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Background

he Intermodal Surface Trangportation Efficiency Act of 1991

(ISTEA) edtablished afund for Trangportation Enhancement
Activities. Trangportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) of
1998 continued this program through the year 2003. Ten percent of the
Surface Trangportation Fund is set aside for these activities. In TEA-21,
the term transportation enhancement activities means.

+ Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles.

+ Provison of safety and educationd activities for pedestrians and
bicyclids.

+ Acquigtion of scenic easements and scenic or higtoric Sites.,

+ Scenic or higtoric highway programs (including the provision of
tourist and welcome center facilities).

+ L andscaping and other scenic beautification.

¢ Hidoric preservation.

+ Rehabilitation and operation of hitoric trangportation buildings,
dructures, or fadilities (incdluding historic railroad facilities and cands).

+ Preservation of abandoned railway corridors (including the
converson and use of it for pededirian or bicycleftrails).

+ Control and remova of outdoor advertisng.

+ Archaeologicd planning and research.

+ Environmenta mitigation to address weater pollution due to highway
runoff or reduce vehicde-caused wildlife mortality while maintaining
habitat connectivity.

+ Edtablishment of trangportation museums.

The Federa Highway Adminigtration (FHWA) has directed that this list
isdl inclusve. That is, the ten percent set aside can only be spent on
these kinds of activities. No other activities or programs can be funded

with this money.

To amplify the gpplication process, the Michigan Department of
Transportation (MDOT) has combined those activities into four broad
categories. They are:

Nonmotorized Facilities: Thisincludes bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, preservation of abandoned railway corridors, and safety
and educationd activities.

TEA-21 Continues

Transportation
Enhancement

Four Project

Categories
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Four Project

Categories (Cont.)

Eligibility

Criteria

Transportation Aesthetics: Thisincludes acquisition of scenic
easements and scenic Sites, scenic highway programs, streetscapes,
landscaping and beadtification, and control and remova of outdoor
advertiang.

Water Quality and Wildlife Mortality: Thisincludes effortsto
reduce water pollution due to highway runoff and efforts to reduce
anima mortdity and maintain wildlife habitat connectivity across
trangportation facilities.

Historic Preservation: Thisincludes acquistion of historic Stes,
historic highway programs, historic preservation, rehabilitation of
historic structures, archaeologica planning and research, and
establishment of trangportation museums.

General Program Criteria
he digibility criteria mugt be met to qudify for funding. If the
proposed project does not meet the digibility criteria, then it will be
determined indigible and no further consderation of the application
given. The applicant must demongtrate that the proposed project meets
al the appropriate digibility criteriain Attachment C of the gpplication.

Eligible applicantsfor Trangportation Enhancement Activity
funds mugt be one of the following: County Road Commission, city
or village road agency, public trangt agency, Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO), one of Michigan’s 14 Regiona Planning
Organizations, the Michigan Department of Natural Resources, or
MDOT.

Non-Act 51 gover nmental units, such astownships, or other
groupsor individuals may seek to sponsor a Transportation
Enhancement Activity project. However, these sponsors MUST
work with the transportation agency having jurisdiction over the facility
in developing the application and get their gpprova. The digible
gpplicant who will be responsible for administering the project must
submit the gpplication. Sponsors and digible gopplicants must work out
arrangements among them before submitting an gpplication.

Projects must relate to an existing and functioning transportation
facility, or proposed and approved transportation projects. These
include highways, bridges, certain public trangt activities, and bicycle
and pededirian facilities. Former transportation facilities no longer having
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atrangportation use will receive alow priority. The exceptionsto this
are when those facilities elther are put into transportation use again, are
in combination with other transportation scenic or beautification efforts,
or are related to trangportation museums or other public use.

Projects must be environmentally sound. Projects must have
evidence of an environmenta review of the project, and commitments to
obtain al environmenta clearances and permits before construction.
Applicants must provide documentation of environmenta clearances
and permitsfor local projectsto MDOT before construction.

Applicants should obtain and include with the application letters
or resolutions of support from local units of government where
the project will be located, the M PO if applicable, the
transportation agency with jurisdiction over the project, and the
MDOT region officeif the project isalong or next to state
highways. Early consultation is a necessity for dl these agencies and
organizations. They can often give the gpplicant insght and
recommendations that will not only make the project acceptable to
them, but may improve the application and the project’ s chances for
funding. Contact your MPO early, astheir approval process takes
ggnificant time.

To ensurethe appropriate upkeep of thisinvestment, applicants
must submit maintenance plans, agreements and preservation
covenantsfor the projectslisted on the application.

Theapplicant must provide at least a 20 per cent match.

Applications must be complete when submitted. Incomplete
applications will not be consdered for funding.

The applicant must demondtrate having the capability to complete the
proposed project, including qualifications of the gpplicant to plan, carry
out, and monitor success of project objectives, providing matching
funds, etc.

Ranking criteriaare usad to actudly compare digible projectswith one
ancther. The gpplicant should address each of the rdevant ranking criteria
in detall in Attachment C of the gpplication.

Ranking

Criteria
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Ranking

Criteria (Cont.)

Applicantsthat increase their match up to 50 percent or more of
the dligible participating project costs will receive added
consider ation. Communities listed in the most current list of
| distressed areas’ |published by the Michigan State Housing
Development Authority may match with the minimum 20 percent
required and receive evauation credit equivaent to a 50 percent match.

Resubmitted projects will receive added consideration, provided the
goplicant: 1) identifiesthe previous application by its TEA
number, and 2) documents a follow up contact with the Program
Coordinator of the unsuccessful application, and 3) hasreworked
the application based on recommendations from the Program
Coordinator (see CONTACTS section for names and phone
numbers). Changes must be noted in the cover letter, summarized
in the project description, and shown in ALL CAPS throughout
the application.

Projects located on a designated Heritage Route will receive additiond
consderation.

Projects that are part of a comprehensive magter plan will receive
additiona condderation.

Projects demongtrating effective partnership efforts between MDOT
and other agencies will receive additional consideration.

Projects with good qudity long-term, detailed maintenance plans,
agreements and/or preservation covenants will receive additiona
congderation.

To maximize the number of projects funded, projectsthat are
moder ate in cost and can be implemented quickly will receive a
higher priority.

Maintaining a statewide geographic, jurisdictiond, moda, and
categorica baance of the projects will be a criterion used in sdlecting
the projects.

Projects that provide the greatest socid, economic and environmental
benefit to the greatest number of people will recaeive a higher ranking.
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Specific attributes reviewed are: effectiveness of the gpplication in
providing the information necessary to understand and evauate the
project, and feasbility and/or probability of timely project
implementation.

If the project is judged not technically feasible, the application will be
indigible

In addition, the Sze of the funding request is congidered in relation to the
totd funding available for dl projects. L arge projects should be
segmented or presented in away that enablesthe reviewer to
eadly partition costsinto smaller ssgmentsor fewer work items,
and recommend a segment or portion of the project if appropriate.

For very large requests to be considered for gpprovd in full, the
gpplication must present evidence of a unique window of opportunity,
an extraordinary benefit or impact, or asngular innovation, which
cannot be redlized with a partitioned or phased project.

The Trangportation Enhancement Activity program does not
normally fund the following work. Do not include them as
participating costsin the project budget.

+ Desgn, preliminary engineering, and congiruction engineering are
nonparticipating costs. The adminigtrative costs, contracting costs,
etc. are aso nonparticipating cogs.

+ Permits are nonparticipating costs.

+ Environmentd clearance costs are nonparticipating.

+ Overruns and extras beyond the amount funded are nonparticipating
and will be the responsihility of the gpplicant. Thisincludes any
environmenta mitigation or other unexpected cogts arising during
project implementation.

¢ The FHWA has emphasized that enhancement isNOT mitigation.
Environmental measures conducted as routine or customary
elements of trangportation projects or those provided to mitigate
project impacts to meet the requirements of environmenta, historic
preservation or other laws are not digible for enhancement funding.
However, enhancement projects could include planning and research
not associated with a particular construction project.

+ Maintenance and operation costs are nonparticpating.

Additional ineligible activitiesarelisted under project category
requirementsfor each of the four project categories.

Other

Factors

Ineligible

Activities
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Administrative

Considerations

There are saverd adminigtrative cond derations the applicant should
keep in mind when gpplying for enhancement funds. These
condderations may affect the applicants ability to comply with al the
funding requirements.

State and Metropolitan Planning Organization Planning
Process. Funded Trangportation Enhancement Activities will be
incorporated in the Statewide Planning Process of MDOT. The
Michigan Department of Trangportation will identify funding in the State
Long Range Plan and identify specific projectsin the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). If the project is
within aMPO areg, the gpplicant should include it in the MPO's
Transportation Improvement Program (TI1P). Contact the MPO
early in the gpplication process.

Billings: Thisisnot a grant program. Thisis areimbursement
program. The applicant will receive rembursement for the participating
codis after work is completed and the bill paid. Progress billings may be
submitted during congtruction and the gpplicant reimbursed for work
completed.

Federal Aid Reimbursement: Enhancement projects are federd-aid
projects. All federd rules and regulations gpply, including the Davis-
Bacon Act and the National Environmenta Policy Act (NEPA).
Applicants must meet dl federd-aid standards and State of Michigan
requirements for depodts, billings, and matching funds. The costs for
any work undertaken prior to signing a contract and receiving
specific authorization from MDOT will NOT be reimbur sed

Cost Increases: After project funding approva, MDOT will carefully
review any requests for scope changes or project revison due to cost
increases. This review may cause the rescheduling or dropping of the
project unless other funding is avallable. Applicants should carefully
control extras and overruns as they may jeopardize completion of the
entire project. MDOT will require that the applicant cover all cost
increases, extras, and overruns. Thisincludes any environmenta
mitigation or other unexpected cogts arising during project implemen-
tation. MDOT expects that the project will be completed as proposed.
The applicant must relay any cost increases or overruns to the MDOT
office adminigtering the project as soon as possible after the time they
identify them. Also, the gpplicants mugt obtain MDOT approva before
proceeding with the work.
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Changesin Project Scope: Applicants cannot make changes without
MDOT written gpprovd. The gpplicant must relay any changesin the
scope of the project to the MDOT office administering the project
within 30 days of adecison to modify a project. Do note that changes
may cause the reevauation or deletion of the project.

Changesin Project Schedule If the project schedule changes and
the applicant cannot commit the funds in the year alocated, funding may
be withdrawn and allocated to another project, or the project may be
rescheduled to alater time. The gpplicant must relay any changesto the
project schedule to the MDOT office administering the project within
30 days of the time they identify them.

Project Schedule Limits Applicants mudt initiate the project within
two years of the award date. Failureto do so will result inthe
withdrawal of funding, unless written authorization is obtained from
MDOT for modification of the project schedule. Requests should be
submitted in writing to the Enhancement Program Coordinator within
two years of the award, and should include both an explanation of the
cause for the delay and amodified project schedule.

Administration: MDOT will administer state highway projects. Loca
Agency Programs of MDOT will adminigter loca highway and bridge
projectsin cooperation with the applicant. The MDOT Bureau of
Urban and Public Transportation (UPTRAN) will adminigter trangit
projects in cooperation with the applicant. The notification letter will
identify a contact person in each of these adminidtrative aress.

Project Follow-up: Upon completion of afunded project, the appli-
cant must send the Enhancement Program Coordinator afind report on
the funded project including photographs of the completed work. The
applicant must notify the Enhancement Program Coordinator &t least
one week before any dedication ceremonies (ground breaking, ribbon
cutting, etc.) for the project. They must dso credit MDOT and FHWA
for their participation in the project in any news release or other promo-
tiona materid for the project.

Project Category Requirements

he following pages provide information on 1) the types of projects

digiblefor funding, 2) digibility criteria, 3) ranking criteria, and 4)
eligible and indligible project costs, for each of the four broad project
categories. Nonmotorized Transportation, Trangportation Aesthetics,
Water Qudity and Wildlife Mortality, and Historic Preservation.

General Project

Requirements
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1) Project Types: Applicants should determine generaly within which
i category their project fits, and then determine whether it matches
Requirements (Cont,) one of the listed digible project types for the category.

General Project

2) Eligibility Criteria: Applicants should review the digibility criteria
for the relevant project type to ensure that their project isdigible.
Applications mugt include information, on Attachment C of the
aoplication forms, sufficient to demondrate that the relevant digibility
criteriaare met. If your project fits within more than one of the four
broad project categories, a separate Attachment C should be
prepared for each category. Failureto address even one of the
digibility criteriarelevant to your project may result in your
application being judged indligible and removed from further
consideration.

3) Ranking Criteria: Theranking criteriaare the factors reviewers
will assessin developing a score for your application. Applicants
should read the ranking criteria carefully and provide informetion in
the gpplication which demonstrates how their project addresses the
ranking criteria. Projectswill bejudged based only on the
information provided in the application; the quality and
completeness of your application in addressing the specific
ranking criteria identified for your project will directly affect
the score your application receives.

4) Eligibleand In€dligible Project Costs: Some project costs are not
digiblefor funding. Applicants should review thislist to ensure
that their project budget showsonly digible costs as partici-
pating costs, and shows ineligible costsin the nonparticipating
cost section of Attachment F of the application.

Nonmotorized Transportation Projects

: hree types of projects are digible for funding in the nonmotorized
Non_motorlzed category: 1) Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles,
PI’O] ect Types 2) Preservation of abandoned railway corridors and conversion for

public use such as pedestrian and bicycle trails, and 3) Research,
inventory, mapping, safety and educationa activities, and plan
development activity. Eligibility and ranking criteriafor each project
type are provided in the following paragraphs.
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1. Provision of Facilitiesfor Pedestrians and Bicycles
Fadilities which qudify for funding include those associated with a
roadway (paved shoulders four or more feet wide, curb lane width El |g|b|||'[y Criteria
greater than 12 feet, bike lanes, and pedestrian facilities), and
fecilities separate from roadways (multi-use paths a minimum of 10
feet wide, pathvtrail user amenities, nonmotorized facility grade
separdions, bicycle parking facilities, and bicycle accommodetions
on public trangt systems). NOTE: Sidewalks Are Not
Qualifying Facilities.

+ Proposed facilities must enhance the safe accommodeation of
nonmotorized travelers on or along aroadway, or provide a safe
dternative to roadway use.

Nonmotorized

Projects must be designed to conform with the American
Asociation of State Highway and Trangportation Officids
(AASHTO) guiddinesfor bicycle fadilities, the Ingtitute of
Trangportation Engineers guiddines for pedestrian facilities, and the
Michigan Manud of Uniform Traffic Control Devices. These
documents may be acquired by writing to the addresses below.

Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
AASHTO
444 North Capitol Street, NW, Ste. 225
Washington, D.C. 20001
(202) 624-5800

Design and Safety of Pedestrian Facilities
Indtitute of Transportation Engineers
525 School Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20024
(202) 554-8050

Michigan Manual of Uniform Traffic Central Devices
Michigan Department of Transportation
Technica Services Division
P.O. Box 30050
Lansing, Michigan 48909

Trailsfor the Twenty-First Century, 2nd Edition
Railsto Trails Conservancy
Island Press
www.islandpress.org

+ The gpplication must include a written commitment to operate
and maintain the completed project from the governmental
unit(s) with jurisdiction over the facility.

Michigan Department of Transportation 9



Nonmotorized

Eligibility Criteria
(Cont.)

ELiciBLE WoORK | TEMS

A. Property Acquisition (by recorded easements or feetitle)

+ Only the property necessary to accommodeate the facility profile,
required shy distances and buffer areas, and design requirements,
except railroad corridors.

+ Theentireright of way width for railroad corridors.

B. Grade Separation Structures
+ To span obstacles which would congtute a barrier to the facility.
+ To enable passage over regulated wetlands.

C. Grade Preparation and Surfacing

+ Clearing, vegetaion control, grading, cutting/filling to establish
vertica profile and drainage.

+ Culverts needed to establish or maintain drainage for the facility
and impacted land.

+ Eathwork and/or retaining walls necessary for the facility (and
not associated with other road work).

¢ Sdewak remova (only if it cannot effectively become part of the
new facility).

+ Pavement removd (only to ensure the integrity of the new facility
and not associated with road work).

+ Base materid and placement (per design requirements).

+ Paving and pavement (per design, wood chip surfaces and soft
horse treads are indligible).

D. Pavement Marking and Signage:  All required regulatory sgnsand
pavement markingsincluded in the design, and interpretive signs.

E. Tral Heads Accessroad and parking area, comfort building/rest
rooms, waste containers, drinking fountain, lighting, picnic tables,
benches, and lawn establishment; only the expenses associated with
amenitiesfor trall usersare digible (i.e,, rest roomsin a park
adjacent to the trail aso serve the park, and so not al expense can
be attributed to trail users).

F. User Amenities
¢ Lighting required for user safety and security (lighted bollards and
pededtrian leve lighting, tunnel/underpass lights, any location
where the case can be made).
+ Benches and waste containers, shelters and restrooms; if part of a
"rest ared’ is primarily used by trall users.
+ Bikeracks.

10
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2. Preservation of Abandoned Railroad Corridorsand/or Their
Conversion to Nonmotorized Facilities

Qudifying projectsin this category include: the acquisition of
abandoned railroad corridors, preparation of the corridor for

nonmotorized use, development of a nonmotorized facility in the
corridor, and combinations of these activities.

If the proposed project includes acquisition, the gpplication must
include the following:

+ A written evduation of the qudity of title.

+ Thefar market vaue of the property, established by independent
goprasd.

+ An environmenta inventory identifying potentid contamination
within the corridor.

If the proposed project includes facility development, the application
must include the following:

+ A gtatement establishing ownership of the corridor, and evidence
of the willingness of the owner(s) to alow the development
proposed.

+ An operation and maintenance commitment.

+ Adherence to design guiddines.

3. Nonmotorized Resear ch, Inventory and Mapping, Safety and
Educational Activities, and Plan Development Projects

Applications for these projects must include the following eements:

+ A datement of the project purpose, including its contribution to
the enhancement of the trangportation system for nonmotorized
travel.

+ Thegods of the project, the objectives to be met, and the
tangible products of the project.

+ A work program which includes alisting of mgor tasks, human
resources required for each task, and atask schedule.

+ A description of gaff (or consultant staff) qualifications and levels
of involvement.

Ranking criteria for nonmotorized projects fdl into four generd .
categories. Local Support, Nonmotorized Transportation Needs NOI’]_[T]O'[OI’I_ZGCI_

Addressed, Effectiveness, and Other Factors. The following paragraphs Ran kmg Criteria
describe the factors examined in each of these categories.

Michigan Department of Transportation 1



Nonmotorized

Ranking Criteria
(Cont.)

LocaL SuPPORT

Loca support is examined at three levels. The broadest level seeks
evidence of the status of nonmotorized trangportation in the
applicant community. (Are there facilities now? Istherea
nonmotorized system plan? Does the zoning ordinance include
nonmotorized provisons? How are facilities traditionaly planned, built,
financed, operated, maintained?) Copies of plans, ordinances, €tc.,
may be attached as evidence.

The second level evauated is support specific to the project
proposed in the application. The application should include documents
which prove such support; examples are meeting minutes, petitions,
surveys, letters, and media reports.

Findly, theleve of local financial support, committed both as match
for the Enhancement funding and as nonparticipating costs, is noted.

NoNmoToRrIZED TRANSPORTATION NEEDS ADDRESSED

The leve of need for the project is evauated in the context of the status
of nonmotorized transportation in the community(ies). Legitimate needs
which may be addressed by aproject include: alack of information
needed to plan nonmotorized facilities, existing nonmotorized travel a
locations which are hazardous; travel generators among which
nonmotorized travel could be encouraged; gagps or missing connections
in the existing or planned nonmotorized network; and physica barriers
to nonmotorized travel.

A community’s need to provide recregtiona opportunity, aone, is not
aufficient judtification for anonmotorized enhancement project.
Trangportation use occurs on recregtiond facilities, the converseisaso
true, and travel for recreation purposes is trangportation; but the need
to be addressed must be a transportation need. The important
consderation hereisthat the proposed facility connect two or more
dedtinations and, therefore, provide an dternative to driving acar.

EFFECTIVENESS

For this criterion, the proposed project isjudged on how well it meets
the need it is designed to address. Factors considered under this
criterion include: dternative solutions considered; innovetion; cost
effectiveness; contribution to completion of a planned local, regiond, or
dtate network; and nonmotorized user types accommodated.
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Additiond factorsfor rail corridor acquisition or conversion are:
population centers and scenic, historic, and cultura features served. For
dudies, factors consdered are: genera significance of the issue or need
addressed; trangferability of methods, findings, and products to other
communities; efficacy of the project design; and qudifications and mix
of project human resources.

The Trangportation Enhancement Activity program does not . .
normally fund the following work. Do not include them as Ineligible

participating costsin the project budget. Nonmotorized

+ Sdewaks which should normaly be provided by a community. Activities
(Sidewalks reconstructed as part of a Streetscape project may be
eigible, see the Trangportation Aesthetics Category.)

+ Replacement of existing sdewalks, paths, and paved shoulders.

+ Storm sewer inddlation and burying of exigting utility lines.

Ineligible Budget Items
Sidewaks

SeaWadlls

Fishing Fers

Loops Within a Park

Access Roads (except as part of atrail head)
Maintenance Equipment
Fountains and Ponds
Replacement of Exigting Facilities
Wood Chip Surface

Soft Surface Horse Treads

L R IR R 2ER JER R 2R R R 2

Transportation Aesthetics Projects

hree types of projects are digible for funding in the transportation

aesthetics category: 1) Landscape, Wildflower, and Streetscape
projects, 2) Scenic Acquisition and Improvement projects, and 3)
Scenic and Recregtiona Heritage Route related projects. Eligibility and Proj ect Types
ranking criteriafor each category are provided in the following

paragraphs.

Aesthetics
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1. Landscape, Wildflower, and Streetscape Projects

L o Projects submitted for consderation may include the planting of al
E|Ig|bl|lty Criteria types of permanent landscape materid including wildflowers or may
include typica streetscape amenities. All proposed projects must:

Aesthetics

Bewithin existing public right-of-way or on publicly owned land.

Be professonally designed by a Landscape Architect.

Follow the principles of roadsde landscaping design and safety.

Conform to the MDOT Standard Specifications for Construction.

Provide for atwo-year establishment period for dl plant materid.

MDOT does not recognize contractor guarantees.

+ Include native Michigan species if the proposa includes
wildflowers. Wildflower planting procedures must conform to
MDOT planting guiddines.

+ Decorative lighting may not exceed 30 percent of the participating
project cost.

¢ Mus meet dl ADA accessihility requirements.

* ¢ 6 o o

The fallowing items are digible for funding as aesthetic projects.

Streetscape

¢ ADA Improvements only if minor and in conjunction with urban

streetscape

Barrier Free Viewing Deck

Benches

Bike Racks

Community Streetscape Magter Plan Devel opment

Congtruction of Boulevard Idands: if part of streetscape and for

benefit of pedestrians

Bituminous Pavement (Crosswaks Only): color and stlamped

only

Bollard's: only as a part of a streetscape

Landscape Retaining Walls: only as alandscape e ement

Brick Pavers

Brick Streets. only on Historic Restoration Projects

Catch BasngManhole Recongtruction: only if required as a part

of a dtreetscape and will directly benefit pedestrians, not vehicles

+ Concrete Pavers

+ Crosswak Specidty Paving: not painted striping

¢ Curb and Guitter:* only if streetscape concept requires moving or
adjustment and roadway presently not digible for funding

+ Drainage Swvdes only if required to protect the integrity of the
project

* * 6 ¢ o o

* 6 6 o o

* At crosswalks and bumpouts
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Maximum Contingencies. 10 percent of participating project cost
Drinking Fountains. underground water service not digible
Flower Planters

Handicap Ramp and Boardwalk

Handicap Picnic Tables: only as streetscape furniture
Lighting/Decorative High Leve/Induding Electrical Wiring and
Savice only if combined with smilar low lights and a part of a
mgor lighting theme, and lighting is not mor e than 30 per cent
of the participating project cost

+ Lighting/Decorative Low Levd/Including Electricd Wiring and
Service: lighting cannot exceed 30 per cent of the
participating project cost

Interpretive Displays

Iron/Meta Ornate Fencing

Landscape Entry Idands

Metd Landscape Edging

Permanent Hanging Baskets: if part of ornamentd lights
Remove Parking: only if required as part of Streetscape design
Retaining Walls: for landscaping only

Right of Way for Projects

Pain Surface Concrete Sdewak: digible only if part of a
streetscape theme and not more than 50 percent of the tota
participating pavement surface area

Sidewadk (Brick Pavers)

Sidewalk (Concrete Pavers)

Sidewalk (Stamped Pattern Color Concrete)

Traffic Caming Idands: only on urban streetscape projects where
pedestrians benefit by having direct access to theidands at
designated crossing points

¢ Ornamenta Trash Containers

Tree Grates

¢ Tree Guards

*® 6 6 6 o o

® 6 6 ¢ 6 6 0 0 o

* 6 o o

*

L andscape

+ Lawn Egtablishment: only for Ste restoration of project area not
related to road or other construction

Perennids

Ornamentd Perennid Grasses

Trees

Seedlings

Shrubs

Wildflowers

* 6 6 ¢ 0 o

Additiond Eligible Items
* Aeshetic Studies
¢ Corridor Management Plans

Michigan Department of Transportation
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. 2. Scenic Acquisti dl t
Aesthetics Eligibility G ACAHISTION antl Tmprovement
Scenic a:qUISItI on, scenic proteCtI on, and scenic |mpr0\/e’ne’]t

Criteria (Cont.) projects must:

+ Bevisble and accessble from a transportation facility.

+ Demondrate perpetua ownership of the acquisition.

+ Provide for the perpetud control of vegetation for scenic
improvemen.

+ Provide for safe vehicular and pedestrian access.

Eligible Projects Include:

+ Acquidition of property to protect or enhance scenic views and
vidas.

Acquisition of property development rights.

Aesthetic sudies.

Barrier free viewing decks, ramps, and boardwalks.

Control and remova of outdoor advertising.

Beautification Master Plan Development.

Management Plan Development.

Scenic Strips Acquisition.

Viewing decks and stairways.

® 6 6 6 ¢ 6 o o

3. Scenic and Recr eational Heritage Routes

MDOT is authorized by law to recognize certain state highways as
having scenic, higtoric, or recreationd significance and to designate
those highways as Michigan Heritage Routes. Request a copy of the
Heritage Route Application Guiddines from the program manager
liged in the CONTACT S section of this guidebook.

Proposdsin this category can include planning and development of
an gpplication for Scenic or Recreationd Heritage Route
designation. Projects contributing to the enhancement of scenic and
recreationd resources found along or adjacent to a designated
Scenic or Recregtiona Heritage Route are aso digible for funding.

Predesignation Projects or Activities Must:

+ Include written documentation that the Heritage Route has merit
and aformal application for designation will be made.

+ Meet dl Heritage Route guidelines.

+ Produce a product in the form of a completed gpplication for
Heritage Route designation.
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Desgnated Heritage Route Projects Must:

* Preserve and/or enhance the intringc qualities of the route.

+ Bevisbleto the motorigt.

+ Provide or enhance safe vehicular and pedestrian use of, and
access to, the route.

+ Promote greater awareness of the route’s attributes.

+ Provide, produce, or improve economic benefits.

Tourigt Information Center Projects Must:

Be on or adjacent to an officidly designated Heritage Route.
Have aclear link to scenic or recregtiond Sites.

Fit into the scenic character of the Heritage Route.

Be vigble from the Heritage Route.

Be located on an officidly desgnated Heritage Route.
Promote the Heritage Route.

Demondrate that they have title to the property and that it is
within the public right-of-way or is on publicly owned land.

+ Bedesgned by aprofessona architect and the architect must
sarveinaprincipa cgpacity on the project. Thisindividud must
meet dl federd qudifications.

® 6 6 6 0 4 o

Tourist center projects may include landscaping, provisons for
public parking, and congtruction of information kiosks.

1. Landscape and Streetscape

+ Location and vighility.
Impact on surrounding area.
Other local beautification activitiesin the area.
Innovative and creetive qudity of the design concept.
Long term maintenance commitment.
Project cost.

* 6 6 o o

2. Scenic Acquisgtion and I mprovement

In Addition to the ranking criteriaidentified for Landscape and
Streetscape proposals, Scenic Acquisition and Improvement ranking
will include the following additiond criteria

¢ Intringc qudities of the Ste.

+ Potentia loss of scenic viewsto development.

+ Proposasfor vegetation control to preserve views.

Aesthetics

Ranking Criteria

Michigan Department of Transportation
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Aesthetics Ranking

Criteria (Cont.)

Ineligible

Aesthetics Activities

3. Scenic and Recreational Heritage Routes

In addition to the ranking criteriaidentified for Landscape and
Streetscape proposass, ranking of Scenic and Recreational Heritage
Routes will congder the following:

¢ Ovedl impact on the Heritage Route corridor.
+ Enhancement of exiging intringc qudities.
Evidence of public support and participation.
Evidence of a comprehensve management plan.
Evidence of an effective marketing plan.

* & o

Predesignation projects must take into account the impact on the
ultimate designation.

Provison of Tourist Centers

The same criteria used for the ranking of Landscape and Streetscape
proposaswill apply to the ranking of Tourist Center proposals.

Thefollowing itemsare not digiblefor funding as aesthetic
projects. Do not include them as participating costsin the project
budget. Theseitemsarein addition to thoselisted on Page 5 of
thisinstruction booklet.

Streetscape

Artwork

Banner poles

Bituminous sdewak

Bus shelters

Clocks and clock towers

Covered bridges

Colored concrete sdewaks without patterns (saw cuts don't count)
Community entrance Sgnage

Generd curb and gutter construction, repair, or replacement
Decorative chain link fencing

Hags

Flag poles

Fountains

Information Kiosks

[rrigetion systems

New catch basins and culverts

Overhead structures of any kind (arbors, etc.)

Parking lots

L R R R S SRR R IR R IR R R SRR IR R R SRR R 2
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Pedestrian shelters

Pededtrian traffic control lights or systems
Reconfiguration of parking lots

Relocation of utility lines - incdludes burid of utilities
Retaining wals

Road construction or reconstruction
Screen walls

Sound wadlls

Stregt Sgns

Treffic Sgnds

Underground service to drinking fountains
Wialsthat only function as sign supports

@ 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 0 0 0

L andscape
¢ Annud flowers and annua ornamenta grasses

Water Quality and Wildlife Mortality Projects

hree types of projects are digible for funding in the water quaity

and wildlife mortdity mitigation category: 1) Mitigation of Water
Pollution Due to Highway Runoff Projects, 2) Wetland Restoration to
Address Impacts of Past Trangportation Projects, and 3) Reduction of
Vehide Caused Wildlife Mortdity While Maintaining Habitat
Connectivity.

1. Mitigation of Water Pollution Dueto Highway Runoff Projects.

Projects for consderation include the following:  research and
modeling impacts on recaiving waters from highway runoff,
comparative sudies to eva uate the effectiveness of pecific highway
runoff control measures, experimentation of new and innovative
pollution abatement measures, and implementation and congtruction
mitigation measures (i.e., detention, retention, infiltration, vegetation,
wetland, etc.).

2. Wetland Restoration to Address Impacts of Pagt Transportation
Projects
Projectsfor condderation indude the following: implementation of
wetland restoration projects to address impacts of past trangportation
projectsthat at the time did not require wetland replacement by permit,

Water Quality
and Wildlife
Project Types

Water Quality
and Wildlife
Eligibility Criteria

Michigan Department of Transportation
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Water Quality and
Wildlife Eligibility

Criteria (Cont.)

Water Quality
and Wildlife

Ranking Criteria

and wetland replacements above and beyond what is required by permit
for trangportation projectsthat do require wetland replacement, only if
thisadditional wetland restoration will NOT beused for credit on
future projects.

. Reduction of Vehicle Caused Wildlife Mortality While

Maintaining Habitat Connectivity

Projects for consideration include: Enhancement — projects that
employ atechnique that will both reduce vehicle-caused wildlife
mortaity and enhance wildlife in areas in proximity to highway rights-
of-way, Avoidance — projects that employ atechnique to provide
avoidance of vehicde-caused wildlife mortaity, Minimization—
projects that employ a technique to provide areduction in vehicle-
caused wildlife mortality, and Mitigation— projects that employ a
technique to provide compensation for vehicle-caused wildlife
mortaity a anew location.

. Mitigation of Water Pollution Due to Highway Runoff

Projects
+ Theextent of water qudity impairment directly related to highway

runoff and the severity of that problem. This can be in the form of
hard evidence, such as water qudity dataincluding:

- sediment loads in cubic yards or tons per year

- heavy metds - the ratio of concentration to base leve
- inorganic sdts - parts per million

- oilsand greases - parts per million

Also, soft evidence such as pictures identifying the source of the
problem, documented impacts induding fish kills dgee' s growth, etc.

+ Extent of supporting evidence that the proposed design of the
mitigation messures will be effective, incduding:
- datafrom exigting working programs
- reference of proposed mitigation meeaures, i.e, literature

searches

+ Completeness of design (alicensed professond engineer must
certify the design plans for mitigation measures).

+ Completeness of amonitoring plan, including afind report of
results.
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+ Projectswith the smaller receiving water drainage areas and
fewer land uses contributing to the runoff will recaive a higher
priority.

+ Percent of project area compared with the totd drainage area.

+ Number of land uses within proposed project ares, i.e.,
agriculturd, industrid, commercid, highway, €tc.

+ Those projects that mitigate highway runoff exdusively will
receive a higher priority.

+ Low cogt projects that achieve the highest benefit receive a
higher congderation.

2. Wetland Regtor ation to Address Impacts of Pagt Transportation
Projects

+ The extent of past wetland impactsin the area.

+ Theextent of supporting evidence that the proposed restoration
design will be successtul, including basdline conditions a the
proposed site.

¢ Completeness of design.

+ Completeness of a monitoring plan, including an andyss of Ste
hydrology, soils, anima usage, and vegetation.

+ Wetland restoration projects will receive higher consderation
than wetland creation projects.*

* Projects that reestablish the historic wetland community types of
the site will receive higher consideration.

* Projectsthat include restoration of rare wetland types will receive
higher priority.

+ Projects that restore wetlands with multiple functions will be given
higher consideration than single function, low-qudity wetlands.

+ Projectsto be covered by a conservation easement, which will
protect the property in perpetuity will receive higher
consideration.

+ For projects which may require state, federa, or local permits,
restoration projects which have had prior coordination with
regulatory agencies will receive higher congderation.

+ Low cogt projects that achieve the highest restoration benefit will
receive higher consderation.

* Wetland restoration means the reestablishment of wetland characteristics and
functions at a site where they have ceased to exist through the replacement of
wetland hydrology, vegetation, or soils. Wetland creation means the physical
and biological establishment of awetland where awetland did not formerly
exist.

Michigan Department of Transportation
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3. Reduce Vehicle-Caused Wildlife Mortality While Maintaining
Habitat Connectivity

Wildlife Ranking Enhencement

A + Providefor recruitment and/or enhancement of wildlife habitat in
Criteria (COﬂt.) areas in proximity to highway rights-of-way, thus, reducing the
net loss of wildlife due to vehicle-caused mortdity.

Water Quality and

Avoidance

+ Prevent wildlife from entering highway rights-of-way.

+ Allow wildlife to cross highway rights-of-way without being
exposed to vehicle-caused mortality.

Minimization
+ Reduce wildlife access to highway rights-of-way.

+ Allow for more wildlife to crass highway rights-of-way without
being exposed to vehicle-caused mortdity.

Mitigation
+ Provide compensation from vehicle-caused wildlife mortdity by
developing new habitet away from the highway.

Within each of the above project classifications the following
additiond criteria, in order of priority, will be applied:

+ Elimination or reduction of vehicle-wildlife crashes a Steswhere
human fatdities or injuries have chronicaly occurred.

+ Elimination or reduction of vehicle-wildlife crashes a Stes where
high cost property damage crashes have chronically occurred.

+ Elimination or reduction of vehide-caused mortdity of wildlife
species listed on federa and state lists of threatened and
endangered species.

+ Elimination or reduction of vehicle-caused mortdity of wildlife
species that are an integral component of naturd areasthat are
owned and/or recognized by conservation organizations or
federa, Sate, and local governmenta agencies.

+ Elimination or reduction of vehicle-caused mortdity in corridors
that connect areas of wildlife habitat having statewide or regiond
importance.

+ Elimination or reduction of vehicle-caused mortdity of wildlife
popularly known as "charismatic megafaund’ (ak.a large animas
that people like to look at).

+ Elimination or reduction of vehide-caused mortdity of wildlife on
highways thet traverse nationa and state wildlife refuges and
forests.
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The Trangportation Enhancement Activity program does not
normally fund the following work. Do not include them as
participating costsin the project budget.

*

Projects attempting to solely correct drainage problems, i.e.,
congruction of storm sewers.

Structure replacement - no bridges will be replaced, culverts only if
gpplicant has demondrated that culvert failure resulted from highway
runoff, or that culvert replacement is necessary as part and parcel of
the corrective activity.

Paving - unless the gpplicant has demongrated that the paving will
be efficacious and cogt effective as a control measure versus other
aterndtives.

Conditions, including wetland restoration or cregtion, required by
datute, policy, or permit including but not limited to: the Clean
Water Act, Water Resources Commission Act, and the Michigan
Natura Resources and Environmental Protection Act of 1994
PA451, including Part 31, Water Resource Protection; Part 91, Soil
Erosion and Sedimentation Control; Part 301, Inland Lakes and
Streams; and Part 303, Wetland Protection.

Enhancement of dreedy existing wetlands (the modification of one
ecologica type to another).

The crestion of open water areas such as ponds or lakes.

Historic Preservation Projects

*

*

he following project types quaify for funding under the historic
preservation category:

Rehahiilitation of higtoric bridges (including relocation and Site
preparation costs for moving a historic bridge) for vehicle or
pedestrian/bike path use.

- Seethe MDOT web site (www.michigan.gov) under Facts
and Figures/Higtoric Links/Archaeology, Architecture and
Bridges, for alig of Michigan's histaric highway bridges.

- Pededtrian/bike path bridges must meet gpplicable AASHTO
sandards. Bridges on a public road must follow Geometric
Design Guiddines for Federd/State Funded Loca Agency
Projects. For more information, contact Steve O'Connor,
MDOT Loca Agency Programs at (517) 373-2346.

Rehabilitation of transportation related resources such as lighthouses,
train depots, bus stations, interurban stations, etc. as long asthey
have community use and public/nonprofit ownership.

Ineligible
Water Quality and

Wildlife Activities

Historic Preservation

Project Types
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+ Hidoric period lighting and brick street ingdlation within Nationd
Regiger listed higtoric digtricts. Applicant must provide

Proj ect Types (Cont_) documentation that the chosen light or brick street once appeared in
their community. If no lighting existed historicaly, the gpplicant needs
to show that the chosen light existed in nearby neighborhoods.

+ Hidtoric resource surveys and statewide or regiond historic studies.

+ Archaeologicd planning and research. Applicants must show some
connection to transportation.

+ Edablishment of trangportation museums.

+ Acquisition of ahigtoric or archaeologica Ste.

+ Provigon of Tourist Centers for designated Historic Heritage
Routes.

+ Rehabilitation of higtoric properties with public/nonprofit ownership
that are located on designated Heritage Routes.

* |nterpretation of historic or archaeologica Stes - may include print,
exhibit, web-based or film projects.

Historic Preservation

All proposed projects, except studies, must involve historic resources
ather liged in or digiblefor listing in the Nationd Register of Historic
E|g|b|||ty Criteria Places. Contact the Michigan Historical Center (see CONTACTS

section) to find out if a historic resource qudifies. Please dlow the
Michigan Historica Center at least 30 days to respond to written
inquiries.

Historic Preservation

All gpplicants must include evidence of Nationd Regigter listing or
digibility by indluding a copy of a Nationd Register nomination form or
aletter from the Michigan Historical Center. Look for information on
National Regigter sites at the Michigan Higtorical Center web Ste at
www.michigan.gov/sos.

Siteslocated within State of Michigan locd hitoric districts may aso be
igible for funding. Please provide information on the boundaries of the
historic digtrict.

Proposed projects must meet the Secretary of the Interior's Standards
for Rehabilitation or Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
The State Higtoric Preservation Office will review work plans and
specifications for dl selected projects to ensure they meet the
Standards.
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Projects must have either aprofessona Higtorian, Historical Architect,
Architectura Historian, or Archaeologist serving in aprincipa capacity
on the project. Thisindividua must meet federd qudifications as
outlined in 36 CFR 61. The applicants must address how they will
satisfy these criteria

All higtoric preservation projects will be ranked using the following

criteria

+ Quality of the project (doesit reflect appropriate federal and
professona standards).

+ Posdtive project impacts (statewide or local).

+ Evidence of other activities supporting historic preservation in the

project area.

Leve of community support.

Ability to complete the project.

Maintenance commitment.

Resubmitted project, modified after coordination with MDOT.

More than a 20 percent match or distressed community.

Located on a designated Heritage Route.

L R R R SRR 2R 2

The Trangportation Enhancement Activity Program does not
normally fund the following work. Do not include them as
participating costsin the project budget.

+ Condgruction of new facilities for trangportation museums.

+ Reocation of historic bridges to private property.

+ Maintenance and operation of tourist centers or trangportation
MuSUmS.

Application Process Requirements

he MDOT will review projects annualy. Applications are due on
or before the due date that appears on the cover of this booklet. All
gpplications must be complete when submitted.

Submit one (1) copy of the gpplication and attachments. It must be
stapled once. DO NOT submit gpplications in three-ring binders,

or other binders that make the proposals larger than 82 by 11 inchesin
sze. |llugtrations and sheets of paper must be 82 by 11 inchesin size.

Historic Preservation

Ranking Criteria

Ineligible Historic

Preservation Activities

All

Applications

Michigan Department of Transportation
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IN[ [llustrations, maps, drawings, etc. up to 11 by 17 inches will be
accepted provided they are folded to 82 by 11 inches. Please labd dl

Applications (Cont.) attachments and keep attachments in order.

Submit complete application to:

Bryan Armstrong, AICP
Enhancement Program Coor dinator
Office of Economic Development and Enhancement
Michigan Department of Trangportation
425 West Ottawa, P. O. Box 30050
Lansing, Michigan 48909

MDOT will sdect projects and notify al gpplicants whether or not their
project was selected once the selection process is complete. Any
promise or statement made verbally by an employee of MDOT will not
bind MDOT. An gpplicant or recipient should not rely upon such
gatements unless both parties agree specificaly to write into a contract
the statement or promise.

A debriefing processis available for the applicants following notification.
The Program Coordinator will talk by telephone with any applicant to
explain the priorities and sdections. Any gpplicant wanting areview of
their application should ether call or send awritten request to the
Enhancement Program Coordinator. Listed in the CONTACTS section
are phone numbers of contact persons for each category for assistance
in completing this application.

Instructions For Applicants

ach gpplication requires the following attachments. Use the
enclosed application form and forms for attachments A, C, D, E,
Instructions F, G, and |. Attachments B and H are to be provided by the applicant.
Applicants must include all attachments in the agpplication.

Applicant's

.- The application form for the Transportation Enhancement Activity
Appl Ication Program is a one page summary of gpplicant information, project

Fom information, funds requested, and a checklist. The application form
and all other attachments must be fully completed and submitted
by the deadlinefor the application to be considered
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Describe the proposed proj ect. Describe the location including
beginning and ending points. Clearly describe dl proposed work as part
of this project. Clearly describe any right of way or easements required.
Describe the linkage between the proposed project and the transporta
tion facility to be enhanced. Describe any other current or proposed
congtruction work on the trangportation facility. Describe any other
work associated with the proposed project. If the transportation
enhancement project is part of a trangportation project and isintended
to enhance that project, describe the transportation project. Describe
the proposed project work schedule. If this project was previoudy
submitted and not funded, 1) identify the previous application by
its TEA number, 2) document follow up contact with appropriate
Program Coordinator, and 3) rework the application based on
recommendations from the Program Coordinator (see
CONTACTS section for names and phone numbers). Changes must
be noted in the cover letter, summarized in the project descrip-
tion, and shown in ALL CAPS throughout the application.

For all project types. Include alocation map, representative
photograph(s) of the project area, and a plan view that showsthe
project limits and dl right-of-way.

For Nonmotorized projects. Alsoinclude amap showing
nonmotorized traffic generators and linkages to other exigting or
proposed nonmotorized facilities, typica cross-section(s), and details
for any lighting or furniture proposed.

For Streetscape projects. Alsoincludetypica cross-section(s),
detallsfor dl lighting and street furniture dements, and atypica plan
showing the detailed use of dl sreetscgpe dementsiif the plan view
does not include these details.

[lustrate evidence of digibility by addressing the specific
eigibility and ranking criteria of the four categories (refer to the
SPECIFIC PROJECT CATEGORY REQUIREMENTS). Use
separate formsfor each of the project categories checked on the
application form. Some information required by the separate project
categories may fit better in other sections of the gpplication. Do not
samply reiterate that information in this attachment, but do reference
where the materia or information can be found in the gpplication. The
intent of this attachment isto show that the proposed project clearly
qudifiesfor the project category checked on the gpplication form. This
attachment also assures that the gpplicant provided dl the materids
necessary for evauating the proposed project’ s digibility and ranking.

Attachment A:

Project Description

Attachment B:
Maps, Plans, and
Photographs

Attachment C:
Evidence of
Eligibility

Michigan Department of Transportation
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Attachment D:
Benefits and
L_ocal Support

Attachment E:
Environmental
Review

Attachment F:

Budget

List benefits of the proposed project. Answer the following
questions: What does the applicant see asthe socid, economic, and
environmenta benefits of this project to your community? How will this
improve the qudity of lifein your community? Applicants should high-
light the degree and type of public support for the project and the
projected demand for the facility. Thisis your opportunity to “sell” the
project. Take advantage of it. Promote everything that isimportant.

The applicant isresponsible for complying with all local, state,
and federal environmental laws, regulations, and requirements
for the project. Attachment E and its ingtructions are printed on
colored paper.

The intent of this attachment is to show to the gpplication reviewers that
the applicant has adequately considered the environmental
consequences of the transportation enhancement project. The
application reviewers will review the environmenta information in this
attachment to determine three mgor items. Thefirdt item is the accuracy
of the information supplied. Secondly, the likelihood that the project can
comply with the environmenta requirementsin the time frames
indicated. Thirdly, it helps determine if the proposed project is practica
from an environmenta standpoint. The gpplicant should show clearly
that al potentid environmenta problems have been accurately
identified, that the applicant has appropriately dedt with those issues, or
has a reasonable strategy for dealing with the issues, and that the
aoplicant iswilling to, and can, comply with al environmental
requirements. List the sour ce of information for all factors 1-22,
not just those that have an impact identified.

Attach a complete and itemized budget. Include caculationsto
support the budget. Include labor costs, supplies and materids, and
other direct costs. Separ ate participating and nonparticipating
costs. Applicationsthat do not include detailed, itemized budgets
for both participating and nonparticipating work will not receive
consideration for funding. Partcipating budget items are those
itemsdigiblefor Enhancement fundsthat areincluded in the
project fund request. The participating budget includes both
Enhancement fundsrequested and the proposed match funds.
Nonparticipating budget items are itemsthat are either not
eligiblefor Enhancement fundsor that will be provided by
another funding sour ce. The federd/loca match ratio must be uniform
for dl digible itemsin the participating project budget. Applicants may

28

Michigan Department of Transportation



submit projects for congtruction in multi-year segments. List the
amounts requested for each year. Include separate subtota budget
sheets where gppropriate for segmentation.

The dligible applicant must be prepared to provide match funds
of at least 20 per cent of the participating project costs.

Communities listed in the most current list of “eligible distressed aress’
published by the Michigan State Housing Development Authority are
exempt from any match requirement above the 20 percent required. For
information about “dligible distressed areas,” contact the Michigan State
Housng Deve opment Authority. Consult the CONTACT S section of
this booklet for the contact person and telephone number.

Private funds can be used as matching funds. Clearly identify the source
and availahility of the matching funds for the enhancement activity
project. Also, federd funds from other programs can now be used as
match for these projects. Only federal transportation funds cannot
be used as matching funds.

Hard match in cash must be available to cover the applicant’s
share of the participating project costs. Do not use soft funds
including donation of materias or labor for match. Do not useindigible
project items of work as match for federd funds. Sometimes, MDOT
can count the donation of right-of-way by a private organization or
individua toward the gpplicant’s match. The donation of property
cannot take place before the sdection of a project for funding and the
sgning of a contract. If the gpplicant plans include the donation of right-
of-way for aproject, please contact the Enhancement Program
Coordinator at the telephone number listed in the CONTACT S section
of this booklet.

Attach proposed maintenance plans, schedules, agreements, and
preservation covenants. Include a schedule indicating each
maintenance activity and the frequency of that activity. Include a
detailed cost estimate identifying the source of, and commitment to, the
maintenance funding. Explain who will assume the respongibility for the
maintenance, including the budget. V olunteer organization participation
is acceptable, but they should not be the respongible party.

Attachment G:
Proposed Maintenance

Plans, Agreements, and
Preservation Covenants
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Attachment H:

Resolutions of Support
and Letters of Approval

Attach resolutions of support and letters of approval. Letters and
resolutions should be limited to the governmenta units and organizations
defined in the following paragraphs. Other loca support can be
supported by inclusion of newspaper articles and/or lists of citizen's
letters of support, retained in possession of the applicant.

The applications must include letter of support from both project
sponsor s and eligible applicants.

Projects must have the support of thelocal unit of government as
displayed by a resolution of support. If the proposed project is
within multiple jurisdictions, then resolutions from dl supporting
jurisdictions are required.

Projectswithin a Metropolitan Planning Organization area must
also have a letter of support from the M PO. This|etter should state
that the MPO has reviewed the proposed project, agreesthat it is
submitted for consideration, and should the project be selected, the
MPO will agree to add the project to the Transportation Improvement
Program for that MPO area. Applicants should discuss proposed
projects with the M PO contacts as soon as possible while
developing the project. Each MPO has specific requirements for the
information they need to review the project and schedule for submisson
for MPO review. The CONTACTS section of this booklet contains a
lig of MPO contact people and phone numbers.

Projects must have letters of support from the transportation
agency with jurisdiction over the transportation facility. This may
be the County Road Commission, acity or village, MDOT, or the loca
trangt agency.

Projectsalong or next to state highways (M, US, and | routes)
must have a letter of support from theM DOT region officein
which the proposed project isfound. The letter must sate thet the
project concept does not conflict with MDOT requirements and should
the project be selected, the region will agree to issue a permit when find
plans meet MDOT standards. Applicants should discuss proposed
proj ects with region offices as soon as possible while developing
the project. Applicants should submit project summaries for region
review to the region office early in the gpplication development process
but no later than aweek before the deadline.

Early consultation with al these agencies and organizations is essentid.
They can often give the applicant ingght and recommendations that will
not only make the project acceptable to them, but may improve the
gpplication and the project’ s chances for funding.

Michigan Department of Transportation



The gpplicants must provide complete address information for the
following parties. Thiswill both facilitate the review, if there are ques-
tions about the application, and assst MDOT in communicating the
results of the selection process.

ConTacT PersoN For THis AppLicaTION - Thisisthe person MDOT
can contact should there be any questions about the gpplication. This
may be a representative of the community or agency, or a consultant
retained to prepare the application.

CHier ELecTep OrriciAL - For the digible applicant community or
agency. Thismay be amayor, presdent, commissioner, €tc.

CHier AbmiNisTRATIVE OFFICIAL - For the digible gpplicant community
or agency. This may be a city manager, director, chairperson, etc.

PersoN/OrGANIZATION THAT PreparRED THEAPPLICATION - If different
than the contact person identified above.

SpoNsoR(s) - Nor+Act 51 governmenta units or other groups or
individuals. See discussion of digible gpplicants and gponsors on Page 2.

PArRTY RESPONSIBLE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION - The person
who prepared Attachement E, economic and environmentd factors for
trangportation projects.

M eTROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZzATION (M PO) - For projects located
with the planning boundaries of an MPO, the name of that MPO, see MPO
contact information.

SiateE SenaTOR - Indude both the Senate Didrict number and the name of
the Senator.

Sm1e RepresenmTIVE - INdude both the House Didtrict number and the
name of the Representative.

List of Contacts

For general questions about the application process call:

Bryan Armsirong - Enhancement Program Coordinator ..... 517-335-2636
E-mall: armstrongb@michigan.gov

Attachment I;

Names and Addresses

Michigan Department of Transportation
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Enhancement

Program Contacts

Heritage Route

Contacts

For questions about specific program areas call the following

Program Coordinators.

Historic Preservation:

Margaret Barondess ..........cccveveeeeneeieccee e 517-373-2230
E-mail: barondessm@michigan.gov

Nonmotorized Facilities:
Michad Eberlain - Coordinator .........cccceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenn, 517-335-2823
E-mail: eberlenm@michigan.gov

Regiond Reviewers:

Cindy Krupp - North and Superior Regions. ................. 517-335-2923
E-mail: kruppc@michigan.gov
Kathy Hundt - North and Superior Regions.................. 517-335-2925

E-mail: hundtk@michigan.gov

Todd Kauffman - Metro, Universty, and Bay Regions...... 517-335-2918
E-mail: kauffmant@michigan.gov

Micheel Eberlein - Interim for Grand and

SOUthWESE REJIONS ... 517-335-2823
E-mail: eberle@nm@michigan.gov.........ccceeeeveernenne 517-335-2823
Transportation Aesthetics:
MiKE SAUNTENS ..o 517-393-3768

E-mail: MMCSAU@aol.com

Water Quality and Wildlife Mortality:
Michael O'Malgy.......ccccvreereiieesee e 517-335-2634
E-mail: omdleym@michigan.gov

For questions about Heritage Routes and theHeritage Route

Program call:

General Information, copies of “ Guide to Designation,”

Program and Scenic Category:

PeEte HaNSES ..o 517-335-2934
E-mall: hansesp@michigan.gov

Historic Category:
Margaret Barondess ..........cccevvveeeceecie v 517-373-2230
E-mail: barondessm@michigan.gov

Recreational Category:
PaUl MCAIIEN ... 517-335-2622
E-mail: mcdligerp@michigan.gov

Scenic Category:
Robert ZeSKi.......coccveeiiecieececee e 517-373-0041
E-mall: zdskir@michigan.gov
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M icHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REGION AND .

TRANSPORTATION SerRVICE CENTER (T SC) ConTacTs (ConsuLT MDOT Reglon and

RecioN BounpaRiEs AND TSC oN THEM AP ON PAGE 36) TSC Contacts

BAY REGION - Termry PAmer ... 517-754-0878
E-mail: pamert@michigan.gov

e Bay City TSC - Bob Ranck, Jr. .....ccccooevvveereenne 517-671-1555
E-mail: ranckb@michigan.gov

» CassCity TSC - DouglasWilson.........cccccevevveennenee. 517-872-3007
E-mail: wilsond@michigan.gov

» Davison TSC - Mike Hemmingsen...........ccoceveeuene. 810-653-7470
E-mail: hemmingsenm@michigan.gov

* Mt. Pleasant TSC - Terry StepansKi.........c.cceeenene. 517-773-7756
E-mall: stepanskit@michigan.gov

GRAND REGION - Vicki Wearstra ........cccceeecveeieecnnns 616-451-3091
E-mall: weerstrav@michigan.gov

» Grand Rapids TSC - Suzette PeplingKi ................... 616-742-0910
E-mail: peplinskis@michigan.gov

o Greenville TSC - Karl KOIVISIO........cccoverienieriennene 231-937-7780
E-mall: koivisok@michigan.gov

* Muskegon TSC - RoOAWYNS .......ccceverivneenieeinnee 231-777-3451
E-mail: wynsr@michigan.gov

NorTH REcIoN - Phillip Becker .......cccoeeveevvciecienee, 517-731-5090
E-mail: beckerp@michigan.gov .............. Toll Free 8388-304-6368

e Alpena TSC - Paul Steinman .........ccccceevveeeenreenenne. 517-356-2231
E-mail: senmanp@michigan.gov ........... Toll Free 877-404-6368

» Cadillac TSC - Bob Sweeney .........cccooevenvrennnne. 231-775-3487
E-mail: sweeneyb@michigan.gov ........... Toll Free 800-943-6368

* Grayling TSC - BonnieBussard...........ccccccvevvveneenee. 517-344-1802
E-Mail: bussardb@michigan.gov ............ Toll Free 888-811-6368

* Traverse City TSC - RiseRasch........cccocvveieneee. 231-941-1986
E-mall: raschr@michigan.gov ................. Toll Free 888-457-6368

SouTHWEST REGION - John Polasek ........cceeecveeiieeiinen, 616-337-3900
E-mail: polasekj@michigan.gov

o ColomaTSC-Phil Red ......ccocevvviiiinireneeeee 616-849-1165
E-mall: redp@michigangov ................... Toll Free 877-321-6368

» Kalamazoo TSC - Greg Johnson ..........ccccevveennee. 616-337-3917
E-mail: johnsong@michigan.gov ............. Toll Free 877-320-6368

e Marshall TSC - Kitty Rothwel ...........ccocvrvrnennene. 616-789-0592
E-mall: rothwdlk@michigan.gov ............ Toll Free 877-324-6368

SupeRIOR REGION - Dawn Gugtafson ...........cccecveeeee. 906-786-1800
E-mall: gustafsond@michigan.gov

* Crystal FallsTSC - Mike Premo .......c.ccocevvenennee. 906-875-6644
E-mail: premom@michigan.gov
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MDOT Regionand

TSC Contacts (Cont.)

Other

Contacts

» Escanaba TSC - Mark Maoney.........c.ccoceverennnne. 906-786-1800

E-mail: maoneym@michigan.gov ........... Toll Free 888-414-6368

* |Ishpeming TSC - Andy Skkema..........cccocevuvrnnee. 906-485-4270
E-mall: skkemaa@michigan.gov

* Newberry TSC - John Batchdder ...........cccevenneeee. 906-293-5168
E-mall: batchel derj@michigan.gov

UNIVERSITY REGION - J. “Tony” Kratdfil ... 517-780-7500
E-mall: kratofilj @michigan.gov

» Brighton TSC - Brenda O'Brien.........c.ccoceveveeenne. 810-227-4681
E-mall: obrienb@michigan.gov

» Jackson TSC - Kirk Branson..........cccceevveenenenne. 517-780-7540
E-mall: bransonk@michigan.gov

e Lansing TSC - Terry Anderson.........ccccceeeevveeeenee. 517-324-2260
E-mail: andersont@michigan.gov

M ETRO - ROger Saford........covvvereniieeiere e 248-483-5100
E-mail: saffordr@michigan.gov

* Detroit TSC - Edwin Tatem........cccccevevevvereereriennne 313-965-6350
E-mall: tateme@michigan.gov

* Macomb TSC - Drew Buckner ..........ccocveenerennnnne. 810-978-1935
E-mail: bucknerd@michigan.gov

» Oakland TSC - Michad Eudice ........cccccvveerivenennee. 248-451-0001
E-mall: eusticem@michigan.gov

* Port Huron TSC - Cheryl Gregory .......cccccevvveueenee. 810-385-3343
E-mail: gregoryc@michigan.gov

» Taylor TSC - Mark Chaput ..........cccoovnireninenene 313-375-2400

E-mail: chaputm@michigan.gov

TrANSIT ProJECTS, INTERMODAL FACILITIES, AND HiSTORIC TRANSIT

FaciLITIES:

LINATUIE ... 517-373-7645
E-mail: tuttld@michigan.gov

Historic BRIDGES

SEPhEN O CONNOY ..o 517-373-2346
E-mail: oconnors@michigan.gov

M icHicaN StaTE HousiNg DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
Gary HEldE ..o 517-335-2004
E-mal: heddg@daemi.us

M icHiGaN HistoricaL CeNTER, M IcHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Environmentd Review Coordinaor ...........c.cceevveenneenee. 517-335-2721
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M eTRoPOLITAN PLANNING OrGANIZATION (M PO) CoNTACTS
(ConsuLT MPO BounbaRIEs oN THEM AP oN PAGE 37)

Southeast Michigan Council of Governments:

Christiopher Mann ... 313-961-4266
E-mail: mann@semcog.org

Grand Valley Metro Council - Grand Rapids Area:

JMSE e 616-776-7669
E-mall: sndlj@gvmc.org

Genesee County Metropolitan Planning Commission:
JUlE HIMEMaN ... 810-257-3010
E-mall: jhinterman@co.genesee

Tri-County Regional Planning Commission - Clinton, Eaton,

and Ingham Counties:

Paul Hamilton .........cccoevvveeieeeceeee e 517-393-0342
E-mail: tritrans@acd.net

Kalamazoo Area Transportation Study:
David KIUBQEN ....c..coiieieeeerieeee e 616-343-0766
E-mail: katsmpo@aol.com

Saginaw County Metropolitan Planning Commission:
WIllIAM WHGNE ... 517-797-6800
E-mail: scmpc@voyager.net

West Michigan Shoreline Regional Development Commission -

Muskegon Area:

Brian MUINIX ..o 231-722-7878
E-mail: bmulnix@wmsrdc.org

Southwestern Michigan Commission:
Nancy Kagan - NileSArea ........cccceveveeieieicieeee 616-925-1137
E-mail: swmicomm@cpuinc.net

Region 2 Planning Commission - Jackson Area:
SEVEDUKE ..ot e 517-788-4426
E-mail: sduke@regionZplanning.com

Battle Creek Area Transportation Study:
PatriCiaKaIm .....coeiiiieieieee s 616-963-1158
E-mail: bcats@voyager.net

Bay County Planning Department:
GaY SANEY ... 517-895-4110
E-mail: gstan99@yahoo.com

Macatawa Area Coordinating Council:
SUEHIQINS ..o 616-395-2688
E-mail: sus@freenet. macatawa.org

MPO

Contacts
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Metropolitan Planning Organizations
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