UiV FUDLIGC YWURKRO COUONIVIIDOIVIN i
65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215

(614) 466-0880

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 6/90 OR722

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the *Instructions for Complation of Project Application®
for_assistance In_the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME  ___ city of Montgomery

STREET 10101 Montgomery Road

CITY/ZIP Montgomery, Ohig 45242

PROJECT NAME Cooper Road Improvement

PROJECT TYPE Resurfacing/Widening/Traffic Signal

TOTAL COST $_ 23a,761.00 .

DISTRICT NUMBER 2 -

COUNTY Hamilton = 7

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45242 = £
£

" DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Commiltee ONLY

§ 12/, D5

RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING:
FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation State lssue 2 Small Government Fund
X Grant State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Loan Local Transportation improvement Fund

Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: $§




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER Jon. Bormet
TITLE City Manager
STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
CITY/ZiP _Montgomery, Chio_ 45242
PHONE ( 513 ) _ 891 - 2424
| FAX ( 513 ) _891 -__ 2498
1.2  CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER Eljzahath Pottebaum
TITLE Finance Director
STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
CITY/ZIP Montaomery. Qhic 45242
PHONE ( 513 ) __891 -_ 2424
I FAX ( 513 ) __89 -__ 2498
1.3 PROJECT MGR Joseph . Cron
TITLE City FEngineer
STREET 10101 Montgomeryv Road
CITY/ZIP Montgomery, Chio 45242
PHONE ( 513 ) a9l - 2494
FAX ( 513 ) __go1 - 2408

1.4 PROJECT CONTACT Joseph_C. Cron
TITLE City Engineer
STREET 10101 Montgomery Road
CITY/ZIP Montgomery, Ohia 45242
PHONE ( 513 ) __g891 - 2424
FAX ( 513 )__891 - 2498
1.5 DISTRICT LIAISON Mr, Joseph Cottrill
TITLE District 2 Liaison Officer
STREET Hamilton County Engineers Office
138 Fast Court Street Room 700
CiTY/ZIP cincinnati, Ohic 45202
PHONE ( 513 ) _a32 -_ 8540

FAX B ( 513 ) _723 - 9748

s grsiEy .




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project Is multi-ursdictional In nature, information must be consolidated for

2.1
22

completion of this sectlon.

PROJECT NAME: Cooper Road Improvements

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sectlons A through D)
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Cooper Road from Zig Zag Road to Corporation Limit with Blue Ash.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

D

The Project would include the addition of turn lanes at various
side streets, a traffic signal at the drive of the Sycamore Junior
High, the addition of curb and street drainage. The Resurfacing
of the street and the replacement of the existing traffic control
signs.

PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

The length of the Project is 2,300 L.F. The current roadway width

is 25 feet and it is uncurbed. The new roadway width would be 32 feet
to accomodate two eleven foot lanes with a 10 foot turn lane. The
street would be curbed with Type & curb.

DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Dé’roil shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service

2.3

level. If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewdater project,
include current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 galions per
household.

The ADT of Cooper Road was 13,155 in 1990. Cooper Road is also
State Route 126. Cooper Road is a major collector road in the
City of Montgomery and it carries a significant amount of
Regicnal Traffic as well. By adding turn lanes to the street,
the safety and capacity will be greatly enhanced.

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION o
(Photographs/Additional Description; Capttal Improvements Report: Priority List;
S-year Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the number
of temporary and/or fulltime jobs which are likely o be created as a result of
this project. Aftach Pages. Refer o accompanying instructions for futther
detall. '
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PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

a) Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design
3. Construction Supervision
b) Acguisition Expenses

1. Land
2. Right-of-Way
¢) Construction Costs
d) Eguipment Costs
e) Other Direct Expenses

£) Contingencies

g) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

s N/A

S N/A

S N/A

5 N/A

5 N/A
£$234,761.00
$ N/A

) N/2
$0.00

$234,761.00

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to nearest Dollar & %)

a) Local In-Kind Contributions¥*
b) Local Public Revenues
c) Local Private Revenues
d) Other Public Revenues

1. oDoT

2. FMHA

3. OEPA

4, OWDA

5. CDBG

6. Other
e) OPWC Funds

1. Grant

2. Loan

3. Loan Assistance

£) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

Dollars %

S N/A

$112,796.00 48

S N/2

N/A

N/A

N/B
N/A

N/A

121,965.00 52
0.00

5
5
5
)
s N/A
S
5
s
8

0.00 -
$234,761.00 100

*If the required local match is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions, list
source of funds to be used for retainage purposes.

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of a2ll local share funding sources listed in section
3.2(a) through 3.4(c). In addition, if funds are coming from sources
listed in section 3.2(d), the following information must be attached to

this application:

1) The date the funds are available;

2) Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval
letter or agency project number. Please include the name and
number of the agency contact person.

PER PR IRIL LS LA B S e e
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4,0

3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definitions:
Cost - Total cost of the Prepaid Item.
Cost Item - Non-construction costs, including

preliminary engineering, final design,
acquisition expenses (land or R/W)

Prepaid - Cost items (non-construction costs directly
related to the project paid prior to receipt
of fully executed Project Agreement from
OPWC.

Resource Category Source of funds (see section 3.2)

Verification - Invoice(s) and copies of warrant(s) used to
for prepaid costs accompanied by Project
Manager's Certification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepaid items shall be attached
to this project application.

COST ITEM RESQURCE CATEGORY COST

1)

2)

TOTAL OF PREPAID ITEMS = S N/B

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This sections need only be completed if the Project is funded by S5I2
funds.

TQTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT 5194,761.00 83%
State Issue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement $3121,965.00 _48%
(Not to exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION FOR PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION S 40,000.00 17%
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion S 0.00 0%
{Not to exceed 50%)

PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE
4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 12/15/92 08/01/93
4.2 BID PROCESS 08/01/93 09/01/93
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 10/01/93 05/30/94

RIS & T 71 e e L o5 2
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5.0 APPLICANI CERIIFICAIIUVIN

‘The Applicant Certifies That:

As the official representative of the Applicant, the undersigned certifies that:
(1) he/she Is legally empowered to represent the applicant in both requesting
and accepting financial assistance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio
Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code: (2) that to the best
of his/her knowledge and bellef, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and corect;  (3) that all official documents and
commitments of the applicant that are a part of this application have been
duly authorized by the goveming body of the Applicant; (4) and, should the
requested financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohlo law, including
those Involving minerity business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevalling wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as
defined In this application has not begun, and will not begin, until
a Project Agreement on this project has been Issued by the Ohio
Public Works Commission. Action fo the contrary Is evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary o complete this project.

IMPORTANT: [n the event of a project cost underrun, applicant understands that
the identified local match share (sections 3.2(q) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed 1o the funding source from which the project
was financed.

Derrick Parham Acting City Manager
Cedifying Repre@cﬁve (Type Name and Tile)

C.

Signature/Date Sighed

Applicont shall check soch of the statements below, confirning that all required Information ks Included in this

application:

X A five-year Caoottal mprovements Report as required n 164-1-31 of the Ohlo Administrattve Code

(ér;% a %yecr Mdnienonce of [ocoi tﬂoﬂ Report as requited In 164-1-12 of the Ohio Adminksiative
8.

X .
A registered professional engineer’s esfimate of usefu Ie as required in 164-1-13 of the Ohio
Admikstrative Code. Esimate shall comfaln enginesr’s original seal and signafure.

X A tegistered pofessional englneer’s estimate of cost as required In 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Chio
Adminstiative Code. Esfimate shali contaln engineer’s ergino! seal and signature.

X
A certified copy of the legsation by the goveming body of the appilcart authoring o designated

N/A official to submit this application ond to execute confracts

Ei ' A capy of the cooperation agreemant(s) (for projects irvoiving more than one subdividon or district).

YES Coples of all Involces and warrants for those Items Idenfified os ‘pre-pald” In sactlon 4.4 of ths
N/A applleation.
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(1 MONTGOMERY
i~z

S <~ 10101 Montgomery Road ® Montgomery, Ohio 45242 e (513)891-2424 e Fax(513) B91-2498

3
g

Mayor :
-Ivan J. Silverman g

Vice Mayor
Richard Tuten

Council Members
Keith Bookbinder
Gary Gross December 16, 1992
Donald Hess

B. Kathryn King
Robert Reichert

City Manager
Jon Bormet

%d“?“.’“mp‘m Ohio Public Works Commission
atricia Alsip .

Jackie Burnett 77 S. High Street Room 1629
Henry Burwinkel Columbus, OH 43266-0303
JoeCron
Jeanette Dick
Brenda Fisher \
Susan Hamm Re: Issue 2 Project
Dave Harvey
Fred Horsley
Janet Korach
Carolyn Juillerat
Cynthia Logan
John Norwine This will serve to certify that local funds are available to mest

Derrick Parham ! :
Roger Paul Montgomery's share of Cooper Road Improvement Project.

Betsy Pottebaum , .
Ahmad Qayoumi These funds are available from the general operating funds of
Susie Sheridan the City.

Rebecca Wellbrock

To Whom [t May Concern:

Police

Donald McGlothlin
Gerald Beitman
Paul Collins .
Ronald Fread Sincerely,

Donald Jasper

Brian Knowles . .
James LaCalameto 5 44%%.
Kirk Nordbloom ‘

Michael One
TeniPav(gly i Elizabeth Pottebaum
Michael Plaatje Finance Director
Cynthia Rains
David Reuther, Jr.
Jack Sahnd
Gregory Schill
Thomas Wagner
Dennis Wells
Debra Witte

Ken Wittekind
Michael Young

Service

Robert Hall
Delmer Profizt
James Ranson
John Robinson
Larry Rohrig
Glenn Smith
James Stewart
Mike Vonderbrink
Terry Willenbrink

@ recycled paper



OPINION OF CONSTRUCTION COST
CITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO
_|COOPER ROAD
ODOT ]
REF.|ITEM EST UNIT PRICE | TOTAL COST
NO. |{NO. |DESCRIPTION QTY|UNIT| TOTAL (EXTENSION)
1 203 |Excavation Not Incl. 452 | CY $8.00 $3,616.00
Embankment Construction
2 301 | Bituminous Aggregate Base 279 CY $64.00 $17,856.00
3 304 |Aggregate Base 210 | CY $35.00 $7,350.00
4 403 |1 1/2" Asphalt Concrete 70 CY $62.00 $4,340.00
5 404 { 1" Asphalt Concrete 46 CY $62.00 $2,852.00
6 407 |Tack Coat 125 | GAL $1.50 $187.50
7 452 | 7" Portland Cement Concrete 25| SY $30.00 $750.00
8 603 | 12" Conduit, Type B 800 | LF $35.00 $28,000.00
9 603 | 15" Conduit, Type B 250 LF $40.00 $10,000.00
10 804 |Manhole, MH-3 6| EA $1,700.00 $10,200.00
11 604 |Manhole Adjust to Grade 15| EA $150.00 $2,250.00
12 604 |Caich Basin, Type 2-2-B 2| EA $1,100.00 $2,200.00
13 604 |Catch Basin, No. 3 61 EA $1,760.00 __$1 0,560.00
14 604 |Catch Basin, No. 3A 6| EA $1,400.00 $8,400.00
15 608 {Curb Ramps 2| EA $125.00 $250.00
16 609 |Type 6 Curb 42001 LF $10.00 $42,000.00
17 | SPL | 8" PVC Downspout Connection 200| LF $11.00 $2,200.00
18 614 |Maintaining Traffic i] LS| $10,000.00 $10,000.00
19 623 |Construction Layout 1| LS|  $10,000.00 $10,000.00
20 624 |Mobilization 11 LS| $11,000.00 $11,000.00
21 630 |Signs, Flatsheet 45| SF $17.00 $765.00
22 630 |Ground Mounted Supports 10| EA $100.00 $1,000.00
23 630 |[Hemoval of Ground Mounted Sign 10| EA $25.00 $250.00
24 630 |Removal of Ground Mounted 10| EA $30.00 $300.00
Sign Support
25 632 | Traffic Signal 1| EA| $40,000.00 $40,000.00
26 642 | 4" Edge Lines 0.871 Ml $500.00 $435.00
27 642 | 4" Center Lines 0.44 | Ml $1,650.00 $726.00
28 | 642 | 8" Channelizing Lines 400[ LF $0.45 $180.00
29 642 | 24" Stop Lines 50| LF $1.35 $67.50
30 | 642 |Lane Lines - 6| EA $35.00 5210.00 |
31 642 | Word "Only" on Pavement 41 EA $44.00 $176.00
32 | 642 | "School Zone" Markings 2| EA $100.00 $200.00
33 659 |Seeding and Mulching 9200] SY $0.70 $6,440.00
$234,761.00




The attached opinion of construction cost is subject

to adjustments upon receipt of bids by Qualified
Contractors.

Upon satisfactory completion of work the useful life

of the Cooper Road Improvement Project will be 15
years.

Jogéph C. Cron, P.E.
Reg. #54500

o i L B SR EN



RESOLUTION NO. § , 1993

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT
AFPPLICATIONS TO, AND TO ENTER INTO CONTRACTS WITH THE
OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION FOR ISSUE 2 FUNDS

WHEREAS, the City of Montgomery has identified Cooper Road as an area in the

city requiring major infrastructure repairs.

NOW THEREFORE BE |T RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Montgomery,
Ohio:

SECTION 1. The City Manager Is authorized to submit the appropriate applications
to, and enter into contracts with, the Ohio Public Works Commission for Issue 2 Funds.

SECTION 2. This Resolution shall be in fult force and effect from and after its

passage.

PASSED: K%/w e (79>
ATTEST: j}mh &«QQW_; | /M

Mayor Ulerk of Council

Rt U
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RESULTING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES

Temporary Employment: i is apticipated that 10 1o 15 temporaty ¢onstruction
jobs will be created as a resuit of this projsct. ' ' :

Fulltime Employment: !t is not anticipated that any new full-time employment will
result from the proposed infrastructurs activity.
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ASPHALT PAVEMENT RATING FORM

STREET OR ROUTE_ (L 20/4 _SEC. D CITY OR COUNTY

LENGTH OF PROJECT [ (o 0O WIDTH

PAYEMENT TYPE DATE

(Note: A rating of “0” indicates defect does not oceur)

Overall Riding.;Quality {0 is excellent;

DEFECTS RATING
Transverse Cracks. . ... ................................... 0-5 _@
Longitudinal Cracks............... .. ... .. e 0-5 2
Alligator Cracks ..................... .. ... ER R | 0-10 _L
Shrinkage Cracks ............... . . T... .. ................... 0-5 __J_._
Rutting ... ... B ........................ 0-10 _3

—

Corrugations ............. ... .. . . 0-5 ._3___
Raveling ................... .. . 0-5 _}_.__
ShovingorPushing..................................A ..... 0-10 __!__
Pot Holes.... ... e, e e 0-10 ‘_LL
Excess Asphalt ................ ... ... .. ... .. .. .. .. PR 0-10 _\_L
Polished Aggregate........ T . PO 0-5 _L
Deficient Drainage ............... ... .. TR 0-10 ___J____

5 _

1005 very poor)..........oo 0-10

Sum of Defects o

f~

W
o

Condition Rating

n

100 - Sum of Defects /
wo-____F& %5

(45

Condition Rating

Figure 1. Asphalt pavement rating form.

prt]
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. PAVEMENT RATING.SYSTEM .

STRERT HAKR ’ PAYEMENT ~ CURB . SHOULDER PAVEHENT OYRRALL  LENCTH  } OF LANE

TYPE C TYPR TYPR BATING  RATING (HILBS) LANES  KILES
SHELLY LANE " .ASPHALT T DIRT 2T 0 0.135° 2 - 0,21
HONTCONBRY PHASR IV{SBC,1} ASPHALT 3 DIRT 3 13 0.521 i 2.084
ARCTURUS DRIVE ASPHALT 1 DIET [ | 0,339 I -0.678
PPBIPFRE ROAD ASPHALT 7 DIRT 13 1 1.1 2 2.428
TRAILSIDE LANR ASPHALT 1 DIRT 5 43 0.058 2 0,116
BIRERHRYER DRIVE ASPEALT 7 DIRT I 50 0.241 7 0.482
BUITON LANR ASPHALT 1 DIRT i1 13 0.492 2 ¢.984
KARCARET LANR ASPHALT 7 BIAT 17 1 0,284 2 0.568
EINGLET CIRGLE ASPHALT ! DIRT 50 48 0.043 2 0.086
~ BRERFIRLD ROAD {SEC. 1} ASPHALT 1 DIET 5 53 0,807 2 1,614
- DIERPIRLD ROAD (SEC. 2) ASPHALT 1 DIRT 51 550 0,704 2 1,108
GOLF CREEW DRIVE COMCRRTE $ DIRT 52 i 0.181 z 0.362
" PENDRRY DRIVR KSPHALT T DIRT 52 57 0.376 i 6,752
RLDABAUGH DRIVE ASPRALT 7 DIRT 52 56 D.31i 2 D.622
INDIANY00DS DRIVE CONCRETE ! DIRT 54 59 ¢.14 2 0.53.
* KOWTCOKRRY PHASR IV(SRC.2) COWCRBYE 3 - DIRY 54 50 . 0,151 I 0.604
CURT LANE ASPEALT T . DIRT 51 . 54 0.075 2 0.15
PERIY ROAD . . ASPHALT. 7 DIRT 51 67 0.252 2 0.504
TIBURON DRIVE DONCRETE - DIRT 58 51 0.286 ? 9.572
HLiN STRERT (§BC. 1) ASPHALT 3 BIRT 59 51 0.224 2 0,448
"KALN STREET (SBC, Z) ASPYALT 1 DIRT 5% 5 0,183 Z 9,206
7055 AVEHUE ASPHALT 7 DIRT 59 b 0,454 2 0.908
VILLAGR GRBERN DRIVE CONCRRTE 4 DIRT 59 62 0.407 2 0.814
BRANDYVINE LAMB CONCRETR 4 DiRT 60 50 ¢.123 2 0.246
CORNELL ROAD - ASPHALT T DIRT 50 66 0,822 2 bo644
7500 AVRNUR % ASPRALT 77 DIET 53 §7 0.16 2 0,32
STRALGHT STRRET T ASPHALT - 1 DIRT b4 13 0.038 2 2.076
CCOPER ROAD (SRC.2) ASPHALT  HONE  DIRT 55 65 0.303 2 0,608
CRT¥DA DRIVE - CONCRETE & - DT §5 10 0,136 2 0,212
37CAKORZ STRERT ASPHALT 7 DIRT 65 0 0.198 1 0,396
YINTHROP DRIVE ASPHALT 1 DIRT §3 § 0,565 1 113
E55Y0 COURT CONCERTE 4 DIRT 67 $ 0.206 2 0.412
ERRICK LANE CORCRRTE "~ DIRT ~ &7 56 0.123 2 0,25
LIG ZAG ROAD ASPHALT 7 DIRT 8T 8§ [.592°. 2 1,184
£O0PEY ROAD {SEC.4] ASPHALT 8 PAVEES . 8 i8 0.124 2 0.248
STHPHONY AVENUR ASPHALT 1 DIRT ~ 69 11 0.179 2 0.358
TURTLECERER LANR CONGERTZ § DIRT §9 53 0.07 2 .14
[EESCENDD COURT ASPHALT 1 DIRT 10 1 0.125° 2 0.25
EIHTNGTON ROAD ASPHALT 7 DIRT 10 1 0.472 2 D, 4¢
¥ILD OBCHARD LANR _ CASPRALT 1 QIRT 70 " 0,3% 2 0.548
TERYILLICER ALLEY ASPHALT 7 DIRT 11 13 0.062 2 0,124
LAYARD DRIVE .CONCRETR 4 DIRY 12 " 0.08 2 0.15
TTHBRRKNOLL DRIVE CONCRBTR { DIRT 72 16 0,054 2 9,108
CAPRICORY DRIVE ASPHALT i DIRT i3 304101 2 2.382
COOPERYOOD LAYE ASPRALT 1 BIRT 73 6,0 i 9,588
SKIDER STRRRT ASPIALT T DIBT 12 7 0,039 1 0.078
TODDTEE LANR - . ASPRALT ! DIRT 13 M 0.28! 2 5,582
12PKTR ASPHALE 3 DIRT N 0. 147 2 0.204
¥ONTE DRIVE ASPHALT ] DIRT H 14 0.650 .2 1,302
VITL'ROAD . . ' ASPHALT 7 BIRT: 7 80 0.256 2 5.512 -
¥[KBLEDON £OURT ASPUALT ] © DIAT 14 13 2.208 .2 0.4id
CAERLAGE LANE CONCRTE L DIRT - 75 T 0.184 : 0.368
. "4ZHLBY €OURT . ASPHALT 5 DIET % - 50 : 1
SLBRECHT- DRIVE (SEC. 1) ASPHALT 1 DIRT . 7§ it 0.09 2 0.18
0RESTEXOLLS DRIVE . CONCRETE - DigT % 0 0.112 2 0.324
TAULKAN aLLEY . - ASPHALT 7 DIRF 1% 80 0.0 2 0,094

SYRILT R0 ONIR foon e
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PAVEMENT RATING -SYSTEM

COOPER ROAD ({SEC. 1) ASPH.O.L, 7 DIRT M 18 0,421 2 0.854
B. REHPER ROAD -ASPHALT 7 DIRT 18 81 0,522 ? 1,044
TANAGER¥OODS DRIVE (SBC.2) ASPHALT ! DIRT 15 ki 0.547 2 1,094
TAHAGERY00DS DRIV {SEC. 1) CONCRETS i DIRT 80 16 0.249 ] 0.498
WRST ROAD _ ASPHALT 1 . DIRT 80 84 0,059 2 0.118
HOSSHILL LANB ASPHALT l DIBT 8l 1% 0.1 2 0.2
Y¥BLLER ROAD (SBC.1) ASPHALT  HORE DIRT - 8] 22 9,251 2 0,502
YELLBR BOAD (SEC,§) ASPHALT  HOME DifT 81 3l $.370 2 0,740
B0RDEAUX COURT ASPRALT DIRT 82 . 0,05 2 0.10
COOPERHBADOY LANE ASPHALT i DIRT 32 - i1 0,334 ? 0,568
THISTLEK0OD COURT CONCRETE 4 DIRT 82 8 0.203 ? 0,406
YBLLER ROAD {3RC.1) ASPHALT  NOHE DIRT 82 3 9,355 z 0.710 f
VBLLREY¥0ODS DRIVE ASPH.O.L, 4 BIRT 82 e 0. 441 2 0,286
BARHSLEY COURT ASPH.O.L, . 4 DIRT 83 g0 0,114 2 0,228
BRATTLE LANR ASPHALT 1 DEaT 83 81 4,088 2 0,176
BSCONDIDG DRIVE : ASPHALT ! DIBT 84 TR W1 2 1,562
OLD POND DRIVR- ASPHALT 1 DIRT 83 82 0.153 0 0,326
SHARRRDALE DRIVE ASPHALT 3 DIET 23 87 0.171 2 0,342
CASTLBRORD LANE ASPH.OL., . 4 DIRT 84 §2 - 0.384 2 0.768
CROTON DRIVE ASPH.O.L. 4 DIRT 84 31 0,291 2 0.582
LOXDOMDERRY COURT - ASPHALT | DIRT B4 81 0,085 A 0,17
HBLLON DRIVE ASPH.O.L, 4 DIRT B4 31 0,103 2 0,206
HITCHBLLFARY LANR ESPNALT 3 BIRT 84 §6 6,423 2 0,846
HOLLOWNOGD CIRCLE ASPH.O.L. 1 BIRT 85 23 0.037 /) 0,074
STOCEBRIDOR LANE . ASPHALT 1 DIRT 85 83 0,142 2 0,284
TORRKAY LAHE ASPHALT ! IRT 85 1 0.022 ; 0,044
BRAKBLEYOOD CIRCLE ASPH.O.E. ¢ DIRT 86 10 £.037 2 0,074
STOHR COURT : ASPHALT 1 DIgT 86 21 0,126 2 3,252
ELBRECHT. 5RIVE (SEC. 2) ASPHALT I DIRT 87 §5 0.278 2 0,358
IGHTOYR? COURT ASPHALT 7 DIRT 87 a8 n,186 2 9,178
PBACHTREE LANE ASPHALT 1 DIRT 87 6,265 - 2 9:41
BELLEFORD COURT ASPH.0.L. 4 DIRT L i 9,015 3,152
IVYCATE LANE ASPHAL? 1 DIRT 88 i £:183 ) D588
LONDONRIDGE COURT ASPH.OL. 4 pIET 3 T R S O 11
SHADOWPOINT COURT ASPRLOML. ¢ BiE? 58 S 114 . b3
CODPER RO4D {SEE. 2) COASPELOML. 3 pIRT a2 £,421 2 1,842
DESRCRBEZ LANE - pongEaTe DIRT gt b, 0T i 5,084
SHADOYCAEST rOURT 4SPH.OLL. & BIRT 8¢ 8T 5,083 2 0.17
TRIEKRICYTE COURT KSPHALT H DIfT §& 3£, Z 5.218
BUTTERCRIRT LAKT TOICRETE ¢ - DIRT Ll 37 b,11
CENTLEBKIND DRIVE iSES. **  ASPH.0.L, 2 DiET 3¢ ¥ doises o §.3%f
HICRORYBLUFF COLRT 2IET 7,348 ¢ L
SEADGYRILL HAV { HIRT af i e
STONERRIX EDFH? ¢ 2137 a0 : 5,177 2 8,554
COQFER ROL: ! 135¢.3) A5FRALT § EI3F 1 i 5,850 ? 2.538
CERBINGLL 20URT - 182a.e, : JIET 1 3187 Z 1,274
BELRAY PIIVR (3BT, i ASPRALT t DIET g 1,488 RLElE
FORRSTOLEY BRTVE AR AL, LIET 81 el z 1,522
LAURBLYIEY DRIvE ASPHALT i BIRT :H B,515 2 0,57
TRABLKT BRTYD . KEMALG.L. ¢ JIBT 9 83 G357 : 3,114
¥ELLERSTATION DRIVR ASPHALT : DIRT 11 &6 2 9.32
VOODFERY ¥aY ASPH.G.L, 2 " DIRT K 20 B.200 2 9,418
BOBYRITE 2OURT ASPHALT DIET 92 §2 5,08 g0 -
BROKVELL LiNS ASPHALT 1 DIRT 17 81 L5602 A
CRRSTEIND CIRCLE &SPH.OL, ¢ BIRF 93 2g &, 05 2 0,122 -
DELRAY DRI¥E (SEC, 2) ASPH.O. L, L3 DIRT 92 g7 5,269 2 0.533
HARTFORDHILL ' ASPHALT ] DIRY . 92 €3 2
HUNTRRRENGLL oouRt epy A I J aTom an e e v

oo nAdb G B AR O R P



FAVEMENT RATING .SYSTEM .

© YCHTGOYIRY PHA ASPHALT BIRT 9]

581 6 850,758 {500
SERYILLIGIRS ¥ O (IR FER 0| N S N1/
hibgie e, 1o AT TN B 00 L 0.
Y1EDZAG (SEC. %) HSPHOLL, DIRT 9 B 0300 1 GGl
SRIDGEYATER LAYE ASPHLT DIBT N T R S BT
CIDARVEZE DRIV ASPHALT | pIET 93 EEI I E R A N1
COOPER LANE ASPAALT 1 DIRT §o 0200 1 el
DRRRSHADON LAMR ASPH.O.L. DIRT 9 303 1 0.0
FIGBINS LOURT AP DIRT 93 0 0.0 1 0006
FOPENELL BOAD ASPHALT DIRT 93 TR YT I A 1
TLHDHAYSH COURT SM.0.L PIRT 0 o081 0206
CLENASH COURT ASPR.OLL. DIRT 9 T U A S N
Z0LALE 3RIVE (SEC. 1) AP0 DIRT 9 TR O R W+
. TRADRKIHD COURY KSPHO.L, DIRT O oM E 0.0
T24VBRSE COURT ASPHOL, BIRT U S A N1
¥3LLER 204D (S2C.2) MPHALT  WONE  DIRT W 3 0MY L 6199
GRANDORES LANE R 11 T h DIET 8 30065t
HUCZLESERRY LAKE - ASPHALT 1 BIRT %5 TR W R R N1
SAHSTONB COURT MSPLT DIET %5 XA U S A BV
SOUTHHTHD DRIV ASPALT DIET 05 9 0.6 2 b4
TRRYILLIGERS TRAIL APEALT 1 DT 9 I P R A
TERNILLIGRAS SUA (SEC. 1} ASPHALT 1 DIRT 96 VRN Y S A
TIRYILLIGRRS RUM {SEC. &) ASPHALT 3 BIRT 46 0% 1 0,208
ADVENTURE LANB (SEC. 1) 2§PH.O.L. 4 DIET 9] 9B 028 1 0.5
MVENTORE LAME (SEC. 2] ASPHALT 9 DRT KO P B A W11
ADVENTURD LANE (S2C.3)  ASPEAL? | DIET 9 303 1 0.8
GLD LEGZHD COURT KSPHALY 1 DIRT ¥ 99 nAE 1 0.0
VELLEE ROAD (SBC.4)  ~  ASPHAL?  NONB  DIRT % 09 2 0,698
CINDERELLA DRIVE ASPHALT pIRT 98 99 048 1 9,815
COOPER ROAD -(SEC.1) ASPRALT  WOME  DIRT % 9 0.288 1 0518
COOPEE ROAD. (SEC.5) BMALT 3 pIRT 38 LI P B R R T
COOPER ROAD (SEC, 3 MSPHALT 2 DIET - 98 9 022 1 0454
FAIRNIND DRIVE ASPHALT DRT 98 08 1 0
HONTGONRY PHASE III . ASPHALT 6 DIET 98 I L I R W 51
OLD FARE COUBT ASPHALT DIFT 96 8 .04 2 0.082
oLD 704N COURT COMSPHALY DBT 38 9 008 2 0.0
SCHOOLHOUSE LANE MSPHALT 1 DIET 98 9 0 2 0672
TRALLYIND DRIVR (SEC. 1)  ASPHMLT 1 DIRT 88 ¥ e 2 1.84
. TRALLSIND DRIVE (SEC. 2}  ASPHALT | DIRT 98 ¥ 0 03K
THINRLE LANR MSPHALT T DIRT 9 9 00 2 0,128
BAYWIND DRIVE (SEC. 1] ASPR.O.L. 4 bIRT 9 9 0085 @ 2.165
BAYWIRD DRIVE (SEC. 2]  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 99 LA O S T
BOOKHRRE PLACE ASPHALY | DIBT 99 939 005 2 0.13
CAPUS LANB ASPRALT 1 DRT 93 9 b 2 0492
DREFTYIND COURT ASPHALT ) DES 206z 0.082
SOURKZNDS DRIV ASPHALT ] DIRT 8 9 08 2 0.3
GENTLE4IND DRIVE (SEC. 1] ASPHALT * 1 DIRT - 99 LR T S A L}
HARTPISLD' PLACE ASPIALT 7 DIRT . 9 902 2 0.408
JOLALK ORIVE (SBC. 2] ASPHALY 1 DIRT 99 0Ny 2 0,638
IOLATE-DRIVE {S8C. 3).  ASPHALT 1 DIRT 8 99 AN 2 0788
EBNILAORTH LAE ASPHALT 3 DIRT © 9t LI RV S W
KENNEDY LAWR MPRALT 3 DIRT 99 9 LM 1 0.4
EBRIANNA DRIVE KSPHALT 7 PIRT 99 (LI TV AN 1/
. EHOLLBROOE TBRRACE ASPHALT 1+ DIRT - 99 19 033 T2 0628
LAEBYATER DRIVR (SEC. 1]  ASPH.O.L. 1 DIRT 99 3 00 2 0.7
LAKBKATER DRIVE [SEC. 2]  ASPHALT | DIRT 93 ¥ 0 2 0.2
HONTCONBRY PHASE IL{SEC.1) ASPHALT - 2 - DIRT 99 - 93 0568 2 1.i3
HONTGONBRY PIASE II{SBC.2) ASPHMLT -6 - DR~ 99 1033 4 L35
OAUDIINIID (FI Y IF 111 BBl Y ' R I:E s . P _ .

RERTINTEREDEE T o2l it o g o
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PAVEMENT RATING SYSTEM

STORYBOOK DRIVE - ASFHALT i DIRT g9 14 0,49

t n,9¢

TAHAGERHILLS BRIVE ASPHALT : JIRT 99 9 0,085 ] 0.172
THUKBELINA COURT [SBC. 1)  ASPHALT ] DIRT 80 .99 0,048 2 0.098
THUMBELIYA GOURT (SEC. %)  ASPH.O.L. 4 BIEY 99 99, 0,251 i §.541
THUMBELINA COURT (SBS. 1} ASPHALT ] HIR? 94 49 .023 Z 0.046
TOLLOATE LAME ASPHALT i DIiRT 39 59 0.54% t L2034
VALLEYSTRZAK DRIVE ASPHALT | GIRT 13 o 0.am A §.154
YR9THIND LANE ASPHALT ! DIRT %9 L 0,258 2 0.518
YINDPOLKT PLACE AIPHALT i DIAT 0¢ 50 0,043 1 f,08

CITY OF KONTGOHERY FILE=C:STRERTINVENTORY

STREET IHVEKTORY
i:/s

file=c:sfreebl

e 0 0 o AR



UILY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO
TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT.

FUNDING SOURCE

YEAR PROJECT NAME OTHER LOCAL ~  ISSUE2 PROJECT TOTAL
_ : ! _ _ *

1991 | Acomb Sewer Project [ X | | | $532,341.00

| (Sanitary Sewer Project)- ] | [ I ,

_ _ _ _ _ :
| Pioneer Park | X [ | | $530,000.00
| {(Recreation Facilities)- _ | | | :
! _ _ _ _
| Demolition Project | i X | - $8,950.00
! _ | _ | -
| Bikepath-Project - | ! X | ! $66,050.43
| (Deeriield to Shadowhil) [ | . [ . |
| . _ _ _ !
| . Street Striping | _ X | | $10,000.00
_ . _ . _ _ .
| Storm Sewer and Catch Basin | _ X | | $3,500.00
| Repair | _ _ _
_ _ - _ _
| General Street Maintenance _ | X | ! $2,500.00
_ _ _ ! _
| Signal Maintenance [ _ X ! . $12,984.71
_ . _ _ | [
_ _ | _ | $2,219,524.89

YEAR TOTAL
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CITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO

TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT

' FUNDING SOURCE

PROJECT TOTAL

Signal Maintenance

YEAR PROJECT NAME " OTHER LOCAL [SSUE 2

1990 | 1990 Resurfacing Program ) _ X | $254,229.80
| (Resurfacing Project) _ ! I |
_ _ _ _ _
_ . Roads Include: | | | |
| Jolain 1 | | _
[ Knoilbrook | | | _
| QOld Farm I | | _
| Oldtown _ _ | =
i Schoolhouse J. | | |
_ Shelidale | | | |

. ! Toligate: | | | |

_ | _ _ | | S
| Dulle Park Slope Protection | | X | | $43,569.00
| (Gabion Slope Protection) | ! [ |
_ _ | | _
| - Montgomery Road Improvements | I X ! | $1,962,978.21
| Phasell | _ | I
| {Tolal Reconstruction) | | o |
* | * o |
| Street Striping [ _ X | f $10,000.00"

. _ | | : _ !

_ | Full Depth Pavement * _ X _ | $9,500.00
| Repair with Asphait | | i [
_ : _ _ _ _ -
| Storm Sewer and Catch Basin | | X 1 | $9,000.00
| Repair ‘ _ _ _ | .
_ | _ | _
| General Street Maintenance | | X ] | $2,500.00
& . , _ | | _
| Curb Repair | | X } | $8,000.00
_ _ | _ _ .
_ | | X | [ $5,483.07
_ _ _ _ _

A ™ AP T T A .
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CITY OF MONTGOMERY, OHIO
TWO YEAR MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT REPORT

YEAR

PROJECT NAME

OTHER

FUNDING SOURCE

LOCAL

ISSUE 2

PROJECT TOTAL

1991

1991 Resurfacing vﬁowﬁma
(Resurfacing Project).

Roads Include:
Baywind
Bookmark
Campus’
Lakewater
Thumbelina
Trailwind
Twinkle
Vailey Stream .
Westwind

Hopewell Improvements
(Resurtacing)

Kerrianna & Cooper Improvemen
(Resurtacing) '

Tanagerhills Improvement
{Resurfacing)

Swaim Park Tennis Courl
(Underdrain and Overlay)

Montgomery Road Improvements
Phase Il
(Total Reconstruction)

Montgomery Road _iuaéam:a
Phase 1l

\WAafarmain Imnrmvamenit

_
_
_
|
_
|
*
!
_
_
|
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
!
_
_
_
_
|
_
_
I
_

X

_
|
_
|
_
_
_
|
_
|
_
_
|
_
B
oo
_
|
|
_
_
!
_
_
_
_
*
_
_
_
_
_
_

X

X .

_
_
_
_
_
_
*
!

|
_
_
_
|
_
|
_
_
_
_
_
_
|
_
_
_
|
*
_
_
|
|
|
_

$153,277.16

$38,463.17

-$9,708.00 .

$6,514.50

$26,696.00

$606,450.56

$212,088.36



TR PATHIL I e

Street & Sidewalks
Parks & Fagilities
Issue 2

1992

1,979,900
287,500
815,900

2, TV
3,083,300

1982 - 1996
.1993 1984
577,500 400,000
670,000 1,960,000

85,000 200,000
1,332,500 2,560,000.

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

Capital Improvements - Summary

1995

400,000
850,000
175,000
1,425,000

It

1996

505,000
500,000
195,000

1,200,000



Index ZP

S8-1

§8-2
55-3

554

55-5

55-6

S55-7

55-8

S55-8

5S-10

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

!

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
1992 - 1996 .

*Streets and Sldewalks*

Project 1992 1993 1994 .ﬁmm
Main Street ROW- 185,000
Acquisition

Main Street - City Share 222,800
Main Street - Issue 2 683,600
Weller Road Bikepath 75,000
Engineering .

Weller Road Bikepath 1,200,000
Sycamore Creek Bridge - 15,000
Engineering

Sycamore Creek Bridge 125,000
Construction

Pfeiffer Road Bikepath 132,500
Pfeiffer Road Resurfacing 132,300
Issue 2 ‘

Pfeiffer Road Resurfacing 24,600

City Share

1998



_:.umx Nao.

5S-11

S5-12
55-13
SS-14

55-18

S5-16

$5-17

55-18

55-18

S55-20

S55-21
55-22

55-23

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM .

Pro ject

Montgomery Square
Traffic Signal

Downtown Streetscape
Remington - Sidewalk
Delray - Sidewalk

Deerfield Resurfacing
Issue 2

Deerfield Resurfacing
City Share. ,

Annual Street Resurfacing

Cooper Road Resurfacing
Issue 2

Cooper Road
City Share

Cooper - Zig Zag -
Traffic Signal

Annual Street Resurfacing
Annual Street-Resurfacing

Cornell Road Reconstruction

| P o |

1992 - 1996

*Streets and m_amém_wm*

(cantlnued)

1992

1993 " 1994 1995 1996
17 500 R
175,000 )
35,000 - - .
35,000
85,000
15,000
300,000
200,000
30,000
45,000
325,000
325,000
175,000 °



' CITY OF MONTGOMERY
'5 YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

1992 - 1996

*Streets and Sldewalks*
(continued)

Index No. Project - 1992 ", 1993 1984 1995 1996
SS-24 Corneli Road  Reconstruction : 75,000
. : City Share o . , .
SS-25 Annual Street Resurfacing 325,000
5S-26 : Weiller Road Reconstruction 195,000
lssue 2
S55-27 Weller Road . - 180,000

City Share
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_:awx No.

PF-1
PF-2
PF-3

PF-4

PF-5

PF-6
PF-7

PF-8

CITY OF MONTGOMERY

5 YEAR Ob.m_._,br IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

- Parkland Acqulsltion and Development
-Facillty lmprovements

Project

City Building Renovation

New Service Department
Pioneer Park

Swimming Pool - | .
Land, Design & Building

Police Department
New Building

Weiler Park
Pioneer Park - Access

Montgomery Park Renaovation

1992

30,000
37,500
20,000

200,000

1993 1984

100,000 250,000

20,000 o
550,000

50,000

1,500,000

80,000

80,000

1995 1996
500,000

550,000

300,000



BERM FAILURE AND PAVEMENT BERM FAILURE AND PAVEMENT
EDGE DETERIORATION EDGE DETERICRATION



TRANSVERSE CRACKING PAVEMENT DETERIORATION



COOPER ROAD IMPROVEMENTS

BERM FAILURE AND SUBSTANDARD DRAINAGE
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COOPER ROAD IMPROVEMENTS

g

‘q;‘
g
ot

DETERIORATED INTERSECTION OF COOPER ROAD AND VILLAGE GREEN DRIVE



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATIGN

For Fiscal Year 1994 (July 1, 1993 through June 30, 1994),
jurisdictions shall provide the following support information to
help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this
form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound
engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the
individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to
be replaced, repaired, or expanded? For bridges, submit
a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor

Fair Y GCood

Give a brief statement- of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge);
surface type and width; number of lanes; structural condition;:
substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves,
sight distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service
capacity. If known, give the approximate age of the infrastructure
to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

The drainage on the street is véry pocr. The street is currently uncurbed.

The pavement edge is detericrated. The pavement width is not adequate to provide

the much needed turn lanes.  The date of the original construction of the road
is not known. It was last resurfaced approximately 10 years ago. .

2) 1If State Issue 2 funds are-awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC
(tentatively set for July 1, 1993) would the project be under
contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status reports

of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular
jurisdiction's anticipated project schedule.

4 /months (Circle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? No

Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes ‘
Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? Yes No
Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes N/A

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or month._s, to complete any
item above not yet completed. "R weeksb

e res 3



3) How will the proposed project impact the general health, safety

4)

5)

and welfare of the service area? (Typical examples may include
the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.) Please be specific and provide
documentation if necessary to substantiate the data.

The addition of turn lanes and a signal at the Junior High School will
greatly enhance the safety of the vehicular traffic as well as the heavy
pedestrian traffic generated by the School. The additional road width will
allow for easier access for emergency vehicles. All turning movements
will be much safer.

What type of funds are to be utilized for the local share for
this project?

Federal ODOT Local X
MRF ODHNR CD
Other

Note: I1f MRF funds are being used for the local share, the
MRF application must have been filed by August 1, 1992
for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer’s
Office.

The minimum amount of matching funds for grant projects (local
share) must be at least 10% of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST.
What percentage of matching funds are being committed to this
project? .

15 %

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government
agency resulted in a complete or partial ban of the use or
expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical
examples include weight limits, truck restrictions, and
moratoriums or limitations on issuance of building permits.)
A copy of the legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING JUSTIFICATION TO
BE VALID.

Complete Ban Partial Ban No Ban X

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No N/A

Page 2
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6) What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as
a result of the proposed project?

15,786

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average
Daily Traffic by 1.20. For public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For storm
sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service
area by 4.

7) Has the jurisdiction developed a Five Year Capital Improvement
Plan as required in O.R.C., chapter 1647 (This must be
included with the application to be considered for funding.)

Yes X No

8) Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of
the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

State Route 126 is a major east-west route in the area. It connects

downtown Blue Ash with downtown Montgomery and also Indian Hill. Tt also‘

handles a considerable amount of school bus traffic. This improvement will

increase the capacity of the road as well as making it safer 'for both

Pedestrian and Vehicular traffic.

'Page 3




STATE ISSUE 2/LTIP FUNDS

APPLICATION CHECKLIST

SUBDIVISION: _C /7 ¢ 0F _ MoNT GCom ERY

PROJECT NAME: C 0opPZ A LoAD T mPROVEMENT

PROJECT CODE:

FROJECT CONTACT: Jos&EPH c . C Ko N
Complete Incomplete

1) OPWC APPLICATION - SIGNED ///
2) OPWC CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT REFPORT v
3} USEFUL LIFE STATEMENT - SIGNED el
4) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE - SIGNED & SEALED e
5) STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT - SIGNED L///
6} VICINITY MAP W/PROJECT HIGHLIGETED ud
7} NECESSARY LEGISLATION b//
RY ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION -~
9) 4 PICTURES - MOUNTED ~

COMMENTS




STATE ISSUE 2 PROGRAM - ROUND 6

LTIP PROGRAM - ROUND 5

FISCAL YEAR 1994 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA - JULY 1, 1993 TO JUNE 3Q, 1994
ADOPTED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE JULY 17, 1992

AMENDED BY THE DISTRICT 2 INTECGRATING COMMITTEE SEPTEMBER 18, 1992

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: MonTeoME R )
NAME OF PROJECT: Coopsr VYord Tmpe.
TOTAL POINTS FOR THIS PROJECT: “r|
NO.
POINTS

l@ 1) If Issue 2/LTIP Funds are granted, when would the
construction contract be awarded? (The Support Staféf
will assign points based on engineering experience.}
10 Points - Will be under contract by end of 1983

5 Foints - Will be under contract by March 30, 1994

0 Points -~ Will not be under contract by March 30. 1994

§§‘* 2) What is the condition of the infrastructure to be
replaced or repaired? For bridges, base condition
on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

20 Points - Poor Condition

16 Points -

12 Points - Fair to Poor Condition
8 Points -

4 Points - Fair Condition

NOTE: If the infrastructure is in "good" or betier condition
it will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding,
unless it is a betterment project that will improve
serviceability.

Page 1




__%3)

If the project is built, what will be its effect on
the facility's serviceability?

10

KN on @

Points

Points
Points
Points
Points

Significant effect (e.g.. widen to and
add lanes along entire project)
Moderate to significant effect

Moderate effect (e.g., widen exist. lanes)

Moderate to little effect

Little or no effect (e.g., street or bridge

deck rehabilitation)

How important is the project to HERLTH, SAFETY, AND
WELFARE of the public and the citizens of the
District and/or service area?

10

8

What is the

=

M oy @O

What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION cosT?
Loan and Credit Enhancement projects automatically receive
and no match is required. BAll grant funded

5

Points

Points

Points

Points

Points

Points
Foints
Points
Points
Points

points,

Highly significant importance, with
substantial impact on all 3 factors
Considerably significant importance, with
substantial impact on 2 factors OR
noticeable impact on all 3 factors
Moderate importance., with substantial
impact on 1 factor or noticeable impact
on 2 factors

Minimal importance, with noticeable
impact on 1 factor

No measurable impact

overall economic health o the jurisdiction?

Poor
Falr

Excellent

projects require a minimum of 10% matching funds.

AW WL

Points
Points
Points
Points
Point

50% or more

40% to 49.99%
30% to 39.99%
20% to 29.99%
10% to 19.99%

Page 2
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8)

9)

10)

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local
government agency resulted in a2 partial or complete ban of
the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved
infrastructure? POINTS MAY ONLY BE AWARDED IF THE END
RESULT OF THE PROJECT WILL CAUSE TEE BAN TO BE LIFTED.

5 Points
3 Points
0 Points

- Complete or significant ban
- Partial or moderate ban
- No ban of any kind

What is the total number of existing daily users that will
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate

criteria

include current traffic counts, households served,

when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit

users are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges,

bui

only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Points
Points
Points
Points
Point

H N W

Does the

- 10,000 or more
- 7,500 to 9,999
- 5,000 to 7,499
- 2,500 to 4,999
- 2,499 and under

infrastructure have REGIONAL impact? Consider

origins and destinations of traffic. functional
classificatlion., size cf service area. number of
Jjurisdictions served. etc.

5 Points

4 Points.

3 Points

2 Points
1 Point

_ Has the

fee, an
tax for

- Major impact (e.g., major multi-jurisdictionzal
route, primary feed route to an Interstate,
Federal - RAid Primary routes)

- Moderate impact (e.g., principal thoroughfares,
Federal - Aid Urban routes)

Minimal or nc impact (e.g., cul-de-sacs,
subdivision streets)

jurisdiction enacted the opticnal $5 license plate
infrastructure levy, a user fee, or a dedicated
infrastructure?

2 Points - Two of the above

1 Point

- One of the above

0 Points - Hone of the above

Page 3



ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM
DEFINITIONS

CRITERION 2 - CONDITION
Poor - Condition is dangerous, unsafe or unusable
Fair to Poor - Condition is inadequate or substandard

Fair - Condition is average, not good or poar

CRITERION 5 - ECONCMIC HEARLTH
The following factors are used to determine economic health:
1) Median per capita income

2) Per capita assessed valuation of the total community real
estate and personal property

3) Poverty indicators
4) Effective tax rates
5) Total corporate debt as a percentage of assessed valuation

) Municipal revenues and expenditures per capita

CRITERION 9 - REGIONAL IMPACT

Major impact - Primary water or sewer main serving an
entire system

Moderate impact - Waterline or storm sewer serving only
part of a system

Minimal impact - Individual waterline or storm sewer not
part of a system




