
 
 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning Region (TPR)  

Urban Transportation Planning Division 
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211 East “D” Street Pueblo, CO  81003-4132          Phone: (719) 553-2259            FAX:  (719) 553-2359 
E-mail:  PACOG_MPO@pueblo.us 

Meeting Agenda of the 
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMISSION 

February 11, 2016 
8:30 a.m. 

Community Room of the Pueblo Municipal Justice Center, 200 South Main Street 
Agenda items marked with * indicate additional materials are included in the packet. 

 

Individuals Requiring Special Accommodations Should Notify the City MPO's 
Office (719) 553-2244 by Noon on the Friday Preceding the Meeting. 

 
 

1. Call Meeting to Order 
 

2. Introductions and Public Comments (non-agenda items only).  
 Alan Nelms – Appointed by PACOG Board December 3, 2015 

                                   
3. Approval of Minutes* 

January 14, 2016 
Action Requested: Approve/Disapprove/Modify 
 

4. CDOT Region II TIP/STIP  Policy Agenda Item(s) 
There are no Policy TIP Amendment Notifications for February 
 

5. CDOT Region II TIP/STIP Administration Agenda Item(s) 
There are no Policy TIP Amendment Notifications for February 
 

6. Prioritization of 2040 LRTP Trail Projects* 
 City Projects 
 Pueblo West Projects  
 County Projects 

 
7. CDOT Updates – Wendy Pettit 

 FY 20 Addition to the TIP/STIP* 
 Transit Town Hall Meetings* 

 
8. CDOT FAST Act Information Memo* 

 FAST Act Priorities Ballot* 
 

9. Staff Reports:  
 FHWA – National Performance Management Measures: Assessing Pavement and 

Bridge Conditions for the National Highway Performance Program* 
 Faster 2017 and FTA 2016 Transit Capital Funding Recommendations* 
 Public Participation Plan Review  
 Senate Bill 09-228 Transfer Scenarios FY 15-FY 17 
 Safe Routes to School Grant Applications  
 West Pueblo Connector Update 
 Job Recruitment Update  
 Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) Update 

http://www.pacog.net/
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 Transit Study RFP Update 
 

10. Items from TAC members or scheduling of future agenda items. 
 

11. Adjourn at or before 10:30 am.  
 



 
 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
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211 East “D” Street Pueblo, CO 81003-4132 Phone: (719) 553-2259   FAX:  (719) 553-2359 
E-mail:  PACOG_MPO@pueblo.us 

Minutes of the 
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMISSION 

January 14, 2016 
8:30 a.m. 

Community Room of the Municipal Justice Center, 200 South Main Street 
Agenda Items Marked with * indicate additional materials included in packet 

 

1. Call Meeting to Order 
Chairman: Scott Hobson 
Time of Call: 8:35 a.m. 
MPO Members Present: Scott Hobson, Reyna Quintana 
TAC Members Present: Alf Randall, Dan Centa, Darrin Tangeman, Joan Armstrong, Michael Snow, 
Pepper Whittlef, Wendy Pettit 
CAC Members Present: Kristin Castor, Salvatore Piscitelli 
Others Present:  
 

2. Introductions and Public Comments (non-agenda items only).  
Alan Nelms will be the new CAC member who will replace Meagan Murillo’s position. He was appointed 
as a CAC member at the December PACOG meeting. He was unable to attend today’s meeting as he 
had a commitment prior to his appointment to the CAC, but plans to be here for all the monthly 
meetings starting in February.  
                                   

3. Approval of Minutes of the regular meeting held on November 5,2015 
Motion to Approve: Salvatore Piscitelli 
Second: Alf Randall 
Unanimous 
 

4. CDOT Region II TIP/STIP  Regular Agenda Item(s) 
There were no Policy Notifications for January. 
 

5. CDOT Region II TIP/STIP Administrative Notification 
CDOT Region II had notification of three (3) administrative amendments to the PACOG Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) and the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) in the 
MPO/TPR area. 
 

Project Name: 2015 Emergency and Permanent Repair Funding 

STIP Number: SR27006.005 

Project Location and Description: North Creek - North 
Federal Program Funds: $ 459,960 

State Matching Funds: $ 
Local Matching Funds: $ 114,990 

Other Project Funds: $ 

TOTAL PROJECT FUND AMENDMENT: $ 574,950 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.pacog.net/
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Project Name: 2015 Emergency and Permanent Repair Funding 

STIP Number: SR27006.006 
Project Location and Description: North Creek - South 

Federal Program Funds: $ 472,680 
State Matching Funds: $ 

Local Matching Funds: $ 118,170 

Other Project Funds: $ 
TOTAL PROJECT FUND AMENDMENT: $ 590,850 

 
Project Name: 2015 Emergency and Permanent Repair Funding 

STIP Number: SR27006.007 

Project Location and Description: Overton Road 
Federal Program Funds: $ 2,297,060 

State Matching Funds: $ 
Local Matching Funds: $ 574,265 

Other Project Funds: $ 
TOTAL PROJECT FUND AMENDMENT: $ 2,871,325 

 
All three of these amendments relate to flood recovery and funding for county roads. Alf Randall stated 
that all the temporary repairs have already been completed and paid for by the County. The plan is to 
refund the County’s money with the funds in these amendments. The permanent repairs require an 
80/20 split in costs, so the County will need to fund 20% of the project costs. He stated that they are 
hoping to use the refunded money from the temporary repairs for the permanent repairs.  
 

6. Prioritization of 2040 LRTP Trail Projects 
Scott discussed the importance of getting a list of prioritized trail project put into the 2040 LRTP. He 
stated that if an individual entity wanted to apply for a grant for a particular project, the list would be 
able to be cited that it is a part of the 2040 plan, therefore helping obtain grant money for that project. 
The City of Pueblo created a list, which was included in the packet. What is needed is a list from the 
County and from Pueblo West. It was, however, mentioned that this list will not guarantee funding for 
the project and that the list can be very vague and broad as it is not a fiscally constrained list.  
Pepper Whittlef mentioned that the City of Pueblo list needs to have a few changes. First, the 
Wildhorse Project should read: “18th St. to Hwy 50” because it currently terminates at 18th St. In 
addition, Pepper requested we add another project to the priorities list for the City of Pueblo. The 
additional project is the proposed trail from Highway 47, along Fountain Creek, to the Northern City 
Limits. The list will be modified to accommodate these requested changes.  
 
Dan Centa asked how we will integrate the priorities lists into the 2040 plan. Scott replied that a list 
will be created which will become part of the plan, but will be separated into the different entities: City, 
County, and Pueblo West. Dan Centa then asked what the upper constraint of this list should be and 
Scott replied that it should be a list of projects that could be conceivable completed in the next 25 
years. He said that we want to make sure they are prioritized because if you give a list of 40 projects 
and you apply for grant money for number 15, but you don’t have money for number 1 yet, you would 
have to explain why through the grant application process. This would make obtaining grant money 
that much more difficult.  
 
Kristin Castor pointed out that in creating these lists, it is important to look at getting people riding 
bikes and in wheelchairs from point A to point B as well.  
 
After more discussion, it was stated that the ultimate goal is just to come up with a list from each of 
the entities (City, County, and Pueblo West) and then we will meet as a group and decide on a final 
version of the list to put into the 2040 LRTP. The results of the final list will be presented at the next 
TAC meeting on February 11th, 2016. Due to this, Scott asked if we need to delay the board’s approval 
of the 2040 plan so that we can get the list incorporated first. He said that it would move the approval 



223 North Santa Fe Ave.  Pueblo, CO  81003-4132 Phone: (719) 553-2951   FAX:  (719) 553-2950 
E-mail:  PACOG_MPO@pueblo.us 

to the end of February and asked CDOT if this was ok. Michael Snow replied that it was ok because the 
rule is that the MPO has 5 year from the last approved plan to get a new plan approved. Since the last 
plan was approved in June of 2011, we have until June of 2016 to get the 2040 LRTP approved and 
passed by PACOG. This would also extend the comment period and an announcement of that should 
be put out for the public.  
 
A meeting time for the City, County and Pueblo West to meet and discuss their lists was set for 
Wednesday, February 3, 2016 at 1:30pm. This list will also be taken to the PACE meeting to be 
discussed on Monday, February 8, 2016. Reminder to those involved will be sent out.  
 

7. Prioritization of 2040 LRTP Trail Projects  
The DRAFT 2040 LRTP is out for review at the City Planning office, the CDOT office and all of the 
libraries within the MPO except for the library at the YMCA. We will extend the comment period to a 
week before the February PACOG meeting.  
 

8. PACOG Planning Review Report – Review Recommendations* 
Scott provided an additional handout to the packet which highlighted the 24 recommendations within 
10 different areas given to PACOG from the Planning Review Report. Scott asked the TAC if this was 
something that we want to review as a group and get feedback on how to move forward, or if it should 
be done by the MPO staff and reported back to the TAC as to how the changes are progressing.  
Dan Centa stated that he felt the staff reporting to the TAC was appropriate, but Michael Snow pointed 
out that the recommendations in the report are not just items that should be handled by the MPO 
staff, nor were they the sole responsibility of the City of Pueblo. He stated that the TAC can have an 
impact and input on the issues. He also mentioned that he feels that there are areas that the TAC 
should read through to help the MPO staff make the appropriate changes.  
 
Scott came up with the idea that the MPO staff could look at each of the 10 areas and break out the 
ones that the TAC/CAC could focus on and help the staff to address. All were in favor of this method of 
approach.  
 

9.  Staff Reports 
 West Pueblo Connector - Scott stated that the project was awarded to Matrix and a kick-off 

meeting was held on January 6, 2016. At the meeting a map of the project study area was 
created. This map was an additional handout at the meeting. The project is being done to look 
at potential alignments of the new road, a proposed budget, and the best location for a bridge 
over the railroad. The next meeting will held on February 2, 2016 at 10:00am in the planning 
conference room to discuss ownership, environmental issues, and traffic information that has 
already been obtained. When the project is further along in the process, the consultants will 
come in to the TAC meeting discuss constraints.  

 Job Recruitment – First, the Transportation Project Manager Position deadline was January 
3rd, 2016. There have been 10 applications put in, but are currently being screened by civil 
service. Scott mentioned that they may hold a test, but he is hoping that they will just do time 
and experience. He hopes to interview for a position in early February and would like to have a 
representative of Pueblo West and the County to be on the interview panel.  
Second, the Transportation Technician position went through internal recruitment first, but no 
applications were submitted. It is now in the external stage until January 24, 2016. There will 
be a testing process for this position.  

 Demographic Data – Scott would like to try to get someone to do the demographic data like 
Don Vest was doing. He isn’t sure if we want to look at getting a full time position or try to get 
a contracted person to do the work. It was mentioned that we may want to reach out to the 
university to see if we can get someone to sustain this data to the level that Don Vest did.  

 Federal Highway Bill – Scott stated that the new federal highway bill was passed. He said 
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that funding for freight is an added emphasis to the bill in order to look at priority freight 
corridors. He said that currently, Colorado only has I-25 and I-70 as priority freight corridors. 
Scott also mentioned that safety is a remaining significant funding area in the newly passed bill. 
In addition, the new Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) is being combined with the 
Surface Improvements Program.  

 Consolidated Planning Grant (CPG) – Scott stated that the CPG contract for the next two 
years will be going to the PACOG board the month on January 24, 2016.  

 RTA – Scott informed the TAC that the City, County, the two Chambers of Commerce and the 
United Way are looking at getting a survey out to the public to obtain what the public’s 
priorities are. The survey would also obtain what the public’s priorities on funding for public 
services are. Discussion of this type of a survey was made by the TAC and most seemed to feel 
that this type of survey would be a waste of time and money. Darrin Tangeman recommended 
working with an actual scientific survey person out of UCCS, as Pueblo West is also currently 
working with them. Dan Centa stated that we need a more constrained survey strategy that will 
discuss what percentage of a passed tax (if passed) would be spent on each category – 
sidewalks, roadways, pedestrian improvements, etc.  
 

10. Items from TAC members or scheduling of future agenda items 
None  
 

11. Adjournment 
Chairman Scott Hobson adjourned the meeting at 10:30am 

 



City of Pueblo Trail Priorities 

 Wildhorse Creek from 18th St. to Highway 50 * 
 Highway 50 from Wills to P. Blvd 
 Crossing over I-25 and Fountain Creek from Mineral Palace Park 
 Levee Trail  
 Northern and Prairie to State Fairgrounds 
 Highway 47 along Fountain Creek to Northern City Limits  
 Goodnight Arroyo / AVC Trails  
 Joe Martinez/Spaulding to Wildhorse Creek * 
 Trail Connections to Arkansas River Trail at the following locations:  

o Adjacent to Reservoir Road  
o South of Dutch Clark Stadium  
o Spring Street  
o City Park  

 
 

Trail Bridges across Arkansas River 

 Nature Center to Chain-of-Lakes  
 North of Union Avenue – Connects trail on levee to trail along bluff  

               (In conjunction with levee project)  
 South of 4th Street – Connects trail on levee to trail along bluff   

               (In conjunction with levee project)  

 

 

 

 

Note: Items marked with an * are projects which are connecting trail projects. 





Pueblo West Trail Priorities 

January 2016 

 

 State Park trail extension to  Kenosha (and Sweetwater) * 
 Purcell Blvd. - Hahns Peak to Liberty Point 
 Joe Martinez Blvd. – Purcell to McCulloch * 
 East/West trail to connect to the City Spaulding trail * 
 Sierra Vista trail - Spaulding under US-50 to Industrial 
 Williams Creek trail – McCulloch to US-50 @ Pueblo Blvd. * 
 Edwin James Memorial trail – new Fire Station #2 to Honor Farm Boundary * 
 Wildhorse Creek Trail - US-50 to Jaroso Park * 
 Nichols Rd connection to State Park * 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Items marked with an * are projects which are connection trail projects. 





Pueblo County Trail Priorities 

 

 SH227 -  Dry Creek / Dry Creek to 27th / 27th to Baxter 
 Bessemer Ditch 
 Roselawn / Salt Creek 
 St. Charles Mesa Safe Routes to Schools 
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MAP-21 Pavement NPRM
January 2016

MAP-21 NPRMs Status (as of January 2016)

2

Rule Responsible NPRM Closed Final Rule Expected Notes 

Safety Performance Measure (PM1) SCOPM June 2014 February 19, 2016 
Sent to OMB on 

November 12, 2015 
(90 day review) 

Highway Safety Improvement Program SCOHTS June 2014 January 29, 2016 
Sent to OMB on 
August 19, 2015 
(90 day review) 

FHWA/FTA Metropolitan and Statewide 
Planning 

SCOP September 2014 July 29, 2016 
FHWA/FTA staff 

developing final rule 

CMAQ Weighting Factors SCOE/SCOP October 2014 May 27, 2016 
Sent to OST on 

November  10, 2015 

Planning and Environmental Linkage 
(supplemental to Planning NPRM) 

SCOE/SCOP November 2014 
See Planning 
NPRM Above 

Combined with updated 
Metro/Statewide Planning 

Pavement/Bridge Performance 
Measure (PM2) 

SCOPM May 2015 July 17,2016 
FHWA staff developing 

final rule 

Asset Management Plan SCOP-TAM May 2015 July 17, 2016 
FHWA staff developing 

final rule 

System Performance Measure (PM3) SCOPM 
To be Published 

Jan 29, 2016 
Unknown 

(Q2 2018*) 

Sent to OMB on 
August 20, 2015 
(90 day review) 

(FTA) National Transit Safety Program 
SCOPT 
SCOPM 

October 2015 Unknown 
 

(FTA) Transit Asset Management Plans 
SCOPT/ 

SCOP-TAM 
November 2015 

Unknown 
(Q4 2016) 

FTA intent is to publish 
final rule by 

December 2016. 

 GREEN: The date is likely to be met at this time. There is a strong possibility that the rule will be published close to the date indicated. 

 ORANGE: There is some uncertainty about whether the date is likely to be met. There is a possibility that the rule will be published later than 
what is indicated. 

 RED: It is unlikely that the date will be met. There is a strong likelihood that the rule will be published later that what is indicated. 
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Performance Measures

3

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

Performance 
Measures 

 Not later than 18 months after date of enactment USDOT, in consultation 
with State DOTs, MPOs, and other stakeholders will promulgate a 
rulemaking that establishes measures. 

 Provide not less than 90 days to comment on regulation. 
 Take into consideration any comments. 
 Limit performance measures to those described under 23USC150(c). 
 For purposes of carrying out National Highway Performance Program 

USDOT will establish Measures for States to use to assess: 
o Condition of Pavements 

 Interstate System 
 National Highway System (excluding the Interstate) 

o Condition of Bridges 
 National Highway System 

o Performance of: 
 Interstate System 
 National Highway System (excluding the Interstate) 

 USDOT will establish the data elements that are necessary to collect and 
maintain standardized data to carry out a performance-based approach 

 

Performance Target Setting

4

Performance Targets  States must coordinate, to the maximum extent practical with relevant 
MPOs in selecting a target to ensure for consistency 

 MPOs must coordinate, to the maximum extent practical, with the relevant 
State/s in selecting a target to ensure consistency 

 Coordination required with public transportation providers. 
 States and MPOs must integrate other performance plans into the 

performance-based process 

 

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 
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TAMPs

5

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Performance Plans  Asset Management Plan 
o Risk-based asset management plan 
o States encouraged to include all infrastructure assets within the 

right-of-way 
o Plan Contents 

 pavement and bridge inventory and conditions on the NHS, 
 objectives and measures, 
 performance gap identification, 
 lifecycle cost and risk management analysis, 
 a financial plan, and 
 investment strategies 

o USDOT, in consultation with State DOTs, will establish the process 
to develop the plan through a rulemaking no later than 18 months 
after 10/1/2012 

o States must have a plan developed consistent with the process by 
the 2nd fiscal year, otherwise federal share for NHPP will be 
reduced to 65% 

o Process certification 
 USDOT 90 days review period to determine certification 
 States have 90 days to cure deficiencies if not certified 
 Recertification required every 4 years 

 Management Systems 
o USDOT will establish minimum standards for States to use in 

developing and operating: 
 Bridge management systems 
 Pavement management systems 

o Minimum standards established through a rulemaking 
 Minimum 90 day comment period 
 USDOT will promulgate a rulemaking not later than 18 

months after date of enactment 

 

Target Achievement and Special Rules

6

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Target Achievement  "A State that does not achieve or make significant progress toward 
achieving the targets... for 2 consecutive reports" 

o Document in 23USC150(e) report actions the State will take to 
improve their ability to achieve the target 

Special Performance 
Rules 

 Interstate Pavement Condition 
o Minimum condition level established by USDOT through 

rulemaking 
o Condition falls below threshold set by USDOT for 2 consecutive 

reports then: 
 NHPP funding set aside to address Interstate pavement 
 STP funds transferred to NHPP to address Interstate 

pavement conditions 
 This obligation requirement stays in effect until the 

minimum thresholds can be met (checked annually) 
 National Highway System Bridge Condition 

o Greater than 10% of total deck area of bridges on the NHS are 
located on bridges classified as structurally deficient for 3 
consecutive years then: 

 NHPP funding set aside to address bridge conditions on 
the NHS 

 This obligation requirement remains in place until 
minimum condition requirement is met (checked annually) 
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Performance Reporting

7

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Performance 
Reporting 

 State Report on Performance Progress 
o Required initially by October 1, 2016 and every 2 years thereafter 
o Report includes: 

 Condition and performance of NHS 
 Effectiveness of investment strategy for the NHS 
 Progress in achieving all State performance targets 

 Metropolitan System Performance Report 
o Required in transportation plan every 4 or 5 years 
o Report includes: 

 Evaluate condition and performance of transportation 
system 

 Progress achieved in meeting performance targets in 
comparison with the performance in previous reports 

 Evaluation of how preferred scenario has improved 
conditions and performance, where applicable 

 Evaluation of how local policies and investments have 
impacted costs necessary to achieve performance targets 
, where applicable 

 Statewide Transportation Plan 
o No required frequency 
o Optional report on system performance 

 

CDOT NPRM Comments

Attached Document

8
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PD-14 Pavement Metrics

9

Target 
Achieved

Target not 
Achieved

Highways 

Achieve 80% High/Moderate Drivability Life for Interstates based on 

condition standards and treatments set for traffic volume categories.

Achieve 80% High/Moderate Drivability Life for NHS, excluding 

Interstates, based on condition standards and treatments set for 

traffic volume categories.

80% 78%

Achieve 80% High/Moderate Drivability Life for the state highway 

system based on condition standards and treatments set for traffic 

volume categories.

80% 73%

80% 89%

2014 Report

MAP-21  - Pavement

10

Pavement Condition Measures

Interstate System Non-Interstate NHS System
Percentage of pavement in “Good” 

condition
Percentage of pavement in “Good” 

condition
Percentage of Pavements in “Poor” 

condition
Percentage of Pavements in “Poor” 

condition

Pavement Condition Thresholds

Good Fair Poor

IRI (inches/mile) <95 95-170
95-220*

>170
>220*

Cracking (%) <5 5-10 >10

Rutting (inches) <0.20 0.20-0.40 >0.40

Faulting (inches) <0.05 0.05-0.15 >.15
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Draft Statewide and MPO Data

11
Source: CDOT DTD – July 2015

Attached Document

Questions?

Contacts:
William Johnson will.Johnson@state.co.us

12

mailto:will.Johnson@state.co.us
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MAP-21 Bridge NPRM
October 2015

MAP-21 NPRMs Status (as of 10/19)

2

Rule Responsible NPRM Closed Final Rule Expected Notes 

Safety Performance Measure SCOPM June 2014 February 1, 2016 
Waiting for USDOT 
Secretary Signature 

Highway Safety Improvement Program SCOHTS June 2014 December 1, 2015 
Sent to OMB on 
August 19, 2015 
(90 day review) 

FHWA/FTA Metropolitan and Statewide 
Planning 

SCOP September 2014 March 25, 2016 
FHWA/FTA staff 

developing final rule 

CMAQ Weighting Factors SCOE/SCOP October 2014 March 11, 2016  

Planning and Environmental Linkage 
(supplemental to Planning NPRM) 

SCOE/SCOP November 2014 n/a 
Combined with updated 

Metro/Statewide Planning 

Pavement/Bridge Performance 
Measure 

SCOPM May 2015 May 23, 2016 
FHWA staff developing 

final rule 

Asset Management Plan SCOP-TAM May 2015 May 10, 2016 
FHWA staff developing 

final rule 

System Performance Measure SCOPM 
To be Published 

December 9, 2015 
Unknown 

(Q2 2018*) 

Sent to OMB on 
August 20, 2015 
(90 day review) 

(FTA) National Transit Safety Program 
SCOPT 
SCOPM 

October 2015 Unknown 
 

(FTA) Transit Asset Management Plans 
SCOPT/ 

SCOP-TAM 

NPRM Closes on 
Nov. 30, 2015 

(FTA-2014-0020) 

Unknown 
(Q4 2016) 

NPRM published on 
8/30/2015 

(FTA) Transit Agency Safety Plans SCOPT 
To be Published 

Dec. 17, 2015 
Unknown 

Sent to OMB on 
Sept. 16, 2015 

(90 day review) 
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MAP-21 NPRMs Status

3

Source: http://www.transportation.gov/regulations/report-on-significant-rulemakings. 

Color coding is Matt Hardy’s (AASHTO Program Director for Planning and Policy) personal assessment of when 

to expect an NPRM or final rule to be published 

 GREEN: The date is likely to be met at this time. There is a strong possibility that the rule will be published 

close to the date indicated.

 ORANGE: There is some uncertainty about whether the date is likely to be met. There is a possibility that 

the rule will be published later than what is indicated.

 RED: It is unlikely that the date will be met. There is a strong likelihood that the rule will be published later 

that what is indicated.

 * Indicates Matt Hardy’s estimate as to date of final publication since FHWA has not provided a final rule 

publication estimate as of the date of this document.

Performance Measures

4

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

Performance 
Measures 

 Not later than 18 months after date of enactment USDOT, in consultation 
with State DOTs, MPOs, and other stakeholders will promulgate a 
rulemaking that establishes measures. 

 Provide not less than 90 days to comment on regulation. 
 Take into consideration any comments. 
 Limit performance measures to those described under 23USC150(c). 
 For purposes of carrying out National Highway Performance Program 

USDOT will establish Measures for States to use to assess: 
o Condition of Pavements 

 Interstate System 
 National Highway System (excluding the Interstate) 

o Condition of Bridges 
 National Highway System 

o Performance of: 
 Interstate System 
 National Highway System (excluding the Interstate) 

 USDOT will establish the data elements that are necessary to collect and 
maintain standardized data to carry out a performance-based approach 

 

http://www.transportation.gov/regulations/report-on-significant-rulemakings
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Performance Target Setting

5

Performance Targets  States must coordinate, to the maximum extent practical with relevant 
MPOs in selecting a target to ensure for consistency 

 MPOs must coordinate, to the maximum extent practical, with the relevant 
State/s in selecting a target to ensure consistency 

 Coordination required with public transportation providers. 
 States and MPOs must integrate other performance plans into the 

performance-based process 

 

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 

TAMPs

6

Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Performance Plans  Asset Management Plan 
o Risk-based asset management plan 
o States encouraged to include all infrastructure assets within the 

right-of-way 
o Plan Contents 

 pavement and bridge inventory and conditions on the NHS, 
 objectives and measures, 
 performance gap identification, 
 lifecycle cost and risk management analysis, 
 a financial plan, and 
 investment strategies 

o USDOT, in consultation with State DOTs, will establish the process 
to develop the plan through a rulemaking no later than 18 months 
after 10/1/2012 

o States must have a plan developed consistent with the process by 
the 2nd fiscal year, otherwise federal share for NHPP will be 
reduced to 65% 

o Process certification 
 USDOT 90 days review period to determine certification 
 States have 90 days to cure deficiencies if not certified 
 Recertification required every 4 years 

 Management Systems 
o USDOT will establish minimum standards for States to use in 

developing and operating: 
 Bridge management systems 
 Pavement management systems 

o Minimum standards established through a rulemaking 
 Minimum 90 day comment period 
 USDOT will promulgate a rulemaking not later than 18 

months after date of enactment 
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Target Achievement and Special Rules
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Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Target Achievement  "A State that does not achieve or make significant progress toward 
achieving the targets... for 2 consecutive reports" 

o Document in 23USC150(e) report actions the State will take to 
improve their ability to achieve the target 

Special Performance 
Rules 

 Interstate Pavement Condition 
o Minimum condition level established by USDOT through 

rulemaking 
o Condition falls below threshold set by USDOT for 2 consecutive 

reports then: 
 NHPP funding set aside to address Interstate pavement 
 STP funds transferred to NHPP to address Interstate 

pavement conditions 
 This obligation requirement stays in effect until the 

minimum thresholds can be met (checked annually) 
 National Highway System Bridge Condition 

o Greater than 10% of total deck area of bridges on the NHS are 
located on bridges classified as structurally deficient for 3 
consecutive years then: 

 NHPP funding set aside to address bridge conditions on 
the NHS 

 This obligation requirement remains in place until 
minimum condition requirement is met (checked annually) 

 

Performance Reporting
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Performance 
Element 

Performance Requirements for NHPP 

 Performance 
Reporting 

 State Report on Performance Progress 
o Required initially by October 1, 2016 and every 2 years thereafter 
o Report includes: 

 Condition and performance of NHS 
 Effectiveness of investment strategy for the NHS 
 Progress in achieving all State performance targets 

 Metropolitan System Performance Report 
o Required in transportation plan every 4 or 5 years 
o Report includes: 

 Evaluate condition and performance of transportation 
system 

 Progress achieved in meeting performance targets in 
comparison with the performance in previous reports 

 Evaluation of how preferred scenario has improved 
conditions and performance, where applicable 

 Evaluation of how local policies and investments have 
impacted costs necessary to achieve performance targets 
, where applicable 

 Statewide Transportation Plan 
o No required frequency 
o Optional report on system performance 

 



2/3/2016

5

CDOT NPRM Comments

Attached Document
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PD-14 Bridge Metrics
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Bridges
Annual 

Objective

2014 

Results

Maintain the percent of NHS total bridge deck area that is not structurally deficient at or above 90%.
90% or 

greater
95%

Maintain the percent of state highway total bridge deck area that is not structurally deficient at or 

above 90%.

90% or 

greater
94%

Percentage of CDOT-owned bridges over waterways that are scour critical 5% 7%

Percentage of bridge crossings over Interstates, U.S. routes and Colorado state highways with a 

vertical clearance less than the statutory maximum vehicle height of 14 feet-6 inches
0.4% 0.4%

Percentage of bridge crossings over Interstates, U.S. Routes and Colorado state highways with a 

vertical clearance less than the minimum design requirement of 16 feet-6 inches
4.8% 4.8%

Percentage of CDOT-owned bridges posted for load 0% 0.1%

Percentage of CDOT-owned bridges with a load restriction 3% 3%

Percentage of leaking expansion joint by length on CDOT-owned bridges 15% 19%

Percentage of CDOT-owned bridge deck area that is unsealed or otherwise unprotected 30% 31%

Target 
Achieved

Target not 
Achieved
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MAP-21  - Bridge
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Bridge Condition Performance Measures

Percentage of NHS Bridges Classified as in “Good” Condition

Percentage of NHS Bridges Classified as in “Poor” Condition

NBI Bridge Condition Rating Thresholds for NHS Bridges

Bridge

NBI Rating 
Scale 
(from 0-9)

9 8 7
Good

6 5
Fair

4 3 2 1 0
Poor

Deck (Item 
68) ≥ 7 5 or 6 ≤ 4

Superstructu
re (Item 59) ≥ 7 5 or 6 ≤ 4

Substructure 
(Item 60) ≥ 7 5 or 6 ≤ 4

Culvert Culvert (Item 
62) ≥ 7 5 or 6 ≤ 4

Draft Statewide and MPO Data

12

Current Bridge Condition - Proposed Measure

NHS Total 53.1% 41.9% 5.0%

Denver Regional Council of 

Governments 56.8% 39.0% 4.2%

Grand Valley 32.1% 67.9% 0.0%

North Front Range 52.2% 38.4% 9.4%

Pikes Peak Area Council of 

Governments 53.7% 45.7% 0.6%

Pueblo Area Council of 

Governments 44.0% 41.5% 14.5%

MPO Total 54.8% 40.8% 4.4%

Non-MPO 50.2% 43.7% 6.1%

Good Fair Poor

Source: CDOT Staff Bridge – October 2015
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Questions?

Contacts:
William Johnson will.Johnson@state.co.us
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mailto:will.Johnson@state.co.us
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