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This Fiscal Year 2020 — 2023 Transportation Improvement Program was developed by the Kingsport
Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) in cooperation with:

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Tennessee Department of Transportation

Virginia Department of Transportation

An electronic copy of this document can be found on our website:
https://www.kingsporttn.gov/city-services/kmtpo/
or

www.kptmtpo.com

E-mail: MTPO@KingsportTN.gov

The Kingsport Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization ensures compliance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA), Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 49 CFR Part 26, and related statutes and
regulations to the end that no person shall be excluded from participation in or be denied the benefits of,
or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal assistance from the U.S.
Department of Transportation on the grounds of disability, race, color, or national origin. For ADA or Title
VI inquiries, contact George DeCroes at (423) 224-2448.
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Resolution and Self-Certification

RESOLUTION BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF THE KINGSPORT METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MTPO) TO ADOPT THE KINGSPORT AREA
FY 2020-2023 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

WHEREAS, the Kingsport Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) is the designated
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the Kingsport urbanized area in Tennessee and Virginia
and is responsible for carrying out a comprehensive, cooperative, and continuous transportation planning
process; and

WHEREAS, the Kingsport MTPO prepared the Fiscal Year 2020-2023 TIP, a cooperatively developed
program of transportation projects selected to be advanced during the program’s four-year period, in
accordance with planning requirements in federal laws and regulations; and

WHEREAS, no local highway or transit projects are eligible for Federal funds until they are programmed
in the TIP; and

WHEREAS, the Kingsport MTPO has involved the public and interested stakeholders in accordance with
the Public Participation Plan prior to finalizing the TIP.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF THE KINGSPORT METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING ORGANIZATION AS FOLLOWS:

The FY 2020-2023 Transportation Improvement Program has been developed in accordance with all
applicable requirements and this resolution is adopted as an endorsement of the FY 2020-2023 TIP.

James Phillips Date
Chairman, Executive Board

Lesley Phillips Date
Kingsport MTPO Staff
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS CERTIFICATION

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.336, the Kingsport Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization, the
Tennessee Department of Transportation, and the Virginia Department of Transportation hereby certify
that the metropolitan transportation planning process is addressing major issues facing the Kingsport,
TN-VA urbanized area, and is being carried out in accordance with the following requirements:

23 U.S.C. 134 and 135, 49 U.S.C. 5303 and 5304 (Highways and Transit).

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2000 d-1) and 49 CFR part 21.

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

V. Section 1101 (b) of the FAST-Act (Pub. L 114-357) and 49 CFR part 26 regarding the involvement
of disadvantaged business enterprises in USDOT-funded projects.

V. 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity program
on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts.

VI. Provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq) and 49 CFR
parts 27, 37, and 38.

VII. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean Air Act,
as amended, 42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d), and 40 CFR part 93.

VIII. The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the basis
of age in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance.

IX. Section 324 of Title 23 U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on gender.

X. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR part 27 regarding
discrimination against individuals with disabilities.

James Phillips, Chairman Date Lesley Phillips Date

Kingsport MTPO Executive Board Kingsport MTPO Staff

D.A. “Donny” Necessary, Jr. Date Ronnie Porter Date

Bristol District Administrator Director, TDOT Program Development

Virginia Department of Transportation & Administration Division
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Abbreviations

3C Continuous, Cooperative, Comprehensive Transportation Planning Process
AC Advance Construction

ACQ Acquisition

ADA Americans with Disabilities Act

CAP Capital

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program
CONST Construction

CPR Capital Project Revenue

DOT Department of Transportation

DRPT Department of Rail and Public Transportation

EPA Environmental Protection Agency

ER Emergency Relief Program

FAST Act Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act

FFY Federal Fiscal Year

FLAP Federal Lands Access Program

FLTP Federal Lands Transportation Program

FY Fiscal Year

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FHWA-TN Federal Highway Administration — Tennessee Division
FTA Federal Transit Administration

GARVEES Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicles

HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program

ITS Intelligent Transportation Systems

KATS Kingsport Area Transit Service

LOS Level of Service

LRTP Long Range Transportation Plan

MAP-21 Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21 Century Act
MAINT Maintenance

MEOQOC Mountain Empire Older Citizens

MPA Metropolitan Planning Area

MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization

MTPO Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization
NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NET Trans Northeast Tennessee Regional Public Transit
NHFP National Highway Freight Program

NHPP National Highway Performance Program

NHS National Highway System

NOx Nitrogen Oxides

OoP Operations

PBPP Performance Based Planning and Programming
PE-D Preliminary Engineering — Design

PE-N Preliminary Engineering — NEPA
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PHSIP Penalty Highway Safety Improvement Program
PM1 Performance Measures 1 — Safety

PM2 Performance Measures 2 — Infrastructure Condition
PM2.5 Small Particulate Matter

PM3 Performance Measures 3 — System Performance
PPP Public Participation Plan

ROW Right-of-Way

RSP Revenue Sharing Program

SHSP Strategic Highway Safety Plan

STBG Surface Transportation Block Grant Program
STIP State Transportation Improvement Program
TAM Transit Asset Management

TAP Transportation Alternatives Program

TDOT Tennessee Department of Transportation

TIP Transportation Improvement Program

TR Training

ULB Useful Life Benchmark

Uniform Act Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
UPWP Unified Planning Work Program

usc United States Code

VDOT Virginia Department of Transportation

VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled

VOC Volatile Organic Compounds

YOE Year of Expenditure
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1. Introduction

1.1 About the Kingsport MTPO

The Kingsport Metropolitan Transportation Planning Organization (MTPO) is an inter-governmental
agency that is responsible for transportation planning and programming in the greater Kingsport
metropolitan area. Each urban area with a population of more than 50,000 in the United States has a
designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO/MTPQO) which acts as a liaison between local
communities, their citizens, and the state departments of transportation (DOTs). MTPOs are important
because they direct where and how available state and federal dollars for transportation improvements
will be spent.

The Kingsport metropolitan area became eligible for MPO/MTPO status when it reached the minimum
requirement of 50,000 in population with the 1970 census. The Kingsport MTPO was established in 1977
through the efforts of the Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), the Virginia Department of
Transportation (VDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA). The Kingsport MTPO is a bi-state MPO meaning the Kingsport Urbanized Area lies
in two states (Tennessee and Virginia). Federal law requires the Kingsport MTPO to conduct
transportation planning activities within the Kingsport Urbanized Area in a continuous, cooperative, and
comprehensive (3C) process as defined in the following federal legislation and regulations:

e Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act — Current Transportation Authorization;

e Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21 Century (MAP-21) Act — Previous Transportation
Authorization;

e Title 23 of the United States Code (USC), Section 134 — Metropolitan Transportation Planning;

o Title 49 of the USC, Section 5303 — Formula Grant Program for Metropolitan Transportation
Planning;

e Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Section 450 — Metropolitan Transportation
Planning and Programming; and

e Title 49 CFR, Section 613, Subpart A — Metropolitan Transportation Planning and Programming.

1.2 Metropolitan Planning Area

Under current federal law, any urbanized area with a population over 50,000 must be in a Metropolitan
Planning Area (MPA) for a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQ). Urbanized Areas are determined
by the United States Census Bureau. A MPA is the geographic area determined by agreement between
the MPO for the area and the Governor, in which the metropolitan transportation planning process is
carried out. At a minimum, the MPA must encompass the Census Urbanized Area and the contiguous
geographic area likely to become urbanized within the next twenty (20) years. In Tennessee, the Kingsport
MTPO MPA consists of the City of Church Hill, the Town of Mount Carmel, the City of Kingsport, and
portions of Hawkins County, Sullivan County, Washington County, and Greene County. In Virginia, the
Kingsport MTPO MPA consists of Weber City, Gate City, and a portion of Scott County. Figure 1 shows the
Kingsport MTPO Urbanized Area and the MPA boundary.
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Figure 1 — Kingsport MTPO Planning Area
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1.3 Organizational Structure

The Kingsport MTPO is comprised of an Executive Board, a Technical Coordinating Committee, and
administrative staff. The Executive Board is the overall governing body for the Kingsport MTPO. The

administrative staff is housed as a division of the Public Works Department of the City of Kingsport. Figure
2 shows the Organizational Structure of the Kingsport MTPO.
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Figure 2 — Kingsport MTPO Organizational Chart
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2. Transportation Improvement Program Development

2.1 Purpose of the Document

The purpose of the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is to identify and program funds for all
transportation projects within the Kingsport MPA that are funded by federal programs in Titles 23
(Highways) and 49 (Transportation) of the USC. The TIP identifies the region’s highest priority
transportation projects, develops a multi-year implementation program, and identifies necessary funding.
The TIP is cooperatively developed at least every four years by the Kingsport MTPO staff in coordination
with its member jurisdictions, TDOT, VDOT, FHWA, FTA, and public transportation providers. The TIP
contains all federally funded projects and regionally significant projects regardless of the funding source.

Once the draft TIP is completed, it is submitted to TDOT, VDOT, FHWA, and FTA for comments. Once the
comments have been addressed, the TIP follows the process described in the Public Participation Plan
(PPP) to provide public notice and an opportunity for the public to comment. After any public comments
are addressed, the TIP is recommended for adoption by the Kingsport MTPO Executive Board. The final
TIP is forwarded to TDOT and VDOT to be included by reference in the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) and to be approved by FHWA and FTA.

2.2 Planning Horizon

Projects that are included in the TIP must be consistent with the Kingsport MTPO Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP), which is required to cover at least a twenty (20) year timeframe of planning
for projects in the future. The LRTP provides the foundation for almost all regionally significant
transportation projects within the MTPO area. Consistency between the LRTP and the TIP occurs when
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projects are drawn from the LRTP and recommended for immediate implementation in the TIP (next 1 to
4 years). The 2040 LRTP was adopted by the Kingsport MTPO Executive Board on June 2, 2017. At a
minimum, the TIP is required to cover at least a four (4) year horizon. This TIP covers the federal fiscal
years (FFYs) period of October 1, 2019 through September 30, 2023. The previous TIP covered the FFYs
period of October 1, 2016 to September 30, 2020 and was adopted by the Kingsport MTPO Executive
Board on November 3, 2016. The next TIP will cover the FFYs period of October 1, 2022 through
September 30, 2026, the development cycle will begin in early 2022.

2.3 Project Priorities and Criteria

The development of the FY 2020-2023 TIP was shaped largely by the goals of the LRTP, Fixing America’s
Surface Transportation (FAST) Act ten (10) planning factors, seven (7) national goals, performance
measures and targets, current and emerging trends within the region relative to population and
employment growth, and the desires of local jurisdictions and citizens within the region.

As part of Kingsport’s 2040 LRTP, three (3) goals were established to guide the development of future
transportation solutions for the region over the next 20 years.

2040 Long Range Transportation Plan Regional Goals:

Goal 1 - Livability — Provide safe, secure, convenient, and active transportation choices to all citizens that
strengthen the livability and health of our communities and region.
e Improve safety by reducing transportation-related fatalities and injuries.
e Make streets a place for all users — “Complete Streets”.
e Promote active transportation by increasing opportunities for short trips through improved
accessibility to alternative modes.
e Increase transit and other transportation demand management opportunities as a means of
providing affordable transportation options.
e Strive to balance capacity and mobility needs for all users whereby connections to and across
modes and land uses function harmoniously.

Goal 2 - Sustainability — Promote and advance sustainable transportation choices for the greater
Kingsport region that support long-term economic, social, and environmental sustainability within and
throughout the region.

e Maintain what we have — take a “state of good repair” approach to our community’s
transportation assets.

e Seek cost-effective management solutions and new technologies as a means of addressing
congestion, improving travel time reliability, reducing transportation delay, and improving system
operations.

e Seek improvement options which minimize adverse impacts of surface transportation to
historical, social, cultural, and natural environments, including stormwater impacts.

e Promote investment solutions that improve the resiliency of the transportation system and
reduce transportation impacts on air-quality.

Goal 3 — Prosperity — Promote transportation policies and investments that advance quality economic
development and redevelopment, economic competitiveness, and efficient access to people, places, and
goods and services within and throughout the region.
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Strategically target transportation investments to areas supportive and conducive to growth and
redevelopment initiatives.

Support transportation investments and policies that work to create jobs, efficiently move freight,
promote tourism, and improve access to all modes and destinations while embracing access
management and corridor management strategies that preserve the long-term functionality of a
roadway’s capacity and safety.

Support land use and development patterns that reduce transportation costs and expenditures
and improve accessibility for all.

Continue to promote and foster an environment by which citizens, communities, jurisdictions,
elected officials, and other stakeholders can collaboratively advance a sustainable multimodal
transportation system that provides safe and secure connections throughout a livable and
prosperous region.

On December 4, 2015, the FAST Act was signed by the President and became a Federal law. The FAST Act
superseded the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 215 Century Act (MAP-21) and represents the current
Federal legislation funding source for transportation programs. The FAST Act builds on and refines many
of the transportation programs and policies defined by MAP-21 and continues the transformation of the
Federal-aid highway program by refocusing project decision making on performance based planning and
programming.

National Goals: Title 23 USC § 150 lists a set of seven (7) national transportation goals for the Federal-aid
highway system:

Safety — To achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public
roads.

Infrastructure condition — To maintain the highway infrastructure asset system in a state of good
repair.

Congestion reduction — To achieve a significant reduction in congestion on the National Highway
System.

System reliability — To improve the efficiency of the surface transportation system.

Freight movement and economic vitality — To improve the National Highway Freight Network,
strengthen the ability of rural communities to access national and international trade markets,
and support regional economic development.

Environmental sustainability — To enhance the performance of the transportation system while
protecting and enhancing the natural environment.

Reduce project delivery delays — To reduce project costs, promote jobs and the economy, and
expedite the movement of people and goods by accelerating project completion through
eliminating delays in the project development and delivery process, including reducing regulatory
burdens and improving agencies’ work practices.

Federal Planning Factors: Title 23 USC § 134 lists ten planning factors to be considered by the MTPO in
developing transportation plans and programs:

1)

2)

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;
Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;
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3) Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users;

4) Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and freight;

5) Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life,
and promote consistency between transportation improvements and state and local planned
growth and economic development patterns;

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

7) Promote efficient system management and operation;

8) Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;

9) Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate
stormwater impacts and surface transportation; and

10) Enhance travel and tourism.

To create a stronger link between the stated goals and objectives of the 2040 LRTP and transportation
improvements ultimately selected for funding by the MTPO, the MTPO Executive Board at their November
3, 2016 meeting established evaluation criteria to guide the review and development of projects
ultimately selected for inclusion into the 2040 LRTP. Each transportation recommendation considered for
inclusion in the 2040 LRTP was evaluated by comparing the project’s need with the criteria listed below.

2040 LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA

Priority Measure Points
Safety Number of auto and non-auto crashes, crash rate, and geometrics. 25
Current and future level of service (LOS), traffic operations, traffic
volume, and system redundancy.

Population and employment growth served and improved system
connectivity.

Non-motorized demand, targeted populations served (age 65+,
Active Transportation | low income, disabled), and improvement of LOS for pedestrians 15
and bicyclists.

Avoidance of floodplains, historical areas, steep slopes, and parks.
Capacity projects without widening or adding a new facility.
Proximity to freight dependent industries, truck trip origins and
Economic destinations, percentage of trucks, educated workforce, jobs, and 20
tourists destinations.

Operational Efficiency 20

Accessibility 10

Environmental 10

2.4 Project Selection

The Kingsport MTPO issued a Call for Projects to member jurisdictions, interested parties, and the public
on February 22, 2019. The MTPO, in cooperation with the State and public transportation operators, has
the authority to select projects for inclusion in the TIP.

Projects included in the TIP are selected from the region’s Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). In
addition to the regional goals of the LRTP, the ten (10) Planning Factors, the seven (7) National Goals, and
the LRTP Project Evaluation Criteria, the MTPO also used more specific criteria to select projects for
inclusion in the TIP. Projects included in prior TIPs, which have federal funds obligated, are given funding
priority for the next phase of development.
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TIP PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA

Priority Measure Points
. Project maintains or improves an existing roadway, highway, or
System Maintenance J . . P & ¥, hig Y 10
transit operation.
- Project improves the efficiency of the regional transportation
System Efficiency J improv welency &l P ! 10
system.
Environmental e Project decreases pollution (air, water, noise, etc.). 10
Quality ¢ Project improves the quality of life for the user and/or community.
e Project contains transit enhancements, bike accommodations, or
pedestrian accommodations.
Mobility Options e Project |mproves.o.r enhances the movement of freight. 75
e Adverse or positive effects the project may have on the
transportation of the disadvantaged, including minorities, elderly,
and disabled residents. (-10 to +5 points for this item)
. Project supports regional planning, future land uses, and economic
Regional Approach J PP . g P & 15
development initiatives.
Project improves safety for all users.
Safety ® [TOJSCt IMPTOVES SaTey TS . 15
e Site of project is considered a high incident location.
. Project addresses or improves the security of the transportation
Security J . P ¥ P 10
system and its users.
Financial Investments | Local match for this project is currently available. 5

ADDITIONAL PROJECT REQUIREMENTS

The TIP must link investment priorities to the Long Range Transportation Plan
and adopted Performance Measures (PMs). Project sponsor must indicate the
Performance Measures for which the project will provide a benefit and
provide additional information about the project’s impact on the selected
PMs.

Every city and county with fifty (50) employees or more must have an ADA
Transition Plan and Self-Evaluation in order to receive Federal Transportation
ADA Transition Plan Funds. By the end of 2019, FHWA will require all Transition Plans be
completed. Project sponsors are required to document their Transition Plan
status with any application for funding.

Performance
Measures

The projects eligible for inclusion in the TIP range from new construction and capital improvements for
highways, transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, intercity transportation, to operational and safety
improvements. Consideration is also given to the Tri-Cities Region Coordinated Public Transit — Human
Services Transportation Plan, Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Transition Plans, the Kingsport MTPO
Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP), Strategic Highway Safety Plans (SHSP) for Tennessee and
Virginia, TDOT’s Three Year Comprehensive Multimodal Program of Projects, as well as other corridor
studies, subarea plans, and modal plans, such as the Kingsport Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.

Virginia Smart Scale (House Bill 2) was adopted in 2014 and requires the development of a prioritization
and scoring process for project funding. The prioritization process evaluates projects as they relate to
congestion, mitigation, economic development, accessibility, safety, environmental quality, and land use
coordination. Although Smart Scale provides a quantifiable process for making project funding decisions,

DRAFT 15 of 66



projects still require inclusion in the MTPO planning process and long-range transportation plan for Smart
Scale eligibility and subsequently inclusion in the TIP for implementation.

2.5 Project Phases

Inclusion in the TIP is just one part of a project’s journey through the planning and approval process.
Projects in the TIP must first appear in the 2040 LRTP, which was adopted on June 2, 2017. One project
can have many phases including preliminary engineering, environmental, design, right-of-way acquisition,
and construction. It can take many years for one project to complete all phases and be ready for
construction so all phases of a project may not be included in this TIP. In order to add a project phase to
the TIP, funding must be identified and expected to be readily available in order to ensure the TIP remains
fiscally constrained. The following table lists the types of project phases found in the TIP.

PROJECT PHASES

Project Phase Acronym | Description

Acquisition/Purchase | ACQ Procuring equipment, software, or vehicles

Capital CAP Capital expenditures

—— CONST Work by the agency or contractor(s) to build the project, possibly

including utility relocation

Intelligent Procuring, developing, or integrating technology to manage
Transportation ITS & PINE, 8 & O8Y 8
transportation facilities, improve safety, or mobility
Systems
Maintenance MAINT Activities to preserve the transportation/transit system
Operating the transportation system such as incurring costs
. related to the day-to-day operations or maintenance of transit
Operations op . y y P . . .
vehicle systems, traffic signal systems, or intelligent
transportation systems
Includes activities from the inception of the project, fulfilling the
Preliminary requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

PE-N
Engineering — NEPA and all applicable legislation, regulations, executive orders, and

directives, up to the approval of the environmental document
Preliminary engineering design work, according to accepted
PE-D engineering practices, after approval of the environmental
document

Work from the distribution of ROW plans up to advertising for bids
or commencement of work by the agency, dealing with real

Preliminary
Engineering - Design

Right-of-Way ROW L
property acquisition, temporary and permanent easements, and
utility relocation

Training TR Training activities

2.6 Project Groupings

By agreement with TDOT and VDOT, the MTPO is including grouped projects in the TIP for state-wide
funding categories. The use of project groupings is permitted under 23 CFR 450.326(h). Projects that are
funded by such groupings are to be of a scale small enough not to warrant individual identification and
may be grouped by function, work type, and/or geographic area using the applicable classifications under
23 CFR 771.117(c) and (d) and/or CFR 40 part 93. Project groupings may only include projects that meet
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the following conditions: non-regionally significant, environmentally neutral, and exempt from air quality

conformity.

TDOT project groupings include the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG), Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP), and the National Highway Performance Program (NHPP). VDOT program
activities for state-wide and district-wide funding categories include Rail, Bridge Replacement and Repair,
Safety/ITS/Operational Improvements, Transportation Alternatives, as well as maintenance categories
and public transportation activities.

Note: This table will be updated when the final grouping descriptions are received from TDOT.

TDOT PROJECT GROUPINGS

Grouping

Function

Allowable Work Types

Safety Grouping

Any strategy, activity, or project on a

public road that is consistent with the

data-driven State Strategic Highway

Safety Plan (SHSP) and corrects or

improves a hazardous road location or

feature or addresses a highway safety

problem, including workforce

development, training, and education

activities. Eligibility of specific projects,

strategies, and activities is generally

based on:

e Consistency with SHSP,

e Crash experience, crash potential, or
other date-supported means,

e Compliance with the requirements of
Title 23 of the USC, and

e State’s strategic or performance-based
safety goals to reduce fatalities and
serious injuries on all public roads.

¢ Projects to upgrade railway-highway
grade crossings by eliminating hazards
and installing protective devices.

e Intersection safety improvements.

e Pavement and shoulder widening
(including a passing lane to remedy an
unsafe condition).

e Installation of rumble strips or other
warning devices, if they do not
adversely affect the safety or mobility
of bicyclists and pedestrians.

e Installation of skid-resistant surface at
intersections of locations with high
crash frequencies.

e Improvements for
bicyclist safety.

e Construction and improvement of a
railway-highway grade crossing safety
feature, including installation of
protective devices.

eThe conduct of a model
enforcement activity at a
highway crossing.

e Construction of a
feature.

e Elimination of a roadside hazard.

e Installation, replacement, and other
improvements of highway signage and
pavement markings, or a project to
maintain minimum levels of retro-
reflectivity that addresses a highway
safety problem consistent with the
SHSP.

o Installation of emergency vehicle
priority control systems at signalized
intersections.

pedestrian or

traffic
railway-

traffic calming
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Highway
Infrastructure
Program (HIP)

Provide flexible funding to address State
and local transportation needs through
the construction of highways, bridges,
tunnels, including designated routes of
the Appalachian Development Highway
System (ADHS) and local access roads
under 40 USC 14501.

Construction of highways, bridges,
tunnels, including designated routes of
the Appalachian Development Highway
System (ADHS) and local access roads
under 40 USC 14501.

National
System
Infrastructure
Grouping

Highway

Projects for the preservation and

improvement of the conditions and

performance of the National Highway

System (NHS), including:

e Rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration,
preservation, and operational
improvements,

o Traffic operations,

e Bridge and tunnel improvements,

e Safety improvements,

e Bicycle and pedestrian improvements,
and

e Environmental mitigation.

e Minor rehabilitation, pavement
resurfacing, preventative maintenance,
restoration, and pavement
preservation treatments to extend the
service life of highway infrastructure,
including pavement markings and
improvements to roadside hardware or
sight distance.

e Highway improvement work including
slide repair, rock fall mitigation,
drainage repairs, or other preventative
work necessary to maintain or extend
the service life of the existing
infrastructure in a good operational
condition.

e Minor  operational and  safety
improvements to intersections and
interchanges such as adding turn lanes,

addressing existing geometric
deficiencies, and extending on/off
ramps.

e Capital and operating costs for

intelligent transportation systems (ITS)
and traffic monitoring, management,
and control facilities and programs.

o Infrastructure-based intelligent
transportation systems (ITS) capital
improvements.

o Traffic Management Center
operations and utilities.

e Freeway service patrols.

e Traveler information.

e Bridge and tunnel construction (no
additional travel lanes), replacement,
rehabilitation, preservation,
protection, inspection, evaluation, and
inspector training and inspection and

(TMC)

evaluation of other infrastructure
assets, such as signs, walls, and
drainage structures.
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e Development and implementation of a
State Asset Management Plan including
data collection, maintenance and
integration, software costs, and
equipment costs that support the
development of performance-based

management systems for
infrastructure.

e Rail-highway grade crossing
improvements.

¢ Highway safety improvements.

e Installation of new or improvement of
existing guardrail.

e Installation  of
signals/lights.

e Spot safety improvements.

e Sidewalk improvements.

e Pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities.

e Traffic calming and traffic diversion
improvements.

¢ Noise walls.

e Wetland and/or stream mitigation.

traffic signs and

e Environmental restoration and
pollution abatement.
e Control of noxious weeds and

establishment of native species.

Surface
Transportation
Program Grouping

Projects and programs for the

preservation and improvement of the

conditions and performance of Federal-

aid highways and public roads, including:

e Rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration,
preservation, and operational
improvements on Federal-aid highways
and designated routes of the
Appalachian Development Highway
System (ADHS) and local access roads
under 40 USC 14501,

e Traffic operations on
highways,

e Bridge and tunnel improvements on
public roads,

e Safety improvements on public roads,

e Environmental mitigation,

e Scenic and historic highway programs,

e Landscaping and scenic beautification,

e Historic preservation,

Federal-aid

Activities previously authorized under
the Surface Transportation Program
(STP):

e Minor rehabilitation, pavement
resurfacing, preventative maintenance,
restoration, and pavement
preservation treatments to extend the
service life of highway infrastructure,
including pavement markings and
improvements to roadside hardware or
sight distance.

¢ Highway improvement work including
slide repair, rock fall mitigation,
drainage repairs, or other preventative
work necessary to maintain or extend
the service life of the existing
infrastructure in a good operational
condition.

e Minor  operational and  safety
improvements to intersections and
interchanges such as adding turn lanes,
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e Infrastructure projects for improving
non-drive access to public
transportation and enhanced mobility,

e Community improvement activities

addressing
deficiencies,
ramps.
Capital and operating costs for
intelligent transportation systems (ITS)
and traffic monitoring, management,
and control facilities and programs:
olnfrastructure-based intelligent
transportation systems (ITS) capital
improvements.
oTraffic Management Center (TMC)
operations and utilities.
oFreeway service patrols.
oTraveler information.
Bridge and tunnel construction (no
additional travel lanes), replacement,
rehabilitation, preservation,
protection, inspection, evaluation, and
inspector training and inspection and
evaluation of other infrastructure
assets, such as signs, walls, and
drainage structures.
Development and implementation of a
State Asset Management Plan including
data collection, maintenance and
integration, software costs, and
equipment costs that support the
development of performance-based

existing geometric
and extending on/off

management systems for
infrastructure.

e Rail-highway grade crossing
improvements.

oHighway safety improvements:
olnstallation of new or improvement
of existing guardrail.
olnstallation of traffic signs and
signals/lights.
oSpot safety improvements.
e Sidewalk improvements.
e Pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities.
e Traffic calming and traffic diversion
improvements.
o Noise walls.
e Wetlands and/or stream mitigation.
e Environmental restoration and
pollution abatement.
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e Control of noxious weeds and
establishment of native species.

Surface
Transportation
Program Grouping

Transportation Enhancement projects

Activities previously authorized under
the Transportation Enhancement
Program:

e Pedestrian and bicycle facilities, safety,
and educational activities.

e Acquisition of scenic easements and
scenic or historic sites.

e Scenic or historic highway programs.

e Landscaping and  other  scenic
beautification activities.

e Historic preservation.

e Rehabilitation and operation of historic
transportation buildings, structures, or
facilities.

e Preservation of abandoned railway
corridors.

e Inventory, control, and removal of
outdoor advertising.

e Archaeological planning and research.

e Environmental mitigation to address
water pollution due to highway runoff
or reduce vehicle-caused wildlife
morality while maintaining habitat
connectivity.

e Establishment of  transportation
museums.

e Activities under the Tennessee
Roadscapes grant program, including
landscaping, irrigation, benches, trash
cans, paths, and signage.

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) projects

Infrastructure related activities:

o Sidewalks improvements.

e Traffic calming and speed reduction
improvements.

e Pedestrian and  bicycle crossing
improvements.

¢ On-street bicycle facilities.

o Off-street bicycle and pedestrian
facilities.

e Secure bicycle parking facilities.

o Traffic diversion improvements
approximately within 2 miles of a
school location.

Non-Infrastructure related activities:
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e Public awareness campaigns and
outreach to press and community
leaders.

o Traffic education and enforcement in
the vicinity of schools:

oStudent sessions on bicycles and
pedestrian safety, health, and
environment.

oFunding for training, volunteers,
and managers of safe routes to
school program.

Surface
Transportation
Program Grouping

Transportation Alternatives projects

Activities previously authorized under
the Transportation Alternatives Program
(TAP):

e Transportation Alternatives projects,
construction, planning, and design of
on-road and off-road trail facilities for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-
motorized forms of transportation
including:

oSidewalk improvements.

oBicycle infrastructure.

oPedestrian and bicycle signals.

oTraffic calming techniques.

olighting and other safety-related
infrastructure.

oTransportation projects to achieve
compliance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990.

e Construction, planning, and design of
infrastructure-related projects and
systems that will provide safe routes for
non-drivers, including children, older
adults, and individuals with disabilities
to access daily needs.

e Conversion and use of abandoned
railroad corridors for trails for
pedestrians, bicyclists, or other non-
motorized transportation users.

e Construction of turnouts, overlooks,
and viewing areas.

Community improvement activities,

which include but are not limited to:

e Inventory, control, or removal of
outdoor advertising.
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e Historic preservation and rehabilitation
of historic transportation facilities.

e Vegetation management in
transportation rights-of-way to
improve roadway safety, prevent
invasive species, and provide erosion
control.

e Archaeological activities relating to
impacts from implementation of a
transportation project eligible under
Title 23 of the USC.

Any environmental mitigation activity,
including pollution prevention and
pollution abatement activities and
mitigation to:

e Address storm water management,
control, and water pollution prevention
and abatement related to highway
construction or due to highway runoff.

e Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife
mortality or to restore and maintain
connectivity among terrestrial or
aquatic habitats.

Surface
Transportation
Program Grouping

Recreational Trail Program projects

Recreational Trails Program activities

under 23 USC 206:

e Maintenance and restoration of
existing recreational trails.

e Development and rehabilitation of
trailside and trailhead facilities and trail
linkages for recreational trails.

e Purchase and lease of recreational trail
construction and maintenance
equipment.

e Construction of new recreational trails.

e Acquisition of easements and fee
simple title to property for recreational
trails or recreational trail corridors.

e Assessment of trail conditions for
accessibility and maintenance.

e Development and dissemination of
publications and  operation of
educational programs to promote
safety and environmental protection.

e Payment of costs to the State incurred
in administering the program.
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2.7 Advance Construction

Advance Construction (AC) is a technique which allows a state to initiate a project using non-federal funds
while preserving eligibility for future Federal-aid funds. Eligibility means that FHWA has determined that
the project technically qualifies for Federal-aid; however, no present or future Federal funds are
committed to the project. After an AC project is authorized, the state may convert the project to regular
Federal-aid funding provided Federal funds are made available for the project.

An AC project must meet the same requirements and be processed in the same manner as a regular
Federal-aid project. All phases of a project must meet federal requirements for the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act (Uniform Act), etc., when any phase is implemented with Federal-aid funds.

3 Public Participation, Coordination, and Consultation

3.1 Public Participation

Public involvement is a critical element in the development of plans and programs by the MTPO. The TIP
is an important document because it provides citizens, the business community, and agencies a
comprehensive understanding of the types of transportation projects that will be funded and
implemented over the next several years. The Kingsport MTPO Public Participation Plan (PPP) provides
guidelines for how the public and interested stakeholders will be involved in the development of the TIP
and other documents. The full PPP is available on the MTPO website at https://www.kingsporttn.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2019/09/KingsportMTPO PPP 08.08.19.pdf.

Throughout the development of the LRTP and the TIP, the public and interested stakeholders are given
opportunities to review the draft documents and provide feedback. Since all projects included in the TIP
must be in the LRTP or consistent with the LRTP, the public has already been made aware of planned
projects. Following the process outlined in the PPP, before final adoption, the draft TIP is available for
public review and comment for a minimum of ten (10) calendar days from the date of the public notice.
All meetings, public hearings, and comment periods for the TIP are published on the MTPO website. In
addition, the MTPO may post notices on social media, in other publications, and send news releases and
media alerts as needed.

Development of the new TIP was first discussed at the MTPO Executive Board meeting on February 7,
2019. A Call for Projects was emailed to Kingsport MTPO member jurisdictions and announced on the
MTPO website on February 22, 2019 and was also published in the Kingsport Times-News on February 24,
2019. The public review and comment period was held October 11, 2019 through October 25, 2019. This
public review period was announced on October 10, 2019 on the MTPO website and via email to
stakeholders, partners, and interested parties. All public participation documentation and comments are
compiled for inclusion in the TIP and presented to the Executive Board. In the event the Executive Board
determines there are significant unresolved comments, it may defer adoption of the program until a

DRAFT 25 of 66


https://www.kingsporttn.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/KingsportMTPO_PPP_08.08.19.pdf
https://www.kingsporttn.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/KingsportMTPO_PPP_08.08.19.pdf

subsequent meeting. If the TIP document changes significantly, the Executive Board may request an
additional review period to allow the public the opportunity to comment on the revisions.

During the public review period, paper copies of the draft TIP document are available at Kingsport City
Hall, the Kingsport Public Library, and the MTPO office. The draft and final TIP documents are also available
on the Kingsport MTPO website at https://www.kingsporttn.gov/city-services/kmtpo/plans-and-

documents/tip/.

3.2 Consultation with Other Agencies

During development of the LRTP and TIP, the MTPO is required to consult and coordinate, as appropriate,
with agencies and officials responsible for other planning activities within the MPA. Consultation and
consideration of other related planning activities that are affected by transportation includes agencies
and officials representing State and local planned growth, economic development, tourism,
environmental protection, airport operations, freight movers, recipients of Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) funds, and other similar agencies. This consultation process, required by CFR Section 450.316, will
help identify effective mitigation strategies for potential impacts of projects included in the Kingsport
MTPO LRTP and TIP. Coordination with these agencies is primarily conducted through email
correspondence but may also consist of phone calls or face to face meetings. These agencies are included
in our email distribution list so they receive notices of MTPO meetings or other events and also receive
notice of the development of MTPO plans/programs, including public review/comment periods. Before it
was adopted, the TIP was available for public review and comment. This includes the draft document
being emailed directly to stakeholders, partners, and interested parties for review. The public
participation process shall be coordinated with the statewide transportation public involvement process
through review and communication wherever possible. The Kingsport MTPO Interagency Consultation List
is available in the PPP.

3.3 Title VI, Environmental Justice, ADA

Title VI, Environmental Justice, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) are priorities in all processes
and projects of the Kingsport MTPO. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states “No person in the United
States shall, on the grounds of race, color, or national origin be excluded from participation in, be denied
the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial
assistance.” The MTPO and the local transit systems maintain Title VI reporting requirements for
appropriate Federal and State agencies to assess current and proposed projects in relation to the
requirements of Title VI. Correspondingly, Environmental Justice Executive Order 12898 of 1994 affirms
“Each Federal agency shall make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and
addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations.”
Additionally, the Department of Transportation (DOT) updated Order 5610.2(a), Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, which provides directives
about how Environmental Justice communities are to be addressed in the planning process.

As part of FHWA's regulatory responsibility under Title Il of the ADA and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973, the FHWA ensures that recipients of Federal aid and State and local entities that are
responsible for roadways and pedestrian facilities do not discriminate on the basis of disability in any
highway transportation program activity, service, or benefit they provide to the general public and to
ensure that people with disabilities have equitable opportunities to use the public rights-of-way system.
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In the fall of 2016 each city and county in Tennessee received a letter from TDOT explaining FHWA-TN
informed TDOT that they must ensure every city and county with fifty (50) or more employees must
complete an ADA Transition Plan and Self-Evaluation in order to receive Transportation Funds. The
Transition Plan must be completed and submitted by December 2019 or the agency risks losing TDOT
funding. The table below gives the current status of ADA Transition Plans and Self-Evaluations for
Kingsport MTPO’s member jurisdictions with fifty (50) or more employees.

 ADATRANSITIONPLAN COMPLIANCESTATUS

City of Hawkins Sullivan Washington
Kingsport County County County
Has the agency identified an
ADA Coordinator? ves Yes Yes Yes
Has the agency developed and
published and ADA Grievance Yes Yes Yes Yes
procedure?
Has the agency completed a
self-evaluation in accordance
with the ADA and the ves Yes Yes Yes
Rehabilitation Act?
In Progress — In Progress — In Progress —
What is the status of the will be . will be will be
agency’s ADA Transition Plan? completed in (':or‘npleted <.:orT1pIeted Complete
calendar year | within proper | within proper
2019 timeframe timeframe

All projects using Federal highway trust funds for the Kingsport MTPO must comply with Title VI,
Environmental Justice, and the ADA.

3.4 Annual Listing of Obligated Projects

At the end of each federal fiscal year, the MTPO makes available to the public an obligation report or
listing of projects for which federal funds have been obligated in the preceding fiscal year (October 1
through September 30). The list will be consistent with the funding categories identified in the TIP. The
list will be distributed and discussed at the Executive Board meeting. The report is available on the MTPO
website at https://www.kingsporttn.gov/city-services/kmtpo/plans-and-documents/obligated-projects/.

4 TIP Amendments and Administrative Modifications

The TIP is subject to changes throughout the life of the document. These revisions may be due to changes
in project scope, added funding for project phases, shifts in funding from one phase to another, additions
of entirely new projects, changes in funding source(s), changes in scheduling, and other factors. The TIP
may be changed at any time through two processes: an amendment or an administrative modification. At
present, the Kingsport MTPO MPA is designated as “attainment” by the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and is not required to develop a regional air quality conformity finding.
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An amendment to the TIP is a revision that involves a major change to a project or the overall program
and must meet the requirements of 23 CFR 450.316, 23 CFR 450.326, and 23 CFR 450.328 regarding public
review and comment, re-demonstration of fiscal constraint, and transportation conformity. An
amendment also requires approval of the MTPO Executive Board, review by TDOT or VDOT, and approval
by FHWA/FTA. An administrative modification is a minor change to the approved TIP. These changes do
not require public review and comment or re-demonstration of fiscal constraint. Administrative
modification information is sent to TDOT or VDOT and FHWA/FTA for review but does not require action
by the MTPO Executive Board. More information to determine if a change is an amendment or an
administrative modification follows.

The policy outlined by TDOT for Tennessee MPO programmed projects includes a sliding scale for changes
to the total costs of projects to determine which category of revision is required.

TDOT PROJECT COST THRESHOLDS

Total Project Cost of all Phases Amendment Administrative
Programmed in the TIP Modification
Up to S2 million >75% <75%
S2 million to $15 million >50% <50%
$15 million to $75 million > 40% <40%
$75 million and above > 30% < 30%

TDOT TIP Amendment Examples:

e A major change in the total project cost (see TDOT Project Cost Threshold table above).

e Adding a new project or deleting a programmed project.

e A major change in the scope of a project. Examples include, but are not limited to, changing the
number of through lanes, adding/deleting non-motorized facilities, changing mode (e.g., rolling
stock or facility type for transit), changing capital category for transit funding, or changing termini.

e A change requiring a new regional air quality conformity finding, where applicable.

TDOT TIP Administrative Modification Examples:

e A minor change in the total project cost (see TDOT Project Cost Threshold table above).

e A minor change in project description/termini for clarification that does not change the project
scope.

e Shifting funds between projects within the TIP (see TDOT Project Cost Threshold table above).

e Adding funds already identified in the TIP in an existing project or as available funds (see TDOT
Project Cost Threshold table above).

e Adding a project phase to a project in the TIP (see TDOT Project Cost Threshold table above).

e Moving a project from year to year within the TIP.

e A minor change that does not or will not alter the air quality conformity finding, where applicable.

e Changes requested by FHWA/FTA as to the withdrawal or re-establishment of funds in the TIP.

e Moving funds between similarly labeled groupings, regardless of the percentage change.

e Adjustments in revenue to match actual revenue receipts.
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For Virginia funded projects, a sliding scale establishes limits where amendments will be required and is
based on the specific phase being authorized.

VDOT Amendment or Administrative Modification Scale

VDOT AMENDMENT OR ADMINISTRATIVE MODIFICATION SCALE ‘

TIP/STIP Estimate Amount Limit Requiring Amendment
Up to S2 million 100%
>$2 million to $10 million 50%
>$10 million to $20 million 25%
>$20 million to $35 million 15%
>$35 million 10%*

*Not to exceed $10 million

VDOT TIP Amendment Examples:

e Adding a new project or deleting a programmed project.

e Change in project phasing.

e Asignificant change in project description or scope.

e Any change which is not air quality neutral.

e Funding changes greater than allowable under the sliding scale.

VDOT TIP Administrative Modification Examples:

e Minor changes in project description.

e Moving a project from year to year within the TIP.

e Minor changes within a project phase.

e Funding changes less than the threshold established in the sliding scale.

5 Performance-Based Planning and Programming

Performance-based planning was first emphasized in the 2012 transportation funding authorization bill,
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21), and is continued through the current Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST Act). The bills direct the use of a performance-based planning
and programming (PBPP) process to form strategic transportation investment decisions with a focus on
achieving performance outcomes. A PBPP process can serve to encourage progress toward the region’s
desired multimodal transportation system in addition to its link to national goals. Through data collection
and monitoring of the transportation system’s performance, transportation agencies can strategically
allocate resources to critical need areas. Investing in projects based on their ability to meet established
goals is a key element of a PBPP process.

Section 2.3 of this document defines seven (7) national goals that were established to address safety,

infrastructure, traffic congestion, efficiency, environment, transportation delays, and project delivery
delays. To monitor the performance of the transportation system, and the effectiveness of programs and
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projects as they relate to the National Goals, a series of performance measures were established in the
areas of safety (PM1), infrastructure condition (PM2), and system performance (PM3).

Recipients of public transit funds are required to establish performance targets, develop transit asset
management and safety plans, and report on their progress toward achieving targets. Public
transportation operators are directed to share information with MPOs and states so that all plans and
performance reports are coordinated.

These measures are outlined in 49 USC 625 and 23 CFR 490. The Kingsport MTPO has partnered with
TDOT, VDOT, and the local transit providers by signing a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to
establish a cooperative process to develop, share, and report information related to performance
measures and performance targets that will show progress toward national goals, which are explained in
more detail below.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY PERFORMANCE MEASURES (23 CFR 490)

Rulemaking | National Goal Performance Area | Performance Measures
e Number of fatalities
e Fatality Rate (per 100 million vehicle-miles traveled)
PM1 Safety Injuries and Fatalities | « Number of serious injuries
e Serious injury rate (per 100 million vehicle-miles traveled)
e Number of non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries
® % of pavement on the Interstate System in good condition
. ® % of pavement on the Interstate System in poor condition
Pavement Condition . .
PM2 Infrastructure ® % of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in good condition
Condition ® % of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in poor condition
Bridge Condition . :% of NHS br?dges class?fied as ?n good cond.it.ion
® % of NHS bridges classified as in poor condition
System Performance: | ® % of person-miles traveled on the Interstate System that are
A Performance of the reliable
System Reliability . . .
National Highway ® % of person-miles traveled on the non-Interstate NHS that
System (NHS) are reliable
Freight Movement | System Performance:
PM3 and Economic Freight Movement of | Truck Travel Time Reliability index
Vitality the Interstate System
Congestion System Performance: | e Annual hours of peak hour excessive delay per capita
Reduction Traffic Congestion ® % of non-single occupant vehicle travel
EnV|r<_)nm(.a.ntaI System Performance: | Total emissions reduction
Sustainability

FEDERAL TRANSIT PERFORMANCE MEASURES (49 USC 625) ‘

National Goal Performance Area Performance Measures
Equipment % of vehicles that have met or exceeded their Useful Life Benchmark
Rolling Stock % of revenue vehicles within a particular asset class that have met or
Infrastructure exceeded their Useful Life Benchmark
Condition Infrastructure % of track segments with performance restrictions
Facilities % of facilities within an asset class rated below 3.0 on the FTA Transit
Economic Requirements Model scale
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5.1 Safety Performance Measures (PM1)

The FHWA published the Highway Safety Improvement Program and Safety Performance Management
Measures (PM1) Final Rules in the Federal Register on March 15, 2016, with an effective date of April 14,
2016. TDOT and VDOT established statewide safety performance targets and the MTPO adopted the initial
targets, for both Tennessee and Virginia, at the February 8, 2018 Executive Board meeting. These targets
will be updated and adopted annually. The MTPO adopted the updated targets, for both Tennessee and
Virginia, at the February 7, 2019 Executive Board meeting.

TENNESSEE/TDOT SAFETY (PM1) TARGETS

5 Year Rolling Average
Performance Measures Baseline Target
2013-2017 2015-2019
Number of Fatalities 1001.2 1022.0
Fatality Rate 1.332 1.291
Number of Serious Injuries 7226.0 7374.6
Serious Injury Rate 9.622 9.324
Number of Non-motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries 469.2 564.8

VIRGINIA/VDOT SAFETY (PM1) TARGETS

Virginia Target MTPO Area Target

Performance Measures Reduction by

Percentage* 2019
Fatality Reduction/Number of Fatalities -3.15% 1
Fatality Rate Reduction/Fatality Rate -1.4% 1.07
Serious Injury Reduction/Number of Serious Injuries 1.15% 16
Serious Injury Rate Reduction/Serious Injury Rate 2.65% 25.92
Non-Motorized Reduction/Number of Non-motorized 3% 1
Fatalities and Serious Injuries ’
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) % Increase 1.5% NA

*Default is Virginia 5-year average target annual reduction. A positive value is a reduction and a negative

value is an increase percentage.

5.2 Pavement and Bridge Condition Performance Measures (PM2)

The FHWA published the Pavement and Bridge Condition Measures (PM2) Final Rules in the Federal
Register on January 18, 2017, with an effective date of May 20, 2017. TDOT and VDOT established
statewide pavement and bridge condition targets by the May 20, 2018 deadline. The MTPO adopted the
required 4-year targets, for both Tennessee and Virginia, at the November 1, 2018 Executive Board

meeting.

DRAFT

31 of 66



TENNESSEE/TDOT PAVEMENT AND BRIDGE CONDITION (PM2) TARGETS ‘

. 2-Year 4-Year

Performance Measures Baseline
Target Target
Percentage of pavement on the Interstate System in good condition 75.6% NA 60.0%
Percentage of pavement on the Interstate System in poor condition 0.14% NA 1.0%
Percentage of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in good condition 44.8% 42.0% 40.0%
Percentage of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in poor condition 3.24% 4.0% 4.0%
Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in good condition 39.5% 36.0% 36.0%
Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in poor condition 4.9% 6.0% 6.0%

VIRGINIA/VDOT PAVEMENT AND BRIDGE CONDITION (PM2) TARGETS

Performance Measures 4-Year
Target
Percentage of pavement on the Interstate System in good condition 45%
Percentage of pavement on the Interstate System in poor condition <3%
Percentage of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in good condition 25%
Percentage of pavement on the non-Interstate NHS in poor condition <5%
Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in good condition 33%
Percentage of NHS bridges classified as in poor condition 3%

5.3 System Performance Measures (PM3)

The FHWA published the System Performance Measures (PM3) Final Rules in the Federal Register on
January 18, 2017, with an effective date of May 20, 2017. TDOT and VDOT established System
Performance targets by the May 20, 2018 deadline. The MTPO adopted the required 4-year targets, for
both Tennessee and Virginia, at the November 1, 2018 Executive Board meeting.

TENNESSEE/TDOT SYSTEM PERFORMANCE (PM3) TARGETS

Reliability Index)

Performance Measures Baseline 2-Year Target 4-Year Target
Interstate Reliability (percent of person-miles

traveled on the Interstate System that are 87.7% 85.3% 83.0%
reliable)

Non-Interstate NHS Reliability (percent of

person-miles traveled on the non-Interstate NA NA 87.5%
NHS that are reliable)

Freight Reliability (Truck Travel Time 135 135 133

Traffic Congestion (Peak Hour Excessive Delay
per Capita)

Not applicable to the Kingsport MTPO

Traffic Congestion (Percent of Non-Single
Occupancy Vehicle Travel)

Not applicable to the Kingsport MTPO

Total Emissions Reductions

VOC = 230.025 kg/day
NOx = 363.399 kg/day
PM2.5 = 2.897 kg/day

VOC = 30.698 kg/day
NOx = 62.840 kg/day
PM2.5 = 0.120 kg/day

VOC = 61.396 kg/day
NOx = 125.680 kg/day
PM2.5 = 0.240 kg/day
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VIRGINIA/VDOT SYSTEM PERFORMANCE (PM3) TARGETS

Performance Measures 4-Year Target
Interstate Reliability (percent of person-miles traveled on the Interstate System that are reliable) 82%
Non-Interstate NHS Reliability (percent of person-miles traveled on the non-Interstate NHS that 82.5%

are reliable)

Freight Reliability (Truck Travel Time Reliability Index) 1.56
Traffic Congestion (Peak Hour Excessive Delay per Capita) 26.7 hours/capita
Traffic Congestion (Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehicle Travel) 37.2%
Total Emissions Reductions for VOC 1.985 kg/day
Total Emission Reductions for NOx 4.23 kg/day

5.4 Transit Asset Management (TAM) and Transit Safety

The new Federal performance measurement requirement for transit agencies focuses on Transit Asset
Management (TAM). The measures look specifically at the percentage of revenue vehicles that have
exceeded their Useful Life Benchmark (ULB), the percentage of non-revenue and service vehicles that
have exceeded their ULB, and percentage of facilities with a condition below 3.0 on the Federal Transit
Administration’s TERM scale. All transit agencies receiving grants from the FTA are required to complete
a TAM plan. The FTA has established two tiers of agencies based on size parameters.

e ATier | agency operates rail, OR has 101 vehicles or more across all fixed route modes combined
during peak operation, OR has 101 vehicles or more in one non-fixed route mode during peak
operation.

e ATier Il agency is a subrecipient of FTA 5311, OR is an American Indian Tribe, OR has 100 or less
vehicles across all fixed route modes during peak operation, OR has 100 vehicles or less in one
non-fixed route mode during peak operation.

In Tennessee, TDOT has opted to sponsor a group TAM Plan for Tier Il rural agencies. NET Trans has
decided to adopt the TDOT plan and targets. Kingsport Area Transit Service (KATS) has developed their
own plan and targets. In Virginia, the Department of Rail and Public Transportation (DRPT) has opted to
sponsor a group TAM plan for Tier Il providers. Mountain Empire Older Citizens (MEOC) has decided to
adopt the DRPT plan and targets. All local transit agencies have adopted TAM targets and submitted TAM
Plans to the MTPO. The MTPO adopted TAM Performance Targets at the September 20, 2018 Executive
Board meeting.

The projects in this TIP support the TAM targets by programming funds that help achieve a strategic and
systematic process for operating, maintaining, and improving public transit capital assets effectively
throughout their entire life cycle.
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NET Trans TAM Targets

TDOT Tier II Sponsored TAM Plan
Performance Measurement Targets

Rolling Stock
TDQT utilizes the FTA default ULB for revenue vehicle targets.
FTA Default
Vehicle Type Useful Life TDOT-Set Performance Measure Target
Benchmark
Automobile (AQ) 8 Less than 25% of automobiles will exceed the ULB
Bus (BU) 14 Less than 25% of buses will exceed the ULB
Cutaway Bus (CU) 10 Less than 25% of cutaway busses will exceed the ULB
Minivan (MV) 8 Less than 25% of minivans will exceed the ULB
Other Rubber Tire (OR) 14 Less than 25% of other rubber tire vehicles will exceed the ULB
Van (VN) 8 Less than 25% of vans will exceed the ULB

Equipment (Non-Revenue Service Vehicles)

TDOT utilizes the FTA default ULB for non—revenue service vehicles performance targets.

FTA Default

Vehicle Type Useful Life TDOT-Set Performance Measure Target
Benchmark

Non—Reve.nue/Serwce 8 Less than 25% of automobiles will exceed the ULB

Automobile

Trucks/Other Rubber Tire 14 Less than 25% of other rubber tire vehicles will exceed the ULB

Facilities

TDOT utilizes the FTA TERM scale for facility conditioning targets.

FTA TERM
Facility Type RATING TDOT-Set Performance Measure Target
Administrative/Maintenance 3 Less than 25% of Administrative Facilities will be below a 3
Passenger/Parking 3 Less than 25% of Administrative Facilities will be below a 3
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KATS TAM Targets

KATS Transit Asset Management Targets

Vehicl Quantity # Vehicles > ULB | Current % Exceeed ULB | 2018 Ta % | 2019 Targat %
Fixed Route 12 0 0% 0% 0%
Demand Responsa i 3 375 37.5% 12.5%
Stall Vehicles 2 [¥] 0% 0% 50%
Facilities Targals With Rafing > 3
Transit Siation 100% 100%
Storage Facllity 100%: 100%
Trolley Bam 100% 100%
1)KATS Transit Station Current Rating 2018 Target 2019 Target
Subsiruciure 4 4 5
Shell 3 3 5
Interiors 4 L) Hl
Elevators nis na 5
Plumbing 3 3 5
HWVAC 3 3 5
Fire Protection 4 4 5
Elecirical 4 4 5
Site 4 4 5
Equipment nfa nia nia
Fara Collection nfa nia nla
2) Storage Facility Current Rating 2018 Target 2019 Target
Substruciura 4 4 4
Shell 3 3 3
Inteniors 3 3 3
Elevators n'a nla n/a
Plurnbing n'a nia nfa
HVAC n'a nfa nfa
Fire Frotection n'a n/a nfa
Elecircal 4 4 4
Site 35 3.5 3.5
Equipmenl nia nfa nfa
Fare Collection wa nfa nfa
3) Maintenance Facility (Trolley Barn) Current Rating 2018 Target 2019 Target
Substruclure 4 4 4
Shell 3 3 3
Interiors 4 4 4
Elevators na nfa n/a
Plumbring 3.5 3.5 35
HVAC 3 3 3
Fire Protection nfa n/a rn/a
Elacinical 4 4 4
Site: 35 35 35
Equipment na n/a nia
Fara Collection na nla nia
4) Equipment Currant Rating 2018 Target 2019 Target
any equipmant valuged $50,000 or more; Iherefore, there are no largels for this calegory.
//_w ,{f (/4 4'///%/ /
‘Kingsport Transit E%cuﬁve Signature
?, .
20
Date *
Definations
uLBe Useful Life Benchmark
5 Excellent Mo visible defects, new or near new condition-Still
under warranty
4 Good Goaod, but no longer new, may have slight defects
or deteriorations, but is overall funtional
3 Moderasly defective or deleriorated, but has not
e Eefed LlSBﬁ.tl: e f al nt,
iva or deteriorated, in need of repalcemeant,
2 Marginal exceeded useful life
1 Poor Criticall damaged or in need of immediate repair,
well past useful life
35 of 66
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MEOC TAM Targets

Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation

Mountain Empire Older Citizens (MEOC) TAM Targets

Performance Targets & Measures

Asset Category -
Performance Measure Asset Class 2018 Target |2019 Target
Revenue Vehicles

AB - Articulated Bus 20% 15%
Age - % of revenue vehicles |BU- Bus 10% 10%
within a particular asset class |CU - Cutaway 10% 10%
that have met or exceeded |MB - Minibus 25% 20%
their Useful Life Benchmark |BR - Over-the-Road Bus 20% 15%
(ULB) TEB - Trolley Bus 10% 10%

VN - Van 25% 25%
Equipment
Age - % of vehicles that have |Non Revenue/Service Automobile 25% 25%
met or exceeded their Useful |Trucks and other Rubber Tire Vehicles 25% 25%
Life Benchmark (ULB)
Facilities
Condition - % of Facilities Ad min?stratiue and. Maintenance Facility 10% 10%

. . . Administrative Office 10% 10%

with a condition rating below Maintenance Fadility 10% 10%
3.0on the FTA TERM Scale

Passenger Facilites 10% 10%

5.5 Linking PBPP to the LRTP and TIP

All projects utilizing federal funding in the TIP are selected from the region’s Long Range Transportation
Plan (LRTP), which was last updated in 2017. The MTPO uses the ten (10) Planning Factors and the seven
(7) National Goals as guiding principles to select projects to include in the LRTP and TIP. Future updates
to the LRTP will describe, in more detail, the performance measures and targets used to assess system
performance, evaluate the performance of the transportation system with respect to the performance
targets, and report on progress made. The TIP must link investment priorities to the targets in the LRTP
and describe, to the maximum extent practicable, the anticipated effect of the program toward achieving
established targets. Projects are subject to a performance-based analysis, utilizing a variety of quantitative
measures as well as staff analysis. Project selection criteria prioritize projects that promote safety and
security with additional points being given if the project contains accommodations for alternative modes.
Safety and security is a primary evaluation category for projects evaluated by the MTPO and included in
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both the LRTP and the TIP. More information on project evaluation and selection can be found in this TIP
in section 2.3 (Project Priorities and Criteria) and section 2.4 (Project Selection) and in the LRTP in section
2.3 (Project Evaluation Criteria) and Appendix Il. The program of projects and investment priorities
included in the TIP support all state performance measure targets.

6 Financial Plan

Each project listed in this TIP has a cost estimate assigned to it. Cost estimates are established by phase.
As with the LRTP, these cost estimates were derived through consultation with local jurisdictions,
consultants, Kingsport MTPO staff, TDOT, VDOT, and public transportation providers. A cost estimation
tool, provided by TDOT, is available as a tool to calculate expected costs. Based on the Kingsport MTPO
2040 Long Range Transportation Plan, a 3% annual inflation rate was assumed. The MTPO provides this
inflation rate to local jurisdictions to assist in cost estimation; however, project costs are ultimately left to
the judgement of the sponsoring agency due to primary project knowledge, the variety of inflationary
pressures by project type and schedule, and knowledge of historical. All revenues and expenditures reflect
year of expenditure (YOE) dollars. Most transportation projects are funded with a combination of Federal,
State, and Local funds. The financial plan for this TIP is based on an annual comparison of reasonably
available revenues to the calculated costs various project phases are expected to incur, with the
understanding that these costs will not exceed available revenues. The projects in this TIP have been
funded in accordance with current and proposed revenue sources. TDOT, VDOT, and local jurisdictions
and agencies with projects in the TIP have indicated that they have the financial resources to provide the
necessary matching funds to complete their projects. In addition, these agencies have determined that
funding is available for the maintenance of all existing transportation systems.

6.1 Fiscal Constraint

The TIP is required to include a financial plan that demonstrates how the program of projects can be
implemented. This includes identifying eligible Federal, State, and Local funding sources. The TIP is
considered fiscally constrained when all the programmed project costs do not exceed the available or
anticipated revenues. Detailed financial breakdowns are included in the Summary Tables on page 58
(highway projects) and page 66 (transit projects) in the Project Section of this document. The total amount
of money available in each funding category is shown, as well as the total amount of programmed
expenditures and remaining funds by funding source by year. The tables show that the programmed
expenditures are within the balance of expected fund allocations in accordance with the requirements of
the FAST Act. If funding revenues change, the TIP will be modified or amended when necessary.

6.2 Federal Funding

The greatest funding source for highway and road projects, as well as public transportation, is from the
Federal government. Surface transportation authorization acts authorize spending for transportation
programs and funding apportionments at the Federal level. Over the years, new transportation
authorizations have eliminated, consolidated, or created transportation funding programs. The FAST Act
was signed into law on December 4, 2015 providing surface transportation program funding for Federal
fiscal years 2016 through 2020. The following list summarizes the major funding categories available for
transportation projects in the TIP. Although all of these funding sources may not be in the current TIP, this
information is provided to educate stakeholders on some of the funding types that are available. For
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additional information regarding the Federal share of these and other funding programs, visit
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/fastact/factsheets/federalsharefs.cfm.

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) — Provides funding for
transportation projects in air quality non-attainment or maintenance areas. CMAQ projects are designed
to contribute toward meeting the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Funding ratio = 80%-
90% Federal, 10%-20% Non-Federal. At the discretion of the state, funding may be up to 100% Federal (23
USC 120).

Emergency Relief Program (ER) — Provides funding for emergency repairs and permanent repairs on
Federal-aid highways and roads on Federal lands that have suffered serious damage as a result of natural
disasters or catastrophic failure from an external cause. Funding ratio = 80%-100% Federal, 0%-20% Non-
Federal.

Federal Lands and Tribal Transportation Programs (FLTP) (FLAP) — Federal Lands Transportation Program
(FLTP) and Federal Lands Access Program (FLAP) provide funding for roads providing access to and within
Federal and Indian Lands. Funding ratio = 80-100% Federal, 0%-20% Non-Federal.

Highway Safety improvement Program (HSIP) — Provides funding to achieve a significant reduction in the
traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads including non-state owned public roads. The
program provides flexibility for states to target funds to their most critical safety needs. This program
requires a data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway safety and projects must be consistent
with the State Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). Under the provisions of USC Section 154, Open
Container Transfer Provision, states are required to enact a law that prohibits the possession of open
alcohol beverages in the passenger area of motor vehicles. Funding ratio = 90% Federal, 10% Non-Federal
(except as provided in 23 USC 120 and 130). States that fail to enact an open container law have a portion
of their highway funds transferred to the Penalty Highway Safety Improvement Program (PHSIP)/Section
154 Funds for HSIP eligible activities. A portion of the funds extracted from the highway funds that TDOT
receives are shared with the Tennessee Highway Safety Office. Funding ratio = 100% Federal, 0% non-
Federal.

National Highway Freight Program (NHFP) — Funds are apportioned among states by formula for freight
related highway improvements. Under the program, states will designate a national freight network
comprised of the interstate system and other roads, both urban and rural, that are critical to the safe and
efficient shipment of freight. States are required to establish a freight advisory committee and develop a
state freight investment plan to be eligible for funding. Funding ratio = 80%-90% Federal, 10%-20% Non-
Federal.

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) — Provides funding to support the condition and
performance of the National Highway System (NHS), for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, and
to ensure that investments of Federal-aid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress
toward the achievement of performance targets established in a state’s asset management plan for the
NHS. Funding distributed to each state is based on lane-miles of principal arterials (excluding Interstate),
vehicle-miles traveled on those arterials, diesel fuel used on the state’s highways, and per capita principal
arterial lane-miles. Funding ratio = 80%-90% Federal, 10%-20% Non-Federal.
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Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBG) — Provides a flexible funding program for planning,
construction, reconstruction, and rehabilitation that may be used by states and localities for projects on
any Federal-aid Highway and bridge projects on any public road. These funds can also be used for non-
highway projects such as transit capital projects and pedestrian/bicycle facilities. Generally, STBG funds
cannot be used on local roads or rural minor collectors; however, a number of exceptions to this
requirement are identified in the FAST Act. STBG funds are distributed to the states based on lane-miles
of Federal-aid highways, total vehicle-miles traveled on those highways, and contributions to the Highway
Trust Fund. Funding ratio = 80%-90% Federal, 10%-20% Non-Federal.

Transportation Alternatives — This program is a set-aside in the STBG program for alternative
transportation projects such as pedestrian and bicycle facilities, recreational trails, historic preservation,
environmental mitigation, etc. Funding ratio = 80%-90% Federal, 10%-20% non-Federal.

FTA Section 5307 Formula Grants — This is a formula grant program for urbanized areas (greater than
50,000 in population) providing capital, operating, and planning assistance for public transportation.
Other eligible activities include job access and reverse commute projects. The funding formula is based
on population, population density, and the number of low income individuals. Operators must maintain
equipment and facilities according to the Transit Asset Management Plan. Funding ratios = Capital = 80%
Federal, 20% Non-Federal; ADA Capital = 85% Federal, 15% Non-Federal; Operating = 50% Federal, 50%
Non-federal.

FTA Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities — This is a competitive
grant program for programs that service the special needs of transit-dependent populations beyond the
traditional public transportation services or the complementary paratransit services of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA). Eligible activities include capital and operating projects that assist seniors and
individuals with disabilities. Funding ratios = Capital = 80% Federal, 20% Non-Federal; Operating = 50%
Federal, 50% Non-federal.

FTA Section 5311 Formula Grants — This is a formula grant program for rural areas (less than 50,000 in
population) providing capital, operating, and planning assistance for public transportation. A majority of
the funding is based on land area and population in rural areas with a small percentage apportioned based
on revenue vehicle miles and number of low income individuals. Funding ratios = Capital = 80% Federal,
20% Non-Federal; ADA Capital = 85% Federal, 15% Non-Federal; Operating = 50% Federal, 50% Non-
federal.

FTA Section 5339 Bus and Bus Facilities — This is a competitive grant program that provides capital funding
to replace revenue vehicles and vehicle-related equipment to support the continuation of public
transportation services. Funding ratios = Capital = 80% Federal, 20% Non-Federal; ADA Capital = 85%
Federal, 15% Non-Federal.

6.3 Federal Apportionment

Apportionment is the Federal distribution of transportation funds to each State as prescribed by a
statutory formula. Prior to MAP-21, each apportioned Federal program had its own formula for
distribution and the Federal assistance received by the State was the sum of the amounts it received for
each program. MAP-21, and subsequently the FAST Act, changed this process and provides a total
combined Federal apportionment to each State and then divides that apportionment among the State’s
individual formula programs.
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The division of Federal funding among States includes an adjustment, if needed, to ensure that each State
receives an equitable return on its share of Federal gas tax contributions to the Highway Trust Fund.
Previously, this minimum guarantee was apportioned to each State under the Equity Bonus Program as a
separate funding category. With MAP-21 and the FAST Act, this funding adjustment is included in the
statutory formula for each State’s total Federal apportionment (prior to the division of a State’s funding
among the various programs).

6.4 State Funding

The State of Tennessee has legislation that established funding for highways and public transportation
through motor fuel taxes and vehicle registrations. A variety of programs exist including allocations to
cities and counties for maintenance and construction projects. A portion of the money is retained by TDOT
for ongoing maintenance and operations, resurfacing, bridges, construction/reconstruction, and to match
Federal funds.

The Commonwealth of Virginia’s legislation that establishes funding for highways and public transit
programs is through a combination of sales and transportation related taxes. In addition to the
Commonwealth Transportation Fund, the General Assembly also authorizes the issuance of Capital Project
Revenue (CPR) bonds for special transportation projects as well as the Revenue Sharing Program (RSP) to
match local project funding on a dollar for dollar basis.

6.5 Local Funding

Local jurisdictions have demonstrated a continuing commitment in annually funding the local share of
costs necessary to implement transportation projects and have included in the budget planning process
any funding required for the local share of funds identified in the TIP. In addition, these agencies have
determined that funding is available for the maintenance of all existing transportation systems. Funding
for Fiscal Year 2020 is appropriated through the legislative budget process. The remaining three years
indicate the intent to include those projects in their respective budgets.

6.6 Operations and Maintenance Funding

The Kingsport MTPO and its member jurisdictions are committed to working closely with TDOT and VDOT
to maintain the existing transportation infrastructure throughout the MTPO area. Both Tennessee and
Virginia provide local jurisdictions funding for the maintenance of certain highways. In Virginia, most local
roads are state routes so there is very little funding included within local government budgets. The
allocation of maintenance funds is on a district wide basis and is based on the number of moving lane
miles of highways; therefore, it is difficult to break out specific amounts for Gate City, Weber City, and
Scott County individually. In Tennessee, state maintenance funds are distributed to local jurisdictions
based on population to maintain state routes within city or county limits. At the local level, the two major
sources of transportation revenue for operations and maintenance include the general fund and the
issuance of bonds for major improvements or reconstruction. The interstate system is operated and
maintained by the State Department(s) of Transportation. Maintenance activities are those that occur
primarily in reaction to situations that have an immediate or imminent adverse impact on the safety or
availability of transportation facilities. This may include tasks such as pavement resurfacing and markings,
street light repair/replacement, sidewalk repair, sinkhole repair, bridge repair, guardrail and sign
replacement, and signal maintenance. Operations may include more routine items such as painting and
right-of-way maintenance. These activities are not funded through or scheduled in the TIP but are
included here for informational purposes and to demonstrate that jurisdictions and agencies have the
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resources to operate and maintain the new or improved facilities, equipment, and services programmed
in the TIP. The following table provides the estimated annual revenue and costs by jurisdiction that falls
within the MTPO boundary. These numbers are based on uncertain economic growth and actual numbers
may vary. For future years, a conservative estimate of a one percent (1%) increase in the budget was used
and is reflected in the Highway Funding Summary on page 58. In the event Federal transportation funds
were to be made available for operations and maintenance, it would be identified in the TIP.

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE ESTIMATED ANNUAL BUDGETS

Jurisdiction Estimated Annual Revenues Estimated Annual Costs
City of Kingsport $11,300,000 $11,300,000
Sullivan County (MTPO Area) $3,300,000 $3,300,000
Hawkins County (MTPO Area) $845,000 $845,000
Washington County (MTPO Area) $465,000 $465,000
Church Hill $1,300,000 $1,300,000
Mount Carmel $350,000 $350,000
Virginia District (MTPO Area) $600,000 $600,000

For Kingsport Area Transit Service (KATS), funds are spent on daily operation activities and maintenance
of vehicles and equipment, which are principal components in sustaining a safe and efficient public
transportation system. The following table provides estimated annual operations and maintenance costs
for KATS.

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE ESTIMATED ANNUAL BUDGETS — PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

Jurisdiction Estimated Annual Revenues Estimated Annual Costs
Kingsport Area Transit Service (KATS) $2,500,000 $2,500,000

7 Status of Projects in FYs 2017-2020 TIP

Status of Projects in FYs 2017-2020 TIP
TIP # .
New TIP # Pr((l)-j:::tli\loanr;e Description Status
TDOT PIN
L-STBG-1 Netherland Inn/Stone Realign and reconstruct Union Street Removed from
NA Drive Connector from Stone Drive to improve access to TIP due to
115497.00 (Kingsport) Netherland Inn Road. inactivity
Signalization of . .
L-STBG-3 Intersection of SR-126 InstaIIatloh of new l‘l—way signal and Completed in
NA associated equipment plus
and Island Road . . . 2018
121031.00 . improvements to lane configuration.
(Kingsport)
L-STBG-4 Rock Springs Road Reconstruction of portions of Rock .
KPT-2014-001 Rebuild Springs Road (SR-347) beginning at Cu"egﬂ‘;gz ROW
112965.00 (Kingsport) I-26 and ending at Cox Hollow Road.
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L-STBG-5

ranisony | Vet nud | Rebuléanss fon Slhan | ety
123325.00 &P '
L-STBG-6 Kingsport Press Road Resurface and ancillary improvements .
. . Currently in
NA Resurfacing to Kingsport Press Road from SR- CONST Phase
123791.00 (Church Hill) 1/11W to Greenland Park Road.
L-STBG-7 Intersection improvements/safety Removed from
Downtown Bulbout . . TIP — agency to
NA (Kingsport) enhancements to intersection of complete in-
&P Commerce Street and Market Street. P
house
Lynn Garden Drive (SR- Installation of coordinated signal
L-STBG-8 . . A .
NA 36) Coordinated Signal system along the Lynn Garden Drive Completed in
System (SR-36) corridor from SR-1/11W to 2018
121579.00 .
(Kingsport) Carters Valley Road.
From SR-126 to near Golf Ridge Drive -
L-STBG-9 Island Road Rebuild Sh|ft|.ng road sou.theast, Improving Currently in PE-N
KPT-2018-003 (Kingsport) vertical and horizontal geometry. Phase
128742.00 &sp Leave current section of road for
separated multimodal path.
Safety improvements including
L-STBG-10 Hammond Avenue signage, pavement markings, Currently in PE-N
(Mount Carmel) guardrails, and other items eligible for Phase
100% Federal reimbursement.
Construct an approximate half mile
L-STBG-11 . . .
KPT-2019-004 Greenbelt — West End extension of Kingsport Greenbelt west | Currently in PE-N
(Kingsport) from end of current trail at Phase
128784.00 . .
Rotherwood Drive to Lewis Lane
Resurfacing of various functionally . N
classified roadways including millin Project Initiation
L-STBG-12 Resurfacing Grouping - rading re airi\rlw sidewa?k ADAg, packet entered
KPT-2019-005 Kingsport grading, repairing, . on eGrants
compliance as necessary, striping, and
. 9/6/109.
signage.
Construct an approximate 1 mile
TAP -
TAP-1 Greenbeclitr?;t End extension of Kingsport Greenbelt east Currently in
118524.01 ) from end of current trail to Cleek CONST Phase
(Kingsport)
Road.
TN-1 NHPP Grouping — National Highway Performance
TN-2015-006 Entire MTPg Afea Pro ramg(NHP»I;) Groupin Continuous
126818.00 & ping
TN-2 HSIP Grouping — Highway Safety Improvement Program
TN-2013-007 Entire MTPpO Agrea : ' (HSyIP) Gprou in ° Continuous
126820.00 Ping
TN-3 STBG Grouping — Surface Transportation Block Grant
TN-2019-008 Entire MTP(F; Agrea Program IE()STBG) Groupin Continuous
126819.00 & ping
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TN-5 SR-126 (Memorial From East Center Street in Kingsport Currently in ROW
NA Boulevard) — Phase | to East of Cooks Valley Road - Widen Phase
105467.01 2-lane to 4-lane, 5-lane, and 3-lane
TN-6 Northbound truck climbing lane from
NA Interstate 81 Truck just East of the bridge over Patrick Completed in
114173.00 Climbing Lane Henry Lake to the Airport Parkway 2018
(SR-357) interchange.
From East of Cooks Valley Road to 1-81
TN-7 SR-126 (Memorial — Construct a 3-lane section from East Currently in PE-D
NA Boulevard) — Phase of Cooks Valley Road to Harr Town Phase
105467.02 Road and a 2-lane section from Harr
Town Road to 1-81
From near Davis Road to near Fire Hall
TN-8 Road — Flatten the existing horizontal .
TN-2011-011 SR-93 curves and improve intersection sight Currently in ROW
112834.01 distance, widen from 2 to 3 lanes with Phase
curb and gutter and sidewalks.
43 of 66
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8 Project Pages
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How to Read a TIP Project Page

i —
o

P# | 1 | TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 2 | prioity[ 3| Lead Agency| 4
County | 5 | Lengthm LRTP#l 7 | Conformity Statusl 8
Route/Project Name | 9 | Total Project Costl 10
Termini or Intersection | 11
Project Description 12

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| 13 ] 14 | 15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
Remarks Amendment #| 20 | Admin Modification #] 21

22

23 - LOCATION MAP

Project number assigned by the Kingsport MTPO*

Project number assigned by TDOT or VDOT (if available)

Local level of priority for the project

The agency responsible for development/administration of the project
County where project is located

Length of project

Project number and/or page number in the Kingsport MTPO LRTP

If the project is subject to air quality standards (our area is in attainment)
Project name or highway route number

10 Total cost of the project for all phases

11 Beginning and ending location of the project

12 Description of the project

13 Federal fiscal year the project phase is programmed

14 Phase of work programmed (PE-N, PE-D, ROW, CONST, etc.)

15 Funding source being utilized

16 Total amount of funds for the identified project phase

17 Amount of Federal funds programmed for the identified project phase
18 Amount of State funds programmed for the identified project phase
19 Amount of Local funds programmed for the identified project phase
20 Reference to any TIP Amendments on the project

21 Reference to any TIP Administrative Modifications on the project

22 Any additional project notes or comments

23 Location map provides a visual guide of where the project is

o~NO O~ WNBE

©

* Project Numbers are in the following format:
Prefix: KPT, TN, VA, or PT indicates if the project is a Kingsport MTPO (KPT), state (TN or VA), or Public Transit (PT) project.
Four Digit Number: Calendar year the project was first placed in the TIP. Three Digit Number: Random three digit number.
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TIP # KPT-2014-001
STIP # 2082040
County Sullivan

Route/Project Name

Termini or Intersection

Project Description

TDOT PIN / VA UPC]

Length LRTPH]

112965.00 |

Priority: Lead Agency|

Page #4-5 |

|SR-347 (Rock Springs Road)

TDOT

Conformity Statusl

NA

Total Project Costl

$10,500,000

|Rock Springs Road from Cox Hollow Road (LM 9.52) to 1-26/US 23 (LM 10.73)

Reconstruct existing 2-lane roadway to include a center turn lane, paved shoulder, and other geometric improvements at
select locations/intersections

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Frao | PE-D | L-sTBG | $400,000 | $320,000 | $80,000 | $0 |
| | I I | I I I
| | I I | I I I
| | I I | I I I
| | I I | I I I
Remarks Amendment #] | Admin Modification #] |

Kingsport MTPO will provide $2.0 million in ROW and PE. TDOT has agreed to complete the project per state route.
STBG (local) funds obligated previously = PE-N = $280,000 (FY16)
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mp# [ KPT-2015-002 | oot PIN/VAUPC[  123325.00 | prioity[_____ | Lead Agency[_City of Kingsport_]

County | Sullivan | Length LRTP#| Page #4-6 | Conformity Status| NA |
Route/Project Name [Main Street Kingsport Rebuild | Total Project Cost| $6,000,000 |
Termini or Intersection [Main Street from Sullivan Street to Market Street |
Project Description Resurfacing, repairing curb, sidewalk, additions of bulbouts, ADA enhancements, removal of rail siding, diamond grinding,

specific areas of sub-surface repair and rebuild.

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| FY20 | PE-D | L-STBG | $30,000 | $24,000 | $0 | $6,000 |
| FY20 | ROW | L-STBG | $100,000 | $80,000 | $0 | $20,000 |
| FY20 | CONST | L-STBG | $5,192,830 | $4,154,264 | $0 | $1,038,566 |
l | | | | | | |
l | | | | | | |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #| |

L-STBG funds obligated previously - PE-N = $118,400 (FY16) and PE-D = $423,336 (FY17)
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TIP #

County

[ KPT-2018-003 "}

| Sullivan |

TDOT PIN / VA UPC]

128742.00 |

LRTP#]

Page #4-6 |

Lead Agencyl

City of Kingsport

Conformity Statusl

NA

Route/Project Name

Termini or Intersection

Project Description

|island Road Rebuild

Total Project Costl

$3,500,000

|SR-126 to Kingsport City Limits near Gold Ridge Drive

Shifting road southeast, improving vertical and horizontal geometry. Leaving the current section of road and converting to
a separated buffered multimodal path.

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Frao | PE-D | L-sTBG | $150,000 | $120,000 | $0 l $30,000 |
| Fra1 | ROW | L-sTBG | $700,000 | $560,000 | $0 l $140,000 |
IRZ CONST | L-sTBG | $2,500,000 | $2,000,000 | $0 l $500,000 |
| | I I | I I I
| | I I | I I I
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #| |

L-STBG funds obligated previously - PE-N = $120,000 (FY19)
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Tp# [ KPT-2019-004 | tooTPIN/VAUPC] 128784.00 | Priority | Lead Agency[_City of Kingsport_]

County | Hawkins | Length LRTP#l Page #7-2 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name [Kingsport Greenbelt - West End Extension | Total Project Cost| $1,014,000 |
Termini or Intersection |Rotherwood Drive to Lewis Lane |
Project Description Construct an approximate half mile extension of Kingsport Greenbelt walking and biking path west from the end of current

Greenbelt at Rotherwood Drive to Lewis Lane.

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fy2o ] PE-D |L-sTBG] $70,000 | $56,000 | $0 l $14,000 |
| Fyao | ROW |L-sTBG] $144,000 | $115,200 | $0 l $28,800 |
| Fya1 ] CONST | LocAL] $800,000 | $0 | $0 l $800,000 |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
Remarks Amendment #] l Admin Modification #] |

Applied for TAP Grant for CONST phase. If received, will complete an adjustment to change the Funding Type for CONST phase.
L-STBG funds obligated previously - PE-N = $24,000 (FY19)

wertonlsEY g ==== \\est End Extension
y W Parkin
) i WESTWIRGINIA'A . 9

= s==== Existing Greenbelt

= Current Greenbelt Construction
Roads
Eepfo@amm Neighborhoods
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mP# | KPT-2019-005 | TDOT PIN/ VA UPC| | Priority: Lead Agency] Kingsport |
County | Sullivan/Hawkins | Length LRTP#| Section 2.2 & 6.3.1] Conformity Status| |
Route/Project Name |Resurfacing Grouping | Total Project Cost| $2,500,000 |
Termini or Intersection [City of Kingsport |
Project Description Resurfacing of various functionally classified roadways including milling, grading, repairing, sidewalk ADA compliance as
necessary, striping, and signage.

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fy20 JPE-N, PE-D, ROW, CONST| L-STBG | $2,500,000 | $2,000,000 | $0 | $500,000 |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
Remarks Amendment #] l Admin Modification #] |

NETHERLAND INN ROAD

W STONE DR -

e

COOKS VALLEY ROAD

X )
ey NEy,

i MOOJP

(Bridge to City Limits)

Gl Ny -
) FALL CREEK ROAD

A

“| R | MORELAND DRIVE |*

N

Ny

Q
S

®

2
Miles

}/. Esri, HERE, Garmin, (c) Oper

DRAFT 50 of 66




e T = [
Tation Planning
TIP # TN-2019-006 TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 126818.00 | prioiy[ ] Lead Agency TDOT |
STIP # 2082110
County Sullivan, Hawkins Length: LRTP#l Page # 6-2 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name [National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) Grouping | Total Project Cost] $700,000 |
Termini or Intersection |Kingsport MTPO - Sullivan County and Hawkins County |
Project Description See TIP grouping description for a comprehensive listing of activities included but not limited for eligibility
Fiscal Funding
Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fr20 | PE,ROW,CONST | NHPP | $245,000 | $196,000 | $49,000 | $0 |
| Fr21 ] PE,ROW,CONST [ NHPP | $210,000 | $168,000 | $42,000 | $0 |
IRZ PE,ROW, CONST | NHPP | $140,000 | $112,000 | $28,000 | $0 |
| Fy23' ] PE,ROW,CONST [ NHPP | $105,000 | $84,000 | $21,000 | $0 |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #] |
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[ xingsport uza 2010
L | Kingsport MTPO Planning Area
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TIP # TN-2019-007 oot PIN/vauPc[  126820.00 | prioiy[ | Lead Agency] TDOT |
STIP # 2082135
County | Sullivan, Hawkins Length: LRTP#l Page # 6-2 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |[Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Grouping | Total Project Cost| $251,000 |
Termini or Intersection |Kingsport MTPO - Safety (Highway Hazard Elimination) |
Project Description See TIP grouping description for a comprehensive listing of activities included but not limited for eligibility

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fv20 ] PE,ROW,CONST | HsIP | $93,750] $84,375| $9,375] $0]
| Fv20 ] PE,ROW,CONST | HSIP-R | $425] $383] $43] $0]
| Fy21 ] PE,ROW,CONST | HSIP | $78,125] $70,313] $7,813] $0]
| Fy21 ]  PE,ROW,CONST | HSIP-R | $350] $315| $35| $0]
| Fv22' ]  PE,ROW,CONST | HSIP | $46,875] $42,188| $4,688] $0]
| Fv22 ]  PE,ROW, CONST | HSIP-R | $150] $135] $15| $0]
[ Fy23 T PE,ROW,CONST | HSIP | $31,250] $28,125] $3,125] $0]
| Fy23 |  PE,ROW, CONST | HSIP-R | $75] $68| $8] $0]
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #] |

Legend

Kingsport City Limits
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TIP # TN-2019-008 TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 126819.00 | prioiy[ ] Lead Agency TDOT |
STIP # 2082115
County Sullivan, Hawkins Length: LRTP#l Page # 6-3 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name [surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) Grouping | Total Project Cost| $250,000 |

Termini or Intersection

Project Description

|Kingsport MTPO - Sullivan County and Hawkins County

See TIP grouping description for a comprehensive listing of activities included but not limited for eligibility

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fv2o0 |  PE,ROW,CONST | S-STBG | $87,500 | $70,000 | $17,500 | $0 |
| Fv21 ]  PE,ROW,CONST | S-STBG | $75,000 | $60,000 | $15,000 | $0 |
| Fy22 | PE,ROW, CONST | S-STBG | $50,000 | $40,000 | $10,000 | $0 |
| Fv23 ]  PE,ROW,CONST | S-STBG | $37,500 | $30,000 | $7,500 | $0 |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #] |
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TIP # TN-2019-009 tooTPIN/vAUPC[  124590.00 | priority[ | Lead Agency] TDOT |
STIP # 2082000
County Sullivan Length]18.8 miles LRTP#l Page # 7-4 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |I—81 - ITS Expansion | Total Project Costl $2,200,000 |
Termini or Intersection |'-26 (Exit 57) Interchange and Virginia State Line |
Project Description Includes the deployment of CCTV cameras at critical interchanges. Includes installation of communications infrastructure
and at least 2 CCTV cameras at each interchange.
Fiscal Funding
Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Frao | PE-N | NHPP ] $140,000 | $112,000 | $28,000 | $0 |
| Frao | PE-D | NHPP ] $60,000 | $48,000 | $12,000 | $0 |
| Fy22 | CONST | NHPP ] $2,000,000 | $1,600,000 | $400,000 | $0 |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #] |
PIN_124590.00 A
- TR - = ; %
S ngapark (152 L — T Y =]
’ (5] ol PReLL w.m " by { /
rxf'w‘{;' ’?‘ King -~|-\u.|;m ; "\-_ ‘V
) 3 MEA
% \,. : 20 . f(fr?g“rS;S_EN
{ .,i/.iuf.-'q;;._._z_?@. 148)
Route ID- 82100 Region: 1 Counly: Sullvan
Termini: ITS Expansion along 131 between |26 [Exit 57) Inlerchange and Virginia State Line [14)
Author. TDOT, Program Development and Adm ristiation Divisien "_r!r |.M“
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TIP # TN-2011-010a TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 112834.01 | Priomy:l Lead Agency] TDOT

STIP # 2090130

County Washington Length LRTP#l Page #4-5 | Conformity Statusl NA
Route/Project Name |SR-93 | Total Project Costl $16,082,000
Termini or Intersection |From near Davis Road to near Fire Hall Road (TPR Option 5, Spot Improvement 1 & 2) (1A)

Project Description Miscellaneous safety improvements - flatten the existing horizontal curves and improve intersection sight distance, widen

from 2-lanes to 3-lanes with curb and gutter and sidewalks

Fiscal Funding
Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fv2o | CONST | sTBG | $8,400,000 | $6,720,000 | $1,680,000 | $0 |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
| | | | | | | |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #]
PIN_112834.01 N
Post &
Washingtan County s
K 4 n it MPA
g
PIN: 11203401 Roule ID: 905F ! Regon:1 Counby; Washingtan P =
Termini: From Norfh of Dauis Rioad to Narth of Fire Hall Road (TPR Ogticn 5, Spot Improvment 1 & 2] {14) i 5 e, W
Author: TDOT, Pragram Davedapment and Administraticn Divition M= = Jues /"”_"" ,i taboe J
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TIP # TN-2011-010b TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 112834.02 | prioiy[ ] Lead Agency TDOT |
STIP # 2090135

County | Washington, Sullivan Length LRTP#l Page #4-5 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |SR-93 | Total Project Costl $5,063,500 |

Termini or Intersection

Project Description

(Sullivan Gardens Parkway) from Morgan Lane in Washington County to South of Baileyton Road in Sullivan County (TPR
Option 5, Spot Improvement) (1A)

and 6-foot shoulders.

Miscellaneous Safety Improvements - proposed realignment of SR-93 to improve sight distance, provide two 12-foot lanes

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fy22 | CONST | stBG | $3,800,000 | $3,040,000 | $760,000 | $0 |
| | | | I | | |
| | | | I | | |
| | | | I | | |
Remarks Amendment #| | Admin Modification #] |

V& ‘I‘ermmus
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TIP # TN-2019-011 TDOT PIN / VA UPC| 124663.00 | prioiy[ ] Lead Agency TDOT |
STIP # 2090020

County [ Sullivan, Washington Length LRTP#l Page #7-4 | Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |SR-36 | Total Project Costl $44,750,000 |

Termini or Intersection

Project Description

|(Fort Henry Drive) from SR-75 to I-81 (I1A)

Widen from 2-lanes to 5-lanes (4 11' traffic lanes and a 12' center turn lane), curb and gutter, and 5' sidewalks on both
sides of road.

Fiscal Funding

Year Phase Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Frai ] PE-N | sTBG | $250,000 | $200,000 | $50,000 | $0 |
| Fvai ] PE-D | sTBG | $250,000 | $200,000 | $50,000 | $0 |
| | | | I | | |
| | | | I | | |
Remarks Amendment # | Admin Modification #] |
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Tennessee Highway Totals for FY20

Beg. Balance STBG (local):
Kingsport MTPO FY 2020 - 2023 TIP Highway Funding Summary

$8,830,089

Funding Source Pro Tr(;t:'nlmed Programmed Programmed State| Programmed Surplus / | Anticipated Available
9 9 Federal Funds Funds Local Funds Deficit ** Revenue WP
Funds Balance
HSIP $93,750 $84,375 $9,375 $0 $0 $93,750 $0
HSIP-R $425 $383 $43 $0 $0 $425 $0
NHPP $445,000 $356,000 $89,000 $0 $0 $445,000 $0
STBG (State) $8,487,500 $6,790,000 $1,697,500 $0 $0| $8,487,500 $0
STBG (Local)* $8,586,830 $6,869,464 $80,000 $1,637,366| $1,960,625| $1,446,018 $3,406,643
O & M (Local) $17,560,000 $0 $0 $17,560,000 $0| 17,560,000 0
Totals: $35,173,505 $14,100,222 $1,875,918 $19,197,366 $0| $28,032,693 $3,406,643
*The State Funds column for this line item refers to projects that may include the State's participation requiring the use of STBG funds
Tennessee Highway Totals for FY21
Funding Source ProgTr(;t:IImed Programmed Programmed State| Programmed Surplus / | Anticipated Un;f;\ézl:::)r:;ed
Federal Funds Funds Local Funds Deficit ** Revenue
Funds Balance
HSIP $78,125 $70,313 $7,813 $0 $0 $78,125 $0
HSIP-R $350 $315 $35 $0 $0 $350 $0
NHPP $210,000 $168,000 $42,000 $0 $0 $210,000 $0
STBG (State) $575,000 $460,000 $115,000 $0 $0 $575,000 $0
STBG (Local)* $1,500,000 $560,000 $0 $940,000| $2,846,643| $1,446,018 $4,292,661
O & M (Local) $17,735,600 $0 $0 $17,735,600 $0| $17,735,600 $0
Totals: $20,099,075 $1,258,628 $164,848 $18,675,600 $2,846,643( $20,045,093 $4,292,661
*The State Funds column for this line item refers to projects that may include the State's participation requiring the use of STBG funds
Tennessee Highway Totals for FY22
Funding Source ProgTrOat:]Imed Programmed Programmed State| Programmed Surplys/ Anticipated UnpAr\c/g:eal?r:?ned
Federal Funds Funds Local Funds Deficit ** Revenue
Funds Balance
HSIP $46,875 $42,188 $4,688 $0 $0 $46,875 $0
HSIP-R $150 $135 $15 $0 $0 $150 $0
NHPP $2,140,000 $1,712,000 $428,000 $0 $0[ $2,140,000 $0
STBG (State) $3,850,000 $3,080,000 $770,000 $0 $3,850,000
STBG (Local)* $2,500,000 $2,000,000 $0 $500,000| $2,292,661| $1,446,018 $3,738,679
O & M (Local) $17,912,956 $0 $0 $17,912,956 $17,912,956
Totals: $26,449,981 $6,834,323 $1,202,703 $18,412,956( $2,292,661( $25,395,999 $3,738,679
*The State Funds column for this line item refers to projects that may include the State's participation requiring the use of STBG funds
Tennessee Highway Totals for FY23
Funding Source ProgTrOat:]Imed Programmed Programmed State| Programmed Surplus / | Anticipated UnpAr\c/g:eal?r:?ned
Federal Funds Funds Local Funds Deficit ** Revenue
Funds Balance
HSIP $31,250 $28,125 $3,125 $0 $0 $31,250 $0
HSIP-R $75 $68 $8 $0 $0 $75 $0
NHPP $105,000 $84,000 $21,000 $0 $0 $105,000 $0
STBG (State) $37,500 $30,000 $7,500 $0 $0 $37,500 $0
STBG (Local)* $3,738,679| $1,446,018 $5,184,697
O & M (Local) $18,092,085 $0 $0 $18,092,085 $0| $18,092,085 $0
Totals: $18,265,910 $142,193 $31,633 $18,092,085| $3,738,679( $19,711,928 $5,184,697

*The State Funds column for this line item refers to projects that may include the State's participation requiring the use of STBG funds

** suplus or deficit represents the MTPO's objective to maintain fiscal constraint for projects and funding designated within the Kingsport MTPO area
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KATS

KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

TiP# | PT-2019-012 TDOT PIN / VA UPC| | Priority] | Lead Agency]  Kingsport |
County Length LRTP#]Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |KATS Operations | Total Project Costl $7,900,000 |

Termini or Intersection |NA

Project Description Funds utilized to operate Transit Fixed-route Service and ADA/Paratransit Service.

Fiscal Funding

Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds* Local Funds
| Fy2o] Operations |FTA 5307] $1,800,000] $900,000] $450,000] $450,000]
| Fya1] Operations |FTA 5307] $1,900,000] $950,000] $475,000] $475,000]
| Fy22] Operations JFTA 5307] $2,000,000] $1,000,000] $500,000] $500,000]
| Fy23] Operations JFTA 5307] $2,200,000] $1,100,000] $550,000] $550,000]
Remarks Amendment #| ] Admin Modification #] |

*State Funds are UROP Funds
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KATS —

KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

Tip# [PT-2019-0134 TDOT PIN / VA UP(:: Priority: Lead Agency[ __ Kingsport

County Length LRTP#|Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl NA
Route/Project Name |KATS Capital | Total Project Costl $2,211,768

Termini or Intersection |NA

Project Description Funds utilized to purchase and replace transit fleet vehicles, preventive maintenance, overhaul and
rebuild vehicles, maintain fleet vehicles, renovate and maintain transit buildings/facilities/equipment,
purchase transit related equipment, software, hardware, crime prevention and security equipment,
construction and maintenance of passenger facilities and infrastructure.

Fiscal Funding

Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fyao] Capital JFTA 5307] $400,000] $320,000] $40,000] $40,000]
| Fyai] Capital JFTA 5307] $400,000] $320,000] $40,000] $40,000]
| Fya2] Capital JFTA 5307] $400,000] $320,000] $40,000] $40,000]
| Fya3] Capital JFTA 5307] $400,000] $320,000] $40,000] $40,000]
Remarks Amendment #l |Admin Modification #l
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KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

Tip# [PT-2019-013D) TDOT PIN / VA UP(:: Priority: Lead Agency[ __ Kingsport
County Length LRTP#|Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl NA
Route/Project Name |KATS Capital | Total Project Costl $2,211,768

Termini or Intersection |NA

Project Description Funds utilized to purchase and replace transit fleet vehicles, preventive maintenance, overhaul and
rebuild vehicles, maintain fleet vehicles, renovate and maintain transit buildings/facilities/equipment,
purchase transit related equipment, software, hardware, crime prevention and security equipment,
construction and maintenance of passenger facilities and infrastructure.

Fiscal Funding

Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fyao] Capital JFTA 5339] $152,942] $130,000] $11,471) $11,471)
| Fyai] Capital JFTA 5339] $152,942] $130,000] $11,471) $11,471)
| Fya2] Capital JFTA 5339] $152,942] $130,000] $11,471) $11,471)
| Fya3] Capital JFTA 5339] $152,942] $130,000] $11,471) $11,471)
Remarks Amendment #l |Admin Modification #l
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KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

TIP# | PT-2019-014 TDOT PIN / VA UPc: Priority: Lead Agency| Kingsport |

County Length LRTP# Conformity Statusl NA |
Route/Project Name |KATS Planning | Total Project Costl $150,000 |
Termini or Intersection |NA |
Project Description Planning, engineering design,evaluation of transit projects, and other technical transportation-related studies
Fiscal Funding
Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fyao] Planning | FTA 5307] $50,000] $40,000] $5,000] $5,000]
| Fyai] Planning | FTA 5307] $50,000] $40,000] $5,000] $5,000]
| Fya2] Planning JFTA 5307 | $25,000] $20,000] $2,500] $2,500]
| Fya3] Planning JFTA 5307 | $25,000] $20,000] $2,500] $2,500]
Remarks Amendment #l |Admin Modification #l |

e \ "\\\\
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KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

TIP # PT-2015-015
county[Salvan ] Lengtn[ WA

|KATS Comprehensive Transit Facility |

Route/Project Name

TDOT PIN / VA UPc: Priority:

Lead Agencyl

LRTP#|Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl

Total Project Costl

Kingsport |
NA |
$8,250,000 |

Termini or Intersection |Kingsport Foundry Site: bounded by Sullivan Street, Main Street, and Unicoi Street

Project Description

Construct a comprehensive transit facility for passenger boarding and transferring, vehicle storage facility, vehicle wash
system, as well as to house various transit related functions related to oEerating and administrating services.

Fiscal Funding

Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Fed Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fy2o] PE-D |FTA 5307] $350,000] $280,000] $35,000] $35,000]
| Fy20] CONST JFTA 5307] $7,150,000] $5,720,000] $715,000] $715,000]
| I | I | I I |
| I | I | I I |
Remarks Amendment #] | Admin Modification #] |

NEPA performed during previous TIP. Image shown is conceptual and subject to change.
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KATS —

KINGSPORT AREA TRANSIT SERVICE

TIP# | PT-2019-016 TDOT PIN / VA UPc: Priority: Lead Agency]| Kingsport |
County Length LRTP#|Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl NA |

Route/Project Name |KATS - Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities | Total Project Costl $300,000 |

Termini or Intersection |NA |

Project Description Funds utilized for operating assistance, capital purchases, and program administration of Enhanced
Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities Program (formerly New Freedom) route service.
Capital funds to purchase and replace related transit vehicles, preventive maintenance, overhaul and
rebuild vehicles, maintain fleet vehicles, and related equipment.

Fiscal Funding

Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fyao] Acquisition |JFTA 5310] $100,000] $80,000] $10,000] $10,000]
| Fyai] Acquisition JFTA 5310] $100,000] $80,000] $10,000] $10,000]
| Fya2] Acquisition |JFTA 5310] $100,000] $80,000] $10,000] $10,000]
LI | I | I I |
Remarks Amendment #l |Admin Modification #l |
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Tip# [PT-2019-017 TDOT PIN / VA UPCI:I Priority: Lead Agency[FTHRA/NET Trans]
LRTP#|Section 4.1.3 Conformity Statusl NA |
Total Project Costl $659,110 |

County JMulti-County Length
INET Trans Operating Expenses |

Route/Project Name

Termini or Intersection |NA
Daily operating of demand response service (including employees' wages, fuel, insurance, radio
communications, operating supplies and utilies) to provide transportation services in the urbanized area

Project Description
outside of the corporate City limits including but not limited to; Mt. Carmel, Church Hill, Surgoinsville,
Rogersville. Service will also provide regional connectivity between UZA's.
Fiscal Funding
Year Type of Work Type Total Funds Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds
| Fy2o] Operations JFTA 5307] $217,522] $108,761] $0| $108,761]
| Fya1] Operations JFTA 5307] $219,696] $109,848] $0| $109,848]
| Fy22] Operations JFTA 5307] $221,892] $110,946] $0| $110,946]
Remarks Amendment #] | Admin Modification #]
Legend
Kingsport City Limits
[ ] kingsport uza 2010
I | Kingsport MTPO Planning Area
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KINGSPORT MTPO TRANSIT SUMMARY TABLES

FY20 - FY23
TENNESSEE

Funding Source/Amount Allocated FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 FY2023

Available Available Available Available
FTA - 5307-Operating Funds (OP) $1,008,761 $1,059,848 $1,110,946 $1,100,000
FTA - 5307 - Capital and Planning Funds (CAP, PL) $360,000 $360,000 $340,000 $340,000
FTA - 5307 - NEPA, PE, CONST $6,000,000 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 5339 - Capital (CAP) $130,000 $130,000 $130,000 $130,000
FTA - 5310 - ACQ $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 $0
State Match Funds/UROP (OP) $450,000 $475,000 $500,000 $550,000
State Match Funds (CAP, PL) $56,471 $56,471 $53,971 $53,971
State Match Funds - NEPA, PE, CONST $750,000 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds - ACQ $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $0
Local Match Funds (OP) $558,761 $584,848 $610,946 $550,000
Local Match Funds (CAP, PL) $56,471 $56,471 $53,971 $53,971
Local Match Funds - NEPA, PE, CONST $750,000 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds - ACQ $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $0
Total Allocated $10,220,464 $2,822,638 $2,899,834 $2,777,942
Amount Programmed to be Utilized FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
FTA - 5307-Operating Funds (OP) $1,008,761 $1,059,848 $1,110,946 $1,100,000
FTA - 5307 - Capital and Planning Funds (CAP, PL) $360,000 $360,000 $340,000 $340,000
FTA - 5307 - NEPA, PE, CONST $6,000,000 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 5339 - Capital (CAP) $130,000 $130,000 $130,000 $130,000
FTA - 5310 - ACQ $80,000 $80,000 $80,000 $0
State Match Funds/UROP (OP) $450,000 $475,000 $500,000 $550,000
State Match Funds (CAP, PL) $56,471 $56,471 $53,971 $53,971
State Match Funds - NEPA, PE, CONST $750,000 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds - ACQ $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $0
Local Match Funds (OP) $558,761 $584,848 $610,946 $550,000
Local Match Funds (CAP, PL) $56,471 $56,471 $53,971 $53,971
Local Match Funds - NEPA, PE, CONST $750,000 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds - ACQ $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $0
Total Programmed $10,220,464 $2,822,638 $2,899,834 $2,777,942
Amount Remaining FY2020 FY2021 FY2022 FY2023
FTA - 5307-Operating Funds (OP) $0 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 5307 - Capital and Planning Funds (CAP, PL) $0 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 5307 - NEPA, PE, CONST $0 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 5339 - Capital (CAP) $0 $0 $0 $0
FTA - 55310 - ACQ $0 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds/UROP (OP) $0 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds (CAP, PL) $0 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds - NEPA, PE, CONST $0 $0 $0 $0
State Match Funds - ACQ $0 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds (OP) $0 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds (CAP, PL) $0 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds - NEPA, PE, ROW, CONST $0 $0 $0 $0
Local Match Funds - ACQ $0 $0 $0 $0
Total Remaining $0 30 $0 30
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