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Introduction 
Ensuring mobility and accessibility for persons and goods throughout Clark County 
necessitates a comprehensive transportation planning process that identifies needs, 
establishes priorities and allocates funding.  Managing the financial resources available for 
planning, designing and constructing transportation system improvements throughout the 
county is an integral component of the planning process.  The principal document for 
recording how available Federal and State funding will be used to finance improvements is 
the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). 
 
The TIP provides listings of completed, planned and regionally significant projects. It also 
includes narratives discussing the TIP’s consistency with applicable Federal, statewide and 
metropolitan area planning rules and with long range transportation and air quality plans, 
project selection criteria, the balancing of project costs with available finances and the status 
of projects being implemented through the TIP. Other major topics addressed in the TIP 
include a description of the public involvement process, statewide line items, and a 
discussion and accounting of the annual highway system operation and maintenance 
expenditures.  
 
Overview 
The TIP lists the federal aid transportation projects planned for the Clark County-Springfield 
area over the next four years.  These transportation projects include roadway, traffic, bridge, 
transit, bikeway, railroad, ridesharing and transportation enhancements.  Projects are staged 
by the phases of work and the time required to successfully complete the work.  Program 
expenditures are within the funding resources anticipated to be available to the area during 
the four year period of the TIP, based on the state’s fiscal year. Generally, any transportation 
project which will utilize federal funds from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
or the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), state funds through the Ohio Department of 
Transportation (ODOT) or is considered regionally significant must be included in the TIP as 
the first step toward funding.  Estimates of the costs and sources of the funding for each 
phase are identified by fiscal year with each project. 
 
Transportation Goal 
The primary transportation goal of the region is to restore, maintain, develop and operate an 
inclusive multi-modal transportation system with sensitivity to land use relationships. 
 
Transportation Objectives 
Four objectives that satisfy the Transportation Goal were identified in the 2030 Long Range 
Plan dated June 2004.  In addition, several strategies were also identified to ensure the goal 
and objectives are met.  The objectives are: 

 



Transportation Improvement Program 
 

 
 
Clark County-Springfield Transportation Study       2
  
  
   

 

• Preserve and Maintain Existing Transportation Infrastructure 

• Target the Transportation System to Gain Economic Advantage 

• Balance Fiscal Needs Against Anticipated Revenues 

• Enhance the Quality of Life 

The strategies identified for each objective can be found in the 2030 Long Range Plan. 
 
Planning Process 
The transportation planning process for the Clark County-Springfield area provides for 
consideration of projects and strategies that will: 
 

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

• Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 
users; 

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

• Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and freight; 

• Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and improve 
quality of life; 

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

• Promote efficient system management and operation; and 

• Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 
 
This process includes development of a TIP for the metropolitan planning area by the Clark 
County-Springfield Transportation Coordinating Committee (TCC), which is the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, in cooperation with the State and 
public transit operators.  All TIP projects are drawn from or are consistent with ACCESS 
OHIO (the Statewide Transportation Plan) or the 2030 Transportation Plan. 
 
The TIP is updated biennially by the Clark County-Springfield Transportation Study.  It is 
developed through the cooperative efforts of ODOT, Clark County, the cities of Springfield 
and New Carlisle, the townships and villages of Clark County, the Springfield Bus Company 
as franchise operator of the Springfield City Area Transit (SCAT), and the West Central 
Ohio Port Authority (WESTCO).  The development and preparation of the TIP is based on a  
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local urban transportation planning process that complies with all applicable state and federal 
laws and regulations.  The planning process is certified annually by ODOT and the Clark 
County-Springfield Transportation Coordinating Committee (TCC). 
 
Air Quality Conformity 
The Dayton-Springfield area has been designated as an attainment/ maintenance area with 
regard to ozone.  The TIP satisfies the air quality conformity requirements of the Clean Air 
Act of 1990, as amended.  All projects in the TIP and other locally funded, regionally 
significant projects that add capacity to the transportation system have been analyzed in the 
2030 Long Range Transportation Plan.  ODOT uses a computer model to estimate the 
emissions produced by mobile sources using the transportation system in the Dayton-
Springfield area.   
 
The TIP includes projects and programs considered transportation control measures: 
 

• Area-wide ridesharing program 

• Bicycling alternatives to motor vehicle travel 

• Park-and-Ride lots 

• Traffic flow improvements 

• Transit improvements 

• Air Pollution Advisory Program 
 
The Clean Air Act, as amended, requires the TCC to determine that the TIP is in conformity 
with the Ohio State Implementation Plan for the attainment of the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards. 
 
The Miami Valley Regional Planning Commission (MVRPC) and the TCC have agreed that 
the MVRPC shall serve as the lead agency in the Dayton-Springfield Air Quality Control 
Region (AQCR) for purposes of air quality planning in cooperation with the Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency, the Regional Air Pollution Control Agency, ODOT, and 
the TCC.  The TCC participated in the development of the State Implementation Plan and the 
Re-designation Plan that was submitted on November 12, 1993 and later approved.  There 
are no transportation control measures identified for Clark County in the State 
Implementation Plan. 
 
See Appendix A for the 8-hour ozone standard transportation conformity determination. 
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TIP Development & Coordination Procedures 
Requirements for TIP Project Listings 
The TIP lists bicycle, highway and transit projects for the upcoming four year period. The 
analysis for air quality conformity and fiscal constraint includes those projects.  In addition, 
the TIP is based on the state fiscal year which runs from July 1 to the following June 30.  
 
The TIP lists all federal and/or state funded projects for which preliminary engineering, right-
of-way, and/or construction are to be initiated within the term of the TIP by individual line 
item.  Maintenance projects have been listed individually for the first year, when possible.  
Statewide line items are used to incorporate ODOT sponsored federal and/or state funded 
maintenance projects for the second, third, and fourth years of the TIP and those in the first 
year not listed individually.  All locally sponsored projects using federal funds in any phase 
of development or construction are included in the TIP, if project development is to be 
initiated within the term of the TIP.   FHWA funds that are transferred to the FTA or to the 
TCC planning programs are also included. 
 
Federal and state funding for transit operating, capital and planning expenditures are included 
in the transit tables.  Transit projects are consistent with Clark County Transportation Plans, 
the Transit Development Plan and supported by other planning documents which have been 
adopted by the transit operators. 
 
All projects with regional air quality impacts, regardless of the funding source(s), are 
identified in the TIP and included in the air quality conformity analysis. 
 
Since the TIP must be fiscally constrained, the amount of funding available from all sources 
which can reasonably be expected for the life of the TIP must be listed.  Under fiscal 
constraint, the annual federal obligation limitation is taken into account for the TIP.  For TIP 
development, federal funding in SFY’s 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2011 will be fiscally 
constrained on the 100% sub-allocated fund amounts provided by the Ohio Department of 
Transportation.  In addition, ODOT sponsored projects are fiscally constrained under the 
total federal funds available to the state. 
 
Fiscal constraint imposed on each year of the TIP transit program will be based on the FTA 
49 USC 5307 funds appropriated for the current year plus any de-obligated 5307 funds from 
previous years that remain eligible for re-obligation.  Projects to be funded with re-obligated 
funds must be clearly documented.  In addition, fiscal constraint applied toward the 49 USC 
5309 funded projects will be based on the level of funding committed to the area for the 
current year.  The total federal share for projects in the second, third, and fourth years may 
not exceed the level of funding already committed, or reasonably expected to be available to 
the area.    
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Under Section 450.324(e) of the March 16, 2007 Metropolitan Planning Rule, FHWA and 
FTA require, as a prerequisite for MPO TIP approval, an accounting of the annual highway 
system operation and maintenance expenditures.  This information is requested to 
demonstrate that the transportation system is being “adequately operated and maintained.”   
Recognizing that obtaining a complete accounting of this data would be time consuming and 
prohibitively expensive, it has been suggested that a sampling effort be performed. 
 
Public Involvement 
The process for metropolitan transportation planning includes a proactive public involvement 
process that provides complete information, timely notice, full access to key decisions, and 
supports early and continuing involvement of the public in developing the TIP and meets the 
guidelines and criteria outlined in the 2007 Public Participation Plan and specified as 
follows: 

• Provide timely information about the TIP to citizens, affected public agencies, 
representatives of transportation agency employees, freight shippers, providers of 
freight transportation services, private providers of transportation, representatives of 
users of public transit, and other interested parties; 

• Provide these parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the TIP; 

• Provide reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the 
development of the TIP through at least four open public meetings and the TCC 
website; 

• Provide adequate public notice of public involvement activities and time for public 
review and comment at key decision points, including, but not limited to, approval 
of the TIP; 

• Demonstrate explicit consideration and response to public input received during the 
planning and program development processes; 

• Solicit and consider the needs of those traditionally under-served by existing 
transportation systems, including but not limited to, low-income, elderly, disabled, 
and minority households; 

• When significant written and oral comments are received on the draft TIP (including 
the financial plan) as a result of the public involvement process or the interagency 
consultation process required under the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s 
conformity regulations, a summary, analysis and report on the disposition of 
comments shall be made part of the final TIP; 
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• If the TIP differs significantly from the one which was made available for public 
comment by the MPO and raises new material issues which interested parties could 
not reasonably have foreseen from the public involvement efforts, an additional 
opportunity for public comment on the revised TIP shall be made available; 

• Metropolitan public involvement processes shall be coordinated with statewide 
public involvement processes wherever possible to enhance public consideration of 
the issues, plans, and programs, and reduce redundancies and costs. 

 
In accordance with the guidelines of the 2007 Public Participation Plan listed above, the 
following public involvement activities have taken place: 
 
All programmed projects, in addition to candidate local projects, were posted on the TCC 
website for public viewing and content in September 2006.  The narrative for the projects 
was accompanied by a map that visually represented the locations of each of the projects. 
 
An Open House was held on September 6, 2006 at the Clark County Heritage Center to 
provide the list of submitted projects to the public for comment. Maps and narratives of all 
candidate projects, including ODOT maintenance projects, were available prior to final 
project selection.  Six (6) people attended the session and no comments were received by 
TCC staff. 
 
Further discussion regarding Public Involvement activities and a summary of written 
comments can be found in Appendix B. 
 
Environmental Justice 
Environmental Justice (EJ) is defined as the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all 
people regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the development, 
implementation and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations and policies. In general, 
this means that for any program or activity for which any federal funds will be used, the 
agency receiving the federal funds must make a meaningful effort to involve traditionally 
underserved populations in the processes established to make the decision about the use of 
the federal funds.  The agency must also evaluate the nature, extent, and incidence of 
probable favorable and adverse human health or environmental impacts of the program or 
activity upon these traditionally underserved populations. 
 
The Clark County Environmental Justice Analysis was adopted by the TCC in 2006.  The 
document defined EJ protected populations as areas with a high proportion of poverty, 
elderly, disabled, and minority population.  Using Census information, these protected 
populations were identified and mapped for Springfield and all of Clark County.   
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The TCC maintains integration of environmental justice issues into every transportation 
decision.  To ensure that all transportation programs and projects address environmental 
justice issues, the TCC aims to: 
 

• Make transportation decisions that meet the needs of all people 

• Encourage the design of transportation facilities that are appropriate for the 
community 

• Enhance the public involvement process and encourage input from traditionally 
underserved populations 

• Make transportation decisions that minimize adverse impacts to traditionally 
underserved populations by identifying issues early in the planning process 

• Work with project sponsors on mitigation activities when adverse impacts to 
protected populations cannot be avoided. 

 
Appendix C contains maps depicting TIP projects and their spatial relationship to the four 
identified protected population areas.  In accordance with the EJ Analysis document, project 
sponsors have submitted documentation regarding any possible beneficial and/or adverse 
impacts each project may have on the protected population, and what steps will be taken to 
enhance or minimize these impacts.  This documentation is on file at the TCC office and 
referenced during project development. 
 
Maintenance and Operation of Current Transportation Systems 
The highest priority in the selection of projects for the TIP is to ensure the adequate 
maintenance and operation of the current transportation system.  Thirty-seven (37) of the 
forty-seven (47) projects listed are targeted at the maintenance and operation of our existing 
systems.  These projects are necessary to ensure the investment in our transportation 
infrastructure is preserved.  However, the responsibility for the everyday maintenance and 
operation of the local infrastructure lies with the owner of the road.  The state, county, cities, 
villages and townships are each responsible for the maintenance and operation of their own 
roads.  Each jurisdiction has developed their own methodology for maintenance and 
operations. The two largest owners of roads in Clark County, other than the state, are the City 
of Springfield and Clark County.  The amount budgeted for maintenance of the existing 
infrastructure spent by the state can be found in the STIP and District 7 workplans. 
 
The City of Springfield has implemented a Neighborhood Street Reconstruction Program, 
designed to target the smaller, neighborhood streets to ensure they are properly maintained.  
This program helps to tie the maintenance of the transportation system to the viability of the 
individual neighborhoods.  The Neighborhood Program is currently budgeting $350,000 per 
year for the renovation of streets, curbs, gutters and sidewalks.  The city allocates $360,000  
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per year in their PI paving program for arterial streets.  The City also spends approximately 
$1,700,000 per year on overall street maintenance, to include filling pot holes, joint sealing, 
snow removal and overhead. 
 
The Clark County Engineer employs an aggressive inspection system to ensure the adequacy 
of the existing system.  A long term paving plan has been implemented as a means of 
projecting future expenditures.  This plan, however, is modified based upon inspection 
assessments of the current and potential condition of roads and bridges.  Their goal is to 
ensure the roads and bridges are well maintained in an attempt to extend the life span and 
maintained in the most cost effective method available.  Paving programs target 
approximately twenty center line miles of roads per year.  Other programs, such as chip and 
seal, pot hole filling and joint sealing are highly variable, being dependent on the condition 
of the roads, especially as related to the severity of the seasons.  The budgeted amount for 
maintenance is approximately $4,400,000 per year. 
 
Projects listed in the TIP that are not considered maintenance of the system include multi-use 
trail spur construction, streetscapes, the W. Blee Road relocation, the North Street relocation, 
the IR70 widening, and the SR334/Derr Road project.
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Summary of Previous Accomplishments FY2006-2009 TIP 

 

PID PROJECT DESCRIPTION AWARD DATE
76602 CLA-Air Pollution Advisory Program 06 Reduced bus fare; gas cap replacement program, public awareness N/A
76603 CLA-Air Pollution Advisory Program 07 Reduced bus fare; gas cap replacement program, public awareness N/A

77012 CLA-SR72-8.63 Rehabilitate three Spring Street bridges in downtown Springfield (PE ONLY) None

25022 CLA-US40-19.82 Resurface roadway from 0.78 mi. w. of jct. IR70 to Clark/Madison County Line 7/1/2005
23295 CLA-SR41-28.30 Resurface roadway from North Hampton CL to CLA/MIA CL 7/1/2005
24612 CLA-SR41-0.00 Resurface roadway from the Clark/Madison County Line to the railroad at SLM 3.86 7/21/2005

24257 CLA-US68-0.08
Construct NB RTL and install traffic signal with NB and SB LTL at Young's Jersey 
Dairy 7/21/2005

24184 CLA-SR72-5.16
Construct a dedicated left-turn lane between TR234 and CR320 and a two-way left-
turn lane in between 2/23/2006

19881 CLA-SR4-19.83 Repair a 15' bridge 0.18 miles north of jct. SR334 5/11/2006
76723 CLA-US40DC-0.00 Resurface roadway from Lagonda Avenue bridge to jct. Bechtle Avenue 5/25/2006
24616 CLA-SR235-3.92 Resurface roadway on SR235 and SR571 through New Carlisle 6/2/2006
25765 CLA-IR70-20.92 Joint repair from US40 to SR54  6/29/2006
25037 CLA-SR54-4.82 Resurface roadway from 0.13 miles south of South Vienna to Catawba north CL 10/26/2006
19713 CLA-SR235-0.00 Replace bridges at CLA/MOT CL and 0.33 miles north of CLA/MOT CL 12/20/2006
78291 CLA-E. Lake St Reconstruct roadway and other roadway improvements TBA
14308 CLA-Sherman Ave Replace the 267' Sherman Avenue bridge over Buck Creek TBA

76711 CLA-US40-13.19 Resurface roadway from jct. SR72 to the RR bridge at SLM 15.64 TBA
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Summary of Delays FY2006-2009 TIP 
 

PID PROJECT DESCRIPTION COMMENT

78664 CLA-Medway Lighting Ph. 2

Install decorative street lighting and conduit on CR316 
(Lower Valley Pike) from log point 2.77 to West Street 
and from Spangler Road to Jefferson Street in Medway Delayed to FY08 due to lack of local funding.

78674 CLA-RR Corridor

Install wayside horns and ITS equipment on the 
Norfolk Southern Corridor from W. Main Street to 
Burnett Road in Springfield

Delayed to FY09 to coordinate with NS/ORDC RR corridor safety 
projects.  Project scope has been reduced to installation of ITS 
equipment only.

XXXXX CLA-RR Corridor Safety

Transfer to ORDC for safety project on the Norfolk 
Southern Corridor from W. Main Street to Burnett 
Road in Springfield

Delayed to FY09 to coordinate with NS/ORDC RR corridor safety 
projects.  Project's PID and C-R-S changed to PID 82010, CLA-
Corridor/Consolidation.  Project's scope changed to installation of 
wayside horns and other grade crossing upgrades.

78677 CLA-W. Blee Road Relocate SR794
Design of the project delayed until FY08 due to lack of funding for 
construction.

24528 CLA-SR4-6.92 Replace the Enon Road bridge over SR4 Delayed to FY08 due to budget priorities with regard to inflation.

7674 CLA-TR6-0.10
Reconstruct and widen Gerlaugh Road from SR235 to 
CR316 (Lower Valley Pike) Delayed to FY09 due to issues with right-of-way acquisition.

77055 CLA-SR41-4.70

Resurface roadway, replace curb and gutter, replace 
sidewalks, and upgrade traffic signal on SR41 in South 
Charleston Delayed to FY09 due to issues with traffic signal warrants.

75475 CLA-SR41-19.25 Resurface from jct. St. Paris Street to SLM 21.94 Delayed to FY08 due to budget priorities with regard to inflation.

76248 CLA-SR72-10.94 Resurface from Home Road to jct. SR334
Delayed to FY10 due to budget priorities with regard to inflation.  
Project was combined with PID 75791.

75853 CLA-SR334-1.07
Construct roadway access between SR334 and Derr 
Road Delayed to FY08 due to issues with right-of-way acquisition.
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Financial Analysis 
Overview 
Fiscal analysis of the TIP projects is primarily concerned with the federal sub-allocation of 
funds to the TCC. Fiscal constraint for the SFY 2008-2011 TIP follows procedures based on 
Surface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ), and 
Transportation Enhancement (TE) programs funding sub-allocations provided by the Ohio 
Department of Transportation.   

 
Methodology 
Fiscal constraint has been achieved throughout the life of the TIP by ensuring that anticipated 
project funding does not exceed the proposed funding levels.  Funding for projects comes 
from a variety of sources.  These include Federal funding to the TCC and ODOT, state funds, 
local funds, Ohio Public Works Commission and private funds.  Table 1 documents that all 
sub-allocated funds are in fiscal constraint. 
 
Where expenditures exceed adjusted allocation for STP and TE in FY08 and FY10, the TCC 
will swap CMAQ funds to cover the shortfall.  In FY09, the TCC plans to arrange a loan with 
another MPO or with the State Infrastructure Bank to cover the large shortfall in STP funding.  
This is due to the high priority of local projects scheduled for this fiscal year.  The loan would 
be repaid in FY10 and/or FY11 based upon any future adjustments to the TCC’s allocation.  
These adjustments are to be made in accordance with ODOT regulations. 
 
In addition, Table 2 documents the fiscal constraint of all Federal, State, and local funding to 
be used in the planning area throughout the life of the TIP.  Please refer to the Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program for more detail on statewide fiscal constraint. 
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Table 1: TCC Sub-Allocated Federal Funding Fiscal Analysis 
 

Fiscal Analysis 
  STP CMAQ TE 
Carry Over $1,431,704  $2,491,505  $173,346  

2008       
Allocation $1,558,328  $942,848  $155,833  
Adjustments $0  $0 $0  
Expenditures $3,087,000 $485,000  $508,000 
Carry Over ($96,968) $2,949,353 ($178,821) 

2009       
Allocation $1,576,166  $953,644  $157,617  
Adjustments $0 $0  $0  
Expenditures $2,912,000  $2,076,000  $135,000  
Carry Over ($1,432,802) $1,826,997 ($156,204) 

2010       
Allocation $1,591,049  $962,649  $159,105  
Adjustments $0  $0  $0  
Expenditures $0  $566,000  $141,000  
Carry Over $158,247 $2,223,646 ($138,099) 

2011       
Allocation $1,606,959 $972,275  $160,696  
Adjustments $0  $0  $0  
Expenditures $815,000  $29,000 $0  
Carry Over $950,206 $3,166,921 $22,597 
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Table 2: Federal, State, and Local Funding Fiscal Analysis 

Summary of Federal, State and Local Usage for SFY 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2011

Federal Funds Comment 2008 Budget 2008 Estimates 2009 Budget 2009 Estimates 2010 Budget 2010 Estimates 2011 Budget 2011 Estimates 2008-2011 Budget 2008-2011 Estimates
2008 2009 2010 2011

APPALACHIAN HWYS DEV $0 $0
Bridge $1,440,000 $1,440,000 $600,000 $600,000 $8,316,000 $8,316,000 $0 $0 $10,356,000 $10,356,000
CMAQ $485,000 $485,000 $2,076,000 $2,076,000 $566,000 $566,000 $29,000 $29,000 $3,156,000 $3,156,000
Emergency Relief $0 $0
Equity Bonus $0 $0
Ferry Boat $0 $0
Forest  Highway $0 $0
Garvee Bonds $0 $0 $20,724,000 $20,724,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $20,724,000 $20,724,000
High Priority  $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,620,000 $6,620,000 $0 $0 $6,620,000 $6,620,000
Highway Planning & Research $0 $0
HIGHWAY SAFETY IMP PROG $0 $0
INNOVATIVE BR RSCH & CO $0 $0
INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE $2,970,000 $2,970,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,970,000 $2,970,000
METRO PLANNING $0 $0
NATIONAL HWY SYST $3,097,000 $3,097,000 $160,000 $160,000 $6,864,000 $6,864,000 $0 $0 $10,121,000 $10,121,000
NCPD $1,133,000 $1,133,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,133,000 $1,133,000
RAIL-HIGHWAY CROSSING $0 $0 $3,543,000 $3,543,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,543,000 $3,543,000
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL $0 $0
SCENIC BYWAY $0 $0
STP $4,736,000 $4,736,000 $5,623,000 $5,623,000 $4,728,000 $4,728,000 $2,465,000 $2,465,000 $17,552,000 $17,552,000
Trans. & Community System Preservation Pilot  $416,000 $416,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $416,000 $416,000
Transportation Enhancements $508,000 $508,000 $135,000 $135,000 $141,000 $141,000 $0 $0 $784,000 $784,000
State Funds (S,O) $3,632,000 $3,632,000 $7,465,000 $7,465,000 $5,089,000 $5,089,000 $7,289,000 $7,289,000 $23,475,000 $23,475,000
State Bond $0 $0
Local Match $1,498,000 $1,498,000 $4,219,000 $4,219,000 $1,027,000 $1,027,000 $1,216,000 $1,216,000 $7,960,000 $7,960,000

Total $19,915,000 $19,915,000 $44,545,000 $44,545,000 $33,351,000 $33,351,000 $10,999,000 $10,999,000 $108,810,000 $108,810,000

Federal $14,785,000 $14,785,000 $32,861,000 $32,861,000 $27,235,000 $27,235,000 $2,494,000 $2,494,000 $77,375,000 $77,375,000
State $3,632,000 $3,632,000 $7,465,000 $7,465,000 $5,089,000 $5,089,000 $7,289,000 $7,289,000 $23,475,000 $23,475,000
Local $1,498,000 $1,498,000 $4,219,000 $4,219,000 $1,027,000 $1,027,000 $1,216,000 $1,216,000 $7,960,000 $7,960,000
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Project Selection and Prioritization 
All projects are drawn from, or consistent with, the 2030 Transportation Plan, the Clark 
County Multi-Use Trail Plan, the Clark County Comprehensive Plan, Rail Development Plan, 
Transit Development Plan, Access Ohio, State Implementation Plan and the 
recommendations of local governments and citizens.  The projects reflect community goals 
and objectives and are assigned to the appropriate staging period based on the area’s 
priorities, the individual project urgency, and the anticipated funding capabilities of the 
participating governments. 
 
TIP project applications were received for consideration in August 2006. These were 
reviewed and scored using a modified TELUS scoring system sheet in Table 2 by the TCC 
staff.  Based on individual knowledge of the projects, TCC staff rated each MPO-funded 
project with 0 (no effect), 1 (minor effect), 2 (moderate effect) or 3 (major effect).  The 
criteria are weighted once within a category, and then weighted again by a broader grouping.  
“Local Factors” and “Safety and Congestion” have a greater weight due to their relative 
importance.  The list of prioritized projects was then reviewed by the Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) in September 2006.  Members of the committee represent ODOT, Clark 
County, Springfield, Springfield Bus Company and staff.   
 
Prioritization of the selected projects was accomplished through a coordinated effort among 
all parties to advance projects which preserve the existing system, relieve congestion, 
improve air quality and the quality of life and promote economic development.  Readiness to 
proceed and financial capacity were also considered in project selection. 
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Table 2: Project Selection and Prioritization Score Sheet 
      

Project Name 

1 Economic 10% 

    Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area 

     A Promotes general economic development 40% 

     B Specifically improves or enhances tourism 20% 

     C Improves or enhances the movement of workers 20% 

      D Advances smart growth objectives 20% 

2 Safety and Congestion 20% 

   Increase the safety and decrease the congestion of the transportation system for motorized and nonmotorized users 

    A Reduces vehicular accidents 40% 

    B Enhances the public safety of pedestrians 20% 

    C Contributes to a reduction in traffic congestion 40% 

3 Freight 10% 

   Increase the accessibility and mobility options for freight movement 

    A Enhances or adds capacity or mobility to the system to move freight 40% 

    B Enhances or adds accessibility to the system to move freight 40% 

    C Improves intermodal connectivity for the freight transportation system 20% 

4 Environmental and Quality of Life 10% 

   Protect and enhance the environment and improve quality of life 

    A Reduces vehicular emissions and decreases fuel consumption 40% 

    B Reduces vehicle noise 40% 

    C Supports community cohesion and design 20% 

5 System Preservation 10% 

   Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system 

    A Emphasizes system rehabilitation rather than expansion 25% 

    B Enhances or adds capacity or mobility to the system to move vehicular traffic 25% 

    C Enhances or adds accessibility to the system to move vehicular traffic 25% 

    D Improves intermodal connectivity for non-freight vehicular traffic 25% 

6 Local Factors 20% 

   Factors of local importance 

    A Conformance with transportation plan 40% 

    B Project ready for implementation 30% 

    C Provides benefit for multiple jurisdictions 10% 

    D Environmental Justice impact (enhances positive benefits) 10% 

    E Environmental Justice impact (reduces negative impacts) 10% 

7 Non-motorized 10% 

   Factors that support non-motorized transportation activities such as sidewalks and shared-use trails 

    A Enhances or adds capacity or mobility to the system for non-motorized travel 40% 

    B Enhances or adds accessibility to the system for non-motorized travel 40% 

      C Improves intermodal connectivity for non-motorized travel 20% 
        
        Project Total 100% 

    Scoring: 0 (n/a); 1 (minor); 2 (moderate); 3 (major)  
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2008 2009 2010 2011

1 76604
CLA-08 Air Pollution 
Advisory Program Clark County

Reduced bus fares, gas 
cap replacement program, 
public awareness 30       F M-CMAQ 30       A

P 
E 
M 
D X TCC None

F M-CMAQ 29       

O L 7         

F M-CMAQ 29       

O L 7         

F M-CMAQ 29       

O L 7         

5 81904
CLA-Buck Creek State 
Park At Buck Creek State Park

Resurface existing 
roadways and parking lots 303     S S C 303      E X ODOT 7/18/2007

F R-H XING C    3,543 

F M-STP C       620 

7 81133 CLA-Fairgrounds
At the entrance to the Clark 
County Fairgrounds

Reconfigure the entrance 
to the Fairgrounds to 
include 6-8 stacking lanes      416 F TCSP C       416 A X X Clark County 7/20/2007

8 81063
CLA-George Rogers 
Clark Park At George Rogers Clark Park

Construct area for bus 
parking and resurface 
roadways and parking lots 66       S S C 66       E X X E ODOT 7/1/2007

9 79012 CLA-GR County Ph 2 Various Locations
Replace guardrail on 
county routes      200 F C-STP C       200 E X X Clark County 2/27/2008

F M-CMAQ C 370      

O L C 92       

F M-TE C       156 

O L C        39 
F M-CMAQ R        45 
F M-CMAQ C      547 
O L C      137 

F BR C       600 

O L C       150 

None

P 
E 
M 
D X

TCC None

4 82395
CLA-CCS-TCC 2011 
A/Q Program Clark County

Reduced bus fares, gas 
cap replacement program, 
public awareness 36       

XA3 82394
CLA-CCS-TCC 2010 
A/Q Program

CR316 (Lower Valley Pike) from 
log pt. 2.77 to West Street and 
from Spangler Road to Jefferson 
Street in Medway

Install decorative street 
lighting and conduit     195 E

Clark County

Reduced bus fares, gas 
cap replacement program, 
public awareness

X

P 
M 
D

P 
EX

Springfield

X TCC None

NS Corridor from W. Main Street 
to Burnett Road in Springfield

Close crossings, upgrade 
and install warning 
devices, and install 
wayside horn system  4,163 

A

P 
E 
M 
D

X
E 
D

P 
E 
M 
DX

P 
E 
M 
D

6 82010
CLA-
Corridor/Consolidation

11

10

CLA-Medway Lighting 
Ph. 278664

12 78666
CLA-New Carlisle 
Bikeway

From Brookfield Drive to SR235 
in New Carlisle Construct a multi-use trail     684 

4/2/2008Clark CountyX

A

Springfield 2/3/20091

ODOT 10/1/2008

A82314
CLA-Little Miami Trail 
Extension

From Fair Street to Johnny Lytle 
Avenue and from John Street to 
Leffel Lane Construct a multi-use trail 3/19/2010X

P 
E 
M 
D X

Reduced bus fares, gas 
cap replacement program, 
public awareness 36       

462     

36       

2 81442
CLA-09 SCC-TCC AQ 
Awareness Clark County

13 81557
CLA-Pleasant Street 
Bridge

X

At the bridge over the Little Miami 
Scenic Trail in Springfield Replace bridge     750 E

NoneE

A

ORDC

TCC
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2008 2009 2010 2011
F M-STP P        80 
O L P       20 
F M-STP C       248 
O L C        93 

F M-TE C       126 

O L C        32 
F M-CMAQ C 167      
F M-TE C 141      
O L C 77       

F M-CMAQ P       310 

F M-CMAQ R       100 

F M-CMAQ C    1,500 

F M-TE C       135 

O L C    3,163 
F M-STP P       100       100 
O L P       25        25 

F NHS C    2,953 
S S C      271 
S S P 140      
S S R 8         
F S-STP C 1,516   
S S C 379      

F S-STP C 330      

O L C 83       
F M-STP C    1,282 
S S C       240 
O L C      797 
F S-STP C 581      
S S C 145      

F M-STP C    1,680 

O L C       420 

25 19880 CLA-US40-3.57 1.49 miles east of jct. SR571
Replace structure over 
Jackson Creek     151 S S C      151 E 1

E 
D ODOT 12/19/2007

9/29/2008

P 
E 
D

10/1/2009

24 7674 CLA-TR6-0.10
Gerlaugh Road east from SR235 
to CR316 (Lower Valley Pike)

Reconstruct and widen 
existing roadway and 
other roadway 
improvements  2,100 A X

3/31/2008

23 25329 CLA-SR4-23.12 1.73 mi. s. of the CHP CL Replace bridge 726     E

ODOT 4/1/2011

22 25123 CLA-SR4-16.27

From 1.38 mi. south of 
Springfield NCL to Springfield 
NCL

Install storm sewer and 
resurface roadway  2,319 E

1/1/2010

21 82452
CLA-SR4/SR4D-
14.76/0.00

From jct. US40 to Belmont; From 
jct. SR4 to US40D Resurface roadway 413     E

E ODOT

E X Clark County NoneA X18 78677 CLA-W. Blee Road SR794 from US68 to SR72

P 
E 
M 
D X Springfield 4/1/2009

X Springfield 3/19/2010

17 78675
CLA-Traffic Signals 
Spfld

Main Street and High Street from 
Yellow Springs Street to 
Limestone Street in Springfield

Upgrade and interconnect 
traffic signals with 
emergency vehicle pre-
emption, replace 
sidewalks, and install 
decorative street lighting  4,798 

6/1/2007

16 82313
CLA-Simon Kenton 
Trail Spur Ph. 2

From the existing Simon Kenton 
Trail to the NTPRD Administrative 
Offices

Construct a multi-use trail 
spur and staging and 
parking area 385     A

X

P 
E 
D X Springfield

X Springfield 6/2/2008

15 81974
CLA-Simon Kenton 
Trail Spur

From the existing Simon Kenton 
Trail to the NT SplashZone 
Recreational facility

Construct a multi-use trail 
spur     158 

Install ITS equipment     341 E

X

X

X

X

1

P 
E 
D

E X

A

Springfield

ODOT

X Clark County

X

Relocate roadway  2,400 X

A X

20 79564 CLA-SR4-11.24L SR4 over US40

Project Description
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14 78674 CLA-RR Corridor
NS Corridor from W. Main Street 
to Burnett Road in Springfield

Replace bridge with 
minimal approach work 1,895  

X X

P 
E 
M 
D

X
P 
M

19 24528 CLA-SR4-6.92 Enon Road bridge over SR4 Replace bridge  3,224 E 1 ODOT 7/1/2007E
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2008 2009 2010 2011

F S-STP C       510 

S S C       128 

F S-STP C       656 

S S C        35 

O L C       128 

28 80513 CLA-US40-12.46
North Street from Yellow Springs 
Street to Wittenberg Avenue

Relocate roadway and 
signalization 6,620    F HP C 6,620   A X X

P 
E 
M 
D ODOT 7/1/2009

S S C 770      

O L C 193      

F S-STP C       832 

S S C       208 

F M-STP C       264 

S S C       175 

O L C        66 

F S-STP C       198 

O L C        50 

33 75475 CLA-SR41-19.25
From jct. St. Paris Street to SLM 
21.94 Resurface roadway     1,126 S S C    1,126 E X

P 
E 
D ODOT 1/1/2008

34 80487 CLA-SR41-20.30

At Clark County Garage, Enon 
outpost, Harmony outpost, and 
US42

Plane pavement and 
resurface roadway 275       S S C 275      E X

E 
D ODOT 4/23/2008

S S R          8 

S S C       183 

36 77495 CLA-US42-0.00
From Greene CL to South 
Charleston ECL Resurface roadway 523       S S C 523      E X

E 
D ODOT 10/1/2010

F S-STP C 334      

S S C        84 ODOT 1/1/2009X

7/1/2008

37 77417 CLA-SR54-0.00
From jct. SR41 to the South 
Vienna SCL Resurface roadway       418 E

ODOT1

ODOT 4/1/2010

35 79436 CLA-SR41-29.18 1.83 miles east of jct. SR235
Replace bridge over 
Jackson Creek       183 E

P 
E 
DE X

X South Charleston 6/2/2008

32 82450
CLA-SR41/SR41D-
18.15/0.00

From the bridge over Buck Creek 
to St. Paris Road Resurface roadway        248 

X
E 
DE X

X   1,040 E30 75791
CLA-US40/SR72-
18.74/10.94

US40 from Springfield ECL to jct. 
IR70 and SR72 from Home Rd. to 
SR334

P 
E 
D29 80866 CLA-US40-15.64

From RR Bridge at SLM 15.64 to 
Springfield ECL Resurface Roadway 963       E

Item
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31 77055 CLA-SR41-3.86 On SR41 in South Charleston

Resurface roadway, 
replace curb and gutter, 
replace sidewalk, and 
upgrade traffic signal       505 

Resurface roadway       638 
E 
DX77418 CLA-US40-5.3026

X

From Donnelsville WCL to 
railroad bridge at SLM 9.76 ODOT 10/1/2008

3/26/2008

4/1/2010

4/1/2009

27 25007 CLA-US40-10.33 From jct. US68 to SR72 Resurface roadway       819 XE

E

Resurface roadway, 
shoulder stabilization




