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INTRODUCTION 

 

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is an annually prepared program of transportation 

projects that will be utilizing federal funding assistance in their implementation.  This TIP includes 

projects within the Fond du Lac Urbanized Area.  It has been developed by the East Central 

Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission as the staff for the Metropolitan Planning Organization 

(MPO). The MPO works in cooperation and coordination with the Wisconsin Department of 

Transportation (WisDOT), which is responsible for preparing a State Transportation Improvement 

Program (STIP) programming federally-assisted transportation projects statewide. The federal 

funding assistance to be programmed is provided by the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 

Century Act (MAP-21) administered by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal 

Transit Administration (FTA). 

 

In preparing this report, East Central has worked with WisDOT Northeast Region, transit operators, 

and local governmental jurisdictions to compile a list of projects from their capital improvement 

programs and budgets for the five-year period from 2013 to 2017.  These lists of programmed 

candidate projects were then reviewed for consistency with long range plans, prioritized, and 

recommended by transportation Technical Advisory Committees (TACs) for the urbanized area.  TAC 

recommendations were in turn reviewed by the Policy Board for final action as the MPO 

recommending these projects to WisDOT for inclusion in the STIP. 

 

 

REPORT FORMAT 

 

The first section of the TIP includes a brief description of the transportation planning process and its 

relationship to the TIP.  The second section outlines the process of developing the project list, the 

method employed for prioritizing projects, and the procedure followed for consideration and 

approval of the report.  The final section contains the project list.   

 

The appendices include a variety of background information. 

 

 

CERTIFICATIONS   

  

In accordance with 23 CFR 450.334(a) East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission hereby 

certifies that the metropolitan transportation planning process is addressing major issues facing the 

metropolitan planning area and is being conducted in accordance with all applicable requirements of: 

 

(1) 23 U.S.C. 134 and 49 U.S.C. 5303, and this subpart 

 

(2) In non-attainment and maintenance areas, Sections 174 and 176 (c) and (d) of the Clean 

Air Act as amended (42 U.S.C. 7504, 7506 (c) and (d)) and 40 CFR part 93; 

                 

(3) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended (42 USC 2000d-1) and 49 CFR part 

21; 
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(4) 49 USC 5332, prohibiting discrimination on the basis of race, color, creed, national origin, 

ex, or age in employment or business opportunity; 

 

(5) Section 1101(b) of the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) (Pub. 

L. 112-141) and 49 CFR Part 26 regarding the involvement of disadvantaged business 

enterprises in US DOT funded projects; 

 

(6) 23 CFR part 230, regarding the implementation of an equal employment opportunity 

program on Federal and Federal-aid highway construction contracts; 

 

(7) The provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) 

and 49 CFR Parts 27, 37, and 38; 

 

(8) The Older Americans Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6101), prohibiting discrimination on the 

basis of age in programs or activities receiving Federal financial assistance; 

 

(9) Section 324 of title 23, U.S.C. regarding the prohibition of discrimination based on 

gender;  and 

 

(10) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and 49 CFR 27 regarding 
discrimination against individuals with disabilities. 

 

In addition, the MPO certifies that the TIP contains only projects that are consistent with the 

metropolitan plans for the urbanized areas.  

 

In addition, the Fond du Lac Metropolitan Planning Organization’s public participation and 

certification process satisfies the Fond du Lac Area Transit public participation requirements for the 

Program of Projects.    

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
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 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM  

 

 

FEDERAL PLANNING REQUIREMENTS 

 

MAP-21, signed into law in July of 2012, and predecessor transportation legislation require that all 

urbanized areas have a comprehensive, cooperative, and continuing planning process in place to 

guide effective use of federal funding assistance.  MAP-21 planning requirements reemphasize the 

integral relationship of land use with transportation infrastructure, as well as the need to address all 

mobility from a multimodal perspective, as previously emphasized under TEA-21 and SAFETEA-LU.  

Additional areas of challenge under MAP-21 include: 

 

• Improving safety; 

• Maintain infrastructure condition; 

• Reducing traffic congestion; 

• System reliability; 

• Freight movement and economic vitality; 

• Environmental sustainability; 

• Reduced project delivery delays. 

 

To carry out the comprehensive planning program, ISTEA, TEA-21, SAFETEA-LU, and MAP-21 have 

reconfirmed the role of a cooperative planning institution, the MPO, to guarantee that all aspects of 

the urbanized area will be represented in the plan's development and that planning will be conducted 

on a continuing basis. As the designated staff for the MPO for the Fond du Lac urbanized area, the 

East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission is responsible for carrying out these 

transportation planning responsibilities.  

 

The Fond du Lac urbanized area is located in Fond du Lac County; includes all or parts of the five 

towns of Eden, Empire, Fond du Lac, Friendship and Taycheedah; the City of Fond du Lac; and the 

Villages of North Fond du Lac and Eden.  The 2010 census figures show the population of the 

urbanized area to be 54,901. 
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THE TIP PROCESS   

  

One of the objectives of TEA-21, SAFETEA-LU and subsequently by MAP-21 is to forge a stronger 

link between plan preparation and plan implementation.  It seeks to accomplish this, in part, by 

broadening public involvement and elevating the importance and authority of the MPO in the TIP 

prioritization process. 

 

The TIP is a staged multi-year program of both capital and operating projects designed to 

implement both the long-range element of the transportation plan and the shorter-range 

transportation system management (TSM) element.  The TIP covers a period of five years with 

projects identified for each of the first four years as the minimum program.  Projects for 2017 are 

considered future year projects. The MPO and WisDOT agree that the first year of the TIP 

constitutes an agreed to list of projects for project selection purposes and that no further project 

selection action is required for WisDOT or the transit operator to proceed with federal fund 

commitment.  Although the TIP is updated annually, if WisDOT or the transit operators wish to 

proceed with projects not scheduled in the first year of the TIP, the MPO agrees that projects from 

the second, third or fourth year of the TIP can be advanced to proceed with federal funding 

commitment without further action by the MPO.   

 

TIP Amendments 

 

No Amendment Required 
 

• Schedule 

• Changing the implementation schedule for projects within the first four years of the 
TIP. Provided that the change does not trigger redemonstration of fiscal 
constraint. 

• Scope 

• Changes in scope (character of work or project limits) while remaining reasonably 
consistent with the approved project. 

• Funding 

• Changing the source (Fed, state, local); category (IM, NHS, STP, earmarks); or 
amount of funding for a project without changing the scope of work or schedule for 
the project or any other project within the first four years of the TIP. 

 
Minor Amendment (processed through MPO committee structure and WisDOT, public involvement           
handled through the committee process) 
 

• Schedule 

• Adding an exempt/preservation project to the first four years of the TIP, including 
advancing a project for implementation from an illustrative list (Table A-1) or from 
the out-year of the TIP. 

 

• Moving an exempt/preservation project out of the first four years of the TIP. 
 

• Scope 

• Changing the scope (character of work or project limits) of an exempt/ 
preservation project within the first four years of the TIP such that the current  

 description is no longer reasonably accurate.
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• Funding 

• Change in project funding that impacts the funding for other projects within the first 
four years of the TIP forcing any exempt/preservation project out of the four-year 
window. 

 
Major Amendment (public involvement opportunity and processed through MPO committee 
structure and WisDOT) 

• Schedule 

• Adding a non-exempt/expansion project to the first four years of the TIP, including 
advancing a project for implementation from an illustrative list or from the out-year 
of the TIP. 

• Moving a non-exempt/expansion project out of the first four years of the TIP. 

• Scope 

• Significantly changing the scope (character of work or project limits) of a non-
exempt/expansion project within the first four years of the TIP such that current 
description is no longer reasonably accurate. 

• Funding (thresholds to be defined by the MPO in consultation with WisDOT and FHWA and 
subject to WisDOT approval). 

• Adding or deleting any project that exceeds the lesser of: 

•   20% of the total Federal funding programmed for the calendar year, 
or $1,000,000. 

Even though a new TIP has been developed and approved by the MPO, WisDOT can continue to 

seek federal fund commitment for projects in the previous TIP until a new STIP has been jointly 

approved by FHWA and FTA.  Highway and transit projects reflected in any of the first four years of 

the approved TIP may be advanced for federal fund commitment without requiring any amendment 

to the TIP.  It is the intent of WisDOT and the MPO to advance only projects, including transit 

operating assistance, that are included in an approved TIP and STIP.  WisDOT relies on the public 

involvement process conducted by the MPO in the development of their TIP to satisfy the Federal 

Transit Administration program and planning requirements, as established for the Section 5307 and 

5309 programs. 

 

TIP Project Solicitation and Public Involvement 

 

Annually, each transit operator, municipality or county is requested to submit a list of proposed 

transportation projects covering the next five-year period for inclusion in the TIP. Notification was 

provided by direct letter, dated April 18, 2012, requesting candidate projects to be identified.  On 

September 9, 2012, a legal notice was published in the Fond du Lac daily paper, identifying a review 

and comment period, from September 9 to October 8, 2012. The Technical Advisory Committee 

would meet September 12, 2012 to act on the draft project list for inclusion in the TIP and that the 

TIP would receive final consideration by the MPO at its October 10, 2012 Policy Board meeting.  

Documentation of the TIP published public involvement notice is included in Appendix F.  No public 

responses were received relative to any of the notices.   
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Project Review for Eligibility 

 

Projects submitted must be included in a locally adopted Capital Improvements Program and are 

reviewed for consistency with transportation plan recommendations, availability of federal and state 

funds, and compliance with relevant state and federal regulations.  All federally funded highway, 

transit, and other projects must be included in the TIP to compete for the receipt of federal funding 

assistance.  "Regionally significant" projects scheduled for implementation with state and local funds 

must also be included for informational and coordinative purposes, except that all projects impacting 

highways functionally classified as principal arterials must be included in the TIP regardless of 

funding source. 

 

Flexibility of Funding Sources 

 

A hallmark of the (MAP-21) legislation, while retaining categorical programs, was the introduction of 

fairly wide latitude to flexibly use funds from one category for projects in other categories.  The 

intent is to provide states and local areas with the ability to address priority needs in their 

jurisdictions.  Flexible programs include: 

 
Federal-aid Highway Programs 

MAP-21 SAFETEA-LU 

National Highway Performance Program 
(NHPP) 

NHS, IM, & Bridge (on NHS) 

Surface Transportation Program (STP) STP & Bridge (non-NHS) 
Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) 

CMAQ 

Highway Safety Improvement Program 
(HSIP) 

HSIP (incl. High Risk Rural Roads) 

Railway-Highway Grade Crossing Railway Highway Grade Crossing 
Transportation Alternatives Transportation Enhancements, Safe Routes to 

School, Recreational Trails 

 
Federal-aid Transit Programs 

MAP-21 SAFETEA-LU 

Urbanized Area Formula Grants (5307) Urbanized Area Formula Grants (5307) 
Job Access & Reverse Commute Program (5316) 
(Part) 

Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and 
Individuals with Disabilities (5310) 

Elderly & Persons with Disabilities Program (5310) 
New Freedom Program (5317) 

Rural Area Formula Grants (5311) Nonurbanized Area Formula Program (5311) 
Job Access & Reverse Commute Program (5316) 
(Part) 

State of Good Repair Program (5337) 
(Formula) 

Fixed Guideway Modernization (5309) 
(Discretionary)  

Bus and Bus Facilities Formula Program 
(5339) 

Bus and Bus-Related Projects (5309) (Discretionary) 

Fixed Guideway Capital Investment Grants 
(5309) 

New Starts & Small Starts Programs (5309) 
(Discretionary) 
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Following is a list of the categorical programs included in the MAP-21 legislation as they apply to the 

Fond du Lac urbanized area: 

 

      Categorical Program        Acronym      

 

National Highway System 

State   NHS 

 

Bridge Replacement & Rehabilitation 

State   BR, BH 

 

Surface Transportation Program 

Enhancements EN 

Urban   URB 

Rural   RU 

State    STP 

Safety   HSIP 

Miscellaneous MSC 

Transit 

Section 5307   

Formula Capital and  

Operating Assistance  Section 5307 

Section 5310  

Elderly & Disabled Section 5310 

 

Of these categorical programs, the majority are programmed by WisDOT.  The forum of the TIP will 

serve to provide comment from the MPO annually and should generate additional public exposure to 

influence the project prioritization by WisDOT.  The Section 5307 Transit programs are developed 

directly by the transit operators in conformance with the Transit Development Programs, Americans 

with Disabilities Act (ADA) plans, and the long-range multimodal plan.  The Section 5310 elderly and 

disabled paratransit capital projects are listed in the TIP as candidate projects only with later 

prioritization and funding determinations by WisDOT.   

 

Prioritization of STP-Urban Projects 

 

The only categorical program that the MPO prioritizes is the STP-Urban program in each of the 

urbanized areas.  The five-year program, 2013-2017, itemized in the listing this year includes the 

2012 and 2013 projects that were submitted by the local entities.  Since the 2002 TIP, two years’ 

programming recommendations have been made in the even year TIP (2004, 2006,…), and are 

reaffirmed in the odd year TIP (2007, 2009…).  In developing this 2013 TIP, a project was selected 

by the Policy Board for the 2012 and 2013 biennium.  

 

The allocation of STP-Urban funds for 2012-2013 is $685,641 in the Fond du Lac urbanized area.  

This allocation is distributed among the municipalities within the respective urbanized areas based on 

their share of total federal functionally classified mileage. For example, the City of Fond du Lac's 
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share of the total urbanized area allocation is 29.67 miles divided by the Fond du Lac area total of 

71.22 functionally classified miles = .4166 or 41.6 percent. This allocation is then added to the 

accounting balance for the City of Fond du Lac and is used in determining its entitlement balance.  

As will be noted in the description of the prioritization process that follows, this entitlement is used in 

determining the community's eligibility to compete, and as a ratio of funding balance to project cost 

as one ranking criterion.  However, it does not guarantee that the funds will ever be available to the 

community, and is therefore not to be considered a suballocation of the urban funds. 

 

STP-Urban Project Criteria 

 

As part of the project approval process, federal metropolitan planning regulations require that all 

federally funded projects, as well as certain non-federally funded projects, be included in the 

Transportation Improvement Program.  The regulations also intend that the TIP set priorities for 

project approval. Toward this end, a system for prioritizing the 2012-2013 project candidates, as part 

of the 2013 TIP, is being used that was developed in 2005, as the first TIP was being adopted for 

the Fond du Lac urbanized area.  Below are the criteria used to evaluate and prioritize the project 

candidates.  The criteria assess plan consistency, preservation of the existing system, capacity 

needs, safety, multimodality, capital programming, and funding availability. 

 

1. PLAN CONSISTENCY.  This criterion establishes project legitimacy within the overall 

transportation network.  It rates projects higher when they conform in scope and timing to 

appropriate comprehensive or modal transportation plan element (local comprehensive plans, 

arterial plans, Transit Development and other transit plans, bicycle/pedestrian plans, regional 

long range plan and related elements) and evidence good regional coordination. 

 

Score 5 Direct Relationship 

3 Some Relationship 

0 No Relationship 

 

2. PRESERVES EXISTING SYSTEM.  This criterion emphasizes the goal of maximizing the 

efficiency of present infrastructure.  A project is rated using only the most appropriate of the 

 alternative rating categories.  For instance, a project which adds lanes to an arterial, could be 

rated by pavement condition, showing project timeliness, or as a new facility showing 

functional need. 

 

Highway applications.  Alternative ratings are available by project type based on pavement 

condition, new facilities, or traffic operations improvements. 

 

a.  Pavement Condition.  For existing highways, an indicator of pavement surface  

condition is based on the Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating Manual (PASER).  

Pavements with lower ratings have greater pavement distress and are scored higher. 

 

Score 5 Rating of 1-2 (in very poor condition, reconstruction necessary) 

5 Rating of 3-4 (significant aging, would benefit from an overlay) 

3 Rating of 5-6 (surface aging, sealcoat or overlay warranted) 
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1 Rating of 7-8 (slight wearing, routine maintenance) 

0 Rating of 9-10 (no visible distress)  

 

b.  New Facilities.  For new streets and highways, an evaluation is made of the criticality of 

the project to the overall functionality and efficiency of the existing network. 

 

Score  5 Very critical, needed to avoid lost opportunity relative to timing and cost of 

other programmed projects 

3 Beneficial to the overall performance of the system 

1 Some current need, more important to system performance in long term 

0 No relationship to system performance 

 

c. Traffic Operations Improvements.  Principally intersection channelization or 

signalization projects or improvements to corridor performance through access 

management. 

 

Score 5 Very critical, eliminates major hindrance to system performance and safety 

3 Beneficial to the overall performance of the system 

1 Some current need, more important to system performance in long term 

0 No relationship to system performance 

 

Non-highway applications.  An assumption is made that an increase in travel options improves 

the efficiency of the existing infrastructure. 

 

d. Freight Operations.   

 

Score 5 A project that improves operations of the existing freight transportation 

system 

3 Beneficial to the overall performance of the system 

1 Some current need, more important to system performance in long term 

0 No relationship to system performance 

 

e.  Transit Improvements. 

 

Score 5 A project that provides, or is an integral factor in providing, a transit or 

paratransit option 

3 A project that enhances a transit or paratransit option, thereby making a 

transit mode more attractive 

1 A project that meets transit or paratransit needs, but does not impact the 

demand for SOV (single-occupant vehicle) travel 

0 A project that inappropriately addresses transit or paratransit needs 

 

f. Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements.  Projects can be categorized as either barrier 

crossing or corridor improvements and rated using the appropriate set of criteria. 
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1) Barrier Crossing Improvements.  Provides facility over/under non-compatible 

transportation route or natural feature.  (Scores of criteria a), b) and c) are averaged 

and rounded to the nearest integer.) 

 

a) Spacing. (distance between facilities) 

 

Score 5 2.01 miles or greater 

4 1.51 to 2 miles 

3 1.01 to 1.50 miles 

2 0.76 to 1 mile 

1 0.51to 0.75 miles 

0 0.5 miles or less 

 

b) Level of Use. (origin/destination pairs) 

 

Score 5 residential to multimodal transfer locations 

5 residential to employment centers/schools/colleges 

3 residential to commercial/recreational 

1 residential to residential 

0 recreational to recreational 

 

c) User Safety. (Is at-grade crossing possible?) 

 

Score 5 no potential for at-grade crossing 

3 at-grade crossing possible; safety concerns remain 

0 safe at-grade crossing is possible 

 

2) Corridor Improvements.  Provides a bicycle and pedestrian route on or along a 

transportation route or natural feature.  (Scores of criteria a), b), and c) are averaged 

and rounded to the nearest integer.) 

 

a) Spacing. 

 

Score 5 No alternative parallel route available 

3 Adjacent parallel route would be better option 

0 Adequate parallel route already exists 

 

b) Level of Use. (origin/destination pairs) 

 

Score 5 residential to multimodal transfer locations 

5 residential to employment centers/schools/colleges 

      3 residential to commercial/recreational 

1 residential to residential 

0 recreational to recreational 
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c) User Safety. 

 

Score 5 safety concerns addressed without compromising usefulness; 

promote increased use by all user groups 

3 safety measures may encourage increased use by some user 

groups, but discourage use by other user groups 

0 safety concerns cannot be adequately addressed 

 

3. CAPACITY.  This criterion is an indicator of corridor or intersection capacity problems. A 

higher existing volume to capacity ratio reflects greater capacity deficiency.  Highway Capacity 

standards developed by the Federal Highway Administration and WisDOT are used to 

determine the volume to capacity ratio.  For new facilities the non-existent V/C ratio is replaced 

by the long-range plan projection year V/C ratio on the designed facility for rating purposes.  

Corridor based non-highway projects, those directly involving travel in a highway corridor, 

would be rated identically to highway projects using the highway V/C ratio.  Non-corridor based 

projects would use the alternate rating based on the appropriateness of their location, 

magnitude and size, and projected usage. 

 
Score 5   > 1.00 

4 0.80 - 1.00 
3 0.60 - 0.79 
2 0.40 - 0.59 
1 0.20 - 0.39 
0   <  .20 

 
Alternate Rating (non-corridor based projects) 

 
Score 5 Very critical, needed to avoid lost opportunity relative to timing and cost of other 

programmed projects  
3 Beneficial to the overall performance of the system 
1 Some current need, more important to system performance in long term 
0 No relationship to system performance 

 
4. SAFETY.  This criterion emphasizes a goal of eliminating or minimizing corridor or 

intersection safety problems on the system. Alternative ratings are available by project type 
based on segment crash rates, high accident locations, and new facilities. 
 
1) Segment Crash Rates.  WisDOT determines average crash rates per 100 million 

vehicle miles driven by facility type or functional classification.  These crash rates can 
be determined for segments of urban streets. 

 
Score 5   > 280 

3 150-279 

0   <  149 

 

2) High Accident Locations.  Intersections defined as any location with crashes > 5 in 

any one year. 
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Score 5   >  5 

3  1 - 4 

0     0  

 

3) New Facilities.  An assumption is made that an increase in travel options improves 

the efficiency and safety of the existing infrastructure by shifting trips traveled to 

safer facilities. 

   Score 5 safety concerns addressed without compromising usefulness; promote 

increased use by all user groups 

     3 safety measures may encourage increased use by some user groups, 

but discourage use by other user groups 

0 safety concerns cannot be adequately addressed    

 

5. MULTIMODAL.  This criterion emphasizes projects that address needs of all appropriate 

modes (vehicular, transit, pedestrian, bicycle, freight) or TDM actions in the corridor. 

 

Score 5 In a multimodal corridor, the project addresses the needs of all listed modes. 

3 In a multimodal corridor, at least two modes are addressed, though not all listed 

modes are addressed. 

1 In a multimodal corridor, only one mode, other than vehicular, is addressed. 

0 Project is not in a multimodal corridor, or is in a multimodal corridor and only the 

vehicular mode is addressed. 

 

6. PLANNED PROGRAMMING.  An indicator of capital improvement planning, prioritizing, and 

scheduling by local communities.  Projects in the TIP for three to five years which have 

progressed from out-year to annual element status are scored higher than projects appearing 

in the TIP for only one or two years.  To be eligible for consideration in the TIP, projects must 

be included in a multi-year capital improvements program adopted by the sponsoring 

jurisdiction. 

 

Score 5 Five Years or More 

4 Four Years 

3 Three Years 

2 Two Years 

1 One Year 

 

7. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDING.  An indicator of how well projects correspond to funding 

entitlement.  Appendix A, Table A-2 shows each jurisdiction's 2011 funding balance, 2011 

allocation, and the resulting entitlement.  It also shows the resulting funding availability rating 

for each project, which is calculated by taking the maximum STP portion of project costs and 

dividing it into the jurisdictions entitlement.  If the jurisdiction has more than one project, the 

entitlement is adjusted by subtracting the prior project's STP funding before calculating the 

funding availability rating.  This rating ranges from the highest positive number being the 

highest ranking to the lowest negative number being the lowest ranking.  There is an 

overriding criterion that a county or community project must have a positive funding  
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availability rating to compete for STP funding.  Also, when ties occur among projects having 

the same total score, the funding availability rating is used as the tie-breaker. 

 

Score 5   > 1.50 

4 1.00 - 1.50 

3 0.50 - 0.99 

2 0.25 - 0.49 

1 0.00 - 0.24 

0   < 0.00 

 

The project scores for each criterion are totaled and ranked from highest to lowest score.  Any 

project that is not ranked because it has a negative funding eligibility rating is deemed ineligible for 

participation in the STP-Urban program. 

 

STP-Urban Project Selection Procedure 

 

The projects are selected for funding awards by rank order as determined by the prioritization 

process.  The specific procedure followed is characterized as "Maximize Funding for Projects" and 

reads as follows: 

 

Fund all projects in prioritized order at the 80 percent maximum federal funding 

level until all of the annual allocation is fully utilized.  The final project will be 

funded at no less than the 20 percent minimum federal funding level. 

 

If the remaining allocation is inadequate to fund the final project at 20 percent, 

then, in reverse prioritization order, the previously funded projects' funding will 

be reduced to no less than the 20 percent federal funding level until balance is 

achieved with the allocation. 

 

 If the final project cost is so large that funding it at the 20 percent minimum 

federal funding level cannot be achieved by reducing all prior projects to the 20 

percent minimum federal funding level, then that project shall be passed over to 

the next project on the list. 

 

STP-Urban Projects Recommended for Funding 

 

Application of the above project selection procedure to projects competing for the 2012-2013 

allocations resulted in staff recommending funding for one project in the Fond du Lac urbanized 

area.  This project was selected by action of the Policy Board for the Fond du Lac urbanized area, on 

May 9, 2012: 

 

Fond du Lac Project: Available Funding Allocation of $685,641 
 

� Fond du Lac County’s CTH VV / Hickory Street to Military Road. 

 

 



**  Funds are listed in Year of Expenditure $. *Amended 5/8/13

Agency/Program 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Federal Highway Administration

   Interstate Highway Maintenance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   National Highway System 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400
   Bridge Replacement/Rehab 0 291 0 0 0 0 291 0 0 0
   Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 0 0 0 0 0
   Surface Transportation Program
     Fond du Lac Urbanized Area 624 0 0 0 0 624 0 0 0 0
   Surface Transportation Program
     State Flexibility 4,960 18,814 19,291 3,154 38,358 4,960 18,814 19,291 3,154 38,358
   Surface Transportation Program
     Safety (HSIP) 0 844 0 0 0 0 844 0 0 0
   Surface Transportation Program
     Enhancements 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

   Programmed Expenditures 5,984 20,349 19,691 3,554 38,758 5,984 20,349 19,691 3,554 38,758

   * Annual Inflation Factor 2.8% 168 570 551 100 1,085 168 570 551 100 1,085
Estimated Need with Inflation Factor 6,152 20,919 20,242 3,654 39,843 6,152 20,919 20,242 3,654 39,843

Federal Transit Administration

   Section 5307 Operating $469 $483 $498 $512 $528 $469 $483 $498 $512 $528
   Section 5307 Capital 48 50 52 54 56 48 50 52 54 56
   Programmed Expenditures 517 533 550 566 584 517 533 550 566 584

   * Annual Inflation Factor 2.8% 14 15 15 16 16 14 15 15 16 16

Estimated Need with Inflation Factor 531 548 565 582 600 531 548 565 582 600

   Section 5310 0 0    -not yet programmed- 0 0    --not yet programmed--   

* MAP-21 requires that revenue and cost estimates must use an inflation rate to reflect year of expenditure dollars

Programmed Expenditures

   TABLE 2

           FOND DU LAC URBANIZED AREA, 2013-2017

($000)
           SUMMARY OF FEDERAL FUNDS PROGRAMMED AND AVAILABLE

1
8

Estimated Available Funding

------------------------Not Eligible------------------------------

-------------------------Not Eligible------------------------------
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Fed State Local Total Completed Underway Delayed

Fond du Lac Co Wild Goose-Prairie Trail Connector PE

 Fond du Lac Hickory - Main ROW X

3824-01-00,21,71,72 CONST 107 0 27 134

443-08-001 URB 1.6m. (E) TOTAL 107 0 27 134

WisDOT Subway Road, Town of Friendship PE

 Fond du Lac CN RR Crossing Gates ROW X

1009-93-45 CONST 91 50 0 141

443-10-012 STP (P) TOTAL 91 50 0 141

TABLE 3

IMPLEMENATION STATUS OF 2012

FOND DU LAC URBANIZED AREA PROJECTS

2012
Primary 

Jursdiction
Project Description

T ype 
o f       

C o st

Status
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Figure G-1
Fond du Lac Urbanized Area TIP Projects (2013 - 2017) and

Percent Households by Census Tract with Low to Extremely Low Income (2006 - 2010)

Sources:  American Community Survey 2006 - 2010 TIGER Census Tracts.  2000 Metropolitan Planning Area and the 2000 Adjusted 
Urbanized Area provided by ECWRPC & WisDOT. Fond du Lac County provided 2011 centerline and 2005 hydrology.

This data was created for use by the East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning 
Commission Geographic Information System.  Any other use/application of this 
information is the responsibility of the user and such use/application is at their 
own risk.  East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission disclaims all 
liability regarding fitness of the information for any use other than for
East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission business. 
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Figure G-2
Fond du Lac Urbanized Area TIP Projects (2013 - 2017) and

Non-White Population Concentration (2010)

Sources:  U.S. Census Bureau - 2010 TIGER Census Tracts.  2000 Metropolitan Planning Area and the 2000 Adjusted 
Urbanized Area provided by ECWRPC & WisDOT. Fond du Lac County provided 2011 centerline and 2005 hydrology.

This data was created for use by the East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning 
Commission Geographic Information System.  Any other use/application of this 
information is the responsibility of the user and such use/application is at their 
own risk.  East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission disclaims all 
liability regarding fitness of the information for any use other than for
East Central Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission business. 
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Functional Classification 
System

2012

Source:  ECWRPC & WisDOT provided the 2004 Urbanized Functional Classification System. 
ECWRPC & WisDOT provided the 2000 adjusted urbanized area and the metropolitan planning 

area. Fond du Lac County 2006 municipality boundaries, hydrology, and centerline Data. 
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APPENDIX I 

 

TIP AMENDMENTS  





**  Amended 5/8/13. ($000) **  Funds are obligated to projects approximately 6 weeks prior to LET date.

Fed State Local Total Fed State Local Total Fed State Local Total Fed State Local Total Fed State Local Total

WisDOT Larson Dr. - RR Crossing PE 0 0 0 0 0

  Fond du Lac McNelus Steel, Inc. ROW 0 0 0 0 0

1420-25-50 CONST 0 600 600 1200 0    0    0 0

443-13-020 TEA 0.9 m. (P) TOTAL 0 600 600 1200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

WisDOT WIS 175 PE 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0

  Fond du Lac Box Culvert ROW 0 0 0 0 0

3360-14-00/71 CONST 0 28 7 0 35 0 0 0

443-13-021 STP (P) TOTAL 0 10 0 10 28 7 0 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

WisDOT USH 45/Fond du Lac Ave. PE 360 90 0 450 0 0 0 0

  Fond du Lac CTH V - 6th St Reconstruct ROW 0 0 0 0 0

4986-07-00 CONST 0 0 0 0 0

443-13-022 STP 1.47 m. (P) TOTAL 360 90 0 450 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

WisDOT USH 151/DuCharme Intersection turn lanes PE 0 125 0 125 0 0 0 0

  Fond du Lac ROW 0 0 0 0 0

1420-26-00 CONST 0 0 495 100 79 674 0 0

443-13-023 STP (P) TOTAL 0 125 0 125 0 0 0 0 495 100 79 674 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

**  Funds are obligated to projects approximately 6 weeks prior to LET date.**  Amended 5/8/13. **  Funds are listed in Year of Expenditure $.

TABLE 1

FOND DU LAC URBANIZED AREA - PROGRAMMED PROJECTS LISTING (2013-2017)

2014
Type of      

Cost
Project Description

Primary 

Jursdiction

2017 +2015 20162013


