 27.0% 

% of NHS bridges (by deck area) in poor condition 2.0% 3.0% 3.0% 
*For the first performance period only, baseline condition and 2-year targets are not required for the Pavements 

on the Interstate System measures. 

 
The Calhoun Area MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and 
investment priorities to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is 
critical to the achievement of national transportation goals and statewide and regional 
performance targets. As such, the FY 2020-2023 TIP planning process directly reflects the 
goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are available and described in 
other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, Alabama’s 
Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP), the current 2040 Alabama Statewide 
Transportation Plan (STIP), and the Calhoun Area 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan.  
 

• MAP-21 requires ALDOT to develop a TAMP for all NHS pavements and bridges 
within the state. ALDOT’s TAMP must include investment strategies leading to a 
program of projects that would make progress toward achievement of ALDOT’s 
statewide pavement and bridge condition targets. 

 

• The ALDOT STIP summarizes transportation deficiencies across the state and 
defines an investment portfolio across highway and transit capacity, highway 
preservation, highway safety, and highway operations over the 25-year plan 
horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts across each 
investment program given anticipated transportation revenues 

 

• The Calhoun Area MPO 2040 LRTP addresses infrastructure preservation and 
identifies pavement and bridge infrastructure needs within the metropolitan 
planning area and allocates funding for targeted infrastructure improvements.  

 
To support progress towards ALDOT’s statewide PM2 targets, the FY 2020-2023 TIP includes 
a number of investments that will maintain pavement and bridge condition performance. 
Investments in pavement and bridge condition include pavement replacement and 
reconstruction, bridge replacement and reconstruction, new bridge and pavement 
capacity, and system resiliency projects that improve NHS bridge components (e.g., 
upgrading culverts). 
 
A total of $1,523,048 for bridges has been programmed in the FY 2020-2023 TIP to improve 
conditions; averaging approximately $380,762 per year. A total of $14,273,000 is available 
for NHS maintenance for pavement statewide; averaging approximately $3,568,250 per 
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year.  
 
1.21.3 System Performance, Freight, and Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 
Improvement Program/PM3 

  
Effective May 20, 2017, FHWA established measures to assess performance of the National 
Highway System16, freight movement on the Interstate system17, and the Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program18. This third FHWA performance 
measure rule (PM3) established six performance measures, described below. 
 
National Highway System Performance: 
1. Percent of person-miles on the Interstate system that are reliable 
2. Percent of person-miles on the non-Interstate system that are reliable 

 
Freight Movement on the Interstate:  
3. Truck Travel Time Reliability Index (TTTR) 

 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program: 
4. Annual hours of peak hour excessive delay per capita (PHED) 
5. Percent of non-single occupant vehicle travel (Non-SOV)  
6. Cumulative two-year and four-year reduction of on-road mobile source emissions for 

CMAQ funded projects (CMAQ Emission Reduction) 
 

The CMAQ performance measures apply to states and MPOs with projects financed with 
CMAQ funds whose boundary contains any part of a nonattainment or maintenance area 
for ozone, carbon monoxide or particulate matter. The Calhoun Area MPO meets air quality 
standards, therefore, the CMAQ measures do not apply and are not reflected in the System 
Performance Report. 
 
1.21.3.1 System Performance Measures 
The two System Performance measures assess the reliability of travel times on the 
Interstate or non-Interstate NHS system. The performance metric used to calculate 
reliability is the Level of Travel Time Reliability (LOTTR). LOTTR is defined as the ratio of 
longer travel times (80th percentile) to a normal travel time (50th percentile) over all 
applicable roads during four time periods (AM peak, Mid-day, PM peak, and weekends) that 
cover the hours of 6 AM to 8 PM each day.  
 
The LOTTR ratio is calculated for each segment of applicable roadway, essentially 
comparing the segment with itself. A segment is deemed to be reliable if its LOTTR is less 
than 1.5 during all four time periods. If one or more time periods has a LOTTR of 1.5 or 
above, that segment is unreliable. 
 
The measures are expressed as the percent of person-miles traveled on the Interstate or 
non-Interstate NHS system that are reliable. Person-miles take into account the number of 
people travelling in buses, cars, and trucks over these roadway segments. To determine 
total person miles traveled, the vehicle miles travelled (VMT) on each segment is multiplied 

 
16 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart E 
17 23 CFR Part 490, Subpart F 
18 23 CFR Part 490, Subparts G and H 
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by average vehicle occupancy. To calculate the percent of person miles traveled that are 
reliable, the sum of the number of reliable person miles traveled is divided by the sum of 
total person miles travelled.  
 
1.21.3.2 Freight Movement Performance Measures 
The Freight Movement performance measure assesses reliability for trucks traveling on the 
Interstate. A TTTR ratio is generated by dividing the 95th percentile truck travel time by a 
normal travel time (50th) percentile for each segment of the Interstate system over five time 
periods throughout weekdays and weekends (AM peak, Mid-day, PM peak, weekend, and 
overnight) that cover all hours of the day. For each segment, the highest TTTR value among 
the five time periods is multiplied by the length of the segment. The sum of all length-
weighted segments is then divided by the total length of Interstate to generate the TTTR 
Index. 
 
1.21.3.3 PM3 Performance Targets 
Performance for the PM3 measures is assessed and reported over a four-year performance 
period. For all PM3 measures the first performance period began on January 1, 2018 and 
will end on December 31, 2021. ALDOT reported baseline PM3 performance and targets to 
FHWA on October 1, 2018 and will report updated performance information at the 
midpoint and end of the performance period. The second four-year performance period 
will cover January 1, 2022 to December 31, 2025 with additional performance periods 
following every four years.  
 
The PM3 rule requires state DOTs and MPOs to establish two-year and/or four-year 
performance targets for each PM3 measure. For all targets the current two-year and four-
year targets represent expected performance at the end of calendar years 2019 and 2021 
respectively.  
 
States establish targets as follows: 

• Percent of person-miles on the Interstate system that are reliable – two-year and four-
year targets; 

• Percent of person-miles on the non-Interstate NHS that area reliable – four-year 
targets; and 

• Truck Travel Time Reliability – two-year and four-year targets. 
 

MPOs establish four-year targets for the System Performance and Freight Movement 
measures. MPOs establish targets by either agreeing to program projects that will support 
the statewide targets or setting quantifiable targets for the MPO’s planning area that differ 
from the state targets. 
 
The Calhoun Area MPO adopted the ALDOT statewide PM3 targets on September 20, 2018 
with Resolution 767. Table 3 presents statewide baseline performance for each PM3 
measure as well as the current two-year and four-year statewide targets established by 
ALDOT.  
 
On or before October 1, 2020, ALDOT will provide FHWA a detailed report of PM3 
performance covering the period of January 1, 2018 to December 31, 2019. ALDOT and the 
Calhoun Area MPO will have the opportunity at that time to revisit the four-year PM3 
targets. 



 

24  

 
 Table 3: System Performance/Freight Movement Performance and Targets 

Performance Measure 
Alabama 

Performance 
(Baseline) 

Alabama  
2-year 
Target 

Alabama 
4-year 
Target 

% of person-miles traveled on the Interstate 
system that are reliable 

96.4% 96.4% 96.4% 

% of person-miles traveled on the non-
Interstate NHS that are reliable 

N/A* N/A* 93.6% 

Truck Travel Time Reliability Index  1.19 1.20 1.21 
*For the first performance period only, baseline condition and 2-year targets are not required for the non-

Interstate NHS reliability measure. 
 

The Calhoun Area MPO recognizes the importance of linking goals, objectives, and 
investment priorities to stated performance objectives, and that establishing this link is 
critical to the achievement of national transportation goals and statewide and regional 
performance targets. As such, the FY 2020-2023 TIP planning process directly reflects the 
goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets as they are available and described in 
other State and public transportation plans and processes; specifically, the Alabama 
Statewide Freight Plan, the current 2040 STIP and the Calhoun Area 2040 LRTP.  
 

• ALDOT’s Statewide Freight Plan defines the conditions and performance of the 
state freight system and identifies the policies and investments that will enhance 
Alabama’s highway freight mobility well into the future. The Plan identifies freight 
needs and the criteria Alabama will use to determine investments in freight and 
prioritizes freight across modes.  
 

• The ALDOT STIP summarizes transportation deficiencies across the state and 
defines an investment portfolio across highway and transit capacity, highway 
preservation, highway safety, and highway operations over the 25-year plan 
horizon. Investment priorities reflect optimal performance impacts across each 
investment program given anticipated transportation revenues. 

 

• The Calhoun MPO 2040 LRTP addresses reliability, freight movement, and identifies 
needs for each of these issues within the metropolitan planning area and allocates 
funding for targeted improvements.  

 
To support progress towards ALDOT’s statewide PM3 targets, the FY 2020-2023 TIP devotes 
a significant amount of resources to projects that will address passenger and highway 
freight reliability and delay. 
 
A total of $9,939,606 has been programmed in the FY 2020-2023 TIP to address system 
performance and truck time reliability; averaging approximately $2,484,902 per year.  

 
1.21.4  Transit Asset Management (TAM) Plan 
Transit Asset Management (TAM) is a business model that uses the condition of assets to 
guide the optimal prioritization of funding at transit properties to keep transit networks in 
a State of Good Repair (SGR). The benefits of the plan are: improved transparency and 
accountability, optimal capital investment and maintenance decisions, more data-driven 
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decisions, and has potential safety benefits.  
At the time of this document, TAM targets were adopted by the Calhoun County MPO on 
April 19, 2018 with Resolution 759. In order to support ALDOT’s goal for this PM, the 
Calhoun Area MPO will continue to work with the Transit Advisory Board and the 
Areawide Community Transit System (ACTS) to ensure the following targets are 
supported.  
The TAM is comprised of 3 individual targets. 
 
1.21.4.1 Asset Category: Rolling Stock (Revenue Vehicles) 
This Performance Measure target is for the percentage of revenue vehicles within a 
particular asset class that have met or exceeded their Useful Life Benchmark (ULB). These 
vehicles include vans, cutaway buses, body-in-chassis, and full-size buses. 
 
1.21.4.2 Asset Category: Equipment (Non-Revenue Vehicles) 
This Performance Measure target is for the percentage of non-revenue vehicles within a 
particular asset class that have met or exceeded their ULB. Equipment is defined as 
nonexpendable, tangible property, having a useful life of at least one year. ALDOT will 
inventory only FTA purchased equipment over $50,000. 

 
1.21.4.3 Asset Category: Facilities 
This Performance Measure target is for the percentage of facilities with a condition rating 
below 3.0 on an FTA Transit Economic Requirement Modal (TERM) Scale. 

  

 Table 4: Transit Asset Management Targets 
Performance Measure  2018 Targets 

Rolling Stock (Revenue Vehicles) Reduce inventory by 10% 

Equipment (Non-Revenue Vehicles) Reduce by 10% 

Facilities No more than 20% of facilities rate less than average 
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2.0  Projects 
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2.1  MPO Portal Description 
 

The MPO Portal is an internet-based system used by the ALDOT and the Alabama MPOs to 
develop and manage the local TIPs and the STIP. The ALDOT Comprehensive Project 
Management System (CPMS) is the basis for the information in the Alabama version of MPO 
Portal. Changes made by ALDOT to CPMS are automatically reflected in the MPO Portal 
system. The MPOs have the option to add local information for each project that is retained 
in the MPO Portal. Because the system is web-based, ALDOT and MPO employees can make 
changes from any computer with an internet connection. ALDOT and the MPOs use the 
reformatted reports to produce sections of the STIP and TIP.  

 

2.2  Funding Category Descriptions 
 
 Surface Transportation Attributable Projects 

Surface Transportation is a Federal-aid highway funding program that funds a broad range 
of surface transportation capital needs, including many roads, transit, seaport and airport 
access, vanpool, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. 
 
Other Surface Transportation Program Projects 
Surface Transportation funding was discussed above. In addition, there are at least 37 
different codes for fund sourcing under the category of Other Surface Transportation 
funding. These types of funds may be used for capacity, bridge work, intersection, or other 
operational improvements. In, for example, coding of STPAA indicates Surface 
Transportation Program Any Area. 
 
National Highway Systems/ Interstate Maintenance/ NHS Bridge Projects 
The NHS includes the Interstate Highway System as well as other roads important to the 
nation’s economy, defense, and mobility. The NHS was developed by the DOT in 
cooperation with the states, local officials, and MPOs. This category now includes Interstate 
Maintenance activities as well as the NHS bridges. 
 

 Appalachian Highway Systems Projects 
TEA-21 provided funding under Section 1117 for funding of highway corridor projects in 13 
states to promote economic development. This program was continued under SAFETEA-LU, 
but not MAP-21 or the FAST Act. The category will remain in place until all program funds 
are expended and projects completed 
 
Transportation Alternatives Program (TA) 
Transportation Alternatives (TA) in the FAST Act replaced TAP authorized under MAP-21. It 
is a set-aside of the Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) Program. 23 USC 213(b) 
should be reviewed carefully for eligible and ineligible applications under the TA provision, 
with particular attention to eligible project sponsors.  
Eligible activities under TA (truncated)19 include: 

• Construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road activities for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of transportation 

• Construction, planning, and design of infrastructure-related projects. Safe Routes and 

 
19 23 USC 213(b) 
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ADA projects are included here 

• Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors 

• Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas 

• Community improvement activities, such as: 
▪ Control of outdoor advertising 
▪ Preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities 
▪ Vegetation management in rights-of-way 
▪ Archaeological activities relating to project impacts mitigation 

• Environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and abatement, to: 
▪ Address stormwater management and control, and water pollution prevention 

and abatement related to highway runoff 
▪ Reducing wildlife mortality and maintain connectivity among habitats 

• Recreational trails program20 

• Safe Routes to School program projects under 1404(f) of SAFETEA-LU 
▪ Infrastructure-related 
▪ Non-infrastructure-related 
▪ Safe routes to school coordinator 

• Planning, design, or construction of boulevards and other roadways in the Right-of-Way 
(RW) of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways 

 
Bridge Projects (State and Federal) 
This includes new facility construction and existing bridge repair and/or replacement. 
Projects selected by ALDOT are based on regional needs, maintenance and inspection 
criteria (sufficiency ratings), and available funding. If sufficiency ratings fall below a certain 
point, the bridge is automatically scheduled for repair or replacement. 
 
State Funded Projects 
These are typically smaller projects or phases of larger projects for which there is no Federal 
funding available, a county or municipality is participating with the state to proceed on a 
project rather than wait on Federal assistance, funds are either not available or cannot be 
used on a certain project type, or in which a state simply chooses to do certain projects or 
project types with state funds. Existing project examples would include a resurfacing, 
patching, and striping project within a municipal city limits, a training program on non-
reimbursable state grant, DBE training extended beyond Federal funding limits, or industrial 
access. There are a variety of scenarios in which this type of project would be done.  
 
Enhancement Projects 
This category was eliminated in MAP-21 with many of the activities covered under 
Enhancement now being covered under the Transportation Alternatives (TAP) program. 
The Enhancement projects category remains in place, however, because there is still 
funding available under this program, but the category will be taken down once funding is 
exhausted.  
Enhancement activities no longer covered under TAP include (truncated): 

• Safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicyclists 

• Acquisition of scenic easements or historic sites 

• Landscaping and scenic beautification 

• Historic preservation and rehabilitation, including railroad and canal facilities with some 

 
20 23 USC 206 



 

29  

exceptions (see section 101(a)(29)(E)) 

• Archaeological planning and research 

• Establishment of transportation museums 
 

Transit Projects 
Local transit operators provide projects to the MPOs in priority order, which in turn are 
used to develop a four or five-year Transit Development Plan (TDP). Transit projects are 
required for the LRTP and TIP and typically appear in these documents as funding actions, 
carrying an ALDOT project number. 
 

 System Maintenance Projects 
Roadway and bridge maintenance are provided according to system specifications, facility-
life maintenance scheduling, and available funding. Projects are usually assigned a “99” 
code designation.  

 
 Safety Projects 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) comprehensive funding to states for specific 
types of projects. The program requires a state to develop a Statewide Highway Safety Plan 
(SHSP) and projects must be included in the plan.  
 
Other Federal and State Aid Projects 
This is a miscellaneous category for projects that do not fit easily into other categories. 
Some sample funding codes are PLN8 (Surface Transportation Metropolitan Planning), SPAR 
(State Planning and Research), STRP (State Revenue Sharing), UABC (Urban Extension), and 
CMAQ (Congestion Mitigation Air Quality). 
 
High Priority and Congressional Earmark Projects 
High Priority Funding is project-specific funding provided by TEA-21, extended by SAFETEA-
LU and again in MAP-21 and the FAST Act. Congressional Earmarks are legislative actions 
providing funding for a specific purpose or project outside the normal funding allocation 
process. Although High Priority funding continues, Congressional Earmark designation 
remains only because some projects under this designation have not been completed.  
 
Authorized Projects 
This is a category or listing of prior year projects that have been approved for federal 
funding by FHWA or FTA. Construction of these projects may begin with authorization. A 
prior year listing is required in the TIP.   
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2.3  MPO Portal Report Format 
 

 
 
1. Sponsor, in this case, Calhoun County Commission. Sponsor must be entered by MPO staff. 
2. ALDOT Project ID, a nine-digit identifying number within CPMS (Comprehensive Project Management System). 
3. Funding code and Federal Aid program number, in this case STPOA-0815. 
4. Project and funding type of the projects listed under this heading, in this case Surface Transportation Attributable Projects. 
5. Route and Termini description (from – to).  
6. Scope or Phase of the Project. RW indicates Right-of-Way phase, CN is Construction, UT is Utility, and PE is Preliminary Engineering. 
7. Project Status. ‘P’ indicates Planning. ‘A’ is Authorized. 
8. Type of work being performed, in this example Bridge Replacement. 
9. FY or Fiscal Year the work will be performed. In this example, 2020. 
10. This field is for an assigned Project Priority number 
11.  Map ID, assigned to project maps and linked 
12. The year in which conformity must be carried out. This only applies to MPOs in Air Quality non-conformity or maintenance status. 
13. Funding sources and the total project costs in Year of Expenditure (YOE).  

 1
1 

1
1 

1
1 

1
1 

 
1
1 

1
1 

1
1 

1
1 

1
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2.4  Project Listings 
  

The following project tables are listed by funding source and then by project number.  
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2.4.4 Appalachian Highway System Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.6 Bridge Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.7 State Funded Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.8 Enhancement Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.10 System Maintenance Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.13 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Projects 

 

No Records Found 
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2.4.15 Authorized Projects 
Sponsor:  CALHOUN COUNTY COMMISSION                                                       

Program Table FA Nbr. Project Scope Project Description 
 No. Number 

Project 
Length 
(miles) 

Start Date Type of Work Estimated 
Cost 

USAN  1 STPOA                100064930 CN RESURFACE ALEXANDRIA-

JACKSONVILLE      0817(250) HIGHWAY FROM THE INTERSECTION OF  
MCCLELLAN ROAD TO THE INTERSECTION  
OF CEDAR SPRINGS ROAD - CCP 08-95-16 

2.502 05/31/2019 RESURFACING          
                               

$460,156 

Sponsor:  CITY OF ANNISTON                                                                

Program Table FA Nbr. Project Scope Project Description 
 No. Number 

Project 
Length 
(miles) 

Start Date Type of Work Estimated 
Cost 

USAN  1 STPOA                100047016 CN TRAFFIC SIGNAL IMPROVEMENTS AT THE  
      0021(543) INTERSECTION OF LENLOCK LANE AND SR- 

21 IN THE CITY OF ANNISTON 

0.010 09/27/2019 SIGNALIZATION         
                              

$212,355 

Sponsor:  CITY OF JACKSONVILLE                                                            

Program Table FA Nbr. Project Scope Project Description 
 No. Number 

Project 
Length 
(miles) 

Start Date Type of Work Estimated 
Cost 

ANME  1 STPOA                100064884 CN RESURFACING STRIPING AND DRAINAGE  
      0815(258) IMPROVEMENTS ON MOUNTAIN STREET NE  

FROM SR-21 TO 8TH AVENUE NE CITY OF  
JACKSONVILLE 

0.587 05/31/2019 RESURFACING          
                               

$455,625 

Sponsor:  CITY OF OXFORD                                                                  

Program Table FA Nbr. Project Scope Project Description 
 No. Number 

Project 
Length 
(miles) 

Start Date Type of Work Estimated 
Cost 

USAN  1 STPOA                100057405 RW RE-CONFIGURE INTERSECTION SR-4 (US-78) 0.000 
      0004(536) ATCR-186 (BARRY STREET) 

11/01/2018 INTERSECTION  
IMPROVEMENTS       
                    

$989,149 
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Sponsor:  E ALA REG PLAN & DEV COMM                                                      

Program Table 
No. 

FA Nbr. Project 
Number 

Scope Project Description Project 
Length 
(miles) 

Start Date Type of Work Estimated Cost 

FTA9  9 FTA9                   100069111    
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5307 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM OPERATING EXPENSE FY2019 

12/01/2018 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$974,002 

FTA9C 9 FTA9C                 100069112     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5307 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM CAPITAL ROLLING STOCK (1  
MOD VAN AND 2 CC BUS) FY 2019  

05/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$180,000 

FTA9  9 FTA9                   100069114    
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5307 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FY  
2019 GRANT AL90X198 

12/01/2018 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$230,000 

RPTO  9 RPTO                  100069136     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5311 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM ADMINISTRATION FY 2019  

02/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$102,925 

FTA3C 9 FTA3C                 100069138     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5339 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM CAPITAL ROLLING STOCK (1 MINI  
VAN AND 3 MOD VANS) FY 2019 

02/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$236,000 

RPTO  9 RPTO                  100069139     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5311 TRANSIT JARC (DHR) E AL  0.000 
REG PLAN AND DEV COMM OPERATING FY 
2019  

02/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$115,000 

FTA9C 9 FTA9C                 100069309     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5307 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM CAPITAL ROLLING STOCK (2MV) 
FY 2019 

02/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$134,732 

UMTAC 9 UMTAC               100069633 
      TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5310 TRANSIT (URBAN) THE  0.000 
LEARNING TREE INC (CALHOUN) CAPITAL  
ROLLING STOCK (3 MINI VANS) FY 2019  

05/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$115,500 

FTA9C 9 FTA9C                 100070012     
TR19(   ) 

TR SECTION 5307 TRANSIT E AL REG PLAN AND 0.000 
DEV COMM (ANNISTON) SUPPORT EQUIP FY 
2019 

05/01/2019 UNCLASSIFIED          
                              

$30,000 
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2.4.16 Locally Funded Regionally Significant Projects  
Regionally significant projects are transportation projects, other than projects that may be 
grouped in the TIP and/or STIP or exempt projects as defined in the EPA’s transportation 
conformity regulation, that is on a facility which serves regional transportation needs. 
Examples of these would be those providing access to and from the area outside the 
region; major activity centers in the region; major planned developments, such as new 
retail malls, sports complexes, or employment centers; or transportation terminals. These 
facilities would normally be included in the modelling of the metropolitan area’s 
transportation network. At a minimum, this includes all principal arterial highways and all 
fixed guideway transit facilities that offer a significant alternative to regional highway 
travel. 

 
This section includes any transportation projects that were paid for with local funds that 
have a regional impact. For example, roads built to a new shopping center could be listed 
in this section.  

 
There are no Locally Funded Regionally Significant Projects at this time.  
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3.1 Abbreviations and Acronyms 
 

A  Authorized Project 
ACTS  Areawide Community Transit System 
ADA  Americans with Disabilities Act 
ADEM  Alabama Department of Environmental management 
AHSP  Appalachian Highway System Project 
ALDOT  Alabama Department of Transportation 
APA  American Planning Association 
APBP  Association of Pedestrian and Bicycle Professionals  
ATPA  Alabama Transportation Planners Association 
BRPL  Bridge Replacement 
CAC   Citizens Advisory Committee 
CARE   Critical Analysis Reporting Environment 
CATS  Calhoun Area Transportation Study 
CFR   Code of Federal Regulations 
CMAQ  Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
CN  Construction 
COG  Council of Governments 
COOP   Continuity of Operations Plan 
CPMS  Comprehensive Project Management System 
CTSP  Community Traffic Safety Program 
DBE   Disadvantaged Business Plan 
DRI  Developments of Regional Impact 
DOT  Department of Transportation 
EARPDC East Alabama Regional Planning and Development Commission 
EPA  Environmental Protection Agency   
FANBR  Federal Aid Number 
FAST Act Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (Replaces MAP-21) 
FHWA  Federal Highway Administration 
FTA  Federal Transit Administration 
FY   Fiscal Year 
GHG  Greenhouse Gas 
GIS  Geographical Information System 
HSIP  Highway Safety Improvement Plan 
IMNT  Interstate Maintenance 
IREG  Interstate Regular 
IRI  International Roughness Index 
JARC  Job Access and Reverse Commute 
LEP  Language Assistance Plan 
LOTTR  Level of Travel Time Reliability 
LRTP   Long Range Transportation Plan 
LVOE  Level of Effort 
MAIN  Maintenance Project 
MAP-21 Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century 
MPA  Metropolitan Planning Area 
MPO  Metropolitan Planning Organization 
NHF  National Highway Fund 
NHS  National Highway System 
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NHSP  National Highway System Project 
NAAQS  National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
Non-SOV Non-single Occupant Vehicle 
P  Planned Projects 
PE  Preliminary Engineering 
PEAs  Planning Emphasis Areas 
PHED  Peak Hour Excessive Delay 
PIO  Public Information Officer 
PL  Planning funds 
PM  Performance Measure 
PPP  Public Participation Plan 
PSR  Present Serviceability Rating 
RFQ  Request for Qualifications 
RTC  Rails-to-Trails Conservancy 
RW Right-of-Way 
SAFETEA-LU Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy 

for Users 
Section 5307 Urban Transit Funding 
Section 5310 Elderly and Handicapped Transit Funding 
Section 5311 Non-urban (Rural) Transit Funding 
Section 5339 Bus Replacement and Bus Facilities (Replaces Sec. 5309) 
SHSP  State Highway Safety Plan 
SPR  Statewide Planning and Research 
STAT  State Program 
STATC  State Program – Contract Construction 
STATS  State Program – Special Aid 
STBG  Surface Transportation Block Grant 
STIP  State Transportation Improvement Program 
STP  Surface Transportation Program 
STPAA  (Any Area) 
STPOA/STOA (Urban Area <200,000) 
STPPA  (State) 
STPRH/STPHS (Safety) 
STPSA  (Any Hazard) 
STPTE/STTE (Enhancement) 
TAB  Transit Advisory Board 
TAC   Technical Advisory Committee 
TAM  Transit Asset Management 
TAMP  Transportation Asset Management Plan 
TAP  Transportation Alternatives Program 
TD  Transportation Disadvantaged 
TDP  Transit Development Plan 
TEA-21  Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century 
TIP  Transportation Improvement Program 
TR  Transit 
TSM  Traffic Safety Management 
TTTR  Truck Travel Time Reliability 
UABC  Urban Extension 
UPWP   Unified Planning Work Program 
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UT  Utilities 
USC  United States Code 
VMT   Vehicle Miles Travelled 
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3.2 Calhoun Area MPO Study Area Map 
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3.3 Financial Documentation 
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3.3.1  ALDOT SPREADSHEET FOR ALL TIP Fiscal Years 2020 Through 2023 - Financial Plan 
Calhoun Area MPO 

 2020 2021 2022 2023 

Surface Transportation Attributable Projects     

Carryover From Previous Year (Federal Funds Only) 
$3,046,789 $3,213,890 $4,829,929 $6,847,172 

Apportionment (Federal Funds Only) 
$2,017,243 $2,017,243 $2,017,243 $2,017,243 

Funds Available to the MPO for Programming (Federal Funds Only) 
$5,064,032 $5,231,133 $6,847,172 $8,864,415 

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) 
$1,850,142 $401,204 $0 $0 

Balance Forward (Federal Funds Only) 
$3,213,890 $4,829,929 $6,847,172 $8,864,415 

Other Surface Transportation Program Projects  (includes Bridge projects not on NH System)    

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $125,476,363  $125,476,363  $125,476,363  $125,476,363  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $2,938,454  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 2% 0% 0% 0% 

National Highway Performance Program ( APD, IM, Bridge projects on NH System)     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $473,464,897  $473,464,897  $473,464,897  $473,464,897  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $7,499,250  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the Tuscaloosa Area (Federal Funds Only) 2% 0% 0% 0% 

Appalachian Highway System Projects     

State Funds Available for Programming Statewide (Total Funds) $37,652  $37,652  $37,652  $37,652  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Total Funds) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Total Funds) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Transportation Alternatives     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $15,903,966  $15,903,966  $15,903,966  $15,903,966  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 
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 2020 2021 2022 2023 

Bridge Projects     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

State Funded Projects     

State Funds Available for Programming Statewide (Total Funds) $25,500,000  $25,500,000  $25,500,000  $25,500,000  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Total Funds) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Total Funds) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Enhancement Projects     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Transit Projects     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

System Maintenance Projects     

State Funds Available for Programming Statewide (Total Funds) $30,000,000  $30,000,000  $30,000,000  $30,000,000  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Total Funds) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Total Funds) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Safety Projects     

     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $52,036,074  $52,036,074  $52,036,074  $52,036,074  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $638,201  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 1% 0% 0% 0% 
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 2020 2021 2022 2023 

Other Federal and State Aid Projects     

Funds Available for Programming Statewide  (Federal Funds Only) $22,408,968  $22,408,968  $22,408,968  $22,408,968  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Projects - Birmingham Area Only     

Carryover From Previous Year (Federal Funds Only) $18,955,155  $18,955,155  $18,955,155  $18,955,155  

Apportionment (Federal Funds Only) $11,795,045  $11,795,045  $11,795,045  $11,795,045  

Funds Available for Programming  (Federal Funds Only) $30,750,200  $30,750,200  $30,750,200  $30,750,200  

Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Balance Forward (Federal Funds Only) 
$30,750,200 $30,750,200 $30,750,200 $30,750,200 

High Priority and Congressional Earmark Projects (Money still available)     

This group of projects usually results from congressional action in an annual appropriations bill; these projects and the amount available for programming annually is an unknown factor. 

Funds Available for Programming Statewide (Federal Funds Only) $100,412  $100,412  $100,412  $100,412  

MPO Area Estimated Cost of Planned Projects (Federal Funds Only) $0  $0  $0  $0  

Percentage Programmed in the MPO Area (Federal Funds Only) 0% 0% 0% 0% 
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3.3.2 Urban Area Funds Report 
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3.3.3 Internal FY20-23 TIP Spreadsheet 
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3.4 Livability Indicators 
  

As a measure of sustainability of the Livability Principals, the MPO will provide the 
following Livability Indicators: 
 
1. Percent change in households located within one-half mile of fixed route transit 

routes and/or percent change in non-auto (transit, walking, bicycling) trips 

Households Within 1/2 Mile of Fixed Route Transit 

Transit Type Households % Households Est. Population % Population 

ACTS 11,287 35 26,882 34 

Gamecock Express* 4,157 82 10,539 84 
Calhoun Area 2010 Population =79,796 
Estimate of 2010 Urban Households = 32,015 
*Jacksonville only data 
Source: ESRI Comm. Analyst/US Census 
 
 

 

na = data not available  
Source: US Census 1990 CP-2-2, S& Characteristics, US Census 2000 QT P23, Summary File 4, ACS 
2/3 Yr. Estimates 2006-2010 Selected Economic Characteristics 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Commuting Data 

  1990 2000 2010 

Workers 16+ 19,729 20,631 23,684 

Car/truck/van commuters 18,485 19,555 na 

Solo drivers 15,824 17,418 20,602 

Carpool commuters 2,460 2,137 2,026 

Public transit commuters 156 148 89 

Motorcyclists 25 36 na 

Bicyclists 0 31 na 

Walkers 642 341 na 

Other commuters 156 144 342 

Work from home 265 366 408 

Mean travel time to work 18 22 21 
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2. Percent change in housing costs per household and/or percent increase in home 
ownership 
Percent of household income spent on housing and transportation = 56% 
(Anniston/Oxford Metro Area) – source: Housing and Transportation Affordability Index – 

Center for Neighborhood Technology 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: 2010 Census Table DP1 and 2010 General Housing Summary File 1 

 
 

 

Median Monthly Housing Costs 
Calhoun County 

  2009 2011-13* 2016 2013-2017** 

With Mortgage 1,003 1,106 1,027 1048 

Without Mortgage 309 329 324 322 
Source: City-data.com; *ACS; **census.gov 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Percent Change in Home Ownership 

Anniston/Oxford Metro Area 

  2000 % of Total housing units 2010 
% of Total 

housing units 

Total housing units 51,322   53,289   

Occupied units 45,307 0.88 47,31 0.89 

Owner occupied 32,856 0.64 32,558 0.61 

Owner with mortgage na na 19,074 0.36 

Owner owned na na 13,478 0.25 

Renter occupied units 12,451 0.24 14,779 0.28 

Vacant units 6,015 0.12 5,958 0.11 

Vacant units for rent na na 1,779 0.03 

Vacant units for sale na na 900 0.02 
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3. Percent change in educational attainment and/or percentage decrease in 
employment 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: City-data.com, ACS 1-year estimate 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

*Preliminary 
Source: US Bureau of Labor Statistics; data extracted June 18, 2018 

 
 
 
 

4. Percent change in in-fill products and/or percent increase in revitalization projects 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Educational Attainment of 25+ year olds (%) 

Anniston/Oxford Metro Area 

  2000 2010 

High School or Higher 73.9 78.3 

Bachelor's Degree or Higher 15.2 14.7 

Unemployment Rate 

Anniston/Oxford Metro Area 

April Data Rate 

2006 3.6 

2007 3.3 

2008 3.9 

2009 10.6 

2010 11.4 

2011 10.3 

2012 7.9 

2013 7.6 

2014 7.5 

2015 6.3 

2016 6.1 

2017 4.6 

2018 4.2* 

LRTP Year % of LRTP Projects to Improve Existing Facilities % Transit funding 

2035 72 7 

2040 85 13 
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5. Percent change in the number of regional sustainable infrastructure and/or change in 
number of regional preservation initiatives 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: EARPDC and City websites 

 
 
 
 
 

6. Percent of households within one-half mile of mixed-use destinations and/or percent 
change in average trip miles 

 

Households Within One-Half Radius of Town Center 

City 2010 2011 Change 2016 estimate 

Anniston 380 369 -2.89% 358 

Jacksonville 945 926 -2.01% 907 

Oxford 437 442 1.14% 447 

Hobson City 464 463 -0.22% 462 

Weaver 386 395 2.33% 404 
Source: 2010 US Census & ESRI Comm. Analyst Projections 

 
 
 

Mean Commuting Time to Work (minutes) 

City 1990 2000 2010 

Anniston 16.5 19.4 19.7 

Jacksonville 15.7 22.7 19.7 

Oxford 18.1 20 20.1 

Hobson City - 20.2 18.8 

Weaver 21.2 25.4 24.3 

Calhoun County - 23.4 22.1 
na = data not available 

Source: 1990 Census cp-2-2, 2000 SF4 Qt P23 and ACS 5 year estimate 2006-2010 Selected 
Economic Characteristics 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Plan Updates Since 2000 

City Comprehensive Zoning 

Anniston   2016 

Jacksonville 2016   

Oxford 2016 2017 

Hobson City 2000   

Weaver   2016 
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3.5 MPO Self Certification – TIP/STIP MOU 
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SELF-CERTIFICATION OF THE METROPOLITAN   TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING PROCESS   
 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
Section                
1.1   PURPOSE           
1.2   AUTHORITY          
1.3   SCOPE           
1.4   REFERENCES          
1.5   FEDERAL CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS      
1.6   CERTIFICATION PROCESS & QUESTIONS       
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1.1  PURPOSE  
 
This chapter provides guidance to the Alabama Department of Transportation for the certification 
of the metropolitan transportation planning process conducted by ALDOT.  

 

1.2  AUTHORITY 

 
FAST Act https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/ 
 
23 U.S.C. (United States Code) 134 (k)(5) 
 
49 U.S.C. 5303 (k)(5) 
 
23 C.F.R. (Code of Federal Regulations) 450.334 

 

1.3  SCOPE 
 
Federal law and regulation require ALDOT and the MPOs to jointly certify the transportation 
planning process for the metropolitan area concurrent with the submittal of the entire TIP to the 
FHWA and the FTA as part of the STIP approval at least every four years.  This chapter is intended 
for use by ALDOT and MPO staff to assist them in carrying out the self-certification requirements. 

 

1.4  REFERENCES 
 
23 U.S.C. 134  ---------------------------------------- (Metropolitan Planning)  
42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq.  --------------------------- (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964) 
42 U.S.C. 12101  ------------------------------------ (Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990) 
42 U.S.C. 7504 and 7506(c) and (d) ------------ (Transportation Air Quality Conformity) 
49 U.S.C. 5303 --------------------------------------- (Metropolitan Planning) 
Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act ---------------- (Disadvantaged Business Enterprises) 
23 C.F.R. 450  ---------------------------------------- (Metropolitan Planning) 
49 C.F.R. Part 26  ----------------------------------- (Disadvantaged Business Enterprises)   
49 C.F.R. 27  ------------------------------------------ (Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Disability in 

Programs and Activities Receiving Federal Financial 
Assistance) 

49 C.F.R. 37  ------------------------------------------ (Transportation Services for Individuals with 
Disabilities) 

49 C.F.R. 38  ------------------------------------------ (Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Accessibility 
Specifications for Transportation Vehicles) 

  

1.5  Self-CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 
 
23 C.F.R. 450.334 requires that concurrent with the submittal of the entire proposed TIP to FHWA 
and FTA as part of the STIP approval, the State and MPO shall certify at least every four years that 
the metropolitan transportation planning process is being carried out in accordance with all 
applicable requirements including:   

file://///earcsrv/vol2/USERS/Libby/MPO/TIP/TIP%20DOCUMENT/FY20-23/FAST
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/
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(1) The metropolitan planning requirements identified in 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303; 

 
(2) In non-attainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean 

Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 C.F.R. Part 93; 
 

(3) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and 49 C.F.R. 
Part 21; 

 

(4) 49 U.S.C. 5332 prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national 
origin, sex, or age in employment or business opportunity; 

 
(5) Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act (Public Law 114-94) and 49 C.F.R. Part 26 regarding the 

involvement of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT funded projects;  
 

(6) 23 C.F.R. Part 230 regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity 
program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts; 

 
(7) The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) 

and 49 C.F.R. Parts 27, 37, 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 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination on the basis of 

gender; and 
 
(10) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 C.F.R. Part 27 

regarding discrimination against individuals with disabilities. 
 

1.6  Certification PROCESS & Questions 
 
When the new STIP and TIPs are developed, ALDOT should contact each of the MPOs to schedule 
the certification review.  The meeting should be scheduled so that ALDOT can provide preliminary 
results of the certification.  At the meeting, ALDOT and the MPO will review all the planning 
requirements mandated by the 10 areas of law referenced in Section 1.5 and the questions outlined 
in this section. 
 
The list of questions provided below identifies those minimum tasks that an MPO shall do in order 
to be fully certified.  If the answer to one of the questions below is negative and if the problem 
cannot be corrected prior to the signing of the joint certification statement, ALDOT has the option 
of granting conditional certification and including corrective action in the joint certification 
statement.  The corrective action should include a date by which the problem must be corrected.  
This list is intended to be as comprehensive as possible; however, it is possible that some 
requirements may have been overlooked and will need to be added at a later date. 
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Section (1): The metropolitan planning requirements of 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303; 
 

1. Is the MPO properly designated by agreement between the Governor and 75% of the 
urbanized area, including the largest incorporated city, and in accordance with procedures 
set forth in state and local law? [23 U.SC. 134 (d)(1)(A) and (B); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (d); 23 
C.F.R. 450.310 (b)] Yes 

 
2. For Transportation Management Areas (TMAs) only, does the MPO policy board include 

local elected officials, officials that administer or operate major modes of transportation, 
and appropriate state officials? [23 U.S.C. 134 (d)(2)(A), (B), & (C); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (d); 23 
C.F.R. 450.310 (d)] NA 

 
3. Does the MPO have up to date agreements such as the transportation planning 

agreement that creates the MPO, the financial agreement, and, if applicable, a 
transportation planning agreement between the MPOs, State, and public transportation 
operators where more than one MPO has been designated to serve an urbanized area? 
[23 C.F.R. 450.314] Yes 

 
4. Does the MPO boundary encompass the existing urbanized area and contiguous area 

expected to become urbanized within 20-year forecast period? [23 U.S.C. 134 (e)(2); 49 
U.S.C. 5303 (e); 23 C.F.R. 450.312 (a)] Yes 

 
5. Did ALDOT send a copy of the boundary map to FHWA and FTA? [23 C.F.R. 450.312 (j)] Yes 
 
6. For projects located within the boundaries of more than one MPO, does the MPO 

coordinate the planning of these projects with the other MPO(s)? [23 U.S.C. 134 (g)(2)] NA 
 

7. Does the MPO planning process provide for consideration of the 10 planning factors? [23 
U.S.C. 134 (h); 23 C.F.R. 450.306 (b)] Yes 

 
8. Did the Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) have at least a 20-year horizon at the time 

of adoption of the last major update? [23 U.S.C. 134 (i)(2)(A); 23 C.F.R. 450.324 (a)] Yes 
 

9. Did the LRTP address the following areas in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 134 (i)(2), 49 U.S.C. 
5303 (f)? 

 

• Identify projected transportation demand of persons and goods in the metropolitan 
planning area over the period of the transportation plan. Yes 
 

• Identify major transportation facilities (including major roadways, public 
transportation facilities, intercity bus facilities, multimodal and intermodal facilities, 
nonmotorized transportation facilities) that function as an integrated metropolitan 
transportation system, giving emphasis to facilities that serve national and regional 
transportation functions. Yes 

 

• Include a description of the performance measures and performance targets used in 
assessing the performance of the transportation system in accordance with 23 USC 
134(h)(2). This will be addressed in the 2045 LRTP 
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• Include a system performance report and subsequent updates evaluating the 
condition ands performance of the transportation system with respect to the 
performance targets described in 23 USC 134(h)(2). This will be addressed in the 2045 
LRTP 
 

• Include discussion of types of potential environmental mitigation activities and 
potential areas to carry out these activities, including activities that may have the 
greatest potential to restore and maintain the environmental functions affected by 
the plan. Yes 

 

• Include a financial plan that showed the public and private revenue sources that could 
reasonably be expected. Yes 

 

• Include discussion of operational and management strategies to improve the 
performance of existing transportation facilities to relieve vehicular congestion and 
maximize the safety and mobility of people and goods. Yes 

 

• Include discussion of capital investment and other strategies to preserve the existing 
and projected future metropolitan transportation infrastructure, provide for 
multimodal capacity increases based on regional priorities and needs, and reduce the 
vulnerability of the existing transportation infrastructure to national disasters. Yes 

 

• Indicate as appropriate proposed transportation and transit enhancement activities. 
Yes 

 
10. Did the LRTP address the following minimum required areas in accordance with 23 C.F.R. 

450.324 (f)? 
 

• Identify projected transportation demand of persons and goods in the metropolitan 
planning area over the period of the transportation plan; Yes 

• Identify existing and proposed transportation facilities (including major roadways, 
transit, multimodal and intermodal facilities, pedestrian walkways and bicycle 
facilities, and intermodal connectors); Yes 

• Include a description of the performance measures and performance targets used in 
assessing the performance of the transportation system in accordance with 23 C.F.R. 
450.306(d). This will be addressed in the 2045 LRTP 

• Include a system performance report and subsequent updates evaluating the 
condition and performance of the transportation system with respect to the 
performance targets described in 23 C.F.R. 450.306(d). This will be addressed in the 
2045 LRTP 

• Include operational and management strategies to improve the performance of 
existing transportation facilities; Yes 

• In TMA areas, consider the results of the congestion management process; NA 

• Include an assessment of capital investment and other strategies to preserve the 
existing and projected future metropolitan transportation infrastructure and provide 
for multimodal capacity increases based on regional priorities and needs; Yes 

• Describe the proposed improvements in sufficient detail to develop cost estimates; 
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Yes 

• Discuss types of potential environmental mitigation activities and potential areas to 
carry out these activities; Yes 

• Include pedestrian walkway and bicycle transportation facilities; Yes 

• Include transportation and transit enhancement activities; Yes 

• Include a financial plan that demonstrates how the adopted transportation plan can 
be implemented Yes 

• Include design concept and design scope descriptions of all existing and proposed 
transportation facilities in sufficient detail, regardless of funding sources, in 
nonattainment and maintenance areas for conformity determinations under the EPA’s 
transportation conformity regulations (40 C.F.R. part 93, subpart A). Yes 

 
11. Has the LRTP been reviewed and updated at least 5 years since the date of the last MPO 

Board action?  If the MPO planning area is in nonattainment and maintenance areas, has 
the LRTP been reviewed and updated at least 4 years since the last board action?  [23 
U.S.C. 134 (i)(1); 23 C.F.R. 450.324 (c)] Yes 

 
12. Has the MPO sent all updates/amendments of the LRTP to FHWA and FTA via the ALDOT’s 

Local Transportation Bureau? [23 C.F.R. 450.324 (c)] Yes 
 

13. Was the TIP developed in cooperation with the State and local transit operators? [23 
U.S.C. 134 (j)(1)(A); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (a); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (a)] Yes 

 
14. Was the TIP updated at least every 4 years and approved by the MPO and the Governor? 

[23 U.S.C.134 (j)(1)(D); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (a)] Yes 
 

15. Was the TIP financially constrained and did it include only revenues that could be 
reasonably expected? [23 U.S.C. 134 (j)(2)(B); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (j); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (h)] Yes 

 
16. Did the TIP contain a priority list of federally supported projects to be supported over the 

next four years? [23 U.S.C. 134 (j)(2)(A); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (j); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (a)] Yes 
 

17. Did the TIP contain all regionally significant projects, as defined by 23 C.F.R. 450.104?  [23 
U.S.C. 134 (j)(3)(B); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (j)(2); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (d)] Yes 

 
18. Was the TIP consistent with the LRTP?  [23 U.S.C. 134 (j)(3)(C); 49 U.S.C. 5303 (j)(1); and 

23 C.F.R. 450.326 (i)] Yes 
 
19. Does the TIP identify the criteria and process for prioritizing implementation of 

transportation plan elements (including inter-modal trade-offs) for inclusion in the TIP and 
any changes in priorities from previous TIPs? [23 C.F.R. 450.326 (n) (1)] Yes 

 
20. Did the TIP include a listing of projects for which Federal funds have been obligated in the 

preceding year, or was this list otherwise made available for public review? [23 U.S.C. 134 
(j)(7)(B); 49 U.S.C. 5304 (j)(7); 23 C.F.R. 450.326 (b) and (n)] Yes 
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21. When developing the LRTP and TIP, did the MPO provide citizens, affected public 
agencies, representatives of transportation agency employees, freight shippers, providers 
of freight transportation services, private providers of transportation, representatives of 
users of public transit, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to 
comment on the proposed plan and program? [23 U.S.C. 134 (i)(6)(A) and (j)(4)] Yes 

 
22. Is the LRTP and TIP of the MPO published or otherwise readily available for public review? 

[23 U.S.C. 134 (i)(6) and (j)(7)(A)] Yes, it is available on the East Alabama Regional Planning 
and Development Commission website: earpdc.org. 

 
23. Did the UPWP identify work proposed for the next one- or two-year period by major 

activity and task in sufficient detail to indicate who will perform the work, the schedule for 
completing the work, the resulting products, the proposed funding by activity/task, and a 
summary of the total amounts and sources of Federal and matching funds? [23 C.F.R. 
450.308 (c)] Yes 

 
24. Did the UPWP document planning activities to be funded with through Title 23 U.S.C. and 

the Federal Transit Act? [23 C.F.R. 450.308 (b)] Yes the UPWP documents all planning 
activities and document development to be funded through Title 23 USC and the Federal 
Transit Act. 

 
25. Were the transportation plans and programs of the MPO based on a continuing, 

comprehensive, and cooperative process? [23 U.S.C. 134 (c)(3), 49 U.S.C. 5303 (c)(3)] Yes 
 

26. If located in a Transportation Management Area, does the MPO have an up to date 
congestion management process? [23 U.S.C. 134 (k)(3)] NA 

 
27. Does the MPO have a documented Public Participation Plan that defines a process for 

members of the public to have reasonable opportunity to participate in the planning 
process? [23 C.F.R. 450.316 (a)] Yes 

 
28. Has the MPO recently reviewed its Public Participation Plan? [23 C.F.R. 450.316 (a)(1)(x)] 

Yes 
 

29. When the Public Participation Plan was adopted, was it made available for public review 
for at least 45 days? [23 C.F.R. 450.316(a)(3)] Yes 

 
 
Section (2): The requirements of Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act (for 
air quality nonattainment and maintenance areas only) 

 

1. How does the MPO coordinate the development of the Transportation Plan with SIP 
development?  NA 

 

2. How does the MPO’s UPWP incorporate all of the metropolitan transportation-related air 
quality planning activities addressing air quality goals, including those not funded by 
FHWA/FTA? NA 
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3. Does the metropolitan planning process include a Congestion Management Process that 
meets the requirements of 23 C.F.R. Part 450.322?  What assurances are there that the 
Transportation Plan incorporates travel demand and operational management strategies, 
and that necessary demand reduction and operational management commitments are 
made for new SOV projects? NA 

 

4. How does the MPO ensure that the TIP includes all proposed federally and non-federally 
funded regionally significant transportation projects, including intermodal facilities? NA 

 

Sections (3), (4), and (7) through (10): The prohibitions against discrimination on the basis 
of race, color, creed, national origin, age, gender, or disability as dictated by Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 5332; 23 U.S.C. 324; the Americans with 
Disabilities Act; the Older Americans Act; and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 

 
1.  Does the MPO have a signed Title VI policy statement expressing commitment to non-

discrimination? [23 C.F.R. 200.9 (a)(1)] Yes 

2. Does the MPO take action to correct any deficiencies found by ALDOT within a reasonable 
time period, not to exceed 90 days, in order to implement Title VI compliance? [23 C.F.R. 
200.9 (a)(3)] Yes 

3.  Does the MPO have a staff person assigned to handle Title VI and ADA related issues?  
This does not need to be a full-time equivalent position, but there should be at least 
someone at the MPO for whom Title VI and ADA is an extra duty area.  [23 C.F.R. 200.9 
(b)(1); 49 C.F.R. 27.13] Yes 

4.  Does the MPO have a procedure in place for the prompt processing and disposition of 
Title VI and Title VIII complaints, and does this procedure comply with ALDOT’s 
procedure?  [23 C.F.R. 200.9 (b)(3)] Yes 

5.  Does the MPO collect statistical data (race, color, national origin, sex, age, disability) of 
participants in, and beneficiaries of the programs and activities of the MPO? [23 C.F.R. 
200.9 (b)(4)] Yes 

6.  Does the MPO conduct an annual review of their program areas (for example: public 
involvement) to determine their level of effectiveness in satisfying the requirements of 
Title VI? [23 C.F.R. 200.9 (b)(6)] Yes 

7.  Has the MPO participated in any recent Title VI training, either offered by the state, 
organized by the MPO, or some other form of training, in the past year? Yes 

8.  Does the MPO have a signed Non Discrimination Agreement, including Title VI Assurances, 
with the State? Yes 

9.  Do the MPO’s contracts and bids include the appropriate language as shown in the 
appendices of the Non Discrimination Agreement with the State? Yes 

10. Does the MPO hold its meetings in locations that are ADA accessible? [49 
 C.F.R. 27.7 (5) Yes 

11. Does the MPO take appropriate steps to ensure its communications are  
available to persons with impaired vision and hearing? [49 C.F.R. 27.7 (6)(c)] Yes 
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12. Does the MPO keep on file for 1 year all complaints of ADA non-compliance received and 
for 5 years a record of all complaints in summary form? [49 C.F.R. 27.121] Yes 

13. Have all the local governments included within the MPO’s study area boundary completed 
an ADA Transition Plan?  Please provide a table indicating the status of the transition plans 
and copy of the completed transition plans. Yes, see next page for status of transition 
plans. 

 
Section (5): Section 1101(b) of the FAST Act regarding the involvement of disadvantaged 
business enterprises in FHWA and FTA planning projects (49 C.F.R. Part 26)   Note: MPOs 
that are part of municipal or county governments may have some of these processes 
handled by the host agency. 
 

1. Does the MPO have an ALDOT approved DBE plan? Yes, within our UPWP and TIP/Title VI 
Plan 

 
2. Does the MPO track DBE participation? Yes 
 
3. Does the MPO report actual payments to DBEs? Yes 
 
4. Does the MPO include the DBE policy statement in its boilerplate contract language for 

consultants and sub-consultants? Yes 

  
 
Section (6): 23 C.F.R. Part 230 regarding implementation of an equal employment opportunity 
program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts. 

 
1. Has the MPO implemented an equal employment opportunity program? Yes, within our 

UPWP and TIP/Title VI Plan 
 
450.334 Self-certifications and Federal certifications. 
Each MPO is required to include the new certification form in the TIP when updating the 
TIP every four (4) years and send a copy of the certification form to ALDOT’s Local 
Transportation Bureau.  After the Transportation Director at ALDOT signs the certification 
form, the Local Transportation Bureau will return a signed copy of the certification form to 
each MPO to be placed in the MPO’s project folder. 
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Calhoun Area MPO Municipality 
ADA Transition Plan Status 

MPO Municipality ADA Transition Plan Status Year of Completion 

Anniston Complete 2015 

Hobson City Complete 2016 

Jacksonville Complete 2016 

Oxford Complete 2015 

Weaver Complete  2015 

Calhoun County Complete 2016 

Talladega County Complete 2015 

All municipality ADA transition plans can be found on the EARPDC website (earpdc.org) in the MPO Documents Section.  
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3.6 Public Review and Comment Documentation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

An initial review of the Draft FY 20-23 has been completed by the Citizens 
Advisory Committee on July 17, 2019. 

0 comments were received. 
The public comment period was between July 17 and July 31.  

All comments were reviewed by the MPO before adopting the Final FY 20-23 
TIP and are included in this document. 
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AGENDA 
 

Technical Advisory Committee 

of the 
Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

 
June 12, 2019 

10:00 a.m. 
 
 
 

1. Call to Order 
 
2. Review and approval of minutes from May 8, 2019 
 
3. Old Business 
 

A.  Resolution 785: Reclass Ossington Ave from May 2019 

 
4. New Business 
 

A. Review FY 16-19 TIP Spreadsheet and Administrative Modifications 
B. Resolution 786: Requested Funding Changes for PE Projects #4 and #5 
C. Resolution 787: Adoption of 2019 Bicycle Pedestrian Plan 
D. Draft UPWP 
E. Status report of ALDOT projects 
F. Safety Observations 
G. Draft TIP Public Meeting – July 17, 4 – 6 pm  
H. TAB  

 
5. Next TAC Meeting – July 10, 2019 
  
6. Adjourn 
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AGENDA 
for the  

Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)  
June 20, 2019 

10:00 a.m. 
 

I. Call to Order 
 

II. Verification of Quorum 
 

III. Recognition of Guests 
 
IV. Old Business 

A. Review and approve minutes from May 16, 2019 
B. Resolution 785: Reclass Ossington Ave from May 16, 2019 
C. TBA 

 
V. New Business 

A. Review FY 16-19 TIP Spreadsheet and Administrative Modifications 
B. Resolution 786: Requested Funding Changes for PE Projects #4 and #5 
C. Resolution 787: Adoption of 2019 Bicycle Pedestrian Plan 
D. Draft UPWP 
E. CAC Appointments 
F. Safety Observations 
G. TBA 

 
VI. Other Business 

A. Status Report on Other Local Projects from ALDOT 
B. ALDOT Public Meeting – Thursday, July 11, 4 – 6 pm  
C. Report on Urban Fixed Route and ADA Handicapped Transit Systems 
D. Draft TIP Public Meeting – Wednesday, July 17, 4 – 6 pm  
E. Comments or Issues from Member Jurisdictions or Attendees 
F. TBA 

 
VII. Next MPO Meeting – Thursday, July 18, 2019 

 
VIII. Adjourn 
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AGENDA 
 

Technical Advisory Committee 

of the 
Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

 
July 10, 2019 

10:00 a.m. 
 
 
 

1. Call to Order 
 
2. Review and approval of minutes from June 12, 2019 
 
3. Old Business 
 

B.  TBA 

 
4. New Business 
 

I. Review FY 16-19 TIP Spreadsheet and Administrative Modifications 
J. Future Years Fiscal Constraint (TIP spreadsheet) 
K. Resolution 787: Increase Funds for Baltzell Gate 
L. Resolution 788: Adopting the DRAFT FY 2020-2023 TIP 
M. Resolution 789: Adopting the Final FY 2020 UPWP 
N. Status report of ALDOT projects 
O. Safety Observations 
P. Draft TIP Public Meeting – July 17, 4 – 6 pm  
Q. TAB  

 
5. Next TAC Meeting – August 7, 2019 
  
6. Adjourn 
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AGENDA 

 

CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
of the 

CALHOUN AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) 

 

July 17, 2019 

10:00 am 

 

1.  Call to Order 

 

2. Introductions 

 

3. Old Business 

a. Review and approval of CAC minutes from May 15, 2019 

b. Review June 2019 Administrative Modifications and Resolutions 

c. TBA 
 

4. New Business 

a. Review FY 16-19 TIP Update and Administrative Modifications 

b. Resolution 785: Reclass Ossington Ave to minor collector 
c. Resolution 787: Increase Funds for Baltzell Gate 
d. Resolution 788: Adopting the DRAFT FY 2020-2023 TIP 
e. Resolution 789: Adopting the Final FY 2020 UPWP 

f. Status report of ALDOT projects (handout) 

g. Safety Observations 
h. Draft TIP Public meetings – July 17, 2019 4-6 pm  

i. TBA 
 

5. Other Business 

A. Anniston Express and ADA Para-Transit Ridership 

B. CAC Vacancies  

C. Updates from Bicycle-Pedestrian Plan  

D. Next CAC Meeting –September 18, 2018 

E. TBA 
 

6. Adjourn 
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AGENDA 
for the  

Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)  
July 18, 2019 

10:00 a.m. 
 

I. Call to Order 
 

II. Verification of Quorum 
 

III. Recognition of Guests 
 
IV. Old Business 

A. Review and approve minutes from June 20, 2019 
B. Tabled: Resolution 785: Reclass Ossington Ave from May 16, 2019 
C. TBA 

 
V. New Business 

A. Review FY 16-19 TIP Spreadsheet and Administrative Modifications 
B. Resolution 787: Increase Funds for Baltzell Gate 
C. Resolution 788: Adopting the DRAFT FY 2020-2023 TIP 
D. Resolution 789: Adopting the Final FY 2020 UPWP 
E. CAC Appointments 
F. Safety Observations 
G. TBA 

 
VI. Other Business 

A. Status Report on Other Local Projects from ALDOT 
B. Report on Urban Fixed Route and ADA Handicapped Transit Systems 
C. Comments or Issues from Member Jurisdictions or Attendees 
D. TBA 

 
VII. Next MPO Meeting – Thursday, July 15, 2019 

 
VIII. Adjourn 
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AGENDA 
for the  

Calhoun Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)  
August 15, 2019 

10:00 a.m. 
 

I. Call to Order 
 

II. Verification of Quorum 
 

III. Recognition of Guests 
 
IV. Old Business 

A. Review and approve minutes from June 20, 2019 
B. TBA 

 
V. New Business 

A. Review FY 16-19 TIP Spreadsheet and Administrative Modifications 
B. Tabled: Resolution 785: Reclass Ossington Ave from May 16, 2019 
C. Tabled: Resolution 787: Increase Funds for Baltzell Gate from July 18, 2019 
D. Resolution 788: Adopting the FINAL FY 2020-2023 TIP  
E. Tabled: Resolution 789: Adopting the FINAL FY 2020 UPWP from July 18, 

2019 
F. Resolution 790: Increase funds for Project #5: Lenlock Signal 100047016 
G. Resolution 791: Adopting the FINAL 2019 Bicycle-Pedestrian Plan 
H. CAC Appointments 
I. Safety Observations 
J. TBA 

 
VI. Other Business 

A. Status Report on Other Local Projects from ALDOT 
B. ATRIP II 
C. Report on Urban Fixed Route and ADA Handicapped Transit Systems 
D. Comments or Issues from Member Jurisdictions or Attendees 
E. TBA 

 
VII. Next MPO Meeting – Thursday, September 19, 2019 

 
VIII. Adjourn 
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