Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board
Wednesday November 17, 2021 — 4:30 PM
Johnson County Health & Human Services Building - 2" Floor Conf. Rm.
855 S. Dubuque St, lowa City IA

AGENDA
1. Call to Order

a. Recognize alternates

b. Consider approval of meeting minutes

c. Set next Board meeting date, time and location (January 26", location to be determined)
2. Public Discussion of any item not on the agenda*
3. Administration

a. Confirm entities that will nominate Johnson County representatives to East Central lowa
Council of Governments (ECICOG) Board of Directors

b. Appoint nominating committee for Calendar Year 2022 Urbanized Area Policy Board
officers

¢. Preliminary discussion of FY23 MPOJC Budget
d. Consider a Resolution approving updates to the MPOJC Title VI Compliance Plan

e. Consider approval of staff authorization to execute actions on behalf of MPOJC for the
Federal Transit Administration

4. Transportation Planning

a. Consider approval of safety targets and performance measures for the MPO as required
by the Federal Highway Administration

b. Update on the MPOJC Long Range Transportation Plan revision process
c. Discussion on CRANDIC passenger rail and potential next steps
d. Update on local traffic volume data
5. Other Business
a. Discuss the ‘Severson Charity Challenge’ for this holiday season

6. Adjournment

To request any disability-related accommodations or language interpretation, please contact MPOJC staff at 356-
5230 or kent-ralston@iowa-city.org 48 hours prior to the meeting.




MINUTES DRAFT
MPOJC URBANIZED AREA POLICY BOARD

JULY 7, 2021 - 4:30 P.M.

ZOOM MEETING PLATFORM

MEMBERS PRESENT: Coralville: Meghann Foster, Laurie Goodrich
lowa City: Pauline Taylor, John Thomas, Laura Bergus,
Johnson County:  Rod Sullivan
North Liberty: Terry Donahue, Chris Hoffman

University Heights: Louise From

University of lowa: Erin Shane

lowa DOT: Cathy Cultler

Tiffin: Steve Berner
STAFF PRESENT: Kent Ralston, Brad Neumann, Frank Waisath, Sarah Walz
OTHERS PRESENT:  Mark Harle (lowa DOT)

1. CALL TO ORDER

Donahue called the meeting to order at 4:30 PM. The meeting was held online through the
Zoom meeting platform in accordance with lowa Code Section 21.8 due to complications
preventing in-person meetings during the COVID-19 pandemic.

a. Recognize alternates

None

b. Consider approval of meeting minutes

Motion to approve made by Sullivan; Goodrich seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

c. Set next Board meeting date, time and location

Tentatively scheduled for September 22", location to be determined. Ralston explained
that the board will most likely meet in person if Ralston is able to find a location large
enough. Ralston will follow up with Donahue.

2. PUBLIC DISCUSSION OF ANY ITEM NOT ON THE AGENDA

None

3. TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

a. Public Hearing and consideration of resolutions of adoption and certification for the
FY22-25 MPOJC Transportation Improvement Program

i. Staff presentation of the FY22-25 MPOJC Transportation Improvement Program

Neumann explained that this is the final Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
for FY22-25 for the board’s approval. The annual TIP is the MPQO’s local planning
and programming document for federal and state surface transportation and transit
projects. At the last meeting the board approved the draft list of projects for both
surface transportation and transit, including the transit apportionment approved at
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the January 2021 meeting. The MPO received over $2.9 million for Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) Section 5307 operating assistance funding apportioned to the
three transit agencies in the metro area using the FY19 formula (pre-pandemic).

Neumann stated that the MPO revised the TIP to include three new surface
transportation block grant projects awarded by the board earlier this year,
programmed in FY25, including lowa City's Taft Avenue Reconstruction project
receiving $3.5 million, Coralville’s Highway 6 and Deer Creek Road project receiving
$864,000, and University Heights’ Sunset Street Pavement Repair Project receiving
$115,440. North Liberty also received $2.9 million funding for their Ranshaw Way
Phase 6 Reconstruction Project, but due to the funding target constraints, this project
was moved to FY26 and will be included in next year's FY23-26 TIP. The one
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) project awarded funding was lowa City’s
Highway 6 Trail project between Broadway and Fairmeadows receiving $520,000
and programmed in FY26 due to target constraints.

Neumann explained that since the draft TIP was approved, some changes were
requested by the lowa DOT. North Liberty’s Ranshaw Way Surface Transportation
Block Grant (STBG) project from Zeller to Hawkeye and lowa City’s IWV Road STBG
Project programmed in FY21 were removed from the TIP because they are now
under contract for construction with the lowa DOT.

Neumann continued to explain that all STBG and TAP projects not completed in
FY21 automatically roll over to FY22 with an applied 4% increase to the total project
cost to account for inflation. All lowa DOT projects in the planning area are included
in the TIP. Neumann reminded the board that they opted out of the federal aid swap
at the March meeting, meaning all local projects will be programmed and completed
in accordance with federal guidelines like in the past.

Neumann stated that in addition to the projects list, the TIP includes project status
reports, regionally significant projects, the MPO’s public input process, the project
selection procedure and scoring criteria for STBG and TAP projects, the fiscal
constraint review of TIP projects, financial analysis of transit projects, and statements
regarding performance-based planning measures for highway safety, pavement and
bridge, freight reliability, transit asset management, and transit safety. The MPO did
publish a public hearing notice 30 days in advance of the meeting. All agencies on
the public input list were contacted, and posters were placed on all fixed-route buses
in the metropolitan planning area. There had not been any public comments
submitted regarding the TIP.

Staff requested approval of the final FY22-25 TIP. Neumann explained that once

approved it will be submitted to the lowa Department of Transportation, Federal
Transit Administration, and Federal Highway Administration by July 15,

Public Hearing

Donahue opened the floor to public comment. No comments were made, and the
public hearing was closed.
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iii. Consider a resolution adopting the FY22-25 Transportation Improvement Program for
the lowa City Urbanized Area and authorizing the MPO Chairperson to sign
associated documents considered therein.

Sullivan moved to approve the resolution; Berner seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

iv. Consider a resolution certifying compliance with federal requirements for conducting
the urban transportation planning process in the lowa City Urbanized Area.

Hoffman moved to approve the resolution. Thomas seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

Update on the MPOJC Long Range Transportation Plan revision process.

Ralston indicated that since the last meeting MPOJC staff had been gathering public
input, finalizing the travel demand model, and drafting plan chapters for the revision to
the Long Range Transportation Plan.

The Bicycle and Pedestrian, Passenger Transportation, Freight Network, and Aviation
chapters were presented to the board. Ralston explained that they are not presented
sequentially, but rather as data becomes available. The framework for the Future
Forward 2050 Plan outlines all the different modal chapters staff has been working on.
Later in the summer and fall, the background, regional context, and guiding principles
will become available. The entire draft document is expected to be available in January,

. and final public comment and revisions will be completed up until May 2022 for final

approval. Ralston explained that the board does not need to approve anything today, the
MPO is just providing these chapters now to make the anticipated 200-page document
more digestible. Ralston added that the MPO held a public meeting on June 30" on the
Passenger Transportation, Freight, and Aviation chapters, and in May there was a public
meeting for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Network chapter.

Bergus asked if there were many residents in attendance at those public meetings.
Ralston said there were a handful of participants at both meetings and explained that the
process is a little different this year because the Metro Bike Plan, lowa City Council Bike
Master Plan, and lowa City, Coralville, and CAMBUS public input meetings have all
taken place in the last few years, so residents have aiready expressed input at these
meetings which likely limited participation. In past years, there have been many more
participants, but in advertising for meetings this year, it was made clear that suggestions
on big changes such as transit routes would not be requested because of all the recent
opportunities for input and newly implemented changes from other entities. Ralston also
said that survey participation is strong and has given the MPO good results to work with.

Update on the Eastern lowa Electric Vehicle Readiness Plan

Neumann explained that the Eastern lowa Electric Vehicle (EV) Readiness Plan was
initiated by the City of lowa City with funding from the lowa Economic Development
Authority including representatives from Cedar Falls, Cedar Rapids, Davenport,
Dubuque, lowa City, and MPOJC. The plan includes strategies for increasing local and
regional investment in electric vehicle charging infrastructure, education and outreach,
policies for municipalities, and regional coordination. The plan has been completed, and
an executive summary was presented to the board. The MPOs throughout eastern lowa
will continue to coordinate throughout this process, and information regarding the EV
Readiness Plan will be included in the upcoming LRTP. Sarah Gardner, lowa City’s
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Climate Action Engagement Specialist, is available to present to each community’s city
council to provide more information on the plan if requested. The link to the final plan will
be included on the MPOJC website.

Donahue asked if there had been any feedback from utility companies on the plan.
Neumann answered that there were discussions including some utilities, but he was not
aware of specific feedback. Neumann added that planning conversations included many
private entities such as local car dealerships to encourage coordination towards the
same goal. The lowa DOT was also involved, especially with the plans to establish
electric vehicle infrastructure. Ralston emphasized that Sarah Gardener is a great
contact for other information or questions.

Update from DOT District 6 staff on 1-380 & 1-80 corridor projects.

Cutler and lowa DOT staff engineer Mark Harle presented on the rebuild of the I-80/I-
380 Interchange, First Avenue/I-80 diverging diamond, and Herbert Hoover Highway/I-
80 construction.

Cutler explained that the current 1-80/1-380 interchange is an outdated cloverleaf design
from the 1960s that will not be able to safely handle projected traffic growth, especially

freight traffic growth. The future interchange will replace the four. loops with directional -

ramps that will allow vehicles, especially trucks, to maintain speeds better and merge
safely. Additionally, I-80 will be widened to 6 lanes west of 1-380 and 8 lanes east of I-
380, and [-380 and US 218 will be widened to 6 lanes with 12-foot shoulders for potential
future traffic capacity and provide storage for snow removal operations. The anticipated
benefits of this project include increased capacity, reduced congestion, improved safety,

improved travel reliability, and better regional employment and economic growth. In - -

2020 the first directional ramp from [|-80 eastbound to US 218 southbound was
completed and opened. Traffic impacts and delays have been predicted through 2024
with special consideration for University of lowa Hospitals and Clinics and University of
fowa Athletics.

Harle explained the 218 NB to 1-80 westbound loop will be closed from 2021 through the
end of 2023, and the signed detour is north to Forevergreen Road with the option to use
Coral Ridge Avenue. The eastbound on-ramp on Ireland Avenue will be closed late
summer/early fall with the signed detour north to Highway 6 with some additional traffic
on Ireland Ave anticipated. The [-80 westbound to US 218 southbound foop will also
close fall 2021 through the end of 2023 when there will be a new ramp, but this closure
will not occur until the eastbound on-ramp on Ireland Avenue can reopen. The lowa DOT
has focused on reducing commuter impacts as much as possible through social media
and public outreach and has not received many complaints thus far. Through
coordination with East Central lowa Council of Governments the 380 Express Bus has
been able to remain open, and ridership rates were reported. Ridesharing and
telecommuting have also been promoted by the lowa DOT with assistance from real
time travel alerts.

Harle discussed the Herbert Hoover Highway and [-80 project currently under
construction. The westbound on-ramp was recently reopened, and grading and
bridgework will continue into the fall with fewer traffic impacts the rest of the year. More
traffic impacts will be seen next year as the project progresses on schedule.

Cutler explained that the City of Coralville received a BUILD grant to rebuild the 1-80
First Avenue interchange into a diverging diamond interchange that will handle left
turning traffic better than the existing design. The DOT has taken over the contract and
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will be administering the design and build contracts. Specific challenges to the area to be
considered include the pipelines crossing First Avenue and the interstate, tanker trucks
blocking First Avenue, utilities, and maintaining good vehicular and pedestrian/cycling
traffic flow. The letting of this project in on track for August 2022.

There were no questions from the board for Harle and Cutler.

4. OTHER BUSINESS

None

6. ADJOURNMENT

Meeting adjourned by Donahue at 4:56 PM.



Date: November 10, 2021 Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
To: Urbanized Area Policy Board
From: Kent Ralstor&‘, Executive Director

Re:  Agenda Item #3(a): Confirm entities that will nominate Johnson County representatives to the
East Central lowa Council of Governments (ECICOG) Board of Directors

You may recall that the MPOJC Bylaws stipulating how appointments are made to the ECICOG Board
of Directors were revised and approved last year. Per the revised Bylaws, each January the Johnson
County Board of Supervisors shall appoint one elected official representative and one citizen
representative to the ECICOG Board, and the Urbanized Area Policy Board shall appoint two
elected official representatives to the ECICOG Board according to the following process:

A. One elected official seat and one citizen representative will be designated by the Johnson
County Board of Supervisors.

The 2022 representatives are to be designated by the Johnson County Board of
Supervisors.

B. One elected official seat will be filled by the four largest municipalities by population which
will alternate annually.

The 2022 representative is to be designated by lowa City.

C. One elected official seat will be filled by the remaining municipalities which will alternate
annually.

The 2022 representative is to be designated by Lone Tree.
I intend to contact Johnson County, lowa City, and Lone Tree and request that they designate
representatives to the ECICOG Board of Directors. The designees will be recognized by the MPOJC
Policy Board at our January meeting. | will also ask each entity to designate alternates and encourage

them to send alternates to ECICOG Board meetings when the designee cannot attend.

[ will be available at your November 17" meeting to answer any questions you may have.
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Date: November 10, 2021

To: Urbanized Are@folicy Board
From: Kent Ralstor\rf;; Executive Director
Re: Agenda ltem #3(b): Appoint nominating committee for calendar year 2022

Urbanized Area Policy Board officers

At your January meeting, you will elect a Chairperson and Vice Chairperson for the calendar
year 2022 Urbanized Area Policy Board. The Chairperson is responsible for presiding over all
meetings of the Board. The Chairperson and/or Director are also responsible for signing
contracts and other federally required documents.

As Director, it has been my practice to discuss agenda items and major work program activities
with the Chair prior to each Board meeting. The Vice Chairperson assumes the duties of the
Chair when he/she is not available.

Please consider appointing a three-person nominating committee to recommend a Chair and
Vice-Chair for the 2022 Urbanized Area Policy Board — past practice has not included the
Director in these discussions. The nominating committee will then report at the January meeting
where the Chair and Vice-Chair will be elected.

Currently the Chair is Terry Donahue (Mayor, City of North Liberty) and the Vice-Chair is John
Thomas (lowa City, City Council). Both the Chair and Vice-Chair have served for two years;
there is a two-year maximum term for these posts. A list of past Board Chairpersons is attached
for your reference.

| will be available at your November 17" meeting to answer any questions you may have.




MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board Chairpersons

Year Chairperson Organization
2021 Donahue North Liberty
2020 Donahue North Liberty
2019 Berner Tiffin

2018 Berner Tiffin

2017 Mims lowa City

2016 Mims lowa City

2015 Gill Coralville

2014 Gill Coralville

2013 Neuzil Johnson County
2012 Kuhl North Liberty
2011 Kuhl North Liberty
2010 From University Heights
2009 From University Heights
2008 Ricketts University of lowa
2007 Bailey lowa City

2006 Bailey lowa City

2005 Stutsman Johnson County
2004 Weihe Coralville

2003 Champion lowa City

2002 Dorst North Liberty
2001 O’Donnell lowa City

2000 Herwig Coralville

1999 Hippee North Liberty
1998 Stutsman Johnson County
1997 Lacina Johnson County
1996 Kubby lowa City

1995 Axeen Coralville

1994 Novick lowa City

1993 Ambrisco lowa City

1992 Duffy Johnson County
1991 Courtney lowa City

1990 Courtney lowa City

1989 Schottelius University Heights
1088 Roberts North Liberty
1987 Ambrisco lowa City

1986 Donnelly Johnson County
1985 Dvorsky Coralville

1984 Sehr Johnson County
1983 Balmer lowa City

1982 Kattchee Coralville

1981 Katichee Coralville




Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

Date: November 10, 2021

To: Urbanized Area Policy Board

From: Kent RalstoLn‘, Executive Director

Re:  Agenda Item #3(c): Preliminary discussion of the FY23 MPOJC Budget

Prior to the preparation of the MPO budget for your consideration in January, it has been my
practice to discuss any proposed changes to the MPO scope of services or operations with the
Board. Administratively MPOJC is part of the City of lowa City and follows lowa City budgeting
procedures. Pages from the current year (FY22) budget are attached for reference.

The focus and purpose of the MPO remains to:

e Fulfill requirements necessary for local communities to receive state and federal transportation
capital and operating funds.

e Produce professional studies to support transportation-related decisions and capital project
selection/funding.

o Coordinate transit planning and transit reporting consistent with state and federal regulations
for lowa City Transit, Coralville Transit, and the University of lowa Cambus system.

e Assist local entities with review of development proposals.

e To serve as a forum for other regional issues/discussions.

Capital expenses for FY23 are expected to be very similar to recent years; including a
replacement schedule for our traffic counting equipment, traffic model and traffic signal software
maintenance, and mapping software maintenance. | am not proposing any changes to the level of
MPO staffing for FY23 and anticipate an approximate 3.9% increase in the total MPO budget —
primarily due to annual increases in staff salaries and health benefit costs.

| anticipate using $230,000 of lowa Department of Transportation ‘Planning Funds’ in FY23
similar to previous years. This ensures an appropriate balance of funds per DOT guidelines and
defrays local funding necessary for MPO operations. | also anticipate utilizing $50,000 of
internal reserves to ensure an appropriate balance of funds per internal guidelines and minimize
increases in assessments.

| will be available at your November 17" meeting to answer any questions you may have. The
formal budget will be provided to the Board for consideration at your January meeting.
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MPOJC Budget FY22 — FY24

Expenditures FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24

P Budgeted Proposed Forecast’ Forecast’
Salaries and Benefits $640,337 $666,629 $686,628 $707,227
Technical and Professional
Services & Maintenance, Travel and $70,658 $69,445 $71,528 $73,674
Education

Operating Costs; including office
supplies, traffic counting and $9,677 $11,141 $11,475 $11,819
mapping equipment/software

Subtotal $720,672 $747,215 $769,631 $792,720
University of lowa Student Interns? $23,817 $23,817 $23,817 $23,817
TOTAL $744,489 $771,032 $793,448 $816,537

MPOJC is designated by the Governor of the State of lowa as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the lowa City Urbanized Area.
The MPOJC Transportation Planning Division must fulfill the state and federal requirements of the 3-C transportation planning process. This
process is required of all urbanized areas to maintain eligibility for grant programs and transportation operations funds of the United States

Department of Transportation and the lowa Department of Transportation.

The Administration Division consists of a half-time Executive Director, and a .2 FTE Administrative Secretary. The Administration Division provides
oversight and support to the staff of MPOJC. The Executive Director supervises all MPOJC personnel. The Executive Director coordinates the
budget process and the preparation of division work programs.

As MPOJC staff also serve the City of lowa City Neighborhood and Development Services Department, this budget reflects lowa City specific
funding for 0.5 FTE Administration and 1.0 FTE Transportation Planning specifically for lowa City duties.

'Forecasts assume a 3% increase
2Student interns are funded entirely by the University of lowa



Urban Communities

MPC:

g (0 gor-catiens ol Ko Sy

Summary of FY22 Assessments

lowa City $133,651
Johnson County $42,221
Coralville $37,236
North Liberty $36,039 PERCENTAGE OF MIPO BUDGET BY SOURCE
Tiffin $3,835 Rural
University Heights $2,070 _—— com"l‘;"'ties
SubTotal $255,052 ’
Rural Communities
Solon $833 lowa DOT
Lone Tree $531 43% Urban
Swisher $359 Communities
Oxford $330 i
Hills $287
Shueyville $236
SubTotal $2,576
Other Sources Universioy of
lowa
lowa DOT $230,000 Carrﬁ\l/’/over o
Carryover $30,000
University of lowa $23,817
SubTotal $283,817
Total $541,445

Note: Figures do not include specific funding for lowa City Neighborhood & Development Services, equivalent to 0.5 Administration Budget ($85,556) and 1.0 FTE Transportation Planning ($144,021).



MPOJC Assessment Explanation

— e

Urban Entity Popuiation Population % Total % of Total % of Total
Urban Board Assessment*? MPO Budget Assessments*
lowa City 67,862 52.40% $133,651 24.7% 51.9%
Johnson County 21,438 16.55% $42,221 7.8% 16.4%
Coralville 18,907 14.60% $37,236 6.9% 14.5%
North Liberty 18,299 14.13% $36,039 6.7% 14.0%
Tiffin 1,947 1.50% $3,835 0.7% 1.5%
U-Heights 1,051 0.81% $2,070 0.4% 0.8%
Subtotal 129,504 100.0% $255,052 47.1% 99.0%
Rural Entity* Population Population % Total % of Total % of Total
Rural Board Assessment’ MPO Budget Assessments®
Solon 2,037 32.32% $833 0.2% 0.3%
Lone Tree 1,300 20.63% $531 0.1% 0.2%
Swisher 879 13.95% $359 0.1% 0.1%
Oxford 807 12.80% $330 0.1% 0.1%
Hills 703 11.15% $287 0.1% 0.1%
Shueyville 577 9.15% $236 0.0% 0.1%
Subtotal 6,303 100.0% $2,576 0.5% 1.0%
Total 135,807 100.0% $257,628 47.6% 100.0%
Other Funding Sources
lowa DOT $230,000 42.5%
Carryover $30,000 5.5%
University of lowa $23,817 4.4%
MPO Total $541,445 100.00%
50% Admin for lowa City NDS? $85,566
1.0 FTE for lowa City NDS? $144,021
Total Budget® $771,032

1. Assessment for Rural entities is 1% of the overall MPO assessment. Rural Board communities utilize MPO planning services but are not eligible for MPO grant funds.

2. 0.5 FTE of Administration Division and 1.0 FTE of Transportation Planning Division are for lowa City related functions and are not reflected in assessments to other communities.
3. This budget does not include East Central lowa Council of Governments (ECICOG) assessments.
4. Assessment figures may not reflect exact population percentages shown due to rounding.
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Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

Date: November 9, 2021

To: Urbanized Area Policy Board

From: Brad Neumann, Associate Transportation Planner

Re: Agenda item #3(d): Consider a resolution approving updates to the MPOJC Title VI

Compliance Plan

As required by the lowa Department of Transportation (DOT), MPOJC has prepared a Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) Title VI Program for approval by the Urbanized Area Policy Board.
Since MPOJC receives federal funding, we are required to submit a Title VI Program every
three years. The FTA also requires lowa City Transit, Coralville Transit, and University of lowa
Cambus to submit a Title VI Program. MPOJC prepares and submits these Title VI programs
separately on behalf of the transit agencies.

The Title VI program assures nondiscrimination as outlined in the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, or national origin in any program or activity
receiving Federal financial assistance. The broader application of the Title VI nondiscrimination
law can also be found in other statutes, regulations, and Executive Orders including the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990.

The attached document provides guidelines for MPOJC to follow in order to comply with all Title
VI requirements for nondiscrimination. The plan addresses MPOJC programs such as access,
benefits, participation, treatment, services, training, contracting opportunities, allocation of
funds, language assistance, and the investigation of complaints. This Title VI also names Frank
Waisath as the MPOJC Title VI Coordinator.

Staff is requesting Board approval of the proposed MPOJC Title VI Compliance Plan. The
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommended approval at their November 91
meeting. If approved, the document will be submitted to the lowa DOT.

If anyone has any questions or comments regarding the Title VI Program, please contact me at
356-5235 or by e-mail at brad-neumann@iowa-city.org.

cc: Kent Ralston



Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
410 E.Washington St. m lowa City, la 52240

FTA TITLE VI PROGRAM
THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

Compliance Plan
January 2022

Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
410 East Washington Street
lowa City, lowa 52240




Recipient Profile

Recipient: _Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

Administrative Head: Kent Ralston Executive Director

Name Title

Recipient Title VI Coordinator: Frank Waisath Associate Transportation Planner

Name Title

Address: 410 East Washington Street

City/State: lowa City, lowa Zip Code/County: 52240/Johnson

Phone: 319-356-5253 Fax: 319-356-5217

Email: kent-Ralston@iowa-city.org

Website: MPOJC.org

Has the recipient signed and submitted its Title VI Assurances? Yes X_ No

Has the recipient submitted its Title VI Program Plan? Yes _X_ No

Purpose of Title VI Program

The purpose of this document is to ensure that the Metropolitan Planning Organization of
Johnson County (MPOJC) is in compliance with the FTA Circular 4702.1B and Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964, which 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
otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity that receives
Federal financial assistance.”

With specific regard to planning services, this document ensures that:

1.

2.

FTA assisted benefits and related services are made available and are equitably
distributed without regard to race, color, or national origin;

That the level and quality of FTA assisted transit services are sufficient to provide equal
access and mobility for any person without regard to race, color, or national origin;
That opportunities to participate in the transit planning and decision-making processes
are provided to persons without regard fo race, color, or national origin;

That decisions on the location of transit services and facilities are made without regard
to race, color, or national origin; and




That corrective and remedial action will be taken if necessary, to prevent discriminatory
treatment based on race, color, or national origin.

Strategies

MPOJC’s planning process ensures compliance with Title VI through the many transportation
related plans it develops and posts on the MPOJC website. The planning process includes the
scoring of projects, use of demographics in project location, Limited English Proficiency Plan,
and requires adherence to a complete streets policy for all funded projects.




METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
OF JOHNSON COUNTY
TITLE VI POLICY STATEMENT

The Metropolitan Planning Qrganization of Johnson County (MPQJC), through the City of lowa
City, assures that no person shall, on the grounds of race color, national origin,
or sex as provided by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Act
of 1887 (P.L. 100.259), and the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973 be excluded from or
participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity. The MPOJC further assures every effort will be made to ensure
nondiscrimination in all of its committees, programs and activities, regardless of the funding
source.

The public may contact the MPOJC office directly or go to the MPQJC website for more
information regarding the MPO's Title VI obligations. The MPOJC’s Title VI notice to the
public is posted in the MPOJC office located at 410 East Washington Street, lowa City, lowa.

The MPOJC will include Title VI language in all written agreements and bid notices
and will monitor compliance.

The MPCOJC Executive Director will be responsible for monitoring Title V1 activities and all other
responsibilities as outlined in this plan.

lm {2/

Kent Ralston, MPOJC Executive Director Date

/ i 2ol
Qféfame Bowers City offowa City Civil Rights Goordinator Date
Terry Donahue, Chair, MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board Date

This policy and assurances were adopted at a MPQJC Urbanized Area Policy
Board mesting held on November 17, 2021.



METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION OF JOHNSON COUNTY
TITLE VI ASSURANCES

The Metropolitan Planning Crganization of Johnson County (hereinafter referred to as the
recipient), HEREBY AGREES THAT as a condition to receiving any federal financial assistance
from the United States Department of Transportation, it will comply with Title V1 of the Civil Rights
Act of 19684 (hereinafter referred to as the "Act”), and all requirements imposad by or pursuant to
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of fransportation Subtitle A, Office of the
Secretary Part 21, Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted Programs of the Department of
transportation — Effectuation of the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (hereinafter referred to
as the "Regulations”), and other pertinent directives, to the end that in accordance with the Act,
Reqgulations, and other pertinent directives, no person in the United States shall, on the grounds
of race, color, sex, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of,
or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity for which the Recipient
received federal financial assistance, and;

HERBY GIVES ASSURANCES THAT, it will promptly take any measures necessary to effectuate
this agreement. This assurance is required by Subsection 2 1. 7{a)(1) of the Regulations.

THIS ASSURANCE, is given in consideration of and for the purpose of obtaining, any and all
federal grants, loans, contracis, property, discounts or other federal financial assistance extended
after the date hereof to the Recipient by the Department of transportation under Federal Highway
or Federal Transit program, and is binding on it, other recipients, sub-grantees, contractors.
contractors, transferees, successors, in interest, and other participants in the Federal Aid Highway
or Federal Transit program. The person or persons whose signatures appear below are
authorized to sign on behalf of the Recipient.

e
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Kent Ba?m WMPOJC Executive Director Date
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Stefdhie Bowers, City of lowa City Civil Rights Coordinator Date




COORDINATOR RESPONSIBILITES

The MPOJC Executive Director and the Civil Rights Coordinator are responsible for ensuring
the implementation and the day to day administration of the MPOJC Title VI Plan. The Executive
Director is also responsible for implementing, monitoring, and ensuring the MPQO's compliance
with the Title VI regulations.

GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES
A. Public Dissemination

The MPOJC will disseminate Title VI Program information to MPO employees, sub-recipients,
and contractors, as well as the general public. Public dissemination may include posting of
public statements, inclusion of Title VI language in contracts, and announcements of hearings,
and meetings in minority newspapers when determined necessary and funding is available.

B. Prevention of Discrimination

‘Procedures will be implemented to detect and eliminate discrimination when found to exist,
including, but not limited to, issues of accessibility of training to all MPOJC employees,
utilization of Minority/Women/Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE) contractors, public
involvement and material acquisition.

C. Remedial Action

- The MPOJC will actively pursue the prevention of any Title VI deficiencies or violations and will
take the necessary steps to ensure compliance through a program review with the program
administrative requirements. If irregularities occur in the administration of the programs operation,
procedures will be promptly implemented to resolve Title VI issues and reduce to writing remedial
action agreed to be necessary, all within a period not to exceed 90 days.

lowa DOT will be notified of any complaint filed at the City of lowa City, regarding MPOJC
involving Title VI issues, and any resolution.

FILING A COMPLAINT

Applicability

The complaint procedures apply to the beneficiaries of the MPOJC programs, activities,
including but not limited to: the public, contractors, sub-contractors, consultants, employees
and other sub-recipients of federal and state funds.

Eligibility

If any individual, group or individuals, or entity believes that they or any other program
beneficiaries have been subjected to discrimination prohibited by Title VI nondiscrimination
provision as a recipient of benefits and/or services, or on the grounds of race, color, national
origin, or sex, they may exercise the right to file a complaint with MPOJC (as part of the City
of lowa City). Every effort will be made to resolve complaints informally at the agency,
recipient and/or contractor level.



Time Limitation on Filing Complaints

Title VI complaints may be filed with:

City of lowa City/MPOJC

lowa Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
U.S. Department of Transportation

In all situations, MPOJC employees must contact the Executive Director and/or the City of lowa
City Civil Rights Coordinator immediately upon receipt of Title VI or related statutes complaints.

Complaints must be filed not later than 180 days after:

The date of the alleged act of discrimination; or
The date the person became aware of the alleged discrimination; or

Where there has been a continuing course of discriminatory conduct, the date on which
the conduct was discontinued.

Complaints must be in writing and must be signed by the complainant and/or the complainant's
representative. The complaint must set forth as fully as possible the facts and circumstances
surrounding the claimed discrimination.

A Title VI complaint form (Attachment B) is available at the MPOJC office and the lowa City Civil .
Rights Coordinator's office during normal business hours.

INTERNAL COMPLAINT PROCESSING

1.

The lowa City Civil Rights Coordinator, acting as the Title VI Coordinator, along with the
MPOJC Executive Director, will review the complaint upon receipt to ensure that all
information is provided, the complaint meets the 180-day filing deadline and falls within
the jurisdiction of the City and follow the procedures as outlined in Title Two of the lowa
City City Code.

The Civil Rights Coordinator will then investigate the complaint. If the complaint is
against the Civil Rights Coordinator or the MPOJC Executive Director, then the Chair
of the MPOJC Urbanized Area Board and/or the MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board
or its designee will investigate the complaint. Additionally, a copy of the
complaint will be forwarded to the lowa City City Attorney.

If the complaint warrants a full investigation, the complainant will be notified in writing
by certified mail. This notice will name the investigator and/or investigating agency.
The MPOJC will also notify the lowa Department of Transportation Office of Employee
Services/Civil Rights.

The party alleged to have acted in a discriminatory manner will also be notified by
certified mail as to the complaint. This letter will also include the investigator's name
and will request that this party be available for an interview.

Any comments or recommendations from legal counsel will be reviewed by the Title VI
Coordinator.




6. Once the lowa Department of Transportation Office of Employee Services/Civil Rights is:
notified of MPOJC/City of lowa City finding concerning the complaint, the MPOJC will
adopt a final resolution.

7. All parties will be properly notified of the outcome of the lowa Department of
Transportation Office of Employee Services/Civil Rights Opportunity report.

8. If the complainant is not satisfied with the results of the investigation of the alleged
discriminatory practices, she/he shall be advised of their right to appeal the MPOJC/City
of lowa City's decision. Appeals must be filed within 180 days after the MPOJC final
resolution. Unless new facts not previously considered come to light, reconsideration of
the MPOJC’s determination will not be available.

The foregoing complaint resolution procedure will be implemented in accordance with the
Department of Justice guidance manual entitled "Investigation Procedures Manual for the
Investigation and Resolution of Complaints Alleging Violations of Title VI and Other
Nondiscrimination Statutes," available online at:

hitp://www.usdoj.gov/crt/cor/Pubs/manuals/complain.html.

TRANSIT RELATED TITLE VI INVESTIGATIONS, COMPLAINTS, AND LAWSUITS
There are no active lawsuits or complaints alleging discrimination on the basis of race, color, or
national origin with respect to services provided by MPOJC. MPOJC has not been asked to take’
part in any local, state, or federal civil rights compliance reviews in the past three years. MPOJC
has not undertaken any federally funded construction projects in the past three years.

Identification of Stakeholders

Stakeholders are those who are either directly or indirectly affected by a plan, or the
recommendations of that plan. Those who may be adversely affected, or may be denied benefits
of a plan’s recommendations, are of particular interest in the identification of specific stakeholders.
While stakeholders may vary based on the plan or program being considered, MPOJC will

assemble a listing of stakeholders with whom we may regularly communicate by email or direct
mail.

Meeting locations
When determining locations and schedules for public meetings, MPOJC will:
e Schedule meetings at times and locations that are convenient and accessible for
minority and LEP communities
o Coordinate with community organizations to implement public engagement
strategies that reach out to members of affected minority and/or LEP communities
e Consider media outlets that serve LEP populations

e Provide opportunities for public participation through written communications,
group discussions, and one-on-one interviews

PROVIDE MEANINGFUL ACCESS TO LEP PERSONS
MPOJC uses lowa City Transit’s Four Factor LEP analysis to meet requirements under Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964. This Act seeks to improve access to services for persons with Limited

English Proficiency (LEP). The following analysis uses the Four Factor Analysis identified in the
LEP Guidance.




A. Four Factor Analysis

Factor 1: Assessing the number and proportion of LEP persons served or encountered in the

eligible service population

Task 1, Step 1; Examine prior experiences with LEP individuals

MPOJC serves a diverse community. The University of lowa brings people from all over the world
to the lowa City urbanized area which includes the communities of lowa City, University Heights,
Coralville, North Liberty, and Tiffin. Most foreign-speaking residents residing in lowa City are
affiliated with the University of lowa, either as an international student or visiting scholar. The
University has, on average, an international student population of 4,000 persons on an annual
basis as well as approximately 450 visiting scholars.

Task 1, Step 2; Become familiar with data from the U.S. Census

The lowa City Urbanized Area includes the municipalities of Coralville, lowa City, North Liberty,
Tiffin, and University Heights. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the population for the
.urbanlzed area was 74,513in 1990, 84,672 in 2000, 91, 881 in 2005, 103,152 in 2010,125,538 in
2014, and 118,506 in 2019.

lowa City Urbanized Area’s current demographics:

lowa City Urbanized Area Statistics and Demographics | Number | Percent

lowa City Urbanized Area Population 121,232 100.0

SEX AND AGE

Male 59,874 49.4

Female 61,358 50.6
Under 5 years 7,267 6.0
5to 9 years 6,548 5.4
10 to 14 years 6,099 5.0
15 to 19 years : 10,892 9.0
20 to 24 years 21,483 17.7
25 to 34 years 20,435 16.9
35 to 44 years 14,349 11.8
45 to 54 years 11,233 9.3
b5 to 59 years 5,501 4.5
60 to 64 years 4,967 4.1
65 to 74 years 7,518 6.2
75 to 84 years 3,072 25
85 years and over 1,868 1.5

Median age (years) 28.8 (X)
16 years and over 100,343 82.8
18 years and over 08,198 81.0

Male : 48,504 49.4
Female 49,694 50.6

21 years and over 85,268 70.3




62 years and over 15,672 12.9
65 years and over 12,458 10.3
Male 5,590 44.9
Female 6,868 55.1
RACE
One Race 118,233 97.5
White 95,527 78.8
Black or African American 10,518 8.7
American Indian and Alaska Native 225 0.2
Asian 8,934 7.4
Asian Indian 1,932 1.6
Chinese 3,450 2.8
Filipino 422 0.3
Japanese 88 0.1
Korean 1,126 0.9
Viethamese 736 0.6
Other Asian 1,180 1.0
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 102 0.1
Some Other Race 2,927 2.4
Two or More Races 2,999 2.5
HISPANIC OR LATINO
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 7,437 6.1
Mexican 4,046 3.3
Puerto Rican 509 0.4
Cuban 179 0.1
Other Hispanic or Latino 2,703 2.2
Not Hispanic or Latino 113,795 93.9
White alone 91,154 75.2
RELATIONSHIP
Total population 121,232 100.0
In households 113,559
In family households 75,874 66.8
Householder 48,837 100.0
Male 24,555 53.0
Female 24,282 47.0
Spouse 19,078 X
Child 25,822 X
In group quarters 7,673 X
HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households 48,837
Total families 24,391 100
With own children under 18 years 11,597 47.5
Husband-wife family 19,035 78.0
With own children under 18 years 8,415 44,2
Male householder, no wife present 1,613 6.6
With own children under 18 years 880 54.6
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Female householder, no husband present 3,743 15.3

With own children under 18 years 2,302 61.5
Nonfamily households 24,446 49.6
65 years and over 3,697 14.5
Households with individuals under 18 years 12,112 24.8
Households with individuals 65 years and over 3,712 7.6
Average household size 2.33
Average family size 2.97

HOUSING OCCUPANCY

Total housing units 52,660
Occupied housing units 48,837 92.7
Vacant housing units 3,823 7.3
Homeowner vacancy rate (percent) 1.3
Rental vacancy rate (percent) 4.9

HOUSING TENURE

Occupied housing units 48,837 100

Owner-occupied housing units 25,888 53.0
Average household size of owner-occupied units 2.47

Renter-occupied housing units 22,949 47.0
Average household size of renter-occupied units 2.17

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 2019 5-year Estimates

There were 2,509 international students according to the University of lowa’s fall 2020 enroliment
statistics, which represents 7.9% of the University of lowa student enroliment. The largest national
representations of international students and scholars at the University of lowa are from Asia, as
shown below:

Ul International Students and Scholars by World Region

Undergraduate Student Scholar Population
Population
China 560 275
India 50 132
South Korea 39 103
United Kingdom 18 5
Malaysia 17 7

Source: The University of lowa, Fall 2020 Profile of International Students and Scholars

Task 1, Step 2A; |dentify the geographic boundaries of the area that your agency serves
The lowa City urbanized area includes the communities of lowa City, University Heights,
Coralville, North Liberty, and Tiffin.
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Task 1, Step 2B; Obtain Census data on LEP population in your service area

In determining the number or proportion of LEP persons in Johnson County, including the City of
lowa City, 2019 U.S. Census American Community Survey (ACS) data was evaluated. According
to ACS data, 21,501 persons in Johnson County (15.4% of the population) spoke a language
other than English at home. Of the 21,501 persons residing in Johnson County who spoke a
language other than English at home, 9,146 (6.5% of the population) reported speaking English
less than “very well”, or in other words, would be considered to have limited English proficiency.
The table below shows the language subgroups as follows:

Persons in Johnson County Who Reported Speaking English Less Than “Very Well”

Language Spoken Number of Persons Percent of Total
Population
Spanish 2,248 1.6%
Other Indo-European language 2,039 1.5%
Asian & Pacific Island language 2,816 . 2.0%
Other languages 2,043 , 1.5%

Source: American Community Survey, 2019 ACS 5 Year Estimates

Task 1, Step 2C; Analyze the data collected

According to the University of lowa’s fall 2018 Profile of International Students and Scholars,
China, India, South Korea, Iran, and Malaysia remain the top represented countries in the
international student population. Iran (63 students) switched places from fifth to fourth with
Malaysia (57 students) from the fall 2017 largest international student enroliment representations,
but both remain in the top five represented countries. While the same data is not available for the
international scholar population, it can be assumed that past national representation trends found
among the student population can be applied to the international scholar population, as three of
the top five represented countries are the same for both international students and scholars in
2018.

The University of lowa’s Intensive English Program (IIEP) reports 107 international students
enrolled in the intensive English language classes in 2018, while other visiting students speak
and understand, at minimum, some English. The International Students and Scholars Services
(OISS) director stated that the student population from India generally speaks advanced-to-fluent
English. Visiting scholars have no English-speaking requirements and often speak little-to-no
English. The scholars attend the University to conduct research with an affiliated University
member who speaks the scholar’s native language. There is an additional international population
of approximately 500 dependents and spouses that accompany international students and
scholars.

Task 1, Step 2D; Identify any concentrations of persons within service area
No large concentrations of LEP persons exist in the lowa City urbanized area.

Task 1, Step 3; Consult state and local sources of data

The lowa City Community School District (ICCSD) and the lowa Department of Education compile
information regarding the number of students receiving English Language Learning (ELL)
services. The ICCSD ELL services predominantly serve Spanish, Arabic, French, and Swabhili
speakers, similar to many of lowa’s schools. For the 2019-2020 school year, there are 14,572
students (IA Dept. of Education Certified Enrollment) in the I[CCSD. Of those, 12.6% (1,836
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students) receive English Language Learning services. This is up from the 10.1% (1,344 students)
receiving ELL services in the 2015-2016 school year.

Task 1, Step 4; Community organizations that serve LEP persons

MPOJC have current associations with local business, the lowa City Community School District,
and the University of lowa and their OISS center. All of these organlzatlons provide service for
persons speaking limited English.

Task 1, Step 4A; |dentify community organizations
LEP persons are served mainly by the University of lowa's OISS center.

Task 1, Step 4B; Contact relevant community organizations
MPOJC, in collaboration with lowa City Transit, has developed a working relationship with the
University of lowa’s OISS center for language assistance services.

Task 1, Step 4C; Obtain information
MPOJC will continue to reach out to LEP persons and organizations in order to gather relevant
information and provide information.

Factor 2: Frequency with which LEP individuals come into contact with MPOJC programs,
activities, and services.

Task 2, Step 1; Review the relevant programs, activities, and services you provide

MPOJC provides primarily planning services to member agencies. MPOJC does not operate any
transit services and has limited contact with the LEP population. MPOJC'’s language assistance
program includes:

Printed outreach materials

Web-based outreach materials

Public meetings

LLocal news media

Planning activities such as the Long-Range Transportation Plan, Passenger
Transportation Plan, Transportation Improvement Plan, and Work Program

MPOJC has identified City of lowa City employees that have language skills to assist with the
LEP population where language is a barrier. Most employees indicated that encounters with
customers who were unable to communicate in English were rare.

The MPOJC website has the ability to translate up to 80 different languages and also has access
to lowa City’s Language Line program.

Task 2, Step 2; Review information obtained from community organizations

Through interviews and planning sessions, lowa City Transit/MPOJC has discovered that most
community organizations want more service related to jobs, education, day care, and health care
and have identified very few LEP issues. Community organizations include:

The Arc of Southeast lowa

Neighborhood Centers of Johnson County
Systems Unlimited

Chatham Oaks Care Facility

Home Ties Childcare

Reach for Your Potential
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United Action for Youth

Big Brothers/Big Sisters

Four Oaks

Youth Homes

Goodwill Industries

Shelter House

lowa City Community School District
Access 2 Independence

Elder Services

o 0 0O 0O 00O 0 o O

Task 2, Step 3; Consult directly with LEP persons
LEP persons were consulted through the Title VI planning process through interviews with
agencies (and clients) listed above.

Factor 3: Assess the nature and importance of the program, activity, or service provided by the
program

Task 3, Step 1; Identify your agencies most critical services

MPOJC provides primarily planning services to member agencies. MPOJC does not operate any
transit services.

Task 3, Step 2; Review input from community organizations and LEP persons
MPQOJC has received very little input from the community regarding problems with language
barriers.

Factor 4: Assessing the resources available to the recipient and costs

Task 4, Step 1; Inventory language assistance measures currently being provided, along with
associated costs
MPOJC provides the following language assistance measures to date:

Language assistance service on website for over 80 languages
Language Line available

|dentified employees that speak a language other than English
Information translated into 3 different languages on website

Task 4, Step 2; Determine what, if any additional services are needed to provide meaningful
access
lowa City Transit/MPOJC will focus on the following service improvements:

Translation of critical printed information

Improve website information regarding LEP

Translation of paratransit information

Provide additional sighage in buses in multiple languages -
Include LEP in driver training

Task 4, Step 3; Analyze your budget

Like most public agencies, MPOJC budgets are constrained by several factors and staff resources
are also limited. Devoting more resources to printing, webpage design, signage, and additional
administrative costs may be included in future budgets.

Task 4, Step 4; Consider cost effective practices for providing language services
14




MPOJC will continue to work with the community and the university to provide cost effective
practices including researching and pursuing language assistance products and translation
services developed and paid by local, regional, and state government agencies.

B. Developing a Language Assistance Plan

a. Results of Four Factor Analysis:

MPQOJC is part of the lowa City Urbanized Area that includes a large university with
over 30,000 students. Because of the University, many foreign students and faculty
live in the lowa City urbanized area creating the potential for language issues. As
identified in the four-factor analysis, both the Hispanic/Latino and the Asian/Pacific
Island populations were identified as needing language assistance since their
populations were each over 5% of the total population in the metro area. Because of
the diversity of the Asian/Pacific Island population, lowa City Transit/MPOJC
approached the University of lowa’s Office of International Students and Scholars to
assist in identifying the top Asian/Pacific Island languages within the University system
that may require language assistance. Chinese and Korean were identified as the top
two Asian/Pacific Island languages. As a result, lowa City TransittMPOJC offers
information in Chinese, and Spanish.

b. Language Assistance Services by Language:
The following measures have or will be implemented to ensure LEP persons have
adequate access to transit information:

¢ lowa City Transit, in collaboration with Coralville Transit, Johnson County
SEATS, University of lowa Cambus, and MPOJC have developed a
working relationship with the University of lowa’s Office of International
Students and Scholars (OISS) for language assistance services. OISS has
agreed to assist the transit agencies in Johnson County by distributing
transit program information to international students and scholars.

e MPOJC will identify any employees who speak a language other than
English. For those employees who are able and willing to provide
translation services, their services will be called upon as needed during
fixed route service hours to interpret and assist LEP individuals.

e The City of lowa City (MPOJC) has a multilingual 24-hour telephone
service, the Language Line. The Language Line is a three-way call
translation service that can translate numerous languages. Language Line
Services provides a sheet which lists the languages available for translation
assistance. The language sheet can be used by transit agency staff to
determine the language spoken by an LEP individual.

¢ MPOJC will develop additional language services on their websites. A link
will be added to the websites that will have general information translated
in the most common spoken languages in Johnson County.

c. Notice to LEP Persons:
MPQOJC will provide general information to the public in the most common spoken
languages in Johnson County on the transit websites.

d. Monitor, Evaluate and Update Language Access Plan:
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All language assistance programs and procedures will be evaluated on an annual
basis. The following will be monitored and reviewed annually:

e The number of documented LEP persons encountered
e How the needs of the LEP persons were addressed

o Determine whether local language assistance programs have been
effective »

Each encounter with an LEP person will be recorded and reported directly to the
MPOJC Executive Director.

Dissemination of the Title VI/LEP Plan includes a link to the Title VI/LEP Plan on the
MPOJC websites.

Any person or agency with internet access will be able to access and download the
plan from the above-referenced website. Alternatively, any person or agency may
request a copy of the plan via telephone, fax, mail, or in person, and shall be provided
a copy of the plan at no cost. LEP individuals may request copies of the plan in
translation which will provided if feasible.

e. Employee Training:
Current and incoming employees will be trained on the policies and procedures of the
language assistance program. Staff would have the necessary information provided to
them to assist LEP individuals. The foliowing information will be available to assure
staff can adequately assist LEP persons:

o Information on Title VI Policy and LEP responsibilities

e Description of language assistance services offered to the public

¢ Contact information of chosen bilingual staff who have agreed to assist in
translation services

o Documentation of language assistance requests

¢ Use of the Language Line Services

¢ How to handle a potential Title VI/LEP complaint

Safe Harbor Provision

As identified in the four- factor analysis, MPOJC identified Spanish speakers (2,248 in population)
and Asian (Pacific Island) language speakers (2,816 in population) as requiring language/written
materials assistance. The Asian (Pacific Island) language speakers were also identified in the
analysis of the University population. Translation of written materials for these populations are
included on the MPOJC website and on posted information.

MINORITY REPRESTATION ON PLANNING AND ADVISORY BODIES

MPOJC Board is made up of elected officials. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee
the Regional Trails and Bicycling Committee consist mainly of municipal or county staff appointed
by the elected officials. MPOJC does encourage participation by minorities in Board created ad-
hoc committees through their postings.

MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board

The MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board includes representatives from all governmental units
included in the lowa City Urbanized Area as defined by the U.S. Census. The number of
representatives is roughly proportional to population, although lowa City is limited to six members,
so they do not have a majority of the Board. All representatives are elected officials (the University
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of lowa's representative is appointed by the president of the University). Federal transportation
regulations mandate the lowa Department of Transportation be included as a non-voting member.

Current Members:

Steve Berner: Mayor, City of Tiffin

L.aurie Goodrich: Coralville City Council

Meghann Foster: Coralville City Council

Laura Bergus: lowa City City Council

Janice Weiner: lowa City City Council

Mazahir Salih: lowa City City Council

Susan Mims: lowa City City Council

Pauline Taylor: lowa City City Council

John Thomas (Vice Chair). lowa City City Council

Royceann Porter: Johnson County Board of Supervisors
Rod Sullivan: Johnson County Board of Supervisors
Terry Donahue (Chair): Mayor, City of North Liberty

Chris Hoffman: North Liberty City Council

Louise From: Mayor, City of University Heights

Erin Shane: University of lowa, Parking and Transportation
Ruthina Malone: ICCSD (non-voting)

;. | ‘Number

ale | 5

Female 11

White 13

Black or African American 3

American Indian or Alaskan Native |0

Asian 0

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific 0

Islander

Other 0

MPOJC Transportation Technical Advisory Committee

The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) advises the Urbanized Area Policy
Board on policy matters. This committee is composed of transportation staff members from
appointed by MPOJC member agencies. Representatives of the lowa and U.S. Departments of
Transportation are also represented on the Transportation TAC. This committee meets on an as-
needed basis.

Current Members:

Kelly Hayworth: City Administrator, City of Coralville

Vicky Robrock: Manager, Coralville Transit

Scott Larson: City Engineer, City of Coralville

Darian Nagle-Gamm: Director, Transportation Services, City of lowa City

Mark Rummel: Assoc. Director, Transportation Services, City of lowa City
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Ron Knoche:
Jason Havel:
Greg Parker:
Tom Brase:

Brian McClatchey:

David Kieft:
Sadie Greiner:
Bob Oppliger:
Ryan Rusnak:
Louise From:
Doug Boldt:
Brock Grenis:
Catherine Cutler:
Darla Hugaboom:

ale

Director of Public Works, City of lowa City

City Engineer, City of lowa City

Johnson County Engineer

Johnson County SEATS

Manager, University of lowa Cambus

Business Manager, University of lowa

Assoc. Director Planning, Design and Construction, University of lowa
Regional Trails & Bicycling Committee
Planning Director, City of North Liberty

Mayor, City of University Heights

City Administrator, City of Tiffin

East Central lowa Council of Governments
Transportation Planner, lowa DOT
Transportation and Community Planner, FHWA

13
Female 6
White 19
Black or African American 0
American Indian or Alaskan Native | 0
Asian 0
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific 0
Islander
Other 0

MPOJC Regional Trails and Bicycling Committee

The MPOJC Regional Trails and Bicycling Committee (RTBC) is an ad hoc subcommittee of the
MPOJC Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. The RTBC includes representatives
appointed by each MPOJC entity and several bicycle interest groups. The RTBC is a valuable
information sharing and planning group for our cities as we work toward regional trail connections
and connections with multi-county trails such as the American Discovery Trial, the Hoover Nature
Trail, and the loway Trail. As a subcommittee of MPOJC, the RTBC is able to discuss and make
recommendations on frails, bicycling and pedestrian issues as requested by MPOJC entities.

Current Membérs:
Sherri Proud:

Juli Seydell Johnson:

Shelly Simpson:
Doug Boldt:
Louise From:
Michelle Ribble:
Bob Oppliger:
Becky Soglin:

Director, Parks and Recreation, City of Coralville
Director, Parks and Recreation, City of lowa City
Director, Parks and Recreation, City of North Liberty
City Administrator, City of Tiffin

Mayor, City of University Heights

Parking and Transportation, University of lowa
Bicyclists of lowa City

Sustainability Coordinator, Johnson County
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Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander
Other 0

ASSISTANCE TO SUBRECIPIENTS/MONITORING SUBRECIPIENTS
MPOJC does not currently have any subrecipients. MPOJC does ensure compliance with Title VI
requirements by a subrecipient by undertaking the following activities:

e Document its process for ensuring that all subrecipients are complying with the
general reporting requirements, as well as other requirements that apply to the
subrecipient.

o Collect Title VI Programs from subrecipients and review programs for compliance.
e In response to a complaint of discrimination, or as otherwise deemed necessary
by the primary recipient, the primary recipient shall request that subrecipients who

provide transportation services verify that their level and quality of service is
provided on an equitable basis.

DETERMINATION OF SITE OR LOCATION OF FACILITIES
MPQJC is part of the City of lowa City and is not responsible for facility development.

DEMOGRAPHICS/MAPPING

As part of the MPOJC Long Range Transportation Plan process, demographic profiles have been
developed. Attached are three maps that were produced identifying locations of socioeconomic
groups, including low-income and minority populations as well as special needs housing. Also,
included in each map is the location of current STBG/TAP projects as well as each bus route in
the metropolitan area.

Mobility needs of minority populations are considered in the MPOJC Long-Range Transportation
Plan planning process and in the scoring criteria for STBG and TAP projects in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). Many of the scoring criteria (Attachment F) take into consideration
the “Guiding Principles” developed in both documents and the scoring for these criteria are
weighted to consider the needs of minority populations. The strategies for criteria that pertain to
minority populations include:
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Strategies to Enhance Economic Opportunity:

Strategies to Safeguard the Environment:

Focus transportation dollars to areas of greatest need.

Direct investments towards areas that encounter significant congestion

Encourage use of intelligent transportation technologies and efficient intersection design
to improve corridor efficiency

Employ strategies that improve multi-modal access to employment centers

Perform transportation engineering evaluations upon request to aid in maximizing
efficiency at spot locations

Facilitate the annual Traffic Signal Timing program and provide updated signal timing
recommendations at least once every five years

Avoid impacts to environmentally sensitive features, such as woodlands and wetlands,

early in the planning process when planning for and designing and building new
infrastructure.

Expand context sensitive and sustainable solutions in the planning and design of
transportation infrastructure.

Continue to monitor National Ambient Air Quality Standards thresholds for fine particulate
mater (PM 2.5) and improve air quality when possible.

Reduce pollution emissions, including CO,

Integrate land use and economic development goals with transportation planning.

Encourage and support land use plans and policies to enhance overall transportation :
efficiency, including compact and mixed use development.
Follow adopted MPO “Complete Streets” Policy. |

Strategies to Enhance Quality of Life:

Promote projects that enhance connections between existing neighborhoods, jobs, and
local services.

Provide accessible, safe, and low-stress solutions in all transportation modes.

Promote more transportation choices to enhance each person’s quality of life.

Reduce combined housing and transportation costs by encouraging coordinated land use
and transportation planning.

Provide more transit training for transit users to increase ridership and access.
Promote mobility technology.

Implement supportive services that encourage personal responsibility.

Continue to incorporate safety issues in transportation planning for all modes.

Continue to support Complete Streets designs and recommendations.

Provide pedestrian-friendly streets and recreational trails.

Built with seniors and children in mind.

Support efforts in areas with high growth/high density development potential that justify
transportation infrastructure investments.
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Strategies to Ensure Transportation Choice:

Ensure compliance with the MPO Complete Streets Policy and Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) requirements.

Coordinate land use with planning to optimize multi-modal transportation, focusing
investment in areas adjacent to compact and mixed-use development.

Enhance access to activity centers (e.g. commercial areas, schools, parks and recreation,
and employment centers) by ensuring fransit service and safe, low-stress pedestrian
routes and bike facilities are available.

Assist communities with achieving Bike Friendly and Walk Friendly status as well as
implementation of Safe Routes to School projects.

Follow FHWA, National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO), and
AASHTO best practices when planning and developing.

Strategies to Foster Health:

Promote active transportation through the creation of a safe and convenient transportation
network throughout the region.

Prioritize infrastructure improvements near transit stops and public transportation facilities.
Encourage active lifestyles through way-finding signs, maps, and other educational
materials.

Improve elements of the transportation network that are seen as unsafe such as the
scarcity of sidewalks, crosswalks and bicycle facilities, in order to encourage active
transportation and increase safety.

Reduce injuries associated with motor vehicle crashes through the improvement of
roadway facilities and availability of transportation options.

Encourage active transportation to minimize air pollution from motor vehicles, and the
fuels used to operate them.

Address transportation needs and prioritize critical gaps to ensure equity and
comprehensiveness in efforts to enhance active living.

Ensure all people have access to safe, healthy, convenient, and affordable transportation
options regardless of age, income, and other socioeconomic factors.

Strategies to Ensure Equity:

Ensure a range of affordable transportation options for all people and neighborhoods
Policy.

Maximize the safety, convenience, and reliability of the public transit system.

Prioritize the expansion and improvement of the sidewalk and multi-use trail network,
especially for direct access from multi-family or mixed-use development.

Support land use and development policies that support safe and convenient access
between housing and employment areas, schools, recreation, and commercial areas.
Provide targeted LOS evaluation for non-motorized travel to evaluate transportation
services and infrastructure serving low-income and disadvantaged neighborhoods.

Prioritize projects that create or enhance multi-modal access to employment, education,
or recreational facilities.

Since lowa City Transit, Coralville Transit, and University of lowa Cambus receive federal
operating formula funding through the MPO, each agency provides Certifications and Assurances
annually that all minority locations are considered regarding bus routes and service (see attached
maps). Through the development of required planning documents, Board discussions, public
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input, input from the MPO’s Transportation Technical Advisory Committee, modeling of future
projects, evaluation of performance measures, and MPOJC community involvement no disparate
impacts have been identified in any transportation investment program.

Attached maps:

e Median Household Income/Transit Routes/STBG and TAP project locations

e Special-Needs Housing/Transit Routes/STBG and TAP project locations
o Non-White Population Density/Transit Routes/STBG and TAP Project locations

Declaration of the Respondent

| declare that | have provided information as part of the Title VI Program to the best of my
knowledge and believe it to be true, correct, and complete.

4 C % / /
7 J

Frank Waisath, MPOJC Associate Transportation Planner

Declaration of the Administrative Head

| declare that | have reviewed and approved the information provided in the Title VI Program
and to the best of my knowledge believe it to be true, correct, and complete.

—

Mvil/v [(.=-=/

Kent Ralston, MPOJC Executive Director
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Attachment A: MPOJC Title VI Resolution

Metropolitan Planning Qrganszanon of Johnson County

MPOJC Title VI Compliance Program Resolution

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION OF
JOHNSOM COUNTY FTA TiTLE VI PROGRAM PLAN

WHEREAS, Title V! of the Civil Rights Act of 1364 prohibits discrimination based on race, color, or national

origin by agencies such as Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County in any programs and
activities that receive federal funds; and

WHEREAS, the MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board needs to adopt a plan to ensure compliance with Title
VI (FTA) and similar federal laws prohibiting discrimination in the use of federal funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESQOLVED BY THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZTION OF
JOHNSON COUNTY, THAT:

The attached Title VI Program Plan {FTA) for the Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County is
approved.

it was moved by and seconded by the Resolution be
adopted. The motion passed on a vote of affirmative and negative.

Considered on the 17th day of November 2021.

Chairperson
MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board

23




Attachment B: MPOJC Title VI Complaint Form

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION of JOHNSON COUNTY

TITLE VI NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

The Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County (MPOJC) hereby gives public notice
that it is the policy of MPOJC to assure full compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964,
related statutes and regulation provide that no person shall on the ground 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 Civil
Rights Restoration Act of 1987 amended Title VI to specify that entire institutions receiving federal
funds, whether schools, colleges, government entities, or private employers, must comply with

Federal civil rights laws, rather than just the particular programs or activities that receive federal
funds.

MPOJC is concerned with the impacts of our programs, projects, and activities on low-income
and minority populations (“Environmental Justice”) under the Title VI. Any person who believes
that they are being denied participation in a project, denied benefits of a program, or otherwise
being discriminated against because they identify with one of the listed characteristics or
protected classes, please contact:

Frank Waisath, Associate Transportation Planner & Title VI Coordinator
Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
319-356-5235 or frank-waisath@iowa-city.org

OR, you may also contact:

lowa Department of Transportation’s Civil Rights Coordinator
Office of Employee Services - Civil Rights
800-262-0003 or 515-262-1921

PLAESE CONTACT THE TITLE VI COORDINATOR ABOVE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE,
BUT NO LATER THAN 180 DAYS AFTER THE ALLEGED DISCRIMINATION
OCCURRED, OR IF THERE HAS BEEN A CONTINUING COURSE OF CONDUCT, NO
LATER THAN 180 DAYS AFTER THE ALLEGED DISCRIMINATION WAS
DISCONTINUED.

For more information about Title VI, visit the lowa DOT’s Civil Rights website at:
http://www.iowadot.gov/civilrights/ or contact the MPOJC Title VI Coordinator
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Attachment C: MPOJC Title VI Complaint Form

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZZATION of JOHNSON COUNTY
TITLE VI COMPLAINT FORM

This form may be used to file a complaint with the Metropolitan Planning Organization of
Johnson County (as part of the City of lowa City) based on violations of Title V! of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964. You are not required to use this form, a letter that provides the
same information may be submitted to file your complaint. Complaints must be submitted
within 180 calendar days.

Name: Date:
Street Address:

City: State: Zip:
Telephone: (home) (work)

Individual(s) discriminated against, if different that above (use additional pages if
needed).

Name: Date:
Street Address:

City: State: Zip:
Telephone: (home) (work)

Please explain your relationship with the individual(s) indicated above:

Name of agency and department or program that discriminated:
Agency or department
name:

Name of Individual (if known):

Address:

City: State: Zip:

Date(s) of alleged discrimination:

Date Discrimination began

Last or most recent date
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ALLEGED DISCRIMINATION:

If your complaint is in regard to discrimination in the delivery of services or
discrimination that involved the treatment of you by others by the agency or
department indicated above, please indicate below the basin on which you believe
these discriminatory actions were taken.

Race
Color
National Origin

Explain:

Please explain as clearly as possible what happened. Provide the name(s) of
witness(es) and others involved in the alleged discrimination. (attach additional sheets
if necessary and provide a copy of written materials pertaining to your case).

Signature: ‘ Date:

Note: MPOJC (as part of the City of lowa City) prohibits retaliation or intimidation
against anyone because that individual has either taken action or participated in action
to secure rights protected by policies of the City. Please inform the lowa City Civil
Rights Office if you feel you were intimidated or experienced perceived retaliation in
relation to filing this complaint.
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Attachment D: MPOJC Public Input Process

Metropolitan Planning
Organization of
Johnson County

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

i

MPCi.

Metropelitan Planning Organization of jehnsan County
EW: al I
Adopted by the Urbanized Area Policy Board September 20, 2017
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IMHO ORGANIZATION

Urbanized Area Policy Board
Susan Mims, Chairperson
Terry Dickens

Kingsley Botchway

Pauline Taylor

John Thomas

Rockne Cole

Steve Berner, Vice Chairperson
Jill Dodds

Tom Gill

Mike Carberry

Janelle Rettig

Terry Donahue

Vacant

Louise From

David Ricketts

Chris Lynch (non-voting)

Rural Policy Board
Tim Kemp, Chairperson

Christopher Taylor, Vice Chairperson

Mike Carberry
Janelle Rettig
Sandra Flake
Mickey Coonfare
Steve Stange
Brodie Campbell

Council Member, City of Iowa City

Council Member, City of lowa City

Council Member, City of Iowa City

Council Member, City of Iowa City

Council Member, City of Iowa City

Council Member, City of lowa City

Mayor, City of Tiffin

Council Member, City of Coralville

Council Member, City of Coralville

Johnson County Board of Supervisors

Johnson County Board of Supervisors

Mayor, City of North Liberty

Council Member, City of North Liberty

Mayor, City of University Heights

Director, Parking and Transportation, University of Iowa
Board Member, Iowa City Community School District

Mayor, City of Hills

Mayor, City of Swisher
Johnson County Board of Supervisors
Johnson County Board of Supervisors
Mayor, City of Lone Tree

Mayor, City of Shueyville
Mayor, City of Solon

Council Member, City of Oxford

Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC)

Kelly Hayworth
Dan Holderness
Vicky Robrock
Mark Rummel
Vacant Director,
Ron Knoche
Jason Havel
Simon Andrew
Dean Wheatley
Louise From
Doug Boldt
Greg Parker
Tom Brase
Brian McClatchey

City Administrator, City of Coralville
City Engineer, City of Coralville
Director, Parking and Transportation, City of Coralville
Acting Director, Transportation Services, City of Iowa City
Transportation Services, City of lowa City
Director, Public Works, City of lowa City
City Engineer, City of Iowa City
Assistant to the City Manager, City of lowa City
Planning Director, City of North Liberty
Mayor, City of University Heights
City Administrator, City of Tiffin
Johnson County Engineer
Director, Johnson County SEATS
Cambus Manager, University of lowa
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David Kieft Business Manager, University of lowa

Sadie Greiner Director, Design and Construction, University of lowa
Terry Dahms MPOJC Regional Trails & Bicycling Committee

Cathy Cutler (ex-officio) Iowa DOT District 6 Planner, Cedar Rapids
Darla Hugaboom (ex-officio) Federal Highway Administration, Ames

Brock Grenis (ex-officio) East Central Iowa Council of Governments
Mark Bechtel (ex-officio) Federal Transit Administration, Kansas City

(TTAC is charged with making technical recommendations to the Urbanized Area Policy Board)

Regional Trails and Bicycling Committee (RTBC)

Sherri Proud Director, Parks and Recreation, City of Coralville

Juli Seydell-Johnson Director, Parks and Recreation, City of Iowa City
Shelly Simpson Director, Parks and Recreation, City of North Liberty
Louise From Mayor, City of University Heights

Janelle Rettig Johnson County Board of Supervisors

Michelle Ribble Parking and Transportation, University of Iowa
Brian Loring Bicyclists of Iowa City

Anne Duggan Think Bicycles Coalition of Johnson County

Terry Dahms Johnson County Trails Foundation

Doug Boldt City Administrator, City of Tiffin

(RTBC is charged with making recommendations to the TTAC and Urbanized Area Policy Board)

MPO Transportation Planning Division Staff

Kent Ralston Executive Director

Darian Nagle-Gamm Senior Transportation Engineering Planner
Brad Neumann Assistant Transportation Planner

Emily Bothell Assistant Transportation Planner

Sarah Walz Assistant Transportation Planner
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At
Mropolinn Psening Cirntmvtion of jobnsan Cowrey
Prepared by: Brad Neumann, Asst. Transp. Plannar, 410 E, Washinglon 51, lowa Clty, 1A 52240 (318) 356-5235
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-& S

RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION OF JOHNSON
COUNTY PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

WHEREAS, governmental bodies in the lowa Cily Urbanized Ares have established the
Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johngen County; and

WHEREAS, the Code of Federal Regulations (Section 450.318: Interssted parties, participation,
and consuliation) stipulates the requirements for providing cilizens and stakehokders with
reasonatie apportuniies 1o be involved in the planning process; and

WHEREAS, providing opporiunities for public input during transportation planning processes
ensures that future development is informed by the Intsrests of the eommunity; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE URBANIZED AREA POLICY BOARD OF THE
METROPQLITAN PLANNING ORGANLZATION OF JOMNSON COUNTY:

1 To adopt the Public Participstion Plan for the Metropolitan Planning Organization of

Jahnson County.
2. To authorize the MPOJC chalrperson to sign the adopted resolution.
It was moved by Berewony and secondad by _Feve. the Resolution be

adopied. The motion passedonavetaof /% affirmativeard o negative.
Con onthis__Ze™ |, day of gafiemgen, 2017.

S /’KTL,W

MPQJC Urbanized Area Policy Board
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Providing opportunities for public input during planning processes ensures that future
development is informed by the interests of the community. As a result, residents of MPOJC
entities are routinely encouraged to participate in local planning efforts. The following MPOJC
Public Participation Plan, in accordance with the Code of Federal Regulations section §450.316
"Interested parties, participation, and consultation”, documents a process for providing citizens and
stakeholders with reasonable opportunities to be involved in the planning process.

The core public involvement opportunities for MPOJC work products include the development
and adoption of the Long-Range Transportation Plan, the Transportation Improvement Program,
the Passenger Transportation Plan, the Transportation Planning Work Program, and
apportionment of Surface Transportation Block Grant Program and Transportation Alternatives
Program funds. Similarly, the entities of Coralville, Iowa City, North Liberty, Tiffin, University
Heights, Johnson County, and the University of lowa each follow their own public involvement
processes when developing or updating local plans. However, the University of lowa uses the
MPO's Public Participation Plan process to satisfy the public participation requirements for its
annual Program of Projects for transit, and the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) public
notice of public involvement activities and time established for public review and comment on
the TIP will satisfy the Transit Program of Projects requirements of the FTA Section 5307 Program.
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Outreach Strategies
MPOJC gathers public comment on each key work product and forwards the comments to the
Urbanized Area Policy Board and sub-committees for consideration during the decision making

process. The following three methods form the foundation for public mvolvement during
development of key MPOJC products.

Public Comment Period

MPOJC staff initiates a formal public comment period lasting 30 days prior to the adoption
and/or amendment of the Long Range Transportation Plan, the Transportation
Improvement Program (15 days minimum prior for TIP amendments), and the Passenger
Transportation Plan. During public comment periods, residents are encouraged to submit
written comments on the given topic. MPOJC staff then forwards these comments to the
MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board for consideration during the decision making process.
Written public input may be submitted to:

Kent Ralston, Director

Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
410 E. Washington St., Iowa City, IA 52245
Kent-ralston@iowa-city.org

Urbanized Area Policy Board Public Meetings
In addition to written input, residents are encouraged to attend and provide comments at

regularly scheduled Urbanized Area Policy Board meetings where MPOJC work products
are adopted or amended.

Staff typically provides a brief presentation followed by a period for formal public
comment. Anyone wishing to provide input is given an opportunity, and all comments
become part of the public record. Public meetings of the Urbanized Area Policy Board are
open to the public and are subject to the Iowa's Open Meetings Law.

MPO member entities may request a special meeting of the Urbanized Area Policy Board
to consider time sensitive amendments to the adopted Transportation Improvement
Program. This capability is intended to prevent costly delays in the project letting process.

Public Workshops/Open Houses
Public workshops are informal and open to all residents. The purpose of the workshop is
to provide information to the public and to solicit public comment. An attendance record
is kept and attendees are given the opportunity to sign up for the MPOJC mailing list.
MPOJC staff typically provide a brief presentation, share information using displays and
handouts, and interact with the public to answer questions. Public workshops are
frequently used for key MPOJC work products.

Accommodations for Special Populations: All meeting rooms are accessible by ADA standards.
Additionally, any MPO documents can be made available in alternative formats upon request.
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Individuals with disabilities may request special accommodations by contacting MPQJC staff at (319)
356-5230.

workshops:

1. Residents may sign-up to receive email notices of public input opportunities by visiting
www.icgov.org/e-subscriptions and completing the subscription form.

Notices of public input opportunities are published in the Iowa City Press Citizen.

The MPOIJC website (www.MPOJC.org) lists upcoming meeting information.

Posters are displayed Iowa City, Coralville, and University of lowa Cambus buses.

Notices are sent to the following MPOJC Public Input Organizations:

vk N

Access 2 Independence

Allen Lund Company

Bicyclists of lowa City

Chamber of Commerce

Citizens for Sensible Development
Clear Creek Amana School District
Iowa City Area Assoc. of Realtors
Iowa City Area Development Group
Iowa City Historic Preservation
Commission

Iowa City/Johnson County Senior
Center '
Iowa City Neighborhood Services
Office

Iowa City Sierra Club

Iowa City School Board

Iowa Interstate Railroad

MPOJC Regional Trails and
Bicycling Committee

Johnson County Historic
Preservation Commission
Johnson Co. Historical Society
Coralville Parks & Recreation
Commission

CRANDIC Railroad

Environmental Advocates

FAIR!

Friends of the Iowa River Scenic
Trail

Friends of Historic Preservation
Goodwill of the Heartland
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Iowa Bicycle Coalition

Johnson Co. Planning and Zoning
Commission

Johnson Co. SEATS

League of Women Voters of
Johnson County

North Liberty Parks & Recreation
Commission

North Liberty Community Center
Project GREEN

Soil & Water Conservation Service
Systems Unlimited

Tiffin Planning and Zoning
Commission




To request being added to the MPOJC Public Input Organization list, please contact MPOJC staff
at (319) 356-5230.

Public Participation Plan

The Public Participation Plan outlines the process MPOJC will follow to adequately involve the
community and gather meaningful input regarding transportation decisions. A minimum public
comment period of 45 days will be established prior to any Public Participation Plan adoption or
revision. Notice is sent to interested parties, posted on the MPOJC website, and posted in a local
newspaper 45 days in advance of any change.

Long Range Transportation Plan

The Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) provides direction and guidance for MPOJC to make
efficient transportation investment decisions over a 20-year planning horizon and to address
major transportation needs in the lowa City Urbanized Area. The LRTP must be updated every five
years.

A minimum of two public workshops shall be held to present new or major updates to the LRTP
prior to adoption. At least one of these meetings shall be held a minimum of 30 days prior to
adoption of the LRTP to provide for a 30-day comment period. Notice is sent to interested parties
and posted on the MPOJC website.

Amendments to the LRTP require a recommendation from the Transportation Technical Advisory
Committee (TTAC). A 30-day public input notice will be published in the lowa City Press-Citizen
prior to the Urbanized Area Policy Board meeting. Notice is sent to interested parties and posted
on the MPOJC website.

Transportation Improvement Plan

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a four-year schedule of projects to improve or
maintain the quality of the public transportation network. A new TIP is developed and adopted
annually.

Revising the Approved TIP: Revisions are defined as any changes to the TIP that occur outside of
the annual updating process. There are two types of changes that occur under the umbrella of
revision. The first is a major revision or "Amendment.” The second is a minor revision or
"Administrative Modification.” The MPO uses the following definitions and thresholds when
determining an amendment vs. an administrative modification.

Amendments: An amendment is a revision to the TIP that involves a major change to a project
included in the TIP, the creation of a new project, a major change in design concept, or a change
in scope or project cost.

The following criteria define the need for an amendment:
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o Project Cost: Projects in which the recalculated project costs increase federal aid by more
than 30% or increase total federal aid by more than $2 million from the original amount.

¢ Schedule Changes: Projects added or deleted from the TIP.

¢ Funding Sources: Adding an additional federal funding source.

o Scope Changes: Changing the project termini, project alignment, the amount of through
lanes, type of work from an overlay to reconstruction, or a change to include widening of
the roadway.

Procedural Requirements for an Amendment: Amendments are considered major revisions and
therefore have additional procedural requirements. When the TIP is amended, MPOJC is required
to conduct our adopted amendment process, including public review and comment, re-
demonstration of fiscal constraint or a conformity determination (non-exempt projects in
nonattainment and maintenance areas), review by the Transportation Technical Advisory
Committee (TTAC), and Urbanized Area Policy Board approval. Notices announcing TIP
amendments are published in the lowa City Press-Citizen a minimum of 15 days prior to an
Urbanized Area Policy Board meeting.

Iowa DOT sponsored projects located within the MPO planning boundary must also use the MPO's
public participation process. Illustrative projects that are found to be regionally significant must
also use the MPOJC adopted amendment process, if revised.

Administrative Modifications: A minor revision to a TIP is known as an administrative modification.
Administrative modifications include minor changes to project costs, minor changes to funding
sources, and minor changes to project phase initiation dates. Administrative modifications are
subject to re-demonstration of fiscal constraint of the TIP.

The following criteria define the need for an administrative modification:

e Project Costs: Projects in which the recalculated project costs do not increase federal aid
by more than 30% or do not increase total federal aid by more than $2 million from the
original amount.

e Schedule Changes: Changes in schedules to projects included in the first four years of
the TIP.

¢ Funding Sources: Changing funding from one source to another.

e Scope changes: All changes to a project’s scope will require an amendment.

Procedural Requirements for an Administrative Modification: Administrative modifications have
simplified procedures which allow more flexibility when processing changes. Public participation
procedures are not required for administrative modifications (both local and DOT projects).

Passenger Transportation Plan

The MPOIC Passenger Transportation Plan (PTP) promotes joint, coordinated passenger
transportation planning programs and provides needs-based justification for passenger
transportation projects. The PTP involves key community organizations, including human services
organizations, public and private transit providers, and local business representatives, The PTP
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identifies transportation needs and service requests and recommends strategies or projects to
overcome these needs. The PTP is updated every 5 years with annual updates provided to the
Iowa DOT.

' Amendments to the Passenger Transportation Plan will be required when any changes are
proposed to Section 5310 funding. Amendments will be presented to the Transportation Technical
Advisory Committee and a recommendation will be presented to the Urbanized Area Policy Board
for approval. A 30-day public input notice will be published in the Press-Citizen prior to the
Urbanized Area Policy Board meeting. A notice is sent to interested parties and is posted on the
MPOJC website.

Transportation Planning Work Program

The Transportation Planning Work Program (TPWP) is developed each year by MPOJC in a
coordinated effort involving the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee, the Regional Trails
and Bicycling Committee, and the Urbanized Area Policy Board. The TPWP includes special
requested projects, ongoing and routinely occurring projects, projects required by the FHWA, FTA,
and Iowa DOT, and carry-over projects from the previous year.

Public participation is required in the preparation of the TPWP. The Transportation Technical
Advisory Committee reviews and makes a recommendation to the Urbanized Area Policy Board
for approval. A notice is sent to interested parties and is posted on the MPOJC website.
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Attachment D: lowa City Transit Contract Language

TITLE VI CONTRACT LANGUAGE

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors

in

interest, (hereinafter referred to as the "contractor") agrees as follows:

1. Compliance with Regulation

The contractor shall comply with the regulations relative to nondiscrimination in
federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation (hereinafter referred
to as DOT), Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, part 21 (hereinafter referred to as
the Regulations), as they may be amended from time to time, herein incorporated by
reference and made a part of this contract.

2. Nondiscrimination

The contractor, with regard to the work performed during the contract, shall not
discriminate on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin in the selection of and
retention of subcontractors, including procurement of materials and leases of equipment.
The contractor shall not participate either directly or indirectly in discrimination prohibited
by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the
contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations.

3. Solicitation for Subcontracts, including Procurement of Materials and Equipment

In all solicitations either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by the contractor
for work to be performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of material for
leases of equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the
contractor of the contractor's obligations under this contract and the Regulations relative
to nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex, or national origin.

4. Information and Reports

The contractors shall provide all information and reports required by the Regulation or
directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, accounts,
other sources of information and its facilities as may be determined by the MPOJC, the
City of lowa City, lowa Department of Transportation or appropriate Federal Agency to be
pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulation, orders and instructions. Where
any information required of a contractor is in exclusive possession of another who fails or
refuses to furnish this information, the contractor shall so certify to the lowa Department
of Transportation or the appropriate Federal Agency as needed, and shall set forth what
efforts it has made to obtain the information.
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5. Sanctions for Noncompliance

In the event of the contractor's noncompliance with the nondiscrimination provisions of
this contract, the MPOJC/City of lowa City shall impose such contract sanctions as the
lowa Department of Transportation may determine to be appropriate, including, but not
limited to:

e Withholding of payments to the contractor under contract until the contractor
complies, and/or
e Cancellation, termination, or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part.

6. Incorporations of Provisions

The contractor shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1) through (5) in every
subcontract, including procurement of materials and leases of equipment, unless exempt
by Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto. The contractor shall take such
action with respect to any subcontractor or procurement as the MPOJC/City of lowa City,

- lowa Department of Transportation, or appropriate Federal Agency may direct as a means
of enforcing such provisions, including sanctions for noncompliance.
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Maps:

Attachment E:

Median Household Income/Transit Routes/STP and TAP
project locations (2019) '

Special Needs Housing/Transit Routes/STP and TAP project
locations (2019)

Non-White Population Density/Transit Routes/STP and TAP
project locations (2019) '
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STBG & TAP Project Locations FY20 - FY23

Special-Needs Housing
Rental Assistance; Shelters; Housing for Seniors
and Persons with-Disabilities

Revised by: F. Waisath
Date Revised: 6/27/2019
Data sources: lowa DOT, Johnson Co., MPOJC

-

| ® Transitional Housing

Rental Assistance

Nursing Home

® Emergency Shelter

Senior Citizen Rental Assist. lowa City 1/4-mile buffer —

Persons with Disabilities

\
\

—— lowa City Transit

Cambus Transit

Cambus 1/4-mile buffer

Coralville Transit

Coralvilie 1/4-mile buffer

@ STBG & TAP Project Locations

/




St

STBG & TAP Project Locations FY20 - FY23
Non-White Population Density ; ot , T

& Transit Service ' S Mies ~ . : " Date Revised: 6/27/2019
by 2010 Census Blocks - \ Data source: 2010 U.S. Census; MPOJC, lowa DOT

| Highest Density

Transit routes

@ STBG & TAP Project Locations

|




Attachment F:
Long Range Transportation Plan — Scoring Criteria

MPOJC Policy Board Approved November 18, 2020

1: Economic Opportunity — Supports metro area growth, innovation, job creation, and productivity

A. Project improves/provides direct access to planned growth area, existing jobs, or retail +5
B. Project involves more than one MPO jurisdiction +1 each (Points Possible: 7)

Total Points Possible: 12 (13%)
Score:

2: Environment' — Preserves and protects our natural resources, including land, water and air quality

A. Project promotes air quality improvements via congestion reduction through one or more of the
following: Geometric improvements (physical improvements that improve motorist operations),
ITS/signalization improvements, Reduction of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), Improvement to
turning movements +1 each (Points Possible: 4)

B. Project preserves the natural environment through Stormwater Management practices such as:
Incorporating permeable pavements, bioretention, soil restoration, etc. +1 each (Points Possible:
3)

Total Points Possible: 7 (8%)
Score:

3: Quality of Life — Enhances livability and creates vibrant and appealing places that serve residents
throughout their lives

A. Project directly enhances safe route(s) to school, or improves transportation choices for locations
specifically serving multi-family developments or elderly populations +5

Total Points Possible: 5 (5%)
Score:

4: System Preservation — Maintained in good and reliable condition

A. Maintenance or improvement to existing facility/infrastructure +5

Total Points Possible: 5 (5%)
Score:

5: Efficiency — Builds a well-connected transportation network and coordinating land use patterns to
reduce travel demand, miles travelled, and fossil fuel consumption

A. Project in a corridor with existing congestion (defined as having LOS E or F during peak hours
according to the adopted MPO Travel Demand Model) +7

B. Project in a corridor with forecasted future congestion (defined as having LOS E or F during peak
hours according to adopted MPO Travel Demand Model, LOS map is attached) +7

Total Points Possible: 14 (15%)
Score:

46



6: Choice — Offers multi-modal transportation options that are affordable and accessible

A. Project is on existing bus route (bus route map is attached) +3

B. Separated trail or wide sidewalk (8 or wider) +3

C. Project reduces modal conflict (pedestrian hybrid beacons, grade separation, dedicated bicycle
lanes or sharrows, bus pull-off, etc) +3

Total Points Possible: 9 (10%)
Score:

7: Safety — Designed and maintained to enhance the safety and security of all users

A. History involving two or more documented bicycle or pedestrian collisions in the last five years
(collision maps are attached) +7
B. Top 25 highest MPO accident locations or top 10 highest accident mid-blocks in last three years
(accident tables are attached) +7
OR
C. Sight distance or related safety issue documented by an expert (planner/engineer) +7

Total Points Possible for A&B: 14 (15%)
OR

Total Points Possible for C: 7

Score:

8: Health - /nvites and enhances healthy and active lifestyles

A. Project extends regional trail network (map is attached) +3
B. Project addresses critical gap in the regional trail network +5

Total Points Possible: 8 (9%)
Score:

9: Equity? — Provides access and opportunity for all people and neighborhoods

A. Project improves transportation network in lower-income neighborhoods +5
B. Focus of the project is to correct ADA non-compliance +3

Total Points Possible: 8 (9%)
Score:

10: Local Commitment — Gauges local commitment to the project including local and/or state funds
pledged

Local match 20.1% - 30% +1
Local match 30.1% - 40% +3
Local match 40.1% - 50% +5
Local match 50.1% - 60% +7
Local match 60.1% - or more +9

moow»

Total Points Possible: 9 (10%)
Score:

Total Score:

"Not used to score Transportation Alternatives Program projects
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%L ower-income neighborhoods are defined as being at or below 80% of Area Median Income (AM!) by block group:
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (2012-2016)
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Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

Date: November 9, 2021

To: Urbanized Area Policy Board

g7

From: Brad Neumann' Associate Transportation Planner

Re:  Agenda item #3(e): Consider approval of staff authorization to execute actions on behaif
of MPOJC for the Federal Transit Administration

In May of 2018, the MPOJC Policy Board approved Cooperative Agreements on behalf of Coralville
Transit, lowa City Transit, and University of lowa Cambus that clarifies MPOJC'’s standing as the
Designated Recipient for FTA’s 5307 operating funds. The Cooperative Agreements identify mutual
responsibilities to be completed by MPOJC staff and each transit agency. Also required as part of the
agreements, is the designation of a specific MPOJC Associate Planner as the authorized MPOJC
staff person to execute the Section 5307 operating grants process.

With upcoming MPOJC staffing changes, Associate Planner Frank Waisath will be named in the FTA
letter as the new authorized designee. | have attached the proposed letter to be submitted to FTA.

Staff is requesting Board approval of the new staff authorization to execute actions on behalf of
MPOJC for the Federal Transit Administration. The Transportation Technical Advisory
Committee recommended approval at their November 9th meeting.

Please contact me at 356-5235 or by email at brad-neumann@iowa-city.org with questions or
comments prior to the meeting.

cc: Kent Ralston




S

Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

November 9, 2021

FTA Region 7
901 Locust Street
Kansas City, MO 64106

Re:  Authorizing Designation of MPOJC

To Whom [t May Concern:

As Chair of the Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County (MPOJC) Urbanized
Area Policy Board, | hereby authorize Frank Waisath as the designated Associate
Transportation Planner for MPOJC, as required in the MPOJC/Transit Cooperative Agreements.
Mr. Waisath will execute the actions listed in the Cooperative Agreements from this time forward
on behalf of MPOJC. MPOJC will, by letter, inform the Federal Highway Administration of any
future change regarding the designee status.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Terry Donahue
Chair, Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
Urbanized Area Policy Board

CcC: Kent Ralston, MPOJC Executive Director



MPCS

Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County
Date: November 10, 2021

To: Urbanized Are§ Policy Board
From: Kent Ralstor; Executive Director

Re: Agenda Item #4(a): Consider approval of safety targets and performance measures
for the MPO as required by the Federal Highway Administration

As you may recall, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) now requires that MPQO'’s set
targets for five safety performance measures as part of the Highway Safety Improvement
Program and report them to the State DOT by February 27" each year. For each measure, we
will need to choose one of the following options: 1) support the State’s 2021 targets (below) by
agreeing to plan and program projects so that they contribute to the accomplishment of the
State’s target for each performance measure, or 2) set our own quantifiable target for each
measure within our metropolitan area.

Five-year Rolling Averages

Performance Measure

2016-2020 Baseline = 2018-2022 Target

Number of Fatalities 345.2 337.8
Fatality Rate* 1.053 1.037
Number of Serious Injuries 1,391.6 1,327.2
Serious Injury Rate* 4.241 4.073
Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries 128.6 129.8

*Rates are per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

In either event, we are required to state how our annual projects programmed in our
Transportation Improvement Program show progress towards meeting the adopted targets and
provide similar information about how projects are satisfying the performance measures in our
next required update to the Long Range Transportation Plan in 2022 — currently in development.
While MPO targets will not be formally evaluated to measure annual progress toward meeting
adopted targets, the State’s targets will be assessed by the FHWA.

Similar to past years, | recommend that we (again) adopt the State’s targets. If at any time we
feel that creating our own local targets would provide an additional benefit, we will have an
opportunity to do so each year.

| have attached supporting information from the DOT for your reference. At their November 9t
meeting the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval
of supporting the State’s targets. Please be prepared to consider this item.

I will be at your November 17" meeting to answer any questions you may have.



Kent Ralston

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Bitting, Zachary <Zachary.Bitting@iowadot.us>

Wednesday, August 25, 2021 4:17 PM

Robert Ashby; Blanshan, Kevin [DOT Contact]]; Denise Bulat (E-mail); Elizabeth (Liz) M.
Darnall; City Ames; Deutmeyer, Kelley [DOT Contact]; Kent Ralston; Michagl Helgerson;
Michelle Bostinelos; Ravada, Chandra [DOT Contact]; Dylan Mullenix; Erin Berzina;
gmccullough@bistateonline.org; Brad Neumann; Airport Manager Sponsor Ames [DOT
Airport]; Aldina Dautovic (adautovic@inrcog.org); Allison van Pelt; Andrew Collings;
Atwood, Shari [DOT Contact]; Bryan Schinid; Dan Fox (ECIA); Emily Bothell; Freddy
Vasquez; Hannah Neel; h.hershner@corridormpo.com; Jim Boerner; Katelyn Miner; Kyle
Durant; Kyle Thompson; Maggie Barringer; Sarah Walz; Sreyoshi Chakraborty: Travis
Halm; Zach Young; Zhi Chen - - IR ' -
Anderson, Stuart: Markley, Craig; White, Andrea; Sturtz, Samuel; Haubrich, Matthew;
Gent, Steve: Laaser-webb, Jan; Poole, Chris; Majors, Shawn; Chambers, Matthew; Litteral,
Sean (FHWA); Hugaboom, Darla (FHWA); Lafleur, Paul [DOT Contact];
hoye@dps.state.ia.us; Tinker Joanne; Billhorn, Krista; Bitting,:Zachary; Cutler, Catherine;
Loonan, Andy; Pedersen, Garrett; Schultz; Dakin; Shea, Sam; Suht, Scott; Tbrres—'cacho,
Hector - - = = : 2 ' : : '

- lowa DQT2018-2022 HSIP targets; MPO safety targets are due by February 27, 2022
*We sent you safe versions of your files; lowa-201 8-2022-safety-targets.pdf

hment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.

Hi MPO Staff —

Thelowa Department of Transportation (DOT) will be submitting its draft 2021 Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP) annual report to Federal Highway Administration, due Tuesday, August 31, 2021. This reportincludes the State’s
2018-2022 safety targets for the performance measures established in 23 §:490.207. Those targets are shown in the
table below, and are consistent with the draft targets that were provided to MPOs for review and comment in June
2021. Attached, please find the final version of the memo explaining the target-setting methodology.

As we noted when the draft targets were provided in June, two of the targets involve rates that are calculated based on
vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and VMT declined about 11.5 percent from 2019 to 2020. VMT has now rebounded to just
slightly below pre-pandemic levels, but uncertainty remains about post-pandemic travel behavior. Thus, we adjusted
our forecasting method for 2021 and 2022 VMT to use a linear forecast rather than the linear ETS methodology
(exponential smoothing approach) we have used for several years, which results in a more conservative VMT

forecast. We will reevaluate our VMT forecasting methodology next year,

3 Performance Measure

 Five-year Rolling Averages

- 2016-2020 Baseline

_2018-2022 Target

| Number of Fatalities 345.2 337.8
Fatality Rate* 1.053 1.037
Number of Serious Injuries 1,391.6 1,327.2
Serious Injury Rate* 4.241 4.073
Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries 128.6 129.8

*Rates are per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT)




Each MPO must establish 2018-2022 safety targets for the five performance measures within 180 days of the
State. Since the HSIP report is deemed submitted as of August 31, 2021, the MPO deadline to establish safety targets is
February 27, 2022. By this date, each MPO will need to choose one of two options for each performance measure:

1. Support the State’s target by agreeing to plan and program projects so that they contribute toward the
accomplishment of the State DOT target for that performance measure, or
2. . Set a quantifiable target for that performance measure for the MPO.

Some additional items of importance:

« MPO targets are for all public roadways within the MPO planning area boundary, regardless of functional
classification or ownership.

+ Crash data is available through the Jowa Crash Analysis Tool. )

« Multi-state MPOs that choose to support a State HSIP target will do so for each State. If a multi-State MPO
decides to establish its own safety target, the MPO would establish the target for the entire metropolitan
planning area.

« MPOs that establish their own targets for fatality rate or serious injury rate will need to report the VMT
methodology and the estimate used in developing the rate for the target.

« The performance management agreement included in an MPO’s SFY 2022 Transportation Planning Work
Program outlines a few specific steps an MPO needs to take regarding target setting and reporting, including:

o Coordinate with the lowa DOT on-draft target setting, including providing an opportunity for the lowa
DOT to provide comments on draft MPO performance targets and methodology prior to final approval.
o Report performance targets to Systems Planning Bureau (Zac Bitting):
«  For each performance measure, a determination of whether the MPO is 1) supporting the
State’s target by agreeing to plan and program projects so that they contribute toward the
accomplishment of the lowa DOT target for that performance measure, or 2) setting a
quantifiable target for that performance measure for the MPQ’s planning area.
«  Ifa quantifiable target is set for the MPO planning area, the MPO will provide any supplemental
data used in determining any such target.
»  Documentation of the MPO’s targets or support of the statewide targets in the form of a
resolution or meeting minutes.

« Resources for safety target setting can be found at https://safety.fhwa.dot. gov/hsip/spm/, including an MPO
safety performance measures fact sheet.

. lowa DOT targets and additional performance management mformatlon can be found at

© https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/planning/federal-performance-management-and-asset-management.

We ask that you keep us in the loop as you discuss the safety targets with your Transportation Advisory Committee and
Policy Board. If you should have any questions or would like to discuss safety targets for your planning area, please do
not hesitate to contact us. Again, the MPO deadline to establish safety targets is February 27, 2022.

Thanks.

//‘Q ZAC BITTING, CPM
Q METROPOLITAN AND REGIONAL PLANNING COORDINATOR
SYSTEMS PLANNING BUREAU

iowadot.gov ¥ lowa Department ofTranspbr’tation '
Office: 515-239-1197 W @iowadot
zachary.bitting@iowadot.us




lowa DOT FHWA 2022 Safety Targets

August 2021

In March 2021, the lowa DOT began the process of reviewing data to set performance targets
for the five safety performance measures required by FHWA in 23 CFR 490 (also referred to as
“PM1”). For the safety area, these targets are required to be five-year rolling averages and
must be set annually. The five required measures are:

Number of fatalities

Rate of fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

Number of serious injuries

Rate of serious injuries per 100 million VMT

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

O S O3 POl

These targets must be set as five-year rolling averages for 2018-2022 and will be submitted as
part of the State’s Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) annual report, due August 31,
2021. The first round of target setting for these measures occurred in 2017, and the same
approach was used again in 2018, 2019, 2020 and 2021. Because of the relatively short-term
nature of the targets, the methodology being utilized focuses on historical information and
creates a forecast based on trends. The approach relies on the use of prediction intervals
around the trend model forecast to inform a “risk-based” target setting method.

A prediction interval is defined as: “In statistical inference, specifically predictive inference, a
prediction interval is an estimate of an interval in which future observations will fall, with a
certain probability, given what has already been observed.”" A prediction interval approach
enables a focus on the acceptable risk of meeting, or failing to meet a target, which allows
stakeholders at all levels of the organization to understand the targets in better context. Since
2017, the safety targets working group has annually evaluated several prediction intervals and
continued to recommend a prediction interval of 75%, meaning that there would be 75%
confidence that the actual number of fatalities and injuries would be lower than the targets.
Management agreed with the use of a 75% confidence level, and it is being used again in 2021
for target setting.

For each measure, a time-series model was developed. An integrated moving average (IMA)
model has been used since 2017. The following pages show the model’s output and predictions
at various confidence levels for each measure. This helps illustrate the level of risk associated
with various confidence levels, as well as the fact that higher confidence levels lead to more
conservative targets. The final page shows the 2018-2022 safety targets.

The safety data used in the forecast can be obtained from the lowa Crash Analysis Tool (ICAT)
and Motor Vehicle Division daily fatality count from the following websites.

Fatality Report: hitps://www.iowadot.gov/mvd/stats/daily.pdf

/]
/en.y

L nttps:/

wikipedia.org/wiki/Prediction interval, 2019-May-02
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Measure 1: Number of fatalities

Figure 1 shows the historical series (black line), the integrated moving average (IMA) model
(red line), the model’s forecast values (black dots), and a set of prediction interval (PI) bounds
(blue lines). The blue lines shown in this figure correspond to the 75% confidence level used for
targets. Table 1 shows the model’s forecast of fatalities for 2021 and 2022 and the upper
prediction interval value at different confidence levels.

Figure 1: IMA model and forecast for annual fatalities

Actual Values, Fitted Values and Predictions with 75% Prediction Intervals

lowa Road Collision Fatalities
ARIMA(0,1,1) on w= Number of Fatalities trend term

400
|

300
|

T | | T
1990 2000 2010 2020

Table 1: Forecast road fatalities and upper prediction values at selected probability levels

| Year | Forecast | 70% | 75% | 80% | 85% | 97.5% |
2021 336 355 360 366 373 407
2022 333 355 361 368 376 414

To be 75% confident of the 2022 target value, the five-year rolling average target for 2018-2022
would be set by averaging the forecast value of 336 fatalities for 2021 and the 75% PI value of
361 as the 2022 value along with the actual fatalities for 2018, 2019, and 2020. The five-year
rolling average target for fatalities is presented in Table 7.

lowa DOT PM1 Targets 2 August, 2021



Measure 2: Fatalities per hundred million vehicle miles traveled

This measure is a rate conversion, using the forecast developed for Measure 1 and the
estimated VMT for the forecast period. The forecast values of VMT were provided by the
Systems Planning Bureau using a linear forecast.? The annual VMT forecast by this method for
2022 is expected to be 33.1 billion (33,051,440,000).

Table 2: Fatality rate forecast at selected probability levels

VMT forecast Forecast

S _97.5% _
2021 32,954.00 1.0196 1.0773 | 1.0924 | 1.1106 [ 1.1319 | 1.2351
2022 33,051.44 1.0075 1.0741 | 1.0922 | 1.1134 [ 1.1376 | 1.2526

(M) fatalityrate  70%  75%  80%

85% _

To be 75% confident of the 2022 target value, the five-year rolling average target for 2018-2022
would be set by averaging the forecast value of 1.0196 fatalities per hundred million VMT for
2021 and the 75% PI value of 1.0922 for 2022 along with the actual fatality rates for 2018, 2019,
and 2020. The five-year rolling average target for fatality rate is presented in Table 7.

2 Note: this is a slight methodological change compared to prior years where the “Linear ETS”, an exponential
smoothing approach, was used. This is due to the substantial drop in 2020 traffic due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

lowa DOT PM1 Targets 3 August, 2021



Measure 3: Number of serious injuries

The figure below shows the historical series (black line), the model (red line), the model’s
forecast values (black dots), and a set of prediction interval bounds (blue lines) for the number
of serious injuries resulting from collisions. In this case, due to a discontinuity between 2000
and 2001, the model is constructed using only data from 2001 and later.

Figure 3: IMA model and forecast for serious injuries

Actual Values, Fitted Values and Predictions with 75% Prediction Intervals

lowa Road Collision Serious Injuries
ARIMA(0,1,1) on w= Number of Serious Injuries trénd term

1400 1800
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|
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Table 3: Forecast road serious injuries and upper prediction values at selected probability levels

Year Forecast| 70% | 75% | 80% | 85% | 97.5% |
2021 | 1,309 | 1,372 | 1,390 | 1410 | 1,433 | 1,543
2022 | 1253 | 1,338 | 1,362 | 1,389 | 1,420 | 1,568

To be 75% confident of the 2022 target value, the five-year rolling average target for 2018-2022
would be set by averaging the forecast value of 1,309 for 2021 and the 75% P! value of 1,362
for 2022 along with the actual serious injuries for 2018, 2019, and 2020. The five-year rolling
average target for serious injuries is presented in Table 7.

lowa DOT PM1 Targets 4 August, 2021



Measure 4: Serious injury rate per hundred million vehicle miles

traveled

This measure is a rate conversion, using the forecast developed for Measure 3 and the
estimated VMT for the forecast period. The forecast values of VMT were provided by the
Systems Planning Bureau using a linear forecast.® The annual VMT forecast by this method for
2022 is expected to be 33.1 billion (33,051,440,000).

Table 4: Serious injury rate forecast at selected probability levels

Forecast

Year | VMT forecast serious
e i OdM) e ainjuryirate 7000 L 75% 0 180% 1 185% | 97.5%
2021 32,954.00 3.9722 41634 | 4.2180 | 4.2787 | 4.3485 | 4.6823

2022 33,051.44 3.7911 4.0482 | 4.1208 | 4.2025 | 4.2963 | 4.7441

To be 75% confident of the 2022 target value, the five-year rolling average target for 2018-2022
would be set by averaging the forecast value of 3.9722 serious injuries per hundred million VMT
for 2021 and the 75% Pl value of 4.1208 for 2022 along with the actual serious injury rates for
2018, 2019, and 2020. The five-year rolling average target for serious injury rate is presented in
Table 7.

¥ Note: this is a slight methodological change compared to prior years where the “Linear ETS”, an exponential
smoothing approach, was used. This is due to the substantial drop in 2020 traffic due to the COVID-19 pandemic.
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Measure 5: Number of non-motorized fatalities & serious injuries
The figure below shows the historical series (black line), the model (red line), the model's
forecast values (black dots), and a set of prediction interval bounds (blue lines) for the number
of non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries resulting from collisions with a vehicle. The
model is constructed using all available data from 2009 and later.

Figure 5: IMA model and forecast for annual non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries
Actual Values, Fitted Values and Predictions with 75% Prediction Intervals

lowa Non-Motorized Fatalities & Serious Injuries
ARIMA(0,0,1) on w= Number of Fatalities & Serious Injuries

2010 2015 2020 2025

Table 5: Forecast non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries, and upper prediction values at selected probability
levels

2021 130 133 134 135 137 143
2022 132 136 137 138 139 146

.l' |I 809%, 850 0

To be 75% confident of the 2022 target value, the five-year rolling average target for 2018-2022
would be set by averaging the forecast value of 130 for 2021 and the 75% PI value of 137 for
2022 along with the actual non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries for 2018, 2019, and
2020. The five-year rolling average target for non-motorized fatalities and serious injuries is
presented in Table 7.

lowa DOT PM1 Targets 6 August, 2021



lowa DOT 2018-2022 safety targets

While the preceding forecasts were developed for each year, the targets are required to be set
as five-year rolling averages, as crashes are subject to significant year-to-year variability. The
following table gives the actual numbers of fatalities, serious injuries, non-motorized injuries and
fatalities, and the vehicle miles traveled (VMT, in millions) for each respective year, which are
the basis for the five-year rolling averages presented in Table 7.

Table 6: Annual data summary
Non-

motorized
injuries and

Fatality |

| Serious
| Serious injuries  injuries

‘ VMT
| rate

Year Fatalities

rate

i T : i _fatalities _(millions)
2014 322 0.996 1,622 4.707 120 32,332
2015 321 0.970 1,471 4.443 138 33,109
2016 402 1.209 1,513 4.549 135 33,263
2017 332 0.984 1,480 4.385 126 33,751
2018 319 0.952 1,312 3.916 121 33,507
2019 336 0.995 1,348 3.991 132 33,779
2020 337 1.127 1,305 4.364 129 29,9064

Table 7 shows the historical and predicted five-year rolling averages for the five targets. The

highlighted numbers represent lowa’s 2018-2022 safety targets.

Table 7: 5-year rolling average actuals and 2022 targets

_ Five-Year Rolling Averages =~

Forecast 75% prediction interval

value

Siriois | Non-motorized ' Fatalities per injsuer'i'::su:er
Fatalities injuries | injuries and hundred Hihdred
. fatalities ] million VMT hy
| million VMT
2012-16 345.2 1,532.6 132.2 1.066 4.741
2013-17 338.8 1,506.2 129.6 1.033 4.596
2014-18 339.2 1,459.6 128.0 1.022 4.400
2015-19 342.0 1,424.8 130.4 1.022 4.257
2016-20 345.2 1,391.6 128.6 1.053 4.241

2017-21 336.8 1,367.0 128.4 1.030 4.175
2018-22 ; 6
targets 337.8 1,327.2 129.8 1.037 4.073

% The 2020 VMT value is estimated based on preliminary 2020 traffic count data.

52020 VMT and 2021-2022 VMT forecasts are subject to greater-than-usual uncertainty due to the impacts of the
COVID-19 pandemic.
6 See footnote 5.
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MPCS

Metropolitan Planning Organization of Johnson County

Date: November 10, 2021

To: Urbanized Area Policy Board

From: Emily Bothell; Sr. Associate Transportation Planner

Re: Agenda ltem #4(b): Update on the MPOJC Long Range Transportation Plan revision
process

Staff has been busy finalizing the Travel

Demand Model and drafting Plan FUTURE FDRWHRD

chapters. |

The remaining chapters will be provided f‘m}m} — )¢
at your January meeting. The chapters _ L= 3{ I

included a couple draft | OMC RANCE TRANSPORTATION BLAMN

chapters for your review.

connecting communities

have been drafted as data and materials
have become available, therefore they will not be received sequentially. The Board will have an
opportunity to review the document in its entirety early next year.

Future Forward 2050 Plan Framework
e Background
e Regional Context (attached)
e Guiding Principles

o}

O O O OO0 O O

O

Economic Opportunity
Environment

Quality of Life

System Preservation
Choice

Safety

Efficiency

Health

Equity

Transportation Funding

Road and Bridge Network (attached)

Bicycle and Pedestrian Network (presented in July)
Passenger Transportation (presented in July)
Freight Network (presented in July)

Aviation (presented in July)

| will be available at your November 17th meeting to answer any questions you may have
regarding the Long Range Transportation Plan update. Please be prepared to provide initial
feedback to staff on the attached materials.






The Metropolitan Area

The lowa City urbanized area is situated in
Johnson County at the crossroads of In-
terstate 80 and 380 and is also served by
Highway 218, Highway 1 and Highway 6. Two
Rairoads bisect the metro: lowa Interstate
Railroad and CRANDIC Railroad.

The University of lowa and the University

of lowa Hospitals and Clinics are the major
major employers in the area. Healthcare and
research branches of the university have
expanded beyond lowa City into Coralville and
adjacent to North Liberty. Proximity to Cedar
Rapids and it diverse employment oppor-
tunties . ..

Metro area communities are consistently
ranked as ideal places to live, work, and locate
a business. Over the past decade metro com-
munities have received national attention as
best places to raise a family, retire, find a job,
or start a business and rank highly as healthy
and safe communities. Itis, therefore, no
surprise that Johnson County is the second
fastest growing county in the state.

People are attracted to Johnson County for
its low unemployment rate, diverse econom-

ic sectors, and educational opportunities, Existing Land Uses
including a high performing public school :
system. Yet despite its many assets, Johnson Agriculture |
County, also ranks high in the percentage of B Commercia L~ =
cost-burdened and extreme cost-burdened B sl v §
households— with an estimated 34.7 percent Residential 3
of households spending more than 30% of N PupliciOttier B k'
their income on housing in 2010." || WaterBody 3

D Metro Planning Boundary 4

g_—'!—imues ,NX

'University of lowa Public Policy Center http://ppc.uiowa.edu/
hausing/affordability/iowa

6 REGIONAL CONTEXT Note: Land use designations based on County property tax assessment classification.



Future Land Uses

1

Agriculture
Commercial
Industnal
Residential
Public/Other

Water Body

E Metro Planning Boundary
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Note: Land use designations derived from future land use plans and documents for each community.

Future Land Uses

These land use maps provide a general sense
of where municipalities have planned for
urban growth and development and the types
of land uses anticipated. Land use categories
represented on these maps are simplified in
order to make broad comparisions between
the municipalities, especially with regard to
transportation intensive uses such as industri-
al and commercial areas. These maps should
not be relied upon to make decisions about
whether a particular land use may be allowed
on a specific property or to draw conclusions
about land values or development potential of
specific properties. They do, however, reflect
the cluster of intensive uses along major road
and rail corridors and how proximity to the
Cedar Rapids, another fast-growing metro
area, exerts it influence on where people
locate businesses.

REGIONAL CONTEXT
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Population Growth

The lowa City Metro Area is one of the fastest
growing regions in the Midwest and second
only to Des Moines in the state of lowa. While
over 60% of the Metro Area’s population re-
sides in lowa City, in recent years significant
population growth has shifted to North Liberty
and Tiffin, with Tiffin being the fastest growing
community in the state.

Though the 2020 decennial census is not rep-
resented in the tables shown on this page,
Tiffin's population has increased to 4,512--a
131.7% increase over its 2010 population of
1,947.

North Liberty also continues to grow rapidly.
Though its population accounts for only 16%
of the Metro population, nearly a third of the
Metro Area’s population growth since 2010 is
attributed to North Liberty.

Though outside metro boundaries, Solon also
saw rapid population growth, second only to
Tiffin. Overall, the Cedar Rapids-lowa City Cor-
ridor was one of the fastest growing areas in
the state.



Current Population

Johnson North University
State County lowa City Coralville  Liberty Tiffin Heights Metro
2010 Census| 3,046,355 130,882 67,862 | 18,907 13,374 1,947 1,051 103,141
2014 ACS 5- Year Estimate| 3,078,116 136,802 70,597 | 19,677 | 14,503 1,921 1,214 107912
2019 ACS 5-Year Estimate| 3,139,508 148,577 74,950 | 21,103 18,829 3,351 1,159 119,392
Net Pop. Growth since 2010 93,153 17,695 7,088 2,196 5455 1,404 108 16,251
% Growth (2010-2019) 3% 14% 10% 12% 41% 72% 10% 16%
Annual Growth Rate 0.3% 1.5% 1.2% 1.3% 4.5% 8.0% 1.1% 1.8%
Share of Metro Population in 2019 55% 15% 22% 7% 1%
Share of Metro Population Growth 2014-2019 44% 14% 34% 9% 1%

Population Projections

2018 ACS 5-yr 2019 ACS 5-yr

Entity Estimate Estimate 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050
lowa City 74,566 74,950 80,556 85,068 89,581 94,093 98,606 103,118
Coralville 20,645 21,103 22,522 23,841 25,160 26,479 27,797 29,116
North Liberty 18,357 18,829 20,966 26,842 30,515 34,187 37,860 41,532
Tiffin 3,008 3,351 5,051 6,086 7,334 8,837 10,649 12,832
University Heights 1,206 1,159 1,277 1,316 1,355 1,394 1,433 1,472
188,070

Tiffin's growth trends deviated from linear growth trends based on local knowledge/municipal staff.

Trends and Projections

MPOJC developed long-term population projections based on linear growth trends from 2010
to 2019. Based on these trends, the percentage of metro population residing in lowa City by the
year 2050 is expected to decrease to 55% as compared to 63% in 2019, while North Liberty's pro-
portion of the metro population is expected to increase to 22%. The share of metro population in
Tiffin is also expected to increase from 3% to 7%. Coralville and University Heights are projected

to maintain relatively similar proportions of metro area population.

By the year 2050, growth trends indicate that the metro area will grow by 36.5%, or 68,678 peo-

Johnson and Linn Counties are among
the fastest growing areas in lowa. Ac-
cording to the 2020 census, Johnson
County grew by 16.8% over the last de-
cade, adding nearly 22,000 residents;

Linn County grew by 9%, adding nearly
20,000 residents.

ple, to approximately 188,070 persons. Long-range transportation planning is an essential tool
for ensuring the transportation network of today can meet the needs of tomorrow.

REGIONAL CONTEXT
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Population Density

In 2018, the areas with the greatest population
densities tend to be centered near the Univer-
sity of lowa Campus, in downtown lowa City,
and along major metro arterial corridors.

TAZ maps

A traffic analysis zone (TAZ) is the unit of geog-
raphy used in transportation modeling,repre-
senting the area within which economic activity
occurs that results in the movement of people
and freight. The spatial extent of zones depict-
ed on these maps ranges from fairly large ar-
eas in a suburban or rural context to as small
as a few city blocks in the central parts of lowa
City.

Zone boundaries are typically roads includ-
ed in the netowrk or natual features, such as
the lowa River. Each zone includes base year
(2018) population and land use data. Local
planners then assigned their jurisdiction's an-
ticipated polulation and employment growth
to the zones for 2050. This information helps
to further our understanding of trips that will
be produced and attracted within the zone.

REGIONAL CONTEXT

People per acre

PAGE TO BE UPDATED WITH NEW
INFORMATION AS AVAILABLE



Significant population and housing growth is
expected in Tiffin, the west area of Coralville, in
North Liberty, and the periphery of lowa City.

_ ‘ The greatest densities of population (people

QCUC N per acrg) in 2050 are expected near dqwntovyn

)= lowa City and in the Riverfront Crossings dis-
trict as a result of policies aimed at increasing
population density and continual redevelop-
ment.

To prepare for future population growth, a new
high school was opened in North Liberty in the
fall of 2017. Two new elementary schools were
opened on the south and east periphery of
PAGE To BE U PDATED WITH N EW lowa City. Two new elementary schools were
recently built near Highway 6 and Park Road
in Tiffin, and an additional middle school is
I N FO RIVIAT I O N AS AVAI LAB I-E planned for the same site. Tiffin also has recent-
ly constructed a new high school and utilized
the old high school as a middle school. Much
of this investment in school infrastructure has
occurred in undeveloped “greenfields”, there-

fore it is expected that these schools will be
catalysts for housing growth.

People per acre

REGIONAL CONTEXT 11
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Families with Children

Not all households are considered families. Un-
der the US. Census Bureau definition, family
households consist of two or more individuals
who are related by birth, marriage, or adoption,
although they also may include other unrelated
people.

Over half of the total metro area families with
children are located in lowa City; 20% are locat-
ed in Coralville, and 24% in North Liberty. This is
roughly proportional to the population of metro
area communities.

Proportion of Metro Area Families with Childre:
tUPOIUON U WICU O Al2d ralliiiles witin Criiiare
Tithini Umv.ers:ty
4% Heights
9
491 families 1%

e 124 families

North Liberty:
24%\ ,
2,771 families | lOWa City

51%
Coralville 5,850 families
20%

,224 families

The proportion of families with children un-
der 18 has shifted since the 2045 Long-Range
Transportation Plan was drafted. At that time
54 % of Metro Area families with children lived
in lowa City, 22% in Coralville, 20% in North
Liberty, and 3 % in Tiffin.

REGIONAL CONTEXT

by Census Block Group

B 1501 - 2323
B 10071 -1500
BN 751 - 1000
B 501 - 750
251 - 500
0 250
Metro Planning Boundary
| Water Body

mMiles ,X

Date prepared: October 2021

Households with Children under 18

Source: American Community Survey 2015-2019 5-year estimates



i, Household Income

Households located in auto-dependent locations, such as suburban
; or rural locations, may spend upwards of 55% of their incomes on
& transportation costs. Housing that is located closer to employment,
shopping, restaurants and other amenities can reduce household
transportation costs to as little as 9% of household income.*

Thoughtful coordination of land use and transportantion priorities can

\ § lead to wiser investments in road infrastructure that reduce transpor-

e tation costs for households. Planning for higher residential densities

along transit routes and in areas close to employment centers allows
' those who most need transit services to access them easily.

e . * FHWA Transportation and Housing Costs Fact Sheet.
- http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/livability/fact_sheets/transandhousing.cfm

Median Household Income by Community

= (2]
<
1 o
- o™
= = 2 2
19 2 i D!
Median Household Income = =3 =
by Census Block Groups 5": 7
[ Greater than $100,000 Eesse Zi
[ 585,001 - $100,000 ¥ lowa City Coralville  North Tiffin - University Johnson  State of
© $65001 - $85,000 Liberty Heights  County lowa

~ $45,001 - $65,000
$25,001 - $45,000
Less than $25,000

i ' Metro Planning Boundary
~ Water Body

mMines ’X

0 1.5 3 N

Date prepared: October 2021 Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census. MPOJC, Johnson County

REGIONAL CONTEXT 13
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-2 Employment Clusters

-~ Approximately 80% of the total workforce (over age 16) residing in the metro
area (including those that commute from adjacent counties) work in the educa-
tion or healthcare. The University of lowa and the UIHC employ 40% of the total
workforce, while the lowa City Community School District, Pearson, and ACT, Inc
employ another 7% of the workforce. The Veteran's Heath Administration (VA)
and Mercy lowa City employ 4% of the total workforce.

Government Retail/Grocer Auto Insurance

services 30 1%
2%

Human Services
2%

Public
Administration
3%

Employment ciusters >200
by Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ)
200 - 384

385-716
717 -1,234
1,235-2,415
2,416 - 13,854
Urban Area
["7 | Water Body
[ Metro Planning Boundary

M L Iniles ’x
o 1 2 N

Education

A - Healthcare 53%
} 27%

Source: American Community Survey 2010
Census Transportation Planning Package 2010

Date prepared: March 2017
Source: InfoUSA 2014; MPOJC Travel Demand Model, MPOJC, Johnson County

2015
Metro Area Workers > 16 yrs of age 61,248
Commuters into Johnson County 15,955
Commuters out of Johnson County (8,850)
Est'd Daily Workers in Metro Area 68,353
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Major Employers
. Top 20 Leading Employers
—— Railroad

Urban Area
. | Water Body
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{
" DAKDALE BLVD',
&

% of TtI
# Company Name Location Sector # Employees (year) Workforce
1 University of lowa lowa City Post-secondary education 18,650 (2011) 27%
2 University of lowa Hospitals and Clinics  lowa City Healthcare 8,704 (2014) 13%
3 lowa City Community School District lowa City Education 2,346 (2014) 3%
4 Veterans Health Administration lowa City Healthcare 1,562 (2011 CBJ) 2%
5 Mercy lowa City lowa City Healthcare 1,559 (2014) 2%
6 ACT, Inc. lowa City Educational testing services 1,350 (2016) 2%
7 Pearson Educational Measurement lowa City Educational testing services 1,200 (2016) 2%
8 Hy-Vee lowa City, Cville  Retail/Grocer 1,166 (2006) 2%
9 City of lowa City lowa City Public administration 1,108 (2014) 2%
10 Systems Unlimited lowa City Human services 890 (2011 -CB)) 1%
11 International Automotive Components lowa City Manufacturing - Automotive 750 (2016) 1%
12 Rockwell Collins Coralville Manufacturing - Electronics 700 (2016) 1%
13 General Dynamics Coralville Government services 700 (2011) 1%
14 Integrated DNA Technologies Coralville Manufacturing - Biotech 620 (2016) 1%
15 Procter and Gamble lowa Cit Manufacturing - Personal care 530 (2016) 1%
2 or Ie E 8% anu w a 530 (2016) 1%
RDATE D Wa iHeT Htol LI 500 (2016) 1%
18 Johnson County Administration lowa City Public administration 435 (2014) 1%
uring - Plastics 399 (2014) 1%
uring - Plastics 360 ?201 1) 1%

/
‘Q;uﬁsmmgavr\\

o
20 1'0 .

~

CAMORE ST

[ sv

Major Employers

Source: lowa City Area Development Group January 2017 (ICAD) http://www.iowacit-
yareadevelopment.com/build/leading-employers.aspx

REGIONAL CONTEXT
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Employment Density

The greatest density of employment is located
in central lowa City where the main Universi-
ty campus and UIHC are located. The bulk of
metro area commercial retail is located ad-
jacent to Highway 6 and Coral Ridge Avenue
in Coralville. The greatest density of industri-
al uses is located in southeastern lowa City
along Highway 6 and north of Penn Street in
North Liberty. There is a cluster of office park
employment in northeast lowa City near Inter-
state 80 (ACT Inc campus, Pearson campus,
and the Northgate Office Park) and in the Oak-
dale Research Park near Coral Ridge Avenue in
Coralville.

REGIONAL CONTEXT

Density of Commercial Property by

& Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ)
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Emplovees per acre

2050 Projection

By 2050, North Liberty will experience a significant increase in
employment density along Ranshaw Way/Highway 965, Kansas
Avenue, and Penn Street. This employment density continues
south into Coralville along Coral Ridge Avenue.

In lowa City, the area along Highway 1, north of I-80, and adja-
cent to the Riverfront Crossings along Gilbert Street, will see an
increase in employees.

Density of Commercial Property by
Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ)

B High

- Medium ’X
; '7 Low N
Water Bady

1 IMiles
D Metro Planning Boundary g 15 3

REGIONAL CONTEXT 17



18

Housing Density

Transportation and land use are inextricably
connected. The density and mix of land uses
and other features shape the transportation
needs and habits of residents. Higher-den-
sity mixed-use areas tend to be associated
with greater use of modes other than person-
al vehicles. Transit tends to be more feasible
and desirable in compact areas, where large
numbers of people can be served efficiently.
Car trips tend to be shorter, and ride sharing is
also more feasible because there is a greater
likelihood that individuals are traveling to and
from similar locations.

REGIONAL CONTEXT

Households per acre

Households per Acre by
Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ
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HOUSING

0l0 POP POP Be 5 0
010 U5U
B | USU
2018 i

lowa City 33,254 2.24 44,750 230 11,496 34.6% 54.7%
Coralville 8,804 2.34 12,956 2.25 4,152 47.2% 15.8%
North Liberty 7,402 2.48 17,850 233 | 10,448 141.2% 21.8%
Tiffin 1,298 2.32 5,578 2.30 4,280 | 329.7% 6.8%
University Heights 541 2.23 639 2.30 98 18.1% 0.8%

TOTAL[ 51,299 2.32 81,773 230 | 30474

wa3
;&g‘\ A

fe

SYCAMORE ST |

st

4

" ROCHESTER A

]

2050 Projection

Based on current growth trends, the metro area will
add more than 30,000 new units of housing (58%

increase) in order to support population growth.

REGIONAL CONTEXT
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Multi-family Housing

Multi-family housing (apartments, townhomes, and duplexes) has long
been an important housing option in the metro area, where approx-
imately half of all residents rent. Multi-family housing provides short-
term housing for university and college students and a more affordable
option for young families and retirees. It is an increasingly popular for
workforce housing, especially for those young professionals who prefer
to live close to their place of employment or in the downtown center.

Multi-family housing can increase housing densities to better support
public transportation, reduce public infrastructure costs, and allow for
shorter trips and more walkable communities.

ROCHESTER AVE
T i

Muiti-Family Parcels &

Mobile Home Parks
Mobile Home Parks

B cutti-Family Parcels
Water Body

[:] Metro Pianning Boundary

| I W T
a 1 2 N

Note: lowa City does not classify duplex (two-family) units as
multi-family housing, therefore dulplexes are not reflected on
the lowa Clty portion of the map, though they are included for
other communities.

20 REGIONAL CONTEXT SourcesJohnsonCounty,NorthLiberty,Coralville Tiffin JowaCity.Dateprepared-January2017



Building permits for housing units by community 2010-2019

o i ﬁ
451 1,231
252
ezt ] 384 m

Single Farmily Mulit-Family Single Family Mulit-£amily Single Family fMulit-Family Single Farmily Mulit-Family

IOWA CITY CORALVILLE NORTH LIBERTY TIFFIN

Permits for multi-family housing units in-
creased significantly in Coralville (+566%) and
Tiffin (+211%) when comparing the 5-year peri-
0ds 2010-2014 and 2015-2019. lowa City saw a
125% in its housing unit permits when compar-

IOWA CITY

2010 153 59 40 136 0 13 16 ing these same 5-year periods.approving more
5 Years 2011 126 99 71 122 157 20 23 54 multi-family unit permits than all other metro
I10:3014 2012 223 176 77 10 136 20 19 18 Ccommunities combined.
) SuE 218 473 66 0 7 o 34 O Tiffin is the only community where single-family
i £ Ak 89 25 162 3 19 72 building permits increased during 2015-2019
2015 151 537 29 109 126 0 35 148 over the previous 5-year period. Single-family
5 Years 2016 263 817 18 370 120 0 36 139 permits increases more than 300%.
2015-2019 207 213 39 I = 1 0 120 26 Data from HUD shows no permits from Univer-
2018 132 189 25 467 73 > 151 i sity Heights despite development of One Uni-
=1 %8 47 17 %9 72 2! 134 77 versity Place multi-family development.
Subtotal 1,804 3,351 451 1,586 1,231 252 584 658

All Permits 5,155 2,037 1,483 1,242

Single Single Single

Family mi Family ~ Family Family Family = F
5-Year 2010-2014 947 1,032 343 207 662 180 108 160
Comparison  pUXEEIRE] 857 2,319 108 1,379 569 72 476 498
Difference -90 1,287 -235 1,172 -93 -108 368 338

% Changeby Type  -9.5% 124.7% -68.5% 566.2%, -14.0% -60.0% 340.7% 211.3%

Source: State of the Cities Building Permit Data System, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).
REGIONAL CONTEXT 21



{ |
=7 | SR OAKDALE BIVD
|[Tee e REER

—._g.-;‘__..._.q—-——&-w—.‘m—m-};..- -
i | 10tHsT

HMetro Schools ® | BENTON ST ‘g- B
Pry-K - Elementary f e ._~§ : o 2
1 2 padar »
@ Micdle Schoot 1 4 (L
\,. 4 | 21 B
@®  Hign Schosl \»/ f ?’ g
Unilversity of lowa Campus ! J % 8
Al =
Kinwood Commundty College e v %
Urtan Area ‘\

Water Body
D Matro Planing Boundary
\
L imtes _\
0 1 2 N

{ =%
(BURLINGTON ST @
e 2

;E(

Youth and Transportation

The travel behaviors and needs of young people are not often considered in planning and yet,
as any parent can attest, children generate much of family travel demand: travel to daycare,
school and after school activities (e.g. clubs, sports, arts), appointments, and social activities
with friends. Understanding youth travel seems particularly relevant at this time with the addi-
tion of a new high school in North Liberty and three new elementary schools and much public
discussion regarding school redistricting in the lowa City Community School District.

As part of the LRTP process, the MPOJC conducted its first ever youth transportation survey.
More than 1,718 surveys were completed (342 K-6th elementary; 666 junior high; 710 high
school). The responses raise a number of interesting issues worthy of further consideration or

mong junior high students:

GE 0 BE UPDATED WITH NEW .~

due to difficulty getting to and from
the places they need to go.

. ) e
RIVIAT I O Nude | I'to \ VAT&EA% I- 3% reported that they are unable to
| = 4 articipate in after school activities

Of those who do participate in after
school activities, 23% reported
having difficulty getting to and from
after school activities.

How high school student ’
o tr'agvefctoosochso; e Among high school students:

5%__1% How high school 17% of respondents indicated they
students WANT to are unable to participate in after
travel to school school activities because of difficul-
ties getting to and from the places

they need to go.

Of those who do participate in after
school activities, 20% reported dif-

ficulty getting to and from the after

school activities.

® Car = Bus m Bicycle = Walk = Motorcycle / Moped

22 REGIONAL CONTEXT

'Census Transportation Planning Package “2015 Generations Profiles — Johnson County, lowa” using American Community Survey Data http://download.ctpp.
transportation.org/profiles_2015/transport_profiles.html
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Vehicle Miles Traveled

Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is an estimate of the miles traveled by all vehicles within a specific
region each year. VMT has been generally trending upward since the Great Recession of 2008.
A number of factors influence VMT including income, vehicle ownership by household, number
and length of trips, costs of transportation (in time and money), demographic changes, and the
built environment.

VMT helps us understand generally how trends in vehicle use and congestion change over time.
VMT is also used to calculate the environmental effect of the transportation system, such as de-
riving greenhouse gas emission estimates.

At the local level, Tiffin and North Liberty's population and VMT continues to grow at significantly
faster rates than other metro communities. Both have higher vehicle commuting rates because
they have further distances to travel to get to major employment centers and other regional
destinations.

% Change in VMT 2016-2019

13%
' o o o C EEERETE

. 5 lowa City  Coralville North Tiffin University
O Liberty Heights |

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

319,489 317,831 309,788 322,448 328,790 326,826 360,781 360,705 360,877

232,576 217,004 216,616 234,896 240,699 234,794 241,738 245645 243356

North Liberty 46,672 46,410 45,080 49,700 51,647 51,777 58,684 59,978 58,605
30,812 29,653 29,742 34,336 35,206 33,031 34,790 35,839 36,071

University Heights 3,715 3,705 3,585 3,759 3,852 3,798 3,835 3,770 3,755
" 633264 614603 604,811 645139 ' 660,194 650,226 = 699,828~ 705,937~ 702,664

REGIONAL CONTEXT

Source: lowa DOT (https://iowadot.gov/maps/Data/Vehicle-miles-traveled)



Commuting to Work

According to the 2019 American Community Survey, 76% of workers who live in the metro

area commute by personal vehicle. Of those, 66.5% drive alone while 9.1% carpooled. 10%
of residents walked to work while 7% used public transportation. Note that the ACS no lon-
ger tracks bicycling to work.

The percentage of respondents who rely on private behicles for transportation to work

has increased slightly since 2015. This may be due, in part to the retail price of gasoline ,
which remained above $3.00/gallon during 2011-2014. Another factor may the be the rapid
population growth in the north corridor where Tiffin and North Liberty have outpaced other
metro communities.

T University Heights has the
orth . University highest percentage of work-

lowa City - Coralville

Liberty i Heights 2 ers who walk to work: 31.8%.

Less than half of workers in
610 66,639 1,587,322 University Heights drive to
work.

41,772

Workers 16 years and over
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION TO WORK

11,075

11,254 1,928

47.0%

Car, truck, or van 68.0%| 85.0% North Liberty and Tiffin have

Drove alone 589%| 747%| 83.6%| 91.6%| 46.1%| 66.5% 81.1%| the highest percentage or

Carpooled 87%| 10.0%| 11.0%| 33%| 1.1%| 9.1% 83%| workers who ORI by

Public transportation (except taxis) 87%| 71%| 09%| 02%| 67%| 69% 14%| Motor vehicle: 95%. Prox-
5 % 0% 03 37.83% 100 3o imity to employment helps

Walked 14.3% 3.6% 7% 3% .8% 2% 2%l to determine how people

Other means 5.1% 1.1% 0.8% 03%| 11.3% 3.6% 14%| commute to work. A major-

0.5% 0.6% 4.3% 0.5% 1.2% 1.5% 1.0%]| ity of _vvorkers in both com-

Worked at home 42%| 36%| 30%| 43%| 30%| 3.9% 4.9%| munities work in lowa City,

Coralville, or outside the
County (see page 270).

e towo < 0 S 4 9 2.0

V North University
VEHICLES AVAILABLE lowaCity Coralville Liberty Tiffin  Heights o
No vehicle available 7.4% 3.2% 0.4% 0.1% 6.1% o
1vehicle available 28.30% 24%| 19.90%| 21.10%| 22.50% of households in the
2 vehicles available 43.10%| 47.10%| 57.80%| 51.10%| 47.90% Metro Area do not
i i 0, 0,
3 or more vehicles available 21.30%| 25.80%| 21.90%| 27.70%| 23.60% have access to a car.

Source: 2019 ACS 5-Yr Data
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Nearly half of those employed in
Johnson County commute in from
other counties.

LINN
9,657

2102 SCOTT
1,469

o ' MUSCATINE ]

( 2,038 |

l = o o
WASHINGTON | A'jMeuo Planning Area
3,241 ‘
]

|  Share of Workers
Resident County 1 # of Workers | Employediin Johnson |
‘ | County

~ Johnson 47,650
Linn 9,657 11.1%|
Washington 3,241 ’
Cedar 2,292 [E5
lowa 2,102 2.4% (S
Muscatine 2,038 :
Polk 1,882
Scott 1,469
Dubugque 1,099
Black Hawk 842
All Other Locations

__ TOTALWorkers

26 REGIONAL CONTEXT

Nearly a third of workers living in
Johnson Count{ travel out of the
county for work.

LINN
9,172

|
|

MUSCATINE

681

J

/Metro Planning Area
|
/

!

lJ WASHINGTON
. 842
I

Johnson | 47,560| 67.90%
Linn 9,172 13.1%
Polk 2,235 3.2% %0
Scott 1,155 1.6% [SLLTH
Black Hawk 962 1.4% [l
lowa 931 1.3% [T
Washington 842 1.2%
Muscatine 681 1.0% EE G
Cedar 517 0.7% othe
Dubuque 484 0.7% <
All Other Locations 5,392 7.7%




14.5%

of workers living I
in Tiffin are

employed in

Cedar Rapids
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| -

of workers living
in Tiffin are
employed in
Coralville

T RIS EETEUNIG

37.4%
of workers living
in Tiffin are
employed in
lowa City

MORTHLIBERTY.

14.7%

Lo B
of workers living 4
in North Liberty |

4 p

| -

10.5% |

of workers living

in Coralvilie are
employed in
Cedar Rapids

o

q 14.3% .

of workers living in e 1 7.1%

: North Liberty are | of workers living
employed in in lowa City

Coralville { : . l‘i are employed in

Cedar Rapids g
8.5%

J
of workers living 4

: . B Y

in lowa City are b |

employed in ;
Coralville

44.5%

of workers living
in Coralville are
employed in
lowa City

IDWA CITY.

40.3%

of workers

living in
North Liberty
are employed
in lowa City

Commuting within the Metro Area for Work

Many metro area residents live in one com-
munity but travel daily to another community
for work. lowa City and Coralville draw the
greatest percentage of workers from adjacent
communities within the metro. Cedar Rapids
is also a major draw for workers from the met-
ro are. As noted on page 26, over 9,000 work-
ers who live in the lowa Clty urbanized work in
Cedar Rapids and over 9,500 workers who live
in Cedar Rapids work in our metro area.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, On The Map Application and LEHD
Origin-Destination Employment Statistics (Beginning of Quarter
Employmen, 2nd Quarter of 2002-2018).
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Road and Bridge Network
Vision

To create a comprehensive, integrated, and connected road network, accomodat-
ing mulitple modes of travel, to support sustainable growth and development and
enhance quality of life.

Transportation Network

The nearly five-hundred mile metropolitan area roadway network is the backbone of the trans-
portation system in the urbanized area. The arterial street network provides multi-modal ac-
cess to neighborhoods, commercial and industrial areas, schools, and parks. Arterial streets are
the main routes for commercial deliveries, emergency service vehicles, school buses, and public
transit vehicles. Local roads provide direct access to most households, carry the lowest amount
of traffic, have the lowest speeds, and tend to be most popular with pedestrians and bicyclists.

Arterial Streets

The MPOJC Arterial Streets Map (see opposite page) reflects the metropolitan area arterial
streets including the U.S. Highway, State Highway, and Interstate System, and shows where fu-
ture arterial street extensions are expected. Future arterial streets show the general location
and connectivity of an arterial street corridor; the exact location will be determined through the
design and engineering process. Future arterial corridors are identified by metro area entities.
The Arterial Streets Map is approved by the MPOJC Urbanized Area Policy Board coincident with
the adoption of the LRTP.

27 miles
Interstate Highway

29 miles

Principal arterials
(State highways)

87 miles
Major arterials

69 miles

Collector streets

375 miles

Local roads

587 total

centerline miles
in the Metro Area
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Functional Classification

Functional classification is a tool used to define
the role of roadways within the larger transpo-
ration network. Each classification fits within a
hierarchy based on the level of mobility and ac-
cess that the particular roadway is intended to
provide. Roadways with higher classifications
better serve mobility and provide less access
to individual properties, whereas roadways
with lower classifications provide better access
to individual properties and provide less over-
all mobility. Vehicles are able to move with the
highest speeds and least delay on higher-order
roadways, such as expressways, while bicyclists
and pedestrians tend to move with the great-
est ease on lower-order streets, such as local,
and collector streets.

Classification of Metro Area Roadways

The MPO works with local jurisdictions, the
lowa DOT, and the FHWA to determine the
federal functional classification of metro area
roadways. Approximately 33% of the metro
area roadways are classified on the Federal
Functional Classification map (see left). This
designation is significant as federal funding can
only be spent on roadways functionally classi-
fied as collector or higher.

Functional classification from highest to lowest:

Interstate . 5% 68.9 centerline miles

Metro Area
roadways
eligible for
Federal
Funding

Principal

Arterials B 87.3 ce