











PROJECT NAME: [HYBRID VEHICLE REPLACEMENT & RETROFIT IN BIBB CO. - PHASE Il |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Air Quality Project P.1. NOS: 0008657
TIP#: MCN-114
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L400

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

This project is in the 2014 network and is exempt from air quality analysis

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./LOCAL $348 $0 $0 $0 $348

PROJECT COST (000'S) $348 $0 30 $0 $348

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $278 $0 $0 $0 $278

STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

LOCAL COST (000'S) $70 $0 $0 $0 $70

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [OCMULGEE HERITAGE TRAIL OVERLOOK |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Multi-use trail in Waterworks Park P.l1. NOS: 0008950
TIP#: MCN-115
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L680L

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

This project is in the 2014 network and is exempt from air quality analysis.

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./LOCAL $362 $0 $0 $0 $362
PROJECT COST (000'S) $362 $0 $0 $0 $362
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $290 $0 $0 $0 $290
STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
LOCAL COST (000'S) $72 $0 $0 $0 $72
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI 3:
“PROJECT LOCATION

21



PROJECT NAME: |EPD RAILROAD RELATED EMISSIONS REDUCTION IN BIBB CO.

|[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Air Quality Project

P.I1. NOS:

0009212

0009213, 0009214, 0009215

TIP#: MCN-116
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L400
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000°S) FED./LOCAL $2,250 $1,125 $1,125 $1,125 $5,625
PROJECT COST (000'S) $2,250 $1,125 $1,125 $1,125 $5,625
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $1,800 $900 $900 $900 $4,500
STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
LOCAL COST (000'S) $450 $225 $225 $225 $1,125
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI 3:
“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |RIVERSIDE DR. STREETSCAPES & BIKE/ PED. FACILITY PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construct bike/ pedestrain facility from M. L. King P.l1. NOS: 0007560

Blvd. to Spring St. that will include amenities such

as signage, benches, and lighting. TIP#: MCN-95

COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): || # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
([TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # SR 87 [FUNDING : LY20S
COMMENTS/REMARKS: The project will connect the Ocmulgee Greenway trail from Gateway Park to Spring St.

This project is in the 2014 network and is exempt from air quality analysis.
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./LOCAL $556 $0 $0 $0 $556
PROJECT COST (000'S) $556 30 $0 $0 $556
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $445 $0 $0 $0 $445
[STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
[LOCAL COST (000'S) $111 $0 $0 $0 $111
||DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
(Fund 1 For PI'1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For P1 3:

PROJECT LOCATION

23




PROJECT NAME : [TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENTS [PROJECT #:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-TEA-1
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI) [ # OF LANES-EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VI\OLUMES (ADT) N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCALRD. # [sT./US. # [FUNDING L220
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./LOCAL $489 $489 $489 $489 $1,956
PROJECT COST (000'S) $489 $489 $489 $489 $1,956
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $391 $391 $391 $391 $1,564
STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
LOCAL COST (000'S) $98 $98 $98 $98 $392
DOT DISTRICT 3]CONGRESSIONALN DIST: 8 RDC MG

Fund1ForP 1 1:

Fund 2 ForP | 2:

Fund 3ForP I 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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(PROJECT NAME: |OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS |[PrROJ#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Improvements at various locations to be determined P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM
at a future date. This is a lump sum project.
TIP#: MCN-102
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (M1): NA | # OF LANES-EXISTING: NA PLANNED NA

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD.# NA [ST./USH# NA [FUNDING L240

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
[PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) AUTH $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
[RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
[CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $94 $94 $94 $94 $376

PROJECT COST (000'S) $94 $94 $94 $94 $376

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
STATE COST (000'S) $19 $19 $19 $19 $76
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3]||CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
(Fund 1 For PI 1 Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME : |[ROADWAY LIGHTING [PROJECT #:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-72
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI) | # OF LANES-EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VI\OLUMES (ADT) N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCALRD. # [sT./US. # [FUNDING L050

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR.(000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $19 $19 $19 $19 $76

PROJECT COST (000'S) $19 $19 $19 $19 $76

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $15 $15 $15 $15 $60

STATE COST (000'S) $4 $4 $4 $4 $16

LOCAL COST (000°S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT 3]CONGRESSIONALN DIST: 8 RDC MG

Fund 1 For P | 1: Fund 2 For P | 2: Fund 3 For P | 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [SIGNAL PROJECTS |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-85
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $188 $188 $282 $282 $940

PROJECT COST (000'S) $188 $188 $282 $282 $940

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $150 $150 $226 $226 $752

STATE COST (000'S) $38 $38 $56 $56 $188

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [FA MAINTENANCE |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-87
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $282 $282 $282 $282 $1,128

PROJECT COST (000'S) $282 $282 $282 $282 $1,128

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $226 $226 $226 $226 $904

STATE COST (000'S) $56 $56 $56 $56 $224

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [PLANNING/MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-86
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A [ # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $56 $56 $19 $19 $150
PROJECT COST (000'S) $56 $56 $19 $19 $150
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $45 $45 $15 $15 $120
STATE COST (000'S) $11 $11 $4 $4 $30
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 |[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1:

Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |[WETLAND MITIGATION |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-88
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $38 $38 $38 $38 $152

PROJECT COST (000'S) $38 $38 $38 $38 $152

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $30 $30 $30 $30 $120

STATE COST (000'S) $8 $8 $8 $8 $32

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND MAINTENANCE |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Provide pavement resurfacing and maintenance at P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM

various locations under the Surface Transportation

Program. TIP#: MCN-75

COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $1,504 $1,504 $1,880 $1,880 $6,768
PROJECT COST (000'S) $1,504 $1,504 $1,880 $1,880 $6,768
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $1,203 $1,203 $1,504 $1,504 $5,414
STATE COST (000'S) $301 $301 $376 $376 $1,354
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |BRIDGE PAINTING |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Provide bridge painting at various locations under P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM

the Surface Transportation Program.

TIP#: MCN-76
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): | # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $94 $94 $94 $94 $376
PROJECT COST (000'S) $94 $94 $94 $94 $376
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
STATE COST (000'S) $19 $19 $19 $19 $76
LOCAL COST (000°S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For P1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |[RAILROAD PROTECTION DEVICES FUNDS |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: STP LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-77
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LS50
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
PROJECT COST (000'S) $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $68 $68 $68 $68 $272
STATE COST (000'S) $7 $7 $7 $7 $28
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 |[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1:

Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |[RAILROAD HAZARDS ELIMINATION FUNDS |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: STP LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-78
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LS40
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
PROJECT COST (000'S) $75 $75 $75 $75 $300
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $68 $68 $68 $68 $272
STATE COST (000'S) $7 $7 $7 $7 $28
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 |[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1:

Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI1 3:

PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |SFT SAFETY FUNDS |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SFT LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-79
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LS30

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $1,128 $564 $564 $564 $2,820

PROJECT COST (000'S) $1,128 $564 $564 $564 $2,820

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $1,015 $508 $508 $508 $2,539

STATE COST (000'S) $113 $56 $56 $56 $281

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND MAINTENANCE |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Provide pavement resurfacing and maintenance at P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM

various locations for the National Hwy. System.

TIP#: MCN-80
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L050
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $94 $94 $752 $752 $1,692
PROJECT COST (000'S) $94 $94 $752 $752 $1,692
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $75 $75 $601 $601 $1,352
STATE COST (000'S) $19 $19 $151 $151 $340
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND MAINTENANCE

|[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Provide pavement resurfacing and maintenance at P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM
various locations for the interstate system.

TIP#: MCN-81

COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L010
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $188 $188 $188 $188 $752
PROJECT COST (000'S) $188 $188 $188 $188 $752
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $169 $169 $169 $169 $676
STATE COST (000'S) $19 $19 $19 $19 $76
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME:

|BRIDGE MAINTENANCE |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Provide bridge maintenance as part of interstate P.I. NOS: LUMP SUM
maintenance.

TIP#: MCN-82

COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L010
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $94 $94 $188 $188 $564
PROJECT COST (000'S) $94 $94 $188 $188 $564
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $85 $85 $169 $169 $508
STATE COST (000'S) $9 $9 $19 $19 $56
LOCAL COST (000°S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For P1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |[RIGHTS - OF-WAY PROTECTIVE BUYING |[PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-89
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L240
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $282 $47 $47 $47 $423
PROJECT COST (000'S) $282 $47 $47 $47 $423
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $226 $38 $38 $38 $340
STATE COST (000'S) $56 $9 $9 $9 $83
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 |[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1:

Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI 3:

‘PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |[RECREATIONAL TRAILS |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: DNR-1
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : L940

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./LOCAL $24 $24 $24 $24 $96

PROJECT COST (000'S) $24 $24 $24 $24 $96

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $19 $19 $19 $19 $76

STATE COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

LOCAL COST (000'S) $5 $5 $5 $5 $20

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-101
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LZ20

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $451 $291 $573 $545 $1,860

PROJECT COST (000'S) $451 $291 $573 $545 $1,860

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $360 $233 $458 $436 $1,487

STATE COST (000'S) $91 $58 $115 $109 $373

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS PROGRAM |[PROJECT#:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.I.NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-105
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A

TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)

LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LU10

COMMENTS/REMARKS:

PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL

PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $5 $5 $5 $5 $20

PROJECT COST (000'S) $5 $5 $5 $5 $20

FEDERAL COST (000'S) $4 $4 $4 $4 $16

STATE COST (000'S) $1 $1 $1 $1 $4

LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

DOT DISTRICT: 3 CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI1 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: [SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS INFRASTRUCTURE [PROJECT#:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: LUMP SUM P.1. NOS: LUMP SUM
TIP#: MCN-106
COUNTY: BIBB
LENGTH (MI): N/A # OF LANES - EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): N/A (2006) N/A (2030)
LOCAL RD. #: [sT./US # [FUNDING : LU20
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $34 $44 $44 $44 $166
PROJECT COST (000'S) $34 $44 $44 $44 $166
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $27 $35 $35 $35 $132
STATE COST (000'S) $7 $9 $9 $9 $34
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT: 3 |[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG

Fund 1 For PI 1:

Fund 2 For PI 2:

Fund 3 For PI1 3:

PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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PROJECT NAME: |S.R. 87 & Weaver Road Improvements |[PROJECT#: STP-066-1(36)
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Addition of turn lanes along S.R. 87, widening of Weaver P.I. NOS: 333055

Road, and roadway lighting.

TIP # MCN-69B
COUNTY: BIBB

LENGTH (MI): 1.80 [ # OF LANES-EXISTING: N/A PLANNED: N/A
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT): 14,930 (2004) 22,460 (2030)
LOCALRD. # [sT./US # [FUNDING C200
COMMENTS/REMARKS:

This project is in the 2014 network and is nonexempt from air quality analysis

This is a regionally significant project.
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) AUTH $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
CONSTRUCTION (000'S) FED./ST. $14,399 $0 $0 $0 $14,399
PROJECT COST (000'S) $14,399 $0 $0 $0 $14,399
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $11,519 $0 $0 $0 $11,519
STATE COST (000'S) $2,880 $0 $0 $0 $2,880
LOCAL COST (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
DOT DISTRICT : 3|CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION
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PROJECT NAME: [SUMMARY SHEET FOR MAJOR CONSTRUCTION [PROJECT #:
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: TIP PROJECTS P.l. NOS:

TIP #:

COUNTY:
LENGTH (MI): [# OF LANES -EXISTING: PLANNED:
TRAFFIC VOLUMES (ADT):
LOCALRD. # [sT./US. # [FUNDING
COMMENTS/REMARKS:
PROJECT PHASE $ SOURCE FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
PRELIMINARY ENGR. (000'S) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
RIGHT-OF-WAY (000'S) $464 $16,788 $0 $0 $17,252
CONSTRUCTION (000°S) $118,441 $5,390 $6,857 $6,829 $137,517
PROJECT COST (000'S) $118,905 $22,178 $6,857 $6,829 $154,769
FEDERAL COST (000'S) $112,459 $17,843 $5,594 $5,572 $141,468
STATE COST (000'S) $3,758 $4,007 $935 $929 $9,629
LOCAL COST (000'S) $2,688 $328 $328 $328 $3,672
DOT DISTRICT: 3[[CONGRESSIONAL DIST: 8 RDC: MG
Fund 1 For PI 1: Fund 2 For PI 2: Fund 3 For PI 3:

“PROJECT LOCATION

NO MAP AVAILABLE
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Section 5310

CAPITAL SCHEDULE IN MACON FOR ELDERLY AND DISABLED

STIP # T001795 T001994 T001995

DESCRIPTION FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
Purchase of Service $43,287 $43,287
Purchase of Service $45,452 $45,452
Purchase of Service $47,724 $47,724
Purchase of Service $0
PROJECT COST $43,287 $45,452 $47,724 $0 $93,176
FEDERAL COST $34,630 $36,362 $38,179 $0 $74,541
STATE COST $8,657 $9,090 $9,545 $0 $18,635
DOT DISTRICT# 3 CONG. DIST. 8 RDC MG
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CAPITAL SCHEDULE FOR MACON-BIBB COUNTY TRANSIT AUTHORITY

SECTION 5309 - Discretionary

STIP # T001996 T001997
DESCRIPTION FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
New Transmissions (3) $55,050 $55,050
Purchase vans (4) $80,000 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $350,000
Purchase transit buses (3) $360,000 $360,000 $360,000 $1,080,000
New Engines (4) $120,000 $120,000
Generators (5) $6,000 $6,000
Air Compressors (5) $3,000 $3,000
Security system enhancements $80,000 $80,000
ITS enhancements $100,000 $100,000
$0
PROJECT COST $444,050 $360,000 $360,000 $360,000 $1,080,000
FEDERAL COST $355,240 $288,000 $288,000 $288,000 $864,000
STATE COST $44,405 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $108,000
LOCAL COST $44,405 $36,000 $36,000 $36,000 $108,000
DOT DISTRICT # 3 CONG. DIST. 8 RDC MG




Section 5307

CAPITAL SCHEDULE FOR MACON-BIBB COUNTY TRANSIT AUTHORITY

DESCRIPTION FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
STIP # Unit Cost T001998 T001999 T001999

Purchase buses (6) $360,000 $720,000 $720,000 $720,000 $2,160,000
Turbo Chargers (6) $3,676 $22,056 $22,056
Purchase Vans (3) $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $90,000 $270,000
Bus Engines (2) $28,967 $57,934 $57,934
Engine Balance Shafts (2) $1,799 $3,599 $3,599
Fareboxes for buses (5) $13,000 $65,000 $65,000
Transmissions for buses (2) $19,500 $39,000 $39,000
Office Equipment N/A $4,245 $4,245
Signs for bus stops (300) $100 $30,000 $30,000
Computer Equipment N/A $4,245 $4,245
PROJECT COST $226,079 $810,000 $810,000 $810,000 $2,656,079
FEDERAL COST $180,863 $648,000 $648,000 $648,000 $2,124,863
STATE COST $22,608 $81,000 $81,000 $81,000 $265,608
LOCAL COST $22,608 $81,000 $81,000 $81,000 $265,608
DOT DISTRICT # 3 CONG. DIST. 8 |IRDC MG

N
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OPERATING ASSISTANCE SCHEDULE FOR MACON-BIBB COUNTY TRANSIT AUTHORITY

SECTION 5307

TOTAL

$3,417,000

STIP # T002000 T002001

OPERATING PERIOD FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 TOTAL
Fiscal Year 2010 $3,811,340 $3,811,340
(07/01/09 - 06/30/10)

Fiscal Year 2011 $4,573,608 $4,573,608
(07/01/10- 06/30/11)

Fiscal Year 2012 $5,488,330 $5,488,330
(07/01/11 - 06/30/12)

Fiscal Year 2013 $6,585,996 |  $6,585,996
(07/01/12 - 06/30/13)

PROJECT COST $3,811,340 |  $4,573,608 | $5488,330|  $6,585,996 | $20,459,274
FEDERAL COST $ 1,868,608| $1,474396| $1,474396| $1,474396| $6,291,796
LOCAL COST $1,942.732|  $3,099212| $4,013,934| $5111600| $14,167478
DOT DISTRICT # 3 CONG. DIST. 8 | RDC MG
ARRA PROJECTS FOR TRANSIT IN FY 2010

ITEM UNIT COST TOTAL COSTS

8 TRANSIT BUSES, 30-35 FT. $360,000 $2,880,000

P.E. FOR BUS MAINTENANCE FACILITY $383,000

ITS/ICAD/AVL & COMPUTER SYSTEMS $120,000

1 BUS TRANSMISSION $20,000
3 TURBO CHARGERS $3,600 $13,000

1 COMPRESSOR $1,000
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TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

FY 2010 - 2013

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

BUS REPLACEMENT SCHEDULE FOR MACON-BIBB CO. TRANSIT AUTHORITY
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FINANCIAL CAPACITY STATEMENT OF THE
MACON-BIBB CO. TRANSIT AUTHORITY

Purpose

The purpose of this statement is to show that the Macon-Bibb County Transit Authority has the financial
capacity to complete the schedule of projects which are contained in the Transportation Improvement
Program for the next four years. This statement is required by the FTA in order to verify that the transit
operator has the financial capability to complete the projects for which federal assistance is being
requested.

Scope

The FTA circular requires that this section address two areas of financial capacity. These are the financial
condition and capability of the Transit Authority. This statement includes all of the funding sources
for the Transit Authority.

Financial Condition

The Macon-Bibb County Transit Authority went into operation on May 1, 1981 when the City of Macon
transferred the entire operation of the transit system to them. Currently, the city and county provide funding for
operating and capital costs. Overall, federal,state, and local funding, as well as, system revenues cover the
operating and capital costs of the Transit Authority. The Transit Authority first applied for federal assistance in
FY 2000.

At the end of the fiscal year, an audit was performed at the Macon-Bibb County Transit Authority.
The independent audit found that the system is within its operating budget and that the budget was fully
funded. The operating and capital funding information is presented below.

NON-FEDERAL OPERATING FUNDS FY 2008

ENTITY AMOUNT PERCENT

State of Georgia - -

Local Contributions $1,923,063 66%
System Revenues $981,762 34%
Total $2,904,825 100%
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NON-FEDERAL CAPITAL FUNDS FY 2008

ENTITY AMOUNT PERCENT

Local Contributions| $21,197 100%

System Revenues - -

Total $21,197 100%

Financial Capability

The financial capability for the transit system remains high. Local support for the transit system is high
and ridership has increased. The City and County want to maintain support for the transit system in
order to provide increased transit service to the public.
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FY 2010 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT JUSTIFICATION
FOR THE MACON - BIBB COUNTY TRANSIT AUTHORITY

. TURBO CHARGERS FOR BUSES - This equipment is needed for bus engines

. PURCHASE OF TWO ENGINES - These are needed as replacements for old bus engines

. PURCHASE OF TWO ENGINE BALANCE SHAFTS - These will be used as replacement equipment

on the buses

. NEW FAREBOXES - These will be used on buses

. BUS STOP SIGNAGE - New signs are needed as replacements

. OFFICE EQUIPMENT - New equipment is needed in order to upgrade the office

. COMPUTER EQUIPMENT - New computers are needed in order to upgrade the system

. NEW TRANSMISSIONS - These are needed to replace old transmissions
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PROJECT #1

MIDDLE GEORGIA REGIONAL AIRPORT
CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Rehabilitate Rwy 5-23 pavement, groove & markings
Twy "B" pavement overlay & markings
Construct partial service/security road
Remove abandoned pavement in runway 5-23 safety area

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $2,794,185 $2,794,185
Total
Cost
Per Task $2,794,185 $2,794,185
Share % Cost
Local 25 $2,654,476
State 25 $69,855
Federal 95 $69,855
PROJECT # 2 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Design to resurface Rwy 13-31 and Twy "C"
TASK FY 10 FY 11 Fy 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $105,000 $105,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $105,000 $105,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $99,750
State 25 $2,625
Local 2.5 $2,625
PROJECT #3 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Master Plan Update
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $95,000 $95,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $95,000 $95,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $90,250
State 2.5 $2,375
Local 2.5 $2,375
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MIDDLE GEORGIA REGIONAL AIRPORT
PROJECT #4 CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Design to resuface North Ramp (Phases 1,2,3)

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $180,000 $180,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $180,000 $180,000
Share % Cost
Local 2.5 $171,000
State 2.5 $4,500
Federal 95 $4,500
PROJECT #5 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Airfield Sweeper
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $90,000 $90,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $90,000 $90,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $85,500
State 2.5 $2,250
Local 2.5 $2,250
PROJECT # 6 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construct Fire Pumphouse improvements
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $180,000 $180,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $180,000 $180,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $171,000
State 2.5 $4,500
Local 2.5 $4,500
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PROJECT #7

MIDDLE GEORGIA REGIONAL AIRPORT
CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Construct crack sealing twy "D" and South Ramp

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $50,000 $50,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $50,000 $50,000
Share % Cost
Local 25 $47,500
State 25 $1,250
Federal 95 $1,250
PROJECT # 8 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Resurface Rwy 13-31 and Twy "C"
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL ||
Capital Assistance $1,400,000 $1,400,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $1,400,000 $1,400,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $1,330,000
State 25 $35,000
Local 2.5 $35,000
PROJECT #9 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Access control & Fencing
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $250,000 $250,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $250,000 $250,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $237,500
State 2.5 $6,250
Local 25 $6,250
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PROJECT # 10

MIDDLE GEORGIA REGIONAL AIRPORT

CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Construct PAPI's at Rwy 5-23

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $350,000 $350,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $350,000 $350,000
Share % Cost
Local 25 $332,500
State 25 $8,750
Federal 95 $8,750
PROJECT # 11 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Resurface North Ramp Phase 1
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $900,000 $900,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $900,000 $900,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $855,000
State 25 $22,500
Local 2.5 $22,500
PROJECT # 12 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Land Acquisition for Rwy 5-23 extension
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $1,200,000 $1,200,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $1,200,000 $1,200,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $1,140,000
State 2.5 $30,000
Local 25 $30,000
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MIDDLE GEORGIA REGIONAL AIRPORT
PROJECT # 13 CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Design and Environmental Impact Study for Rwy 5-23 1,500' extension and
parallel taxiway

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $450,000 $450,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $450,000 $450,000
Share % Cost

Local 25 $427,500

State 25 $11,250

Federal 95 $11,250

PROJECT # 14 CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Resurface North Ramp Phase 2

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $900,000 $900,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $900,000 $900,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $855,000
State 25 $22,500
Local 2.5 $22,500
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PROJECT #1

MACON DOWNTOWN AIRPORT

CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Construct Runway End Identifier Lighting System (REILS)

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance | $25,000 $25,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $25,000 $25,000
Share % Cost
Local 2.5 $23,750
State 2.5 $625
Federal 95 $625
PROJECT # 2 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construct Gates, Fencing, T-Hangar Access Road
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance | $75,000 $75,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $75,000 $75,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $71,250
State 2.5 $1,875
Local 2.5 $1,875
PROJECT # 3 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Evaluation, Re-siting & Striping of 15/33 Threshold
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $20,000 $20,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $20,000 $20,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $19,000
State 2.5 $500
Local 2.5 $500




PROJECT # 4

MACON DOWNTOWN AIRPORT
CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

T-Hangar Development Design

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $15,000 $15,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $15,000 $15,000
Share % Cost
Local 25 $14,250
State 25 $375
Federal 95 $375
PROJECT #5 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Design and Construct Fuel Farm (2 x 10,000 gal)
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $295,000 $295,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $295,000 $295,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $280,250
State 25 $7,375
Local 2.5 $7,375
PROJECT # 6 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Construct T-Hangar Development Site
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $100,000 $100,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $100,000 $100,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $95,000
State 2.5 $2,500
Local 25 $2,500
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PROJECT #7

MACON DOWNTOWN AIRPORT

CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Land Acquisition for Runway 10 expansion

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $500,000 $500,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $500,000 $500,000,
Share % Cost

Local 2.5 $475,000

State 2.5 $12,500

Federal 95 $12,500
PROJECT # 8 CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Environmental Assessment for Runway 10 expansion

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $100,000 $100,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $100,000 $100,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $95,000
State 2.5 $2,500
Local 2.5 $2,500
PROJECT #9 CATEGORY: Airports
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Design Runway 10 expansion
TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $170,000 $170,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $170,000 $170,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $161,500
State 2.5 $4,250
Local 2.5 $4,250
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PROJECT # 10

MACON DOWNTOWN AIRPORT
CATEGORY: Airports

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Obstruction Clearing - Runway 10/28 approaches, survey

TASK FY 10 FY 11 FY 12 FY 13 FY 14 TOTAL
Capital Assistance $50,000 $50,000
Total
Cost
Per Task $50,000 $50,000
Share % Cost
Federal 95 $47,500
State 2.5 $1,250
Local 2.5 $1,250
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PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

A 30 day public review period for the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) was held.
A legal ad was placed in the newspaper to announce the public review period. In addition, the
public notice was placed on the MPO website along with the TIP document. The following
comments were received as a result of the public review period and they contain the MPO
staff responses to the comments.

1. Comment: This TIP reflects a lack of authentic public participation in the design process.
Proforma meetings are held and substantive criticisms from the community are advanced,
yet this rarely results in changes to the plans or new proposals for alternatives. This continues
to be a serious problem in the overall transportation planning process in Bibb Co. This is

not a new assessment, however it is never addressed. It is unfortunate that I find it
appropriate to include this comment year after year. There are serious flaws in the basic
structure of transportation planning in this MPO. It is never clear who initiates projects or
why. Unless we have open and transparent planning we will not grow with the will of the
community and we will waste tax dollars. We should plan on a regional level and we should
look at the prioritization process that was initiated by GDOT, but made public, that should
help rank how we spend scarce transportation dollars.

Response: The guidelines outlined in the MATS Public Participation Plan were followed

in the development of the TIP document. In addition, public hearings were held by the Road
Improvement Program in designing specific road projects. The MATS transportation
planning process has been certified as meeting all state and federal requirements.

2. Comment: Bike/Pedestrain projects

I am very pleased to see the inclusion of all of the bike/ped projects in this

TIP. | hope that when we get to the design process that they will include authentic input
from the neighborhoods through which they run.

Response: Public meetings were held by the Road Improvement Program in order to discuss
the design of the proposed bikeways that are a part of the TIP.

3. Comment: Sound Barriers on 1-75 in Southern Bibb Co.

This project should be added to the TIP to allow it to be put in line for future funding.
Because it is not a part of a widening project, it is considered as a stand alone project and
must have a separate listing. Sound barriers should be included on all projects that require
them regardless of funding constraints. This is extremely important to the citizens who live
near them.

Response: Before sound barriers can be included in the TIP, some type of funding source
will have to be identified.
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4. Comment: 1-16/1-75 Interchange (and related projects)

This project could be the poster child for mismanagement of the public participation
process. A stakeholder's meeting was held after repeated requests from the community,
and several new even more damaging proposals were unveiled by GDOT. There is great
concern in the community that the governor has placed this project on the "fast track".
Members of city council, national and local historical societies, neighborhood groups,
and citizens from all over the county have expressed dismay at the changes that have
been proposed for this intersection. The irreparable damage to the riverwalk has been
ignored in the proposed plan. We should not rush into any project until we have a
workable proposal that has been developed with the community. This project should be
evaluated along with the possible river crossings at the EPE/FLF. We should conserve
tax dollars by not overbuilding any of these interrelated projects.

Response: The Georgia D.O.T. and FHWA are aware of the comments and concerns
regarding this project. This is an interstate project which will be required to meet all
interstate design standards.

5. Comment: ATMS Maintenance and operation

This project has the potential to be one of the most important allocation of transportation
dollars in the TIP. However, the benefits have been less than clear to citizens, and some
of the functions that have been detailed as impossible for our ATMS are possible in other
systems in other cities. The excuse given is that downtown Macon is a grid (other lights
are not a part of the system at this time.) Is this inability to have this system work
effectively due to a faulty choice in the system software, or is it due to a lack of training
on the part of the operators? Priority should be given to implementing ATMS throughout
the MPO. Planning for all projects that will connect to the ATMS should include
reference to any improvements in traffic flow through intersections and reductions in
congestion that will come when this system is fully functional. To date, planning
throughout the MPO has not shown the inclusion of such information in the purpose and
need, and evaluation and design of projects. If we can improve congestion and safety
with proper timing of lights then we should not increase capacity on any roadway. If we
don't evaluate this option then we will never know if we can save tax dollars by avoiding
construction of new projects and the future maintenance of these projects. We have
invested millions of tax dollars in this project -let's truly integrate it into plans for the
system and use it to its fullest potential.

Response: ATMS Maintenance and operation projects are not included in the TIP for FY
2009-13.

6. Comment: Vineville Avenue

The description of this project as "Widen Vineville Ave from Pio Nono to Forest Hill Rd.
from 3 to 4 to lanes with turn lanes as needed" precludes an examination of

alternatives to this project. Why? The corridor study should be comprehensive in scope.
This description arbitrarily limits alternatives. This problem has existed for many
decades, and although a solution is needed, it should be examined in a holistic and
creative way. Priority must be given to one our thriving small business communities
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along this road. Opportunities exist to expand business opportunities with creative
alternatives to this project.

Response: The Vineville Avenue project is not in the TIP for FY 2009-13. However, at one
time a study was proposed for this project and a consultant was selected. However, the
contract was never signed due to the current budget problems.

7. Comment: Wesleyan Dr.

Residents along Wesleyan Dr. were promised that plans for intersection changes would
be brought back for public comment and inspection. This has not happened. Before any
work proceeds on this project the plans should be made public.

Response: This project is no longer in the TIP document.

8. Comment: Transit

Once again we see that despite demand for increased routes and hours, we are only
replacing buses, not adding to our fleet. Transit is not given the attention and funding it
deserves in this community. We need to begin to plan for the future now and take into
consideration the aging of the population in our community. As the baby boom cohort
reaches retirement age we should plan for their mobility in the transit section of our TIP.
All new buses should be clean energy buses.

Response: Additional funding is needed to expand the operations and to increase the size of
the fleet. The increase in operating costs and a reduction in revenues are preventing transit
from being expanded.

9. Comment: Second St @Norfolk and Southern RR

This project has the potential to seriously impact the neighborhood. Plans must be clear,
i. e. drawings should show elevations that detail height and scale, and the community
must understand full impact to each affected property owner in the area. Plans for this
project must be developed with the assistance of the surrounding neighborhood and
should include an evaluation that shows how it will affect the Beall's Hill plans. Is this
project necessary? Its genesis was a repaving project. Just because there is an earmark
for federal funds does not mean that we need to spend it, particularly when the potential
for local harm is so great. A million here and a million there is the way to start cutting
out pork

Response: This project is not contained in the TIP because it has been moved out to long
range. This was originally in the TIP only because there was an earmark for this bridge. A
concept has not been fully developed and approved. There is currently no other funding
other than the earmark for the bridge.
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10. Comment: Forest Hill Rd. and Northwest Parkway

These projects should be considered together. Plans for both of these projects will
severely impact the surrounding neighborhoods. The community has advanced
substantive objections to both the plans and the planning process for many years. To
date, none of these challenges have been adequately addressed. Neither of these projects
should advance as designed. This project is over-built and will place financial and
environmental strains on the community. Alternatives have been developed by PE
consultant hired by the community. New alternatives advanced by the community should
be drawn and put out for public comment. These projects should be viewed as an
opportunity for GDOT, RIP, and FHWA to work collaboratively to develop an
acceptable plan. The opposition to this project has not abated, in fact, many members of
the community think that the project has been abandoned. They are amazed when they
hear that plans are progressing. The CAC serves as the eyes and ears in the community,
and because there are no updates or releases of information, the public is not aware of the
status of this and other projects. The EJ concerns from this project have never been
addressed. The road should be returned to local control and the shoulders paved at the
intersections. Almost all of the problems with this road can be addressed by minor fixes
to the intersections.

Response: Neither of these projects are contained in the current TIP update. However, each
of these projects while interrelated have merit on their own. They each have logical termini.
Also, each project whether built as a whole or separate improve the operation of the network.
This is not a segmentation of a project as is being suggested with these comments.

11. Comment: Western Loop

Evaluation of this project must include authentic participation from the citizens. To
date, plans that have been advanced are over-built and have not included citizen
concerns. A full explanation of what the "loop" is should be given to the community. As
presented, this is a series of linear projects. In the CAC meeting in March of2005, after
many years of denial, a GDOT official made reference to a planned perimeter road
around Macon that included the Western Loop. It is time for an honest discussion about
plans for a perimeter road. Denial on one hand and conformation on another do not build
trust. The community desires and deserves a full explanation of these projects. This is a
perfect example of the kinds of back-room discussions that have held back our
community for years. Good and transparent government must permeate every level of
our community if we are to prosper. This project represents an opportunity to do things
right for once.

Response: This project is not in the current TIP update. However, there has never been any
formal proposal for a perimeter road that has been officially adopted by MATS.

12. Comment: Lump Sum Items

There should be a list of these projects in the TIP. This represents a huge sum of money,
but the citizens have no way of commenting on and following the expenditure of these
tax dollars unless they know what the projects are. There has been much concern in this
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community about the expenditure of tax dollars on consultants and for other kinds of
services, and the taxpayers want transparency in their government. Some of these
projects have serious impact on the community, such as the lighting project on 1-16,
which has been opposed by the NPS and historic preservation groups. Other projects,

such as improvements to the riverwalk have broad community support. Please include a
list of the projects.

Response: This is done to provide GDOT with some flexibility to do some projects as they
are proposed. As projects are developed, these will be presented to the MATS Committees.

13. Comment: South Downtown Connector Phase 1l and Edgewood Ave Extension
The CAC and the community have endorsed the plan that improves the existing 2 lane
road and keeps the footprint within existing ROW. Models show no need for

additional capacity between now and 2030. The Edgewood Ave Ext. has been listed as a
part of the SDC in the past, but now it is separate. Why? These projects have no
independent utility and should be considered together. The project that was endorsed by
the CAC and the neighborhood should be implemented — if any changes are made at all.
This plan is sensitive to the serious EJ concerns that have been brought forward by the
affected community.

Response: Funding for both of these projects was reallocated to another project and neither
of these projects are in the TIP.
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