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State Transportation Improvement Program
From October 1, 2013 to September 30, 2017
Department of Transportation
State of Tennessee

Purpose

The Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT), an Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Employer, develops a State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) every three years to provide a statewide listing of transportation projects covering a
period of four years that is consistent with the Statewide Multimodal Long Range Transportation Plan, PlanGO,
(http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/plango/home.htm) and the metropolitan transportation plans for which TDOT intends to provide funding.
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) specifies eight planning factors that must be considered in developing
transportation plans to ensure consistency with national goals and objectives (23 CFR 450.306). The planning factors are discussed
in detail in the Statewide Multimodal Long Range Transportation Plan, PlanGO.

The planning factors are:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

6)
7)
8)

Support the economic vitality of the United States, 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 accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight;

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

Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between modes for people and for freight;
Promote efficient system management and operation, including planning for operations; and

Emphasize preservation of the existing transportation system.

The STIP is a “fiscally constrained” document meaning that sufficient funds are reasonably expected to be available with which to
implement the proposed improvements as well as to operate and maintain the entire system.

As a condition to receiving federal project funds, the STIP must list all regionally significant highway and public transit
transportation projects proposed for funding under Title 23 U.S.C. (highways) and Title 49 U.S.C. (transit), as well as, state and
locally funded regionally significant transportation projects regardless of funding source. The STIP includes state and local roadway,
bridge, bicycle, pedestrian, safety and public transportation (transit) projects. Project related activities, such as PE (Preliminary
Engineering), ROW (Right of Way) and CONST (Construction) are eligible for funding through the Federal Highway Administration
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(FHWA) and Capital and Operating expenses for public transit are eligible for funding through the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA). The projects are organized in alphabetical order by county and are shown in a standardized format, which includes similar
information for each project. The STIP must be submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) for approval.

It is the policy of TDOT to prohibit discrimination on the basis of race, color, sex, religion, national origin, age or disability.
TDOT also prohibits discrimination in its policies, in the admission, treatment, and access to, employment in its programs, services or
activities. Also, as a recipient of funds from the U.S. Department of Transportation it is the policy of TDOT to assist and encourage
business opportunities for Minority, Small and Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE’s) participation in all TDOT programs and
activities.

Development

The Tennessee Department of Transportation is the principal agency in the State for development, implementation,
administration, consolidation, and coordination of State transportation policies, plans, and programs. These policies, plans, and
programs are developed in cooperation with the public and a variety of transportation partners. A number of factors shape the
development of TDOT policies and programs. These include safety, the integration of transportation modes, service and investment
preservation, customer focus, economic development, technology, environment partnerships, and federal actions. The STIP is a
focal point for implementing strategic goals from both the federal and state levels, which pursue the desire for improving our
transportation network while preserving the livable communities’ initiative.

The objectives of the livable communities’ initiative are to improve mobility and the quality of services available to residents of
neighborhoods by:

e strengthening the link between transit planning and community planning, including land use
policies and urban design supporting the use of transit and ultimately providing physical assets
that better meet community needs

e stimulating increased participation by community organizations and residents, minority and
low-income residents, small and minority businesses, persons with disabilities and the elderly in
the planning and design process

e increasing access to employment, education facilities and other community destinations through
high quality, community-oriented, technologically innovative transit services and facilities

e leveraging resources available through other Federal, State and local programs
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The STIP was developed through a consultation process between the TDOT, the Metropolitan Planning Organizations
(MPOs), the Rural Planning Organizations (RPOs), various interested parties and Federal Land Management Agencies (FLMAS).

MPOs, comprised of various urban local officials, have a structure to identify and prioritize proposed transportation
improvements. MPOs have federal funds available to them for transportation improvements, and a process for developing a
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP). Priority lists from each MPO for state funded projects are submitted to TDOT for
consideration during the STIP preparation process. Each MPO is provided a copy of the public comment notification, and is
encouraged to solicit input from their organization members. TIPs, once adopted, are forwarded to TDOT for inclusion, by reference
into the STIP. Each MPO has an adopted public involvement plan, which it uses to develop its TIP. Contact information concerning
the eleven MPOs is included within this document. (Page 105)

The RPOs, comprised of various rural local officials, also have a structure to identify and prioritize proposed transportation
improvements. While MPOs receive an allocation of federal funds, the RPOs do not receive a direct allocation. Priority lists from each
RPO are submitted to the Department for consideration during the STIP preparation process. Each RPO receives a copy of the Draft
STIP, along with the public comment notification, and encouraged to solicit input from their organization members. TDOT will
respond to each comment. Contact information concerning the twelve RPOs is included within this document. (Page 103)

Interested parties for the STIP include citizens, affected public agencies, representatives of public transportation employees,
freight shippers, private providers of transportation, representatives of users of public transportation, representatives of users of
bicycle transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, and providers of freight transportation services. These groups are
generally referred to as the Statewide Steering Committee members, and a listing of these members is provided in this document.
Many of these stakeholders are already involved in TDOT’'s STIP process through their participation in MPO and RPO activities.
Additionally, various individuals and representative groups of these stakeholders meet personally with, or write letters to or email the
Department throughout the year to offer input to the Department’'s transportation priorities. Comments received from these are
considered during the STIP development process. Written comments to the Department, along with the Department’s response, are
archived by TDOT’s Community Relations Division. To solicit comments on the STIP from citizens, an advertisement providing the
opportunity to comment is placed in newspapers statewide, while an individual notification regarding the STIP comment period is
sent to interested parties.

Environmental Justice Issues (Assessment of Benefits and Burdens)

TDOT complies with Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-
Income Populations along with the Department of Transportation Order 5610.2(a), which defines three fundamental principles:

* To avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and environmental effects, including
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social and economic effects on minority and low-income populations.

 To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the transportation decision-making
process.

» To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority and low-income populations.

TDOT has established a process to ensure the appropriate application of these principles in the decision-making process.
Project selection for the STIP is guided by the policies and programs outlined in the Statewide Multimodal Long Range
Transportation Plan. During the development of the Plan, the Department assesses the benefits and burdens that would likely result
for traditionally underserved populations. TDOT defines these traditionally underserved populations to include these citizens:

* Environmental justice populations (minority and low income populations)

* Elderly

» Disabled

* Public Transportation dependent (those listed by the Census as “occupied units with no vehicle”)
* Low literacy (those with Level 1 literacy)

» Those with limited English proficiency

The analysis that was performed for the current state Long Range Plan focuses on the transportation issues related to important
trends, which often have different implications for the traditionally underserved than for other population groups without similar
financial and physical constraints. Trend implications that were examined included population and employment; land use;
environment; energy use and fuel consumption; tourism; and technology. The full report is available on TDOT's website at
http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/plango/pdfs/tup.pdf. A hard copy may also be requested by contacting the Community Relations Office at
615-741-7736.

Public Involvement

The Draft STIP is accessible to the public and local officials through various resources. TDOT advertises the availability of the
Draft STIP for public comment statewide through the Tennessee Press Association. Advertisements are also included in various
Minority and Hispanic newspapers throughout the state. TDOT advertises the Draft STIP for public comment statewide through the
Tennessee Press Association, which includes the following major newspapers: The Knoxville News-Sentinel, Chattanooga Times-
Free Press, The Tennessean, Jackson Sun, Memphis Commercial Appeal and Kingsport Times. Advertisement is also included in
the following minority papers: The Knoxville Enlightener, The Chattanooga Courier, Nashville Pride, Silver Star in Memphis,
Murfreesboro Vision and The Clarksville Press. This notice specifies locations, dates and times the document can be reviewed, as
well as a contact person, mailing address and phone number. TDOT sends a separate and distinct correspondence to those
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agencies identified as the Statewide Steering Committee members, as well as the federal land management agencies, notifying them
of the public comment period, giving locations of the various sites to view the Draft STIP, providing the name of a TDOT contact
person and encouraging them and/or members of their organizations to provide comments on the Draft STIP. TDOT provides copies
at the following locations;

e Region | Office, 7345 Region Lane, Knoxville, TN 37914;

e Region Il Office, 4005 Cromwell Road, PO Box 22368, Chattanooga, TN 37422;
e Region Il Office, 6601 Centennial Blvd., Nashville, TN 37243;

e Region IV Office, 300 Benchmark Place, Jackson, TN 38301.

Self-addressed stamped comment cards are provided at these locations to facilitate participation in the process. The public
comment period is a minimum of 30 calendar days.

TDOT staff delivers the Draft STIP to the TDOT Region Offices and provides training to appropriate staff in each location.
Each Region Office provides signage directing walk-ins to the appropriate person in charge of the Draft STIP document. During the
Public Comment period, TDOT staff holds Public Meetings at designated places and times to further engage the public and answer
guestions concerning the Draft STIP. At these Public Meetings, TDOT uses visualization techniques such as graphs and charts to
enhance the public’s understanding of the Draft STIP document. These meetings are appropriately advertised.

. The Draft STIP can also be accessed via TDOT’s web page http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/publications.htm. The Department’s
state funded project lists in MPO areas are distributed to those organizations for inclusion in the respective TIPs and for public review
and comment through the MPQO’s public involvement process. A list defining each MPO Coordinator and contact information is
included within this document. The Department will respond to all comments individually and collectively. Comments are
summarized, along with their disposition, in Attachment 2 included in the Final STIP. If the Department receives a comment(s) that is
deemed a viable change, said revision will follow the procedures established for an amendment or an administrative adjustment to
the STIP. A more detailed discussion of the STIP/TIP Amendment/Administrative adjustment procedures are described later in this
document.

Amendments to the approved STIP are posted on the Department’'s web page for review and a 15 calendar day public
comment period. The public comment period is advertised in a local newspaper for county specific amendments and in various
regional newspapers for statewide/region amendments. The advertisement directs respondents to the Department’'s web page and
provides the name and contact information for appropriate Department personnel. Additionally, notification of an amendment is sent
to those agencies identified as the Statewide Steering Committee, or interested parties, along with the federal land management
agencies. There is no requirement for a Public Meeting on amendments. The Department responds to all comments individually and
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collectively. If the Department receives a comment(s) on an amendment that is deemed a viable change, said revision will again
follow this amendment procedure. Amendments will remain on the Department’s web page for the life of the STIP.

Funding

Fiscal Year (FY) 2014 (October 1, 2013-September 30, 2014) funds represent both remaining funds from prior years, plus
projected revenue estimates for FY 2014. Projects using one hundred percent (100%) State funds are based on funding levels
appropriated by the Tennessee General Assembly. For 100% State funds, the FY 2014 revenue figure is actual, and estimated for
the Federal funds. In nonattainment and maintenance areas, projects included in the first two years of the STIP are limited to those
for which funds are available or committed. For the remaining projects and remaining years of FY 2016-2017 the figures are
projections based on trends. The amount used for Federally funded projects is based on projected funds anticipated to be
appropriated by congressional action each year. A three-percent increase was added to federal revenue projections and
compounded yearly. TDOT uses a 3.6% inflation rate per year to estimate cost for year of expenditure. The data is derived from
TDOT state wide cost estimates for planning purposes and is cooperatively developed by the State, MPO’s and others. TDOT
further monitors estimated project cost with a defined process for updating project estimates during the Engineering and Right-of-way
phases throughout the life of each project individually and collectively on a balance sheet to maintain the fiscal constraint of the
STIP, as required by law. Other types of funds noted in this document include congressional earmark funds (HPP and HPP-L) and
demonstration funds (DEMO).

TDOT’s highway transportation funding is focused in part on the continued implementation of the legislatively approved 1986
Road Plan, continued development of corridor initiatives, and connecting designated county seats to the Interstate via a four-lane
highway, as well as continuing to upgrade the Dwight D. Eisenhower Interstate Highway System in Tennessee. Major transportation
improvement projects have been identified in the STIP for funding authorization for the various federal highway and transit programs.

Projects with small-scale impacts are those which do not induce significant impacts to planned growth or land use for the area;
do not require the relocation of significant numbers of people; do not have a significant impact on any natural, cultural, recreational,
historic or other resource; do not involve significant air, noise, or water quality impacts; do not have significant impacts on travel
patterns; or do not otherwise, either individually or cumulatively, have any significant environmental impacts, are air-quality neutral,
and non-regionally significant. These projects with small-scale impacts, (e.g., pavement resurfacing, bridge replacement and
rehabilitation, seismic retrofit, bridge inspection, freeway service patrols, rail/lhighway grade crossings, hazard elimination, lighting,
signalization, etc.) as well as Transportation Enhancement, Safe Routes to School and Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)
funded projects, are grouped into statewide categories. Funding for these groupings are based on the funding provided by the 2014
Comprehensive Multimodal Program.
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At the discretion of the State a portion of the State’s Federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds are made available
to small urban areas between 5,000 and 50,000 population based on the latest available census figures. The majority of these funds
are utilized on minor types of improvement such as resurfacing, signalization, lighting, intersection improvements, bridge
replacements, signing and pavement marking, sidewalks, bikeways, grade crossings, etc. Additionally, a portion of the state’s
federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds are allocated to urban areas with populations between 50,000 and 200,000.
Those funds are included in the TIP’s of the Bristol MPO, Clarksville and Montgomery County MPO, Cleveland MPO, Jackson and
Madison County MPO, Johnson City MPO, Kingsport MPO, and Lakeway MPO. The state is required to obligate a portion of funds
(not from the sub-allocated amounts) for bridges not on the Federal-Aid highway system (Off-system bridges). The amount is to be
not less than 15% of the State’s FY 2009 Bridge Program apportionment. The remaining funds of this type are included in the
statewide category. STP funds that are allocated in the federal highway act for urbanized areas with populations greater than
200,000 are included in the TIPs of Chattanooga, Knoxville, Memphis, and Nashville MPOs.

Distribution of Federal Surface Transportation Program Funds

Surface Transportation Program

Urban Areas with Funds (STP) (REQUIRED 15% of Urban Areas with population
population greater than SHARE FY 2009 BRR apportionment SHARE greater than 50,000 & less
5,000 & less than 50,000 amount for bridges not on the than 200,000
. 7 MPO'’s (as mentioned
Federal-Aid system) above)
(Remaining Share Stays with
TDOT)

The Federal Transit Program provides funding for planning, capital and operating assistance, major capital needs such as a
light or commuter rail system development, large bus or rail fleet purchases, construction of transit facilities, passenger equipment for
special needs, intercity bus programs, and state administration of projects of a transit nature. The Transit Program and its associated
tables are located at the rear of this document. (Page 114)

Maintenance

Maintenance activities are those that occur primarily in reaction to situations that have an immediate or imminent adverse
impact on the safety or availability of transportation facilities such as snow removal, pavement resurfacing and marking, bridge
repair, guardrail and sign replacement, etc. While maintenance activities are not funded through or scheduled in the STIP, they are
included here for informational purposes. The Tennessee General Assembly appropriates approximately $302,000,000 annually in
state funds for maintenance and operation of the Interstate and State Route Systems, which is based on calculations of existing
needs through the Departments Maintenance Management System (MMS). Actual figures for fiscal years 2015, 2016 and 2017 will
be determined and submitted to the Legislature in future budget requests. Federal funding for resurfacing, restoring, or rehabilitating
(3R) type projects on the Interstate and State Route Systems are listed in this document. The maintenance activities for facilities
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under the jurisdiction of local governments are the responsibility of each entity. Each local entity represented in this document
appropriates adequate funding in their respective budgets to operate and maintain facilities under their jurisdiction.

Project List

The STIP is fiscally constrained and includes project phases that have a reasonable expectation of being ready for
implementation by the year listed. Projects are subject to many considerations and actions from conception to completion that may
impede or accelerate their progress. These considerations may include policy decisions; changes in design requirements; conflicts
with other scheduled activities; unforeseen circumstances such as cutbacks in funding; shortage of manpower; and inflation of
project costs. Project cost estimates are based on best available engineering estimates at the time the STIP is developed, and
projects listed beyond 2014 are inflated to year of expenditure dollars. Final cost for the actual projects may differ, as the projects
are refined in the project development process prior to construction.

When a project is adversely affected by any of the above-mentioned factors, the projected fiscal year dates will be adjusted
accordingly. Changes to the STIP may be made at any time.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

The Department of Transportation has a Bicycle Pedestrian policy, adopted on December 1, 2010, designed to routinely
integrate bicycling and walking options into the transportation system as a means to improve mobility and safety of non-motorized
traffic, developed with the help of the Bicycle Pedestrian Coordinator.

TDOT is committed to the development of a transportation system that improves conditions for bicycling and walking through
the following actions:

1. Provisions for bicycles and pedestrians will be integrated into new construction and reconstruction of roadway projects
through design features appropriate for the context and function of the transportation facility.

2. The design and construction of new facilities shall anticipate likely future demand for bicycling and pedestrian facilities and not
preclude the provision of future improvements.

3. The design of facilities for bicyclists and pedestrians shall follow standard drawings designed by the Department and
approved by FHWA, in accordance with the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO)
“Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities,” and the department’s “Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.”

4. Bicycle and Pedestrian access along corridors served by new or reconstructed roadways shall not be made more difficult or
impossible by roadway improvements. If all feasible roadway alternatives have been explored and suitable bicycle or
pedestrian facilities cannot be provided within the existing or proposed right of way due to economic or environmental
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restraints, an alternate bicycle/pedestrian route that provides continuity and enhances the safety and convenience of
bicycle/pedestrian travel shall be considered.

. Addressing the need for bicyclists and pedestrians to cross corridors as well as travel along them, the design of intersections
and interchanges shall accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians in a manner that is safe, accessible and convenient.

. For all Federal-Aid highway bridge replacement and rehabilitation projects on routes that are not the Interstate or have full
access control, bicycle and pedestrian traffic accommodations, such as minimum shoulders, shall be provided when the cost
is reasonable.

. For all Federal-Aid highway bridge replacement and rehabilitation projects that fall on a route identified in an adopted local
government plan as a bicycle or pedestrian facility, bicycle and/or pedestrian traffic accommodations in addition to minimum
shoulders shall be considered. Because these additional accommodations can change the layout and design of the structure,
the route must be identified before the preparation of the preliminary bridge plans.

. Bicycle and pedestrian facilities shall be integrated into the study, planning, design, and implementation of federal and state
funded transportation projects involving air, rail, marine, and public transportation, including public parking facilities, and
included in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program when federal funds are being used.

. While it is not the intent of system preservation projects to expand existing facilities, opportunities to provide or enhance
bicycle facilities identified in an adopted local government plan shall be considered during the program development stage of
paving projects.

10. Pedestrian facilities shall be designed to accommodate persons with disabilities in accordance with the access standards

required by the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). Sidewalks, shared use paths, street crossings (including over- and

under-crossings) and other infrastructure shall be constructed so that all pedestrians, including people with disabilities, can
travel independently.

Exceptions:

There are conditions where it is generally inappropriate to provide bicycle and pedestrian facilities. These conditions include:

1. Facilities where bicyclists and pedestrians are prohibited by law from using the roadway, such as the Interstate,. In this
instance, a greater effort may be necessary to accommodate bicyclists and pedestrians elsewhere within the same
transportation corridor.

2. The cost of providing bicycle and pedestrian facilities would be excessively disproportionate to the need and probable use.
In accordance with the “Bicycle and Pedestrian Design Guidance” provided by FHWA, excessively disproportionate is
defined as exceeding twenty percent (20%) of the cost of the project. The 20 percent figure should be used in an advisory
rather than an absolute sense, especially in instances where the cost may be difficult to quantify.
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3. Bridge projects that are fully funded with state maintenance funds, although consideration will be given to providing bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations if (a) the bridge is part of a route identified in an adopted local government plan as a
bicycle or pedestrian route and (b) the cost of providing bicycle and pedestrian accommodations is less than 20% of the

project cost as described in number 2 above.
4. Other factors where there is a demonstrated absence of need or prudence, or as requested by the Commissioner of the

Department of Transportation.

Exceptions for not accommodating bicyclists and pedestrians in accordance with this policy will be documented describing the
basis for the exception. For exceptions on Federal-aid highway projects, concurrence from the Federal Highway Administration must
be obtained.

Design Guidance:

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Shared Use Path design standards have been developed by the Tennessee Department of
Transportation and approved by FHWA. These design standards should be followed by local, regional and state agencies when
considering including bicycle and pedestrian features on an existing facility or new construction.

Advance Construction

Advance Construction (AC) is a technique which allows a State to initiate a project using non-federal funds while preserving
eligibility for future Federal-Aid funds. Eligibility means that FHWA has determined that the project technically qualifies for Federal-
Aid; however, no present or future Federal funds are committed to the project. After an AC project is authorized, the state may
convert the project to regular Federal-Aid funding provided Federal funds are made available for the project.

An AC project must meet the same requirements and be processed in the same manner as a regular Federal-Aid project. All

phases of a project must meet federal requirements for the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act), etc, when any phase is implemented with Federal-Aid funds.
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STIP/TIP Amendment:

An amendment is a revision to the STIP/TIP that involves major changes to a project or the overall program and must meet
the requirements of 23 CFR 450.216 and 450.326 regarding public review and comment, redemonstration of fiscal constraint, and
transportation conformity. An amendment is required when changes to the STIP/TIP include:

* A major change in the total project cost (excluding groupings) (see Project Cost Change Thresholds table below); or

* Adding a new project or deleting a project from the STIP or TIPs; or

* A major change of project scope; examples include, but are not limited to, changing the number of through-lanes, adding/deleting
non-motorized facilities, changing mode (e.qg., rolling stock or facility type for transit), changing capital category (i.e., transit funding),
or changing termini; or

* Any change requiring a new regional air quality conformity finding; or

* Moving funds between a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) TIP and the Rural STIP unless a written agreement exists
between the MPO and the Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT) that such an action may be a processed as an
administrative adjustment; or

* Moving funds between a MPO TIP and another MPO TIP unless a written agreement exists between each MPO and TDOT that
such an action may be processed as an administrative adjustment.

Amendments may be made to the STIP/TIP at any time during the life of the STIP/TIP and require federal approval by FHWA or
FTA. The amendment, when required, must be consistent with 23 CFR 450 including public involvement procedures, air quality
conformity and fiscal constraint. The public involvement process for an amendment was discussed previously in this introduction
beginning on Page 4.

STIP/TIP Administrative Adjustment:

A STIP/TIP administrative adjustment is a minor change from the approved STIP/TIP. Administrative adjustments must be
consistent with 23 CFR 450, but they do not require public review and comment, redemonstration of fiscal constraint, or a conformity
determination in nonattainment or maintenance areas. The intent of administrative adjustments is to represent minor changes from
the approved STIP/TIP.

STIP/TIP administrative adjustments are defined as follows:

* A minor change in the total project cost (see Project Cost Change Thresholds table below)

* A minor change in project description that does not change the air quality conformity finding in maintenance and/or non-
attainment areas; or

* A minor change in project description/termini that is for clarification and does not change the project scope; or
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» Shifting funds between projects within a TIP or the Rural STIP (i.e., funding sources and projects already identified in the
STIP/TIP) if the change does not result in a cost increase greater than the amendment threshold (see Project Cost Change
Thresholds) for the total project cost of all phases shown within the approved STIP/TIP; or

* Adding an amount of funds already identified in the STIP/TIP for the current or previous year(s) if:

The funds are currently identified in the STIP/TIP either in an existing project or as available funds and
The change does not result in a cost increase greater than the amendment threshold (see Project Cost Change Thresholds)
for the total project cost of all phases shown within the approved STIP/TIP; or

* Moving projects from year to year within an approved STIP/TIP, except those that cross air quality horizon years; or

» Adding a prior phase, such as environmental or location study, preliminary engineering or right-of-way, to a project in the
STIP/TIP so long as such a change does not result in a cost increase greater than the amendment threshold (see Project Cost
Change Thresholds) for the total project cost of all phases shown within the approved STIP/TIP; or

* Changes required to follow FHWA or FTA instructions as to the withdrawal of funds or reestablishment of funds withdrawn at
the request of FHWA or FTA; or

* Moving funds between similarly labeled groupings, regardless of percentage of change; or

* Adjustments in revenue to match actual revenue receipts.

Administrative adjustments may be made to the STIP/TIP at any time during the life of the STIP/TIP and do not require federal
approval by FHWA or FTA, but will be submitted to FHWA and FTA for informational purposes.

Project Cost Change Thresholds:

For changes to the cost of projects (excluding groupings), a sliding scale is outlined to determine which category of revision is
required. All measurements for these cost changes will be made from the last approved STIP or STIP amendment/administrative
adjustment to account for incremental changes.

Total project cost of all Administrative
phases shown within the Amendment Adjustment
approved STIP/TIP

Up to $2 million >75% < 75%

$2 million to $15 million >50% < 50%
$15 million to $75 million >40% <40%
$75 million and above >30% <30%
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3R

AAA
AARP
AASHTO
AC
ADA
DBE
FHWA
FLMAs
FTA

FY
MAP-21
MMS
MPO
NAACP
NEPA
RPO
STIP
TDOT
TIP

ACRONYMS

Resurfacing, Restoring, or Rehabilitating

American Automobile Association

American Association of Retired Persons

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
Advance Construction

Americans with Disabilities Act

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

Federal Highway Administration

Federal Land Management Agencies

Federal Transit Administration

Fiscal Year

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act
Maintenance Management System

Metropolitan Planning Organization

National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
National Environmental Policy Act

Rural Planning Organization

State Transportation Improvement Program

Tennessee Department of Transportation

Transportation Improvement Plan

Uniform Act Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
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2005 TDOT LRTP Statewide Steering Committee

AAA (American Automobile Association) Club South
AAA East Tennessee

AARP (American Association of Retired Persons)
Alliance for Native American Indian Rights of Tennessee, Inc
Association of County Mayors

Association of Economic Development Districts
Chattanooga African American Chamber of Commerce
Citizens for TDOT Reform

City of Chattanooga, Public Works Department

City of Columbia

CSX Transportation

Cumberland Region Tomorrow

Engineering Profession

Home Builders Association of Tennessee

Ingram Barge Company

Jackson Metropolitan Planning Organization

Johnson City Metropolitan Planning Organization
Kingsport Board of Mayor and Aldermen

LoJac

Memphis Regional Chamber of Commerce

NAACP (National Association for the Advancement of Colored People) Tennessee Conference of Branches
National Transportation Research Center

Norfolk Southern Corporation

Northwest Tennessee Economic Development Council
Port of Memphis

Seniors, Inc.

Southern Environmental Law Center

Statewide Independent Living Council

Tennessee Association of Air Carrier Airports
Tennessee Association of Housing & Redevelopment Authorities
Tennessee Association of MPOs

Tennessee Aviation Association

Tennessee Chamber of Commerce and Industry
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Tennessee Chapter, American Planning Association
Tennessee County Highway Officials Association
Tennessee Disability Coalition

Tennessee Education Association

Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation

Tennessee General Assembly—House of Representatives
Tennessee General Assembly—Senate

Tennessee Hotel & Lodging Association

Tennessee Immigrants and Refugee Rights Coalition
Tennessee Municipal League

Tennessee Parks & Greenways Foundation

Tennessee Public Transportation Association—Rural
Tennessee Public Transportation Association—Urban
Tennessee Road Builders Association

Tennessee Section, Institute of Transportation Engineers
Tennessee Shortline Railroad Alliance

Tennessee Trucking Association

Tennessee Wildlife Federation

Upper Cumberland Human Resource Agency

West Tennessee Industrial Association
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Mr. Jim Moore, Director

Program Development and Administration
Suite 600, Polk Building

505 Deaderick Street

Nashville, Tennessee 37243

Phone: (615) 741-3301

Fax: (615) 741-9673

Email: Jim.M.Moore@tn.gov

Mr. Rick Pack, Transportation Manager 2
Program Development and Scheduling Office
Suite 600, Polk Building

505 Deaderick Street

Nashville, Tennessee 37243

Phone: (615) 741-6745

Fax: (615) 741-9673

Email: Rick.pack@tn.gov

TDOT CONTACT LIST
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APD
BRR
CMAQ
DEMO
ENH
FH/PL
FLAP
HPP
HPP-L
HRRR
HSIP
IM
IMD
NHPP
NHS
NSBP
PLHD
RTP
Sect 154
SRTS
STA

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Funding Program Definitions

Appalachia Development Highway System Projects

Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
Demonstration project, special set aside
Enhancement Activity set aside of the STP
Forest Highway/Public Lands Projects
Forest Lands Access Program

High Priority Projects

High Priority Projects (Local)

High Risk Rural Roads

Highway Safety Improvement Program
Interstate Maintenance Projects

Interstate Maintenance Discretionary Funds
National Highway Performance Program
National Highway System Program
National Scenic Byways Program

Public Lands Highways Discretionary Funds
Recreational Trails Projects

Section 154

Safe Routes to School

State Funds

100% Federal

80% Federal, 20% State

80% Federal, 20% State/Local

100% Federal or 80% Federal, 20% State/Local
80% Federal, 20% Local/State

100% Federal or 80% Federal, 20% State
100% Federal or 80% Federal, 20% State
80% Federal, 20% State

80% Federal, 20% Local

90% Federal, 10% State/Local

90% Federal, 10% State

90% Federal, 10% State

90% Federal, 10% State/Local

80% Federal, 20% State

80% Federal, 20% State

100% Federal or 80% Federal, 20% State/Local
100% Federal

80% Federal, 20% State

100% Federal

100% Federal

100% State
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Funding Program Definitions (continued)
STP Surface Transportation Program 80% Federal, 20% State

TAP Transportation Alternatives Program 80% Federal, 20% State/Local
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DESCRIPTION OF FUNDING CATEGORIES
Federal Highway Administration Funds are allocated to the state in numerous categories. The major funding categories are described below:

APPALACHIA DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY SYSTEM (APD) This program provides funding for routes with remaining work deemed eligible as approved by the
Appalachian Regional Commission in the most recent APD Cost Estimate. This funding program was eliminated under "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st
Century Act" (MAP-21). MAP-21 eliminated a standalone funding category for APD. APD projects may be eligible for MAP-21 STP funds. Unexpended APD
funds remain in place under pre-MAP-21 rules and regulations. States can apply for 100% Federal share using APD or other apportioned funds for highways
and access roads on the Appalachia Development Highway System.

BRIDGE REPLACEMENT AND REHABILITATION (BRR) This program provides funding for bridge replacement, or to rehabilitate aging or substandard
bridges based on bridge sufficiency ratings. This funding program was eliminated under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the BRR Program
and carry-over funds will still be administered under previous rules and regulations of the BRR Program.

CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY (CMAQ)

The CMAQ program provides a flexible funding source to State and local governments for transportation projects and programs to help meet the requirements
of the Clean Air Act. Funding is available to reduce congestion and improve air quality for areas that do not meet the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for
ozone, carbon monoxide, or particulate matter (nonattainment areas) and for former nonattainment areas that are now in compliance (maintenance areas).

Funds may be used for transportation projects likely to contribute to the attainment or maintenance of a national ambient air quality standard, with a high level
of effectiveness in reducing air pollution, and be included in the Metropolitan Planning Organization's (MPQO's) current transportation plan and transportation
improvement program (TIP) or the current state transportation improvement program (STIP) in areas without an MPO.

Some specific eligible activities are described below:

o Establishment or operation of a traffic monitoring, management, and control facility, including advanced truck stop electrification systems, if it
contributes to attainment of an air quality standard.

e Projects that improve traffic flow, including projects to improve signalization, construct HOV lanes, improve intersections, add turning lanes, improve

transportation systems management and operations that mitigate congestion and improve air quality, and implement Intelligent Transportation System

(ITS) solutions and other CMAQ-eligible projects, including projects to improve incident and emergency response or improve mobility, such as real-time

traffic, transit, and multimodal traveler information.

Purchase of integrated, interoperable emergency communications equipment.

Projects that shift traffic demand to nonpeak hours or other transportation modes, increase vehicle occupancy rates, or otherwise reduce demand.

Purchase of diesel retrofits or conducts of related outreach activities.

Facilities serving electric or natural gas-fueled vehicles (except where this conflicts with prohibition on rest area commercialization) are explicitly

eligible.

Some expanded authority to use funds for transit operations.

o Workforce development, training, and education activities are also an eligible use of CMAQ funds.
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DEMONSTRATION SET ASIDE OF THE STP (DEMO) This program provides special funding for certain projects.

ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITY SET ASIDE OF THE STP (ENH) This program provides funding for pedestrian and bicycle facilities; pedestrian and bicycle safety
and educational activities; acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites; scenic or historic highway programs; landscaping and other scenic
beautification activities; historic preservation; rehabilitation of historic transportation buildings, structures, or facilities; preservation of abandoned railway
corridors; control and removal of outdoor advertising; archaeological planning and research; environmental mitigation to address water pollution due to highway
runoff or reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity; establishment of transportation museums. Under the Tennessee
Roadscapes grant program, types of work will include landscaping, irrigation, benches, trash cans, paths, and signage. This funding program was eliminated
under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the ENH Program and carry-over funds will still be administered under previous rules and regulations of
the ENH Program.

FOREST HIGHWAY/PUBLIC LANDS (FH/PL) This funding program was eliminated under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the Forest
Highway Program and carry-over funds from SAFETEA-LU will still be administered under previous rules and regulations of the Forest Highway Program.

FEDERAL LANDS ACCESS PROGRAM (FLAP) a new program created under the "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act" (MAP-21) provides
funds for projects on Federal Lands access transportation facilities that are located on, adjacent to, or that provide access to Federal lands.

A Federal Lands access transportation facility is defined as a public highway, road, bridge, trail, or transit system that is located on, adjacent to, or provides
access to Federal lands for which title or maintenance responsibility is vested in a State, county, town, township, tribal, municipal, or
local government.

Funds are distributed by formula among States that have Federal Lands managed by the National Park Service, the U.S. Forest Service, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, the Bureau of Land Management, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

The Eastern Federal Lands Highway Division is responsible for administering the FLAP and serving the transportation engineering needs of these Federal Land
Management agencies in Tennessee.

Eligible Activities include but are not limited to:

Transportation planning, research, engineering, preventive maintenance, rehabilitation, restoration, construction, and reconstruction of Federal Lands located
on or adjacent to, or that: provide access to a Federal land (adjacent vehicular parking areas; acquisition of necessary scenic easements and scenic or historic
sites; provisions for pedestrians and bicycles; environmental mitigation in or adjacent to Federal land to improve public safety and reduce vehicle-caused
wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity; construction and reconstruction of roadside rest areas, including sanitary and water facilities); Operation
and maintenance of transit facilities.

HIGH PRIORITY PROJECTS (HPP and HPP-L) This program provides designated funding to the state (HPP) and Local Agencies(HPP-L) for specific projects
identified by Congress.
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HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP)

MAP-21 continues the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) to achieve a significant reduction in traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads,
including non-State-owned public roads and roads on tribal lands. The HSIP requires a data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway safety on all public
roads that focuses on performance.

Eligible use of funding

A highway safety improvement project is any strategy, activity or project on a public road that is consistent with the data-driven State Strategic Highway Safety
Plan (SHSP) and corrects or improves a hazardous road location or feature or addresses a highway safety problem. MAP-21 provides an example list of
eligible activities, but HSIP projects are not limited to those on the list.

HIGH RISK RURAL ROAD (HRRR) Safety — A HRRR is any rural major or minor collector or a rural local road with significant safety risks, as defined by a
State in accordance with an updated SHSP. If the fatality rate on such roads increases over the most recent 2-year period for which data are available, in the
next fiscal year the State must obligate for this purpose an amount at least equal to 200% of its FY 2009 HRRR set-aside.

Older drivers — If fatalities and serious injuries per capita for drivers and pedestrians over age 65 increases during the most recent 2-year period for which data
are available, a State is required to incorporate strategies focused on older drivers and pedestrians in the next SHSP update. This funding program was
eliminated as a separate program under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the HRRR Program and carry-over funds will still be administered
under previous rules and regulations of the HRRR Program.

INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE (IM) This program provides funding to rehabilitate, restore, and resurface the Interstate System. Reconstruction is also eligible
if it does not add capacity, and High-Occupancy-Vehicle (HOV) lanes can be added. This funding program was eliminated under MAP-21. All projects
previously authorized under the IM Program and carry-over funds will still be administered under previous rules and regulations of the IM Program.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY PERFORMANCE PROGRAM (NHPP) The NHPP provides support for the condition and performance of the National Highway System
(NHS), for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, and to ensure that investments of Federal-aid funds in highway construction are directed to support
progress toward the achievement of performance targets established in a State's asset management plan for the NHS.

Eligible activities

NHPP projects must be on an eligible facility and support progress toward achievement of national performance goals for improving infrastructure condition,
safety, mobility, or freight movement on the NHS, and be consistent with Metropolitan and Statewide planning requirements. Eligible activities include:

e Construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, preservation, or operational improvements of NHS segments.

e Construction, replacement (including replacement with fill material), rehabilitation, preservation, and protection (including scour countermeasures,
seismic retrofits, impact protection measures, security countermeasures, and protection against extreme events) of NHS bridges and tunnels.

Bridge and tunnel inspection and evaluation on the NHS and inspection and evaluation of other NHS highway infrastructure assets.

Training of bridge and tunnel inspectors.

Construction, rehabilitation, or replacement of existing ferry boats and facilities, including approaches that connect road segments of the NHS.
Construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, and preservation of, and operational improvements for, a Federal-aid highway not
on the NHS, and construction of a transit project eligible for assistance under chapter 53 of title 49, if the project is in the same corridor and in proximity
to a fully access-controlled NHS route, if the improvement is more cost-effective (as determined by a benefit-cost analysis) than an NHS improvement,
and will reduce delays or produce travel time savings on the NHS route and improve regional traffic flow.
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e Bicycle transportation and pedestrian walkways.

e Highway safety improvements on the NHS.

e Capital and operating costs for traffic and traveler information, monitoring, management, and control facilities and programs.

e Development and implementation of a State Asset Management Plan for the NHS including data collection, maintenance and integration, software
costs, and equipment costs.

e Infrastructure-based ITS capital improvements.

e Environmental restoration and pollution abatement.

e Control of noxious weeds and establishment of native species.

o Environmental mitigation related to NHPP projects.

e Construction of publicly owned intracity or intercity bus terminals servicing the NHS.

o Workforce development, training, and education activities are also an eligible use of NHPP funds.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM (NHS) This Program provides funding for major roads including the Interstate System, a large percentage of urban and rural
principal arterials, the Strategic Defense Highway Network (STRAHNET), and strategic highway connectors. This funding program was eliminated under MAP-
21. All projects previously authorized under the NHS Program and carry-over funds will still be administered under previous rules and regulations of the NHS
Program.

NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM (NSBP) This Program provides funding for roads having outstanding scenic, historic, cultural, natural, recreational,
and archaeological qualities and provides for designation of these roads as National Scenic Byways, All-American Roads or America's Byways. This funding
program was eliminated under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the NSBP Program and carry-over funds will still be administered under
previous rules and regulations of the NSBP Program.

RECREATIONAL TRAILS (RTP) This program provides funding for the creation, rehabilitation and maintenance of multi-use recreational trails.

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL (SRTS) This program provides funding for empowering communities to make walking and bicycling to school a safe and routine
activity. This funding program was eliminated under MAP-21. All projects previously authorized under the SRTS Program and carry-over funds will still be
administered under previous rules and regulations of the SRTS Program.

SECTION 154 This Program provides funding to help save lives, prevent injuries, and reduce economic costs due to road traffic crashes, through education,
research, safety standards, and enforcement activity.

STATE (STA) This program provides 100% state funding by the state for various projects on the State Highway System.
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP) The Surface Transportation Program (STP) provides flexible funding that may be used by States and

localities for projects to preserve and improve the conditions and performance on any Federal-aid highway, bridge and tunnel projects on any public road,
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and transit capital projects, including intercity bus terminals.

Eligible activities

e Construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration, preservation, or operational improvements for highways, including designated
routes of the Appalachian Development Highway System (ADHS) and local access roads under 40 USC 14501.

e Replacement, rehabilitation, preservation, protection, and anti-icing/deicing for bridges and tunnels on any public road, including construction or
reconstruction necessary to accommodate other modes.
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Construction of new bridges and tunnels on a Federal-aid highway.

Inspection and evaluation of bridges, tunnels and other highway assets as well as training for bridge and tunnel inspectors.

Capital costs for transit projects eligible for assistance under chapter 53 of title 49, including vehicles and facilities used to provide intercity passenger
bus service.

Carpool projects, fringe and corridor parking facilities and programs, including electric and natural gas vehicle charging infrastructure, bicycle
transportation and pedestrian walkways, and ADA sidewalk modification.

Highway and transit safety infrastructure improvements and programs, installation of safety barriers and nets on bridges, hazard eliminations, mitigation
of hazards caused by wildlife, railway-highway grade crossings.

Highway and transit research, development, technology transfer.

Capital and operating costs for traffic monitoring, management and control facilities and programs, including advanced truck stop electrification.
Surface transportation planning.

Transportation alternatives --newly defined, includes most transportation enhancement eligibilities. [See separate "Transportation Alternatives" fact
sheet]

Transportation control measures.

Development and establishment of management systems.

Environmental mitigation efforts (as under National Highway Performance Program).

Intersections with high accident rates or levels of congestion.

Infrastructure-based ITS capital improvements.

Environmental restoration and pollution abatement.

Control of noxious weeds and establishment of native species.

Congestion pricing projects and strategies, including electric toll collection and travel demand management strategies and programs.

Recreational trails projects.

Construction of ferry boats and terminals.

Border infrastructure projects.

Truck parking facilities.

Development and implementation of State asset management plan for the NHS, and similar activities related to the development and implementation of
a performance based management program for other public roads.

Surface transportation infrastructure modifications within port terminal boundaries, only if necessary to facilitate direct intermodal interchange, transfer,
and access into and out of the port.

Construction and operational improvements for a minor collector in the same corridor and in proximity to an NHS route if the improvement is more cost-
effective (as determined by a benefit-cost analysis) than an NHS improvement and will enhance NHS level of service and regional traffic flow.
Workforce development, training, and education activities are also an eligible use of STP funds.

In general, STP projects may not be on local or rural minor collectors. However, there are a number of exceptions to this requirement. A State may use up to
15% of its rural sub allocation on minor collectors. Other exceptions include: ADHS local access roads, bridge and tunnel replacement and rehabilitation (not
new construction), bridge and tunnel inspection, carpool projects, fringe/corridor parking facilities, bike/pedestrian walkways, safety infrastructure,
Transportation Alternatives, recreational trails, port terminal modifications, and minor collectors in NHS corridors.

Off-system bridges
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States are required to obligate a portion of funds (not from suballocated amounts) for bridges not on Federal-aid highways (off-system bridges). The amount is
to be not less than 15% of the State's FY 2009 Bridge Program apportionment. The Secretary, after consultation with State and local officials, may reduce a
State's set-aside requirement if the State has insufficient off-system bridge needs.

Credit for off-system bridges -- For projects to replace or rehabilitate deficient off-system bridges funded wholly by State/local sources, any amounts spent post-
enactment that are in excess of 20% of project costs may be credited to the non-Federal share of eligible bridge projects in the State.

TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (TAP)

The Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) authorized under Section 1122 of MAP-21 (23 U.S.C. 213(b), 101(a)(29)) provides funding for programs and
projects defined as transportation alternatives, including on- and off-road pedestrian and bicycle facilities, infrastructure projects for improving non-driver access
to public transportation and enhanced mobility, community improvement activities, and environmental mitigation; recreational trail program projects; safe routes
to school projects; and projects for the planning, design or construction of boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former Interstate System
routes or other divided highways.

There is no requirement for TAP projects to be located along Federal-aid highways. SRTS projects must be within approximately two miles of a school for
kindergarten through eighth grade as specified in SAFETEA-LU Section 1404. (23 U.S.C. 402 note)

Eligible Activities under the TAP program consist of:

e Transportation Alternatives as defined in 23 U.S.C. 101(a)(29) (MAP-21 1103):
o Construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of
transportation, including sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure, pedestrian and bicycle signals, traffic calming techniques, lighting and other safety-
related infrastructure, and transportation projects to achieve compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
o Construction, planning, and design of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children,
older adults, and individuals with disabilities to access daily needs.
o Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other nonmotorized transportation users.
Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas.
o Community improvement activities, including;
» Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising;
= Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities;
= Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway safety, prevent against invasive species, and
provide erosion control; and
= Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation project eligible under title 23.
o Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution abatement activities and mitigation to;
= Address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or abatement related to highway construction or due to
highway runoff, including activities described in sections 133(b)(11), 328(a), and 329 of title 23; or
= Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity among terrestrial or aquatic habitats.
e The recreational trails program under section 206 of title 23.
e The safe routes to school program under section 1404 of the SAFETEA-LU.

o A.nfrastructure-related projects.-planning, design, and construction of infrastructure-related projects on any public road or any bicycle or pedestrian
pathway or trail in the vicinity of schools that will substantially improve the ability of students to walk and bicycle to school, including sidewalk
improvements, traffic calming and speed reduction improvements, pedestrian and bicycle crossing improvements, on-street bicycle facilities, off-
street bicycle and pedestrian facilities, secure bicycle parking facilities, and traffic diversion improvements in the vicinity of schools.

(@]
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o B. Noninfrastructure-related activities to encourage walking and bicycling to school, including public awareness campaigns and
outreach to press and community leaders, traffic education and enforcement in the vicinity of schools, student sessions on bicycle and
pedestrian safety, health, and environment, and funding for training, volunteers, and managers of safe routes to school programs.

o C. Safe Routes to School coordinator.

o Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way of former Interstate System routes or
other divided highways.

o Ineligible Activities: Section 1103 of MAP-21 eliminated the definition of transportation enhancement activities in section 104 of title 23
and inserted in its place a definition of transportation alternatives, which does not include eligibility for certain activities that were
previously eligible as transportation enhancements:

Safety and educational activities for pedestrians and bicycles.
o Exception: Activities targeting children in Kindergarten through 8th grade are eligible under SRTS (an eligible activity under the
TAP funding).
o Note: Some of these activities may be eligible under HSIP. Nonconstruction projects for bicycle safety remain broadly eligible for
STP funds.
Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites.
Scenic or historic highway programs (including visitor and welcome centers).
o Note: A few specific activities under this category (construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas) remain eligible under
section 101(a)(29)(D) of title 23.
Historic preservation as an independent activity unrelated to historic transportation facilities. Note: Historic preservation and rehabilitation
of historic transportation facilities are permitted as one type of community improvement activity; see section 101(a)(29)(E).
Operation of historic transportation facilities.
Archaeological planning and research undertaken for proactive planning. This category now must be used only as mitigation for highway
projects.
Transportation museums.
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ACQ

AD

CA or CAPITAL
CONST

MAINTENANCE
OPERATIONS or OP
PAVING

PE-N

PE-D

PLANNING

ROW

SIGNING

STG CONST
STUDY

TRAINING or TRNG
UTILITIES

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT PHASES
Acquisition of vehicles or equipment

Administrative costs
Capital expenditures

23 U.S.C. 101 (a) (3) Construction.— The term “construction” means the supervising, inspecting, actual building,
and incurrence of all costs incidental to the construction or reconstruction of a highway, including
bond costs and other costs relating to the issuance in accordance with section 122 of bonds or
other debt financing instruments and costs incurred by the State in performing Federal-aid project
related audits that directly benefit the Federal-aid highway program. Such term includes—

(A) Locating, surveying, and mapping (including the establishment of temporary and

permanent geodetic markers in accordance with specifications of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration of the Department of Commerce);

(B) Resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilitation;

(C) Acquisition of rights-of-way;

(D) Relocation assistance, acquisition of replacement housing sites, and acquisition and
rehabilitation, relocation, and construction of replacement housing;

(E) Elimination of hazards of railway grade crossings;

(F) Elimination of roadside obstacles;

(G) Improvements that directly facilitate and control traffic flow, such as grade separation

of intersections, widening of lanes, channelization of traffic, traffic control systems, and
passenger loading and unloading areas; and

(H) Capital improvements that directly facilitate an effective vehicle weight enforcement

program, such as scales (fixed and portable), scale pits, scale installation, and scale houses.

Maintenance

Activities to Operate the Highway and / or Transit system

Final paving on stage construction projects

Preliminary Engineering through the NEPA process

Preliminary Engineering through the Design process

Planning costs

Acquisition of Rights-of-Way

Signing

Stage construction on project including grading, drainage, structures and temporary / partial paving
Perform a study on the subject project for construction feasibility
Training

Adjustment of Utilities affected by the project
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
(TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135)
FY-2014 THRU FY-2017

RURAL SYSTEM
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ESTIMATED AVAILABLE FUNDS AND ESTIMATED COSTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014

FUND Estimated Programmed Estimated 2015 Amount Brought
CODE FY Revenue Cost Federal Funds | State Funds |Local Funds Balance Allocation (RURAL) Forward
APD 2014 300,963,468 17,500,000 17,500,000 0 283,463,468 0 283,463,468
BRR 2014 1,896,321 0 0 0 1,896,321 0 1,896,321
CMAQ 2014 93,723,337 0 0 0 93,723,337 46,958,524 140,681,861
DEMO 2014 2,648,774 2,158,774 2,158,774 490,000 0 490,000
ENH 2014 74,517,722 74,517,722 59,614,178 14,903,544 0 0 0
FBD 2014 120,621 120,621 96,497 24,124 0 0 0
FH/PL 2014 2,079,035 1,295,000 1,295,000 784,035 0 784,035
FLAP 2014 30,000,000 0 0 0 0 30,000,000 15,450,000 45,450,000
HPP 2014 177,081,407 4,273,741 3,418,993 854,748 172,807,666 0 172,807,666
HPP-L 2014 18,874,003 8,380,030 6,704,024 1,676,006 10,493,973 0 10,493,973
HRRR 2014 197,578 0 0 0 197,578 0 197,578
HSIP 2014 140,275,932 46,800,000 42,120,000 4,680,000 93,475,932 23,785,142 117,261,074
IM 2014 7,481,060 0 0 0 7,481,060 0 7,481,060
NHPP 2014 420,285,305 414,510,000 338,313,000 76,197,000 5,775,305 189,747,116 195,522,421
NHS 2014 3,263,693 0 0 0 3,263,693 0 3,263,693
RTP 2014 6,152,108 1,500,000 1,200,000 300,000 4,652,108 1,895,000 6,547,108
Sect 154 | 2014 14,024,000 14,024,000 14,024,000 0 0 0 7,222,360 7,222,360
SRTS 2014 11,789,189 11,789,189 11,789,189 0 0 0 0
STA 2014 190,714,094 22,600,000 30,300,000 168,114,094 52,243,100 220,357,194
STP 2014 154,752,053 147,891,000 118,397,800| 29,373,200 120,000 6,861,053 158,850,133 165,711,186
TAP 2014 32,499,259 32,499,259 25,999,407 6,499,852 0 0 16,249,629 16,249,629
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ESTIMATED AVAILABLE FUNDS AND ESTIMATED COSTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015

FUND Estimated Programmed Estimated 2016 Amount Brought

CODE FY Revenue Cost Federal Funds | State Funds |Local Funds Balance Allocation (RURAL) Forward
APD 2015 283,463,468 30,000,000 30,000,000 0 253,463,468 0 253,463,468
CMAQ 2015 140,681,861 0 0 0 0 140,681,861 48,367,280 189,049,141
DEMO 2015 490,000 490,000 490,000 0
FH/PL 2015 784,035 364,035 364,035 420,000 0 420,000
FLAP 2015 45,450,000 0 0 0 0 45,450,000 15,913,500 61,363,500
HPP 2015 172,807,666 8,648,750 6,919,000 1,729,750 164,158,916 0 164,158,916
HPP-L 2015 10,493,973 0 0 0 10,493,973 0 10,493,973
HSIP 2015 117,261,074 40,000,000 36,000,000 4,000,000 77,261,074 25,248,696 102,509,770
NHPP 2015 195,522,421 180,954,000 150,754,000| 30,200,000 14,568,421 420,625,240 435,193,661
RTP 2015 6,547,108 1,500,000 1,200,000 300,000 5,047,108 1,895,000 6,942,108
Sect 154 | 2015 7,222,360 7,012,000 7,012,000 0 0 210,360 7,439,031 7,649,391
STA 2015 220,357,194 78,883,083 78,883,083 141,474,111 52,243,100 193,717,211
STP 2015 165,711,186 153,528,869 122,908,095| 30,620,774 12,182,317 162,116,637 174,298,954
TAP 2015 16,249,629 16,249,629 12,999,703 3,249,926 0 0 16,737,118 16,737,118
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ESTIMATED AVAILABLE FUNDS AND ESTIMATED COSTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016

FUND Estimated Programmed Estimated 2017 Amount Brought

CODE FY Revenue Cost Federal Funds [ State Funds |Local Funds Balance Allocation (RURAL) Forward
APD 2016 253,463,468 55,606,000 55,606,000 0 197,857,468 0 197,857,468
CMAQ 2016 189,049,141 0 0 0 189,049,141 49,818,298 238,867,439
FH/PL 2016 420,000 220,000 200,000 0 200,000
FLAP 2016 61,363,500 0 0 0 0 61,363,500 16,390,905 77,754,405
HPP 2016 164,158,916 6,299,400 6,792,130 1,698,033 157,859,516 0 157,859,516
HSIP 2016 102,509,770 40,000,000 36,000,000 4,000,000 62,509,770 22,364,216 84,873,986
NHPP 2016 435,193,661 240,080,600 193,594,480 46,486,120 195,113,061 498,940,000 694,053,061
RTP 2016 6,942,108 1,500,000 1,200,000 300,000 5,442,108 1,895,000 7,337,108
Sect 154 [ 2016 7,649,391 7,012,000 7,012,000 0 0 637,391 7,662,202 8,299,593
STA 2016 193,717,211 700,000 700,000 193,017,211 52,243,100 245,260,311
STP 2016 174,298,954 90,990,000 72,877,000 18,113,000 83,308,954 173,541,136 256,850,090
TAP 2016 16,737,118 16,249,629 12,999,703 3,249,926 0 487,489 17,239,232 17,726,721
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ESTIMATED AVAILABLE FUNDS AND ESTIMATED COSTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017

FUND Estimated Programmed

CODE FY Revenue Cost Federal Funds | State Funds |Local Funds Balance
APD 2017 197,857,468 0 0 0 197,857,468
CMAQ 2017 238,867,439 0 0 0 238,867,439
FH/PL 2017 200,000 200,000 0
FLAP 2017 77,754,405 0 0 0 0 77,754,405
HPP 2017 157,859,516 0 0 0 157,859,516
HSIP 2017 84,873,986 40,000,000 36,000,000 4,000,000 44,873,986
NHPP 2017 694,053,061 129,100,000 126,240,000 31,560,000 564,953,061
RTP 2017 7,337,108 1,500,000 1,200,000 300,000 5,837,108
Sect 154 | 2017 8,299,593 7,012,000 7,012,000 0 0 1,287,593
STA 2017 245,260,311 700,000 700,000 244,560,311
STP 2017 256,850,090 83,325,000 66,745,000 16,580,000 173,525,090
TAP 2017 17,726,721 16,249,629 12,999,703 3,249,926 0 1,477,092
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STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

-RURALJ-

-URBANI-
(5,000 TO 50,000 POPULATION)
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1402010 TDOT PIN  [106800.02 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.2\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: BEDFORD TOTAL PROJECT COST | $12,000,000

ROUTE: SR-10

TERMINI : ‘FROM SR-16(US-41 / ELM STREET/ MADISON STREET) TO NORTH OF ROLLING ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST NHPP 12,000,000 9,600,000 | | 2,400,000 | |
sTIP# [1402016 TDOT PIN  |100346.02 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: BEDFORD TOTAL PROJECT COST | $21,300,000 |

ROUTE: SR-16

TERMINI : ‘SR—276(THOMPSON CREEK ROAD) TO WEST OF RIPPY RIDGE ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST NHPP 21,300,000 17,040,000 | 4,260,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1402030 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY SHELBYVILLE

COUNTY: BEDFORD TOTAL PROJECT COST | $334,666

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP #TN190 - PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IN SHELBYVILLE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 334,666 267,733 | | | 66,933
STIP # TDOT PIN  [114152.00 | LENGTHINMILES 1.1 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: BENTON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $31,000,000 |
ROUTE: [1-40

TERMINI : ‘WESTBOUND TRUCK CLIMBING LANE @ MILE MARKER 133

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 375,000 337,500 | | 37,500 | |
\ 2015 N ROW NHPP 4,000,000 3,600,000 | 400,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 34 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1403025 TDOT PIN |040813.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: BENTON- HOUSTON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $2,800,000

ROUTE: SR-147

TERMINI : ‘FERRY SERVICE OPERATIONS ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: FERRY SERVICE OPERATIONS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 | OPERATIONS STA 700,000 | | 700,000 |
\ 2015 | OPERATIONS STA 700,000 | 700,000 |
\ 2016 | OPERATIONS STA 700,000 | 700,000 |
| 2017 ' OPERATIONS STA 700,000 | | 700,000 |

STIP # TDOTPIN  [115778.00 | | LENGTHINMILES|  1.1] [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: CAMPBELL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $7,000,000 |
ROUTE: [I-75

TERMINI : ‘TRUCK CLIMBING LANE MP 142.7 TO MP 143.8
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 || PE-D NHPP 250,000 225000 | 25,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1407006 TDOT PIN [115778.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 2.7\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: CAMPBELL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $11,400,000

ROUTE: |I-75

TERMINI : ‘TRUCK CLIMBING LANE FROM MILE POST 144.9 TO 147.6( NBL)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 250,000 225,000 | | 25,000 |
| 2015 N CONST NHPP 6,500,000 5.850,000 | 650,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  |101406.00 | LENGTHINMILES 6.5 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: CAMPBELL-SCOTT TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $33,198,000 |

ROUTE: SR-63

TERMINI : ‘NEAR JAKES BRANCH ROAD IN SCOTT COUNTY TO I-75 IN CAMPBELL COUNTY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 1,300,000 1,040,000 | 260,000 |

LOCAL FUNDS

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1407030 TDOT PIN  [101407.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 5.7\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: CAMPBELL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $25,952,500

ROUTE: SR-63

TERMINI : ‘FIVE-LANE SECTION IN LAFOLLETTE TO FRONTIER ROAD/WOODSON LANE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2015 N ROW NHPP 3,680,000 3,680,000 | | | |
| 2016 N CONST APD 20,000,000 20,000,000 | | |
STIP # TDOT PIN |101407.02 | LENGTHINMILES 5.2 |LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: CAMPBELL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $25,177,800 |

ROUTE: SR-63

TERMINI : ‘FRONTIER ROAD/WOODSON LANE TO CLAIBORNE COUNTY LINE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2015 N ROW NHPP 3,700,000 3,700,000 | | |
| 2016 N CONST APD 20,000,000 20,000,000 | . |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1408080 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY CANNON COUNTY

COUNTY: |CANNON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $90,000 |

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP #TN176 - PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 89,990 71,992 | | | | 17,998
sTIP# [1409010 TDOT PIN  [100326.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: CARROLL-GIBSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $19,300,000 |

ROUTE: |SR-76/US-79

TERMINI : ‘FROM WEST OF CADES-ATWOOD ROAD TO EAST OF SR-77

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 4-LANES WITH PORTIONS ON NEW ALIGNMENT

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW NHPP 900,000 720,000 | 180,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 38 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1409020 TDOT PIN  [100326.02 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 4.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: CARROLL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $15,300,000

ROUTE: SR-76/US-79

TERMINI : ‘FROM EAST OF SR-77 TO WEST OF CUTLIP LANE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 4-LANES WITH PORTIONS ON NEW ALIGNMENT

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW NHPP 1,100,000 880,000 | | 220,000 | |
sTIP# [1409030 TDOT PIN  |100326.03 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 4.8\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: CARROLL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $15,400,000 |

ROUTE: |SR-76/US-79

TERMINI : ‘FROM WEST OF CUTLIP LANE TO WEST OF SYNDOR / WINSTON ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 4-LANES WITH PORTIONS ON NEW ALIGNMENT

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW NHPP 1,100,000 880,000 | 220,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1411000 TDOT PIN  [107847.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: CHEATHAM TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $6,370,766

ROUTE: SR-49

TERMINI : ‘INTERSECTION AT OLD CLARKSVILLE PIKE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STP 2,571,000 2,056,800 | | 514,200 | |
sTIP# [1411010 TDOT PIN  [109542.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES o.o\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: (CHEATHAM TOTAL PROJECT COST | $22,100,000 |

ROUTE: SR-49

TERMINI : ‘FROM SR-12 TO I-24 (SPOT IMPROVEMENTS - OPTION 4)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 2,300,000 1,840,000 460,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1413010 TDOT PIN  [118734.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: |CLAIBORNE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $6,000,000

ROUTE: SR-32

TERMINI : INTERCHANGE AT SR-345

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: \CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-N APD 300,000 300,000 | | | |
| 2014 N PE-D APD 200,000 200,000 | | |
STIP # TDOT PIN  101409.00 | LENGTHINMILES 4.8 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: CLAIBORNE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $20,480,000 |

ROUTE: SR-63

TERMINI : ‘CAMPBELL COUNTY LINE TO HALL LANE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2015 N ROW NHPP 3,774,000 3,774,000 | | |
| 2016 N CONST APD 15,606,000 15,606,000 | . |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1415010 TDOT PIN  [103381.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: COCKE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $15,760,000

ROUTE: |I-40

TERMINI : ‘INTERCHANGE AT O'NEIL ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT INTERCHANGE

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW NHPP 2,500,000 2,250,000 | | 250,000 |
sTIP# [1415020 TDOT PIN  |101422.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 6.5\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: COCKE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $63,700,000 |

ROUTE: SR-32 (US-321)

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID# 1944 SR-73 @ COSBY TO WILTON SPRINGS ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2016 N ROW HPP 900,000 720,000 | 180,000 |
\ 2016 N ROW STP 7,665,000 6,132,000 | 1,533,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1415021 TDOT PIN  [107349.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 5.60‘ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: COCKE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $20,100,000

ROUTE: SR-32 (US-321)

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID# TN216; SR-73 @ WILTON SPRINGS RD. TO NEAR [-40

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2015 N CONST HPP 3,824,375 3,059,500 | | 764,875 | |
\ 2015 N CONST STP 16,275,625 13,020,500 | 3255125 | |
STIP # TDOTPIN  |115780.00 | LENGTHINMILES 41 |LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: |COFFEE, GRUNDY, MARION TOTAL PROJECT COST | $9,000,000 |
ROUTE: [I-24

TERMINI : ‘OVER MONTEAGLE MTN, FROM WEST OF SR-55 (EXIT 111) TO EAST OF SR-150,( EXIT 152) ITS IMPLEMENTATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |ITS IMPLEMENTATION

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N ROW NHPP 500,000 450,000 | 50,000 | |
\ 2014 N CONST NHPP 8,000,000 7,200,000 | | 800,000 | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1416025 TDOT PIN  [115358.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: |COFFEE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $1,500,000

ROUTE: |I-24

TERMINI : ‘INTERCHANGE MODIFICATION AT SR-55

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  CONSTRUCT DIAGONAL RAMP IN SW QUADRANT OF THE PRESENT 1-24/SR-55 INTERCHANGE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PE-D NHPP 100,000 90,000 | | 10,000 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  [114171.00 | LENGTHINMILES 1.0 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: (CUMBERLAND TOTAL PROJECT COST | $17,000,000 |
ROUTE: 1-40

TERMINI : ‘WESTBOUND TRUCK CLIMBING LANE @ MILE MARKER 326

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 260,000 234,000 | 26,000 |
\ 2016 N CONST NHPP 15,300,000 13,770,000 | 1,530,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1418002 TDOTPIN  [114172.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.3\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: CUMBERLAND TOTAL PROJECT COST | $27,000,000

ROUTE: |I-40

TERMINI : ‘EASTBOUND TRUCK CLIMBING LANE @ MILE MARKER 339

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PE-D NHPP 2,000,000 1,800,000 | | 200,000 | |
sTIP# [1418010 TDOT PIN  |101044.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.62\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: (CUMBERLAND TOTAL PROJECT COST | $21,900,000 |

ROUTE: SR-28

TERMINI : ‘SR—68 TO CLEVELAND STREET IN CROSSVILLE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: [RECONSTRUCT

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST STA 21,900,000 . 21,900,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1418015 TDOT PIN  [100260.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 4.6‘ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: CUMBERLAND TOTAL PROJECT COST | $56,950,000

ROUTE: SR-28 /US-127

TERMINI : ‘NORTH OF 1-40 TO NEAR LEGION ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 4 /5 LANES PORTIONS ON NEW LOCATION

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STA 34,000,000 | | 34,000,000 |
sTIP# [1418020 TDOT PIN  [100268.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 2.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: (CUMBERLAND TOTAL PROJECT COST | $47,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-101

TERMINI : ‘(PEAVINE RD.) FIRETOWER ROAD TO EAST OF LAKEVIEW DRIVE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN2LN TO 5LN

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N CONST STP 16,000,000 12,800,000 | 3,200,000 |
\ 2014 | UTILITEES STP 16,000,000 12,800,000 | 3,200,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1422000 TDOTPIN  [114166.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.3\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT
COUNTY: DICKSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $28,745,000
ROUTE: [I-40

TERMINI : ‘EASTBOUND TRUCK CLIMBING LANE @ MILE MARKER 180

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 325,000 292,500 | | 32,500 |
\ 2014 N ROW NHPP 500,000 450,000 | \ 50,000 |
\ 2014 || CONST NHPP 26,700,000 24,030,000 | \ 2,670,000 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  [117452.00 | | LENGTHINMILES| 0.0 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: DICKSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $6,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-46/SR-1

TERMINI : ‘(HENSLEE DRIVE) SR-46(WEST END AVE) TO SR-46 (MATHIS DRIVE) AND ON SR-46, SR-1 TO I-40

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AND SIGNALS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N PE-D STP 50,000 40,000 | 10,000 |
\ 2014 || CONST STP 5,000,000 4,000,000 | 1,000,000 |
\ 2014 | ROW/UTILITIES STP 500,000 400,000 | 100,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1423005 TDOT PIN  [112753.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |DYER COUNTY

COUNTY: DYER TOTAL PROJECT COST | $562,439

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4963 - IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 562,439 449,951 | | | | 112,488
sTIP# [1425012 TDOT PIN  [107774.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 2.8\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: FENTRESS TOTAL PROJECT COST | $10,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-28

TERMINI : ‘FROM SR-62 AT CLARKRANGE TO NORTH OF SOUTH FRANKLIN LOOP ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 4-LANES

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PE-D NHPP 1,000,000 800,000 | 200,000 |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1425015 TDOT PIN  [100264.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 6.3‘ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: FENTRESS TOTAL PROJECT COST | $250,000

ROUTE: SR-52

TERMINI : ‘FROM SR-28 IN JAMESTOWN TO BRIDGE FORD ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST STP 100,000 80,000 | | 20,000 | |
sTIP# [1427030 TDOT PIN  |101884.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: GIBSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $26,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-457

TERMINI : ‘SR—S / SR-104 CONNECTOR, FROM SR-104 WEST OF TRENTON TO SR-5 (US-45W) NORTH OF TRENTON

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 4-LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW NHPP 3,000,000 2,400,000 | | 600,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1429000 TDOTPIN  [101410.02 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 5.6‘ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: GRAINGER TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $45,400,000

ROUTE: SR-1, (US-11W)

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID# 4939 -RUTLEDGE TO WEST OF HELTON ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2LN TO 4LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2015 N ROW HPP 3,924,375 3,139,500 | | 784,875 |
\ 2015 N ROW STP 9,281,647 7425318 | 1,856,329 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  |101410.01 | LENGTHINMILES 4.9 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: GRAINGER TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $35,400,000 |

ROUTE: SR-1/ US-11W

TERMINI : ‘ WEST OF HELTON ROAD TO BEAN STATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 2,000,000 1,600,000 | 400,000 |

LOCAL FUNDS

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1429032 TDOT PIN  [118733.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: GRAINGER TOTAL PROJECT COST | $2,400,000

ROUTE: SR-32 (US-25E)

TERMINI : ‘OFF-SETTING INTERSECTIONS AT SR-131

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: REALIGN INTERSECTIONS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-N NHPP 120,000 96,000 | | 24,000 |
| 2016 N PE-D NHPP 80,000 64,000 | 16,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  |100229.00 | LENGTHINMILES 6.1 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: GREENE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $58,200,000 |

ROUTE: SR-35

TERMINI : ‘FROM NORTH OF THE NOLICHUCKY RIVER NEAR BRIGHT HOPE TO SOUTH OF SR-349

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT 2 LANE ON 4 LANE ROW

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 6,100,000 4,880,000 | 1,220,000 |

LOCAL FUNDS

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1430011 TDOT PIN  [100230.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 3.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT
COUNTY: GREENE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $43,900,000

ROUTE: SR-35

TERMINI : |FROM SOUTH OF SR-349 TO SR-34 (US-11E)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 4-LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 3,000,000 2,400,000 | | 600,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  [115881.00 | | LENGTHINMILES 0.67| |LEAD AGENCY GREENEVILLE
COUNTY: GREENE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $2,676,000 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘FROM FAIRGROUNDS CIRCLE TO RUFE TAYLOR ROAD IN GREENEVILLE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT PHASE 3 OF FAIRGROUNDS CONNECTOR ROAD.

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N PE-D STP 48,000 38400 | 9,600 |
\ 2014 N ROW STP 48,000 38400 | 9,600 |
\ 2014 N CONST STP 2,420,000 1,936,000 | 484,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1435005 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |MIDDLETON
COUNTY: |HARDEMAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $180,000
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 3349 WENASOGA ROAD / FAS 8224 IN MIDDLETON

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: UPGRADE LIGHTS/GATES/SENSOR CONTROLLING CIRCUITRY AT THE HWY. RAIL GRADE CROSSING

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 180,000 144,000 | | | | 36,000
sTIP# [1435050 TDOTPIN  |101593.02 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.1\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: |HARDEMAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $29,007,000 |

ROUTE: SR-458/US-64

TERMINI : ‘BOLIVAR BYPASS: SR-18 TO WEST OF MIDDLETON ROAD EAST OF BOLIVAR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT 4-LN ON NEW LOCATION

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW NHPP 3,800,000 3,040,000 | 760,000 |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1436012 TDOT PIN  [100314.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 5.9\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: HARDIN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $78,600,000

ROUTE: SR-15

TERMINI : ‘FIRETOWER ROAD TO WEST OF BIGBEE BRANCH

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4/5-LN

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST NHPP 61,000,000 48,800,000 | | 12,200,000 | |
sTIP# [1436020 TDOT PIN  [101885.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.4\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: HARDIN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $2,100,000 |

ROUTE: SR-128

TERMINI : ‘PYBURN ROAD TO SR-226 (AIRPORT ROAD)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 100,000 80,000 | 20,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1437005 TDOT PIN  [101394.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 4.3\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT
COUNTY: HAWKINS TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $33,156,000

ROUTE: SR-31

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID# 171 & TN275=SECTION 129 OF FY 08 APP. ACT (100% FEDERAL) MOORESBURG TO ADAMS LANE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: [RECONSTRUCT EXISTING 2-LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2015 N ROW DEMO 490,000 490,000 | | |
\ 2015 N ROW HPP 900,000 720,000 | 180,000 |
\ 2015 || ROW STP 2,375,597 1,900,478 | \ 475,119 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  [101886.01 | | LENGTHINMILES| 2.5 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: HENRY TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $34,300,000 |

ROUTE: SR-54/US-641

TERMINI : ‘NEAR RISON STREET TO NEAR SMITH ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 5-LANES

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS
2016 N CONST NHPP 19,400,000 15,520,000 | 3,880,000 |

LOCAL FUNDS

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1440010 TDOT PIN  [112528.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.9\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: HENRY TOTAL PROJECT COST | $15,600,000

ROUTE: SR-218

TERMINI : |SR-69 NORTHWEST OF PARIS TO SR-54 (US-641) (PARIS BYPASS)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 2-LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST STP 14,000,000 11,200,000 | | 2,800,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY = HENRY COUNTY
COUNTY: HENRY TOTAL PROJECT COST | $562,500 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4965 - IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 562,500 450,000 \ 112,500

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1441000 TDOTPIN  [114156.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.1\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: HICKMAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $20,263,000

ROUTE: |I-40

TERMINI : ‘WESTBOUND NEAR MILE MARKER 161 (TRUCK CLIMBING LANE)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 325,000 292,500 | | 32,500 |
| 2015 N CONST NHPP 14,800,000 13,320,000 | 1,480,000 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  |112529.00 | LENGTHINMILES 0.1 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: HICKMAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $1,800,000 |
ROUTE: [1-40

TERMINI : ‘RAMP IMPROVEMENTS AT SR-50 INTERCHANGE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: RAMP IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N ROW NHPP 300,000 270,000 | 30,000 |
| 2014 N CONST NHPP 1,300,000 1,170,000 | 130,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

STIP# [1444050 TDOT PIN  [100267.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 6.0‘ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: JACKSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $750,000

ROUTE: SR-56

TERMINI : ‘WEST OF SR-151 TO SOUTHEAST OF SR-135

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST STP 300,000 240,000 | | 60,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  [106301.00 | LENGTHINMILES 0.0 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: |JEFFERSON TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $63,200,000 |
ROUTE: [1-40

TERMINI : ‘BRIDGE OVER THE FRENCH BROAD RIVER

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW NHPP 2,600,000 2,340,000 | 260,000

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1449020 TDOT PIN  [102251.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 3.1\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: LAUDERDALE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $6,000,000

ROUTE: SR-19

TERMINI : ‘EAST OF EASTLAND TO HAYWOOD COUNTY LINE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: [RECONSTRUCT TO 2- 12 FOOT LANES WITH 10 FOOT SHOULDERS AND IMPROVE SIGHT DISTANCES

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 300,000 240,000 | | 60,000 | |
STIP# [1450050 TDOT PIN  [100308.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 4.8\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: LAWRENCE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $12,100,000 |

ROUTE: SR-15 (US-64)

TERMINI : ‘LAWRENCEBURG BYPASS; EXISTING SR-15 WEST OF GIBBS ROAD TO SR-6

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |PAVING

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PAVE NHPP 12,100,000 9,680,000 | 2,420,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1450064 TDOT PIN  [109185.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: |LAWRENCE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $600,000

ROUTE: SR-15

TERMINI : ‘NEAR LAFAYETTE AVENUE, EAST OF INTERSECTION AT SR-6 (DRAINAGE PROJECT)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT OF SHOAL CREEK INTERCEPTOR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST STP 600,000 480,000 | | | 120,000
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY = GREENBACK
COUNTY: |LOUDON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $225,000 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 1539 PROVIDE STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS AND PAVEMENT REPAIR IN GREENBACK

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | STREETSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 225,000 180,000 | | 45,000
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1453012 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |PHILADELPHIA
COUNTY: LOUDON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $89,090 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 1673 IMPROVING VEHICLE EFFICIENCIES AT AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSINGS IN PHILADELPHIA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVING VEHICLE EFFICIENCIES AT AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSINGS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 89,090 71,272 | | | 17,818
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY | CITY OF LOUDON
COUNTY: LOUDON TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $102,588 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 2468 & 2830 IMPROVING VEHICLE EFFICIENCES AT AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSING IN LOUDON

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVING VEHICLE EFFICIENCIES AT AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSINGS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 102,588 82070 | | 20,518
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1454001 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY  CITY OF ATHENS
COUNTY: MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $53,094 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 3 IMPROVE CIRCUITRY ON VEHICLE PROTECTION DEVICES INSTALLED AT HIGHWAY-R/R CROSSINGS IN ATHENS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE CIRCUITRY ON VEHICLE PROTECTION DEVICES INSTALLED AT HIGHWAY-R/R CROSSINGS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 53,094 42,475 | | | 10,619
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY | CITY OF ATHENS
COUNTY: MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $89,090 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 135 IMPROVE VEHICLE EFFICIENCIES AT HIGHWAY AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSING IN ATHENS, TN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | IMPROVE VEHICLE EFFICIENCIES AT HIGHWAY AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSINGS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TIYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 89,090 71272 | 17,818

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 62 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

STIP # [1454004 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [CITY OF NIOTA

COUNTY: |MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $90,000 |

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID #1273 INTERSECTIONS IN NIOTA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: RECONSTRUCT AND IMPROVE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 90,000 72,000 | | | 18,000
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY | CITY OF NIOTA
COUNTY: MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $140,390 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 1543 & 3249 IMPROVE EFFICIENCIES AT HIGHWAY AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSING IN NIOTA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | IMPROVE EFFICIENCIES AT HIGHWAY AT-GRADE RAILROAD CROSSINGS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 51,294 41,035 | 10,259 |
\ 2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 89,090 71272 | 17,818 |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1454007 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY MCMINN COUNTY

COUNTY: |MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $500,000 |

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : |HPP ID # 4960 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR, MCMINN COUNTY, OF WHICH $50,000 SHALL BE USED FOR A STREET PAVING
PROJECT, CALHOUN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR AND STREET PAVING IN CALHOUN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 ' | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 166,016 132,813 | | | 33,203
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTHIN MILES  |LEAD AGENCY | MCMINN COUNTY
COUNTY: |MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $269,970 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : |HPP ID # 2896 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND SIGNAGE AND PAVE ROADS IN MCMINN COUNTY, INCLUDING $ 50,000 THAT MAY BE USED FOR PAVING
LOCAL ROADS IN THE CITY OF CALHOUN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | IMPROVE STREETSCAPE, SIGNAGE AND PAVING

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 269,970 215976 | | | 53,994
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1454018 TDOT PIN  [107336.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $3,549,551

ROUTE: |I-75

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID #1764 CONSTRUCT NEW EXIT ON I-75 AND CONNECT US-11, US-411 AND SR-30

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT NEW EXIT ON I-75 AND CONNECT US-11, US-411 AND SR-30

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP 3,549,551 2,839,641 | | 709,910 | |
STIP# [1454045 TDOT PIN  |100255.03 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.1\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: MCMINN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $11,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-30

TERMINI : ‘NEAR PARK STREET TO EAST OF KNIGHT ROAD IN ATHENS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: UPGRADE FROM A 4-LANE DIVIDED TO A 5-LANE FACILITY

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2016 N CONST NHPP 9,500,000 7,600,000 | 1,900,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1456010 TDOT PIN  [103773.02 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.73\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: MACON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $11,200,000

ROUTE: SR-10

TERMINI : ‘SOUTH OF GOOSE CREEK TO SR-52

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 3-LANES WITH SHOULDERS AND DITCHES

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST HSIP 6,800,000 6,120,000 | | 680,000 | |
STIP # [1456050 TDOT PIN  |100277.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 6.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: |MACON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $1,800,000 |

ROUTE: SR-262

TERMINI: |SR-52 TO SR-56 / 80

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW STP 600,000 480,000 | 120,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1458030 TDOT PIN  [103774.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.5\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: |MARION TOTAL PROJECT COST | $12,500,000

ROUTE: SR-150/ US-41

TERMINI : ‘EXTENSION FROM EXISTING SR-150 (NORTH OF JASPER) TO SR-28

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 2-LN

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STP 8,000,000 6,400,000 | | 1,600,000 |
STIP# [1459020 TDOT PIN  |101887.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: MARSHALL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $26,150,000 |

ROUTE: SR-50 US-431

TERMINI : ‘SR—1 06 (US-431) FRANKLIN PIKE TO SR-11 (US-31A) VERONA AVENUE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN TO 5-LANES

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N ROW NHPP 4,400,000 3520,000 | | 880,000 |
\ 2016 N CONST NHPP 13,500,000 10,800,000 | 2,700,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1460003 TDOT PIN  [115786.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: MAURY TOTAL PROJECT COST | $8,000,000

ROUTE: |I-65

TERMINI : ‘SR-99 (US-412), INTERCHANGE MODIFICATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: INTERCHANGE MODIFICATION

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N PE-D NHPP 300,000 270,000 | | 30,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY = MAURY COUNTY
COUNTY: MAURY TOTAL PROJECT COST | $562,439 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4961 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TIYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 562,439 449951 | 112,488

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 68 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1462020 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [MONROE COUNTY

COUNTY: MONROE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $89,990 |

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID #1858 COMPLETE CONSTRUCTION AND LANDSCAPING OF VISITOR CENTER IN CHEROHALA SKYWAY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | COMPLETE CONSTRUCTION AND LANDSCAPING OF VISITOR CENTER

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 89,990 71,992 | | | | 17,998
STIP# [1465001 TDOTPIN  |101411.05 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 1.87\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: [MORGAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $20,000,000 |

ROUTE: |SR-29 US-27

TERMINI : ‘FROM SOUTH OF WHETSTONE ROAD TO NORTH OF SR-328

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN2LN TO 4 LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STA 20,000,000 . 20000000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1465010 TDOTPIN  [101411.02 HLENGTH IN MILES 2.5\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: MORGAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $51,400,000

ROUTE: SR-29/US-27

TERMINI : ‘FROM NORTH OF SR-328 TO NORTH OF RAY CROSS ROAD/MOSSY GROVE ROAD (FORMALLY WESTMINISTER ROAD)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN FROM 2 TO 4-LANES

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2016 N CONST NHPP 46,800,000 37,440,000 | | 9,360,000 | |
STIP# [1465011 TDOTPIN  |101411.03 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 4.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: [MORGAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | $47,766,000 |

ROUTE: |SR-29/US-27

TERMINI : ‘NORTH OF WESTMINSTER ROAD (RAY CROSS ROAD) TO SR-62 IN WARTBURG

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN2LN TO 4 LN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STA 24,183,083 . 24183083 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS

Page 70 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

STIP # [1465055 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [MORGAN COUNTY

COUNTY: MORGAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $556,439

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4980 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 114,231 91,385 | | | 22,846
STIP # TDOT PIN  [101343.00 || LENGTHINMILES 2.9 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: OBION TOTAL PROJECT COST | $60,000,000 |
ROUTE: [1-69

TERMINI : ‘FROM SOUTH OF SR-3 (US-51) TO SOUTH OF SR-5

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 4-LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST NHPP 52,900,000 42320000/ | 10,580,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

STIP # [1466005 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |OBION COUNTY

COUNTY: |OBION TOTAL PROJECT COST | $562,439

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4966 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 562,439 449,951 | | | 112,488
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTHINMILES 0.0 LEAD AGENCY OVERTON COUNTY
COUNTY: |OVERTON TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $337,500 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4976 PLAN AND CONSTRUCT ACCESS ROAD FOR THE OVERTON COUNTY INDUSTRIAL PARK

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: PLAN AND CONSTRUCT ACCESS ROAD

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 337,500 270,000 | | 67,500
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1467010 TDOT PIN  [103678.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 5.3\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: |OVERTON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $28,000,000

ROUTE: SR-52

TERMINI : ‘SR-52/SR-85; WEST OF ALPINE TO WEST OF PICKETT COUNTY LINE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |RECONSTRUCT EXISTING 2-LN

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N ROW STP 1,600,000 1,280,000 | | 320,000 |
sTIP# [1467015 TDOT PIN  [107351.01 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.4\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: OVERTON TOTAL PROJECT COST | $37,500,000 |

ROUTE: SR-52

TERMINI : ‘NEAR ALLONS ROAD TO STATE ROUTE 111 (CORRIDOR J)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: [ RECONSTRUCT AND WIDEN 2-LANE TO 4 LANE

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N CONST NHPP 3,600,000 3,600,000 | |
\ 2014 N CONST APD 16,800,000 16,800,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1468012 TDOTPIN  [111109.01 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 17.87‘ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: PERRY TOTAL PROJECT COST | $8,500,000 |

ROUTE: SR-13

TERMINI : ‘SR-20 (US-412) IN LINDEN TO SOUTH OF THE HUMPHREYS COUNTY LINE (SPOT IMPROVEMENTS)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | SPOT IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STP 5,300,000 4,240,000 | | 1,060,000 | |
sTIP# [1470040 TDOT PIN  |102420.08 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 23.3\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: POLK TOTAL PROJECT COST | $1,000,000,000 |

ROUTE: SR-40/ US-64

TERMINI : ‘WEST OF OCOEE RIVER TO SR-68 IN DUCKTOWN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW ROADWAY

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N PE-D APD 30,000,000 30,000,000 | | I

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1471010 TDOT PIN  |106578.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |COOKEVILLE
COUNTY: |PUTNAM TOTAL PROJECT COST | $1,950,000

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID #463 PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IN PUTNAM COUNTY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: PLAN AND CONSTRUCT A BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N CONST ENH 875,000 700,000 | | | 175,000 |
\ 2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 1,074,750 859,800 | | 214,950 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  [101577.00 | LENGTHINMILES 0.0 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: PUTNAM TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $15,715,000 |
ROUTE: |I-40

TERMINI : ‘INTERCHANGE AT MINE LICK CREEK ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT NEW INTERCHANGE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW NHPP 1,315,000 1,183,500 | 131,500 | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1472000 TDOT PIN  [109410.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 8.4‘ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: RHEA TOTAL PROJECT COST | $43,000,000

ROUTE: SR-30

TERMINI : ‘SR-29 (US-27) IN DAYTON TO WEST OF THE TENNESSEE RIVER

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: RECONSTRUCT, WIDEN AND UPGRADE THE EXISTING 2-LANE FACILITY TO AN UPGRADED 2-LANE FACILITY.

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PE-D STP 1,800,000 1,440,000 | | 360,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  [101244.02 | LENGTHINMILES 21 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: |ROANE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $18,000,000 |
ROUTE: SR-1

TERMINI : ‘FROM KINGSTON AVENUE TO SR-382

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN FROM 2 LANES TO 5 LANES

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N ROW STP 6,725,000 5380,000 | 1,345,000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1473004 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY |ROANE COUNTY

COUNTY: ROANE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $547,500

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4978 IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST HPP-L 171,439 137,151 | | | | 34,288
sTIP# [1473020 TDOTPIN  |101411.04 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.11\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: ROANE- MORGAN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $63,725,000 |

ROUTE: SR-29/ US-27

TERMINI : ‘HPP # TN032; FROM SR-61 IN HARRIMAN IN ROANE COUNTY TO SOUTH OF WHETSTONE ROAD IN MORGAN COUNTY

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N CONST HPP 724,190 579,352 | 144,838 | | |
\ 2014 N CONST NHPP 48,000,000 38,400,000 | 9,600,000 | | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1473025 TDOT PIN  [103779.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: ROANE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $9,700,000

ROUTE: SR-29

TERMINI : ‘PINE RIDGE ROAD TO SR-61 IN HARRIMAN

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN FROM 2 LANES TO 4/5 LANES

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2015 N CONST STP 9,700,000 7,760,000 | | 1,940,000 |
sTIP# [1476010 TDOT PIN  |101414.00 \ \ LENGTH IN MILES 3.7\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |TDOT
COUNTY: SCOTT TOTAL PROJECT COST | $34,150,000 |

ROUTE: SR-29/ US-27

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 11 - NORTH OF WOLF CREEK ROAD TO OLD US-27 AT ROBBINS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT NEW & RECONSTRUCT 2-LN ON 4-LN ROW

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  TIYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2016 N ROW NHPP 4,000,600 3200480 | | 800,120 |
\ 2016 N ROW HPP 5,399,400 4,319,520 | \ 1,079,880 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1476015 TDOT PIN  |105764.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 2.9\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: |SCOTT TOTAL PROJECT COST | $23,300,000

ROUTE: SR-29/US-27

TERMINI : ‘ONEIDA BYPASS; 5-LANE SECTION NORTH OF ONEIDA TO THE 5-LANE SECTION SOUTH OF ONEIDA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT NEW 5-LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2016 N ROW NHPP 2,400,000 1,920,000 | | 480,000 |
STIP # TDOT PIN  [109842.00 | LENGTHINMILES 0.3 LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: SEVIER TOTAL PROJECT COST | $12,500,000 |
ROUTE: [1-40

TERMINI : ‘INTERCHANGE AT SR-66 (EXIT 407)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N ROW NHPP 2,300,000 2,070,000 | 230,000 |
\ 2014 N CONST NHPP 12,000,000 10,800,000 | 1,200,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1478032 TDOT PIN  [100989.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 1.4\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: SEVIER TOTAL PROJECT COST | $26,000,000

ROUTE: SR-73

TERMINI : ‘FROM BUCKHORN ROAD TO SR-416 (PHASE 2)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: WIDEN 2-LN TO 4-LN

REMARKS |
EISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK EUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS EED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N PE-D STP 375,000 300,000 | | 75,000 | |
sTIP # [1478179 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES o.o\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | |SEVIER COUNTY
COUNTY: SEVIER TOTAL PROJECT COST | $900,000 |

ROUTE: SR-35

TERMINI : ‘HPP# TN179 - SEVIER COUNTY, TN, SR-35 NEAR SR-449 INTERSECTION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: MISC IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 900,000 720,000 | | 180,000
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1480000 TDOTPIN  [114170.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.6‘ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: |SMITH TOTAL PROJECT COST | $10,000,000

ROUTE: |I-40

TERMINI : ‘EASTBOUND TRUCK CLIMBING LANE @ MILE MARKER 250

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |CONSTRUCT TRUCK CLIMBING LANE

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 150,000 135,000 | | 15,000 | |
\ 2014 N ROW NHPP 400,000 360,000 | 40,000 | | |
\ 2015 || CONST NHPP 9,400,000 8,460,000 | 940,000 | |
STIP # TDOT PIN " | LENGTH IN MILES |[LEAD AGENCY = SMITH COUNTY
COUNTY: |SMITH TOTAL PROJECT COST | $558,689 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP ID # 4964 - IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | IMPROVE STREETSCAPE AND PAVEMENT REPAIR

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 107,439 85951 | | 21,488
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1481002 TDOT PIN \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.0\ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: STEWART TOTAL PROJECT COST | $111,250

ROUTE: SR-46

TERMINI : ‘CUMBERLAND CITY FERRY ON SR-46 AT THE CUMBERLAND RIVER

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: RAMP, DOCK AND MOORING UPGRADES

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST FBD 120,621 96,497 | | 24124 |
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES -| LEAD AGENCY | WARREN COUNTY
COUNTY: WARREN TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $1,504,976 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HPP# TN218 AND TN259 - WARREN COUNTY MOUNTAIN VIEW INDUSTRIAL PARK ACCESS ROAD

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: MISC IMPROVEMENTS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE, ROW, CONST HPP-L 1,504,976 1,203981 | 300,995

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 82 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP# [1491020 TDOT PIN  [114004.00 \ ‘LENGTH IN MILES 0.10\ ‘LEADAGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: WAYNE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $950,000

ROUTE: SR-15

TERMINI : ‘INTERSECTION AT DEXTER L. WOODS BLVD.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: IMPROVE DEXTER L. WOODS BLVD. AT THE INTERSECTION WITH SR-15

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N PE-D NHPP 40,000 32,000 | | 8,000 |
| 2014 N ROW NHPP 2,300,000 1,840,000 | 460,000 |
STIP # TDOTPIN  |118751.00 | LENGTHINMILES 0.0 [LEAD AGENCY TDOT
COUNTY: \WHITE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $3,700,000 |

ROUTE: SR-111

TERMINI : ‘GRADE SEPERATION AT TAFT CHURCH ROAD IN SPARTA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | CONSTRUCT NEW GRADE SEPERATION

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 N PE-N APD 125,000 125000 | |
| 2014 N PE-D APD 75,000 75000 | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1499001 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT
COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $331,600,000
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP) GROUPING

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: | SEE ATTACHMENT 1 -STP FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N CONST STP 82,900,000 66,320,000 | | 16,580,000 | | |
\ 2015 N CONST STP 82,900,000 66,320,000 | 16,580,000 | |
\ 2016 || CONST STP 82,900,000 66,320,000 | 16,580,000 | |
| 2017 N CONST STP 82,900,000 66,320,000 | | 16,580,000 | | |

STIP # TDOT PIN " [ LENGTH IN MILES | |LEAD AGENCY  TDOT
COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $516,400,000 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘NATIONAL HIGHWAY PERFORMANCE PROGRAM (NHPP) GROUPING
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |SEE ATTACHMENT 1 -NHPP FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
\ 2014 || CONST NHPP 129,100,000 103,280,000 | 25820000 | |
\ 2015 || CONST NHPP 129,100,000 103,280,000 | 25820000 | |
\ 2016 N CONST NHPP 129,100,000 103,280,000 | 25,820,000 | |
\ 2017 || CONST NHPP 129,100,000 103,280,000 | 25820,000| | |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS Page 84 of 149



TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1499005 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $73,642,722

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENTS GROUPING

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ' SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST ENH 73,642,722 58,914,178 | | | 14,728,544
STIP # TDOT PIN | LENGTH INMILES ||LEAD AGENCY | TDOT
COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $11,789,189 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL (SRTS) GROUPING

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: |SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY SIDEWALKS, TRAFFIC
CALMING & SPEED REDUCTION, PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE CROSSINGS, ON AND OFF STREET BICYCLE AND PEDRESTIAN FACILITIES, SECURE
BICYCLE PARKIN

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 N CONST SRTS 11,789,189 11,789,189 | | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1499009 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT

COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $81,248,146

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM (TAP) GROUPING

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ' SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N CONST TAP 32,499,259 25999407 | 6499852 | |
\ 2015 N CONST TAP 16,249,629 12,999,703 | 3,249,926 | | |
\ 2016 || CONST TAP 16,249,629 12,999,703 | 3,249,926 | | |
| 2017 N CONST TAP 16,249,629 12,999,703 | 3249926 | |

STIP # TDOT PIN " [ LENGTH IN MILES | |LEAD AGENCY  TDOT
COUNTY: STATEWIDE TOTAL PROJECT COST | | $2,158,774 |
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘TN056; HIGHWAY RAILROAD GRADE CROSSING HAZARD ELIMINATION PROGRAM (SECTION 330 OF FY 02 APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 100% FEDERAL)
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: UPGRADE RAILROAD GRADE CROSSINGS

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
2014 | PE,ROW, CONST DEMO 2,158,774 2,158,774 | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1499270 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY [TDEC
COUNTY: STATEWIDE TOTAL PROJECT COST | $6,000,000
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘RECREATIONAL TRIALS

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: CREATION, REHABILITATION & MAINTENANCE OF MULTI-USE RECREATIONAL TRAILS

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR  IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 | PE,ROW, CONST RTP 1,500,000 1,200,000 | | 300,000 | |
\ 2015 | PE, ROW, CONST RTP 1,500,000 1,200,000 | 300,000 | | |
\ 2016 | PE, ROW, CONST RTP 1,500,000 1,200,000 | 300,000 | | |
| 2017 | PE,ROW, CONST RTP 1,500,000 1,200,000 | | 300,000 | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

sTIP # [1499300 TDOT PIN \ \ LENGTH IN MILES \ ‘LEAD AGENCY | [TDOT
COUNTY: STATEWIDE - RURAL TOTAL PROJECT COST | $275,060,000
ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP, HRRR, Section 154) GROUPING

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ' SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

REMARKS |

FISCAL YEAR ~ IYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE TOTAL FUNDS FED FUNDS STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS
| 2014 N CONST Sect 154 14,024,000 14,024,000 | | |
\ 2014 N CONST HSIP 40,000,000 36,000,000 | 4,000,000 | |
| 2015 N CONST Sect 154 7,012,000 7,012,000 | | |
| 2015 N CONST HSIP 40,000,000 36,000,000 | 4,000,000 | |
\ 2016 N CONST HSIP 40,000,000 36,000,000 4,000,000 | |
\ 2016 || CONST Sect 154 7,012,000 7,012,000 | | |
\ 2017 N CONST HSIP 40,000,000 36,000,000 | 4,000,000 | |
\ 2017 N CONST Sect 154 7,012,000 7,012,000 | | |
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TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FY 2014 THRU FY 2017
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TITLE 23 U.S.C., SECTIONS 105 & 135

STIP # (1499700 TDOT PIN

\ \ LENGTH IN MILES

‘LEAD AGENCY TDOT

COUNTY: |

STATEWIDE - RURAL

TOTAL PROJECT COST | |

ROUTE: |

TERMINI : ‘WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES. SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR A MORE COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ACTIVITIES

INCLUDED BUT NOT LIMITED FOR ELIGIBILITY

TOTAL FUNDS

EFED FUNDS

STATE FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS

425,000 |

425,000 |

425,000 |

REMARKS |
FISCAL YEAR  TYPE OF WORK FUNDING TYPE
| 2014 N TRAINING STP
\ 2015 N TRAINING STP
\ 2016 || TRAINING STP
| 2017 N TRAINING STP

425,000 |

ALL SCHEDULES SUBJECT TO AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
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ATTACHMENT 1 — TDOT’s Statewide Groupings Crosswalk

Allowable Work Types for TDOT’s Statewide Groupings
Activities delivered from TDOT’s statewide groupings are limited to work types that are:

Located in non-metropolitan or rural areas — any located in a metropolitan area must be programmed in the MPQO’s TIP,

Not considered to be of appropriate scale for individual identification in a given program year,

Environmentally-neutral as categorical exclusions under 23 CFR 771.117(c) and (d),

Non-regionally significant, in nonattainment and maintenance areas, and

Exempt as defined in the EPA’s transportation conformity regulations in 40 CFR Part 93, in nonattainment and maintenance
areas.

a0~

Activities that do not meet these requirements must be individually identified in the STIP or respective MPO’s TIP.
Metropolitan, Non-metropolitan, and Rural Areas

TDOT’s map of metropolitan, non-metropolitan, and rural areas is available at: http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/longrange/mpo.htm

Regional Significance and Air Quality Attainment Status

Regionally significant project means a transportation project that is on a facility which serves regional transportation needs (such as
access to and from the area outside the region; major activity centers in the region; major planned developments such as new retail
malls, sports complexes, or employment centers; or transportation terminals) and would normally be included in the modeling of the
metropolitan area's transportation network. At a minimum, this includes all principal arterial highways and all fixed guideway transit
facilities that offer a significant alternative to regional highway travel, per 23 CFR 450.104. Regional significance is collaboratively
determined by each nonattainment and/or maintenance area’s respective Interagency Consultation group, per 40 CFR 93.105.

The EPA’s “Green Book” of nonattainment and maintenance statuses is available at:
http://www.epa.gov/oagps001/greenbk/anay tn.html.

NHPP and STP Funding Qualifications

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP) funds are limited to projects on the National Highway System (NHS) unless otherwise
noted in Title 23 of the U.S. Code. FHWA’s NHS maps are available at:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/national_highway system/nhs_maps/tennessee/index.cfm.

Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds can only be used on Federal-aid Highways — any functionally-classified road except local
roads and rural minor collectors — unless otherwise noted in Title 23 of the U.S. Code. TDOT’s functional classification maps are
available at: http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/longrange/functionalclass.htm.
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http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=1c794a89aa5dabfce0afc7a34c5bdbcd&rgn=div8&view=text&node=23:1.0.1.8.43.0.1.9&idno=23
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http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=7997c5b69fc836e3c9debe2f7865868b&rgn=div8&view=text&node=23:1.0.1.5.11.1.1.3&idno=23
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=3defeae9dafa8bfed8b2bc3523c7762a&rgn=div5&view=text&node=40:21.0.1.1.7&idno=40
http://www.epa.gov/oaqps001/greenbk/anay_tn.html
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/national_highway_system/nhs_maps/tennessee/index.cfm
http://www.tdot.state.tn.us/longrange/functionalclass.htm

Grouping Function of

Category Grouping Activities Allowable Work Types

Surface Projects for the preservation | ¢  Minor rehabilitation, pavement resurfacing, preventative maintenance, restoration, and
Transportation | and improvement of the pavement preservation treatments to extend the service life of highway infrastructure,
Program conditions and performance including pavement markings and improvements to roadside hardware or sight distance
(STP) of Federal-aid highways and | ¢ Highway improvement work including slide repair, rock fall mitigation, drainage repairs, or
Grouping public roads, including: other preventative work necessary to maintain or extend the service life of the existing
infrastructure in a good operational condition
STIP# 1499001 | ¢ Rehabilitation, e Minor operational and safety improvements to intersections and interchanges such as adding
resurfacing, restoration, turn lanes, addressing existing geometric deficiencies, and extending on/off ramps
preservation, and e Capital and operating costs for intelligent transportation systems (ITS) and traffic monitoring,
_operational management, and control facilities and programs:
improvements on o Infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems (ITS) capital improvements
Federal-aid highways o Traffic Management Center (TMC) operations and utilities
and designated routes of o Freeway service patrols
the Appalachian o Traveler information
Development Highway e Bridge and tunnel construction, replacement, rehabilitation, preservation, protection,
System (ADHS) and inspection, evaluation, and inspector training and inspection and evaluation of other
local access roads under infrastructure assets, such as signs, walls, and drainage structures
40 U.S.C. 14501, e Development and implementation of a State Asset Management Plan including data
] . collection, maintenance and integration, software costs, and equipment costs that support
e Traffic operations on the development of performance-based management systems for infrastructure
Federal-aid highways, e Rail-highway grade crossing improvements
_ e Highway safety improvements:
 Bridge and tunnel o Installation of new or improvement of existing guardrail
improvements on public o Installation of traffic signs and signals/lights
roads, o Spot safety improvements
_ e Sidewalk improvements
e Safety improvements on |,  pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities
public roads, e Traffic calming and traffic diversion improvements
« Bicycle and pedestrian . 'Sl'rar:.spo;t?;ign ﬁ{ﬁl\'ga;i;/es as defined by 23 U.S.C. 213(B), 23 U.S.C. 101(A)(29), and
: ) ection o -
Lrggécs)vzr:dents on public | | Noise walls
’ e Wetland and/or stream mitigation
«  Environmental mitigation. o Environmental_ restoration and polluti_on abatement. .
e Control of noxious weeds and establishment of native species
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Grouping Fu.nCtlon .Of. . Allowable Work Types

Category Grouping Activities
National Projects for the preservation | ¢  Minor rehabilitation, pavement resurfacing, preventative maintenance, restoration, and
Highway and improvement of the pavement preservation treatments to extend the service life of highway infrastructure,
Performance conditions and performance including pavement markings and improvements to roadside hardware or sight distance
Program of the National Highway e Highway improvement work including slide repair, rock fall mitigation, drainage repairs, or
(NHPP) System (NHS), including other preventative work necessary to maintain or extend the service life of the existing
Grouping infrastructure in a good operational condition

STIP# 1499003

e Rehabilitation,
resurfacing, restoration,
preservation, and
operational
improvements,

e Traffic operations,

e Bridge and tunnel
improvements,

e Safety improvements,

e Bicycle and pedestrian
improvements, and

e Environmental mitigation.

Minor operational and safety improvements to intersections and interchanges such as adding

turn lanes, addressing existing geometric deficiencies, and extending on/off ramps

Capital and operating costs for intelligent transportation systems (ITS) and traffic monitoring,

management, and control facilities and programs:
o Infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems (ITS) capital improvements
o Traffic Management Center (TMC) operations and utilities
o Freeway service patrols
o Traveler information
Bridge and tunnel construction, replacement, rehabilitation, preservation, protection,
inspection, evaluation, and inspector training and inspection and evaluation of other
infrastructure assets, such as signs, walls, and drainage structures
Development and implementation of a State Asset Management Plan including data
collection, maintenance and integration, software costs, and equipment costs that support
the development of performance-based management systems for infrastructure
Rail-highway grade crossing improvements
Highway safety improvements:
o Installation of new or improvement of existing guardrail
o Installation of traffic signs and signals/lights
o Spot safety improvements
Sidewalk improvements
Pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities
Traffic calming and traffic diversion improvements
Noise walls
Wetland and/or stream mitigation
Environmental restoration and pollution abatement
Control of noxious weeds and establishment of native species
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Groupin Function of
ping : o Allowable Work Types
Category Grouping Activities
Workforce Surface transportation Direct educational expenses (not including salaries) in connection with the education and

Development,
Training, and
Education
Grouping

STIP# 1499700

workforce development,
training, and education
activities.

training of transportation employees

National Highway Institute (NHI) course participation

College and University cooperative education programs relating to surface transportation
including student internships, outreach to develop interest and promote participation in
transportation careers, or activities that will help students prepare for a career in
transportation

Local technical assistance programs (LTAP)
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Grouping
Category

Function of

Grouping Activities

Allowable Work Types

Transportation
Enhancements
Grouping

STIP# 1499005

Projects to expand
transportation choices and
enhance the transportation
experience through eligible
activities related to surface
transportation, including:

Pedestrian and bicycle
infrastructure and safety
programs,

Scenic and historic
highway programs,

Landscaping and scenic
beautification,

Historic preservation,
and

Environmental mitigation.

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities

Pedestrian and bicycle safety and educational activities

Acquisition of scenic easements and scenic or historic sites

Scenic or historic highway programs

Landscaping and other scenic beautification activities

Historic preservation

Rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation buildings, structures, or facilities
Preservation of abandoned railway corridors

Inventory, control, and removal of outdoor advertising

Archaeological planning and research

Environmental mitigation to address water pollution due to highway runoff or reduce vehicle-
caused wildlife mortality while maintaining habitat connectivity

Establishment of transportation museums

Activities under the Tennessee Roadscapes grant program, including landscaping, irrigation,
benches, trash cans, paths, and signage
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Grouping
Category

Function of
Grouping Activities

Allowable Work Types

Safe Routes
to School
(SRTS)
Grouping

STIP# 1499007

Infrastructure and non-
infrastructure projects and
programs that:

e Enable and encourage
children, including those
with disabilities, to walk
and bicycle to school;

¢ Make bicycling and
walking to school a safer
and more appealing

transportation alternative;

and/or

o Facilitate the planning,
development, and
implementation of
projects and activities
that will improve safety
and reduce traffic, fuel
consumption, and air
pollution in the vicinity of
schools.

Sidewalk improvements

Traffic calming and speed reduction improvements

Pedestrian and bicycle crossing improvements

On-street bicycle facilities

Off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities

Secure bicycle parking facilities

Traffic diversion improvements approximately within 2 miles of a school location

Non-infrastructure related activities:
o Public awareness campaigns and outreach to press and community leaders
o Traffic education and enforcement in the vicinity of schools
o Student sessions on bicycle and pedestrian safety, health, and environment
o Funding for training, volunteers, and managers of safe routes to school program
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Grouping
Category

Function of
Grouping Activities

Allowable Work Types

Transportation
Alternatives
Program

(TAP)
Grouping

STIP #1499009

Projects and programs
defined as transportation
alternatives, including:

¢ On- and off-road
pedestrian and bicycle
facilities,

e Infrastructure projects for
improving non-driver
access to public
transportation and
enhanced mobility,

e Community improvement
activities,

e Environmental mitigation,

¢ Recreational Tralil
Program projects,

e Safe Routes to School
(SRTS) projects, and

e Projects for the planning,
design or construction of
boulevards and other
roadways largely in the
right-of-way of former
Interstate System routes
or other divided
highways.

Construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of transportation, including:
o Sidewalk improvements
Bicycle infrastructure
Pedestrian and bicycle signals
Traffic calming techniques
Lighting and other safety-related infrastructure
Transportation projects to achieve compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990
Construction, planning, and design of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will
provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with
disabilities to access daily needs
Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or
other nonmotorized transportation users
Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas
Community improvement activities, which include but are not limited to:
o Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising
o Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities
o Vegetation management in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway safety,
prevent invasive species, and provide erosion control
o Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation
project eligible under Title 23 of the U.S. Code
Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution abatement
activities and mitigation to:
o Address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or
abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff
o Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity
among terrestrial or aquatic habitats
Recreational Trails Program activities under 23 U.S.C. 206
SRTS Program infrastructure-related projects, non-infrastructure-related activities (such as
pedestrian and bicycle safety and educational activities advanced under the SRTS program),
and SRTS Coordinator positions.
Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-
way of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways

O O O O O
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Grouping Fu_nctlon .Of. : Allowable Work Types
Category Grouping Activities
Highway Projects to upgrade railway- Elimination of hazards of railway-highway crossings, including the separation or protection of
Railroad highway grade crossings by grades at crossings
Grade eliminating hazards and Reconstruction of existing railroad grade crossing structures
Crossing installing protective devices. Relocation of highways to eliminate grade crossings
Grouping Installation of protective devices

STIP# 1499050

Recreational
Trails
Grouping

STIP# 1499270

Projects for the creation,
rehabilitation, and
maintenance of multi-use
recreational trails.

Maintenance and restoration of existing recreational trails

Development and rehabilitation of trailside and trailhead facilities and trail linkages for
recreational trails

Purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and maintenance equipment
Construction of new recreational trails

Acquisition of easements and fee simple title to property for recreational trails or recreational
trail corridors

Assessment of trail conditions for accessibility and maintenance

Development and dissemination of publications and operation of educational programs to
promote safety and environmental protection

Payment of costs to the State incurred in administering the program
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Grouping AURAEIE .Of. : Allowable Work Types

Category Grouping Activities
Highway Any strategy, activity or ¢ Intersection safety improvements
Safety project on a public road that | ¢ Pavement and shoulder widening (including a passing lane to remedy an unsafe condition)
Improvement | is consistent with the data- | « Installation of rumble strips or another warning devices, if they do not adversely affect the
Program driven State Strategic safety or mobility of bicyclists and pedestrians
(HSIP) Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) | ¢  Installation of skid-resistant surface at intersections or locations with high crash frequencies
Grouping and corrects or improves @ | 4 |mprovements for pedestrian or bicyclist safety

STIP# 1499300

hazardous road location or
feature or addresses a
highway safety problem,
including workforce
development, training and
education activities.

Eligibility of specific projects,
strategies, and activities is
generally based on:

¢ Consistency with SHSP,

e Crash experience, crash
potential, or other data-
supported means,

¢ Compliance with the
requirements of Title 23
of the U.S. Code, and

e State’s strategic or
performance-based
safety goals to reduce
fatalities and serious
injuries on all public
roads.

Construction and improvement of a railway-highway grade crossing safety feature, including
installation of protective devices

The conduct of a model traffic enforcement activity at a railway-highway crossing
Construction of a traffic calming feature

Elimination of a roadside hazard

Installation, replacement, and other improvements of highway signage and pavement
markings, or a project to maintain minimum levels of retroreflectivity that addresses a
highway safety problem consistent with the SHSP

Installation of emergency vehicle priority control systems at signalized intersections
Installation of traffic control or other warning devices at locations with high crash potential
Transportation safety planning

Collection, analysis, and improvement of safety data

Planning integrated interoperable emergency communications equipment or operational or
traffic enforcement activities (including police assistance) related to work zone safety
Installation of guardrails, barriers (including barriers between construction work zones and
traffic lanes), and crash attenuators

The addition or retrofitting of structures or other measures to eliminate or reduce crashes
involving vehicles and wildlife

Installation of yellow-green signs and signals at pedestrian and bicycle crossings and in
school zones

Construction and operational improvements on high risk rural roads

Geometric improvements to a road for safety purposes that improve safety

Road safety audits

Roadway safety infrastructure improvements consistent with FHWA'’s “Highway Design
Handbook for Older Drivers and Pedestrians” (FHWA-RD-01-103)

Truck parking facilities eligible for funding under Section 1401 of MAP-21

Systemic safety improvements

Workforce development, training, and education activities
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ATTACHMENT 2

The Tennessee Department of Transportation advertised the review, comment and meeting times for the STIP in various
newspapers across the state. The public review and comment period were advertised to be held during the period of
September 16, 2013 thru October 16, 2013. The public review meetings were held in all 4 regional offices of the state.
Meetings were held from the hours of 2:00PM to 4:30PM local time on the following dates:

City of Knoxville - Region 1 = Wednesday, October 2, 2013 2:00 — 4:30 p.m. Eastern
City of Chattanooga - Region 2 = Thursday, October 3, 2013 2:00 — 4:30 p.m. Eastern
City of Nashville - Region 3 = Wednesday, October 9, 2013 2:00 — 4:30 p.m. Central
City of Jackson - Region 4 = Thursday, October 10, 2013 2:00 — 4:30 p.m. Central

Attached below are 5 Comments received during the Public Comment period along with the Reply from TDOT.

Comments from:
(1) Nicholas Thornton Crafton in person and by e-mail
(2) Christy Smith by e-mail
(3) Dennis Lynch by e-mail
(4) Mary Mastin by e-mail
(5) Southern Environmental Law Center by e-mail
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Public Comment Re: Tennessee Department of Transportation (TDOT)
FY 2014-2017 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

By Nicholas Thornton Crafton, P.E. (stakeholder of Zip Code 38069)
Phone (901) 266-4501 e-mail ncrafton@bellsouth.net

Prepared October 10, 2013
Re: Public Transit Projects within Haywood County and/or Zip Code 38069
Gentlemen,

| have reviewed the 2014-2017 STIP as published for Public Review and
Comment as it ‘establishes projects’ ‘over the four year period which will utilize
available and projected Federal funds.” There are NO apparent public transit or
construction projects for Haywood County.

If for ANY reason, projects such as new highways, road re-alignments, interstate
interchanges, facilities or State Industrial Access Roads have been
contemplated, but somehow strategically omitted from this STIP, be sure that
stakeholders of Zip Code 38069 will take offense that due process (STIP review)
is being denied.

In ‘Categorical Exclusion’ dated September 2010, the Federal Highway
Administration, FHWA, and Tennessee Department of Transportation, TDOT,
certified two Environmental Justice, EJ, populations for Zip Code 38069. Any
and all construction projects here will require an analysis of potential disparate
impacts according to EACH agency’s Title VI policy(s).

In 2000, Fallicambarus hortoni was known only to the Hatchie (Scenic) River
watershed and was designated a state ENDANGERED SPECIES by
proclamation TWRC 00-015. Fallicambarus hortoni is a primary burrower and as
such does not require continuous surface water for its life-cycle. Vernal,
seasonal and other wet weather conveyances represent habitat for the
Fallicambarus hortoni in tributary watersheds of the Hatchie (HUC 08010208).

On 27 September 2011 the US Fish and Wildlife Service, USFWS, proposed our
Fallicambarus hortoni as ENDANGERED SPECIES in the Federal Register, Vol.
76 No 187 pages 598836 et. seq. due to the “Present or threatened destruction,
modification or curtailment of its habitat or range; inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms; & other natural or manmade factors”.

Should any future project appear as an Amendment to this STIP involving the
Little Muddy Creek or Big Muddy Creek (HUC 080102080499 and
080102080599) watershed tributaries (Zip Code 38069) of the Hatchie Scenic
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River, a complete Biological Assessment including Cambaridae and other taxa is
henceforth required.

During National Ambient Air Quality, NAAQ, monitoring, Haywood County has
compiled a history of violations of the 'old’ 8-hour Ozone standard even before
the addition of several TVA gas-to-electric turbines. The ‘new’ standard for
Ozone has since been lowered. All potential sources of Ozone precursors
should be should c