Complete Streets Working Group						September 19, 2013
2013 – 2018 TIP Set aside solicitation (see table on last page for funding amounts for each set aside)
Topics for review/discussion: 
At the October 2nd  Planning Committee meeting, CDTC staff will ask the Planning Committee to approve a solicitation of project applications for eight TIP Set Aside projects.  The eight Set Aside projects are listed below along with potential for inclusion of complete streets features:

· RG28	Intelligent Transportation Systems-  ITS technologies that support complete streets include pedestrian signal features such as countdown timers, advanced pedestrian phase, HAWK signals for mid-block pedestrian crossings; Transit Signal Priority (TSP).
· RG39	ITS Set-Aside for Local Traffic Signals-  ITS technologies that support complete streets include pedestrian signal features such as countdown timers, advanced pedestrian phase, HAWK signals for mid-block pedestrian crossings; Transit Signal Priority (TSP).
· RG102	Alternative Fuel Program for non-CDTA fleets-  Not applicable to complete streets.
· RG103	Bicycle/Pedestrian Network Set-Aside-  Most bike/ped projects should be supportive of complete streets. 
· RG116	Goods Movement Set-Aside-  Review projects for consistency with complete streets including features such as turn radii and addition of turn lanes.
· RG124	Intersection Safety Improvements-  Review projects for consistency with complete streets including features such as turn radii and addition of turn lanes.  Consider inclusion of pedestrian signal features such as countdown timers, advanced pedestrian phase, pedestrian refuge islands, bulbouts/curb extensions, signage and pavement striping.
· RG125	Pavement Preservation for Non-State Roads-  Does the project consider creative ways to provide bike/ped supporting features? Repaving projects (1R) will include re-applied pavement markings and therefore could potentially include: reallocation of the pavement for re-striped shoulders sufficient for bicycling, reduced travel lane widths, road diets; crosswalks, shared lane pavement markings; bicycle-friendly drainage grates; and signage. 
· RG126	Bridge Preservation for Non-State Roads -  For deck replacement projects, does the project consider creative ways to provide bike/ped supporting features? Deck replacements could potentially include reallocation of the pavement for re-striped shoulders sufficient for bicycling, reduced travel lane widths, road diets; sidewalks; shared lane pavement markings; and signage.
 
Changes to the draft PJP are being made, consistent with adopted New Visions 2035 principles, to encourage integration of complete streets elements into proposed projects where appropriate. 

For example, consistent with complete streets elements listed above under each TIP set aside category, project sponsors will be asked in Part B: Candidate Project Information for information under both Existing and Proposed Conditions about items such as:
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· number of travel lanes
· lane width
· crosswalks (including midblock crosswalks)
· pedestrian signals
· bicycle lanes
· shoulder width
· sidewalks

In addition, for proposed conditions under Part B sponsors will be asked:

a)  whether a project will seek to increase or decrease turn radii 
b)  how will pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users be accommodated (including ADA compliance) if their project does not include sidewalks, bike lanes or other bicycling related treatments (shared lane w/pavement markings, striped shoulder sufficient to accommodate bicyclists) 

In Part C: Relationship to New Visions 2035 and Other Local & Statewide Plans, the draft PJP will also include questions to reflect the fact that NYS now has both a Complete Streets Act and the Smart Growth Priority Infrastructure Act.  NYSDOT has developed a Smart Growth Screening Tool encompasses both a context sensitive solutions and complete streets approach.  Consequently one idea is to require  project sponsors to complete the screening tool and include it in the PJP. 

This section will include several updated or additional questions including draft wording such as:

a) Describe how the project may potentially impact various categories of roadway users or land uses near the intersection(s), along the adjacent roadway or other new or “preserved” facility.  For example, will land access be enhanced or diminished for certain parcels?  Will pedestrian crossing distances be increased?  Decreased?  Will transit riders be impacted?  etc. Projects must be consistent with the NYS Complete Streets Law ( see https://www.dot.ny.gov/programs/completestreets and http://nysmpos.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/NYSAMPO-Fact-Sheet_-Complete-Streets_FINAL.pdf ).

b) Describe the community context surrounding the project location (i.e. examples might include: downtown/town center, on a community shopping street, nearby uses such as a school, along a transit route, suburban arterial with a description of surrounding land uses, etc.)  Projects must be consistent with the NYS Smart Growth Priority Infrastructure Act.  To that end, attach a completed NYSDOT Smart Growth Screening Tool to this PJP.  The screening tool and other information regarding the Smart Growth Act can be found at: https://www.dot.ny.gov/programs/smart-planning/smartgrowth-law and https://www.dot.ny.gov/programs/smart-planning/repository/SG%20Tool%20GuidanceJuly2013_FINAL.pdf and  https://www.dot.ny.gov/programs/smart-planning/repository/Smart%20Growth%20Screening%20Tool_July_FINAL.doc

 According to NYSDOT’s July 2013 guidance on the tool it “allows the project sponsor to demonstrate the Smart Growth merits of the project, and ultimately whether the project meets the intent of the law and should be advanced onto the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).”
Project candidate evaluation for complete streets element integration.  (How can proposed projects with CS elements be incentivized or prioritized?)

Based on CDTC’s current Screening and Merit Evaluation process (as laid out in detail in the 2013-2015 Transportation Improvement Program document http://www.cdtcmpo.org/tipdoc13/tip13.pdf): 

1. Safety benefits (these are an input to the overall Cost/Benefit ratio)
2. Priority networks including Bike/Ped/Transit
3. Potential Market for Bike and Pedestrian Travel 
4. Non-quantified benefits: congestion relief, air quality benefits, facilitation of biking, walking, transit use or goods movement, regional system linkage, community or economic development contribution, environmental issues etc
5. Others: Non-monetary benefits include increased access to transit service, greater flexibility or reliability and other measures from the New Visions Core Performance Measures list? travel time? energy and user costs? life cycle cost savings? 


Set aside Table 

	TIP Number
	Project Description
	1st Year
2013–2014 ($M)
	2nd Year
2014–2015 ($M)
	3rd Year
2015–2016 ($M)
	Total Funding
($M)

	RG28
	Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)2
	
	0.824
	1.233
	2.057

	RG39
	ITS Set-Aside for Local Traffic Signals
	0.450
	0.719
	0.719
	1.888

	RG102
	Alternative Fuel Program for non-CDTA fleets
	
	0.372
	0.372
	0.744

	RG103
	Bicycle/Pedestrian Network Set-Aside2
	0.109
	0.764
	0.764
	1.637

	RG116
	Goods Movement Set-Aside
	
	0.625
	0.625
	1.250

	RG119
	Linkage Program Implementation
	
	0.469
	0.469
	0.938

	RG124
	Intersection Safety Improvements2
	
	2.083
	2.083
	4.166

	RG125
	Pavement Preservation for Non-State Roads
	
	8.238
	3.412
	11.65

	RG126
	Bridge Preservation for Non-State Roads1
	
	9.185
	4.630
	13.815


1 Contingent on final cost of existing bridge preservation projects.
[bookmark: _GoBack]2 Projects submitted for these set-asides must provide additional crash history information due to HSIP (Highway Safety Improvement Program) requirements.
