
 

401 N. Morton Street  ▪ Suite 130 ▪ PO Box 100 ▪ Bloomington, IN 47402 ▪ Web: www.bloomington.in.gov/mpo 
Ph: (812) 349-3423 ▪ Fax: (812) 349-3535 ▪ Email: mpo@bloomington.in.gov 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
January 23, 2019  
10:00 – 11:30 am 

McCloskey Room (#135) 
 

I.  Call to Order and Introductions  
 
II. Nominations and Election of Officers for Calendar Year 2018 

a. Chair 
b. Vice-Chair 
 

III. Approval of Minutes* 
a. October 24, 2018 
b. November 28, 2018 
 

IV. Communications from the Chair and Vice-Chair 
 

V. Reports from Officers and/or Committees 
a. LPA Project Updates 

 
VI. Reports from the MPO Staff 

a. I-69 Update 
b. CY 2018 TAC Meeting Schedule 
c. FY 2018 - 2nd Quarter Project Tracking Reports 

 
VII. Old Business 

 
VIII. New Business 

a. FY 2018 – 2021 Transportation Improvement Program Amendments* 
(1) INDOT DES#1802826 - Statewide Consultant On-Call Review 
(2) BT - Fixed Route Cameras 
(3) BT - Grimes Lane Facility HVAC Key Elements Repair 
(4) BT – Operating Assistance 

b. FY 2020 - 2024 Transportation Improvement Program Call for Projects 
(1) BMCMO Applications Received 
(2) BMCMPO Complete Streets Evaluation Scores 

c. Draft FY 2020 – 2024 Transportation Improvement Program* 
 

IX. Communications from Committee Members (non-agenda items) 
a. Topic Suggestions for Future Agendas 

(1) Electric Buses and Micromobility – Suggested Readings 
(a) https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/14/climate/california-electric-buses.html 
(b) https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/IF10941.pdf 
(c) https://playbook.t4america.org/ 

 
 
 
 
Upcoming Meetings 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/12/14/climate/california-electric-buses.html
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/IF10941.pdf
https://playbook.t4america.org/
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b. Policy Committee – February 8, 2019 at 1:30 p.m. (Council Chambers) 
c. Technical Advisory Committee – February 27, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. (McCloskey Room) 
d. Citizens Advisory Committee – February 27, 2019 at 6:30 p.m. (McCloskey Room) 

  
Adjournment  

 
*Action Requested / Public comment prior to vote (limited to five minutes per speaker). 
Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate notice.  Please call 812-
349-3429 or e-mail human.rights@bloomington.in.gov.   

mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:human.rights@bloomington.in.gov
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES  
October 24, 2018 10:00 – 11:30 a.m. 

McCloskey Room (#135)* 
 
Technical Advisory Committee Minutes are transcribed in a summarized outline manner. Audio 
recordings of the meeting are available in the Planning & Transportation Department for reference.  
 
Members present:  
 
Jane Fleig, Mary Ann Williams, Perry Maul, Terri Porter, Lew May, Kevin Tolloty, Lisa Salyers, Kevin 
Curran, Neil Kopper, Paul Satterly, Kelli Witmer, Jason Eakin, Laura Haley, Kevin Curran, Jim Ude, 
Sarah Ryterband 
 
Staff present: Pat Martin and Anna Dragovich 
 

I. Call to Order and Introductions  
 

II. Approval of Minutes 
 

**Ude moved to approve the September 2018 minutes. Kopper seconded. Ryterband 
abstained due to her absence. Motion passes by voice vote** 

 
III. Communications from the Chair and Vice-Chair - Fleig made a note about the Operational 

Bylaws being discussed at the next TAC meeting. 
 

IV. Reports from Officers and/or Committees – Several upcoming events regarding Bloomington 
Transit were announced.  

 
V. Reports from Staff 

a. I-69 Update – Martin presented the report. 
 

VI. Old Business 
a. 2013-2015 Crash Report – Draft – Martin presented the report. A concern about recording 

scooter crashes was raised. Discussion ensued.  
b. Complete Streets Policy* - Dragovich presented any changes that had been made to the 

Complete Street Policy since last time TAC had seen it. A concern was raised around 
quorum for this vote and discussion ensued. A concern was raised about one of the 
performance measures and discussion ensued.  

**Ryterband motioned to recommend the current draft of Complete Street Policies to 
Policy Committee. Porter seconded. Motion passes by voice vote** 

 
VII. New Business 

a. FY 2018-2021 Transportation Improvement Program Amendments* - Martin and Kopper 
presented the details on the following projects.  
i. DES#1601851 -  2nd/Bloomfield Multimodal Safety Improvements 

ii. DES#1801945 – SR 46 from 0.44 miles W of I-69 to I-69 
iii. DES#1801946 – SR 45 from I-69 to 0.38 miles E of I-69 (End of concrete) 
iv. DES#1801948 – Bridge maintenance & repair at various TBD Seymour District locations 
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**Ryterband moved to recommend the listed FY 2018-2021 Transportation Improvement Program 
Amendments to the Policy Committee. Seconded. Motion passes by voice vote.** 
 

VIII. Communications from Committee Members (non-agenda items) 
a. Topic suggestions for future agendas – None at this time. 

 
IX. Upcoming Meetings 

a. Policy Committee – November 9, 2018 at 1:30 p.m. (Council Chambers) 
b. Technical Advisory Committee – November 28, 2018 at 10:00 a.m. (McCloskey Room) 
c. Citizens Advisory Committee – January 23, 2018 at 6:30 p.m. (McCloskey Room) 

  
Adjournment                                    

*Action Requested / Public comment prior to vote (limited to five minutes per speaker). 
Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate 
notice.  Please call 812-349-3429 or e-mail human.rights@bloomington.in.gov.   

X.  

mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:human.rights@bloomington.in.gov
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES  
November 28, 2018 10:00 – 11:30 a.m. 

McCloskey Room (#135)* 
 
Technical Advisory Committee Minutes are transcribed in a summarized outline manner. Audio 
recordings of the meeting are available in the Planning & Transportation Department for reference.  
 
Members present:  
 
Jane Fleig, Lisa Salyers, Laura Haley, Kevin Tolloty, Jason Eakin, Neil Kopper, Paul Satterly, Zac 
Huneck, Lew May, Anna Dragovich, Josh Eisenhauer, Sarah Ryterband, Jim Udi, Beth Rosenbarger 
 
Staff present: Pat Martin 
 

I. Call to Order and Introductions  
 

II. Approval of Minutes 
 

**Ryterband moved to approve the August 2018 minutes. Kopper seconded. Motion 
passes by voice vote** 

 
III. Communications from the Chair and Vice-Chair – Nothing to report.  

 
IV. Reports from Officers and/or Committees – Lew May reported about Bloomington Transit’s route 

optimization study and the public outreach meetings that have taken place. Ryterband reported that 
Policy Committee approved something that did not go through TAC or CAC. Reports on the 
Fullerton Pike and Rockport Rd. projects were given.  

 
V. Reports from Staff 

a. I-69 Update – Martin discussed INDOT staff and substantial completion. Discussion ensued.  
 

VI. Old Business 
a. Complete Streets Policy – Adopted November 2018 Martin reported on Complete Streets 

Policy.  
b. BMCMPO C.Y. 2013-2015 Crash Report – November 2018 Martin presented on the Crash 

Report and asked for any addition comments on it before it goes to Policy Committee as a 
final report in January 2019. Some corrections on dates in the tables of the report were 
pointed out.  

 
VII. New Business 

a. FY 2018-2021 Transportation Improvement Program Amendments* 
i. DES#1801834 – Rural Transit - Operating Assistance 

ii. DES#1801902 – Rural Transit - Operating Assistance 
iii. DES#1802041 – Rural Transit - Operating Assistance 
iv. DES#1802042 – Rural Transit - Operating Assistance 
v. DES#1801850 –  Rural Transit - Surveillance Equipment 

vi. DES#1801864 – Rural Transit - Two Large Replacement Transit Vehicles 
vii. DES#1801900 – Rural Transit – Two Large Replacement Transit Vehicles 
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b. FY 2020-2024 Transportation Improvement Program – Call for Projects 
 
Martin presented on the proposed TIP amendments.  
 
**Ryterband moved to approve the TIP amendments. Seconded. Motion passes by voice vote.** 
 

VIII. Communications from Committee Members (non-agenda items) 
a. Topic suggestions for future agendas 

Flieg noted that the January meeting will have an election of officers and she does not intend 
to run for Chair, but would consider Vice Chair.  

 
IX. Upcoming Meetings 

a. Policy Committee – January 11, 2019 at 1:30 p.m. (Council Chambers) 
b. Technical Advisory Committee – January 23, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. (McCloskey Room) 
c. Citizens Advisory Committee – January 23, 2019 at 6:30 p.m. (McCloskey Room) 

 
Adjournment                                    

*Action Requested / Public comment prior to vote (limited to five minutes per speaker). 
Auxiliary aids for people with disabilities are available upon request with adequate 
notice.  Please call 812-349-3429 or e-mail human.rights@bloomington.in.gov.   

mailto:812-349-3429
mailto:human.rights@bloomington.in.gov


TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

January 1/23/2019; 6:30pm

February

March

April

May

June

POLICY COMMITTEE 

1/11/2019; 1:30pm

2/8/2019; 1:30pm

3/8/2019; 1:30pm

4/12/2019; 1:30pm

5/10/2019; 1:30pm

6/14/2019; 1:30pm

1/23/2019; 10:00am 

2/27/2019; 10:00am 

3/27/2019; 10:00am 

4/24/2019; 10:00am 

5/22/2019;10:00am 

6/26/2019; 10:00am

2/27/2019; 6:30pm 

3/27/2019; 6:30pm 

4/24/2019; 6:30pm 

5/22/2019; 6:30pm 

6/26/2019; 6:30pm

July

August

September

October

November

8/9/2019; 1:30pm 

9/13/2019; 1:30pm 

10/11/2019; 1:30pm 

11/08/2019; 1:30pm

8/28/2019; 6:30pm 

9/25/2019; 6:30pm 

10/23/2019; 6:30pm 

11/27/2019; 6:30pm

December

Meetings are held at: City of Bloomington City Hall at the Showers Complex
Policy Committee - Council Chambers; Suite 115
Technical & Citizens Advisory Committees - McCloskey Room; Suite 135
401 N. Morton Street
Bloomington, IN 47404

Summer Recess - No Meetings 

8/28/2019; 10:00am

9/25/2019; 10:00am

10/23/2019; 6:30pm

11/27/2019; 10:00am

Winter Recess - No Meetings

2019 Meeting Schedule

Bloomington/Monroe County Metropolitan Planning Organization 
www.bloomington.in.gov/mpo



 
 

FY 2018-2021 Transportation Improvement Program 
Project Request Form 

Mail: Bloomington/Monroe County MPO    
401 N. Morton Street, Suite 130 
Bloomington, Indiana 47402      

Email: martipa@bloomington.in.gov 
Fax: (812) 349-3530 

 
Section 1: Local Public Agency Information 
 

 City of Bloomington 
 Monroe County 
 Town of Ellettsville 
 Indiana University 
 Bloomington Transit 
 Rural Transit 
   INDOT 
       

 
Employee in Responsible Charge (ERC):  Russell Brittain 
Phone:      317-232-5238 
Email:      rbrittain@indot.in.gov 

 
Section 2: Verification 
 
I hereby certify that the information submitted as part of this form is complete and accurate.  Furthermore, if applicable, I 
certify that the project complies with the BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy. 
 
            Russell E Brittain                                                                                                  12/19/18 

Employee in Responsible Charge (ERC)      Date 
 
 
Section 3: Project Information 
 

A. Project Name: Statewide On Call Consultant Review 
 
B. Is project already in the TIP?  

 Yes  No 
 
C. DES # (if assigned): 1802826 

 
D. Project Location (detailed description of project termini): Statewide, Various 

 
E. Please identify the primary project type (select only one): Review various types of Road & Bridge Projects 

 Bicycle & Pedestrian 
 Bridge 
 Road – Intersection 
 Road – New/Expanded Roadway 

mailto:martipa@bloomington.in.gov
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 Road – Operations & Maintenance 
   Road – Reconstruction/Rehabilitation/Resurfacing 
 Sign 
 Signal 
 Transit 

 
F. Project Support (local plans, LRTP, TDP, etc.): Various 

 
 

G. Allied Projects:NA 
 
 

H. Does the Project have an Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) component? 
 Yes  No 

If yes, is the project included in the MPO’s ITS Architecture? 
 Yes  No 

 
 

I. Anticipated Letting Date: ____NA_________ 
 

Section 4: Financial Plan 
 
Identify all anticipated costs for all phases of the project, including any costs anticipated in years beyond the scope of this 
TIP. All phases must incorporate a four percent (4%) per year inflation factor per BMCMPO policy. All CN phases must 
include an appropriate amount of funding for construction inspection in addition to project construction costs. 
 

Note: Fiscal Year 2018 begins on July 1, 2017, and ends on June 30, 2018. 

Phase Funding 
Source FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FY 2023 Outlying 

Years 

PE 
 

FED $1,680,000 $ 1,680,000 $ 1,680,000 $ 1,680,000 $       
STATE $ 420,000 $ 420,000 $ 420,000 $ 420,000 $       
      $       $       $       $       $       

RW 
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       

CE 
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       

CN 
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       
      $       $       $       $       $       

 Totals: $ 2,100,000 $ 2,100,000 $ 2,100,000 $ 2,100,000 $       
 
  
Section 5: Complete Streets Policy 
 

A. Select one of the following: 
  Compliant - This project is subject to the Complete Streets Policy because it involves the new 

construction or reconstruction of local roadways that will use federal funds through the BMCMPO for 
any phase of project implementation. Additional Information items 1-8 (below) must be submitted for 
Compliant projects. 
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  Not Applicable - This project is not subject to the Complete Streets Policy because it is a transit project, 
a non-roadway project, a resurfacing activity that does not alter the current/existing geometric designs of 
the roadway, or is a project that uses federal funds for which the BMCMPO does NOT have programming 
authority. No Additional Information items (below) have to be provided for projects to which the 
Complete Streets Policy does not apply. 

 
  Exempt – The LPA is requesting that this project be exempted from the Complete Streets Policy due to 

certain circumstances or special constraints, as detailed in Section IV of the Complete Streets Policy. 
Please provide a detailed explanation of why the project should be exempted. Additional Information 
items 1, 4-8 (below) must be submitted for Exempt projects. 
 
Justification for Exemption:        

 
B. Additional Information: 

Attach to this application form the following information as required by the Complete Streets Policy. If any items 
are unknown at the time of application, the applicant may indicate that “specific information has not yet been 
determined.” Any required information not provided at the time of this application must be reported to the MPO 
as soon as it becomes available. 
 
1) Detailed Scope of Work – Provide relevant details about the project that would be sufficient to use when 

seeking consulting services (detailed project description, vehicular elements, non-vehicular elements, new 
construction/reconstruction). 
 

2) Performance Standards – List specific performance standards for multimodal transportation, including, but 
not limited to transit, pedestrian, bicycle, and automobile users, ADA and Universal Design, environmental, 
utilities, land use, right of way, historic preservation, maintenance of services plan, and any other pertinent 
design component in relation to current conditions, during implementation/construction, and upon project 
completion. 
 

3) Measurable Outcomes – Identify measurable outcomes the project is seeking to attain (e.g. safety, congestion 
and/or access management, level-of-service, capacity expansion, utility services, etc.). 
 

4) Project Timeline – Identify anticipated timelines for consultant selection, public participation, design, right-
of-way acquisition, construction period, and completion date.  
 

5) Key Milestones – identify key milestones (approvals, permits, agreements, design status, etc.). 
 

6) Project Cost – Identify any anticipated cost limitations, additional funding sources, project timing, and other 
important cost considerations not included in the table above. 
 

7) Public Participation Process – Describe the public participation process (types of outreach, number and type 
of meetings, etc.), and the benchmark goals for the project (participation rates, levels of outreach, levels of 
accountability and corresponding response methods to input received, etc.). 
 

8) Stakeholder List – Identify the key parties/agencies/stakeholders/interest groups anticipated to be engaged 
during project development and their respective purpose for being on the list. 



















































































Revised l0/18/18 

INDOT - Project Programming/ New Des Number Request Form 

I INDOT use only.�
ew Assigned Des #: 

Local Public Agency: Monroe County 
-----------------

District: Seymour Sub District:       Bloomington                Congressional District  Ninth 
LPAERC: Lisa Ridge 

-------- ----------

ER C Phone#: (812) 349-2555 
----------------- ---------------

ERC Certification Date: ERC E-mail: Ijridge@co.monroe.in.us 

Project Description: 

--------------------

At-grade railroad crossing reconstruction and mult-use trail extension beginning at the Northern 
Trailhead of Phase I of the Karst Farm Greenway extending North approximately 300' along the west side 
of North Loesch Road. 

Given the limited Transpmtation Alternative funding available this project fits within the limitations and 
Notes I Other Project or will suppmt the significant prior investment in the earlier phases of the Karst Farm Greenway. 
Funding Information: Additionally, it will move the needle closer to help achieve the overall goal of a trail connecting the Town 

of Ellettsville to the greater Bloomington and Monroe County area. 
ADT Year: NIA Current ADT: NIA Number of Lanes: 2 

Contract Prefix: 
Planning Area/ MPO: 
Work Category: 
Work Type: 
Functional Class: 
Program Class: 
Group Categmy: 
Transportation System: 
Sponsor: 
FMIS Urban Area: 
FMIS Area: 
Project Location: 

Project Coordinates: 

Project Length: 

Structure Number: 
Sufficiency Rating: 

R-Road
Bloomington-Monroe County MPO 
Local Transpmtation Alternatives 
Railroad Crossing 
Local 
Transpmtation Alternatives 

Bloomington 
>50,000
2800 Block of North Loesch Road
Start Latitude 
Mid Latitude 
End Latitude 
300 feet+/-

--------

--------

--------

Start Longitude 
Mid Longitude 
End Longitude 

Bridge Projects 

NBINumber: 
as of Date: 

Feature crossed by Bridge: 
-------------------

Railroad Projects 

Approach Length in Feet: 

DOT Number: 341 563T RR Name: Indiana Railroad 

Local Public Agency: Monroe County 
-----------------

Page 1 of2 

Page 2 of2 

39.191568 -86.592739

39.192293 -86.592518

39.1930 -86.592628
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Submit by EmailPrint Form

Highway Safety Improvement Program 

Low Cost Systemic LPA Project Eligibility Request

Local Public Agency City of Bloomington

Official Signatory Neil Kopper

Office Title Project Engineer

Date Jan 11, 2017

Project Contact Neil Kopper

Telephone 812-349-3423 Email koppern@bloomington.in.gov

PROJECT

Des No. of existing project

Road Name Various City Maintained Streets

Improvement Type 6 Install new pedestrian crosswalk warning signs, flashing beacons, special paveme

Include start and end points of 

corridor or number of locations in 

area. (attach project map)   

list all that apply: 

 County 

 Township 

 City/Town

The project is expected to include improvements at 25 crosswalks 

on streets maintained and operated by the City of Bloomington. 

County = Monroe County 

Townships = Bloomington and Perry 

City = City of Bloomington 

 

Submited by BMCMPO

Request New Project

SPONSOR

Construction 500,000

SCHEDULE AND FUNDING

P/E 100,000

Land Acquisition    0

Total 670,000

Est. Start Date 01/2019

Est. Start Date

Est. Start Date 12/2020

Construction Eng. 70,000

Existing project funding type No existing project

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

If installing signs at formerly unsigned locations? (Select if yes)

If LPA is to contribute more than 10% match

Sign Inventory

SIGN UPGRADE PROJECT QUESTION 

If improvement selected above is a sign retroreflectivity upgrade project, also indicate the following:

Local Contribution Amount 199,316

For requests after August 1, 2013



This project will install or enhance pedestrian crosswalks. Improvements may include marked crosswalks, 

accessible curb ramps, warning signs, flashing beacons, median refuge islands, curb bulbouts, raised 

crosswalks, and other traffic calming features. All work will comply with PROWAG, the City’s adopted 

accessibility guidelines. 

 

New crosswalks are frequently requested throughout the City. During evaluation of these potential new 

crosswalks, staff frequently determines that a location warrants additional improvements beyond simple 

pavement markings. This project will evaluate existing and desired crosswalks and construct improvements at 

the highest priority locations. Priority for improvements will be determined based on an evaluation of existing 

conditions as well as requests from Bloomingtonians. The primary objective of this project is to reduce the risk 

of crashes involving pedestrians crossing a street. 

 

PROJECT INTENT (required) 

Provide a short description of the safety improvements to be achieved. Attach a map or aerial photos 

depicting the proposed project limits.

Crashes involving pedestrians are more likely to result in a fatality or incapacitating injury than crashes 

involving only motor vehicles. Pedestrian crashes are also much more likely to occur at locations where 

pedestrians cross the street and interact with vehicular traffic.  

 

Documented crash reduction factors indicate numerous tools that can be used to decrease crash risk for 

pedestrians crossing a street. As an example, installation of pedestrian refuge islands has been shown to result 

in a 56% reduction in crashes involving pedestrians. There is also widespread documentation on the effect of 

motor vehicle speeds on crash severities. Research indicates that the likelihood of a pedestrian surviving a 

crash with a motor vehicle traveling at 40mph is only 10%, while the likelihood of surviving a crash with a 

motor vehicle traveling at 20mph is 90%. These improvements would aim to increase visibility of pedestrians, 

reduce high-risk motor vehicle speeding, and reduce the risk of crashes involving pedestrians that could result 

in fatalities or incapacitating injuries. 

Special Rule Narrative (attach additional pages if needed) 

Provide a detailed narrative to explain that the location experiences a higher than normal frequency, rate, 

and/or risk of fatal and incapacitating injury events (severe crashes); and how the proposed project will 

reduce severe crashes.

















Submit by EmailPrint Form

Highway Safety Improvement Program 

Low Cost Systemic LPA Project Eligibility Request

Local Public Agency City of Bloomington

Official Signatory Neil Kopper

Office Title Interim Transportation and Traffic Engineer

Date Dec 17, 2018

Project Contact Neil Kopper

Telephone 812-349-3423 Email koppern@bloomington.in.gov

PROJECT

Des No. of existing project

Road Name Various City Maintained Streets

Improvement Type 06 Install or upgrade pedestrian curb ramps and refuge areas at areas of high conflic

Include start and end points of 

corridor or number of locations in 

area. (attach project map)   

list all that apply: 

 County 

 Township 

 City/Town

Numerous locations in and near downtown Bloomington that 

require accessible curb ramps. 

County = Monroe County 

Townships = Bloomington and Perry 

City = City of Bloomington 

Submited by BMCMPO

Request New Project

SPONSOR

Construction 454,768

SCHEDULE AND FUNDING

P/E 90,954

Land Acquisition

Total 613,937

Est. Start Date Sep 1, 2021

Est. Start Date Oct 13, 2022

Est. Start Date Oct 13, 2022

Construction Eng. 68,215

Existing project funding type No existing project

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

If installing signs at formerly unsigned locations? (Select if yes)

If LPA is to contribute more than 10% match

Sign Inventory

SIGN UPGRADE PROJECT QUESTION 

If improvement selected above is a sign retroreflectivity upgrade project, also indicate the following:

Local Contribution Amount 61,395

For requests after August 1, 2013



Project will modify or reconstruct curb ramps in the downtown Bloomington area to meet current accessibility 

guidelines. Work may include curb bumpouts, accessible connections to transit stops, or other modifications 

based on site specific context. Work will take place in and around the downtown area and locations will be 

prioritized to focus on locations with low accessibility compliance and high levels of interaction between 

pedestrians and motor vehicles. These improvements will reduce the exposure of vulnerable road users and 

target the Indiana Strategic Highway Safety Program emphasis area #6 - Pedestrian Involved Crashes.

PROJECT INTENT (required) 

Provide a short description of the safety improvements to be achieved. Attach a map or aerial photos 

depicting the proposed project limits.

Crashes involving pedestrians are more likely to result in a fatality or incapacitating injury than crashes 

involving only motor vehicles. Pedestrian crashes are also much more likely to occur at locations where 

pedestrians cross the street and interact with vehicular traffic. Furthermore, the area in and around downtown 

Bloomington experiences by far the highest levels of activity by pedestrians in general and specifically 

pedestrians with disabilities. 

 

Curb ramps which are compliant with current standards greatly enhance the safety of disabled users of the 

roadway including those with mobility disabilities and those with limited vision. Effective curb ramps 

minimize pedestrian exposure by reducing the time spent transitioning between the crosswalk and the 

sidewalk. In addition, detectable warning elements provide strong visual distinction for both motorists and 

pedestrians of all ability levels and assist in maintaining separation between these modes. 

Special Rule Narrative (attach additional pages if needed) 

Provide a detailed narrative to explain that the location experiences a higher than normal frequency, rate, 

and/or risk of fatal and incapacitating injury events (severe crashes); and how the proposed project will 

reduce severe crashes.













Submit by EmailPrint Form

Highway Safety Improvement Program 

Low Cost Systemic LPA Project Eligibility Request

Local Public Agency City of Bloomington

Official Signatory Neil Kopper

Office Title Interim Transportation and Traffic Engineer

Date Dec 17, 2018

Project Contact Neil Kopper

Telephone 812-349-3423 Email koppern@bloomington.in.gov

PROJECT

Des No. of existing project

Road Name Various City Maintained Streets

Improvement Type 22 Upgrade guardrail end treatments to current standards

Include start and end points of 

corridor or number of locations in 

area. (attach project map)   

list all that apply: 

 County 

 Township 

 City/Town

Numerous locations throughout the City of Bloomington that require 

new or improved guardrail. 

County = Monroe County 

Townships = Bloomington and Perry 

City = City of Bloomington 

Submited by BMCMPO

Request New Project

SPONSOR

Construction 375,678

SCHEDULE AND FUNDING

P/E 38,000

Land Acquisition

Total 470,030

Est. Start Date Sep 1, 2020

Est. Start Date Oct 14, 2021

Est. Start Date Oct 14, 2021

Construction Eng. 56,352

Existing project funding type No existing project

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

If installing signs at formerly unsigned locations? (Select if yes)

If LPA is to contribute more than 10% match

Sign Inventory

SIGN UPGRADE PROJECT QUESTION 

If improvement selected above is a sign retroreflectivity upgrade project, also indicate the following:

Local Contribution Amount 81,204

For requests after August 1, 2013



Project will utilize a guardrail assessment scheduled for completion in 2019 to prioritize areas for 

improvement. Work will focus on upgrading guardrail end treatments to meet current standards. It is 

expected that replacing/improving/installing guardrail runs will also be necessary.

PROJECT INTENT (required) 

Provide a short description of the safety improvements to be achieved. Attach a map or aerial photos 

depicting the proposed project limits.

According to the Indiana Strategic Highway Safety Program (SHSP), roadway departure crashes contribute 

approximately 50% of the total annual severe crashes. For that reason, Roadway Departure Crashes are listed 

as emphasis area #2 in the SHSP with a specific recommendation to install guardrail end-treatments. The 

probability of a severe crash increases if the crash involves a guardrail that is damaged or does not have 

recommended end-treatments. This project will reduce the probability of these severe crashes by repairing/

improving guardrails and installing guardrail end-treatments. 

Special Rule Narrative (attach additional pages if needed) 

Provide a detailed narrative to explain that the location experiences a higher than normal frequency, rate, 

and/or risk of fatal and incapacitating injury events (severe crashes); and how the proposed project will 

reduce severe crashes.

















































Submit by EmailPrint Form

Highway Safety Improvement Program 

Low Cost Systemic LPA Project Eligibility Request

Local Public Agency City of Bloomington

Official Signatory Neil Kopper

Office Title Project Engineer

Date Jan 11, 2017

Project Contact Neil Kopper

Telephone 812-349-3423 Email koppern@bloomington.in.gov

PROJECT

Des No. of existing project

Road Name Various City Maintained Streets

Improvement Type 6 Install new pedestrian crosswalk warning signs, flashing beacons, special paveme

Include start and end points of 

corridor or number of locations in 

area. (attach project map)   

list all that apply: 

 County 

 Township 

 City/Town

The project is expected to include improvements at 25 school 

zones on streets maintained and operated by the City of 

Bloomington. 

County = Monroe County 

Townships = Bloomington and Perry 

City = City of Bloomington 

Submited by BMCMPO

Request New Project

SPONSOR

Construction 500,000

SCHEDULE AND FUNDING

P/E 100,000

Land Acquisition    0

Total 670,000

Est. Start Date 09/2017

Est. Start Date

Est. Start Date 12/2019

Construction Eng. 70,000

Existing project funding type No existing project

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

If installing signs at formerly unsigned locations? (Select if yes)

If LPA is to contribute more than 10% match

Sign Inventory

SIGN UPGRADE PROJECT QUESTION 

If improvement selected above is a sign retroreflectivity upgrade project, also indicate the following:

Local Contribution Amount 119,316

For requests after August 1, 2013



This project will install or improve school zones and school-related pedestrian crossings. Improvements may 

include crosswalks, accessible curb ramps, warning signs, flashing beacons, reduced speed limit zones, and 

other traffic calming features. All work will comply with PROWAG, the City’s adopted accessibility guidelines. 

 

Existing school zones are not consistent throughout the City and do not comply with current best practices. 

This project will evaluate existing and desired school zones and pedestrian crossings and construct 

improvements at the highest priority locations. Priority for improvements will be determined based on an 

evaluation of existing conditions as well as input from schools and area residents. The primary objective of this 

project is to reduce the risk of crashes involving children walking or bicycling to and from school. 

PROJECT INTENT (required) 

Provide a short description of the safety improvements to be achieved. Attach a map or aerial photos 

depicting the proposed project limits.

Crashes involving pedestrians are more likely to result in a fatality or incapacitating injury than crashes 

involving only motor vehicles, especially when the pedestrian is a child. Pedestrian crashes are also much 

more likely to occur at locations where pedestrians cross the street and interact with vehicular traffic.  

 

School zone improvements have been widely reported to improve safety for school children who have to 

cross a street while walking or bicycling to and from school. Documented crash reduction factors indicate that 

implementation of school zone warning signs could result in a 20% reduction of overall crashes. There is also 

widespread documentation on the effect of motor vehicle speeds on crash severities. Research indicates that 

the likelihood of a pedestrian surviving a crash with a motor vehicle travelling at 40mph is only 10%, while the 

likelihood of surviving a crash with a motor vehicle travelling at 20mph is 90%. School zones that are focused 

on areas where children are exposed to motor vehicles, have clear signage, and utilize appropriate traffic 

calming techniques will result in improved awareness of pedestrians and improved compliance with school 

zone speed limits (typically 20mph). These improvements would result in substantial reductions in the risk of 

crashes involving school children that could result in fatalities or incapacitating injuries. 

Special Rule Narrative (attach additional pages if needed) 

Provide a detailed narrative to explain that the location experiences a higher than normal frequency, rate, 

and/or risk of fatal and incapacitating injury events (severe crashes); and how the proposed project will 

reduce severe crashes.



















Submit by EmailPrint Form

Highway Safety Improvement Program 

Low Cost Systemic LPA Project Eligibility Request

Local Public Agency City of Bloomington

Official Signatory Neil Kopper

Office Title Interim Transportation and Traffic Engineer

Date Dec 17, 2018

Project Contact Neil Kopper

Telephone 812-349-3423 Email koppern@bloomington.in.gov

PROJECT

Des No. of existing project

Road Name Various City Maintained Streets

Improvement Type 08 Make changes to yellow interval traffic signal timing or signal interconnect to impr

Include start and end points of 

corridor or number of locations in 

area. (attach project map)   

list all that apply: 

 County 

 Township 

 City/Town

Signalized intersections, including pedestrian hybrid beacons, 

located throughout the City of Bloomington. 

County = Monroe County 

Townships = Bloomington and Perry 

City = City of Bloomington 

Submited by BMCMPO

Request New Project

SPONSOR

Construction

SCHEDULE AND FUNDING

P/E 425,000

Land Acquisition

Total 425,000

Est. Start Date Sep 1, 2023

Est. Start Date

Est. Start Date

Construction Eng.

Existing project funding type No existing project

LOCATION DESCRIPTION

If installing signs at formerly unsigned locations? (Select if yes)

If LPA is to contribute more than 10% match

Sign Inventory

SIGN UPGRADE PROJECT QUESTION 

If improvement selected above is a sign retroreflectivity upgrade project, also indicate the following:

Local Contribution Amount 42,500

For requests after August 1, 2013



Project will collect traffic data, model traffic patterns, determine timings that optimize safety and mobility for 

all modes of transportation, implement new timings, and verify optimal system performance for all of the 

City’s traffic signals and pedestrian hybrid beacons. The project will update the signal timing parameters to 

reflect recommended yellow change intervals and required ADA walk/flashing don't walk phase lengths. 

Additionally, a key project metric will be to minimize vehicle stops while also attempting to manage the 

vehicle progression speed. Updating the change intervals and minimizing vehicle stops are expected to 

mitigate rear end and angle crash types. Providing sufficient time for pedestrians to cross the intersections is 

anticipated to improve pedestrian safety. Managing progression speeds is anticipated to enhance bicyclist 

safety and reduce crash severity. The project will also evaluate locations for possible use of leading pedestrian 

intervals, left-turn signal phasing changes, and identify additional beneficial traffic signal investments (e.g., 

interconnect, signal heads, flashing yellow arrow left-turn signals, etc.) to further enhance safety in the City of 

Bloomington. 

PROJECT INTENT (required) 

Provide a short description of the safety improvements to be achieved. Attach a map or aerial photos 

depicting the proposed project limits.

Most locations with high crash numbers and rates in the City of Bloomington are at signalized intersections 

per the Bloomington/Monroe County Metropolitan Planning Organization Crash Report. Risk tends to be 

greatest at signalized intersections due to their high traffic volumes and conflict points. Additionally, 

signalized intersections are multimodal nodes that process conflicting traffic ranging from large trucks and 

buses to pedestrians and bicyclists. The City of Bloomington has a significant amount of pedestrian and 

bicycle traffic and the City's signalized intersections are preferred crossing locations for many of these 

vulnerable users.  

 

The proposed signal timing project will reduce severe crashes by using recommended yellow change 

intervals, minimizing vehicle stops, providing sufficient pedestrian crossing times, and managing vehicle 

speed. These changes are anticipated to reduce the frequency and severity of angle, rear end, pedestrian, and 

bicycle crashes. Additionally, potential changes to left-turn signal phasing could also result in a reduced 

number of turning crashes. The City of Bloomington does not have a signal timing specialist on staff and has 

not initiated a full signal retiming project since 2016 (this application is for a 2024 project). This combination 

leads the City to believe this project will have significant and noticeable safety improvements. 

Special Rule Narrative (attach additional pages if needed) 

Provide a detailed narrative to explain that the location experiences a higher than normal frequency, rate, 

and/or risk of fatal and incapacitating injury events (severe crashes); and how the proposed project will 

reduce severe crashes.
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Project Name: Fullerton Pike/Gordon Pike/Rhorer Road - Phase III

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) (??) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 0
Project is located within existing right of way 0

Total 0.15

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 0
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 1
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 1
Signalization Improvement (Roundabouts ??) 1
Signage/Wayfinding 1
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) (??) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 0

Total 1.0

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 0
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility (??) 0
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) (Roundabouts ??) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 1
Project includes bicycle facility improvements 1

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 1
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 1
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 1

Total 1.2

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 1
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization Improvement (Roundabouts ??) 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 1
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 1

Total 0.6

Project provides increased accessability for people with a low income & minorities (??) 0
Project corrects ADA non-compliance (??) 0
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources (??) 1

Total 0.4

Project located along planned transit service 0
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority 1
Transit Plan Priority 0
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.6

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes (??) 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) (??) 0
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.75

4.7
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.

BMCMPO TIP - Project Prioritization Criteria

20%

20%

Multi-Modal Options

Safety

System Preservation and  Maintenance

15%

Overall Total

Context Sensitivity and Land Use

Consistency with Adopted Plans 

Health and Equity

Congestion Management

10%

10%

10%

15%



Project Name: Karst farm Greenway Ext & Railraod Grade Crossing

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 0
Project is located within existing right of way (???) 1

Total 0.3

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 0
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 1
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 1
Signalization Improvement 1
Signage/Wayfinding 1
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 1.2

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 0
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 0
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 0
Project includes bicycle facility improvements (& Equistrian ???) 1

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 1
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 1
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 1

Total 1.0

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 1
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization improvement 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 0
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 1

Total 0.5

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 1
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 1
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.6

Project located along planned transit service 0
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority 1
Transit Plan Priority 0
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.6

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 1
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.9

5.1
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.

BMCMPO TIP - Project Prioritization Criteria

20%

20%

Multi-Modal Options

Safety

System Preservation and  Maintenance

15%

Overall Total

Context Sensitivity and Land Use

Consistency with Adopted Plans 

Health and Equity

Congestion Management

10%

10%

10%

15%



COB - 1st Street Reconstruction

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 0
Project is located within existing right of way 1

Total 0.30

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 0
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 0
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 0
Signalization Improvement 1
Signage/Wayfinding 1
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 0.80

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 1
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 1
Project includes bicycle facility improvements 1

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 0
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 0
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 1

Total 1.20

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 1
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization improvement 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 0
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 1

Total 0.50

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 1
Project corrects ADA non-compliance  (???) 1
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.60

Project located along planned transit service 1
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority (???) 0
Transit Plan Priority 0
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority (???) 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.60

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 1
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.90

4.90
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.

Overall Total

Context Sensitivity and Land Use

Consistency with Adopted Plans 

Health and Equity

Congestion Management

10%

10%

10%

15%

BMCMPO TIP - Project Prioritization Criteria

20%

20%

Multi-Modal Options

Safety

System Preservation and  Maintenance

15%



COB - 17th Street Multimodal Improvements

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 0
Project is located within existing right of way 0

Total 0.15

Project addresses a known high crash risk location  
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 1
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations (???) 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 1
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 1
Signalization Improvement 1
Signage/Wayfinding 1
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 1.40

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 1
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 1
Project includes bicycle facility improvements 1

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 1
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 1
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility (When B-Line Extion is completed, yes) 1

Total 1.60

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 1
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization improvement 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 1
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 1

Total 0.60

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 1
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 0
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.50

Project located along planned transit service 1
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority 1
Transit Plan Priority 0
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.70

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 0
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.75

5.7
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.

BMCMPO TIP - Project Prioritization Criteria

20%

20%

Multi-Modal Options

Safety

System Preservation and  Maintenance

15%

Overall Total

Context Sensitivity and Land Use

Consistency with Adopted Plans 

Health and Equity

Congestion Management

10%

10%

10%

15%



COB - Adams Street Connection

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 0
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 0
Project is located within existing right of way 0

Total 0.00

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 0
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety (Roundabout???) 1
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 0
Signalization Improvement (Roundabouts???) 0
Signage/Wayfinding 0
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 0.60

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 0
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 0
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 1
Project includes sidewalk improvements 0
Project includes bicycle facility improvements (Currently a forest, but will connect to amultimodal path ???) 0

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 1
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 1
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 1

Total 1.00

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 1
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization Improvement (Roundabouts???) 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 1
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 1
Other strategies 1

Total 0.70

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 1
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 0
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 0
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.40

Project located along planned transit service 0
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority 1
Transit Plan Priority (???) 1
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans (???) 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.70

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 0
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.75

4.15
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.
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COB -Downtown Curb Ramps

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 1
Project is located within existing right of way 1

Total 0.45

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 1
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 1

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 0
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 0
Signalization Improvement 0
Signage/Wayfinding 0
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 0.80

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 1
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 1
Project includes bicycle facility improvements 0

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 0
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 1
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 0

Total 1.00

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 0
Improvements to access management 0
Signalization improvement 0
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 0
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 1
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 0

Total 0.10

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 0
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 1
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 0
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.40

Project located along planned transit service 1
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority (Accessability) 1
Transit Plan Priority 1
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans (???) 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.80

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 1
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 1
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 0
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.75
4.3

     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.
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COB - Guardrails

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 1
Project is located within existing right of way 1

Total 0.45

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations (???) 1
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations (???) 0

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 1
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 1
Signalization Improvement 0
Signage/Wayfinding 0
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 1.00

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 1
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility (???) 0
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) (???) 0
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 0
Project includes bicycle facility improvements (???) 0

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 0
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 0
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 0

Total 0.20

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 0
Improvements to access management 0
Signalization improvement 0
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 0
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes 0
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 0

Total 0.00

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 0
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 0
Project promotes physical activity 0
Project reduces vehicle emissions 0
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.20

Project located along planned transit service 1
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility (???) 0
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority (Safety) 1
Transit Plan Priority (Safety) 1
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority (Safety) 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan (Safety) 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents (Indiana HSIP) 1

Total 0.70

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 0
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 1
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community (Safety) 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 0
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 0
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity (Safety) 1

Total 0.45

3.00
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.
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City of Bloomington -Signal Timing

Weighting Yes = 1, No = 0

Project improves upon existing  infrastructure or serves to retrofit missing infrastructure (e.g. filling in sidewalk gaps) 1
Project addresses a maintenance need (e.g. repaving, bridge repair) 1
Project is located within existing right of way 1

Total 0.45

Project addresses a known high crash risk location
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 50 crash locations 1
Project location is identified in the most recent MPO Crash Report's top 15 bicycle and pedestrian crash locations 1

Project incorporates strategies that reduce crash risk  
Geometrical improvement for motorized safety 0
Geometrical Improvement for non-motorized safety 0
Signalization Improvement 1
Signage/Wayfinding 1
Project improves safe travel to nearby schools (within 1 mile) 1
Other improvements with rationale as to how the project reduces crash risk 1

Total 1.20

Project incorporates Multi-Modal solutions  
Project located along existing transit service 1
Project located along existing pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Project reduces modal conflict (e.g. traffic signals, grade separation, dedicated lanes) 1
Project includes transit accommodations (e.g. pullouts, shelters, dedicated lanes, signal priority) 0
Project includes sidewalk improvements 0
Project includes bicycle facility improvements 0

Project contains high comfort bicycle infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. protected bike lane, multi-use path) 0
Project contains high comfort pedestrian infrastructure appropriate to facility function (e.g. curb extension, refuge island, crosswalk 
enhancement) 0
Project makes a connection to an existing active mode facility 0

Total 0.60

Project incorporates congestion management strategies
Grade separation or dedicated travel space for individual modes 0
Improvements to access management 1
Signalization improvement 1
Improves parallel facility or contributes to alternative routing 1
Provides capacity for non-motorized modes  (???) 0
Adds transit capacity 0
Other strategies 1

Total 0.40

Project provides increased accessibility for people with a low income & minorities 0
Project corrects ADA non-compliance 0
Project promotes physical activity 1
Project reduces vehicle emissions 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a natural resource 1
Project will not have a negative impact for a socio-cultural resources 1

Total 0.40

Project located along planned transit service 1
Project located along planned pedestrian/bicycle facility 1
Local Master Thoroughfare Plan Priority 1
Transit Plan Priority 1
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Priority 1
Project supports goals and principles of MPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 1
Project supports goals and principles of local land use plans 1
Other applicable planning documents 1

Total 0.80

Project  contributes to the sense of place and matches the surrounding land use  
Project balances the need to move people with other desirable outcomes 1
Project involves minimal disruption to the community (e.g. limited land acquisition, limited change in traffic circulation) 1
Project is seen as adding lasting value to the community 1

Project supports high quality growth and land use principles  
Project improves accessibility and/or connectivity to existing land use development 0
Project location supports infill/redevelopment 1
Project contributes to transportation network grid development/roadway network connectivity 1

Total 0.75

4.6
     Source: BMCMPO Complete Streets Policy, November 2018.
                     Preliminary Scoring, January 2019.
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