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Executive Summary

This LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) is intended to serve as a vision of current and future
transportation needs within the Decatur Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA). Every five (5) years,

the Decatur Area Metropolitan Planning Ongaation (MPO), in accordance with the Code of

Federal Regulations (CFR) Title 23, Section 134 and Title 49, Section 5303 afdkitigp
Americads Surface Tr anspor-94abec. 62015 Astdsked VAtA ST Ac
updating the Longrange Ran for a twentyfive (25) year planning horizon. This LoiRange Plan

updates the previodsRTP from a horizon year of 2040 a horizonyear of 2045The goals of

this, and every update of the LRTi®t0:1) identify current transportation needs, 2) forecast future
transportation needs, and 3) establish strategies and projects that address these needs.

The staff of the Decatur Area MPO, in cooperation with the Alabama Department of
Transportation (ALDOT)Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), has developed and analyaetiravel Demand Model (TDM) that mimics
current traffic volumes and patterns and projects what these volumes and patterns will be twenty
five (25) years in the future. In cooperation with ALDQ@®cal Transportation Bureataff, the

MPO Policy Board, MPO advisory committees, and the general public, the Decatur Area MPO
staff has identified projects, both funded and visionary, that are intendddress the current and
future transportation needs within the Decatur MPA. The projects identified will serve as a guide
for the future transportation planning efforts of the Decatur Area MPO.

This update of the LRTRIso includes listing of bicycle anghedestrian projectsransitprojects,
freight projectssafety projectsand regionally significarprojects located in the Planning Area.
These projects weilidentified as a pauf the 3C Planning Process for the Metropolidanning
Area. The incluson of these projects in this plan indicates the camemt of the Decatur Area
MPO fora truly multtmodaland safdransportation system for all users.

The following pages will describe, in detail, the steps taken by the Decatur Area MPO in order to
compkte this update of the LRTP, as well as listings of projects intended to keep the Decatur
MPAG6s roadway network healthy and congestion f
a static document and will be updated if, and when, new projectdestified or new sources of

funding become available.

The Decatur Area MPO and its advisory committees will continue to carry out the transportation
planning process for the Decatur MPA and will continually evaluate the performance of this
document in ordeto serve the general public in the best way possible.



1.0 Introduction

1.1 Overview and Purpose

The LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) is a document and guide used to plan transportation
improvements that wibe needeaver the nextwenty-five (25) years to enhance the movement

of people, goodsand services throughout the Metropolitan Planning Area (MB#jvell as the

North Alabama Region.

The LRTP is developed through public participation procesthat includes all modes of
transportation anda broad array of stakeholders and citizens concerned with the future
transportation system and the effects it has on congestion, safety, economic development, the
environmentand the quality of life for the people living in the planning area.

The DecatuArea Metropolitan Planning Organization (MP@jdates and maintains the Leng
Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) for the Decatur Metropolitan Planning(®if@A). Major

updates of the LRTP have occurred approximately everySiwgears since 1984. The MPsiaff
develops and evaluates data and information from public participation meetings, stakeholder
groups, and the development of a computer based travel demand model to evaluate the future
comprehensive transportation needs ofirRA.

1.2 Federal Guidance (Laws and Regulations)

In 1981, the United States Department of Commerce designated the City of Decatur and the
adjacent areas of Hartselle, Trinity, Priceville, and Flint City (now incorporated into the City of
Decatur) as the Decatur Urbaniz&aa. Federal Law (Section 134, Title 23) of the United States
Code as amendedequires that all urbanized areas must conduct a comprehensive, cooperative
and continuing transportation planning process. This planning priscefien referred to as the
3Cprocess.

The LongRange Transportation Plan is a document required by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)andthe Federal Transit Administration (FTA) according to the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Title 23, Section ,1&4d Title 49 Section5303. The basis for this
requirement arises from the passage offhex i ng Amer i cads Surface Tr g
Act) (Pub L. 11494, Dec. 4, 2016 The LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) addresses a
twenty-five (25) year planmg horizon throughhe year 2045However, according to federal
regulations, this plan must be updated every fd)g/ears. The LRTP addresses the ranitidal

aspects of the transportation system in the planning area to effectively enhance the movement of
people goods andservices. This LondRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) is comprehensive in

its coverage and coordinates the @faf all member governmeritstheir transportation planning
strategies while paying special attention to requiremants factors specified iIFAST Act
legislation. The LRTP is consistent with other comprehensive plans and land use documents
developed in the planning ares well as statewide plans concerning transportation related issues.



1.2.1 Scope of the Planning Process

The FixingAmert a6 s Sur f ace TiActrigsgen planaing factors thatFniss bie
consideredas part of the planning process for all metropolitan areas. The MPO considers these
planning factors in the development of the Ldd@nge Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The planning factors are listed below:

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 andatonzed users;

3) increase the security of the tranggation system for motorized and Rorotorized users;

4) increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight;

5) protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve quality of life,
and promote consistency between transporidinprovements 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 operatio

8) emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system

9) improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system, and reduce (or mitigate)
the storm water impacts on surface transportation; and

10)enhance travel and tourism

1.2.2 Transportation Performance Measures and Targets

In compliance wittthe Joint Planning Rule from FHM{23 CFR 450 and 778nd FTA (49 CFR

613), underMAP-21 and the FAST Act, State Departments of Transportation (DOTs) and
Metropolitan Planning Organizatis (MPOs) are to implement a performabesed approach to
planning and programming activities. This includes setting-diat@n performance targets for
transportation performance measures. This approach supports the national goals for the federal
aid hichway and public transportation programs. The seven goals are as follolwgrying

Safety 2) Maintaining an Infrastructure Asset System in a State of Good R&)&educing

Traffic Congestion4) Improving the Efficiency of the Surface Syste)Freght Movement and
Economic Vitality 6) Protecting the Environmerand 7)Reducing Project Delivery Delays

Under23 CFR 490, the DOTs and MPOs are required to establish targets for applicable national
performance measures. TBafety Performance MeassréPM1), Bridge/Pavement Measures
(PM2) , the System Performance Measures (PM3),
(TAM) Targetshave been adopted by ALDOT and the MPOs. Some targets are required to be set

on an annual basis while others are set an(8yyear and four (4year cycles.

ALDOT and the MPOs, along with the Transit Providers, have a cooperative agreement in place

to coordinate the development of the targets, the sharing of information related to the transportation
performance measuresglaction of targets, and reporting requiremeds.DOT has set
performance measures and targets and the Decat
measures and targets. The Performance Measures Agreement between ALDOT, the Decatur Area
MPO, and NARC@ Transit can be found Section 9.3 on Page &4 this document.

3



TIP Linkage to Performance-Based Planning Documents and Targets:

The FHWA/FTA Joint Planning Rule required that two years after the belasme effective that

STIP/TIP amendments or updst must meet the Performari8ased Program and Planning
(PBPP) requirements (23 CFR 4i5Ma r2€duiarneadmetrbtOs.
effective in 2018 and 2019. The STIP/TIPs aid in programming investments toward achieving the
targets as wekhs align with the PBPP platsthe maximum extent practicable

This LRTP contains both Highway and Transit Projects. Typical highway projects, such as
highway capacity, system preservation, bridge, and safety projects, support the established targets.
The same is true for the transit projects that are capital purchases. The STIP project selection
criteria considers ALDOTO6s goals and objectiwv
reliability, promote safety, reduce congestion, and improve thvement of goods and people.

The Decatur Area MP@iill continue to coordinate ith ALDOT on updates and/or amendments

to the STIP/TIPs and support the selected performance targetthg maximum extent

practicable).

ALDOT Performance Measures & Targets

FHWA Calendar Year
Safety Performance Measures (PM1) 2021
(Annual Targets) Targets
Number of Fatalities 961
Rate of Fatalities (per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled) 1.364
Number of Serious Injuries 6,595
Rateof Serious Injuries (per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled) 9.355
Number of Noamotorized fatalities and serious injuries 366
FHWA 4-Year Target
Bridge/Pavement Performance Measures (PM2) 2022

% of Pavements of the Interstate System in Gdoddition > 50.0%
% of Pavements of the Interstate System in Poor Condition < 5.0%

% of Pavements of the Ndnterstate NHS in Good Condition > 40.0%
% of Pavements of the Ndnterstate NHS in Poor Condition <5.0%

% of NHS bridges in Good conditidyy deck area 027.0%
% of NHS bridges in Poor condition by deck area 03.0%

TableContinued on Next Page




FHWA 4-Year Target

System Performance Measures (PM3) 2022

% of PersorMiles Traveled on the Interstate that are Reliable 92.0%

% of PersorMiles Traveled on the NemterstateNHS that are Reliable 90.0%
Truck Travel Time Reliability (TTTR) Index on the Interstate 1.30

FTA

State of Good Repair Performance Measures 2020

% of Rolling Stock (Revenue vehicles) meet or exceed Useful Life | Reduce inventory
Benchmark (ULB) by 5%

% of Equipment (over $50K) meet or exceed Useful Life Benchmark Reduce by 10%
(ULB)
% of FTA-funded Facilities with condition rating below 3.0 (average) No more than 20%
FTA Average TERM Scale of facilities rate

less than average

Performance-BasedPlans Descriptions:

Listed below are brief descriptions of ALDOTE
respective performangeeasures and targets and (LT P.

Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) and Highway Safety Improvement Program Regd?)
(HSIP) (PM1)

The SHSPisadathr i ven, mul tiyear comprehensive plan =
goals, objectives, priorities and areas of focus, and facilitates engagement with safety stakeholders
and partners. The SHSP provides mpeehensive framework for reducing fatalities and serious
injuries on all public roads, with the wulti mat
strategies detailed in the plan integrate the efforts of partners and safety stakeholddre #ftom t

Es of safety (Engineering, Education, Enforcemanti Emergency Medical Services).

The Alabama SHSPBEdi ti on was completed in July 2017
SHSP is the National Goal ofisthreducefataldies Byeb0% De a't
by 2035.

Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) (PM2)

The TAMP is a focal point for information about the bridge and pavement assets, their
management strategies, letegm expenditure forecasts, and business management processes. The
devel opment of ALDOT6s TAMP i s cons-drsrdne nt Wi
spending decisions related to its assets. In short, ALDOT puts into practice, both on a regular basis
and more specifically in the TAMP, better decision making based upon quality information and
well-defined objectives. The TAMP will be a centraswarce for multiple ALDOT Bureaus for

asset information, management strategies around those assets, financial sources and forecasting,
and business management processes.



System Performance Measures (PM3)

System Performance Measures (PM3) assess tfepance of the Interstate and Nbmerstate
National Highway System (NHS) for the purpose of carrying out the National Highway
Performance Program (NHPP); to evaluate freight movement on the Interstate System; and to
analyze traffic congestion and-ooed mobile source emissions for the purpose of carrying out the
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Program.

The Alabama Statewide Loffgange Plan provides a hidgwvel description of existing and

projected travel and maintenance condions o f Al abamabds i nfrastr.
emphasis on the roadway system because it is the primary mode of transportation for the movement

of people and goods. The targets support syste

The Alabama Statewide Freight Plan (FP) provides an overview of existing and projected
commodity flow by mode (truck, rail, waterway, ,a@nd pipeline) along existing and projected
network characteristics through data analysis. In general, the FP providesrat jprofile of

Al abamadés multi modal freight net wor k, exi sti
congested areas of concern throughout the state. The targets support the movement of freight which
affects economic vitality.

The targets were setiul i zi ng the FHWAGO6s dataset source
Performance Management Research Data Set (NPMRDS), Regional Planning Commission of
Greater Birminghamdés Air Quality Conformity D

Transit Asset Management (TAM)

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 traespgrand accountability, optimal
capital investment and maintenance decisions, moreddiaen decisions, and has potential safety
benefits. This plan aligns with the transit targets under Transit Asset Management.

1.2.3 Consistency with Other Agencies ad Plans

The development of the LRTP included involvement and coordination between several different
agencies and organizations. Significant contributions were made toward this plan by the Federa
Highway Administration (FHWA);the Fedeal Transit Adminisration (FTA); the Alabama
Departmenbf Transportation (ALDOT)the municipalities of Decatur, Haelle, Priceville, and
Trinity; the Counties of Morgan, Limestarand Lawrencethe Decatur/Magan County Chamber

of Commercethe Hartselle Chamber of Canerce;the Morgan County Economic Ddepment
Association (MCEDA);the Limestone County Economic Development Association (LCEDA)

the Morgan County Commissioand several employers and civic groups located in the planning
area.



The LRTP is consistentith and supportive of land use plans, growth management plans, safety
studies, environmental studies, and other plans and studies developed by other agencies and
municipalities concerning transportation related issues in the planning area. This itkkides
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP), and the Decatur Comprehensive Plan.

1.2.4 Amendment Process

The LRTP will be amendeals needetb adjust funding, time frames, or other factors relevant to
the projects. New projects will be added if appropriate and if funding is available. Other projects
may bemoved into the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) if funding is available, or
deleted if funding is not available.

If Morgan County is designated nonattainmbased on the current National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS)the LRTP would have to be amended. An air quality conformity
determination report auld have to be added the LRTP In addition the LRTP project list might
have to be adjusted in order to demonstrate conforftgr the LRTP has methe conformity
requirement, any futureRTP amendments would have to prove conformity before adoption.

1.3 The Transportation Planning Process

The3Ctransportation planning process is a cooperative, continendsomprehensive planning
process that allows involvement of all users of the transportation system. This planning process
follows a formal public involvement procgshat includes input from the business community,
civic groups, environmental groups, freight operators, transit operatatshe general public for
inclusion into plans and programs conducted by Erexatur AreaMetropolitan Planning
Organization (MPOand the Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT).

1.3.1 MPO Structure

The overall decisioimaking responsibility for the 3@ansportation planning process wittthe
Decatur Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) falls under the auspices of the Decatea A
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) Policy Board. The Decatur Area Metropolitan
Planning Organization was created in 1982 upon execution of an agreement between the
municipalities of Decatur, Hartselle, Priceville, Trinity, and Flint City (nowt pathe City of
Decatur);the North @ntral Alabama Regional Council of Government&ARCOG); the Top of
Alabama RegionaCouncil of Governments (TARCOG#Nnd the State of Alabama Highway
Department (now the Alabama Department of Transportation). TheuD@gaa MPOwas moved

in 2012andis now houseds a department ithe City of Decaturwhile remaining under the
auspices of the MPO Policy Board.



1.3.2 MPO Organization and Management

MPO Policy Board

The organization which is responsible floe overall efforts of the transportation planning process
is the DecatuAreaMetropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). The central unit of the MPO is
the Policy Board, which consists of elected officials from the cities, tamascounties within the
designated planning areas well as designated officials of pertinent state and federal agencies
who interface with the transportation planning stathatMPO.

The Decatur Area MP@olicy Board includes the following elevéhl) voting members:

The Maya and four council members from the City of Decatur

The Mayor of the City of Hartselle

The Mayor of the Cityf Priceville

The Mayor of the Town of Trinity

The Chairman of the Morgan County Commission

The Chairman of the Limestone County Commission

North Region Engineer from the Alabama Department of Transportation
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The Policy Board also includes the following th(8gnonvoting members:

1 A representative of thieocal TransportatioBureau of the State of Alabama Department
of Transportation

1 A representate of the Federal Highway Administration (Alabama Division)

1 A representative of the Lawrence County Commission

Executive Board

The Executive Board, subject to the will of the Policy Board, is charged with the general
management of the affairs and business of the MPO including, without limitation, all matters
relating to the employees of the City of Decatur whose duties are dsbioahe business of the
MPO and whose compensation is paid by the City of Decatur with funds provided M e

The Executive Boardevelogs job descriptions for the employees, exersisentrol over their
duties and otherwise manageaid employeesubject to the terms of the employment agreement
with the City of Deatur. The Executive Boaalso exercisgauthority over employee disciplinary
matters and, in the event of hiringw or replacement employeéscharged with recruiting and
screeningof applicants, fromwhom the Executive Boardecommend job candidates for
employment to the Policy Boar@he Executive Board serves as the administrative arm of the
MPO and administers the policies of the MPO as set by the Policy Board, as eggiasts and
administers the general business of the MPO, subject to the ultimate authority of the Policy Board.

The Decatur Area MPO Executive Board includes the following members:

1 The Mayor of the City of Decatur
1 The Mayor of the City of Hartselle



1 TheMayor of the Cityof Priceville
1 The Mayor of the Town of Trinity
1 The Chairman of the Morgan County Commission

Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC)

Serving the Policy Boardn an advisory capacityis the Technical Coordinating Committee
(TCC). This canmittee includes planners, engineeasd other designated representatives who
have a direct relationship to the transportation planning process within a specific jurisdiction on
the federal, stat®r local level.

The actions of the TCC are that of adivgs reviewing and supporting the Policy Board through
analysis and evaluation of transportation projects, pkams studies. This includes review and
recommendations concerning the Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), the Transportation
Improvanent Prgram (TIP) and the LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP). The everyday
working knowledge and input of the people on this committee is invaluable to the transportation
planning process for the planning area.

The Decatur Area MPQOTechnical Coordinating Comittee (TCC) includes the following
members:

Voting Members

Planner, City of Decatur

Engineer, City of Decatur

Engineer, Cityof Priceville

Engineer, Town of Trinity

Planner, City of Hartselle

Department of Development Director, City of Hartselle
Engineer, Morgan County

ExecutiveDirector, NARCOG (Transi)

President, Decatur/Morgan County Chamber of Commerce
President, Morgan County Economic Development Association
President, Limestone County Economic Development Association
A representative of thg.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

A representative of the Port of Huntsville

A representative dDecatur Utilities

A representative of the City of Decatur Police Department
Director of TransportatigrDecatur Area MPO
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Non-Voting Members

1 A representativef thelLocal TransportatiorBureau of the State of Alabama Department
of Transportation

1 A representative of the NortRegion of the State of Alabama Department of
Transportation



Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC)

Also serving in a participatg/advisory rde is the Citizes Advisory Committee (CAC). The CAC

is comprised of members from the transportation committee of the Decatur/Morgan County
Chamber of Commercas well as members from the general public. The committee meets on a
regular basis and is venyuch involved in the transportation planning process as a grass roots type
organization that is capable and willing to explore new possibilities and options relative to all
modes of transportation.

The CAC serves i n acagagte ftsermapfunctiomis that & seprésenting the
interest of the public and staying abreast of what is occurring in the transportationwdréma
offering its opinion and suggestions on these issues. Other involvement includes:

1 Reviewing and commenting dransportation plangrepared for the planning area

1 Expressing transportation needs and concasnzerceived by local residents

1 Responding to social, economand environmental impacts of transportation prgject
planned for the planning area

1 Assisting tke transportation staff in the development of specific solutioase@awide
transportation needs

Additional Committees

The Policy Board may seek input from additional committees at its discretion. Committee
members may be comprised of persons with teahiknowledge of projects, studjemd plans

as well as citizens from neighborhoods and communities throughout the plannirtg preside
advice and recommendations to the Policy Board, T&8d CAC. Examples of the committees
include a Bicycle andd&lestrian Committee, and a Freight Committee.

All MPO Policy Board and Advisory Committee Meetings are subject to the Alabama Open
Meetings Act, Alabama Cod&836-25A. For additional information, please contact the Decatur
Area MPO staff.

MPQO Staff

The MPO staff is responsible for the detday activities of the Decatur Area MPDhe staff
works closely with the MPO membership concerning the transportation planning prbloess
MPO staff provides expertise and guidance on all transportation relatieities concerning
federal, state, and local transportation projects.

The MPO staff is housed within the City of Decatur as a stdmoe department. The MPO staff

is under the dayo-day guidance of the Mayor of Decatand follows the persarel proedures

laid out by the Personnelo@rd of the City of Decatur, though general management is carried out
by the Decatur Area MPO Executive Bogadmentionedabove.
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1.4 MPO Area Boundaries

The DecaturArea MPO Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA) includes the municipalities of
Decatur, Hartselle, Priceville, and Trinitgs well as the adjacent urban area located in Morgan
County, eastern Lawrence Countgnd southern Limestone County in North Central Alabama.
There are thre€8) boundaies that are defineid theplanning aregFigure ).

Urbanized AredUA)

According to the Bureau of the Censasd published in the Federal Register on March 27, 2012

(77 FR 18652), urbanized areas are delineated based on residential population density at the tract
and bbck levels. The criteria for this dekation for the 2010 Census werelished in the Federal
Register on August 24, 2011 (76 FR 5303®). urbanized area is considered to be a densely
populated area of more than 50,000 peopteDecatur, ALUrbarizedArea (UA) boundary was

defined in 201y the United States Census Bauwewith a population 070,436 The Urban Area
coversb59.78square miles.

Urban ClustefUC)

Urban clusters are similarly defined by the Census Bureau in the above mestigmeslinto the

Federal Register (76 FR 53030 and 77 FR 18652). Unlike urbanized areas (UAs), urban clusters
are densely populated areas of between 2,500 and 50,000 people. The Priceville, AL Urban Cluster
(UC) was defined in 2010 by the United States€les Bureau with a population of 3,006. The
Priceville, AL Urban Cluste(UC) is adjacent to the defined Urbanized Area anders 3.75

square miles.

Metropolitan Planning AreéMPA)

TheMetropolitanPlanning AreaNIPA) boundary is definedy the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) in cooperation with the Alabama Department of Transportation (AL.DOT)
and ha a 201(opulation 091,009 The Planning Area is defined as the Urban Area boundary
plus the area that is projected to becontmnized in the next twenty yeamheMetropolitan
Planning Area cover49.18square milesind is located along thieennessee River in North
CentralAlabama
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Figure 1 Decatur Area MPO Urbanized and Metropolitan Planning Areas
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1.5 Public Participation

The process of preparing the LRTP included several opportunities for the input of comments by
local elected officials, stakeholdeend the general publid@he planning process included input

by these groups early in the development of the plan. Public meetings and presentations were made
to various groups and organizations concerning the development of thénpéatition to the

public meetings, the gera public was allowed to provide comments virtually through social
media and the MPO websit&.detailed Public Participation Process for the development of the
LRTP is included irSection 9.Df this document

Additional information on the public paripation proceduresmployed by the Decatur Area MPO
may be obtained by viewing theublic Participation Plan (PPP) found on the MPO website at:
https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolifanningorganization/

1.6 Documentation Process

This plan is an update of the current LaRgnge Transportation Plan (LRTP) for the Decatur
Metropolitan Planning Are@VIPA). The Decatur Area MPO Policy Board atkx the current
2040 LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) in October 20l base yeaof the current
LRTP was 2010with a horizon year of 2040his update maas the base year forward to 2015
with a horizon year of 2043he MPO Policy Board is respsible for the Transportation Planning
Process fothe MPA, to be carried out by the Director of Transportation Planning of the MPO.

1.7 Title VI in the Preparation of the LRTP

The Decatur Area Metropolitan Planning OrganizaiiptiPO) is committed to ensuring public
participation in the development of all transportation plans and programs. It is the overall goal of
the MPO that the transportation planning process be open, accessible, transparent, inclusive, and
responsive. As a contimg effort by the MPO to provide public access and the means by which

to engage in the planning process, the MPO has established the following public participation goals
for all documents and programs:

1) An OpenProces$ To haveanopenprocesshatencourageearlyand
continuedpublic participation.All MPO Policy Boardandcommittee
meetingsareopento thepublic.

2) EasylnformationAccess To providecompleteandtimely informationregardingplans,
programsprocedurespolicies andtechnicaldataproducecdr usedduringtheplanning
procesgo thegeneralpublicandthemedia. All MPO meetingannouncements,
documentsmaps.andplanscanbeviewedat
https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolamningorganization/

3) Noticeof Activitiesi To providetimely andadequatgublic noticeof hearings,
meetingsyeviews, andavailability of documents.

4) PubliclnputandOrganizationaResponsé To demonstrateonsideratiorand
recognitionof public inputandcommentsandto provideappropriateesponsesd
publicinput.
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5) An InclusiveProces$ Toencourag@articipationin theplanningprocessy
traditionallyunder representedegment®f thecommunity;low-incomegroups,
minorities,personsvith disabilities,and theelderly;andto considethe need<f these
groupswhendevelopingprogramsprojects,or plans.

Additionally, the Decatur Area MPO will be compliant with the Rehabilitation Act of 1973
(Section 504) and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 in July 2016. The MBa@xis
will be, compliant with the following Title VI programs, processes, and procedures:

71 Civil RightsAct of 1964,42 USC2000d,etseq.which prohibitsexclusionfrom
participationin anyfederalprogramonthebasisof race,color, or nationalorigin.

1 23USC324which prohibitsdiscriminationon the basisof sexualorientation,
addingto the landmarksignificanceof 2000d.This requirements foundin 23 CFR
450.334(1).

{1 RehabilitatiorAct of 1973,29 USC 701 Section504,which prohibitsdiscrimination
onthebasisof adisability,andin termsof accesso thetransportatiorplanning
process.

1 Americanswith DisabilitiesAct of 1990which prohibitsdiscriminationbasedsolelyon
disability. ADA encouragethe participationof peoplewith disabilitiesin the
developmenbf transportatiorndparatransitplansandservicesIn accordancevith
ADA guidelinesall meetingonductedy theMPOwill takeplacein locationswhich
areaccessibléy personswith mobility limitationsor otherimpairments.

1 ExecutiveOrder12898 or referredto aseEnvironmentallustice which requireghat
federal programspolicies andactivitiesaffectinghumanhealthor theenvironment
will identify and avoiddisproportionatelyigh andadversesffectson minority or low-
incomepopulationsThe intentwasto ensurghatno racial,ethnic,or socioeconomic
groupbearsadisproportionateshareof negativeenvironmentatonsequencegsulting
from governmenprogramsand policies.

1 Limited English Proficiency (LEPPlanwhichis requiredby Title VI of the Civil
RightsAct of 1964,ExecutiveOrder13166,andFTA CircularC 4702.1B,0October
2012. TheDecatur AreaPO hascompletech FourFactorAnalysisof the Decatur
AreaMetropolitanPlanningArea(MPA) to determingequirement$or compliance
with the Limited EnglishProficiency(LEP) provisions. Basedntheanalysisthe
MPO hasidentifieda populationwithin the MPA thatmayrequireMPO assistance
participatingin theplanningprocessA Limited English Proficiency (LEPPlanhas
been adopted and can be found at
https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolamningorganization/

In order to further suppothe public participation goals of the Decatur Area MPO, the public is
encouraged to participain the évelopment of the LRTP. The 204KRTP processwill include

two public involvement meetings designed to obtain input from the public concernibB e
process in the Decatur Area Metropolitan Planning Ak#A). In addition, once the draft LRTP

is approved, it will be subject to a -8y public comment periodefore adoption of the final
documentA summary of the public outreach activities and resuttsncluded inhe Appendices

All Decatur Area MPO meetings are open to the public. At these meetings, the MPO committees
review andapprove the draft and fineRTP documents. Interested individuals may also review
and comment upon these documentamuem with the MPO committees. Individuals may address
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their concerns to the MPO committees directly at any meetings ttexdaflhe transportation
planning staffat the Decatur Area MPO should be contacted to coordinate an address to the MPO
committees ad to obtain draft and final documents.

Additional information on the public participation procedures employed by the Decatur Area MPO
may be obtained by viewing the Public Participation Plan (PPP) found on the MPO website at:
https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolgamningorganization/

1.8 Environmental Justice (EJ)

In 1994 Executive Order 12898&:ederal Actions to Address Environmentastice in Minority
Populations and Lovincome Populationsvas signed byhe President. This Executive Order
requires that programs, policies, and activities that affect human health or the environment should
identify and avoid disproportionately high andvarse effects on minority and leilwcome
populations. Environmental Justice aims to ensure that no racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic group
bears a disproportionate share of negative environmental consequences resulting from government
programs and policie§-he Decatur MPO makes a point to seek out and consider the needs of
those traditionally underserved by existing transportation systems, such -@scéome and
minority households, who may face challenges accessing employment or services. This is of
primary concern when considering adverse community impacts at the project level. All projects
are reviewed by the Decatur Area MPO Policy Board, advisory committees, and staff for possible
community impacts prior to inclusion into the LRTP.

1.9 Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)

The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 encourages the participation of people with
disabilities in the development of transportation and-prargsit plans and services. In accordance
with ADA guidelines all meetings conductdaly the MPO will take place in locations which are
accessible by persons with mobility limitations or other impairments. Fuathstates and local
governments areequired to be compliant with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and
the 1990 At.

1.10 Limited English Proficiency (LEP) and Language Assistance Plan

In accordance with Title VI of the AhRIights Act of 1964, 42 US@000d, et seq., and Executive
Order 13166, titledmproving Access to Services for Persons with Limited Englisficiency
the DecatuAreaMPO developed Limited English ProficiencyLEP) Plan. Title VI states that,

Ano person in the United States shall, on the
from participation in, be denied the benefi§ or be subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity receiving federal financi

VI by indicating that differing treatment bas
understandEnglish is a type of national origin discrimination. All federal agencies publish
guidelines for its funding recipients to clarify their obligations to ensure that this discrimination

does not take place. As a recipient of federal funds through the Ustitééels Department of
TransportationUSDOT), the DecaturArea Metropolitan Planning OrganizatiofMPQO) must

comply with these guidelines.
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Additional information on the.EP procedures employed by the Decatur Area MPO beay
obtained by viewing theimited English ProficiencyPlanfound on the DecatuPO website at:
https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropoliEamningorganization/

1.11 Environmental Mitigation

The current federal legislation contains a requirement that the-Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) includsfia di scussion of types of potenti al
potential areas to carry out these activities, inclgdictivities that may have the greatest potential

to restore and maintain the environmental functions affected byét®politan transportation

p | a-B3USBC §134(i)(2)(D)(i).

fAiThis discussion shall be developed in consultation with Federal,, StateTribal land
management,wildi f e, and r e g2BUSEBIB4(i}2)(R)@Ge nci es. O

A threestep process wassed to help address this FAST Aetuirement:

1) Define and inventory the environmentally sensitive species and resources

2) ldentify and assesskkly impacts on these species and areas from transportation projects

3) Address possible mitigation at the systemde level through consultation with other
agencies

1.12 Climate Change

AAccording t o IntdgratingFGliriate Chaage oto thieransportation Planning
Processthere is general scientific consensus that thih éaexperiencing a loagrm warming

trend and that humamduced increases in atmospheric greenhouse gases (GHGs) may be the
predominant cause. The combustion of foggld is by far the biggest source@fG 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 a majority of emissions.
Opportunites 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 involvemeansportation 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. Transpdidn infrastructure is vulnerable to predicted changes in sea
level and increases in severe weather extdeme high temperatures. Lotegm transportation

pl anning wil/ need to respond to these threat

Introduction to Integrating Climate Changeto the

Transportation Planning Procesg-ederal Highway
Administration, Final Report, July 2008
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1.13 Air Quality Planning

The Clean Air Act (CAA) was originally adopted in 1963 and most recently amended in 1990.
The purpose of the Clean Adwct (CAA) is to improve air quality and to protect human health.
The Clean Air Act requires the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to establish tolerance
limits on ground level and atmospheric pollutant concentrations through enactment of the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). In 20a8e Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
lowered the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS ground level ozone fro®¢ to

75 parts peribion (ppb) In 2015 the EPAowered the NAAQS Standardsrfground level ozone

again to70 parts per billion (ppb)This lower standard had thmotentid to affect the Decatur
Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA).

As of the adoption of this documerthe Environmental Protection Agency (EPA&s not
determinedMorgan and Limestone countiestie designated as nattainment for ground level
ozone.

1.14 Safety

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEALU) requiredevery state to develop a Strategic Highvéajety Plan (SHSP) in order

to improve highway safetylhis requirement was continued in MAR and the FAST Actin

2006 Alabama adopted a SHR&urrentlyupdatedo thethird editionin 2017 that was based on

an analysis of fatal automobile crasheshie state. The SHSP includes fouy édnphasis areas:
high-risk behavior, atisk road users, infrastructure and operations, and decision and performance
improvementThe SHSP provides direction for ALDOT to allocate resources as it is implemented.
ALDOT and its safety partners use the SHSP to guide investment decisions for safety programs.
The current ALDOT safety program priorities are roadway departure, intersection improvements,
and wrongway driving improvements, along with impaired driving and occtipastection which

have historically been priority programs for the department.

1.15 Livability Principles and Indicators

Increasingly, federal and state agencies are using Performance Measures as a way of ensuring
greater accountability for the expendi of public funds in an ewgrowing 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 Principles and Indicators as a sustainability measurement against future actions.

All planning tasks must be measured against thesdbility Principles:

1) Provide more transportation choices

2) Promote equitable affordable housing

3) Enhanced economaompetitiveness

4) Support existing communities

5) Coordinate policies and leverage investment
6) Value communities and neighborhoods
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As a measure of sustainability of these principles, the MPO will provide the folldwiability
Indicators (Livability Indicators numbering relates to corresponding Livability Principles)

1) Percent of transit ridership of workers

1) Percent of workers using other means of transportation to {tvarisit, walk, bicycle,
etc)

2) Percent of household income spent on housingrandportation

3) Percent of housing units located within one (1) mile of the Central Business District
(CBD)

4) Number of projects contained in the current Transportation Improvement Program that
enhances or supports existing communities {ro@uway projects)

5) Number of projects contained in the current Transportation Improvement Program that
includes Public and Private Collaboration and funding

6) Number of housing units within %2 mile of a Regional Trail System

The Indi@tors can be found iBection9.4 on paged0 of this document.

1.16 Plan Adoption

Adoption of the2045 Decatur Area LongRange Transportation Plan (LRTP) is subject to the
review and approval of the Policy Board of the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). The
review process includes publieviolvement meetings and a comment period to allow the public
input into the development of the LRTP. At the conclusion of the public meetings and comment
period the MPO staff reviews and summarizes all submitted comments and presents the findings
to the Blicy Board for consideration of input into the LRTP. Once approtrexiDecatuArea

MPO submits the Final 204RTP to the Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT), the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA&nd the Federal Transit Administration @T These
agencies then review the plan to ensure compliance with federal and state regulations.

1.17 Plan Implementation

Implementation of the LRTP occurs dlugh a series of short and lerange plans and programs.
The Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) identifies annual work tasks and work products that
guide the planning activities for the transportation planning process. The Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) is a short range paiog that prioritizes a list of transportation
projects scheduled for project design and engineering;ofgivey acquisition, utility relocatign

or construction for the next fo#) years. The projects included in the TIP are taken from the
LRTP.
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2.0 Vision Statement, Goalsand Objectives

2.1 Vision Statement

The vision of the DecatwreaMetropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is to promote, enhance
and maintain a safe, efficierand environmentally friendly transportation system that enhances
the quality of life and economic prosperity throughout the planning area.

2.2 Goals

The following goals were developed to help define the vision statement and to help guide the MPO
in the progd selection process for the 20Ubng-RangeTransportatiorPlan (LRTP):

Provide a safe and efficient transportation system

Improve the accessibility, connectivity, and mobility of the transportation system for the

movement of people, goodmnd services for all modes in and throughout the planning

area

1 Provide atansportation system that will preserve, protect, and enhance the natural and
human environment

1 Maintain quality performance of the transportation system through efficient congestion
management and operations

1 Provide meaningful opportunities for public sivement in the transportation planning

process

1
1

2.3 Obijectives

Contrary to goals, objectives are more precise intentions that are measurable. TheAdeaatur
MPO developedhe following objectives foeach mode of the transportation system:

Highway andStreets (collector and above)

1 Development of highways and streets that are consistent with local land use and
development plans

Increase the connectivity of the existing netwdokally and regionally

Development of highways and streets that relieidreongestion and travel times
Development of highways and streets that reduce accident potential and severity
Include sidewalks and bicycle facilities in the design of highways and streets to
accommodate and encourage pedestrian and bicycle travel

1 Devebp visually attractive highways and streets

= =4 -8 -9

Public Transit

1 Establish programs and services that encourage transit ridership
1 Serve the elderly, low incomand populations at a disadvantage to reasonable access of
needed services
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Maxi mi ze t rgaareaiotthé extertt izasible a

Facilitate the integration and coordination of transit services by all transit service

providers

1 Operate safe and efficient transit services that minimize costs, travel aimesavel
distances

1 Implement land use strategithat promote transit participation and coverage

E

Bicycle and Pedestrian

1 Improve the transportation system to accommodate pedestrian and bicycle access along
roadways through design and facility standards

Increase pedestrian and bicycle safety thrquglic education programs

Provide access for pedestrians and bicycles between neighborhoods, schools,
employment centers, retail areas, central business districts, churches, and cultural centers
1 Promote the use of pedestrian and bicycle facilities tovesti@ffic congestion

T
1

Intermodal System including Rail Transportation, Air Transportatiod Freight Movements

91 Develop a transportation system that reduces travel times and congestion on the
transportation network

1 Improve the transportation systeémincreaseccessility and providecompatibility

with multiple modes of transportation

Identify opportunities to expand intermodal facilities in the planning area

Designate truck routes that minimize exposure to neighborhoods, historic, and cultural

resoures

1 Work with officials from all modes of transportation to enhance, promote, and safely
move peoplegoods and services in and through the planning area

E

Environment

Develop transportation systems that maintain or improve air quality

Developt r ansportation systems that preserve ar
Plan, design, and develop transportation systems that protect cultural and historic

resources

1 Develop and educate public officials and the general public on environmentagolic

involving transportation projects in the planning area

= =4 =4

Financial

1 Minimize implementation and operation costs of transportation projects
1 Develop transportation projects that enhance state, local, and regional economies
1 Actively explore new sources aévenue
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3.0 Existing Transportation System

3.1 Geographic Area

The DecatuArea MPO is located in the North Cémal section of North Alabaméarigure 1on
page 12 The MPOArea is comprised of the municipalities of Decatur, Hartselle, Triaiy
Priceville and portions of Morgan, Limestgrand Lawrence Countie$he Decatur MPQ\rea is
included in the Decatur Metropolitan Statistical ArBESA) with a 2010 estimated population of
153829

3.2 Urban and Planning Area Boundaries

The Decatur MetropolitaRlanning Organization (MPO) is defined by two bourerThe Urban
Area (UA) boundarywas defined % the U.S. Census Bureau in 20Itis Urban Boundary is
updated during each decennial census, and had a popula@0®86 in 200. TheMetropolitan
Plaming Area (MPA) loundary is defined as the Urban Area Boundary plus the area that is
projected to become urbanized over the next twiyyears.The Metropolitan Plaring Area
(MPA) had a2010 population of approximately 91,00Bhe Urban Area and Plamg Area
Boundaries are shown Fgure 1lon page 12

3.3 Traffic Analysis Zones

TheMetropolitanPlanning AregdMPA) is divided into smaller areas called Traffic Analysis Zones
(TAZ). A traffic analysis zone is defined as a subdivision of therphgnarea consisting of
homogeneous land use within a distinct border for the compilation of land use and traffic
generation data. The TAZ system was developed from 2010 census data including tract, block
group and block level geography. A total of 286 Z&ones are included within the Metropolitan
Planning Area (MPApoundary, as shown in Figure 2
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Figure 2 Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZ)
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3.4 Land Use

The interrelationship between land use and the transportation system is used to identify the demand for
travel on the highway network. Each land use (residential, retairataih, etc.) generates and attracts
traffic dependent on the nature of the depahent and the amount of land developed. In order to identify

this demand for travel, inventories of existing land uses must be accomplished. This information is used in
conjunction with physical location, constraints of the roadway network, and othedrigators to develop

the interrelationship between land use and the transportation system.

Each trafficanalysis zone (TAZ) within the planningea was inventoried to determine the existing primary
land use within its boundary. Factors used to chataetiand use within each TAZ are listed below:

Occupied Housing Units
Median Household Income
Retail Empbyment
Non-Retail Employment
School Enroliment

Dorm Rooms

=A =4 =8 -8 -8 =9

Eachprimaryland use noted above and its correspontbitej quantity within the planningrea is listed in
Table 1 below.

Table 1 2015SocicEconomic Data Totals
Land Use Total 2015

Occupied Housing Units 39,800
Median Household Income $45,255
Retail Employment 8,607
Non-Retail Employment 46,195
SchoolEnrollment 19,300
Dorm Rooms 0

The land use data was collectedusing the following data sources:

2010 U.S. Census Data

Census Transportation Planning Package (CTPP)
American Community Survey (ACS)

InfoGroup (employment data)

MorganCounty AerialPhotography

Local Building Permits

Decatur Morgan County Chamber of Commence
Morgan County Economic Development Association (MCEDA)
Local Boards of Education

Hartselle Chamber of Comnear

Yellow Pages

=4 =4 =8 -8 8888889

It should be noted that the household and meidieome data is collected at the home end of a trip, the
employment data is collected at the work site, and school enrolimetiieiseo at the school site.
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3.5 Existing Transportation System

The existing conditions analysis of the transportation sysberine LRTP was developed based

on factors such as roadway classifications and physical descriptions, regional access routes,
roadway traffic volumes, link analysis, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and an analysis of the
public transit system. Thesadtors were used to analyze the DecitatropolitanPlanning Area

(MPA) transportation network in order tietermine deficiencies in the existing system.

3.6 Roadway Classification and Descriptions

All transportation networks have some foaihfunctiond classification Figure 3 to categorize

the hierarchy of the traffic movement in the system. The functional classification for the planning
area is defined by following four types of roadways, interstate, principal arterials, minor arterials
and collectors. An inventory of thienctionallyclassified road system including-gtassified local

roads is listed in Table 2 below.

Table 2 Roadway Classification andnventory
Functional Classification Miles of Roadway
Interstate 18.65miles
FreewayandExpressway 0 miles
Principal Arterial 70.32miles
Minor Arterial 61.76miles
Major Collector 187.31miles
Minor Collector 4.29 miles
Un-Classified Local Roadways 734.40miles
Total 1,076.73miles
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Figure 3 Functionally Classified Roadways
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3.7 Public Transit System

Public transit service is avalble to all of the planning areahis service is managed and operated
by the NARCOG Regional Transit Agency (RTA) under the auspices of thdorth Central
Alabama Regional Council of Governments. NABG RTAoperates tw@2) major programs of
public transitthe 5307 urban program and the 5311 rural program.

The 5307 urban transit service is a demeagponse passemngack-up service and has American

with Disabilities Act (ADA) equipped vehicles available. The urban transit service is available
Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 5:00 pm, with reservations madd Joshey in advance.
NARCOG RTAprovides subscriptn service to the Morgan County Commission on Aging and

t he North Centr al Al abama Community Action
Companion Program.

The 5311 rural program is also a demaesponse passenger pigg service and ha8DA-
equipped vhkicles available. The service is also operdtieshday through Fridafrom 7:00 am to
5:00 pm. NARCOG RT Affers rural program subscriptiaervices to human resource clients into
nonurban aregsas well as from the nearban area to the urban area.

The ost to ride NARCOG RTAs $2.00 each way inside tlweban area. Each rural area trip is
$2.00 for every 5 miles, with no oweay trip costing over $10.00. Trips outside the NARCOG
RTA sewice area are $1.00 per mile.

The 5307 an®311 services are providdy forty-three(43) vehicles,including thirty-seven (37)
cutaways and six (6) minivans.

The combined ridership on the urban and rural systems in fisca&2@&8was 41,928 passenger
trips traveling approximately 6]217 miles.

The currentTransportation Improvement Program (TIP) indicates that the 5307 urbgram
fundinglevel for FY 2019 is $1,180,0060 operational expenses and administrative céstteral
funds account for $651,50fF the totalfunds and the remaining $391,08f povided by local
funding. The 5311 rural pygram for FY 2019 has $252,50administrative costs araperational
expenses, with 21,884 in federal funds and $138,56f0ocal matching funds. Federal sources
fund eighty (80) percent of the capital fundingith the remainingwenty (20) percent coming
from local matching funds. The operational expenses arefifipli{50) percent federal anfifty
(50) percent local matching funds after the fare box revenues are subtracted.

At the present timeghere isnofixed route systemunning in the planning area.
Current shortand longterm goals of the area transit system include:

Improved Safety

Increased Bicycle Accommodation

DowntownFixed Route Feasibility

College Campus Shuttle Service (Calhoun Main Canpixwntown Arts Center)

= =4 -8 -9
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3.8 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

The MPO bicycle and pedestrian transportation system is comprised of a combinatienoad on
facilities (bicycle lanes, paved shoulders, shared lanes, and crosswalks) -amald dffcilities
(multi-use trails, sidgaths, and sidewgd). In certain cases in the planna@a both onand off

road facilities come together to form bikeways that connect important recreational facilities. Maps
of the existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities withach city ingle the MetropolitarPlanning
Area(MPA) can be found itsection 9.5A detailed listing of the orand offroad facilities found

within theMPA is provided below.

3.8.1 On-Road Facilities

Bicycle Lanes

Designated bicycle lanes canfoend on a limited number of streets within the City of Decatur.
They have been included as a part of the Decatur bikeway system and where it was deemed
appropriate to provide pavement markings dedicating lanes for exclusive use by bicycles.
Typically bicycle lanes are located to the outside of travel lanes and are marked with a bicycle
symbol or written communication denoting use for bicycles only. Examples of this can be found
on Modaus Road, between Danville Road andéZRand on 1th Avenue NE, betweeMarket

Street and Church Street. Pavement markings for designated bicycle lanes conform to guidelines
from the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCR¥ well as in publications by the
American Association of State Highway and Transportatiofici@fs (AASHTO). Dedicatd

bicycle lanes are showon the existingpicycle and pedestridiacilities maps inSection 9.5

Paved Shoulders

Some roads in the plannirrgea have wide shoulders that meet bicycle lane criteria, but are not
specifically desigated as bicycle lanes. These lanes are not striped or marked in any way to
designate a bicycle facility and do not continue through intersections. In these cases, bicycles are
expected to merge through the travel lanes shared with motor vehicle trafégafple of a road

with paved shoulders capable of accommodating bisysIBeltline Road whose widening project
includedwide paved shoulders. The roads with these paved shoulders can be found on the existing
bicycle and pedestridacilities maps irSection 9.5

Shared Lanes

While bicycles are permitteon all roadways within thplanning area, most streets do not have
separate omoad facilities designated specifically for bicycles. In these cases bicycles and motor
vehicle traffic share theavel lanes. On most logpeed local streets this arrangement works well

and provides few conflicts. Where these shared lanes are significant as a part of the Decatur
bikewaysystem, they are shovamn the existingicycle and pedestridacilities maps irSection

9.5. Some shared lanes in the planning area are wide enough for motorists to pass bicycle traffic
without crossing the center line. This arrangement is known as a wide shared lane. AASHTO
specifies a minimum of 14 foot lane width for wide sharee l@esignation.
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Crosswalks

Crosswalks are provided across the planning area as a means for safe pedestrian travel across motor
vehicle travel lanes. There are over 200 individual crosswalks in the planning area serving a wide
range of pedestrian travel qposes. The largest concentration of pedestrian crosswalks can be
found in the downtown areas of the cities of Decatur and Hartselle. These facilities provide safe
access to the commercial opportunities within the downtown areas such as restaurants and
shqping. Crosswalks can also be found near the area schools to provide an alternative means of
travel to and from school. These crosswalks conform to Safe Routes to Schools (SRTS) standards
and guidelines.

3.8.2 Off-Road Facilities

Multi-Use Trails

Multi-use trails are similar in function to the-omad facilities in the planning area, in that they
provide for alternative transportation choices and recreational usage-ustiitiails are open to

both bicycle and pedestrian access while prohibiting madnzhicle access. They provide for

safe travel with limited crossings of major roads. Most rudg trails within the planning area

are ADA compliant with the only exceptions being those seasonaluseltirails maintained by

the US Fish and Wildlife Seice located on the Wheeler National Wildlife Refuge. These trails
are unpaved so as to impact the wildlife habitats as little as possible, but still provide access to
refuge staff and the general public. Most of these trails are open year round fde kicgic
pedestrian access with the exception of those surrounding the visitor center, which close during
peak waterfowl seasons. The mul§e trails can be found on the existlyigycle and pedestrian
facilities maps irSection 9.5

Sidepaths

Sidepathsare similar to multuse trails. They share the same characteristics, except that side
paths follow alongside of roadways. They are made to accommodate both bicycle and pedestrian
travel. Sidepaths serve as a good pedestrian facility but are marginal l@sycle facility.
AASHTO points out that there are operational difficulties presented to bicycles epasite

These difficulties mainly arise in association with driveway crossings and at intersections. For
these reasons AASHTO discourages the usedafpaths as a rational to forgo-ooad bicycle
facilities. The sidepaths in he planning areare shown on the existifgcycle and pedestrian
facilities maps irSection 9.5

Sidewalks

Sidewalks are an integral part of the pedestriarsparation system within the MPOhey are
the primary means of pedestritnavel within the planning aredhe largest concentration of
sidewalks can be found within the downtown areas of the cities of Hartsadl Decatur and,
thanks to new subdivisioregulationsthey are increasingly being implemented within the newly
built subdivisions across the aread&walks in the MPAare intended primarily for pedestrian foot
traffic with bicyclists being encouraged to use the roadways. The sidewalk netwdsk saen
representedn the existingicycle and pedestridacilities maps irSection 9.5
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3.9 Freight Planning

Theef fi ci ent movement of goods is vital to
tolocal industries that rely significantbn freight, including manufactums, distributors, retailers
and agriculture. Therefore, planning for the efficient transport oigi®a key component of this
Long-Range Transportationdh.

3.9.1 Rail Service

Included in the existing transportatieystem are tw@2) Class | railroads. CSX Corporation and
Norfolk-Southern Corporation both havail yard facilities (Figure)4n theMetropolitan Panning

Area. The CSX rail yard facility is located near downtown Decatur. The CSX rail line is one of
the primary nortksouth lines in the Nashville Division. The line originates near Panama City,
Florida and passes into the Chicago Division just north of NashViéinnesseeThe Norfolk
Southern rail yard is located near downtown Decatur as well. The N&talthern line is a major
eastwest line that connects to Memphis, Tessee and Chattanooga, Tennes#eshould be
noted that there isurrentlyno passergy rail service in the planning area.

Figure 4 Rail Yards Located within the Metropolitan Planning Area
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3.9.2 Air Service

The MetropolitanPlanning AregMPA) is served by thre€3) airports(Figure 5. Two (2) of the
airports, Pryor Field irLimestone County and HartselMorgan County Regional Airport in
Hartselle are general aviation airports. The planningea is also served by the Huntsville
International Airport (HSV) located on Interstate 565 near Madison, Alaba&elow is a
description of each airport:

Pryor FieldRegional Airport (DCU)i Pryor Fieldis a general aviation airport located th(8g

miles northeast of downtown Decatur and adjacent to Calhoun Community College in Limestone
County. The airport hasne(1) paved runway that is 6,107 x 100 ft. with pilot controlled lights.
There were 11@ircraft based at the airport as of August 2020

HartselleMorgan County Regional Airporf5MQ) T Hartselle Regionals a general aviation
airport located in southwest Hartselle approximately one mile from U.S. Highway 31. The airport
has one paved runway that is 3599 x 75 lfiere were 2Aircraft baed at the airport as of August
2020 Average air traffic per day isBmated to be arourtR flights.

Huntsville International Airport (HSV) The Huntsville International Airport serves as a general
aviation, commercial passenger air service, and cargo operations airport for north Adadsthma
southern Tennessee. In 2018e Federal Aviation Administratiomeported thagapproximately
1,270000passengers were served at the airport. The airport has two paved runways that are 12,600
x 150ft. and 10,00k 150ft. There were 8@ircraft baed at the airport as of August 2020erage

air traffic per day is estimated to be 1fights. Table 3below liss airlines that provide passenger
service at the airport and also the +sbop destinations served of August 2020

Table 3 Airlines and Destinationsserved by the HuntsvilleInternational Airport
Airline Non-Stop Destinations
American Airlines Dallas/Ft. Worth
Chicago (Ob6Har e)
Charlotte
Washington D.C. (National)
Delta Atlanta
Detroit
United Denver

Washington D.C. (Dulles)
Chicago (Ob6Har e)

Houston
FrontierAirlines Orlando

Denver
Silver Airways Orlando

Source Huntsville International Airport
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3.9.3 Intermodal Connectors
Air

The Huntsville International Airport is notddr its major intermodal cargo facility called the
International Intermodal Center (lIC). The Intermodal Center is an inland port which provides a
single hub location for freight movements. The Intermodal Center offers a broad range of services
which includes receiving, transferring, storing, and distributing cargo by aiyaral highway.

The Intermodal Center is a global air cargo hub with over 1 million square feet of cargo ramp
gpace and haservice tamultiple cities inEurope andVexico, as well aBBrazil and Hong Kong

The Intermodal Center is also served by a spur off of the Ne#olkhern main rail line. The
intermodal rail yard is approximately forfive acresandhas six miles of tracks and parking for
1,700 wheeled units. The Internatiomaiermodal Center is located approximately twelve miles
from downtown Decatur along Interstate 5&%gure 5. The International Intermodal Center is
designated as a U.S. Customs Port of Entry which is home to 24 hour U.S. Customs, U.S.
Department of Agrialture inspectors, and is part of Foreign Trade Zone 83. The Intermodal Center
is used by industries, freight providers, etc. in tHetropolitan Fanning Area (MPA).
Approximatelysixteen(16) percentof intermodal rail service originates in Morgan County.

Ports

The planning ares alsoserved by a navigable waterway, the Tennessee River. There are three
(3) port terminals located along the Tennessee River in De(figure 5. Mallard-Fox Creek,

the Morgan County Port Authoriytate Docksand the Port of Decatur provide a yeaund nine

(9) foot navigable channel’he ports serve as an intermodal connector, with services including
barge to truck, barge to rail, rail to barged truck to bargerhe ports also provide crushing,
screenand packing service3he ports link the area with the Tennes3eenbigbee Waterway

and the Ohio River system which gives the region access to th{i8gstates and the Gulf of
Mexico. The terminal at Mallar&fox Creek is designated a Foreign Trade Zone and a U.S.
Customs Port of Entry.

3.9.4 Motor Carrier (T ruck) Freight

Theplanningarea ha a significant amount of motoawier (truck) freight movements. There are
approxmately twenty-one (21) trucking terninals (Hgure 5 located in the planning area. The
planning area serves as origin and destination fdtatbed trailers, tanker trailers, van trailers

(dry and refrigeratedyry bulk trailers, and dump trailers due to the diversity of the local indsistri

and retailers. The largest majority of motor carrier freight movements are along Interstate 65, State
Route 20, State Route 67, State Route 36, and U.S. Highway 31.

3.9.5 Pipelines

There are four (4) pipelines located within the Decatur MPA. Tdreygenerally located in a
North/South direction. According to the National Pipeline Mapping System (NPMS), there are two
(2) major natural gas transmission pipelines operated by Southern Natural Gas Co. of Birmingham,
AL, and American Midstream (ALATENN), LLC of Houston, TX. There is also a hydrogen
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pipeline operated by Linde Gas North America, LLC of Houston, TX, as welhsga xylene
pipeline operated by BP Pipeline (North America Inc.) of Tulsa, OK. Both natural gas pipelines,
as well as the xylene pipeline, have crossings at {8)eseparate locations along the Tennessee
River between Morgan and Limestone Counties.

3.9.6 Other Modes of Transportation (Taxi and Intercity Bus)

The plaaning area is also served by ongtéixi servicdocated in the City of Decatuas well as

Uber and Lyft serviceThe area was served by intercity bus service (Greyhound) unsithiee

was discontinued in 200%here are no current plans to restore intercity bus service to the Decatur
MPA.
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Figure 5 Transportation Center Locations Serving the Metropolitan Planning Area
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3.10 BaseYear 2015 SocicEconomic Description and Conditions

The Decatur MPO collected and projected a variety of land use datasets for thRdrayey
Transportabn Plan (LRTP) base year of 205/ collecting and analyzing soeezonomic data,
the MPO planning staff iddifies where residents live, work, shop, trawald go to school. This
sociceconomic data is used for inclusion into a travel demand tnafidel, whichis used to

simulate traffic conditions in 2015

3.10.1 Base Year 201®ata Collection and Sources

Table 4shows the listing of base year 20End use datasets collected for use in the LRagge

Transportation Plan along with the source or sources from which the datasets were collected and

aggregated.

Table 4 Base Year Datases and Sources

Land Use Dataset

Source

Occupied Housing Units

2010 Census Summary File 3; 2010 Census Transportation Planning Packag
(CTPP) City of Decatur Building Department; City of Haelle Building
Department; Cityof Priceville Building Department; Town of Trinity Building
Department

Retail Employment

Alabama Department of Industrial Relations; Decatur/Morgan County Chamt
Commerce; Hartselle Area Chamber@dmmerce; InfoUSA Business Databa
AT&T Yellow Pages

Non-Retail Employment

Alabama Department of Industrial Relations; Decatur/Morgan County Chamb
Commerce; Hartselle Area ChamberQifmmerce; InfoUSA Business Database
Morgan County Economic Development Association; AT&T Yellow Pages

SchoolEnroliment

Decatur City Schools; Hartselle City Schools; Morgan County Schools; Calho
Community College; the municipalities of Decatur, Hartselle, Priceville, and
Trinity

Dorm Rooms

Currently there areo dorm rooms located in the planning area

MedianHousehold Income

U.S. Department of Labor; 2010 CTPP Data; 2010 Census Summary File 3

The totals for each of these land use dataare showm Table 5.
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Table 5 2015Base Year Socid€economic Data Totals

Land Use Total
Occupied Housing Units 39,800

Retail Employment 8,607
Non-Retail Employment 46,195
Total Employment 54,802
School Enrollment 19,300

Dorm Rooms 0

Median Household Income $45,255

Data Aggregatiofi Once the data was collected and checked for accutaegs then aggregated
to individual traffic analysizones $ection 9.7. Using a Geographic Information System (GIS)
and a process called address geocoding, each housing unit, retail businestihlonsinessor
school was located by address. Otiwse land uses were located, they were addtxk toaffic
analysis zone database for use in the base year travel demand model.

3.11 Existing Traffic Analysis

As partof the development of the Lofigange Transportation Plan (LRTP), the staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) w@gteld the existing validated 20I%avel Demand
Model (TDM) to replicate traffic contions for the base year of 2015. The 2@iHse yar model
was refinedyalidated and used to evaluate existing traffic corahs for the base year in the
planningarea. The transportation modeling process is summarized below.

3.11.1 Highway Network Development

The highway network file is an abstract, computerized representation of the actual highway system
in theplanning areaThe highway network file is created using a Geographic Information System
(GIS) that creates a database of the current highway network for use in the travel demand model.
The highway network database includes all highways that are classified ascticolleabove

(Figure 3. At each intersectigmode numbers are assigned to defined individual links in the
highway network. The classificat type, capacity (@ble 6), length, and posted speed limits of
each highway link are coded as part of thénhigy retwork description. The8b traffic analysis

zones (TAZ) in thelanning areare connected to the highway network by imaginary lines called
centroid connectorghrough which tripsproduced or attracted in each TAZ (from the secio
economic data)may gan access to the highway system. The entire abstract description of the
actual highway network is coded, entered into the travel demand model, and becomes the highway
network database fon¢ planning area
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Table 6

Functional Classfication and Capacity Table

Number of | Link [ 1-Way Hourly | 2-Way Hourly | 1-Way Daily | 2-Way Daily

Classification Lanes Code Capacity Capacity Capacity Capacity
Freeways (Interstate) 4 11 3,400 6,800 34,000 68,000
6 12 5,100 10,200 51,000 102,000

8 12 6,800 13,600 68,000 136,000

10 14 8,500 17,000 85,000 170,000

Expressway 4 21 2,500 5,000 25,000 50,000

6 22 3,750 7,500 37,500 75,000

8 23 5,000 10,000 50,000 100,000

Divided Principal Arterials 2 31 1,100 2,200 11,000 22,000
4 32 1,695 3,390 16,950 33,900

6 33 2,500 5,000 25,000 50,000

8 34 3,680 7,360 36,800 73,600

Undivided Principal Arterials 2 35 890 1,780 8,900 17,800
4 36 1,550 3,100 15,500 31,000

6 37 2,290 4,580 22,900 45,800

8 38 3,155 6,310 31,550 63,100

Divided Minor Arterials 2 41 1,050 2,100 10,500 21,000
4 42 1,595 3,190 15,950 31,900

6 43 2,280 4,560 22,800 45,600

Undivided Minor Artertials 2 45 890 1,780 8,900 17,800
4 46 1,370 2,740 13,700 27,400

Divided Collectors 2 51 1,040 2,080 10,400 20,800

4 52 1,425 2,850 14,250 28,500

6 53 2,100 4,200 21,000 42,000

Undivided Collectors 2 54 830 1,660 8,300 16,600

4 55 1,310 2,620 13,100 26,200

6 56 1,935 3,870 19,350 38,700

1-Way Principal Arterials 2 61 855 1,710 8,550 17,100
3 62 1,280 2,560 12,800 25,600

1-Way Minor Arterials 2 71 705 1,410 7,050 14,100
3 72 975 1,950 9,750 19,500

4 73 1,300 2,600 13,000 26,000

1-Way Collectors 2 81 565 1,130 5,650 11,300

3 82 780 1,560 7,800 15,600

4 83 1,040 2,080 10,400 20,800

1-Way Ramps 1 91 450 900 4,500 9,000

2 92 900 1,800 9,000 18,000

3 93 1,350 2,700 13,500 27,000

Centroid Connectors 2 99 700 1,400 7,000 14,000
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3.11.2 Transportation Modeling Process

There are several basic components of the transportation system that form the basis for the
transportation modeling process in tdetropolitanPlanning Area (fgure §. The MPA travel

demand model incorporates these components into a four step modeling process which includes
trip generation, trip distribution, mode choice, and traffic assignment. The interrelationship
between these steps within the overall transportation mgdetocess is summarized belawd
illustrated in kgure 7 It should be noted that the planning area does not have a large fixed route
transit service. Without this transit service the mode choice step of the modeling process is ignored.

Figure 6 Components of the Transportation Model
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Figure 7 Four Step Travel Demand Modeling Process
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Trip Generatior{Step 1)

Trip generation is the procedure utilized in developing an estimate of the total number of trips that
will travel to and from a particular area. Trip generation only addresses the total magnitude of trips
in the planning area and not the route they wiétal he planning analysis area, generally referred

to as a traffic analysis zon@AZ), could be as small as a census block or as large as several
thousand acres. Actual procedures used in making trip generation estimates vary widely, but in all
cases theestimate of total number of trips is related to the secmnomic data or land
characteristics of the traffic analysis zone,, iaecupied housing units, retail and ntail
employment, school enrollment, median household in¢amedorm rooms.

The MPO planning staff used a trip generation software program developed by the Alabama
Department of Transportation (ALDOT) to produce a tripagation file for use in the 201Evel
demand model. The following data files were imported into the ALDOT #1gemation software

to produce a production and attraction file for each traffic analysis zone in the planning area

1) Automobile Ownership File

2) HouseholdTrip Generation Curve
3) Production Factor Curve

4) Attraction Factor Curve

5) Road Type File

6) Income Rang File

7) Externa Traffic Count File

8) SocicEconomic File
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The trip generation program produces production and attraction data files (o) tsi
purposes. The sif6) trip purposes are:

Trip Purpose 1 Home Basd Work (HBW)
Trip Purpose 2 Home Basd Other (HBO)

Trip Purpose 3 Non-Home Basd (NHB)
Trip Purpose 4 Trucki Taxi (T-T)
Trip Purpose 5 Internali External (}E)

Trip Purpose 6 Externali External (EE)

Trip Distribution(Step 2)

Trip distributionaddresses the question of tbeation of the origin and destination of each trip.
This procedure does not address the issue of the individual route the trip will use traveling from
the origin or destination. The most widely used procedure for estimating the distributigas of tr

is the Gravity Model. This model assumes that the trips produced in a traffic analysis zone are
attracted to other traffic analysis zones in direct proportion to the attractions in the other traffic
analysis zones and inversely proportional to the distanceebattine traffic analysis zones. Trip
distribution establishes the overall travel patterns in the planning Eneaoutput from trip
distribution is a set of tables called trip tables that show travel flow between each pair of zones.

Traffic Assignmen{Step 3)

The traffic assignment process determines the actual route each trip will travel between its origin
and destination. This process assumes that the trip will be made along the route that will minimize
the time required to travel between théyior and destination traffic analysis zones. The traffic
assignment process recognizes that as traffic volume increases on a particuldetayseoccur

which increase the travel time along that particular route. Consequently as congestion on a route
increases, altert@ routes are selected. The 20ii§hway networkrepresented in the Decatur

MPA traffic assignment network is shown irgEre 8
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Figure 8

2015Traffic Assignment Network

2015 TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENT NETWORK
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Travel Demand ModeValidation

The objective of the travel demand model validation is to determine if the Trip Generation Model,
the Trip Distribution Model, and the Traffic Assignment Model, when agdpkccurately reflects

the 2015base year traffic conditions. The modeuld then provide reliable estimates for traffic
conditions associated with changes in the network system, and/or future development. The
following validation reorts were prepared for the 20tase year travel demand model,
summarized in Table7, Tableahd Table 9 below.

Table 7 2015Trip Generation Totals by Purpose
Trip Purpose Total Productions % of Total Trip Production
Home Based Work (HBW) 48,471 12.06/%
Home Based Other (HBO) 116,781 29.08%
Noni Home Based (NHB) 55,077 13.7%%
Trucki Taxi (T-T) 33,933 8.44%
Internali External (Ii E) 84,526 21.03%
Externali External (Ei E) 63,066 15.6%%
Total 401,854 100%
Table 8 Model Performance by Traffic Volume Groups
Volume Group 2015 Average 2015 Travel % Difference FHWA
Annual Daily Demand Model Target*
Count (AADT) Count
25,000 to 50,00( 946,500 900,890 5.06% 22%
10,000 to 25,00( 876,740 834,551 5.06% 25%
5,000 to 10,000 351,000 276,975 26.73% 29%
2,500 to 5,000 236,860 205,560 15.23% 26%
1,000 to 2,500 118,460 113,150 4.69% 47%
0 to 2,500 11,560 11,578 0.16% 60%
*Source NCHRP Report 255, FHWA
Table 9 Model Performance by Functional Classification
Functional 2015 Average 2015 Travel % Difference | FHWA
Classification Annual Daily Demand Model Target*
Count (AADT) Count
Interstate 143,380 139,770 2.58% 7%
Principal Arterial 636,350 599,249 5.83% 10%
Minor Arterial 298,700 273,309 8.50% 15%
Collector 194,630 160,242 17.67% 25%
Total 1,273,060 1,172,570 7.89%

* Source FHWA, Calibration and Adjustment of System Planning Models 1990

41



Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) is an important validation measure that indicates how closely
the assigned travel demd model volumes are to the 20&6tual ground countdhe Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) guidelines sean RMSE error of less thémirty (30) percent

is acceptable and, as seen in Trable 10 the 2015travel demand modelals a total RMSE
percentagerror of 1515 percent by facility typeWith thisRMSE percentagerror ratethe travel
demand model is performing very well.

%RMSE =((Model- Count) / (Number of Countsl)) *100
(Count / Number of Counts)

Table 10 Root Mean Squared % Error by Facility Type

Facility Type % RMSE Target
Interstate 6.91 15% or below
Principal Arterial 19.03 30% or below
Minor Arterial 23.17 45% or below
Collector 40.74 100% or below
Total 15.15 30% or below

Table 11 Vehicle Miles Traveled and Vehicle Hours Traveled by Functional Classification

Functional Classification VMT VHT
Interstate 673,212 9,756
Principal Arterial 1,295,012 27,243
Minor Arterial 326,289 8,243
Collector 348,725 8,920
Total 2,643,238 54,162

The coefficient of determinatior R? valug is a statistic that shows how well a regression line
represents the assignment model data. The desirab#&is0.88 or higher. Thealue of 09438
achieved for the 201&avel demand model illustrates the travel demand model counts have a
significant correlation with the actual gralinounts for the 201Base year

Validation Summary

Based on the validation process summaripetihe previous pages, the 20khase year etwork

was determined to be validated well within recommended standards. The Alabama Department of
Transportation (ALDOT) Metropolitan Planning Section reviewed the validation process for
accuracy and gavée notice to proceed to the 2045 future year miod@ctober 2020
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Existing Network Traffic Analysis

The 2015validated travel demand model is a tool used to analyze and evaluate the existing base
year highway network systerfihe 2015Average Daily Traffic Counts (AADT) provided by the
Alabama Department of Transportatiowere used in the validation procesas discussed in
previous sections. Upon completion of the validation process, the travel demand model was used
to determine the general level of service (LOS) conditions for each link ettinckhe highway
network (Figure 10. Roadways determined to be level of service E and F are operating at
unacceptable levels of service, and level of service D should be monitored on a regular basis to
determine when they would begin approaching unaabéptlevels. The roadways currently
operating at unaccetfike levels of service are shown Figure 10andlistedin Table 12

Figure 9 Level of Service (LOS) Descriptions

Level of Service (LOS) is a qualitative assessment ofid'smperating conditions. For the MPO
planning purposes, level of service is an indicator of the extent or degree of service provided by,
or proposed to be provided by, a facility based on and related to the operational characteristics of
the facility. Ths term refers to a standard measurement used by transportation officials which
reflects the relative ease of traffic flow on a scale of A to F, withffeee being rated LOSA and
congested conditions rated as L-BS

Level of Service Description

A 111 FREE FLOW. Low volumes and no delays
o STABLE FLOW. Speeds restricted by travel
B """"'“‘""""""""""ﬁ'—:ﬁ"""""""' conditions, minor delays
O o L STABLE FLOW. Speeds and maneuverability closely
C e ID“"‘"" controlled due to higher volumes

TL1) L] LLL] STABLE FLOW. Speeds considerably affected by
D ""El“_“l‘j""""""'Efﬂj""'iﬂfij"""' change in operating conditions. High density traffic

restncts maneuverability, volume near capacity

E L] (LD L0 LD UNSTABLE FLOW. Low speeds, considerable
A B L= AR === delay, volume at or sightly over capacity
CEET T T

LT
1[0 OO OO OO FORCED FLOW. Very low speads, volumes exceed
F IR T T T capacity, long delays with stop-and-go traffic
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Figure 10 Unacceptable Level of Service Roadways

2015 UNACCEPTABLE LEVEL OF SERVICE ROADWAY S

L‘J \
X 1 -—/@/
Vi
0 p—t ?
Trinity 50M.
> ¢
i 2 'ﬁ\'r \E
[
/’_‘ﬂ-”_
SN
|- 4y \ L
;\ M’:&stone S
93, Yng,
L— 2 cO
Decatur
e j
21 > .
{E ——1 &1 ,
o o 31
(@]
2|2
O ©
Sl o
oS .
2= b Priceville
- 67
/f
/.-—"
<3/
E ]
36)
e
36) \
Hartselle
\ =
LEVEL OF SERVICE (LOS)
— | OS E -
—ioSF N s
MAJOR ROADS
0 1 2 4 6 8 TENNESSEE RIVER
I I T 20 URBANIZED AREA
P0 Miles PRICEVILLE URBAN CLUSTER
. hn_‘_‘?n‘_z ' : PLANNING AREA
g Note: Urbanized Area and Priceville Urban Cluster delineated by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2010

Map Document Produced by the Staff of the Decatur Area Metropolitan Planning Organization

44

Basemap Source Data Provided by US Census Bureau and DecaturArea MPO



Table 12

Unacceptable Level of Service Roadways Table

MAP ID Level of
Roadway Roadway Segment Location (Figure 10) | Service (LOS)
U.S. ALT Hwy 72 / State Route 20 from U.S. Hwy 31 to Interstate 65 in Limeg
U.S. Alt 72 / State Route 20 County 1 E
U.S. ALT 72 / U.S. Hwy 31 / State Route 20 Church Street to State Route 20 in Limestone County 2 F
State Route 67 Country Club Road SE to Upper River Road 3 E
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4.0 Future Transportation System

23 CFR 450 requires a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) to include a miniwemty

(20) yea planning horizon for the LonBange Transportation Plan (LRTP). This LRTP includes
projections and traffic conditions for a thirg§0) year time frame to 20b. The same cedures

for analyzing the 2018xisting traffic conditions were employed to evaluate and analyze future
traffic conditions to the year of 204 order to evaluate and analyze the future traffic conditions,

the travel demand model nuse updated to reflect the 204®mcioeconomic projections, future

land use development, and transportation network system assumptions for the planning area. The
following sections discusses future planning efforts and provides-eocimomic data projections

used to estimate future travel demand through proposed changes to land use.

4.1 Metropolitan Planning Area Review

The DecatuAreaMetropolitan Planning OrganizatigMPO)reviewed its Metropolitan Planning

Area (MPA) Boundary in the initial stages of deymitent of the LRTP. The MPA Boundary is
defined by the Policy Board of the MPO along with the Alabama Department of Transportation
(ALDOT), and includes areas that are expected to become urban in the next(R@ysars.

During this process the MPO sta#fnalyzed future land use documents, infrastructure
improvements (water and sewer), and planned and proposed transportation improvements for
potential inclusion into the planning area.

4.2 Land Use

The MPO planning staff worked closely with cities, towns, and counties within the planning area
and other state and federal agencies to identify existing and future land use in the planning area.
This evaluation includethe base 2018ata éee ®ction 3.4, local comprehensive plans, zoning
ordinances, growth management plans, building permit data, throughway plans, downtown re
development plans, streetscape plans, economic development plans and studies, utility
infrastructure plans, annexation plans ahdlies, environmental studies, other transportation
plans and studies, and base realignment and closure plans and studies (BRAC). These plans and
studies were used to predict where growth is likely to take place over the nex3Bjiygars in

the planing area. These plans and studies were also used to help identify which traffic analysis
zones would gain or lose occupied housing, retail anetet@ii employmentor school enroliment

in 2045

4.3 SocicEconomic Data Projections

The Metropolitan Plannin@rganizationMPO) collects and uses projected seemnomic data

for the development of the future travel demand in the planning area. By collecting, analyzing, and
making future projections with soeeronomic data, the MPO staff can estimate wherg@lpeo

will live, work, shop, and go to school. This sceiconome data is the basis for the 20¢&vel
demand model. The travel demand model uses the-soomomic data to simulate future travel
patterns and movements which helps to identify future tcatefipn system needs.
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The staff of the Metropolitan Planning Organizat{@tPO) prepared the SociBconomic Data
Projections using the land use characteristics descib8ection 4.2above. These projections
were aggregated to the traffic analysis 21€AZ) using considerations such density of
developmentthe suitability of vacant lanénd growth experienced in past plans and studes.
following factorswere projected for the 2046ture year:

Occupied Housing Units
Median Household Incoen
Retail Employment

Noni Retail Employment
School Enroliment

Dorm Rooms

= =4 =4 -8 -8 -9

Each primary land use noted above and its corresponding quantity withinAaamthe planning
area for 2045 is listed in Table balow:

Table 13 2045SocicEconomic Data Projections

Primary Land Use Total 2045
Occupied Housing Units 50,248
Median Household Income $45,255
Retail Employment 13,838
Non-Retail Employment 55,350
School Enrollment 24,496
Dorm Rooms 50

It should be notethat the median household income was assumed to remain constant over the
thirty (30) year period of this plan. It is fully recognized that there will be a significant increase in
the income in most, if not all, of the planning area thrahghforecastegiear of 2045However,

most of this increase in income will be the result of inflation and not significantly increased buying
power. It can be assumed that income growth due to inflation does not yield a corresponding
change in the number of trips genedat®y a household. The trip generation rates used in this
planning area are based on 2@idme data. Therefore in order to discount the effects of inflation
and eliminate the need for adjustments to the trip generation rates, it was decided to hold the
median household income constant floe thirty (30) year period of this plan.
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4.4  Future Traffic Analysis

The 2015salidated base year travel demand model was used to forecast and analyze travel patterns,
and identify roadway deficieras in the planning area 2045 In order to analyze travel patterns

and identif roadway deficiencies, the 201&lidated base year model was updated to include
projected socigeconomic data that reflects land use and travel assumgdbo the planning area

in 2045. The 204%and use and travel assumptions were used to develop(8)reavel demand
models:

1 ExistingPlus CommittedE+C) Network (Section 4.4.1)
1 2045FutureNetwork (Section 7.3
1 2045Visionary Network(Section 7.41)

4.4.1 Existing Plus Committed Network (E+C)

The Existing Plus Committed E+C) Network includes the 201%ase year network plus any
completedccapacitytransportation projects from 20 to 20150r any committedapacityprojects
in the design phase that are included in the Transportation Improvemerdr?r@gP)through
Fiscal Year 2015. Tw¢2) transportatiorprojects were added to the 204ase year network to
form the E+C network. Thegwojects are listed indble 14below:

Table 14 Existing Plus Committed Network Transportation Projects
Project Description Project Year
Additional Lanes on Spring Avenue 2015- 2016

Additional Lanes on Hudson Memorial

Bridge (North Boundridge Only) 2015

The ExistingPlus CommittedE+C) TransportatiorNetwork was used to evaluate and daiee

traffic conditions in 2045The E+C network identifies future transportation needs based on control
measurements such as level of service (LOS) and travel times. A comparison of the existing and
future roadway conditions indicates that roadways with existing deficiencies (level of service E
and F) will get progressivglworse inthe future. Figure 9 on page 48/es a description and
definition of level of service. Table Idives a detailed descriptiaof thecongested roadways for

the 2045e+C transportation network. Also,dgure 11shows the location of congested roadways
based on the volume/capacity ratio.
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Figure 11 2045Existing Plus Committed Transportation Network Levelof Service
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Table 15 2045Existing Plus Committed Transportation Network Level of Service

MAP ID Level of
Roadway Roadway Segment Location (Figure 11)| Service (LOS)
U.S. ALT 72/ State Route 20 Interstate 65 to Wilson Street 1 F
Wilson Street Oak Street to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 2 F
U.S. ALT 72/ State Route 20 Plugs Drive to Construction Road 3 E
U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue Wilson Street to 14th Street 4 E,F
State Route 67 / Beltine Road Old Moulton Road to Westmead Drive 5 E
Modaus Road Danvile Road to State Route 67 / Beltine Road 6 E,F
14th Street Austinvile Road to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 7 E, F
U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue Flint Road to State Route 67 / Beltine Road 8 E
Central Parkway State Route 67 / Beltine Road to Cedar Lake Road 9 E
Cedar Lake Road Central Parkway to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 10 E,F
State Route 67 U.S. Highway 31 to Interstate 65 11 E,F
State Route 67 Derby Drive to Friendship Road 12 E
Interstate 65 State Route 67 to State Route 36 13 E
U.S. Highway 31 Sexton Road to Red Bank Road 14 E,F
U.S. Highway 31 Vaughn Bridge Road to State Route 36 15 E
State Highway 36 Sparkman Street to Peachtree Road 16 E,F
State Highway 36 Pucket Road to U.S. Highway 31 17 E
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5.0 Descriptions, Needs, and Strategies for each
Transportation Mode

51 Air

Descriptioni The Planning Area iserved by thre€3) airports. Two(2) of the airports, Pryor

Field in Limestone County and Hartselle/Morgan County Regional Airport, are general aviation
airports. The planning area is also served by an international airport. The Huntsville International
Airport, located fourteer(14) miles from downtown Decatur, serves general aviation needs,
commercial passenger service, and cargo operations for North Alabama and Southern Tennessee.

Needs

1 Enhancement of roadwaysamsit services, and pedestriainycle facilities to and from
all airports in the planning area
1 Collaboraton with local planning agenciesd the airport authorities

Strategies to address needs

1 Continue to plan, enhance, and repair roadways that provide access to all airports as
fundingbecomes available

1 Continue to plan, enhance transit services, and pedestrian/bicycle access to all airports as
funding becomes available

1 Continue to collaborate with the general public, local planning agencies, and airport
authorities on enhancing and imping access to all airports

5.2 Bicycle

Description- The Metropolitan Planning OrganizatigMPO) is working with local committees

and organizations to enhance and improve bicycle facilities throughout the planning area. In the
past, transportation eahcement grants have been used to construct bicycle facilities in the
planning area. The planniragea is geographically compastough to allow people to utilize the
bicycle as an alternative mode of transportation.

Needs

Bicycle educationalféorts

Roaway suitability aalysis

Additional and improved bicycletilities

Bicycle ridership promotion

Bicycle facility accessibility (including trasland facilities that are linked to each other)

= =4 =4 4
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Strategies to address needs

T

)l
1

5.3

Continue to plan, enhance, byifthd repair bicycle facilities as funding becomes
available

Continue to work with federal, statand local officials concerning bicycle related
solutions and issues in the planning area

Encourage local governments and schools to promote bicycle usagepianning area
Encourage bicycle facilities inclusion, when feasible, in all new transportation projects
Continue to work with local officialand the general public to implemehe2015

Bicycle andPedestrian Plan (BPP)

Continue to seek funding throufgderal, state, and local sources

Encourage and educate the general public concerning bicycle safety

Pedestrian

Descriptioni Sidewalks are available in various locations throughout the planning area, with the
highest concentration in the downtowentral business district (CBD) and historic neighborhoods

of Decatur and Hartselle. Many of the new developments in the planning area are requiring
sidewalks as part of their overall plan. Several of the schools in the planning area are also
pedestrian a@ssible.

Needs

= =4 4 A

Promote pedestrian facilities that link different types of land uses

Promote and educate the general public on pedestrian safety

Add more pedestrian facilities such as sidewalks, bridges, and walking trails
New developments that are pediest friendly

Strateqgies to address needs

Continue to plan, enhance, build, and repair pedestrian facilities

Continue to work with federal, state, and local officials on the promotion of pedestrian
facilities

Continue to seek funding opportunities fadestrian facilities

Continue to work with federal, state, and local officials on education and safety involving
pedestrian movements in the planning area

Continue to work with local anithe general public on the implementatafithe 205

Bicycle andPecestrian fan (BPP)
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5.4 Railroads

Descriptioni The Planning Area is served by tw®) major rail lines. CSX Transportation
Corporation has the primary norslouth line and NorfokSouthern Corporation has the primary
eastwest line running through th@anning area. Both corporations have major rail yard facilities
located in the City of Decatur. The CSX Railroad Bridge located in the planning area is a major
crossing for the Tennessee River andweerage forty40)trains a day travel through the planning

area An Intermodal Rail Center is located adjacent to the Huntsville International Airport and is
used by local industries to ship both raw materials and finished products throughout the world. A
Railroad Quiet Zoe is located in the Bank Street area in the City of Decatur. This railroad noise
mitigation measure provides local businesses and adjoining neighborhoods a safe corridor by
which to cross the rail line.

Needs

Railroad crossing enhancements and safetgsures

Railroad noise identification anditigation

Improve data on rail operations in the planning area

Improve Intermodal access and facilities in the region

Improveaccess for vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians across rail facilities in the
planningarea

=A =4 -4 A -4

Strategies to address needs

1 Continue to support and enhance Railroad Crossing Safety Programs

1 Continue to encourage and support Railroad Noise Identification and Mitigation
programs in the planning area

1 Continue to plan, enhance, and bdritghsportation projects that aid rail operations in the
planning area

1 Continue to work with federal, state, and local officials on rail issues in the planning area

5.5 Freight

Description- The planning area is served Agproximatelytwenty-one (21) trucking terminals
andnumerous industries, distribution centers, and shipping providers. The planning area serves as
a regional hub for freight operations in North Alabama. The planning area is served by numerous
federal, state, and lochighways, whichareused for freight movement throughout the region, as

well as a navigable waterway, the Tennessee River.

Needs

1 Safe and #icient transportation network system including roadways and ports
1 Freight movement and managementy
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1 Enhancedntermodal transptation network including rail, air, truckand water

Strategies to address needs

T

=

5.6

Continue to enhance, bujldnd maintain transportation projects for the safe and efficient
movement of freight in and through the planning area

Development and maintenanaka Freight Movement Study

Evaluate the existing transportation network system to identify roadway deficiencies
Continue to work with federal, statecal officials, and industries on freight issues and
solutions

Public Transit

Descriptioni The Public Transit service in the planning area is operated and managed by the
NARCOG Regional Transit Agend§RTA), under theauspices of the North Central Alabama
Regional Council of Governments. NARGOG RDperates twd2) major programs of public
transit services, which are the 5307 urban program and the 5311 rural program.

Needs

= =4 4 -4 8 8 5 2

More urban and rural transit routes

Extended hours of operation (nights/weekends)
Increase funding (federal, state, local, fares)
Employment based needs (home to work)
VanPools

Transit services to and from other regions
Downtown Circulars

Park and Ride lots

Strategies to address needs
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Promote new and existing transit routes

Continue to work with federal, state, and local officials on new funding opportunities
Maintainand update the comprehensive transit plan

Promote transit related services such as park and ride, van pools, and work related transit
operations

Enhance transit facilities

Maintain and update transit fleet and equipment

Promote downtown circulars

Work with other serviceroviders on transit related operations
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5.7 Highways

Descriptioni The transportation network in the planning area includ89.56 miles of
functionally classified roadway$he Federal Functional Classification is dividetb groups that

provide vehicle capacity and access to adjacent land uses. Interstates have the greatest vehicle
capacity; Principal Arterials have the next highest vehicle capacity while collectors have the
greatest access to adjacent land uses. Iir twdee eligible for federal fundingnd to be included

in this LongRange Transportation Plan, a roadway must be designated a major coll@ttove.

Needs

Capacityand congestioneeds

Reduce traffic accidents

Intelligent Transportation Syste(iTS) for the Tennessee River bridges
Access Management Plan and Procedures

Highway safety promotion andlecation

Reduce air missions

Maintenance of the existing highway system
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Strategies to address needs

1 Continue to plan, maintajmndbuild new highwayprojects when funding is available

1 Continue to work with federal, statecal officials and the general public on capacity
and congestion needs in the planning area

1 Continue to work with federal, state, local officisdsd the general public on the
promotion and education of highway traffic safety

1 Develop and maintain access management plansranddures

1 Continue to work with local and state law enforcement agencies to reduce traffic
accidents in the planning area

1 Continue to work with federal, statend local officials on funding opportunities for
transportation projects in the planning area

1 Continue to work with federal, statnd local officials on reducing air emissions in the
planning area

1 Develop an Intelligent Transportation SystéiS) to improve safety in the planning
area
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6.0 Financial Plan

The FAST Actlegislation requires MPOs to include adnrcial plan as part of the LoiRange
Transportation Plan (LRTP). The MPO is expected to provide reasonable posfeestimates to
ensue the MPO and local stakeholders hdke financial capacity to implement the planned
transportéion improvements contained ire&ion 7.0 of this plan.

6.1 Revenue Forecasts

The Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT) developed the prdjemtene forecasts
for the 2045Long-Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). Theaweuwe forecasts were based on
historical funding averages or allotments of funding for roadway psojed¢heplanning area

These averages or allotmentare further dividedinto either Capacity projects or ghway
Operationand Maintenancerojects based on the percentage of these types of {srojeer the
historical averagesThe Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT) defines a capacity
project as any project that@sla new general purpose lane on existing roadways or adds new
roadways to the network system to increzegeacity. Highway mintenancend operation projects

are defined as projects that add turn lanes on existing roadways, realign existing roadways, add
upgrade traffic signals, add or replace bridgesesurface/widen secondary roadways in order to
improve safety and maintain the existing roadway network system.

Based upon the uncertainty of future funding amounts through the HighwayFhnst(HTF),

and a large matenance effort proposed by thate, the Alabama Department of Transportation
(ALDOT) has made a decision to spandre dollars omperationsand maintenangerojects over

the next twentyfive (25) years. Because of this, the AlabamapBrtment of Transportation
(ALDOT) will be limiting its spending fotapacityprojects, while dedicating the remaining funds

to maintenance and operations projects. The Decatur MPO will use its own dedicated Surface
Transportation Pragm funds for bothapacity andnaintenance and operations projects.

The Alabama Department of Transportation (ALDOT) also provides projected revenue forecasts
for transit projets in the planning area for 204bhese revenue forecasts are calculttedsame

as the roadway revenue forecasts meetioabove. This revenue forecast includes transit
operations, preventative maintenarmed capital costs.

Table 16 lists the Forecasté@deral Capacity, Maintenance/Operatjoasd Trasit Funding

allocatons for 2045 This table was developed B®AM.DOT. Table 17lists the fedeal funding
amounts and the stabe local matchHor 2045
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Table 16 2045ForecastedrFederal Capacty, Maintenance/Operations, Transit Funding, and State Allocations

2045 Long Range Transportation Plan Forecasted Federal, State and Local Funding

Funding Categories | Federal Funds| State Funds| Local Funds | Total

MPO Surface Transportation Attributable | $44,303,619 | | $11,075,905 | $55,379,523.75

Capacity Projects (All other Surface
Transportation Programs) $38,129,095 | $9,532,274 $47,661,369

Operations and Maintenance Projects (All

other Surface Transportation Programs) $79,455,569 | $19,863,892 $99,319,461
Transit Projects | $23,319,419 | | $5,829,855 | $29,149,274
State Projects (State Funding Only) | | $1,648,190 | |  $1,648,190
Grand Total | $185,207,702| $31,044,356] $16,905,760 | $233,157,817.5(
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Table 17 Description of Funding Categories

Matching Requirements

Funding Category Eligibility Requirements Federal State or Local

Interstate Maintenance Facttilties located on the Interstate Highway Systgm 90% 10%
Facilties that are designated that are importatnt tg

National Highway System nation's economy, defense and mobility 80% 209

Surface Transportation (Any Area) Roads Classified as a Major Collector or Above 80% 20%

Surface Transportation (Other Area) Roads Classified as a Major Collector or Above 80% 209
Must meet ARC requirements and eligiblity for

Appalachian classified routes 80% 209
Structurally Deficient or Functionally Obsolete Brid

Bridge on any Public Roadway 80% 209

Safety Any Public Roadway 90% 10%

Congressional Special Projects Roads Classified as a Major Collector or Above 80% 209%

Surface Transportation (Other Area) DedicatefRoads Classified as a Major Collector or Above 80% 209
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6.2 Estimated LRTP Project Costs

The estimagd project costs were providedhen availableby the projected sponsor. If the
estimategroject costs were not providetthe MPO staff estimated the total project costs including
preliminary engineering, righaf-way acquisition, utilitiesand construction as follows:

! $2.0to $2.5 million per centerlimeile

1 $2.5to 3.5 million per centéne mile if elevated

1 $3.5to $50 million per centerlinenile if the road is in an urban environment (a
retrofit)

All project costs are adjted for inflation per FAST Actequirements. Theurrentinflation rate
according to ALDOT standardss calculaed atone (1) percentannually.

6.3 Financial Constrained Planning Requirement

Under the requirements of the FA®\ct, the MPO must adom Financially Constrained Plan
showing future transportation projects that can be fundigal revenues that are reasonably
expected to be available during the planning period.

6.4 Other Revenue

The DecaturArea MPO will continue to look for other forms of revenue to enhance the
transportation system in the planning area. This includesgppiiiate partnerships, toll facilities,
industrial access funding, impact feemnd bonds to help witlshortfalls of funding for
transportation projects in the planning area.
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7.0 Transportation Improvements

This section identifies transportatigorojects slected for the 2042RTP as a result of the
transportation planning process. Included is the listing of financially constrained projects and a
visionary project listing. These projects will provide solutions to address the movement of people,
goods, and services thughout the planning area in 204bhe LRTP is updated every fi\(8)

years to reflect changes in so@oonomic data, traffic conditionand transportation needs in the
planning area.

7.1 Project Selection(Financially Constrained)

In order to select transportation projeats inclusion into the 2048ong-Range Transportation
Plan, the following projet selectiorcriteria was used:

Safety and Security

Roadway Defiencies, Level of Service (existing and future)
Cost Effectiveness

Funding Availability

Environmental Issues

Local Commitment and Support
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In order to identify roadway deficiencigw/o (2) travel demand models were developedientify
future roadway deficiencies in the planning arBlae ExistingPlus Committed (E+Chetwork
and the 204Betwork are summarized below.

The ExistingPlus Committed (E+C) network represents existing and future roadway projects for
which a committed funding source exists. The E+C network also includes projects that have been
constructed, oare significantly complet between the base year of 2@l the current year of

2020 The E+C network was discussed in detail in Section 4.4.1 ofltltisment. Figure 11 on

page 4%hows the level of service (LOS) for the E+C network.

The 2015 network was created using 2046cioceconomic data and includethancially
constrainedprojects needed for future travel demand in the planning area. These projects were
proposed based on the above mentioned criteria and comments from local governments
stakeholder groups, general public commeatsl roadway deficiencies identified in the E+C
network.

The following section (Section 7.2) details the selected financially constrained projects along with
their descriptions and a balance sheet.
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7.2 Project Descriptions and Balance Sheet

The projects for the 204BRTP were @veloped using the previous 20U8TP, the current
transportation improvement plan, the project selection and prioritization c(Bexiéion 7.1)the
travel demand model ressiland analysis, and the public participation process outlined in this plan
(Section 8)

Based on the funding estimatdor thethirty (30) year period of 2015 to 2044 total of
$161,888,283federal funds) will be avkible forcapacity andperationfmaintenancerojects
for the planning area. Total federal transit funding for the same time frame \$#3819,419
this will continue funding foroperating, maintenancend capital costs at the current level of
funding. The MPO has control for theelection of projects included in the Surfaceamsportation
Programi Attributable (STPOA) funding category. This funding category Hagal projeced
revenue of $44,30819for capacity andperationgnaintenanc@rojects from2015 to 2045All
projects in other funding categories are selected by ALDOT in conjunction with theBée&use
of uncertainty of future federalufiding, and an emphasis by thtatg to have a large
operationfmaintenanceeffort, the Alabama Department of Transpoidn (ALDOT) will be
limiting its spenéhg on capacity projects

The MPO has also pladean emphasis opnperationfmaintenancen the selection of projects
contained in the Surface dmsportation Prograr Attributable (STPOA) funding category.
Capacityand operatiomaintenancerojects that araentified inthe MPO Portafrom 2015 to

2025 are included n the constrained funding tabl@able 173. All other capacity and
operatiomaintenanceprojects identifiedbut not contained within the financiallgonstrained

tables will be shown in the visionary project taplable D).

Bicycling and walking are viable transportation alternatives throughout many communities within
the North Alabama Region. In the project selection process, bicyclingeaiestrian facilities will

be contained within the scope of all projects unless one of the following exceptional circumstances
occurs:

1 If bicyclists and pedestrians are prohibited by law from using the roadway. In this
instance, an effort may be necesdargccommodate bicyclists and pedestrians
elsewhere within the rigkaf-way or within the same transportation corridor.

1 If the cost of establishing bikeways or walkways would be excessively disproportionate
to the ned or probable use.

In January2015, he Decatur Area MPO Policy Board adopted the 2015 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan (BPP). The BPP contains a listing of projects that are bicycle and pedestrian specific, without
regard to any specific roadway projethis listing can be found iBection 9.6f this document,

as well as in Appendix G of tt#915 Bicycle and Pedestrian Plarhich can be obtained from the

MPO website:

https://www.cityofdecatural.comégartments/metropolitaplanningorganization/
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Table 17 lists financially constrained capacity amdaintenance andperations projects for the
2045LRTP. This tableis divided by funding categorgnd includs the following details:

ALDOT Project Number

Project Type

Project Description

Project Sponsor

Project Status

Time Frame

Scope

Length

Program Year

Project Cost$ Year of Expenditure (federal cost, state or local cost, and total cost)
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Figure 12contains map locations of financially constrair@djectsin the planning area fahe
2045LRTP.
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Table 18

2045Long-RangeProjects (Financially Constrained)

Surface Transportation Attributable Projects (Capacity and Operations and Maintenance)

Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)

ALDOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsor|  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) | Year Federal State Local Total
100033425 Capacity [ Add Lanes on CR-43 (Spring Ave) From Day Road to Cedar Lake RD s( Decatur Authorized TIP CN 1.92 2018 $9,438,688 $2,359,672| $11,798,36(
100043404 Capacity SR-67 and West of SR-3 Decatur Authorized TIP uT 1.92 2016 $2,485,731 $621,433 | $3,107,164
100069660 Capacity Hartsele Authorized TIP PE 0.5 2020 $80,000 $20,000 $100,000
100069661 Capacity . . Hartsele Planned TIP RW 0.5 2021 $12,241 $3,061 $15,302
Int tion | it Vaughn Bridge Road at SR-3 (US-31
100069662 | Capaciy nersection improvements on vaughn Bricge Road a ( Hartsele | Planned | TIP uT 05 | 2021 | $29,869 $7,467 | $37,336
100069663 Capacity Hartsele Planned TIP CN 0.5 2021 $571,256 $142,814 $714,070
100070845 O& M Morgan County| Authorized TIP PE 0.3 2020 $32,000 $8,000 $40,000
100070846 0O&M | Replace Roadway Culvert and Approaches on West Morgan Road over| Morgan County| Planned TIP RW 0.3 2021 $50,096 $12,524 $62,620
100070847 0&M Creek Morgan County| Planned TIP uT 0.3 2022 $109,080 $27,270 $136,350
100070848 O& M Morgan County| Planned TIP CN 0.3 2022 $639,936 $159,984 $799,920
Resurface and Stripe CR-606 (Old Highway 24) from the West Town Lim .
100059679 O& M CR-204 (Woodal Road) Trinity Completed TIP CN 2.93 2015 $406,897 $101,724 $508,621
100062270 | o&m | Resurace South Greenway Dr”‘zsﬁsn;‘g'd HWY 24 to Gordon Terry Par) Competed  TIP CN 087 | 2016 | $245.408 $61,352 | $306,760
100069658 O& M . . y Trinity Authorized TIP PE 2.75 2020 $12,800 $3,200 $16,000
100069659 | oM | Resurfacing on North Seneca Drive from Old HWY 24 to SR-20 (US-7 Trinty | Authorized] _ TIP CN 275 | 2020 | $392,704 | $243 | $97.933 | $490,880
100071485 O& M Resurfacing on CR-684 (Church Street) from Somerville Road to Rivery Decatur Planned TIP PE 0.41 2021 $101,000 $25,250 $126,250
100071486 o&M Avenue Decatur Planned TIP CN 0.41 2022 $707,000 $176,750 $883,750
Capacity Hartselle Planned TIP PE 0.5 2022 $120,000 $30,000 $150,000
Capacity . . Hartselle Planned TIP RW 0.5 2022 $160,000 $40,000 $200,000
- Int tion | ts at SR-36 and Lando Cain Road
Capaciy niersection improvements & and tando Lan Roa Hartsele | Planned | TIP uT 05 | 2023 | $80,000 $20,000 | $100,000
Capacity Hartselle Planned TIP CN 0.5 2023 $680,000 $170,000 $850,000
o&M ) ) Priceville Planned TIP PE 2022 $24,000 $6,000 $30,000
o0& M Resurfacing Bethel Road from Lynnwood Circle to SR-67 Pricevile Planned TIP CN 2023 | $760,477 $190,119 | $950,596
O& M . . Priceville Planned TIP PE 2022 $10,000 $2,500 $12,500
O& M Resurfacing Cave Springs Road from Bethel Road to Sunset Acres Av Pricovile Planned TP eN 2023 $240,819 $60.204 $301.023
O& M Resurfacing Skidmore Road Priceville Planned TIP PE 2023 $8,000 $2,000 $10,000
0& M 9 Priceville Planned TIP CN 2023 $191,104 $47,776 $238,880
o&M Intersection Improvements at US 31 and Cedar Lake Road Decatur Planned LRTP Pinlzvg’NUT 0.25 2025 $520,000 $130,000 $650,000
. . . PE, RW, UT|
Capacity Intersection Improvements at SR-67 and Upper River Road Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2026 $1,920,000 $480,000 | $2,400,000
. . . . . PE, RW, UT|
Capacity | Intersection Improvements at the Intersection of Milner Street and Georg|a1 Strelrtselle Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2027 $480,000 $120,000 | $600,000
Capacity | Intersection Improvements at the Intersection of Old Hwy 24 and Woodall[Road Trinity Planned LRTP PEa’nEVg’NUT 0.25 2028 $480,000 $120,000 $600,000
. . . . PE, RW, UT|
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Memorial Drive and Moulton Street Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2029 $1,600,000 $400,000 | $2,000,000
. . . . L PE, RW, UT|
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Skidmore and Cave Springs Road Pricevile Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2030 $400,000 $100,000 $500,000
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Old Moulton Road and McEntire Lane [ Morgan County| Planned LRTP PEa‘n'ng’NUT 0.25 2030 $480,000 $120,000 $600,000
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Old Moulton Road and Shady Grove Lape  Decatur Planned LRTP Pin'zvg’NUT 0.25 2031 $480,000 $120,000 $600,000
Capaciy Intersection Improvements on SR-67 at Marco Drive, Robinson Street Pricevile Planned LRTP PE, RW, UT| 075 2031 $2.400,000 $600,000 | $3,000,000
Pleasant Acres Road and CN
o&M Resurface Miner Street from SR-36 to Georgia Street Hartsele Planned LRTP Pli,nIZVéNUT 0.5 2033 $400,000 $100,000 $500,000
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Surface Transportation Attributable Projects (Capacity and Operations and Maintenance) Continued

Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)

ALDQOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsor|  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) | Year Federal State Local Total
O&M Resurface Mount Tabor Road from Thompson Road to SR-36 Morgan County| Planned LRTP PF;,nI;V(\;,NUT 2 2035 $2,400,000 $600,000 | $3,000,000
. . L PE, RW, UT|
O&M Intersection Improvements at SR-67 and Marsha Drive Pricevile Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2035 $800,000 $200,000 | $1,000,000
0& M Resurface Central Parkway SW from Gordon Drive to Beltine Road Decatur Planned LRTP Plznlzvc\/:,'\lUT 2036 $4,800,000 $1,200,000( $6,000,000
. PE, RW, UT|
0& M Resurface Barkley Bridge Road from Nance Ford Road to Salem Road  Hartselle Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2037 | $1,200,000 $300,000 | $1,500,000
) L PE, RW, UT|
o&M Intersection Improvements at SR-67 and Deere Road Decatur/PncewIlelz Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2038 $2,000,000 $500,000 | $2,500,000
. N ] kl PE, RW, UT
O&M Intersection Improvements at SR-67 and Wiliams Lane Decatur\Pricevile Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2039 $960,000 $240,000 | $1,200,000
. . PE, RW, UT|
O&M Intersection Improvements at Barkley Bridge Road and Groover Roaf  Hartselle Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2040 $500,000 $125,000 $625,000
0& M Resurface Cedar Lake Road SW from Spring Avenue to US Hwy 31 Decatur Planned LRTP Pi‘,nF;V(\/:,'\lUT 1.5 2041 $480,000 $120,000 $600,000
; PE, RW, UT|
0o&M Resurface Mil Road SE from Old HWY 31 to U.S. 31 Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2042 $320,000 $80,000 $400,000
. PE, RW, UT|
o&M Resurface Gordon Drive SW/SE from West Moulton Street to 4th Avenug SE Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 1 2043 $560,000 $140,000 $700,000
. . . PE, RW, UT|
O&M Intersection Improvements at Indian Hils Road and Red Bank Road Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 0.25 2043 $400,000 $100,000 $500,000
PE, RW, UT|
O&M Resurface Nance Ford Road from Salem Road to U.S. 31 Hartselle Planned LRTP and CN 2.5 2043 $640,000 $160,000 $800,000
o&M Resurface Mountain Home Road from North Seneca Drive to the Lawrg Trinity Planned LRTP PE, RW, UT| 1 2043 $560,000 $140,000 $700,000
County Line and CN
Capaciy Intersection Improvements at Danvile Road and Vestavia Drive Decatwr | Planned | LRTP Pin'zvg}\lm 05 | 2044 | $800,000 $200,000 | $1,000,000
. . ] . PE, RW, UT|
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Danvile Road and Chapel Hil Road Decatur Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2044 $800,000 $200,000 | $1,000,000
. . . PE, RW, UT|
Capacity Intersection Improvements at Garner Road and Blue Ridge Road Hartselle Planned LRTP and CN 0.5 2045 $320,000 $80,000 $400,000
Project Estimated Total $44,289,106 $11,072,033 $55,361,382
Forecasted 2045 Total (Federd $44,303,619
Balance $14,513
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Surface Transportation Pro

ects (All Other Surface Transportation Programs)

Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)
ALDOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsorl  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) [ Year Federal State Local Total
Operations and Maintenance Projects
100049716 | O &M ALDOT _ |Authorized| _ TIP PE 0.25 | 2015 | $314,962 | $78,740 $393,702
100049716 | O &M ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP PE 0.25 | 2015 | $405,038 | $101,260 $506,298
100049717 | O &M - ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP RW 0.25 | 2019 | $57,724 | $14,431 $72,155
100049718 | oam | replce Southbound Bridge Bin 000882 SR-3 (US-31) over Cedar Ci— '5or T Auorized] TP uT 025 | 2019 | $269,106 | $67,276 $336,382
100061816 | O &M ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP CN 025 | 2017 | $668,171 $167,042 | $835,213
100049719 | O &M ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP CN 0.25 | 2020 | $3,218,636| $804,659 $4,023,295
100061284 O &M | Curb Ramp Installations and Modifications on SR-20 SR-36 and SR-3 (U ALDOT Authorized TIP CN 0 2018 $120,000 $30,000 $150,000
100061284 | O &M in Morgan County and SR-53 ALDOT __ | Authorized| _ TIP CN 0 2018 | $156,762 | $39,190 $195,952
100066743 | O &M . ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP FM 8.32 | 2019 | $172,000 | $43,000 $215,000
100066743 | O&M Resurfacing on SR-36 from I-65 to SR-67 ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP FM 8.32 | 2019 | $1,236,505| $309,126 $1,545,631
100067272 O &M |Paint Retrofit Bridge Rails and Replace Bearing Assemblies on |-65 Bridge ALDOT Authorized TIP PE 1.88 2019 $405,000 $45,000 $450,000
100042493 | O &M the Tennessee River BIN 01882 and 010883 ALDOT Planned TIP CN 1.88 | 2022 | $10,192,869] $1,132,541] $11,325,410
100067287 | O &M ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP PE 0.1 | 2019 | $565,600 | $141,400 $707,000
100071954 | O &M | Bridge Replacement Bins 006153 and 001391 on SR-3 (US-31) over N ALDOT Planned TIP RW 0.1 | 2021 | $323,200 | $80,800 $404,000
100071966 | O &M Southern ALDOT Planned TIP uT 0.1 | 2021 | $161,600 | $40,400 $202,000
100037845 | O &M ALDOT Planned TIP CN 0.1 | 2022 | $4,994,899 | $1,248,725 $6,243,624
100068589 | O &M - . ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP PE 0. | 2019 | $12,500 $12,500 | $25,000
Interchange Lighting (LED Retrofi) on 1-65 at SR-36 (Exit 328 : : :

100068590 | O &M nterchange Lighting (LED Retroft) on I-65 a ( ) ALDOT | Authorized]  TIP CN 0.1 | 2019 | $236572 $236,572 | $473,144

Resurface SR-20 from State Docks Road STA 210+00 (MP65.261) to
100066519 | O&M | Avenue NW STA 319+35 (MP67.3260 with 3 Norfok Southern Rairod ~ ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP FM 2.07 | 2019 | $2,063,744| $515,936 $2,579,680

Crossings Profile Adjustments
100066778 | 0gm |Resurfacingon SR-20 (US-72A) flom 36 Mie Bast of Lawrence County Ll 5 oyt | aAthorized| TP FM 36 | 2019 | $1,767,019| $441,755 $2,208,774
West of SR-67 (State Docks Road)
100066932 | O &M |Resurface SR-67 from MP 24.050 just South of SR-36 to MP 35.670jus| _ ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP FM 1162 | 2020 | $2,113,631| $528,408 $2,642,039
100066932 | O &M of Indian Hils Road ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP FM 11.62 | 2020 | $500,000 | $125,000 $625,000
Resurfacing on SR-36 From SR-3 (US-31) (MP 21.136) to West End of .
100068237 | O &M ALDOT  |Authorized|  TIP FM 242 | 2020 910,772 | $227,693 1,138,465
65 Bridge (MP 23.555) Including CXS Rairoad Crossing uthorize $910, $227, $1,138,
100068239 | O &M Resurface SR-3 (US-31) from SR-36 to South End of Fint Creek Bridje ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP FM 371 | 2020 | $1,652,494| $413,123 $2,065,617
100068243 | 0 gm | ResuracingonSR-20 (US'JiAw;STO'fE 6":_:"6 Westof SR3(US-31)10l ) por | Authorized|  TIP FM 271 | 2020 | $1,192,664| $298,166 $1,490,830
100072056 | ogm |ResurtacingonSR-3 (US-31) fg."v"e‘roégg”;"es South of SR-67 to the Ten} | 5y Planned TP FM 355 | 2021 | $3,335,389| $833,847 $4,169,236
100068263 | 0 &m |Resurfacingon SR-3 (US-31) from :;keson Drive SE 0 0.12 mies South| pyp Planned TIP FM 2.34 | 2021 | $1,365,281| $341,320 $1,706,601
100072297 | ogm |Advanced Corridor Management TSMO on I-65 flom SR-67 (MP 334)19 ) ¢ Planned CN 20 | 2024 | $3,662,926| $915,732 $4,578,658
3 (US-31/ MP 354)
— : - -
100061923 | o gm | avementRehabitation on SR-20 (US-72) flom MP 67.147 Bastof RR S iy Planned CN 145 | 2024 | $2,624,845| $656,211 $3,281,056
MP 68.600 West of Bridge over RR

100059676 | O &M | Bridge Replacement BIN 7652 CR-125 (Kirby Bridge Road) over the W ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP CN 0.1 | 2017 | $2,070,633 $517,658 | $2,588,291
100059676 | O &M Fork of Flint Creek new BIN 20851 ALDOT | Authorized| _ TIP CN 0.1 | 2015 | $487,564 $121,891 | $609,455

Install Guardrail and End Anchors at Sites 2 and 3 on CR-1296 over Cd
100069578 o&M Creek (BIN 010117) and Hughes Creek (BIN 011515) and Site 4 (BI ALDOT Authorized TIP CN 0.1 2019 $128,196 $14,244 $142,440

007160) on CR-1252 over Shoal Creek

100065587 o&Mm Slope Faiure Repair Work for SR-67 NB at CSX RR Bridge over Cent ALDOT Authorized TIP PE 0.1 2016 $7,600 $1,900 $9,500
100065594 | O &M | Avenue in Decatur FHWA Disaster NO. AL-2016-1. DDIR NO 30-02-5]  ALDOT | Authorized|  TIP CN 0.1 | 2016 | $818,360 | $204,590 $1,022,950
100059675 | 0 gm | Brdge Replacementand FAHEF?FZ‘;T;&“ 6063'128 (Vaughn Bridge Road)| - | 1 | Authorized| TP CN 01 | 2016 | $2,095,639| $523,910 $2,619,549
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Surface Transportation Projects (All Other Surface Transportation Programs) Continued

Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)

ALDQOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsor|  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) | Year Federal State Local Total

100058400 O&M Resurface Austinvile-Flint Road, Central Avenue SW and Mil Road Decatur Authorized TIP CN 3.19 2016 $1,076,861 $269,215 | $1,346,076
100058404 | o &wm | Resurface Mouton Street CR'MV(VZ';MOURO" Road) and 12th Avenue Decatur | Authorized|  TIP CN 239 | 2016 | $1,196,257 $299,064 | $1,495321
100001761 o&M Clear Zone Safety Improvements on I-65 from MP 319.710 to MP 326.850 ALDOT Planned CN 7.14 2024 | $4,555,408 | $506,156 $5,061,564
O &M | Access Management on SR-3 (US Hwy 31) from Gordon Terry Drive to SR-6ALDOT CN 3 2027 $7,000,000 | $1,750,000 $8,750,000
O &M | Access Management on SR-67 from SR-3 (US Hwy 31) to Country Club|RoadLDOT CN 6 2032 $8,000,000 | $1,750,000 $9,750,000
O&M Intersection Improvements on SR-24 and South Greenway Drive ALDOT CN 0.5 2033 $1,000,000 | $250,000 $1,250,000
O&M Intersection Improvements on SR-3 (US Hwy 31) at Airport Road ALDOT CN 0.5 2034 $2,500,000 | $625,000 $3,125,000
oO&M Intersection Improvements on SR-36 and Ironman Road ALDOT CN 0.5 2036 | $1,000,000| $250,000 $1,250,000
o&Mm Intersection Improvements on SR-24 at Hudson Road ALDOT CN 0.5 2037 | $1,700,000 | $425,000 $2,125,000
Project Estimated Total $78,336,427|$15,760,295 $1,638,186| $95,734,908

Forecasted 2045 Total (Federq $79,455,569

Balance $1,119,142

Surface Transportation Projects (All Other Surface Transportation Programs) Continued
Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)
ALDOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsor]  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) | Year Federal State Local Total
Capacity Projects
100060267 Capacity SR-20 (US-72A) Intersection Improvement at SR-3 (US-31) Paveme) ALDOT Authorized TIP CN 2.82 2015 | $1,629,202| $407,983 $2,037,185
100060267 | Capaciy| RePcement Resurfacing at’;dsséf'g";fs ‘;T ESSI Sde of RRBridge MP 6 | o1 | authorized| TP CN 2.82 | 2015 | $6,877,716 | $1,719,429 $8,597,145
Widening and Traffic Stripe on Hulaco Road (CR-1297) from SR-67 to
100071471 Capacity | Marshall County Line (Site 1) Leveling and Resurfacing on Bowles Bridge ALDOT Authorized TIP CN 1.23 2020 $236,072 $36,597 $272,669
(CR-1193) from 0.6 mies East of Antique Lane for 849Feet (Site 2)

100059677 | Capacity| Additonal Lanes on West M°”'t°”laiterea from Cockrel Avenue o BXStf ooy | Authorized|  TIP CN 095 | 2017 | $1,771,024 $520,365 | $2,291,389
Capacity Intersection Improvements on SR-20 at Neher Road ALDOT CN 0.75 2025 $3,000,000| $750,000 $3,750,000
Capaciy Interchange Improvements at I-65 and SR-67 ALDOT CN 0.5 2026 $8,000,000 | $2,000,000 $10,000,000
Capacity Interchange Improvements at I-65 and SR-36 ALDOT CN 0.5 2029 $8,000,000 | $2,000,000 $10,000,000
Capacity Intersection Improvements at SR-20 and Woodall Road (Add Turn Larles) ALDOT CN 0.75 2030 $2,000,000| $500,000 $2,500,000
Capacity | Intersection Improvements on SR-67 at Country Club Road (Add Turn Lanes)ALDOT CN 0.75 2032 $2,000,000| $500,000 $2,500,000
Capacity Intersection Improvements on SR-3 (US Hwy 31) at Mill Road ALDOT CN 0.75 2033 $2,000,000 | $500,000 $2,500,000
Capacity Intersection Improvements on SR-3 (US Hwy 31) at Nance Ford Rogd ALDOT CN 0.75 2034 $2,000,000| $500,000 $2,500,000
Project Estimated Total $37,514,014) $8,877,412 $556,962 | $46,948,388

Forecasted 2045 Total (Federq $38,129,095

Balance $615,081
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Federal and State Funded Projects (ATRIP II, Build Grants, System Maintenance)

Project Costs -Year of Expenditure (YOE)

ALDQOT Project Project Project Length | Program
Number Type Project Description Project Sponsor|  Status | Timeframe Scope | (Miles) | Year Federal State Local Total
100070731 Capacity | Intersection Improvements on SR-67 (Beltine Road at Sandlin Road and Decatur Authorized TIP PE 1.82 2020 $159,119 $159,119
100071069 Capacity Parkway) Decatur Authorized TIP CN 1.82 2021 $1,648,190 $1,648,190

Plan Review and Permit Inspection for Decatur Build Grant Project at SH

100070113 Capacity (ALT-72) and Bibb-Garrett Road ALDOT Authorized TIP SP 0.84 2019 $50,000 $50,000
.| Build Discretionary Grant (Project SMAART) Interchange Improvements .
100069665 C ; Decati Auth d TIP CN 0.84 2020 14,222,671 14,222,671
apacty SR-20/ALT US-72 along Bibb Garrett Road ecalur | Authorize $ $
100068442 O&M Bridge Painting on Thompson Road (BIN 012688) Over I-65 Hartsele Authorized TIP MC 0.1 2018 $400,000 $400,000
100071050 0&M Resurfacing on Sandy Road 2800 Feet from Site to SR-3 (US-31) ALDOT Authorized TIP CN 0.5 2020 $158,000 $158,000
100069817 0oO&M Closing of Line Street and Ferry Street at SR-20 (ALT US-72) Decatur Authorized TIP CN 0.1 2019 $100,000 $100,000
100072055 O &M Decatur Authorized TIP PE 0.7 2021 $20,000 $20,000
100070879 | O &M Satety Improvements on SR-3 (US-31) at Red Bank Road Decatur | Authorized| __ TIP CN 07 | 2021 $330,000 $330,000
100067203 | o g |Shared Use Trai Starting East of Ashvile Drve SW Moving Westalong M o o | Aorized|  TIP CN 01 | 2018 | $333178 $83204 | $416,472

Road SW and Turning North Towards the Jack Allen Recreation Com

100069007 | O &M Sidewaks on Beech Street 14th Avenue 7th Street SE 8th Street SE| i | authorized|  TIP CN 01 | 2020 | $331,879 $82,960 | $414,848
Avenue SE and 16th Avenue

Streetscapes Beginning at the Corner of Sparkman Street SW and Proc|
100065530 O&M the East Side of Rairoad and Hickory Street then from Hickory and Rail Hartselle Authorized TIP CN 0.1 2018 $355,975 $88,993 $444,968
ending at SR-36 1

Project Estimated Total $15,243,703| $2,865,309 $255,256 | $18,364,268
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Figure 12 2045 LongRangeProjects (Financially Constrained)
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7.3 2045 Future Network

The 2045Future Network includes the 201b6ase year networknd E+C networkplus any
financially constrained capacity transportatpojects from 2015 to 204®ne () transportation
projectwasadded to th&+C network to form the 204Bbuture Network This projectis listed in
Table 18below:

Table 19 2045Future Network Capacity Projects

Project Description Project Year
Additional Laneson West Moulton Street from Cockrell Avenue to 2017
Existing 4Lane

The2045FutureTransportation Network was used to evaluate andme@te traffic conditions in

2045 The 2045 Future Network identifies future transportation needs based on control
measurements such as level of service (LOS) and travel times. A comparison of the existing and
future roadway conditions indicates that roadways with existing deficiencies (level of service E
and F) will get progressively worse in the futurggufe 9 on pge 43gives a description and
definition of level of service. Table Iflves a detailed description of the gested roadways for

the 2045FutureTransportatiorNetwork. In addition Fgure 13shows the location of congested
roadways based on the volunegiecity ratio.
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Figure 13 2045Future Transportation Network Level of Service
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Table 20 2045Future Transportation Network Level of Service

MAP ID Level of
Roadway Roadway Segment Location (Figure 13)| Service (LOS)
U.S. ALT 72/ State Route 20 Interstate 65 to Wilson Street 1 F
Wilson Street Oak Street to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 2 F
U.S. ALT 72/ State Route 20 Plugs Drive to Construction Road 3 E
U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue Wilson Street to 14th Street 4 E,F
State Route 67 / Beltine Road Old Moulton Road to Westmead Drive 5 E
Modaus Road Danvile Road to State Route 67 / Beltine Road 6 E,F
14th Street Austinvile Road to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 7 E, F
U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue Flint Road to State Route 67 / Beltine Road 8 E
Central Parkway State Route 67 / Beltine Road to Cedar Lake Road 9 E
Cedar Lake Road Central Parkway to U.S. Highway 31 / 6th Avenue 10 E,F
State Route 67 U.S. Highway 31 to Interstate 65 11 E,F
State Route 67 Derby Drive to Friendship Road 12 E
Interstate 65 State Route 67 to State Route 36 13 E
U.S. Highway 31 Sexton Road to Red Bank Road 14 E,F
U.S. Highway 31 Vaughn Bridge Road to State Route 36 15 E
State Highway 36 Sparkman Street to Peachtree Road 16 E,F
State Highway 36 Pucket Road to U.S. Highway 31 17 E
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7.4 2045Visionary Plan

The 2045VisionaryPlanincludes projects that are needed in the planning area, but could not be
included in the Financially Constrained side of the LRTP because adequate funding is not

available. The MPO will maintain the visionary plan in hopes of additionalrigravailability in

the future The visionary plan serves as a source ofrpvéewed projects that could be added to
the LRTP if any planned project is completed under cost, or with special funds, or is eliminated.

The projets that are included in the 28 Visionary Plan are included in Table Zfelow and

shown in Fgure 14

Table 21 2045Visionary Plan Projects
Project Description Scope Length Improvement Year of
(miles) Type Expenditure
(YOE) Costs

Improve SR20 fromTennessee River Bridges t&b PE, RW, 3.50 Capacity $60,000,000
UT, and CN

New Interchange at®5 and Bethel Road PE, RW, 1.0 Capacity $25000,000
UT, and CN

Relocation of SR86 fromSR-36to |-65 at Bethel Road PE, RW, 2.75 Capacity $27,90,000
UT, and CN

Add Lanes to UppeRiver Road from SK57 to BetheRoad PE, RW, 2.00 Capacity $25,000,000
UT, and CN

Add lanes to SFB7 from Somerville to 4 lane section in PE, RW, 6.00 Capacity $60,000,000

Priceville UT, and CN

Add Lanes to Bibb Garrett Roddm SR 20 to Planning PE, RW, 2.00 Capacity $12,000,000

Area Boundary UT, and CN

Add lanes to465 From 1565 Interchange to Urban Area | PE, UT, CN 8.00 Capacity $80,000,000

boundary South of Thompson Road

Add lanes to U.S. Highway 31 from SR toThomas PE, RW, 1.75 Capacity $17,%0,000

Hammons Road UT, and CN

Add lanes t&SR-20 from 12" Avenue NWto North Seneca PE, RW, 3.25 Capacity $32,90,000

Drive Including Improvements at all Intersections UT, and CN

Add lanes to SE7 from U.S. Highway 310 I-65 PE, RW, 4.00 Capacity $40,000,000
UT, and CN

14" Street Bridge Improvements Including Bicycle and CN 0.5 Operations $5,000,000

Pedestrian Upgrades Maintenance

Add lanes to Spring Avenue from Day Road to U.S. Hwy  PE, RW, 150 Capacity $20,000,000

31 UT, and CN

Add lanes to Modaus Road from Lexington Avenue to O] PE, RW, 2.50 Capacity $20,000,000

Moulton Road UT, and CN

Add lanes to Old Moulton from SB7 to Woodall Road PE, RW, 1.50 Capacity $12000,000
UT, and CN

Resurface % Avenue from Gordon Drive to 14Street CN 1.5 Operations $2,500,000

Including Bicycle and Pedestrian Upgrades Maintenance

Add lanes to Woodall Road from Old Moulton Road to S| PE, RW, 1.25 Capacity $12,000,000

24 UT, and CN

Construct Judge Cro®oulevard from Auburn Road to PE, RW, 1.00 Capacity $6,000,000

Modaus Road UT, and CN

Add lanes to U.S. Hwy 31 from Cedar Lake Raad PE, RW, 1.50 Capacity $15,000,000

Stratford Road UT, and CN

Thompson Road Bridge Improvements Including Bicycle| CN 0.50 Operations $5,000,000

andPedestrian Upgrades Maintenance
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Intersection Improvements on SH at Bethel Road PE, RW, 0.50 Operations $1,500,000
UT, and CN Maintenance

Intersection Improvements at S/ and CR327 PE, RW, 0.50 Operations $1,000,000
UT, and CN Maintenance

Resurface John Johnson Road from N&@#mecdrive to PE and CN 0.75 Operations $400,000

Lawrence County Line Maintenance

Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) for Hudson PE, UT and 0.75 Operations $1,000,000

Memorial Bridge and Interstate 65 Bridge CN Maintenance

Parking Deck Downtown Decatur PE, RW, 0.25 Operations $10,000,000
UT, and CN Maintenance

Pedestrian Bridge over SBO connecting Downtown PE, RW, 0.25 Operations $600,000

Decatur to Rhodes Ferry Park UT, and CN Maintenance

Pedestrian Bridge over U.S. Hwy 31 connecting Calhoury PE, RW, 0.25 Operations $600,000

Community College to the Robotics Center UT, and CN Maintenance

Bridge Replacement on Cedar Creek Road over Cedar PE, RW, 0.50 Operations $1,000,000

Creek UT, and CN Maintenance

Huckaby Bridge Road, Bridge Replacement PE, RW, 0.50 Operations $1,700,000
UT, and CN Maintenance

Resurface Old Moulton Road from West Morgan Road t¢ PE, RW, 4.9 Operations $2,565,000

Lawrence County Line UT, and CN Maintenance

Resurface Finley Island Road from @R to Tennessee PE, RW, 1.8 Operations $1,270,000

River UT, and CN Maintenance

Resurface Woodall Road from SR to SR20 PE, RW, 1.7 Operations $820,000
UT, and CN Maintenance

Intersection Improvements at Norris Mill Road and Bowl{ PE, RW, 0.5 Operations $400,000

Bridge Road UT, and CN Maintenance

Add Lanes tdShady Grove Lane from Deerfoot Way to O] PE, RW, 0.50 Capacity $5,000,000

Moulton Road UT, and CN

The planning area currently has t(&) bridges that cross the Tennessee River. These bridjes w
be over capacity before 204&nd the planning area will need another bridge to relieve congestion.
Currently no funding or location has been identified for construction of a third bridge. Because of
these factorsa bridge is not listed in the above table. The MPO will continueotla with federal,

state, and local official® identify funds fora newriver crossing
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Figure 14  2045Visionary Projects
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7.4.1 2045Visionary Network

The 2045Visionary Network includes the 2046ture year netwek plus anyvisionary capacity
projects from 2015 to 2045eventeen ()Aransportatia projects were added to the 204Bure
year network to form the 204&sionary Network. These pjects are listedh Table 20

The 2045VisionaryTransportation Network was used to evaluate andmeate traffic conditions

in 2045 The 2045 Visionary Network identifies future transportation needs based on control
measurements such as level of service (LOS) and travel times. A comparison oftthg aris
future roadway conditions indicates that roadways with existing deficiencies (level of service E
and F) will get progressivelworse inthe future. Figure 9 on page 4$ives a description and
definition of level of service. Table Zfives a detadld description of theongested roadways for

the 2045/isionaryTransportation Networkn addition Fgure 15shows the location of congested
roadways based on the volume/capacity ratio.
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Figure 15 2045Visionary Network Level of Service
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Table 22 2045Visionary Network Level of Service

MAP ID Level of
Roadway Roadway Segment Location (Figure 15)| Service (LOS)

U.S. Highway 31 North End of River Bridges to Gordon Drive SE 1 F
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8.0 Public Participation and Continuing Efforts

8.1 Public Participation Planning Process

MPO Committee Meetingsi All meetings of the MPQPolicy Board are preceded Imneeting

notices and agendas indicatitige time, date, and place of theetirg. The meeting notice and
agenda are circulateat least ten (10) days before a meeting. People that need special assistance
to atend meetings mayoatact the MPO stafforty-eight (48) hours prior to the meetings

arrange for assistance to the meetiMpeting ctails are also posted on the MR@bsite
(https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolglanningorganizationy ten (10)

days before a meeting. Copies of meeting notices, news releases, comment forms and msws articl
arelocated inSection 9.%f this document

Any person who attends any of the MPO committee meetings is given an opportunity to participate
in the planning process. A naommittee member may participate during any item included on
the agenda. In additipthe committeehairpersomecognizes nomembers during every meeting

and affords them the opportunity to speak on items not addressed on the agenda.

Public Meetings and Reviews In order to facilitate public participatipthe MPO held a public
commetn period as well as public meetings in the planning area. The public comment period was
held afterthe Draft 2045_.RTP was adopted by the MP@h February 23, 2021 until March 24

2021 The review period and all public meetingsreveadvertised, and News Rakes were
providedto the local media prior to the public etengs. The Draft 204BRTP was also available

at the following locations:

Morgan County Courthouse

Limestone County Courthouse

City of Decatur

City of Hartselle

Town of Priceville

Town of Trinity

MPO Staff Office

Decatur/Morgan County Chamber of Commerce

NARCOG RTAOffice

Alabama Department of Transportation, Metropolitan Planning Section, Montgomery,
Alabama

AlabamaDepartment of Transportation, North Region Office (Huntsville)
Alabama Departnme of Transportation, Tuscumbia Area Office

=4 =4 4 4 -4 -4 -5 -4 -5 4

E |
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https://www.cityofdecatural.com/departments/metropolitan-planning-organization/
http://www.decaturalabamausa.com/departments/mpo)
http://www.decaturalabamausa.com/departments/mpo)

Public Meetings

In order to receiveyblic comments on the Draft 204RTP, as well as to comply with
requirements laid out in tHeublic Participation Plan (PPP), the following public meetings were
heldwithin the MPO Planning Area:

February 2320217 1:30 pm to 230 pmi Decatur City Hall
May 11, 2021 11:00 an to12:00 pmi Decatur City Hall

Announcementeelating to these public meetings areelied in Section 9.9f this document.

8.2 Conclusion and Continuing Efforts

The Decatur Planning Area 204bng-Range Transportation Plan has been carefully designed to
accommodate existing as well as future transportation needs. In order to make this plan a viable
document, the transportationssgm will be monitored carefully. This will involve regularly
checking the plan contents to catch any miscalculations akd omrections. It also involves
paying close attention to deloping needs ofinexpected changes in the planning area (new
developnents,changes in travel patterns, @t@ny changes not predicted by this plan may call

for addition, deletion and/or shifting of projects. These alterations can be made by MPO
amendments through the planning process.

Continuing Efforts involve prepartion for the next LongRange Transportation Plan. The MPO
will begin the process of developing the 2050 LRTP in 2021. The MPO anticipates th€ RUB0
will be completed and adopted inZ0

Another Continiing Effort is updating the 204RTP to conformad Air Quality issues. Currently
the MPO planning ares classified as an Attainmentréa by the EPA. If the planning area
becomes Notttainment the current LRTP will need to be updatecheet regulations

The transportation planning process involwese than the production of thidan. The process is
intended to be continuous, comprehensive, and cooperative. Thestivadjare used to define

the 3 planning process that all MPOs are required to follow. The MPGteindmmittees meet

on aregularbasis to ensure that aléquirements and needs of thé Brocess are met, including

the production of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the Unified Planning Work
Program (UPWP). The meetings allow important transportation issues to be elisandsoffer

the public an opportunity to voice their concerns. The meetings also keep the key people in the
process in touch with one another. All of these features help to ¢hauthe requirements of the

3C planning process are being met.
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9.0 Appendixes

9.1 Abbreviations and Acronyms

AADT
AASHTO
ACS
ADA
AL
ALDOT
Alt
Ave
BIN
BPAC
BPP
BRAC
BUILD
CAA
CAC
CBD
CFR
CMAQ
CN
CR
Ct
CTPP
DCU
DDIR
DOT
Dr

E
E+C
E-E
EJ
EPA
FAST Act
FHWA
FM
FP
FR
FTA
FY
GHG
GIS
HBO
HBW

Average Annual Daily Traffic

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials

American Community Survey
Americans with Disabilities Act
Alabama

Alabama Deprtment of Transportation
Alternate

Avenue

Bridge Identification Number

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan

Base Realignment and Closure

Better Utilizing Investments to Leverafevelopment
Clean Air Act

Citizens Advisory Committee

Central Business District

Code of Federal Regulations
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Construction

County Road

Court

Census Transportation Plang Package
Pryor Field Regional Airport

Detailed Damage Inspection Report
Department of Transportation

Drive

East

Existing Plus Committed Network
ExternalExternal

Environmental Justice

Environmental Priection Agency

Fi xing Americads Surface

Federal Highway Administration
State Resurfacing Program
Freight Plan

Federal Register

Federal Transit Administration
Fiscal Year

Greenhouse Gas

Geographic Information System
Home Based Other

Home Based Work
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HSIP
HSV
H+T
HTF
Hwy

I

I-E

lHcC

ITS
LCEDA
LED
LEP

Ln
LOS
LRTP
MAP-21
MC
MCEDA
MP
MPA
MPO
MSA
MUTCD
N
NAAQS
NARCOG
NB
NCHRP
NE
NHB
NHPP
NHS
NPMRDS
NPMS
NW
NWR
O&M
PBPP
PE
Pkwy
PM1
PM2
PM3
PPB
PPP
Rd

Highway Safety Improvement Program
Huntsville International Airport

Housing and Transportation

Highway Trust Fund

Highway

Interstate

Internal-External

International Intermodal Center

Intelligent Transportation System

Limestone County Economic Development Association
Light Emitting Diode

Limited English Proficiency

Lane

Level of Service

Long-Range Transportation Plan

Moving Ahead for Progress in the2Century Act
State Maintenance Project

Morgan County Economic Development Association
Milepost

Metropolitan Planning Area

Metropolitan Planning Organization
Metropolitan Statistical Area

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
North

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

North Central Alabama Regional Council of Governments
Northbound

National Cooperative Highwaigesearch Program
North East

Non-Home Based

National Highway Performance Program
National Highway System

National Performance Management Research Data Set
National Pipeline Mapping System

North West

NationalWildlife Refuge

Operations and Maintenance
PerformanceBased Program and Planning
Preliminary Engineering

Parkway

Safety Performance Measures
Bridge/Pavement Performance Measures
System Performance Measures

Parts Per Billion

Public Participation Plan

Road
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RMSE

RR

RTA

RW

S
SAFETEALU

SE
SHSP
SGR
SMAART
sp

SR
SRTS
St
STA
STIP
STPOA
S
TAM
TAMP
TARCOG
TAZ
TCC
TDM
TERM
TIGER
TIP
TSMO
T-T
TTTR
UA
uc
ULB
UPWP
us
usc
USDOT
uT
VHT
VMT
w
WMA
YOE
5MO

Root Mean Squared Error
Railroad

Regional Transit Agency
Right-of-Way Acquisition
South

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A

Legacy for Users

South East

Strategic Highway Safety Plan

State of Good Repair

Safer Multimodal Activity along AL Rout20
Special Project

State Route

Safe Routes to Schools

Street

Station

StateTransportation Improvement Program
Surface Transportation Program Other Area
South West

Transit Asset Management

Transportation Asset Management Plan
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9.2 Plann

Figure 16

ing Area Map

Decatur Area MPO Planning Area
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9.3 Performance Measures Agreement

ALABAMA PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT
Per 23 CFR 450.314(h)

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between the State of Alabama, acting by and
through the Alabama Department of Transportation, hereinafter referred to as STATE; and the Decatur
Metropolitan Planning Organization, hereinafter referred to as MPO;

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Transportation promuligated transportation planning
regulations in 23 CFR 450.314, and

WHEREAS, MPO(s), the STATE(s), and providers of public transportation are required by 23 CFR
450.314 to cooperatively determine their mutual responsibilities in carrying out the performance-based
planning and programming requirements established by federal law, and

WHEREAS, the 23 CFR 450.314(h) requires that MPO(s), the STATE(s), and providers of public
transportaticn shall jointly agree upon and develop specific written precedures for cooperatively
developing and sharing information related to transportation performance data, the selection of
performance targets, the reporting of performance targets, the reporting of performance to be used in
tracking progress toward attainment of critical outcomes for the region of the MPO, and the collection of
data for the State asset management plan for the National Highway System (NHS).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the parties do hereby agree to adhere to the following
coordination mechanisms to meet performance-based planning and programming requirements for
highways in accordance with 23 CFR 450.314(h) and established federal guidance.

1. Development of transportation performance data

a. The STATE will collect data used in developing statewide targets to meet the federal
performance management requirements for highways' to include the following:

i, Targets for assessing the Highway Safety Improvement Program (PM1) for the
following measures?:

Number of fatalities

Rate of fatalities per 100 million Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)

Number of serious injuries

Rate of serious injuries per 100 million VMT

Number of combined non-motorized fatalities and non-motorized serious
injuries

N

ii. Targets for assessing Pavement and Bridge Condition for the National
Highway Performance Program (PM2) for the following measures:

1. Percentage of pavements on the Interstate System in Good condition

2. Percentage of pavements on the Interstate System in Poor condition

3. Percentage of pavements on the NHS (excluding the Interstate System)
in Good condition

4. Percentage of pavements on the NHS {excluding the Interstate System)
in Pcor condition

5. Percentage of NHS bridge deck area classified in Good condition

6. Percentage of NHS bridge deck area classified in Poor condition

123 CFR Part 490

? PM1/Safety performance measures and targets are applicable to all public roads regardless of ownership or
functional classification; 23 CFR Part 924
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il Targets for assessing performance of the National Highway System, Freight
Movement on the Interstate System and Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality Improvement Program (PM3) for the following performance measures:

1.
2.
3.

4

5.
6.
7.

Percent of Person-Miles traveled on the Interstate System that are
Reliable

Percent of Person-Miles traveled in the Non-Interstate System that are
Reliable

Percent Change in Tailpipe CO2 Emissions on the NHS from the
Calendar Year 2017°

Percentage of the Interstate System Mileage providing Reliable Truck
Travel Times

Annual hours of Peak-Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita

Percent of Non-Single-Occupant-Vehicle (SOV) Travel

Total Emissions Reduction

iv. Targets for assessing performance of the Transit Asset Management (TAM)
Plan for the following performance measures:

1.

Asset Category: Rolling Stock (All revenue vehicles)
a Age- % of revenue vehicles within an asset class that have met
or exceed their Useful Life Benchmark
Asse! Category: Equipment (Non-revenue vehicles)
a. Age- % of revenue vehicles within an asset class that have met
or exceed their Useful Life Benchmark
Asset Category: Facilities (the STATE will only rate FTA funded facilities)
a. Condition- % of facilities with a condition rating below 3.0 on a
FTA Transit Economic Requirement Medal (TERM) Scale
Public Transportation agencies that are a part of the TAM will provide
transit data by asset class (both revenue and non-revenue) and facilities
conditions on an annual basis to the STATE.
Public Transportation agencies and MPOs developing their own TAM
plan will provide their targets and the final report to the STATE.

b Those MPOs that are currently designated as being in non-attainment or maintenance for
air quality* will coordinate with the STATE on the collection and provision of data used in
developing targets for the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) traffic
congestion measures (Annual Hours of Peak-Hour Excessive Delay per capita and
Percent Non-SOV Travel) and the Total Emission Reduction Measures.

c. The STATE will distribute transportation performance data used in developing statewide
highway and transit targets to each Alabama MPO.

i. The STATE will provide performance data each ime a statewide target is
established or revised, per Section 2 of this agreement.

il Where possible and practicable, the STATE will provide performance data for
each MPO planning area for purposes of tracking progress towards attainment of
critical outcomes for each region's required System Performance Reports, per
Section 4 of this agreement

¥ This measure and associated target will only be required if it is not repealed. Reference: Federal Register/Vol. 82,
No. 215/Wednesday, November 8, 2017/ Proposed Rules; FHWA Docket No. FHWA-2017-0025.

* As determined through annual Applicability Determination: CMAQ Traffic Congestion end CMAQ On-Rood Mobile
Source Emissions Measures, 23 CFR Part 490.
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Notwithstanding any provision of this Agreement to the contrary, the parties
agree that any safety data or information protected by 23 U.S.C. §§ 148 (h)(4)
and 409 and State law shall be confidential. The parties agree that all crash and
traffic data used by the parties for or in transportation improvement plans,
highway safety improvement programs and strategic highway safety plans will
not be disclosed to third parties without the express written permission of the
STATE. The parties agree that the data shall not be referenced, disclosed,
discussed or otherwise made public. The provision of the abave data by the
STATE shall not be considered a waiver of 23 U.S.C. §§ 148 (h)(4) and 409 or
State precedent. Upon execution of this Agreement, the parties and their agents,
servants, officers, officials and employees in both their official and individual
capacities, agree that the data provided pursuant to the above referenced
request shall not be discussed, disclosed, used, published or released without
prior written consent of the STATE. If the data in any form should be disclosed,
released or published in any manner without the consent of the STATE or should
an attempt be made to use the data in an action for damages against the parties,
their officials or employees, then access to the data shall terminate immediately.
The STATE expressly reserves its right under 23 U.S.C. §§ 148 (h){4) and 409
and State precedent to object to the use of the data and any opinions drawn from
the data and to recover damages caused by the improper and unauthorized
release of the data.

The MPO shall defend, indemnify and hold harmiess the STATE of Alabama, the
Alabama Department of Transportation, its officials and employees, both in their
official and individual capacities, and their agents and servants from and against
all claims, damages, losses or expenses thereof, including but not limited to
reasonable attorneys' fees, arising out of or resulting from faults, errors,
mistakes, omissions, misconduct or negligent acts or omissions of the MPO, its
subconsultants, agents, or employees caused as a result of or related to the
service or work provided under this AGREEMENT. The MPO shall ensure that its
subconsultants, agents, or employees possess the experience, knowledge and
character necessary to qualify them to perform the particular duties assigned by
The MPO. This indemnity is not limited by any insurance coverage required by
this AGREEMENT,

By entering into this agreement, the MPO is not an agent of the STATE, its
officers, employees, agents or assigns. The MPQO is an independent entity from
the STATE and nothing in this agreement creates an agency relationship
between the parties.

d. Ifan MPO chooses to develop its own target for any highway measure, it will collect and
provide the STATE with the performance target(s) and any supplemental data used in
association with the MPO target setting process

2. Selection of transportation performance targets

a. The STATE and the MPOs will establish or revise performance targets in coordination
with each other.

Coordination may include the following opportunities, as deemed appropriate, for
each performance measure and target: in-person, meeting, webinars, conference
calls, and email/written communication.

MPCs will be given an apportunity to provide comment on the STATE targets no
less than 30-days prior to the STATE's establishment or revision of highway
targets.



il If an MPO chooses 10 set its own target, the MPO will develop the target in
coordination with the STATE. The MPO will provide the STATE with the
oppertunity to comment on MPO targets no less than 30-days prior to MPO
adoption of targets.

b. The STATE will select statewide performance targets to meet the federal performance
management requirements for highways.

i. The STATE will provide written notice to the MPOs when the STATE selects a
target. This notice will provide the target and the date the STATE set the target,
which will begin the 180-day time-period in which the MPO must set a
corresponding performance target.

i. Ifan MPO chooses to support the statewide target, the MPO will provide written
documentation to STATE that the MPO agrees to plan and program projects that
will contribute toward the achievement of the statewide highway performance
target.

. If the MPO chooses to set its own target, the MPO will provide the STATE written
documentation that includes the target and the date the MPO plans to adopt.
Documentation will be provided no less than 30-days prior to MPQ adoption of
target (consistent with Section 2a).

¢. Those MPOs currently in non-attainment or maintenance for air quality' and the STATE
will coordinate to select single, unified targets for the CMAQ traffic congestion measures
(Annual Hours of Peak-Hour Excessive Delay Per Capita and Percent of Non-SOV
Travel) and to select mobile source emission reduction targets for their respective non-
attainment areas of ozone.

Reporting of performance targets

a. The STATE will report all performance targets to the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) as applicable and in accordance with 23 CFR Part 490 and Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) as applicable and in accordance with 49 CFR Part 625,

i. Through the Highway Safety Improvement Program Annual Report for PM1
measures

il. Through the required Baseline, Mid and Full Performance Reports and the
Transportation Asset Management Plan (TAMP) for PM2 measures.

iii.  Through the required Baseline, Mid and Full Performance Period Reports for
PM3 measures, to include CMAQ Performance Plans where applicable.

b. The STATE will include a description of performance measures and performance targets,
along with a System Performance Report, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.216(f) in any
statewide transportation plan amended or adopted after May 27, 2018, and in
accordance with 23 CFR 450.218(g) in any State Transportation Improvement Program
adopted or amended after May 27, 2018.

Reporting of performance to be used in tracking progress toward attainment of critical outcomes
for the region of the MPO.

a The MPO will include a description of performance measures and performance targets,
along with a System Performance Report, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f) (3-4) in
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any Metropolitan Transportation Plan amended or adopted after May 27, 2018, and in
accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d) in any Transportation Improvement Program
amended or adopted after May 27, 2018, for PM1 measures.

b. The MPO will include a description of performance measures and performance targets,
along with a System Performance Report, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f)(3-4) in
any Metropolitan Transportation Plan amended or adopted after May 20, 2019, and in
accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d) in any Transportation Improvement Program
amended or adopted after May 20, 2019, for PM2 and PM3 measures.

c. The MPO will include a description of performance measures and performance targets,
along with a System Performance Report, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f) (3-4) in
any Metropolitan Transportation Plan amended or adopted after October 1, 2019, and in
accordance with 23 CFR 450.326(d) in any Transportation Improvement Program
amended or adopted after October 1, 2018, for the GHG measure.

5. Acollection of data for the State asset management plans for the NHS

a. The STATE will be responsible for collecting pavement condition data for the NHS. This
includes NHS roads that are not on the State Highway System, but instead are under the
ownership of local jurisdictions, if such recads exist.

6. By signing this contract, the contracting parties affirm, for the duration of the agreement, that they
will not violate federal immigration law or knowingly employ, hire for employment, or continue to
employ an unauthorized alien within the State of Alabama. Furthermore, a contracting party
found to be in violation of this provision shall be deemed in breach of the agreement and shall be
responsible for all damages resulting therefrom.

All parties agree that email communications shall be considered written notice for ail portions of this
agreement.

[signature page to follow]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement by those
officers and officials duly authorized to execute same, and to be effective on the date hereinafter stated
as the date of its approval by the Governor of Alabama.

ATTEST: MPO: [

By: 8Y: 2V el
DewaynefHellums Melvin Duran

Title: Director, MPO Title: Chairman

itle, NARCOG Transit Agency

This agreement has been legally reviewed and approved as to form and content.
William F. Patty

Chief Counsel, Legal Bureau
RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

D.E. Phillips, 'Jr. P.E.é i

State Local Transportation Engineer

ﬁ
Don T. Arkle, P.E.
Chief Engineer
STATE OF ALABAMA, ACTING BY The foregoing Agreement is hereby
AND THROUGH THE ALABAMA executed in the name of the
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION State of Alabama and siﬁ;d
By th ron the Yy
e ¢

Govemor, State of Alabama

89



9.4

Livability Principles and Indicators

. Provide more transportation choices

Develop safe, reliableand economical transportation choices to decrease household
transportation cost s, reduce our nationods
reduce greenhouse emissipaisd promote public health.

Indicators
1 Percentage of Transit Ridership iretRlanning Area = 1.0%**
1 Percentage of workers using other means of transportation to workt(tnaik,
bicycle etc...) = 1.% ****

Promote equitable, affordable housing
Expand location and energy efficient housing choices for people of all agesesaaces
and ethnicities to increase mobilitand lower the combined cost of housing and
transportation.

1 Percentage of Household Income spenthouasing and transportation =%3*
Enhance economic competitiveness
Improve economic competitivenefisrough reliable and timely access to employment
centers, educational opportunities, serviegsl other basic needs by workeas well as

expanded business access to markets

1 Percentage of housing units located within one (1) mile of a Central Business
District (CBD) = 20.98%***

Support existing communities
Target federal funding toward existing communities through such strategies as transit
oriented mixed use development and land recyélitmgncrease community revitalization,

improve the efficiencyf public works investmentand safeguard rural landscapes.

1 Number of projects contained in the current Transportation Improvement Program
that enhances or supports existing commesi (norhighway projects) ="3**

Coordinate policies and leveragwestment
Align federal policies and funding to remove barriers to collaboration, leverage funding
and increase the accountability and effectiveness of all levels of government to plan for

future growth, including making smart energy choices such alyagenerated renewable
energy.
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1 Number of projects in the current Transportation Improvement Program that
includes Public and Private collaboration dmading = F****

6. Value communities and neighborhoods

Enhance the unique characteristics of all camities by investing in healthy, saf@nd
walkable neighborhoodsrural, urban or suburban

1 Number of house within %2 mile of a regional trail system8¥5

Source T 2010 U.S. Census Block data, MPO GIS Sidewalk, Bicycle Trail Inventory *
Source i The Affordability and Location Efficiency H+T Affordability Index **

Source i 2010 U.S. Census Block data and Tiger Files ***

Source T 2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates ****

Source T 2020-2023 Decatur Transportation Improvement Program *****
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9.5 Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Maps
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Figure 17

Decatur Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
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