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I N T R O D U C T I O N 

The Siouxland Interstate Metropolitan Planning Council (SIMPCO), as the Siouxland Regional Transportation Planning Associatio n 
(SRTPA), has developed a Transportation Improvement  Program (TIP) for the Regional Planning Affiliation 4 (hereinafter referred 
ˉɴ ƒʻ ˉȞǟ ◦SRTPA ☺▒ ǁɴɣʻȩʻˉȩɣȊ ɴȇ ˉȞǟ ǁȩˉȩǟʻ ɴȇLe Mars and Cherokee, Iowa and the counties of Cherokee, Ida, Monona, Plymouth, 
and Woodbury, Iowa.  This TIP was put together under the direction of the Federal Highway Administration ( FHWA), Federal 
Transit Administration ( FTA), and the Iowa Department of Transportation ( Iowa DOT), as a requirement of  the Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law  (BIL). The BIL was signed by the President  on November 15th, 2021.  The BIL provides federal funding 
authorizations for surface transportation programs, including the federal -aid highway program, transit programs, highway safety, 
motor carrier safety, and rail programs  through Fiscal Year 2027. 
 
It is the purpose of the SRTPA Transportation Improvement  Program FY 2024-2027 to provide all citiz ens of SRTPA, the FHWA, FTA 
and Iowa DOT with the SRTPA multimodal and intermodal transportation improvements  for the fiscal years 2024 through 2027.   
 
Preparation of the TIP consisted of compiling background information provided through  the U.S. Census, U.S. DOT, Iowa DOT, and 
other named sources.  The SRTPA was responsible for the preparation of this TIP, with the guidance given by local and county 
off icials, the SRTPA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), Policy Board, and through citizen input.  The purpose of a TIP is to serve 
as an organized structure of information on improvements addressing the future needs, goals, and objectives of SRTPA from a 
planning perspective.  This TIP is a project -specific  programming document.  
 
The information contained in the following pages will provide a better understanding of İĦļğ ☼ʻ transportation network 
improvements and a vision of the transpo rtation network in the year 2027╖ ļȞǟ ◦Ũȩʻȩɴɣ☺ ˿ƒʻ developed utilizing  current 
transportation network characteristics, current and projected social, physical, environmental, and economic  characteristics, as 
well as local and county citizen participation, and local official involvement.  Several local and regional meetings and a public 
hearing were held  throughout the development of the SRTPA Transportation Improvement  Program FY 2024-2027 in order to  
encourage and receive a diversity o f information and participation . 
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P L A N N I N G  F A C T O R S 
 
The BIL continues previous planning requirements by specifying ten factors that must be considered in the BIL, reinforce the link between 
policy goals and planning, and establish broader relationships between transportation planning and other planning activities,  such as land use, 
growth management, and air quality compliance.   They are also intended to expand the role of transportation planning, facilitate the 
development of a more balanced transportation system, and increase the efficiency of the system.  
 

1. Support the economic vitality of the United States, the States, metropolitan areas, and nonmetropolitan areas, especially by enabling 
global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;  

2. Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and n on-motorized users;  

3. Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non -motorized users;  

4. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight;  

5. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservat ion, and improve quality of life and promote consistency between 
transportation improvements and State and local planned growth, housing, and economic development patterns;  

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

7. Promote efficient system management and operation;  

8. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system;  

9. Improve the resiliency and reliability of the transportation system and reduce or mitigate storm wa ter impacts of surface transportation; 
and 

10. Enhance travel and tourism.  
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S T A T U S  O F  P R E V I O U S L Y  P R O G R A M M E D T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  I M P R O V E M E N T S 
F Y  2 0 23  P R O J E C T S 
 
T A B L E  1 :   F E D E R AL  H I G H W A Y  A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  E L E M E N T  
 

  
 
 

PROGRAM TYPE SPONSOR TPMS ID PROJECT NUMBER LOCATION TYPE WORK FM FA SWAP LOCAL TOTAL STATUS

STBG-HBP City Cherokee 39551BROS-1272(626)--8J-18

In the city of Cherokee, On 
East Willow Street Bridge over 
Railroad Creek. Bridge Replacement -$         650,000$       -$         -$           650,000$      Targeting a Fall letting

HBP City Cherokee 49722BROS-1272(629)--8J-18

In the city of Cherokee, On 
Euclid Ave, over Railroad 
Creek, S27 T92 R40 Bridge Replacement -$         802,975$       -$         -$           802,975$       Letting in June, 2023

STBG-TAP City Correctionville 37814TAP-R-1595()--8T-97

In the city of Correctionville, 
interpretive display in Van 
Houten Park, at the southeast 
corner of Aspen St and Hwy 20 Historic Preservation -$         34,720$          -$         9,280$        44,000$        

Finalizing design and 
procuring for 
installation. Anticipated 
installation in FY2023.

STBG County Ida County 39094 STP-S-C047()--5E-47

On D 50, from the intersection 
of Woodbury Ave and D50 E 2 
miles to the intersection of 
D50 and L51 Concrete Overlay 226,000$  904,000$       -$         -$           1,130,000$    Letting in June, 2023

PRF State Iowa DOT 37982BRFN-175()--39-67

IA175: Missouri River E of 
Decatur Nebraska (State 
Share) -$         -$              -$         -$           22,000$         Awarded

PRF State Iowa DOT 37984BRFN-175()--39-67

IA175: Missouri River E of 
Decatur Nebraska (State 
Share) Bridge Rehabilitation -$         -$              -$         -$           147,000$       Awarded

NHPP State Iowa DOT 38246 NHSX-75()--3H-75
US75: N of Maple St in Hinton 
to S of 2nd St in Merrill

Culvert/Erosion 
control -$         17,520,000$   -$         -$           21,900,000$  Awarded

HBP State Iowa DOT 39303BRF-175()--38-67
IA175: McCandless Cleghorn 
Ditch 0.6 mi E of I-29 in Onawa Bridge Replacement -$         1,124,800$     -$         -$           1,406,000$    Awarded

HBP State Iowa DOT 39304 BRF-175()--38-67
IA175: Maple River 3.8 mi E of 
Co Rd L20 Bridge Deck Overlay -$         840,000$       -$         -$           1,050,000$    To be let

HBP State Iowa DOT 39305 BRF-175()--38-67
IA175: Ditch 3.0 mi E of Co Rd 
L12 Bridge Deck Overlay -$         652,800$       -$         -$           816,000$       To be let

HBP State Iowa DOT 39319BRF-140()--38-75
IA140: W Fork Little Sioux River 
1.5 mi N of Co Rd C66 Bridge Deck Overlay -$         424,800$       -$         -$           531,000$       Awarded
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T A B L E  1  C O N T I N U E D:  
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
  

PROGRAM TYPE SPONSOR TPMS ID PROJECT NUMBER LOCATION TYPE WORK FM FA SWAP LOCAL TOTAL STATUS

HBP State Iowa DOT 39320BRF-140()--38-75
IA140: Clear Creek 2.8 mi S of 
IA 3 Bridge Deck Overlay -$         113,600$        -$         -$           142,000$       To be let

HBP State Iowa DOT 39321BRF-140()--38-75
IA140: Rathburn Creek 3.3 mi S 
of Co Rd C38 Bridge Deck Overlay -$         188,000$       -$         -$           235,000$       Awarded

PRF State Iowa DOT 45282STPN-12()--2J-75 IA12: Near N Jct Co Rd K18 -$         -$              -$         -$           965,000$      Complete

HSIP State Iowa DOT 48455 RRP-3()--48-75
IA3: NEAR 1ST AVE NE IN LE 
MARS Pavement Rehab -$         540,000$       -$         -$           600,000$      Awarded

STBG State Iowa DOT 52579STP-003-1(099)--2C-75 IA3: South Dakota to S Jct IA 12Pavement Rehab -$         832,000$       -$         -$           1,040,000$    Awarded

PRF State Iowa DOT 52695 BRFN-20()--39-97
US20: Elliot Creek 6.0 mi W of 
IA 140 (EB) Bridge Rehabilitation -$         -$              -$         -$           100,000$       Awarded

PRF State Iowa DOT 52696 BRFN-20()--39-97
US20: West Fork Little Sioux 
River 0.1 mi W of IA 140 (EB) Bridge Rehabilitation -$         -$              -$         -$            $        50,000 Awarded

SWAP-STBGCity Le Mars 45226STBG-SWAP-4257(635)--SG-75

In the city of Le Mars, on K49 
from 18th Street SE south to 
774 ft. south of 200th St.

PCC Pavement 
Resurfacing -$         -$              625,600$  156,400$    782,000$       Has been let

RTP City Le Mars 52727NRT-4257(634)--9G-75

In the city of Le Mars, from 
County Road C38 and Key 
Avenue to just north of the 
Floyd River/ U.S. 75 
intersection. Recreational Trail -$         300,000$       -$         1,450,893$ 1,750,893$    Letting in April, 2023

STBG County Monona County 37319STP-S-C067(92)--5E-67

On E16, from Mapleton East 
5.5 Miles to Woodbury County 
Line HMA Paving 496,000$ 1,160,000$     700,000$  -$           2,356,000$    Awarded, Spring start

FM County Monona County 45983FM-C067()--55-67
On 220TH ST, over Rock Creek, 
S35 T84 R42

Box Culvert 
Replacement 500,000$ -$              -$         140,000$    640,000$      

Project is no longer 
using federal funds
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T A B L E  1  C O N T I N U E D:  
 

 
 
  

PROGRAM TYPE SPONSOR TPMS ID PROJECT NUMBER LOCATION TYPE WORK FM FA SWAP LOCAL TOTAL STATUS

SWAP-HBP County Plymouth County 29289 BROS-SWAP-C075(158)--SE-75
On Diamond Ave, over Indian 
Creek, S10 T93 R48 Bridge Replacement -$         -$              750,000$  -$           750,000$      Let and completed

HBP County Plymouth County 29291BROS-C075(161)--5F-75
On K 42, over Carter Creek, S2 
T90 R46 Bridge Replacement -$         700,000$       -$         -$           700,000$      

Letting in December 
2023, increase funding 
to 800,000

HBP County Plymouth County 32716BROS-C075()--8J-75
On Shamrock Ave, over Deep 
Creek, S15 T93 R43 Bridge Replacement -$         720,000$       -$         -$           720,000$       

Remove from 2024 TIP. 
Will no longer be funded 
with federal funds.

SWAP-STBGCounty Plymouth County 36249 STBG-SWAP-C075(166)--FG-75
On K 49, from C38 N 1 miles to 
231 ft. north of 200th St. PCC Paving 253,800$  -$              990,200$  -$           1,244,000$    

Let in November 2022, 
construction to be 
completed in 2023

STBG Planning AgencyRPA 4 37804 RGTR-PA04()--ST-00
One (1) Light Duty Bus, ADA 
compliant Transit Investment -$         81,400$         -$         21,000$      102,400$       

Iowa DOT contract 
approved November, 
2022. Agreement signed. 
Bus not yet ordered.

STBG-HBP County Woodbury County 18344BRS-C097()--60-97

On D12, Over Pierson Creek, 
from Mason Ave E 0.8 miles to 
Michigan Ave S9 T89 R42 Bridge Replacement -$         800,000$       200,000$  -$           1,000,000$    Letting in March, 2023
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T A B L E  2 :   F E D E R A L  T R A N S I T  A D M I N I S T R A T I O N  E L E M E N T F Y  2 0 2 3  P R O J E C T S 
 

 
 

 
 

FUND SPONSOR TRANSIT #EXPENSE PROJ. TYPE OBJ. TYPEUNIT # DESCRIPTION FY23_TTL FY23_FA FY23_SAAPPROVAL STATUS

5311 Siouxland Regional Transit System 10207Operations 5311 Nebraska Funds to Iowa DOT $0 $283,419 FTA Approved

5311 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6271Operations FTA operating 5310\5311 formula $1,224,256 $612,128 FTA Approved

5311 RPA 4 2132Planning FTA Planning $39,265 $31,412 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6760 Capital Expansion Other Forklift for Maintenance Shop $60,000 $48,000 PT Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6757Capital Expansion Other Shop Maintenance Truck w/ Compressor and Snow Plow $95,000 $76,000 PT Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6741Capital Expansion Other Floor Scrubber for Vehicle Maintenance Building $75,000 $60,000 PT Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6740 Capital Expansion Other Vehicle Maintenance Equipment (Vehicle lift, tools, jacks) $75,000 $60,000 PT Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6774Capital Replacement Vehicle 7566A 2018 FORD Glaval E450, 7566A, 1FDFE4FS5JDC17366 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6773Capital Replacement Vehicle 7565A 2018 FORD Glaval E450, 7565A, 1FDFE4FS3JDC17365 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6772Capital Replacement Vehicle 7564 2018 FORD Glaval E450, 7564, 1FDFE4FS1JDC17364 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6771Capital Replacement Vehicle 7563 2018 FORD Glaval E450, 7563, 1FDFE4FSXJDC17363 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6770Capital Replacement Vehicle 7562 2017 FORD Glaval E450, 7562, 1FDFE4FS9HDC07403 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6769 Capital Replacement Vehicle 7561 2017 FORD Glaval E450, 7561, 1FDFE4FS7HDC07402 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6768 Capital Replacement Vehicle 7560A 2017 FORD Glaval E450, 7560A,  1FDFE4FS5HDC07401 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6767Capital Replacement Vehicle 7559 2016 FORD Glaval E450, 7559, 1FDFE4FSXGDC43390 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6766 Capital Replacement Vehicle 7558 2016 FORD Glaval E450, 7558, 1FDFE4FS3GDC43389 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6754 Capital Replacement Vehicle 7557 2016 FORD Glaval E450, 7557, 1FDFE4FS1GDC43388 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6753Capital Replacement Vehicle 7556 2016 FORD Glaval E450, 7556, 1FDFE4FS1GDC41141 $134,637 $114,441 PT Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6752Capital Replacement Vehicle 7555A 2016 FORD Glaval E450, 7555, 1FDFE4FS7GDC33254 $102,000 $86,700 FTA Approved

5339 Siouxland Regional Transit System 6751Capital Replacement Vehicle 7550A 2015 FORD WINNEBAGO #7550A, 1FDFE4FS4FDA08417 $134,637 $114,441 PT Approved

PTIG Siouxland Regional Transit System 6273Capital Expansion Other New Bus Wash system for new SRTS building $600,000 $480,000 PT Approved

STA Siouxland Regional Transit System 6272Operations STA state operating $473,468 $473,468 FTA Approved

STBG Siouxland Regional Transit System 10255Capital Expansion Vehicle Light Duty Bus 176" wb - STBG $102,400 $81,400 FTA Approved
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T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  N E T W O R K  I M P R O V E M E N T S  

The transportation network improvements within the SRTPA boundary will consist of a multimodal network which meets the needs and 

demands of the citizens residing throughout the region and state.  The multimodal transportation network will consist of an u rban and 

rural highway system which provides for safe and efficient transportation of people, goods, and services throughout  SRTPA.  Combined 

with the highway system will be a complex multimodal network of transit services; freight movement services such as air, rail, and 

trucking; as well as enhancement facilities such as bicycle and pedestrian trails.  SRTPA will continue to have access to Amtrak 

passenger rail services in nearby Omaha . 

 

The network will be planned and programmed, given the financial constr aints placed upon  SRTPA, to meet the growing needs and 

demands of the citizens which will be utilizing the facilities and services, making up İĦļğ ☼ʻtransportation network.  The SRTPA 

Transportation Improvement Program FY 2024-2027 provides for the general health, safety, and well -being of İĦļğ ☼ʻ citizens. 

 

FY 2024 Siouxland Regional Transit System capital purchases will total $2,406,931 with $1,773,013 of federal participation.    

 

The intent of the SRTPA Transportation Improvement Program FY 2024-2027 is to enable SRTPA to create a multimodal and intermodal 

network that provides for the distribution of people, goods, and services throughout SRTPA and to locations beyond the Sioux City 

Metropolitan Plannin g Area boundary.  In doing so, the Regional Planning Area will meet international, national, state, and local 

transportation objectives.  All projects are programmed using year of expenditure (YOE) dollars pe r the requirements of the BIL. Costs of 

future p rojects were determined using inflation rate  ranging between 5% and 10% and are calculated by the project sponsor.  
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S C H E D U L E  F O R  S O L I C I T A T I O N  O F  P R O J E C T  A P P L I C A T I O N S  A N D  
E V A L U A T I O N 
 

¶ November 17, 2022 - TAC makes recommendation  to Policy Board for application deadlines. Policy Board sets dates accordingly  

¶ January 13, 2023 ► SIMPCO staff sends out Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) to county engineers, member cities, and 

other interested parties via the public participation list.  Applications are also available via email and on the SIMPCO webs ite 

(https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation -planning/transportation -improvement -programs/ )  

¶ February 17, 2023  -  STBG application  deadline  

¶ February 20, 2023 ► March 8, 2023 - Project evaluation by SIMPCO staff  

¶ March 15, 2023 - Project presentations by applicants. Project recomm endation to Policy Board by TAC 

¶ March 23, 2023 ► Project selection and approval by Policy Board  

¶ May 10, 2023 ► Draft  TIP presented to TAC 

¶ May 25, 2023 ► Draft TIP presented to Policy Board  

¶ May 26, 2023 -  Draft TIP available on SIMPCO website and office. Public  comment period begins    

¶ June 7, 2023 ► Draft  TIP to TAC and Policy Board and to  Iowa DOT 

¶ June 13, 2023 ► Public Input Meeting  

¶ June 14, 2023 ► Final TIP to TAC for recommendation to Policy Board  

¶ June 22, 2023 - Final TIP to Policy Board for approval  

¶ July 15, 2023 ► Final TIP sent to Iowa DOT  

¶ October 2023 ► Letters to the Offices of Program Management and Public Transit sent out  

 
 
 
 

https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-programs/
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S T B G  A P P L I C A T I O N  P R O C E S S 
 
The process to select and prioritize STBG projects within SRTPA is listed below. SRTPA is a participatinȊ ɝǟɝƷǟʫ ȩɣ ¸ɴ˿ƒ☼ʻSWAP program. 
This program allows certain members that are awarded STBG funds to swap federal dollars for State dollars. For more information, see 
ˉȞǟ ɋȩɣɅʻ ʠʫɴ˻ȩǌǟǌ ˞ɣǌǟʫ ɣ˞ɝƷǟʫ ⁵┼ ◦Iowa DOT Federal-Aid SWAP Policy┼☺ below. The Bipartisan Infrastructure L aw (BIL) of 2021 will carry 
forward the eligibilities and requirements ɴȇ ˉȞǟ  ȩ̇ȩɣȊ  ɝǟʫȩǁƒ☼ʻ İ˞ʫȇƒǁǟ ļʫƒɣʻʠɴʫˉƒˉȩɴɣ ░  İļ▒  ǁˉ and make eligible additional project 
categories. 

 
1. Application.   Members and organizations within the Siouxland Regional Transportation Planning Association (SRTPA) will be 

informed when requests for STBG applications are being requested and their deadline.  Members will receive an application by 
mail or email format. C ities between 500 and 5,000 will also receive an STBG application because they may have eligible road 
projects within their community.  Other agencies can request an application by contacting the SIMPCO office.  Applications wi ll also 
be available on SIMPCô☼ʻ ˿ǟƷʻȩˉǟ┴www.simpco.org. Eligible entities are any public agencies with public road jurisdiction, public 
transit responsibilities , or transportation planning responsibilities.    
 
All applications must be received by the application deadline so that staff has an appropriate amount of time for project eva luation.  
Applications are typically sent out in mid -January and due back to staff in mid -February.  Any application received past its deadline 
˿ȩɋɋ Ʒǟ ǁɴɣʻȩǌǟʫǟǌ ȇɴʫ ˉȞǟ ȇɴɋɋɴ˿ȩɣȊ ̈ǟƒʫ☼ʻ ƒʠʠɋȩǁƒˉȩɴɣ ǁ̈ǁɋǟ╖ 

 
2. Qualifying Criteria.  

 
Location of Projects  (See 23 U.S.C. 133(c)): 
- STBG projects may not be undertaken on a road functionally classified as a local road or a rural minor collect or unless the 

road was on a Federal-aid highway system on January 1, 1991, except▲ 
- For a bridge or tunnel project (other than the construction of a new bridge or tunnel at a new location);  
- For a project described in the shaded box in the eligibility section below*;  
- For transportation alternatives projects ;  
- For a bridge for the replacement of a low wa ter crossing.  

-  ʠʠɋȩǁƒɣˉʻ ʻȞɴ˞ɋǌ ʫǟȇǟʫ ˉɴ ˉȞǟ  ǟǌǟʫƒɋ  ˞ɣǁˉȩɴɣƒɋ Jɋƒʻʻȩȇȩǁƒˉȩɴɣ ɝƒʠ ƒ˻ƒȩɋƒƷɋǟ ƒˉ ˉȞǟ ǁɴ˞ɣˉ̈ ǟɣȊȩɣǟǟʫ☼ʻ ɴȇȇȩǁǟ┼ ˉȞǟSIMPCO 
office, and the Iowa DOT Northwest Iowa Transportation Center in Sioux City to check roadway eligibility . 

 

http://www.simpco.org/
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Eligibility: To be eligible as a Surface Transportation Block Grant activity, any project or area served by the project must fit one or 
more of the  following categories:  
- Construction, as defined in 23 U.S.C. 101(a)(4) as amended by the BIL, of the following:  

¶ Highways, bridges, and tunnels  
¶ Ferry boats and terminal facilities  
¶ Transit capital projects  
¶ Infrastructure -based intelligent transportation syst ems capital improvements, including the installation of vehicle -to-

infrastructure communication equipment  
¶ Truck parking facilities  
¶ Border infrastructure projects  
¶ Wildlife crossing structures.  

- Operational improvements and capital and operating costs for t raffic monitoring, management, and control facilities and 
programs.  

- Environmental mitigation activities.  
- Environmental restoration and pollution abatement activities.  
- Control of noxious weeds and establishment of native species.  
- Transportation pollution control measures in the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7408(f)(1)(A), excluding clause xvi).  
- The addition or retrofitting of structures or other measures to eliminate or reduce crashes involving vehicles and wildlife.  
- The installation a nd deployment of current and emerging intelligent  transportation technologies, including the ability of 

vehicles to communicate  with infrastructure, buildings, and other road users.  
- Planning and construction of projects that facilitate intermodal connecti ons between emerging transportation technologies, 

such as magnetic levitation and  hyperloop.  
- Protective features, including natural infrastructure, to enhance the resilience of a  transportation facility otherwise eligible for 

assistance under STBG.  
- Measures to protect a transportation facility otherwise eligible for assistance  under STBG from cybersecurity threats.  
- Upon request of a State and subject to the approval of the Secretary, if Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation  

Act (TIFIA) credit assistance is approved for a STBG-eligible project, then the State may use STBG funds to pay the subsidy and 
administrative costs associated with providing Federal credit assistance for the projects.  

- The creation and operation by a State of an office t o assist in the design,  implementation, and oversight including conducting 
value for money analyses or  similar comparative analyses, of public -private partnerships eligible to receive  funding under title 
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23 and chapter 53 of title 49, United States Code, and the  payment of a stipend to unsuccessful private bidders to offset their 
proposal  development costs, if necessary to encourage robust competition in public -private partnership procurements.  

- Any type of project eligible under 23 U.S.C. 133 as in effect on the day before  the FAST Act was enacted (i.e., in effect on December 
3, 2015). 

- Projects to enhance travel and tourism.  
- Public transportation projects . 
- Initiatives to halt the evasion of payment of motor fuel taxes . 
- Workforce development, tra ining, and education activities.  

 
*Project activities included in the shaded box below are not subject to the Location of Project require ment described in the previous 
section: 

 
- Highway and transit safety infrastructure improvements and programs, including proje cts for the elimination of hazards of 

railway -highway crossings and installation of safety barriers and nets on bridges.  
- Fringe and corridor parking facilities and programs and carpool projects.  
- Recreational trails projects including maintenance and resto ration of existing recreational trails, pedestrian and bicycle 

projects.  
- Planning, design, or construction of boulevards and other roadways largely in the right -of-way of former Interstate System 

routes or other divided highways.  
- Development and implementation of a State asset management plan for the National Highway System (N HS) and a 

performance -based management program for other public roads.  
- Protection (including painting, scour countermeasures, seismic retrofits, impact protection measures, security 

countermeasures, and protection against extreme events) for bridges (incl uding approaches to bridges and other elevated 
structures) and tunnels on public roads, and inspection and evaluation of bridges and tunnels and other highway assets.  

- Surface transportation planning programs, highway and transit research and development a nd technology transfer programs, 
and workforce development, training, and education.  

- Surface transportation infrastructure modifications to facilitate direct intermodal interchange, transfer, and access into an d 
out of a port terminal.  

- Projects and strate gies designed to support congestion pricing, including electronic toll collection and travel demand 
management strategies and programs.  
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- Projects and strategies designed to reduce the number of wildlife -vehicle collisions, including project -related planni ng, design, 
construction, monitoring, and preventative maintenance.  

- The installation of electric vehicle charging infrastructure and vehicle -to-grid infrastructure.  
- Rural barge landing, dock, and waterfront infrastructure projects.  

 
NOTE: For a full list of eligible items and criteria, please refer to  the STBG Implementation Guidance  from the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) (updated June 1, 2022):  
www.fhwa.dot.gov/specialfunding/stp/bil_stbg_implementation_guidance -05_25_22.pdf  

 
Additional information can be accessed at: www.fhwa.dot.gov/specialfundin g/stp/  

 
Projects must have an assured local (non -federal funds) match of at least 20 percent of the estimated total cost of the proposed 
project.  
The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL)  requires a non -federal match of at least 20 percent of project costs.  Assurance of this 
required local match by the proposer at the time of the application indicates a necessary level of support by the proposer to  
immediately proceed with the project dev elopment and implementation.  
 
Projects must be submitted by counties or incorporated cities.  
All BIL federal funds received by the State of Iowa will be received and disbursed by the Iowa Department  of Transportation (Iowa 
DOT). STBG funds are available as  a reimbursement program administered by the FHWA.  Reimbursement will be received from 
federal highway funds for the federal portion (up to 80 percent of total expenditures) of those  expenditures for the project.  
 

3. Discussion Considerations  
Each of the following considerations is used during project selection.  The considerations listed below are representative of the 
amount of weight given to certain aspects of the project during the application review.  Each consideration is related to the  
questions wit hin the application.  

 
I. Is this project currently in the Long Range Transportation Plan  

 
II. Projects with an assured local (non -federal funds) match in excess of 20 percent   

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/specialfunding/stp/bil_stbg_implementation_guidance-05_25_22.pdf
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/specialfunding/stp/
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The demand for Surface Transportation Block Grant funds far exceeds the amount made a vailable to Iowa.  Providing a 
modest incentive for proposers to exceed the minimum required local (non -federal funds) match (20 percent) will enable 
leveraging implementation of more projects in more locations throughout the state.   

 
III. Projects that have already gone through a statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting process     

In some cases, the proposed project has already been included in the list of priorities for the locality, region, or the stat e, 
but was not completed due to funding limitations.  There appears to be a number of very good projects that have gone 
through one or more of these processes but remain unfunded or underfunded because of limitations on the availability of 
funding in these programs.  

 
IV. Projects which demonstrate a regional impact on economic development   

Does this project benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or county, or are recognized as being of regional or 
interregional significance?  Does this project demonstrate the improve ments or enhancement of the movement of freight 
and services? 

 
V. Project Average Annual Daily Traffic and the projected Average Annual Daily Traffic  

 
VI. Project Federal Functional Classification  

 
VII. Does this project request funds for alternative modes of transpor tation and/or will use funds for planning purposes?   

 
4. Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) Recommendation.   The Transportation Advisory Committee will discuss the significance 

of projects, and hear any input from Transportation Advisory Committee members, organizations, agencies or the public.  A funding 
recommendation from the Transportation Advisory Committee will then be presented to the Policy Board.  This proce ss is typically 
done in March.  
 

5. Policy Board Action.  The Policy Board will receive  the Transportation Advisory Committee recommendation, any discussion on 
significance of projects, and any further input from members, organizations, agencies or the public.  At that point, the Policy Board 
will  make a final decision for the İļB£ ȇ˞ɣǌʻ╖ ğʫɴȽǟǁˉʻ ˿ȩɋɋ Ʒǟ ʻǟɋǟǁˉǟǌ ˿ȩˉȞȩɣ ɋȩɝȩˉƒˉȩɴɣʻ ɴȇ ȇ˞ɣǌȩɣȊ ɴʫ ◦ˉƒʫȊǟˉ ƒɝɴ˞ɣˉʻ☺ ˉȞƒˉ ȩʻ
calculated by the Iowa Department of Transportation.  
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6. Transportation Improvement Program.   Selected projects are then included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  The 
draft TIP is reviewed by the Policy Board in the spring and the final TIP is a pproved during the month of June  and submitted to the 
Iowa DOT for approval, after whic h it is submitted to FHWA as part of the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
for federal approval. After the project has federal authorization, approved project applicants must work with the Iowa DOT to  
ensure all Federal regulations are be ing met regarding project design and construction.  If a project requires a TIP amendment or 
administrative modification, the applicant must follow the process as outlined in the Public Participation Plan and TIP.  
 

7. Unspent STBG Funds. In the event that STBG funds are left unspent due to a savings on a project, any unspent funds will be returned 
to the general STBG balance of SRTPA. Members can then apply using the STBG application to utilize these funds towards a different 
project eithe r in that same fiscal year or in a future year. If no applications are received, these funds will be included in the new 
ȇȩʻǁƒɋ ̈ǟƒʫ☼ʻ Ʒƒɋƒɣǁǟ ƒɣǌ ǌǟǁȩǌǟǌ ɴɣ ȩɣ ˉȞǟ ßƒʫǁȞ ɝǟǟˉȩɣȊ╖ 
 

8. Iowa DOT Federal-Aid SWAP Policy. All applicants are encouraged to review the Iowa DOT SWAP policy that was revised in July, 2022 
to reflect the BIL:  
¶ https://iowadot.gov/local_systems/pdfs/Swap -Policy.pdf  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://iowadot.gov/local_systems/pdfs/Swap-Policy.pdf
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¸ôū ☼İT R A N S P O R T A T I O N  A L T E R N A T I V E S  P R O G R A M  
 

1. Application.  Members and organizations within the Regional Planning Area will be informed when requests for TAP applications 
are being requested and their deadline. Members will receive an application by mail or email format.  TAP applications will be sent 
to every incorporated city within the SRTPA area.   Other agencies can request an application by contacting the SIMPCO office. 
Applications will also be available at all times on the Iowa DOT website: https://iowadot.gov/systems_plann ing/grant -
programs/transportation -alternatives .  
 
The following is a checklist of things that must be included in a TAP application for it to be valid:  
 

i. A completed application form ╖  ɴʫɝ ⁞⁞⁞  ʠʠɋȩǁƒˉȩɴɣ  ɴʫɝ ȇɴʫ ¸ɴ˿ƒ☼ʻ ļʫƒɣʻʠɴʫˉƒˉȩɴɣ  ɋˉǟʫɣƒˉȩ˻ǟʻ ğʫɴȊʫƒɝ ░ļ ğ▒  ˞ɣǌʻ ȩʻ ƒ˻ƒȩɋƒƷɋǟ
on the Iowa DOT website.  

ii. A narrative assessing existing conditions, outlining the concept of the proposed project, and providing adequate project just if ication as 
described in the application form. The narrative also requires a discussion of topics like how the project will enhance conne ctivity, 
project readiness, and environmental conditions among others.  

iii.  A detailed map identifying the location of the p roject.  
iv. A sketch-plan of the project, including cross -section for bicycle or pedestrian facilities.  
v. Digital photographs  

vi. An itemized breakdown of the total project costs.  
vii. A time schedule for the total project development.  
viii.  An official endorsement of the  project from the authority to be responsible for its maintenance and operation according to the 

requirements included in the application form. For infrastructure projects, this includes assurance that the facility will be  adequately 
maintained in public u se for a minimum of 20 years. For cities, counties, or other political subdivisions, this endorsement is required to 
be in the form of a fully executed resolution by the elected body or board as applicable.  

ix. If applicable, a letter of support for the proje ct from the scenic or historic byway board.  
x. If applicable, information about the affected school(s)  and student travel information for a SRTS project.  

xi. A narrative discussing the public input process that was followed and public acceptance as well as a di scussion of local and regional 
planning efforts, partnership, and stakeholder involvement.  

xii. If the project will include construction within Iowa DOT right -of-way, a letter of support from the Iowa DOT District Office is required  
xiii.  Minority Impact Statement  

 
Eligible applicants and project sponsors include:   

¶ Local governments  

https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/grant-programs/transportation-alternatives
https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/grant-programs/transportation-alternatives
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¶ Regional transportation authorities  
¶ Transit agencies  
¶ Natural  resource or public land s agencies 
¶ Tribal governments  
¶ Any other local or regional governmental entity with responsibility for oversight of transportation or recreation al 

trails (other than a metropolitan planning organization or a State agency) that the State determines to be eligible.  
¶ A non-eligible project sponsor may partner with an eligible co -sponsor in ap plying for funds.  

 All applications must be received by the application deadline so that staff has an appropriate amount of time for project 
evaluation.  Applications are typically sent out in January and due back to staff in February. Any application recei ved past its 
ǌǟƒǌɋȩɣǟ ˿ȩɋɋ Ʒǟ ǁɴɣʻȩǌǟʫǟǌ ȇɴʫ ˉȞǟ ȇɴɋɋɴ˿ȩɣȊ ̈ǟƒʫ☼ʻ ƒʠʠɋȩǁƒˉȩɴɣ ǁ̈ǁɋǟ╖  

 
2. Eligibility requirements.  Once all applications have been received by SIMPCO staff, applications will be sent to the Iowa DOT for 

an eligibility check . See the applicati on checklist for these requirements . The Iowa DOT will then return confirmation of eligibility 
and provide any comments on the application back to SIMPCO.  
 

3. Scoring. SIMPCO staff these projects will be evaluated and scored according to the qualifying and pr iority criterion which is listed 
in the TIP and Iowa DOT comments. These projects will be evaluated and scored by SIMPCO staff according to the following 
qualifying and priority criterion:  

a. Fulfills the intent of the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (5 points) https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/grant -
programs/transportation -alternatives  

b. Fulfills multiple objectives of the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (5 points)  
c. Assured local match of 20% or higher (10 points)  
d. Components already funded (5 points)  
e. Past prioritized at the State, Regional or Local Level (5 points)  
f. Regional impact including tourism and economic development (20 points)  
g. Land acquisition status (5 points)  
h. Facility category assessment ► Connectivity, Development, Extension, Upgrade, Combination (25 points)  
i. Currently in the LRTP (10 points) 
j. Current development status (10 points)  

Once scored, staff will compile project information, scoring, and recommendation into a memo provided to both the 
Transportation Advisory Committee and Policy Board for review.  Although SIMPCO staff recommends projects based  on the 

https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/grant-programs/transportation-alternatives
https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/grant-programs/transportation-alternatives


 

17 
 

DRAFT 

qualifying and priority criteria, the Transportation Advisory Committee and Policy Board are not required to grant funds to t he 
projects based on recommendation.  
 

4. Transportation Advisory Committee Recommendation.   The Transportation Advisory Committee will review the recommendations 
from staff, may discuss significance of projects, and hear any input from Transportation Advisory Committee members, 
organizations, agencies or the public. A funding recommendation from the Transportation Advisory Committee will then be 
presented to the Policy Board. This process is typically done in March.  
 

5. Policy Board Action.   The Policy Board will receive projects scores along with recommendations from staff, the Transportation 
Advisory Committee recommendation,  any discussion on significance of projects, and any further input from members, 
organizations, agencies or the public.  At that point, the Policy Board will make a final decision for the Iowa TAP funds.  P rojects 
will be selected within limitations of fun ǌȩɣȊ ɴʫ ◦ˉƒʫȊǟˉ ƒɝɴ˞ɣˉʻ☺ ˉȞƒˉ ȩʻ ǁƒɋǁ˞ɋƒˉǟǌ Ʒ̈ ˉȞǟ ¸ɴ˿ƒ Tǟʠƒʫˉɝǟɣˉ ɴȇ ļʫƒɣʻʠɴʫˉƒˉȩɴɣ╖
After approval SIMPCO staff will send award letters to the sponsors of the selected projects, informing them of the next step s. 
 

6. Transportation Improvement Program.   Selected projects are then included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  
The draft TIP is reviewed by the Policy Board in the spring and the final TIP is a pproved during the month of June  and submitted 
to the Iowa DOT for approval, after which it is submitted to FHWA as part of the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) for federal approval. After the project has federal authorization, approved project applicants must work with the Iowa  DOT 
to ensure all Federal regulations are being m et regarding project design and construction.  If a project requires a TIP amendment 
or administrative modification, the applicant must follow the process as outlined in the Public Participation Plan and TIP.  
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T R A N S P O R T A T I O N  A L T E RN A T I V E S  P R O G R A M  P R O J E C T S  ► P R I O R I T Y  
C R I T E R I A  ( I O W A ) 
 
Each of the following ten criteria explains its importance to the application and provides the applicant with the amount of w eight given 
in the application review.  Each priority is directly related to questions on the application.   These projects will be evaluated and scored 
by SIMPCO staff according to the following qu alifying and priority criterion. The Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL ) of 2021 will carry forward 
the eligibilities and req ˞ȩʫǟɝǟɣˉʻ ɴȇ ˉȞǟ  ȩ̇ȩɣȊ  ɝǟʫȩǁƒ☼ʻ İ˞ʫȇƒǁǟ ļʫƒɣʻʠɴʫˉƒˉȩɴɣ ░  İļ▒  ǁˉ and will make eligible additional project 
categories. 
 
1. The degree to which the proposed project fulfills the intent of the FAST Act  5 points  
 It is important to implement quality projects.  Relative to the FAST Act, quality is defined by the declaration of policy inc luded in 

the act:  ◦The FAST Act creates a streamlined performance -based and multimodal program to address the many challenges facing 
the U.S. transportation system.  These challenges include improving safety, maintaining infrastructure condition, reducing tr affic 
congestion, improving efficiency  of the system and freight movement, protection the environment, and reducing delays in project 
ǌǟɋȩ˻ǟʫ̈╖☺ 

 The FAST Act links transportation plans, programs, and projects to the goals of preserving community quality and protecting t he 
environment.  TAP proje cts should provide leadership by example for this new direction in federal transportation policy.  
https://iowadot.gov/systems_planning/pdf/Iowa -TAP-Guidance.pdf 

 
2. Projects which qualify in two or more of the eligible categories of transportation alternatives identified in the FAST Act pr ocess  5 

points  
 There are several eligible categories identified for transportation enhancements in the FAST Act.  With limited fu nding available, it 

ȩʻ ȩɣ ˉȞǟ ʫǟȊȩɴɣ☼ʻ Ʒǟʻˉ ȩɣˉǟʫǟʻˉ ˉɴ Ȋȩ˻ǟ ʻɴɝǟ ȇ˞ɣǌȩɣȊ ʠʫȩɴʫȩˉ̈ ˉɴ ʠʫɴȽǟǁˉʻ ˉȞƒˉ ƒǁǁɴɝʠɋȩʻȞ ɝ˞ɋˉȩʠɋǟ ɴƷȽǟǁˉȩ˻ǟʻ╖ 
 
3. Projects with an assured match ( non-FHWA funds) in excess of 20 percent   10 points 
 A number of agencies in Iowa currently  solicit, prioritize, and select transportation alternatives type projects.  The demand for TAP 

funds far exceeds the amount made available to Iowa.  Providing a modest incentive for the applicant agency( ies) to exceed the 
minimum 20 percent required match ( non-FHWA funds) would enable leveraging implementation of more projects in more 
locations throughout the state.  Providing equitable access to TAP funds for poorer communities is also a concern.  And the 
maximum points given to this priorit izing criterion are sufficiently low to fund projects that score well on the remaining 
prioritizing criteria.  
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4. Projects with components which have already been funded and/or implemented from other funding sources, especially projects fo r 

which proposed tra nsportation alternatives would complete a larger project, concept, or plan  5 points  
 There may be a number of larger projects that are missing a key or final element.  Funding these missing elements with TAP funds 

would provide additional benefits to fund ed projects.  
 
5. Projects that have already gone through a statewide, regional, and/or local priority setting process   5 points  
 There are a number of processes in Iowa that have solicited, prioritized, and selected transportation alternatives type proje cts for 

a decade or more.  There appears to be a number of very good projects that have gone through one or more of these processes 
but remain unfunded or underfunded because of limitations on the availability of funding in these programs.  

 
6. Projects which demo nstrate a regional impact including tourism and economic development  20 points   
 Transportation alternatives funds are federal funds.  The amount of funds is limited and is probably not sufficient to fund a ll 

projects submitted.  For example, priority wil l be given to projects that benefit more than one neighborhood, community, or 
county, or are recognized as being of regional or interregional significance.  It is suggested to the applicant agency( ies) that 
projects with statewide impact and benefit should  apply directly to  Iowa DOT for Statewide Recreational Trails Project Funding.  

 
7. Status of Land Acquisition 5 points  

The status of land acquisition (if applicable) will be evaluated based on the progression of acquisition.  
 

8. Facility Category 25 points 
All projects funded with TAP funds will be assessed according to how the proposed facility fits into the community and region.  
Five different criteria will be evaluated:  
Connection ► Does the project connect with  an existing f acility, proposed facility, or area of interest?  
Development ► Is this a brand new development?  
Extension ► Is this an extension of an existing facility?  
Upgrade ► Is this project to upgrade an existing facility?  
Combination ► Two or more of the above crit eria? 
 

9. Is this project currently in the Long Range Transportation Plan? 10 points 
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10. Project development status, at time of application, with regards to the federal and other processing requirements appropriate  to the 
proposed project  10 points 

 All project s funded with federal funds administered by the FHWA are required to be processed following rules established by the 
FHWA.  The precise process a project must follow varies.  For example, a project to develop a plan may merely have to follow the 
consultant  selection process, whereas a major project entailing extensive land acquisition and significant environmental impacts 
may entail a number of steps including the writing of a federal environmental impact statement and holding numerous public 
meetings and h earings.  Projects, which have reached successive milestones in the development process appropriate for the 
project, will be awarded points based on how far in the process they have been developed.  The farther a project has been 
developed, the more certai n is its implementation and the more reliable is its estimated cost.  
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C O U N T Y  B R I D G E  P R O J E C T S 
 
In Iowa, each county selects its own project s for STBG Highway Bridge Program (STBG-HBP) funding.  Projects are selected  at the 
local level based on need and available funding. Counties prioritize  projects by sufficiency  ratings, condition of bridge , types of use, 
traffic counts, load rating,  bridge life, and cost to replace/ maintain . Projects are then submitted to the Iowa DOT Office of Local 
Systems to ensure fiscal constraint before being programmed in the TIP/STIP.  Below is the specific process as stated by each 
county:  
 
Woodbury County: 
Annually the County Engineer reviews the latest bridge inspection reports.  The Cou nty Engineer reviews the bridges that have load 
restrictions and less than five years of estimated remaining life as two primary screening factors in comparing the condition  of 
bridges in the system. The County Engineer then looks at traffic counts and det our length to evaluate which bridge replacements 
will make the greatest impact in reducing out of distance travel for farm commodities.  The County Engineer looks for areas that are 
◦ɋƒɣǌɋɴǁɅǟǌ☺ Ʒ̈ ɝ˞ɋˉȩʠɋǟload  restricted structures. Reduced structural load carry capacity is a critical factor that is considered  in 
comparing bridges eligible for replacement. Priority is given to replacement of bridges on the paved road system, but more critical 
needs are sometime s present on the gravel road system, so paved road bridges cannot be replace d to the exclusion of bridges on 
the lower level system.  
 
The County Engineer also looks for accelerated deterioration compared to prior inspection reports. Bridges may move forward i n 
the construction program if their rate of deterioration appears to be increasing or if the bridge suffered damage in the course o f 
the year. Bridges may be selected and prioritized ahead of others already in the five year  construction program if a collision, flood 
or other natural disaster causes the loss of a bridge or a severe reduction in capacity. This re -prioritization usually results in the 
delay of one of more already programmed bridges due to lack of funds.  
 
The County Engineer is accessible every day to local residents  to discuss individual concerns about bridge replacement and repair 
priorities. Local livestock and grain p roducers currently supply frequent input concerning bridges near their operations.  Bridge 
recommendations made by the County Engineer are reviewed annually and approved by the Board of Supervisors.  
 
Monona County: 
Monona County decides the order of bridg e replacements based on necessity basis. The factors included are bridge condition rating, 
load rating, traffic volume, and traffic connectivity to markets, detour length and structural type.  Other factors may be  considered  
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including ability  to secure FEMA funding or special funding through the Iowa DOT Annual County Bridge Program, etc.  Monona 
County has not instituted a mathematical rating system, Ʒ˞ˉ ʫǟɋȩǟʻ ɴɣ ˉȞǟ Jɴ˞ɣˉ̈ cɣȊȩɣǟǟʫ☼ʻ Ƚ˞ǌȊɝǟɣˉ ȇɴʫ ƒ ʫǟǁɴɝɝǟɣǌƒˉȩɴɣ ƒɣǌ
the Board of Supervisor s☼ approval.  
 
Plymouth County:  
Plymouth County☼ʻ process for prioritizing bridges is to collect condition information from inspections and prioritize  based on the 
condition with the worst condition being first.  A bridge on a paved road with the same cond ition as another on a gravel roadway 
will be given priority.  
 
Ida County:  
Ida County begins by looking at the Structural and Inventory Appraisal form to determine the bridges ☼ condition rating and local 
ratings.  The County Engineer then looks at the detour lengths and relative location to other bridges. If there is a signific ant detour 
length for heavy traffic , that bridge will be selected  over a bridge that has a shorter deto ur. The County Engineer also looks at the 
rate of deterioration of the bridge. If it is accelerating , that bridge may be selected over a bridge with the same characteristics in 
deterioration. A bridge on the paved system will have a higher priority than on e on a gravel road or level B road. Other factors are 
traffic volume, length of structure┼ ƒɣǌ ʻˉʫ˞ǁˉ˞ʫǟ ˉ̈ʠǟ╖ ļȞǟ ʻˉʫ˞ǁˉ˞ʫǟ ʻǟɋǟǁˉǟǌ ˿ȩɋɋ ˞ɋˉȩɝƒˉǟɋ̈ Ʒǟ Ʒƒʻǟǌ ɴɣ ˉȞǟ Jɴ˞ɣˉ̈ cɣȊȩɣǟǟʫ☼ʻ
judgment and the recommendation of the Board of Supervisors.  
 
Cherokee County: 
Cherokee County identifies bridge projects by using information provided by our bridge inspection consultant.  The consultant  
provides bridge rating summaries that include an estimated remaining life for the structure.  The County prioritizes bridg e work 
based on the estimated remaining life (1st) and average daily traffic (2nd).   
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P U B L I C  P A R T I C I P A T I O N  P R O C E S S 
 
The TIP is updated  annually with amendments to the document.  The following is a general guideline process for the  TIP: 
§ During the draft development phase, the SRTPA staff develops a document with the input from interested state and local partie s.  

Some of these organizatio ns include but are not restricted to, concerned citizens, natural resources agencies, cultural/ historic  
agencies, the media, and numerous others.  

§ Once a draft is developed , SRTPA staff posts it on the SIMPCO website at https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation -
planning/transportation -improvement -programs/ . Copies of the draft are als o available at the SIMPCO office, local city halls , and 
county courthouses.  

§ The SRTPA informs the local media about informational meetings on the current plan.  
§ Once the entire TIP is established , SIMPCO will open up the 15 day comment period and will hold an open house for the public to 

discuss opinions about the document.  The TIP will once again be updated  on the website and there will be copies in the SIMPCO 
office, local city halls and county courthouses.  There will be a public input meeting  during the 15 day comment period that gives 
the public time to review the document further and contact staff with suggestions/concern s via mail, email, telephone, fax, or in 
person.  

§ The adoption of the document will be held  after the 15 day comment period has commenced.  The adoption of the TIP takes place 
at a regularly scheduled SRTPA meeting. 

§  ȇˉǟʫ ˉȞǟ ǌɴǁ˞ɝǟɣˉ☼ʻ adoption, copies can be found  on the SIMPCO website at https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation -
planning/transportation -improvement -programs/  and hard copies can be found  at the SIMPCO office, local city halls , and county 
courthouses.

https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-programs/
https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-programs/
https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-programs/
https://simpco.org/divisions/transportation-planning/transportation-improvement-programs/
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S R T P A F E D E R A L  H I G H W A Y  E L E M E N T  
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