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A GUIDE TO FEDERAL-AID PROGRAMS,
PROJECTS, AND OTHER USES OF HIGHWAY FUNDS

| NTRODUCTI ON

For the past 20 years, Federal-aid highway prograns have been
directed primarily toward the construction, reconstruction, and

i mprovenent of highways on the Federal-aid Interstate, Primary,
Secondary, and Uban Systems., Now, as the result of |egislation
contained in the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240, Decenber 18, 1991)
instead of the four Federal-aid highway systens, there are:

Two systens--the National H ghway System (NHS) and the
Interstate System which is a conponent of the NHS

- A major new program-the Surface Transportation Program
{ which may generally be used by the States an
l'ocalities for any roads, including NHS roads, that are not
functionally classified as local or rural mnor collectors.

PURPCSE OF QU DE

The purpose of this "Quide to Federal-aid Prograns, Projects, and
Cther Uses of Hi ghway Funds" is to provide basic information
apbout :

New prograns, projects, and uses of highway funds authorized
by the 1991 | STEA

Continuing prograns, projects, and uses of highway funds
authorized by previous legislation and continued by the 1991
| STEA.

Di scontinued prograns, projects, and uses of highway funds
authorized by Previous | egislation and continuing only unti
{enaiging avai l abl e funds are obligated, transferred, or

apsed.

| nactive prograns, projects, and uses of highway funds that

have existed in recent tine. Al though no |onger active,

some of these were the basis for current Prograns, projects,
or uses of highway funds. Hence, being of possible historic
interest they are included in this guide.

Definitions used in this guide are as follows:

The term "program is used in several ways. |t sometines
neans the Federal -Aid H ghway Program which is an unbrella

termgenerally referring to all activities funded through



the FHWA and adm nistered by the States' highway or
transportation agencies or, in some cases, by |ocal
transportation agencies. As nobst commonly used in this
guide, it neans one of the many conponents or categories
that make up the overall Federal-Aid H ghway Program or
activities with limted applicability. Programs are
separately funded bﬁ Congress. They may be system rel ated
(e.g., National H ghway System Program Interstate Program,
or %hey may exist for special purposes (e.g., Congestion
Mtigation and Air Quality Inprovement Program H ghway
Bri dge Replacement and Rehabilitation Program

The term "project” nmeans an undertaking to construct,
reconstruct, or inprove a particular portion of a highway,
As used in this guide, projects are generally ﬁgeqif|cally
designated by Congress (e.g., Hgh Cost Bridge Projects,
Congestion Relief Projects).

- The term "uses of highway funds" refers to activities that
may be funded as part of a project or program Funds are
not specifically earmarked to carry out these activities;
rather, program or project funds may be used for these
purposes (e.g., Control of Qutdoor Advertising, Hazard
Elimnation, Wilities).

Mich of the information included in this guide was originally
devel oped by the FHM Region 6 Ofice in Fort Wrth, Texas,. and
was included in the FHWA's 1989 publication entitled "Federal-Aid
Program Guide (An Overview of Federal-Aid H ghway Prograns, Past
and Present)". Using that information as a starting point,

modi fications and updates have been made in this guide basically
to meet the needs of the Federal-Aid Program Branch (HNG 12). In
order that other offices may fornmat the guide to nmeet their

needs, the conplete guide is available on 3 1/2-inch conputer disks
in a WrdPerfect 5.1 format and will be provided by HNG 12 to
interested parties upon request.

Information is provided for alnost all Federal-aid highway
activities that have current appropriation codes listed in FHM
Order H2700.2, Volume 1V, Chapter 4, Accounting Policies and
Procedures Handbook. To correlate appropriation codes to
Federal -aid highway activities, a listing has been provided in
the table of contents.

This guide should be of interest to FHWM, State highway agency,

| ocal government, and private sector personnel interested in a
basi ¢ understanding of Federal-aid programs, projects, or uses of
hi ghway funds. In addition to basic information, sources of
additional infornmation are provided.
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A GUIDE TO FEDERAL-AID PROGRAMS,
PROJECTS, AND OTHER USES OIF HIGHWAY FUNDS

PART |

“NEW ISTEA" AND "MAJOR CONTINUING" PROGRAMS, PROJECTS,
AND OTHER USES OF HIGHWAY FUNDS




NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM



NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM (NHS)

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

315 -- NHS-National H ghway System

31A -- NHS-100% Federal Participation for Safety

31B -- NHS-Discretionary

31c -- NHS, Tenporary Mtching Fund Waiver

31D -- NHS-Discretionary, 100% Federal Participation for Safety
31E -- NHS-Territories

QAC -- NHS- Advance Construction

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  The normal pro-rata share is 80% Wen
NHS funds are used to cover overruns on previously authorized
Federal -aid projects the Federal share should be that originally
aut horized for the project. \Wen NHS funds are used for
Interstate projects (including projects to add high occupancy
vehicle or auxiliary |anes, but not any other |anes), the Federal
share may be 90 percent. The Federal share may be increased up
to 95% in States with large areas of public lands, and up to 100%
for safety, traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set
forth in 23 U S.C. 120(c). Conversely, the non-Federal share my
be increased if the State desires, so as to reduce the nornal
Federal pro-rata share.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnent - Statutory formula set
forth in 23 U S.C 104(b)(3). The fornula is based on each
State's FY 1987-1991 share of total national funding with
appropriate adjustments for Interstate Miintenance and Bridge
apportionnents.

AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103; Sections 1006 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG@BILITY: Funds apportioned to a State for the NHS nay be
obligated for:

Construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, and
rehabilitation-of segnents of the NHS.



- Qperational inprovenents for segnments of the NHS

Construction of, and operational inprovements for, a Feder-
al -aid highway not on the NHS and construction of a transit
project eligible for assistance under the Federal Transit
Act if (a) such highway or transit project is in the sane
corridor as, and in proximty to, a fully access controlled
NHS hi ghway, (b) the construction or inprovenents wll
i mprove the level of service on the fully access controlled
hi ghway and inprove regional travel, and (c) the construc-
tion or inprovenents are nore cost-effective than work on
the fully access controlled NHS highway would be to provide
the same benefits.

H ghway safety inprovenents for segnents of the NHS

- Transportation planning in accordance with 23 U S.C. 134 &
135.

H ghway research and planning in accordance with 23 U S. C
307.

H ghway related technology transfer activities.

Startup costs for traffic managenent and control for the
tinme period necessary to achieve operable status but not to
exceed 2 years.

Fringe and corridor parking facilities.
- Carpool and vanpool projects.

Bi cycl e transportation and pedestrian wal kways in accordance
with 23 U S.C 217.

Devel opment and establishment of nanagenent systens under 23
U S.C 303

- Wetlands mitigation efforts related to Title 23 projects.
BACKGROUND | NFORVATI ON AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The National Hi ghway System (NHS) was authorized, subject to
Congr essi onal apProvaI, by the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) on
Decenber 18, 1991. Section 1006 of the 1991 | STEA anends 23

U S.C 103 to include the NHS. Section 1003 of the 1991 | STEA
aut horizes specific funds for the NHS

The purpose of the NHS is to provide an interconnected system of
principal arterial routes which will serve major population
centers, international border crossings, ports, airports, public
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transportation facilities, and other intermodal transportation
facilities and other mmjor travel destinations: neet nationa
defenfe requirements; and serve interstate and interregiona
travel.

The NHS will contain 155,000 mles of highways (plus or mnus 15
percent). Included will be all Interstate routes, a large
percentage of wurban and rural principal arterials, the defense
strategi ¢ highway network, and major strategic highway

connectors. The system which will be proposed by the Secretary
of Transportation, after consultation with the States, nust be
submtted to Congress for approval by Septenber 30, 1995. In the
interim NHS funds may be expended on highways functionally
classified as principal arterials.

The funding level for the NHS is $21 billion over a 6-year
period. Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $3.0 billion
to be approBriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund for FY 1992 and
about $3.6 billion for each of FY's 1993-1997.

The formula for distribution of funds is based on each State's FY
1987-1991 share of total national funding with appropriate
adjustments for Interstate Mintenance and Bridge apportionnents
This is the sane as the distribution fornmula for the Surface
Transportation Program (STP). A State nmay choose to transfer 50
percent of the NHS funds to the new STP program and, if the
Secretary approves (follow ng provisions for public coments and
a public interest determnation), 100 percent nay be transferred.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-12) and/or the
O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).



INTERSTATE

Interstate Construction
Interstate Maintenance
Interstate Substitution
Interstate Discretionary

Interstate 4R Discretionary



INTERSTATECONSTRUCTION

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM
APPRCPRI ATI ON  CODES:

042 -- Interstate

043 -- Interstate, 100%

04C -- Interstate, 1956

04P -- Interstate, Tenporary Matching Fund Waiver

050 -- Interstate, /2 % M ni num

05C -- Interstate, /2 % Mnimm Tenporary Mtching Fund Wiiver

055 -- Urgent Supplenmental Non-Interstate

059 -- Interstate, /2 % Mnimm 100 % Federal Participation

17A -- Interstate Transfer, New York, 1986

187 -- Interstate, Shakwak Project

188 -- Interstate, |-287 Bypass

A51 -- Interstate, 1/2 % M ni num

EC2 -- Interstate, /2 % Mnimm Conbi ned Road Pl an Deno.

EQR -- Interstate, |/2 % M ninum Conbined Road Pl an Deno.,
100 %

X42 -- Interstate |/4 % National H ghway Institute

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  The normal pro-rata Federal share is 90%
for projects on the Interstate System regardless of the funding
source. However, the Federal share is reduced to 80 percent by
provisions in the 1991 |STEA, which Congress apparently did not
intend and may anmend, if any of the projects add new capacity,

unl ess the new capacity is provided through high occupancy
vehicle or auxiliary lanes. The Federal share may be increased
up to 95% in States with large areas of public lands, and up to
100% for safety, traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as
set forth in 23 U S.C 120(c). Conversely, the non-Federal share
may be increased if the State desires, so as to reduce the normal
Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Interstate Construction (1C funds, which are
made avail able one year in advance, will be available until the
| ast day of the fiscal year in which funds are apportioned. For
exanmpl e, FY 1993 funds were apportioned on Decemper 18, 1991, and
will |apse on Septenber 30, 1992, and FY 1994 funds wll be
apgortioned on Cctober 1, 1992, and will [apse on Septenber 30,
1993. This applies to all apportionnents except the final
apportionnent, the FY 1996 funds, which will be apportioned on
Cctober 1, 1994, and will be available until expended. All

| apsed funds will be included with the funds set aside for the
Interstate Discretionary Program Al unobligated balances of
previously apportioned Interstate funds, including funds
previously received as a result of the |/2 percent m ni num
apportionnent, will remain available until expended.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund



FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment, for FY 1993 funds,
using factors contained in the revised Table 5 of Commttee Print
102-24, and for FY 1994-1996, reflecting all credits,
apportionnents, |apses, wthdrawals, discretionary allocations,
and transfers of funds. A separate apportionnent is made to
Massachusetts and funds are to be set aside for projects on
Nat i onal defense highways |ocated outside the United States.
Apportionments to Wsconsin are to be nade as specified in
Section 1045 of the 1991 | STEA.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 101(b), 103(e), 104(b)(5),
118(b), 119(d), and 120(c). Sections 108(b)&(c) of the Federal -
alugngll %$\/\E/2y Act of 1956 (Public Law 84-627). Section 1001 of the

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 476

ELIGBILITY: |IC funds may be used for the initial construction
of remaining portions of the Dwm ght D. E senhower stem of
Interstate and Defense Hi %hways. However, only work eligible
under the provisions of the Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1981 and
%nc(lj_uded in the 1981 Interstate Cost Estimate Is eligible for IC
undi ng.

BACKGROUND:

Planning for the Interstate System began in the late 1930's. The
Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1938 (Public Law 75-584) directed the
Bureau of Public Roads (BPR) to study the feasibility of a toll-
financed system of three east-west and three north-south super-
hi %h\_/vays. The BPR's report, Toll Roads and Free Roads, which was
submtted to Congress in 1939, denonstrated that a toll network
woul d not be sel f-supporting and advocated a 26,700-mle inter-
regi onal hi ghway network.

In 1941, President Franklin D. Roosevelt appointed a National
Interregional H ghway Committee to evaluate the need for a
national expressway system The conmttee's January 1944 report,
Interresional H ghways, supported a system of 33,900 mles, plus
an additional 5,000 mles of auxiliary urban routes.

In response to these recommendations, the Federal-aid Hifghway Act
of 1944 (Public Law 78-521) authorized the designation of a
national system of interstate highways, of up to 40,000 mles,

but provided no specific funds for such construction. The
designation of the system in cooperation with the States, was
initrally acconplished in 1947. However, even though primary and
urban system funds were available for Interstate work, no funds

9



had yet been authorized specifically for the Interstate System
and, as a result, progress on construction was sl ow.

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1952 (Public Law 82-413) provided
the first specific fundin% for Interstate construction, but it
was only a token amount, $25 mllion per year for each of FY's
1954-1955. The Federal pro rata share was 50 percent.

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1954 (Public Law 83-350
authorized $175 nmillion for each of FY's 1956-1957 and increased
the Federal pro rata share from 50 to 60 percent.

In response to pronpting by President Dwi ght D. Eisenhower,
Congress enacted the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1956 (Public Law
84-627), which brought the Interstate Systemto its current
status. The 1956 Act:

Provi ded annual authorizations totaling $25 billion through
FY 1969, the Year the Interstate System was to be conpl et ed.
It also established a new nmethod for apportioning funds
anong the States; increased Federal participation to 90
percent: increased the proposed length of the Interstate
Systemto 41,000 mles; added "Defense" to the system nane
(i.e., "National System of Interstate and Defense
Hi ghways") ; and authorized the inclusion of toll roads in
the system but denied Federal participation in toll roads.

- Required that the Interstate System be built using uniform
geometric and construction standards adequate for 1975
anticipated traffic. Standards were devel oped by State
hi ghway agencies, acting through the American Association of
State Hi ghway and Transportation Oficials (AASHTO, and
adopted by the FHWA.  They included requirenments for 12-foot
wide travel lanes, |o-foot w de shoulders, full control of
access, and up to 70 nph design speeds. The 1975 traffic
volume requirenment was changed to a nore general 20-year
design period to allow for evolution of the system

- Created the H ghway Trust Fund. Revenue from the Federa
gas and other notor-vehicle user taxes was to be credited to
the H ghway Trust Fund to pay the Federal share of Inter-
state and all other Federal-aid highway projects. This
guaranteed construction on a "pa%-as-you-gd' basis and
satisfied one of President Eisenhower's primary require-
ments, that the program be self-financing w thout contribut-
ing to a Federal budget deficit.

The Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1968 (Public Law 90-495)

aut hori zed expansion of the Interstate Systemto 42,500 mles.
Subsequent |egislation made slight nodifications to the
authorized mleage. Wen conpleted in the md-1990's, the
Interstate System will include approximtely 42,795 mles.
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The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280)
established the Interstate Gap C osing Program (Appropriation
Code 045), and ﬁroyided the first funding for resurfacing, re-
storing, and rehabilitating the Interstate System in what |ater
became the Interstate 4R Program (Appropriation Code 044) in the
Federal -ai d Hi ghway Act of 1981 (Public Law 97-134).

In order to accelerate construction of the Interstate System the
Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public
Law 95-599) reduced the period of availability of apportioned
funds from 4 years to 2 years, and stipulated that each State was
to receive at least a minimumof |/2 of 1 percent of the total

| nterstate apportionments for each of FY's 1980- 1983 (Appropria-
tion Code 050). When such anounts exceeded the costs of
conpleting the Interstate Systemin a State, the excess could be
used for Interstate 4R BrOJects. If not needed for Interstate 4R
work, the excess could be approved for use on primary, secondary,
and urban system projects, and on hazard elimnation projects
within a State.

The Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1981 (Public Law 97-134) approved
the 1981 Interstate Cost Estimate (I CE) and further limted the
eligibility for Interstate construction funding to previously
approved work included in the 1981 ICE. As a result of the
growi ng concern over the length of tine it was taking to conplete
the initial construction phase of the Interstate System Congress
provided a new definition for the eligibility of Interstate
construction funds. The new definition generally restricted
Interstate funding to the work necessary to provide a m ninmum

| evel of acceptable service. Wrk no |onger eligible for
Interstate construction under this definition became eligible for
Interstate 4R fundi ng.

Section 218 of the Urgent Supplenmental Appropriations Act of 1982
(Public Law 97-216) provided an alternative for the use of
certain Interstate construction funds that were in danger of
lapsing. It allowed the Secretary to approve the use of
Interstate construction funds (a) on projects for resurfacing,
restoring, rehabilitating, and recpnstructin% the Interstate
Systemin accordance with the provisions of 23 U S.C. 119, or (h)
for those purposes for which funds apportioned for the prinary,
secondary, and urban systens mght be expended, in a State that
had received no nore than |/2 of 1 percent of the total
Interstate apportionnent for FY 1983, and where necessary in
order to fully utilize Interstate System funds apportioned

t hrough FY 1982.

Section 116(c) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424), permtted the transfer of a
State's Interstate apportionnent to the Interstate 4R Program

The anount eligible for transfer was limted to the Federal share
of the cost of segments of the Interstate System open to traffic
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as shown in the nmost recent ICE, up to a maximum of 50 percent of
the total Interstate apportionment. Subsequent |egislation
dropped the 50 percent requirement. If a transfer was requested
and aPproved, the next ICE was to be reduced by the anount
transterred.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) authorized
apportionnents through FY 1993 for conpletion of the Interstate
System  The 1987 STURAA al so retained the |/2 percent m ni num
apportionnent to States for Interstate construction; approved the
1987 I CE for apportioning the FY 1988 authorization; required the
subm ssion of a 1989 ICE to be used for aPportioning FY 1991-1992
aut horizations and a 1991 ICE to be used tor apportioning the FY
1993 authorization: stipulated that if, before the apportionment
of funds for any fiscal year, the Secretary and a State agreed
that all of the anount to be apportioned to that State were not
needed for a fiscal year, the amount not needed could be put into
the Interstate discretionary fund prior to the apportionment in
accordance with the provisions of 23 US. C 11§( ?(2); stipul ated
that upon the request of a State, the availability period for
Interstate construction funds apportioned prior to Cctober 1,
1989, could be reduced to one year, and funds apportioned on or
after Cctober 1, 1989, would be available until expended: and
permtted all States, except Massachusetts, to transfer their
Interstate construction apportionment to their Interstate 4R or
primry apportionments in an anmount not to exceed the Federa
share of the costs of open-to-traffic segnents included in the
most recent |CE

On Cctober 15, 1990, Public Law 101-427 changed the name to "The
Dwi ght D. Ei senhower System of Interstate and Defense H ghways"

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the Interstate
Construction program but declared in Section 1001(a) that the |IC
funds authorized by the 1991 | STEA would be the final authoriza-
tions of funding to conplete construction of the Interstate
System In addition, the 1991 | STEA:

- Authorizes $1.8 billion Per year for each of FY's 1993-1996
to be appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund for
conpletion of the Interstate System These funds may be
suppl emented with other funds, such as National H ghway
System (NHS) funds. Low priority work may be dropped from
the Interstate Program (Section 1001(f) of the 1991 | STEA)

- Approves the 1991 Interstate Cost Estimate (I1CE), but does
not change the eligibility criteria for IC funds. Only work
eligible under the provisions of the Federal-Aid H ghway Act
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of 1981 and included in the 1981 ICE is eligible for IC
f undi ng. (Section 1001(b) of the 1991 | STEA).

- Discontinues the |/2 percent mninum apportionment to States
for I)nterstate construction. (Section 1001(h) of the 1991
| STEA) .

Retains 23 U.S.C. 119(d), providing for the transfer of IC
apPortionments, essential |y unchanged, except that transfers
Wil be fromIC funds to NHS or Interstate Mintenance (I M
funds. Requests to transfer IC funds are limted to the
Federal share of the cost to conplete open-to-traffic work
included in the 1991 ICE and nust be made in witing to the
O fice of Fiscal Services.

Makes available up to $20 nillion for each of FY's 1993-1996
for the Secretary of Transportation, in consultation with
the Secretary of Defense, to use for the reconstruction of
hi ghways, or portions of highways, |ocated outside the
United States that are inportant to the national defense.
(Section 1006(h) of the 1991 | STEA). These funds are
intended by Congress to be used on the Al aska Hi ghway.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM  The Interstate Mintenance (IM
Program replaces the 3R portions of the superseded |-4R Program
Igthe %HS Program repl aces the reconstruction portion of the I-4R
rogramn.

APPRCPRI ATI ON  CODES:

04M -- Interstate Maintenance

04L -- Interstate Mintenance, 100% for Safety

OAB -- Interstate Mintenance, Advance Construction _
04Q -- Interstate Mintenance, Tenporary Matching Fund \aiver

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION: The nornal pro-rata Federal share is 90%

but may be increased up to 95%in States with |arge areas of
public lands, and up to 100% for safety, traffic control, and
car pool / vanpool projects as set forth in 23 U S C. 120(c).

Conversely, the non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the nornmal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnment - statutory formula set
forth in 23 U S.C. 104(b)(5)(B).

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 119; Sections 1009 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIG@BILITY: Types of work eligible for Interstate Mintenance
(I'M funding include:

Projects for resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilitation.
Projects for the reconstruction of bridges, interchanges,
and over crossings along existing Interstate routes, includ-
ing the acquisition of right-of-way where necessary, but not
the construction of new travel |anes other than high occu-
pancy vehicle (HOV) lanes or auxiliary |anes.

Projects for preventive maintenance.
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BACKGROUND:

The Interstate Miintenance Program replaces the 3R portions

(resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation) of the Interstate 4R
Program  The National H ghway System (NHS) Program replaces the
reconstruction (fourth "R') portion of the Interstate 4R Program

An Interstate 3R program was established by the Federal -aid
H ghway Act of 1976 ?Publlc Law 94-280). It provided for
resurfacing, restoring and rehab|l|tat|n? those lanes on the
Interstate System which had been in use for nore than 5 years and

were not on toll roads. Authorizations were made for FY's 1978
and 1979.

Section 116 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) codified the Interstate 3R Program
as 23 US.C, 119 and required the States to (a) deveIoF an Inter-
state System maintenance program and (b) certify annually that
they were maintaining the systemin accordance with the program
Section 105 of the 1978 Act permtted the States to transfer

their 3R Interstate funds to their primry account upon certifi-
cation that the funds were in excess of Interstate 3R needs.

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1981 (Public Law 97-134) expanded
the Interstate 3R programto a 4R program with the addition of
reconstruction as an eligible item Wrk eligible for I-4R
funding included restoration, rehabilitation, resurfacing, and
reconstruction for (a) activities included in the 1981 Interstate
Cost Estimate but no longer eligible for Interstate construction
funding, and (b) other work on the Interstate System not previ-
ously eligible for Interstate construction funding. Mintenance
work that was not previously eligible under the 3R Program was
still excluded. 1-4R funds were generally not eligible for use
on toll roads, but could be used on Interstate toll roads in use
for more than 5 years if an agreenent was reached with the State
that (a) the toll road would become free upon the collection of
enough tolls to pay for the road, and (b) the State would min-
tain it during the time tolls were collected. Interstate 4R
funds were also made eligible for all Interstate routes designat-
ed under 23 U S.C. 103 and 139(c), rather than just those in use
for nore than 5 years as specified in a previous act.

Section 218 of the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1982
(Public Law 97-216) provided an alternative for the use of
certain Interstate construction funds that were in danger of
lapsing. It allowed the Secretary to approve the use of
Interstate construction funds on projects for resurfacing,
restoring, rehabilitating, and reconstructing the Interstate
System in accordance with the provisions of 23 U S C 119, or for
those purposes for which funds apportioned for the primry,
secondary, and urban systens mght be expended, in a State that
had received no nore than |/2 of 1 percent of the total
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Interstate apportionment for FY 1983, where necessary in order to
fully utilize Interstate System funds apportioned through FY
1982. Al 1-4R projects authorized using this provision were
identified using Appropriation Code 055.

Federal participation for this program was changed by various

| egi slative actions. The Federal share was 90% prior to 11/6/78;
75% from 11/6/78 to 12/28/81; and 90% from 12/29/81 to the
present.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424) authorized $1.95 billion for the I-4R Program
for FY 1984 with the amount increasing each subsequent year to
$3.15 billion for FY 1987.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA Public Law 100-17? authori zed $2.815
billion for the 1-4R Program for each of FY's 1988-1992. Section
114 of the 1987 STURAA reduced the availability period for |-4R
funds from 4 years to 3 years (i.e., the FY for which funds were
aut hori zed, one year before, and one year after). Section 116 of
the 1987 STURAA (a) permtted all States, except Mssachusetts,
to transfer their Interstate construction apportionment to their
[-4R or primary apportionnments, (b) permtted a State to transfer
up to 20% of its 1-4R apportionnent to the primary apportionment
in any fiscal year without showing that the funds were in excess
of 1-4R needs at a 75% matching share, and (c) codified tol
agreenent |anguage into 23 U.S. C. 119.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Interstate Miintenance Program was authorized by the Interno-
dal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA
Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. It replaces the 3R
portions of the |1-4R Program (the NHS program repl aces the
reconstruction portion of the |-4R Program

Section 1003 of the 1991 | STEA provides the first annual funding
for the IMProgram about $17 billion over a 6-year period
Section 1003 authorizes $2.4 billion to be appropriated out of
the H ghway Trust Fund for FY 1992 and slightly nore than $2.9
billion for each of FY's 1993-1997.

Eligible work funded with IMfunds, as set forth above in the
"Elrgibility" section, may be perfornmed on the follow ng Inter-
state routes within the indicated constraints:

Routes on the Interstate System designated under 23 U S.C
103 & 139(c).

Routes on the Interstate System designated before March 9,
1984, under 23 U S.C. 139(a), and existing facilities on
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future designations approved prior to March 9, 1984, under
23 U.S.C. 139(b) .

- Interstate toll roads provided an agreenent has been
executed in accordance with the provisions of 23 U S. C
129(a)(3) or, prior to Decenber 18, 1991, the provisions of
23 U.S.C. 119 (e).

Section 1009 of the 1991 ISTEA, in addition to the above:

- Modifies 23 U. S. C. 104(b)(5)(B), which previously estab-
l'ished the apportionnment fornula for the I|-4R Program  The
new | M apportionment formula utilizes the same lane-mle
(55% and vehicular mles of travel (45% factors, but
i ncludes conputations for Interstate routes designated under
23 U.S.C. 103 and 139(c), and for Interstate routes desig-
nated under 23 U S C 139{a) before March 9, 1984. Al
States are guaranteed at l|east |/2 percent of the total IM
funds apportioned annually.

- Anends 23 U S.C. 119(a) to permt the Secretary to approve
IM funded projects for resurfacing, restoring, and rehabili-
tating routes on the Interstate System designated under 23
U S.C 103 and 139(c), and existing routes designated prior
to March 9, 1984, under 23 U S . C 139(a) & (D).

- Arends 23 U.S.C. 119(e) to allow IMfunding for preventive
mai ntenance activities when a State can denonstrate through
Its pavenent managenent system that such work will cost-
effectively extend the Interstate pavenent life. Eligible
activities mght include sealing joints and cracks, painting
and repairing bridges, patching concrete pavenent, shoul der
repair, and restoration of drainage systens.

- Modifies 23 U S.C. 119(f) to allow a State to unconditional -
IY transfer up to 20% of its IM apportionment to its Nation-
al H ghway System or Surface TransBortation Progr am
Amounts in excess of 20% may al so be transferred if a State
(a) certifies that the sunms to be transferred are in excess
of its needs for Interstate 3R work, and (b) certifies that
it is adequately naintaining the Interstate System

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional infornation may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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INTERSTATE SUBSTITUTION

STATUS:; CONTI NU NG PROGRAM
APPROPRI ATI ON CODES
580, 772, and 823 - I X-Prior to FY 1984, from the General Fund

177 -- 1 X--FY 1984 and Subsequent Years, Apportioned Funds from
the H ghway Trust Fund. _ _

178 -- | X--FY 1984 and Subsequent Years, Discretionary Funds from
the H ghway Trust Fund.

04V -- | X, Apportioned, Tenporary Matching Fund Waiver

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION: 85%  These funds are not subject to the
sliding scale rates for public land States.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE

Until expended -- FY 1995 funds apportioned for substitute

hi ghway projects and FY 1993 funds apportioned for substitute
transit projects. [23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4)(E)(i)]

FY + 1 Year -- Funds apportioned prior to the above years. Unob-
ligated funds are w thdrawn and reapportioned among other States,
except when an amount by itself is not sufficient to pay the
Federal share of the cost of a substitute project.

[23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4)(E)(i)]

FUND: Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionnent - In accordance with
adj usted cost estimates. The Secretary nust (a) adjust such
estimates annually, (b) use the Federal share of adjusted esti-
mates of remaining substitute highway funds needed 1n making
apportionnments for substitute highway projects for FY's 1992-
1995, and (cg use the Federal share of adjusted estinmates of
remai ning substitute transit needs in naking apportionnents for
substitute transit projects for FY's 1992-1993. [23 U.S. C.

103(e) (4) (H & (J)]
AUTHORI TY: Cont r act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4); Section 1011 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 476
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ELIGBILITY: Projects eligible for Interstate Substitution (IX)
fundi ng i ncl ude:

H ghway construction projects on any public road which wll
serve the area or areas from which the Interstate route or
portion thereof was w thdrawn.

- Public mass transit projects involving the construction of
fixed rail facilities and/or the purchase of passenger
equi pment including rolling stock which will serve the area
or areas from which the Interstate route or portion thereof
was wi t hdrawn.

BACKGROUND:

The Interstate Substitution (1X) Program was established by
Section 137(b) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87). It authorized, upon the request of the Governor and

| ocal governnent officials, the withdrawal of certain urban
segments of the Interstate System and the substitution of public
transit projects in or serving the sane urbanized areas. |t was
codified in 23 U.S.C. 103(e)(4). Later anmendments allowed the
fundi ng. of substitute highway projects.

Initial authorizations for this program through FY 1979, were
available with contract authority and a 70% Federal share. The
Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-599) changed the
Federal participation to 85% and established a Septenber 30,
1986, deadline for substitute projects to be under construction
or under contract for construction. A subsequent anmendment
resci nded available contract authority and required that all
funds for substitute projects be appropriated. These projects
were funded out of the General Fund (Appropriation codes 580,
772, and 823). Subsequently, the Surface Transportation

Assi stance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) provided
that future projects be funded out of the H ghway Trust Fund.

Section 107 of the 1982 STAA provided authorizations through FY
1986 and reinstated contract authority. It also limted the
period of availability to 2 years. At the end of the 2 year
eriod, unobligated funds were to be redistributed to States that
ad obligated their funds. Beginning in FY 1984, funds were
directed to be redistributed such that 25% were allocated on a
discretionary basis and 75% were apportioned on the basis of
special cost estimates (Appropriation codes 178 and 177, respec-
tively). Also eligible routes for Interstate wthdrawal were
expanded to rural areas.

Section 103 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) provided
authorizations of $740 million per year for highway substitute
projects fromthe H ghway Trust Fund for FY's 1987-1991 (75%

19



apportioned and 25% discretionary): provided authorizations of
$200 million per year for substitute transit projects from
general revenue funds for FY's 1987-1991. (50% apportioned and
50% di scretionary): elimnated the deadline for putting
substitute projects under construction; made highway projects on
any public road eligible as highway substitute projects; and
required the Secretary of Transportation, if right-of-way for a
wi t hdrawn section had not been disposed of, to hold in reserve an
anmount equal to that expended on the right-of-way until the funds
were repaid or the Secretary determned that repaynent was not
required. This provision did not apply in any year where the
projected apportionment and allocation for future years exceeded
the anount expended for such right-of-way.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Interstate Substitution program was continued by the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240), dated Decenber 18, 1991.

Section 1011(a)(1)(B) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $960 nillion
to be appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 4-year
period for substitute highway projects (i.e., $240 nillion for
each of FY's 1992-1995). In addition, Section 3025 of the 1991

| STEA aut horizes $160 million for FY 1992 and $164,843,000 for FY
1993 to be appropriated out of the General Fund for '

transit nroiects.

The 1991 | STEA al so:

- Provides that substitute highway funds may be obligated for
substitute transit projects.

- Elimnates the distribution of discretionary funds consi st -
ing of 25 percent for highway funds and 50 percent for
transit funds. Al funds authorized will now be apportioned
in accordance with estimates of the cost to conplete and
w |l be adjusted annually.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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INTERSTATEDISCRETIONARY

STATUS: CONTI NU NG PROGRAM Interstate Construction Set-Aside.
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 054

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION. Sane as for Interstate Construction.

The normal pro-rata Federal share for ﬁroj ects on the Interstate
Systemis 90% However, the Federal share is reduced to 80
percent by provisions in the 1991 |STEA, which Congress
apparently did not intend and may anend, if any of the projects
add new capacity, unless the new capacity is ﬁrovi ded through

hi gh occupancy vehicle or auxiliary lanes. The Federal share may
be increased up to 95% in States with |arge areas of public

| ands, and up to 100% for safety, traffic control, and

car pool /vanpool projects as set forth in 23 U S.C. 120(c).
Conversely, the non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHCOD: Al | ocati on
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U . S.C. 118(b),(c), & (d). Section 1020
of the 1991 | STEA

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Interstate D scretionary (ID) funds may be used for
the sane purposes as Interstate Construction funds. That is, ID
funds may be used for the initial construction of renaining
portions of the Dwmght D. E senhower Systemof Interstate and

Def ense H ghways. However, only work eligible under the

provi sions of the Federal-Ad H ghway Act of 1981 and included in
the 1981 Interstate Cost Estimate is eligible for 1D funding.

BACKGROUND:

In order to accelerate construction of the Interstate System
Section 115(a) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) created the Interstate
Discretionary (ID) Program by shortening the lapse period for
Interstate funds from4 years to 2 years. |t provided that

| apsed funds could be made available to any other State applying
for themfor the Interstate Systemif that State (a) had
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obligated all its apportionments (except for anounts too small to
pay for a project submtted for approval), (b) could obligate the
funds within one year of the date they were nade available, (c)
could apply them to a ready-to-comence project, and (d) for
construction projects, could begin construction within 90 days of
obligation. Lapsed suns nmade available were to renain available
until expended.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA,
Public Law 97-424? continued the Interstate Discretionary
Program but (a) elimnated the requirenent to obligate the funds
within one year of the date theg are made avail able, (Db)

specified priorities for distributing the discretionary funds,
and (c) supplenented the funds for this program by setting aside
$300 mllion from annual apportionments of Interstate con-
struction funds beginning in FY 1984, and by transferring anmounts
of Interstate construction funds for routes (or portions

wi thdrawn from the system after enactment of the 1982 STAA

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) retained the $300
mllion Interstate discretionary fund set-aside and revised the
priorities for distributing the funds as follows: First Priority
- high cost projects which directly contribute to the conpletion
of an Interstate segnent which is not open to traffic, and high
cost projects for construction of high occupancy vehicle |anes
and other |anes on the Harbor Freeway in Los Angeles County,
California; Second Priority - projects of high cost in relation
to a State's apportionment; and Third Priority--conversion of
Advance Construction Interstate projects.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the Interstate
Discretionary program but made the follow ng revisions:

Reduced the amount of funds set aside fromthe Interstate
Construction Program for the Interstate Discretionary
Program from $300 million annually to $100 nillion annually.

- Elimnated the priorities previously used in allocating
Interstate Discretionary funds.

Condi tions acconpanying allocations of Interstate Discretionary
funds are:

- When funds are allocated to a project, any unobligated
bal ance cannot be used on another project wthout prior
Headquarters clearance in witing. In addition, project
underruns should be returned pronptly.
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- Al'located funds cannot be substituted for other funds al-
ready obli gated.

- Funds are to be nade available for ready-to-comrence pro-
jects.

Construction nmust begin within 90 days of obligation.

- Allocations nust be obligated and adm nistered in strict
accord with the allocation nenorandum

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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INTERSTATE 4R DISCRETIONARY

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM  NHS Set - Asi de.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

056 -- Prior to the 1991 | STEA

31B -- Subsequent to the 1991 |STEA

31D -- Subsequent to the 1991 |STEA, 100% for Safety

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  The normal pro-rata Federal share is 90%
but may be increased up to 95% in States with |arge areas of
public lands, and up to 100% for safety, traffic control, and
carpool /vanpool projects as set forth in 23 U S C.  120(c).
Conversely, the non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the nornal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHCD: Al |l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 118(b) & (c). Section 1020(b)(3)
of the 1991 | STEA.

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Interstate 4R (1-4R) Discretionary funds may be
used for resurfacing, restoring, rehabilitating, and
reconstructing the Interstate System including providing
additional Interstate capacity.

BACKGROUND:

The |-4R Discretionary Program was established by Section 115(a)
of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424). Funds for the program were derived from

| apsed |-4R apportionments and were avallable to States that (a)
had obligated all their 4R apportionnents, except for anounts too
small to pay for a proH' ect submtted for approval, and (b) were
vviIIin% and able to obligate the funds within one year of the
date they are made avail abl e, applz themto a ready to comence
project, and, for construction work, begin work within 90 days of
obl i gati on.

Section 114 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) provided
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for a $200 million per year set-aside for each of FY's 1988-1992
fromthe I1-4R authorization for continuation of the |-4R
discretionary fund and provided criteria/factors to be used in
distributing the discretionary funds.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The 1-4R Discretionary Program is separate and distinct from the
Interstate Muintenance (IM Program There are no provisions in
the 1991 I STEA for IMfunds to be used, or for lapsed IMfunds to
be reallocated, for the |-4R Discretionary Program |-4R

Di scretionary funds may be used for |M purposes (resurfacing,
restoring, and rehabilitating), or for additional Interstate
capacity.

Section 1020 of the 1991 | STEA provides funds for the continua-
tion of the 1-4R Discretionary Program The source of these
funds is a set-aside from National H ghway System funds.
Section 1020(b)(3) of the 1991 | STEA anmends 23 U . S.C. 118(c)(2)
and sets aside $54 million for FY 1992, $64 nmillion for each of
FY's 1993-1996, and $65 nillion for FY 1997.

O the amounts set aside, $16,000,000 for FY 1992 and $17, 000, 000
for each of FY's 1993 and 1994 nust be used for_ inmprovenents on
the Kennedy Expressway in Chicago, Illinois. The remainder of
the funds may be used by any State that has:

- Cbligated or denonstrated that it will obligate in the
fiscal year all its National H ghway System (NHS) apportion-
ments, except for ampbunts too snall to pay the Federal share
of the cost of a project for resurfacing, restoriﬁg,
rehabilitating, or reconstructing the Interstate System
whi ch has been submtted for approval

- Indicated it is willing and able to obligate the funds
within one year of the date they are made available, apply
themto a ready to commence project, and, for construction
wor k, begin work within 90 days of obligation

Condi tions acconpanying allocations of Interstate 4R Discretion-
ary funds, in addition to those above, are:

- When funds are allocated to a project, any unobligated
bal ance cannot be used on another project w thout witten
Headquarter's approval. In addition, project underruns
shoul d be returned pronmptly for redistribution.

- Allocated funds cannot be substituted for funds already
obl i gat ed.
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- In allocating funds, priority will be given to projects
costing nmore than $10, 000, 000 on hi gh vol une urban routes or
hi gh truck-volune rural routes.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
STP Safety Improvements
STP Transportation En hancement

STP Urbanized Areas With Over 200,000 Population
and Other Areas
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP)

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

3AA -- STP-Qther Than 200,000 Popul ation

3AB -- STP-<200,000 Popul ation, Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

3AC -- STP-Areas Under 200,000 Popul ation, 100% Feder al
Participation

3AD -- STP-1/4 % Skill Training

3AE -- STP-TMFW Rail - Hi ghway Crossings/Protective Devices

3AF -- STP-TMFW Rai |l - H ghway Crossings/ Hazard Elimnation

3AG -- STP-TMFWI /16 % NH Skill Training

3AH -- STP-TMFW Hazard Elimnation Program

3A) -- STP-TMFWI/4 % Skill Training

3AK -- STP-FTA Urbani zed Areas >200,000 Popul ation

3AL -- STP-FTA Optional Safety

3AM -- STP-FTA Transportation Enhancenent

3AN -- STP-FTA State Flexible

3AP -- STP-FTA Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas

3AR -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices

33T -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards

3AW -- STP-FTA Hazard Elimnation Program

3AY -- STP-FTA Other Than 200,000 Popul ation

33A -- STP-Optional Safety

33B -- STP-Transportation Enhancenent

33c -- STP-Urbani zed Areas Wth Popul ati ons >200, 000

33D -- STP-State Flexible

33E -- STP-Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas

33F -- STP-1/16 % Skill Training (23 U S.C 321(b), NH)

33G -- STP-Optional Safety, Tenporary Mtching Fund Waiver

33H -- STP-Transportation Enhancement, Tenporary Matching Fund
i ver

33) -- STP-Urbani zed Areas Wth Popul ations >200,000, Tenporary
Mat chi ng Fund Wi ver

33K -- STP-State Flexible, Tenmporary Mtching Fund Wi ver

33L -- STP-Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas, Tenporary
Mat ching Fund Wai ver

33M -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices

33N -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards
33P -- STP-Hazard Elimnation Program

334 -- STP-Optional Safety, 100 %

33R -- STP-Transportation Enhancement, 100 % for Safety

33s -- STP-Urbanized Areas Wth Popul ati ons >200,000, 100 %

for Safety

33T -- STP-State Flexible, 100 % for Safety

33w -- STP-Mandatory Anount for Non-Urban Areas, 100 %
for Safety

33x -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices, 100 %
for Safety
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33Y -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards, 100 %
for Safety
332 -- STP-Hazard Elimnation Program 100 % for Safety

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION: The normal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
When STP funds are used to cover overruns on previousl

authorized Federal-aid projects the Federal share should be that
originally authorized for the project. Wen STP funds are used
for Interstate projects (including projects to add high occupanc
vehicle or auxiliary lanes, but not any other |anes), the Federa
share may be 90 percent. The Federal share may be increased up
to 95% in States with large areas of public lands, and up to 100%
for safety, traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set
forth in 23 U S.C. 120(c). Conversely, the non-Federal share nay
be increased if the State desires, so as to reduce the nornal
Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years
FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:.  Apportionment - statutory formula set
forth in 23 U S.C 104(b)(3). This formula is based on each
State's FY 1987-1991 share of total national funding with
appropriate adjustnents for Interstate Mintenance and Bridge
apportionnents.

AUTHORI TY: Contr act
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON: Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 133; Sections 1007 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG@BILITY: Funds apportioned to a State for the STP may be
obligated for

- Construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing,
restoration, and operational inprovements on (a) Federal-aid
hi ghways (i.e., on any highways, including NHS and
Interstate hi?hmays that are not functionally classified as
| ocal or rural mnor collectors and on (b) bridges
(including bridges on public roads of all functiona
classifications), including any such construction or
reconstructi on necessary to accommpdate other transportation
modes, and including the seismc retrofit and painting of
and application of cal ci um nmagnesi um acetate on bridges and
approaches and other elevated structures, mtigation of
damage to wldlife, habitat, and ecosystens caused by a
transportation project funded under Title 23.
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- Capital costs for transit projects eligible for assistance
under the Federal Transit Act and publicly owned intracity
or intercity bus termnals and facilities.

- Carpool projects, fringe and corridor parking facilities and
prograns, and bicycle transportation and pedestrian wal kways
on any public roads in accordance with 23 U S.C. 217.

H ghway and transit safety inprovenments and prograns, hazard
elimnations, projects to mtigate hazards caused by wild-
life, and railway-highway grade crossings. Safety inprove-
?ents_are eligible on public roads of all functional classi-

i cations.

H ghway and transit research and devel opnent and technol ogy
transter prograns.

- Capital and operating costs for traffic nmonitoring, manage-
ment, and control facilities and prograns.

Surface transportation planning prograns.

Transportati on enhancement activities.

- Transportation control neasures |isted in section _
108 (f)(1)(A) (other than clauses xii & xvi) of the Clean Ar
Act

Devel opnent and establishment of managenent systens under 23
U S. C 303.

- Wetlands mtigation efforts related to Title 23 projects.
BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Surface Transportation Program (STP) was established by the
Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240% on Decenber 18, 1991. Section 1007 of
the 1991 I STEA codifies the STP in 23 U S.C. 133.

The STP is a new program that may generally be used by the States
and localities for any roads, including NHS roads, that are not
functionally classified as local or rural mnor collectors.

These roads are now collectively referred to as Federal-aid

hi ghways.

Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $23.9 billion to be
appropriated out of the Hi ghway Trust Fund for the STP over 6-
years ‘i.e., about $3.4 billion for FY 1992 and $4.1 billion for
each of FY's 1993-1997). These anounts na% be augnented by the
transfer of funds from other progranms and by the equity funds
(Donor State Bonus, Reimbursement, Hold Harm ess, and 90 Percent
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of Paynents). Also Mninmm Allocation funds may be used for STP
proj ects.

The formula for distribution of funds is based on each State's FY
1987-1991 share of total national funding with appropriate
adjustments for Interstate Maintenance and Bridge apportionnents.

STP funds nmust be used by the States in the follow ng nanner

- Ten percent nust be earmarked for safety construction activ-
ities (i.e., hazard elimnation and rail-highway crossings).

- Another ten percent nust be earnmarked for transportation
enhancenents, which enconpass a broad range of environnmenta
related activities.

Fifty percent (62.5 percent of the remaining 80 percent) of
the funds nust be divided between urbanized areas over
200,000 and the remaining areas of the State. (The portion
that goes to urbanized areas over 200,000 population nmust be
distributed on the basis of population unless the State and
rel evant MPGs request the use of other factors and the FHWA
approves). The remaining 30 percent (37.5 percent of the
remai ning 80 percent) can be used in any area of the State.
Areas of 5,000 population or |ess are guaranteed an anount
based on previous Secondary funding.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nmay be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-50) and/or the
O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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STP SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Ear mar ked STP Funds.
APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

3AE -- STP-TMFW Rail - H ghway Crossings/ Protective Devices

3AF -- STP-TMFW Rail - H ghway Crossings/Hazard Elimnation

3AH -- STP-TMFW Hazard Elim nation Program

3AL -- STP-FTA Optional Safety

3AR -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices

3AT -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards

3AW -- STP-FTA Hazard Elimnation Program

33A -- STP-Optional Safety

33G -- STP-Optional Safety, Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

33M -- STP-Rai |l -H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices

33N -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards

33P -- STP-Hazard Elimnation Program

33Q -- STP-Optional Safety, 100%

33x -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices, 100%
for Safety

33Y -- STP-Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards, 100%
for Safety

332 -- STP-Hazard Elimnation Program 100% for Safety

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION. Ten percent of the STP apportionnents
must be earmarked to carry out 23 U.S.C. 130 & 152 (dealing with
rail -hi ghway crossings and hazard elimnation). The Federal
share for projects using these earmarked funds may not exceed
90% unless qualified for the increased 100% Federal share for
safety work set forth in 23 U.S.C. 120(c). These funds are not
subject to the sliding scale rates for public land States. The
Federal share for other section 130 & 152 projects (i.e., other
Echa(rjl the 10% STP set-aside projects) is the same as the source
unds.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Same as STP, FY + 3 Years

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Earnarked 10% of STP Apportionments.
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 133(d)(l). Section 1007 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: None
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ELIGBILITY. STP Safety InFrovenent funds may be used on any
public roads (except possibly on the Interstate System) for any
of the activities set forth in 23 U S . C 130 & 152 (rail-hi ghway
crossings and hazard elimnation activities, respectively).

Funds previously eligible for Section 130 & 152 purposes coul d
not be used on the Interstate System and it has not yet been
det erm ned whet her or not the earmarked STP Safety | nprovenent
funds shoul d be eligible.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI Sl ONS:

The Surface Transportation Program (STP) was established by the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenmber 18, 1991. It is codified
23 U.S.C. 133. The STP is a new bl ock grant programthat nay
generally be used by the States and localities for any roads,

I ncluding National H ghway System (NHS) roads, that are not
functionally classified as local or rural mnor collectors.
These roads are now collectively referred to as Federal -aid

hi ghways.

It is required in 23 U S. C 133(d)$|) that 10 percent of the STP
funds apportioned to a State each tiscal year nust be used for
carrying out the provisions of 23 U S C 130 & 152 (rail-hi ghway
crossings and hazard elimnation activities, respectively).

O the 10% of STP funds earnarked for safety, anounts nust be
reserved separately in each State for rail-highway crossing
activities and for hazard elimnation activities that are at

| east as much as were apportioned for these purposes in FY 1991
Any additional funds remaining in a State after these
reservations may be used for either rail-highway or hazard
elimnation activities. |If enough funds are not available in a
State for the above reservations, the two categories wll be
reduced proportionately.

Safety inprovenents paid for with the earmarked STP 10% funds are
not restricted to Federal-aid highways. Thus, these funds may be
used on any public road, except possibly on the Interstate

System  This determ nation has not yet been nade.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION: Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-50), the Oifice
?f Hig?may Safety (HHS-20), and/or the Ofice of Engineering

HNG 12) .
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STP TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GAMAY FUNDS. Earmarked STP Funds.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: _

3AM -- STP-FTA Transportati on Enhancenent

33B -- STP-Transportation Enhancement _

33H -- STP-Transportati on Enhancement, Tenporary Matching Fund
Vi ver

33R -- STP-Transportation Enhancenent, 100% for Safety

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: Same as STP. The normal pro-rata Federal
share is 80% but may be increased up to 95%in States with |arge
areas of public lands, and up to 100% for safety, traffic
control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set forth in 23 US. C
120(c). Conversely, the non-Federal share may be increased if the
State desires, so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sanme as STP, FY + 3 Years

FUND: Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Earnmarked 10% of STP Apportionnents.
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 133(d)(2). Section 1007(a)(l) &
1007(c) of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIG BILITY: STP Transportation Enhancement funds nmay be used
for any of the followi ng activities:

Provision of facilities for pedestrians and bicycles.
Acqui sition of scenic easements and scenic or historic
sites.

Scenic or historic highway prograns.

Landscapi ng and other scenic beautification

Hi storic preservation.

Rehabilitation and operation of historic transportation
bui | dings, structures, or facilities (including historic
railroad facilities and canal s).

Preservation of abandoned railroad corridors (including the
conversion and use for pedestrian or bicycle trails).
Control and renoval of outdoor advertising.
Archaeol ogi cal planning and research.

Mtigation of water pollution due to highway runoff.
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BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Surface Transportation Program (STP) was established by the
Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. It is codified
23 U.S.C. 133. The STP is a new bl ock grant programthat nay
general |y be used by the States and localities for any roads,

I ncluding National H ghway System (NHS) roads, that are not
functionally classified as local or rural mnor collectors.

These roads are now collectively referred to as Federal -aid

hi ghways.

It is required in 23 U.S.C 133(d)$2) that 10 percent of the STP
funds apportioned to a State each fiscal year nust be used for
transportation enhancement activities.

Section 1007(c) anended 23 U. S.C. 101(a) to define
"transportation enhancement activities." Transportation
enhancenent activities, with respect to any Federal-aid project
or the area to be served by the project, are those activities
descri bed above in the "Eligibility" section.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional infornation may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Environnent and Planning (HEP-30) and/or the
O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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STP URBANIZED AREAS WITH OVER 200,000 POPULATION
AND OTHER AREAS

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Earnarked STP Funds.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

3AA -- STP-Other Than 200, 000 Popul ation

3AB -- STP-<200,000 Popul ati on, enPorary Mat chi ng Fund Wi ver

3AC -- STP-Areas Under 200,000 Popul ation, 100% Federal
Partici pation

3AK -- STP-FTA Urbani zed Areas >200,000 Popul ation

3AN -- STP-FTA State Flexible

3AP -- STP-FTA Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas

3AY -- STP-FTA Gther Than 200, 000 Popul ation

33c -- STP-Urbani zed Areas Wth Popul ati ons >200, 000

33D -- STP-State Flexible

33E -- STP-Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas

33J -- STP-Urbanized Areas Wth Popul ati ons >200,000, Tenporary
Mat chi ng Fund Wi ver

33K -- STP-State Flexible, Temporary Matching Fund Waiver

33L -- STP-Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas, Tenporary
Mat chi ng Fund Wi ver

33s -- fSTP- Ur Pani zed Areas Wth Popul ati ons >200,000, 100%

or Safety

33T -- STP-State Flexible, 100% for Safety

33w -- STP-Mandatory Anount for Non-Urban Areas, 100%
for Safety

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION.  Same as STP. The normal pro-rata Federal
share is 80% but nay be increased up to 95%in States with large
areas of public lands, and up to as much as 100% for eligible
safety activities under the provisions of 23 U S. C. 120(c).
Conversely, the non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the nornmal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as STP, FY + 3 Years
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  50% of the STP funds (62.5% of the
remaining 80% after deductions for the safety inprovenent and
transportation enhancenent programs) nust be divided between
urbani zed areas over 200,000 and the remaining areas of the
State. The remaining 30% (37.5% of the remaining 80% can be
used in any area of the State. Areas of 5,000 population or less
are guaranteed an anmpbunt based on the FY 1991 Secondary
apportionnent. (Mre detailed information is provided bel ow).

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON:  Yes.
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STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 133(d)(3). Section 1007(a)(l) of
the 1991 |STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY:  STP funds earnmarked for urbanized areas with over
200, 000 popul ation and other areas may be used for any of the
eligible STP purposes set forth in 23 U S.C. 133(hb).

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Surface Transportation Progran1§STP) was established by the
Internodal Surface Transportation Efficliency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. It is codified
23 U.S.C. 133. The STP is a new block grant program that may
generally be used by the States and localities for any roads,

I ncluding National H ghway System (NHS) roads, that are not
functionally classified as local or rural mnor collectors.

These roads are now collectively referred to as Federal -aid

hi ghways.

It is required in 23 U S.C. 133(d)(3) that:

- 50 percent of the STP funds (62.5 percent of the renaining
80 percent after deductions for the safety inprovement and
transportati on enhancenent programs) nust be divided between
each area over 200,000 and the remaining 'areas of the State.
The funds that go to urbanized areas over 200,000 popul ation
must be distributed to individual urbanized areas on the
basis of population, unless the State and rel evant
metropolitan planning organizations jointly request the use
of other factors and the Secretary of Transportation grants
the request. These funds may be used anywhere in the
metropolitan area.

- The remaining 30 percent (37.5 percent of the remaining 80
percent) can be used in any area of the State.

- Areas of 5,000 population or |ess are guaranteed an anount
which is not |ess than 110 percent of the anmpunt of funds
apportioned to a State in FY 1991 for the Federal-Ad
Secondary System

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Environment and Pl anning (HEP-50) and/or the
O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT
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CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CMAQ)

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

320 -- CMAQ

32A -- CMAQ 100%for Safety, Rail-H ghway G ade Crossings
32B -- CMAQ Tenporary Matching Fund Waiver

3AZ -- CMAQ FTA

3TZ -- CMAQ FTA, Tenporary Matching Fund Waiver

OAD -- CMAQ Advance Construction

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: The nornal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
(90% if used on the Interstate Systen). The Federal share may be
increased up to 95% in States with large areas of public |ands.
Certain activities identified in 23 U S.C 120(c), including
traffic control signalization, and comuter carpooling and
vanpool i ng, may be funded at 100% Federal share. Conversely, the
non- Federal share may be increased if the State desires, so as to
reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years
FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnment - statutory fornula set
forth in 23 U.S.C. 104(b)(2). A /2 percent m nimum apportion-
ment is guaranteed to each State.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 149; Sections 1008 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Transportation prograns and projects are eligible
for CMAQ funds only if they meet certain criteria spelled out in
the | STEA (see |STEA references above). In determining project
eligibility under these criteria, priority should be given to

i mpl ementing programs and projects that have documented em ssions
reductions associated with them and are included in an approved
State Inplenmentation Plan (SIP) as a transportation control
measure (TCM. The Environnental Protection Agency (EPA) and the
DOT have agreed that the following nmeet the criteria and may be
funded without project-level air quality analysis and further
consultation with the EPA:
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- Transportation activities in an approved SIP.

- The TCWs included in section 108(b)(l)(A) of the Clean Ar
Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-549) except for the prograns to
reduce nmotor vehicle em ssions caused by extreme cold start
conditions and the program to encourage voluntary renova
from use and the marketplace of pre-1980 |ight duty vehicles
and trucks, both of which are specifically excluded by the
| STEA

Devel opi ng and establishing managenent systens for traffic
congestion, public transportation facilities and equi pment,
and internodal transportation facilities and systens, where
it can be denonstrated they are likely to contribute to the
attainment of a national anmbient air quality standard.

- Capital and operating costs for traffic nonitoring,
managenent, and control facilities and prograns, where it
can be denonstrated they are likely to contribute to the
attainment of a national anmbient air quality standard.
However, CMAQ funds may not replace existing local and State
funds used for operating costs.

- Construction of bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
nonconstruction projects related to safe bicycle use, and
State bicycle/pedestrian coordinator positions, as
established in the |ISTEA, for promoting and facilitating the
i ncreased use of nonnotorized nodes of transportation. This
i ncludes public education, pronotional, and safety prograns
for using such facilities.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Congestion M ti%ation and Air Quality Inprovement Program
(CMAQ was established by the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240). Section
1008 of the 1991 |STEA essentially adds a new section to Title
23, 23 U.S.C. 149. Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes
funds to be appropriated for the program

The CMAQ program directs funds toward transportation projects and
prograns in Cean Air Act nonattainment areas for ozone and
carbon nonoxide. These projects and prograns nust contribute to
attaining a national anmbient air quality standard. |f a State
has none of these nonattainment areas, the funds may be used as
if they were STP funds.

Total funding for the CMAQ Programis $6 billion. Section 1003
of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $858 nillion to be appropriated out
of the Hi ghway Trust Fund for FY 1992 and slightly nore than $1
billion to be appropriated for each of FY's 1993-1997.
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These funds are to be distributed based on each State's share of
t he ﬁopul ation of air quality ozone nonattainment areas weighted
by the severity of the air quality problem An additional
weighting factor is applied if the area is also a nonattainnment
area for carbon nonoxide. A |/2 percent m ninmum apportionnment is
guaranteed to each State.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION.  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-41).
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BRIDGE

Highway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation Program (HBRRP)
Bridge Discretionary Program
Bridges on Indian Reservation Roads

Timber Bridge Research and Demonstration
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HIGHWAY BRIDGE REPLACEMENT AND REHABILITATION
PROGRAM (HBRRP)

STATUS:  CONTI NU NG PROGRAM
APPRCPRI ATI ON  CODES:

114 -- HBRRP- Apportioned, Optional 20% On/Of F-A Hi ghways

117 -- HBRRP- Apportioned, Mandatory 15% O f F-A Hi ghways

118 -- HBRRP- Apportioned, Mandatory 65% On F-A H ghways

11D -- HBRRP- Apportioned, Optional 20% On/OFf F-A H ghways,
Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

11E -- HBRRP-Apportioned, Mandatory 15% O f F-A Hi ghways,
Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

11G -- HBRRP- Apportioned, Mandatory 65% On F-A H ghways,
Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON.  80% normal pro-rata share. The sliding
scale provisions of 23 U . S.C. 120 do not apply to Bridge Program
funds. However, the non-Federal share may be increased if the
State desires so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHCOD:  Apportionnent formula contained in
23 U.S.C. 144(e).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 144. Section 1028 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 650D
ELIGBILITY: HBRRP funds may be used for:

- The total replacenent of a structurally deficient or _
functionally obsolete highway bridge on any public road with
a ne_V\éfaciIity constructed in the same general traffic
corridor.

- The rehabilitation that is required to restore the
structural integrity of a bridge on any public road, as well
as the rehabilitation work necessary to correct nmjor safety
(functional) defects.
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- The replacenent of ferryboat operations in existence on
January 1, 1984, the replacenent of bridges destroyed before
1965, |owwater crossings, and bridges made obsol ete by
Cor ps of Engineers (C@% flood control or channelization
projects and not rebuilt with CCE funds.

Bridge painting, seismic retrofitting, calcium magnesium
acetate applications.

Deficient highway bridges eligible for replacement or
rehabilitation may be over waterways, other topographical
barriers, other highways, or railroads. They nust, however, as
determ ned by the State and the Secretary of Transportation, be
significantly inmportant and unsafe because of structura
deficiencies, physical deterioration, or functional obsolescence.

BACKGROUND:

Section 204 of the 1970 Federal -aid H ghway Act (Public Law
91-605) established a "Special Bridge Replacement Progrant which
was codified 23 U S.C. 144, Projects under this program had to be
on a Federal-aid highway system

Section 124 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) retitled and amended 23 U S C, 144
to provide a "H ghway Bridge Replacenment and Rehabilitation
Program (HBRRP) " that was applicable to bridges both on and of f
the Federal-aid hi ?hvvay system (i.e., on and off-system bridg-

es) . It was stipulated that not less than 15% of the State's
apportionnents for FY's 1979-1982, nor nore than 35% were to be
spent off-system The optional 20% of these funds, the Portion
bet ween 15-35% could be spent either for on-system or off-system
bridge replacenent or rehabilitation.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA,
Public Law 97-424) continued the HBRRP with the same 15-20-65%
spending requirenments and provided authorizations through FY
1986.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) (a) provided
aut hori zations of $1,630,000,000 per fiscal year for each of FY's
1987-1991, (b) continued the 15-20-65% spendi ng requirenents, (c)
allowed States, beginning with the FY 1987 apportionnments, to use
bridge funds to replace ferryboat operations in existence on
|/1/84, to replace bridges destroyed before 1965, for |ow water
Crossi nfgs, and for bridges made obsolete by Corps of Engineers
CCE) flood control or channelization projects and not rebuilt
with CCE funds, (d) permitted States to carry out bridge i nl'prove-
ment projects on noncontroversial off-system bridges eligible for
HBRRP funding and to apply 80 percent of the cost of such pro-
jects expended after 4/2/87 as a credit for the non-Federal share
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of other HBRRP projects carried out by the State, and (e) made
the availability period for apportioned bridge funds the sane as
for primary funds with |apsed funds to be reapportioned to the
other States.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 I STEA, Public Law 102-240) continues the HBRRP. The
formula and requirenents of the program are basically unchanged
from previous years.

Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $16.1 billion to be
appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year period
for the Bridge Program ($2.3 billion for FY 1992 and al nost $2.8
billion for each of FY's 1993-1997).

The 1991 | STEA also contains the follow ng provisions:

Not |less than 15% of a State's apportionnent, nor nore than
35% is to be spent on bridges off of Federal-aid highways
(i.e., bridges on local roads and rural mnor collectors).
The remaining 65% up to a maximum of 85% of the
apportionnent is to be spent for bridges on Federal-aid
hi ghways.

- Title 23 is revised to allow Federal participation in bridge
painting, seismc retroflttln%, cal ci um nagnesi um acetate
appl i cati ons. [ Section 1028(b)]

- The bridge discretionary programis continued at a
substantially |ower funding level, and with a new tinber
bri dge conponent. [ Sections 1028(d) & 1039]

- Up to 40% of a State's HBRRP apportionment (i.e., nandatory
65% and optional 20% funds) may be transferred to the
National H ghway System (NHS) or the Surface Transportation
Program (STP). Transferred anounts are not subject to the
STP set-asides and sub-State distribution requirenents.

[ Section 1028(9)]

New requirenents are established concerning Indian reserva-
tion bridges. Each fiscal year, not less than 1% of the
amount apportioned to each State which has an Indian
reservation within its boundaries nust be transferred to the
Secretary of the Interior. These funds are to be expended
to replace, rehabilitate, paint, or apply calcium magnesium
acetate to deficient highway bridges |ocated on Indian
reservation roads. [Section 1028?f)]

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 33).
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BRIDGE DISCRETIONARY PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM  Set - Aside from HBRRP
Apportionnents.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

119 -- Discretionary, On F-A H ghways

11IM -- Discretionary, On F-A H ghways, Tenporary Matching
Fund Wi ver

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  80% nornmal pro-rata share. The sliding
scale provisions of 23 U.S.C. 120 do not apply to Bridge Program
funds. However, the non-Federal share maz be increased if the
State desires so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocati on
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 144. Section 1028 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 650G

ELIGBILITY: HBRRP funds set aside for the Bridge Discretionary
Program nay be obligated, at the discretion of the Secretary of
Transportation, only for the replacement or rehabilitation of
bri dges which cost nore than $10 million each, or at |east twce
the anmount of HBRRP funds apportioned to.the State in which the
bridge is |ocated. Through regulation, it has been decreed that
discretionary bridge projects nust be on a Federal-aid system
Al'so, under the |STEA provisions, a portion of the discretionary
funds nust be used for the construction of highway tinber bridges
on rural Federal-aid highways (see discussion below).

BACKGROUND:

Section 124 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) provided a "H ghway Bridge _
Repl acenent and Rehabilitation Program (HBRRP)" that was applica-
ble to bridges both on and off the Federal -aid highway system
(i.e., on and off-system bridges). It also required that $200
mllion be withheld fromthe above apportionnent for each of FY's
1979-1982 to be used by the Secretary as a discretionary fund to
replace or rehabilitate bridges which cost nore than $10 nillion
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each, or twice the State's apportionnent. These discretionary
funds were made available for obligation in the sane nmanner and
to the same extent as the apportioned funds, except their use was
discretionary with the Secretary.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424? continued this program with the same spending
requi rements and provided authorizations through FY-1986. It
also provided a formalized process (i.e., a ranking factor
formula) for selecting discretionary bridge projects for funding.
Regul ations in this re%ard were pronul gated and published in 23
CFR 650, Subpart G Through regulation, it was also decreed that
discretionary bridge projects nust be on a Federal-aid system

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) increased the

di scretionary set-aside to $225 mllion for each of FY's 1987-
1991.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) continues the Bridge
Discretionary Program with a new tinmber bridge conponent.

Section 1028(d) of the 1991 |STEA anends 23 U. S.C. 144(g)(l) and
aut horizes $400 nillion to be set aside over a 6-year period from
the HBRRP apportionments for the Discretionary Bridge Program
($57 nmillion for FY 1992, $68 million for each of FY's 1993-1994,
and $69 mllion for each of FY's 1995-1997.

O the above discretionary anounts, Section 1039 of the 1991

| STEA requires that $8 mllion in FY 1992 and $8.5 million in
each of FY's 1993-1997 be nade available for the construction of
hi ghway tinber bridges on rural Federal-aid highways. O these
amounts, $1 million in each of FY's 1992-1997 Is available for
research grants, and for technology and information transfer, and
$7 nmillion is available in FY 1992 and $7.5 nmillion is available
in each of FY's 1993-1997 for construction grants related to

ti nber bridges.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 33).
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BRIDGES ON INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS

STATUS; NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.  Set-Asi de from HBRRP
Apportionments.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 11T

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON:  80% nornmal pro-rata share. [ndian
Reservation Road funds can be used to increase the Federal share
to 100% The sliding scale provisions of 23 U S.C. 120 do not
apply to Bridge Program funds. However, the non-Federal share
may be increased if the State desires so as to reduce the nornal
Federal pro-rata share.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Set-aside from HBRRP funds. Prior to
maki ng aPporti onnents for the HBRRP, not |ess than 1% of the
anount of HBRRP funds to be apportioned to each State which has
an Indian reservation within its boundaries will be transferred
to the Secretary of the Interior to carry out this program

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 144(g). Section 1028(f) of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: HBRRP funds set aside for Bridges on [ndian
Reservation Roads may be obligated for eligible projects to

repl ace, rehabilitate, paint, or apply calcium magnesi um acetate
to highway bridges located on Indian reservation roads.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1028(f) of the Internmpdal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240), contains
new requirements concerning Indian reservation bridges. Prior to
maki ng apportionnents for the H ghvva?/ Bri d%e Repl acenment and
Rehabi |l itation Program (HBRRP), not |less than 1% of the anount
apportioned to each State which has an Indian reservation within
its boundaries must be transferred to the Secretary of the
Interior each fiscal year to expend for eligible projects on

I ndian reservation roads. In addition to bridges under the
jurisdiction of the Departnent of the Interior's Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA), there are also State, local, and other federally
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owned bridges on Indian reservation roads on which the funds nay
be used.

Candi date bridges for which States may want to use a portion of
the one percent funding are to be submitted to the BIA. These
bridges nust neet the HBRRP eligibility criteria set forth in 23
US. C 144. The projects to be funded will be selected by the
Bl A and shoul d represent an equitable distribution of the
transferred funds.

I ndi an Reservation Road funds made avail able under Section 1003
of the 1991 | STEA may be used to increase the Federal share on
eligible bridge projects from 80% to 100%

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 33).
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TIMBER BRIDGE RESEARCH AND DEMONSTRATION

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. Bridge Discretionary Set-
Asi de

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES

1IN -- Tinber Bridge Research Gants

11P -- Tinber Bridge Construction Gants

11Q-- Tinber Bridge Technology and Information Transfer

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTION METHOD:. Al l ocati on.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Section 1039 of the 1991 | STEA
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG@BILITY: Research, technology and information transfer, and
construction (including construction engineering) of tinber
bridges are eligible costs under this funding category.

Prel rmnary engineering and right-of-way costs are not eligible.
Costs for approach roadways (sufficient to render the bridges
servi ceable) and incidental non-bridge items are eligible but
shoul d not exceed 10 percent of the total project cost. cost
overruns and claim settlements nust be funded from other sources.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1039 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency

Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) provides for
Lesgarch, technol ogy transfer, and construction grants for tinber
ri dges.

Section 1039 of the 1991 |ISTEA requires that:

- $8,000,000 in FY 1992 and $8,500,000 in each of FY's 1993-
1997 nust be set aside from the Bridge Discretionary Program
and nade available for the construction of highway tinber
bridges on rural Federal-aid highways.

- O these ampunts, $1,000,000 in each of FY's 1992-1997 is
avail able for research grants, and for technol ogy and
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information transfer, and $7,000,000 and $7,500,000 are
available in FY 1992 and each of FY's 1993-1997,
respectively, for construction grants related to tinber
bri dges.

Applications for the bridge construction grants are to be
submtted to the FHWA, O fice of Engineering (HNG30), and are to
meet the HBRRP eligibility criteria set forth in 23 U S . C 144,
Repl acenent bridges nmust be of structural tinber regardless of
the type of bridge being replaced.

Ti nber designs for bridge projects on the National H ghway System
(NHS) nust meet applicable AASHTO standards for highway bridges.
Non- NHS tinber bridges nay be designed in accordance wth

i ndividual State approved standards.

Al locations to the States will be made as one-time allocations at
a Federal share of 80 percent. Funds nust be obligated within
the fiscal year allocated.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 33).




FEDERAL LANDS

Indian Reservation Roads
Public Lands Highways

Parkways and Park Highways
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INDIAN RESERVATION ROADS

STATUS:  CONTI NU NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:
163 - FY 1983 and Subsequent years.
825 - Prior to FY 1983.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100% for all types of projects.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al location by admnistrative fornula

AUTHORI TY: Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATI ON:  Authorized amounts are subject
to the obligation limtation, but are excluded fromthe State-by-
State distribution of the obligation limtation.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 101, 202-204; Sections 1003,
1030, 1032, & 6004 of the 1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Indian Reservation Roads funds may be used on
eligible IRR roads as discussed below and defined in 23 U S.C
101 for the follow ng purposes:

- Planning, Research, Engineering, and Construction,
- Road sealing (using up to 15% of HTF funds apportioned for

I

- Indian technical RTAP centers,

- Transportation planning for prograns to enhance tourism and
recreational devel opnent,

- Adjacent vehicular parking areas,

- Interpretative signage,

- Acquisition of necessary scenic easenments and scenic or
historic sites,

- Provisions for pedestrians and bicycles,

- Construction and reconstruction of roadside rest areas,
including sanitary and water facilities, and

- Oher appropriate facilities such as visitor centers.

BACKGROUND:
Section 126 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982

(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) established a coordinated Federal
Lands Hi ghways Program (FLHP) consisting of forest highways,
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public | ands hi ghways, parkways and park roads, and Indian
reservation roads. The Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) continued the FLHP with the same four funding categories.
Section 1032 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 I STEA, Public Law 102-240) al so continued the
FLHP, but reduced the funding categories fromfour to three by
incorporating forest highways into public Iands highways.

The FHM's Federal Lands H ghway Office co-adnmnisters the Indian
Reservati on Roads Programwth the Bureau of Indian Affairs

(BIA). The FHWA and the BIA are assigned specific
responsibilities in the construction of Indian reservation roads
and bridges in 23 U.S.C. 204 and 25 U S.C. 318-A. The BlIA road
system about 22,000 miles in length, consists of public Indian
reservation roads and bridges for which Federal -aid highmaY
construction funds authorized by 23 U S.C. 104 are general % not
avail able.  These roads and bridges are Lointlé designated by the
BIA and the FHWA (Division Offices), with the BIA having primry
responsibility for maintenance and inprovement. In addition to
the BIA road system there are about 25,000 mles of State and

| ocal roads that provide access both to and within the
reservations. Indian Reservation Roads funds can be used on
these State and | ocal roads as a supplenent to (but not in lieu
of) regular Federal-aid construction funds.

The 1982 STAA, in addition to making Indian Reservation Roads a
part of the FLHP, changed the funding source from the Cenera
Fund to the Highway Trust Fund. Wth this change, contract
authoritg was established. The 1982 STAA al so authorized

$75, 000,000 for FY 1983 and $100,000,000 for each if FY's 1984-
1986 (Appropriation Code 163). The 1987 STURAA aut hori zed

$80, 000, 000 for each of FY's 1987-1991.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1003 of the 1991 | STEA authorizes about $1.1 billion to
be appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year
period for Indian Reservation Roads ($159 million for FY 1992 and
$191 nillion for each of FY's 1993-1997).

Up to 2 percent of the funds nade avail abl e each fiscal year for

I ndi an Reservation roads must be allocated to Indian tribal
governnents appl ying for tranngrtation pl anni ng_pursuant to the
provisions of the Indian Self-Determ nation and Education Assi s-
tance Act. The Indian tribal government, in cooperation with the
BIA, and, as may be appropriate, with a State, [ocal governnent,
or netropolitan planning organization, nust develop a transporta-
tion inprovement programthat includes all Indian reservation
road projects Broposed for funding. Projects nust be selected by
the Indian tribal governnent fromthe transportation inprovenent
program and are subject to the approval of the BIA and FHWA
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In addition to the IRR funds, not less than 1% of the amount of
HBRRP funds to be apportioned to ‘each State which has an Indian
reservation within its boundaries will be transferred to the
Secretary of the Interior to carry out this program

Funds allocated for Indian reservation roads may be used for the
purpose of funding road projects on roads of tribally controlled
post secondary vocational institutions.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information nay be obtained
from the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-10).
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PUBLIC LANDS HIGHWAYS

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM  Conbi nes the Public Lands and
Forest Hi ghways Categories.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

153 -- Pre-FY 1983 PL Funds

183 -- FY's 1983-1991 PL Funds

18E -- FY 1992 and Subseguent Years, PL Funds

151 -- FY's 1972-1983 (1st Qr.) Apportioned FH Funds
181 -- FY 1 983 Allocated FH Funds.

191 -- FY's 1984-1991 Allocated FH Funds.

19A -- FY 1992 and Subsequent Years, PFH Funds

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON: 100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: Authorized anounts are subject
to the obligation linmtation, but are excluded fromthe State-by-
State distribution of the obligation limtation.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 202, 203, 204. Sections 1032 &
1003 of the 1991 ISTEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 660A, 23 CFR 667

ELIG@BILITY: Public Lands H ghways funds may be used on eligible
Public Lands and Forest H ghways roads as di scussed bel ow and
defined in 23 U.S.C. 101 for the follow ng purposes:

- Planning, Research, Engineering, and Construction,

- Transportation planning for prograns to enhance tourism and
recreational devel oprment,

- Adjacent vehicular parking areas,

- Interpretative signage,

- Acquisition of necessary scenic easenents and scenic or
historic sites,

- Provisions for pedestrians and bicycles,

- Construction and reconstruction of roadside rest areas,
including sanitary and water facilities, and

- Oher appropriate facilities such as visitor centers.
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BACKGROUND:
Federal Lands Hi ahwavs Proaram

Section 126 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) established a coordinated Federa
Lands Hi ghways Program (FLHP) consisting of forest highways,
public lands highways, parkways and park roads, and |ndian
reservation roads. The Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) continued the FLHP with the same four funding categories.
Section 1032 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) also continued the
FLHP, but reduced the funding categories fromfour to three by
incorporating forest highways into public |ands highways.

Public Lands

The FHM's Federal Lands H ghway O fice adm nisters the Public
Lands H ghways program in cooperation with the U S. Forest
Servi ce.

A "public lands highway" as defined in 23 U S.C. 101 pursuant to
the 1991 ISTEA is (a) a forest road or (b) any hi?hmay t hr ough
unappropriated or unreserved public |ands, nontaxable Indian

| ands, or other Federal reservations that are under the
jurisdiction of and naintained by a public authority and open to
public travel.

The Public Lands program was initially established by the Amend-
ment Relative to Construction of Roads through Public Lands and
Federal Reservations of 1930. The Federal -Ard H ghway Act of
1970 chanﬂed the funding source for the program from the Genera
Fund to the H ghway Trust Fund, effective FY 1972.

Public Lands funds are discretionary in nature and are allocated
to the Regions on the basis of need for specific projects which
are proposed by the States and which nust conpete with other
projects on a nationw de basis for funding.

The funding level for public |ands highways was $16 million for
each of FY's 1972-1982. The 1982 STAA increased the annua
authori zation level to $50 million for FY's 1983-1986, but the
1987 STURAA (Public Law 100-17) reduced this anount to $40
mllion for each of FY's 1987-1991. The funding |evel set forth
in the 1991 | STEA for FY's 1992-1997 is shown below in the |STEA
secti on.

A solicitation for candidate projects is generally made each
year. States nust submt proposals to the FHWM for selection
TKplcaIIy, many nore projects are submtted for consideration
than can be selected within budgetary constraints. Project
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sel ections are generally announced each year in Cctober

The receipt of Public Lands funds will reduce the recipient
States' "Hold Harm ess" allocation for the next fiscal year.

Forest Hi ghways

Congress created National Forests in 1891. The 1916 Federal -A d
Road Act provided funds for roads and trails in these Nationa
Forests. The Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1921 initiated the
Forest Hi ghways program  Forest highways are public roads that
are owned by State or |ocal agencies and serve a National Forest
system  They shoul d not be confused with forest devel opnent
roads which are owned by the Forest Service. Forest highways are
designated by FHWM' s Federal Lands H ghway Division Engineers in
consultation with State highway and |ocal agencies and with the
Forest Servi ce.

Section 105(a)(5) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1970 (Public
Law 91-605) changed the original program funding from the Genera
Fund to the H ghway Trust Fund. The last General Fund authoriza-
tion was for FY 1971. The first Trust Fund authorization was for
FY 1972 (Appropriation Code 151).

A 1977 General Accounting Ofice (GAO report directed the FHWA
and the Forest Service to jointly assure that transportation
needs of the National Forest system were adequately considered
when projects were being selected. This resulted Iin an anmendnent
to the Forest Hi ghway definition in the Federal -Aid H ghway Act
of 1978, and also to the issuance of an amended 23 CFR 660A in
1982.

Section 126 of the 1982 STAA (Public Law 97-424) provided for

al locating funds instead of apportioning funds to the States.

The final apportionment was for the first quarter of FY 1983.

The 1982 STAA authorized $50 million for FY 1983 (Appropriation
Code 181), reduced by the amount authorized by the Federal-Aid

H ghway Act of 1982), and $50 million for each of FY's 1984-1986
(Apﬁropriation Code 191). The 1987 STURAA gPuinc Law 100-17)
authorized $55 mllion for forest highways for each of FY's 1987-
1991. The funding level set forth in the 1991 ISTEA for FY's
1992-1997 is shown bel ow.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Rel ative to Public Lands Hi ghways, Section 1032(a) of the 1991
| STEA stipulates in amended 23 U S.C. 202 that:

- 66 percent of the allocated Public Lands H ghways funds
shoul d be used for Forest H ghway routes in accordance wth
the allocation fornmula established in Section 134 of the
1987 STURAA with equal consideration given for funding roads
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providing access to and within the National Forest systens
determ ned by renewable resource and |and use planning and
the inpact of such planning on transportation tacilities,
and

- 34 percent of the allocated Public Lands Hi%hmays funds
shoul d be used for Public Lands routes, with preference
bei ng ?lven to projects which are significantly inmpacted by
Federal |and and resource managenent activities proposed by
States which contain at |east 3 percent of the public |ands
in the Nation (i.e., Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado,
| daho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Uah, and Wo-
m ng) .

Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $1 billion to be
appropriated out of the Highwaz Trust Fund over a 6-year period
for Public Lands Hi ghways, broken down as follows:

Total FH PL
FY 1992 $143 000,000 $ 94,380, 000 $ 48,620, 000
FY 1993 $171, 000, 000 112, 860, 000 58, 140, 000
FY 1994  $171, 000, 000 112, 860, 000 58, 140, 000
FY 1995 $171, 000, 000 112, 860, 000 58, 140, 000
FY 1996 $172, 000, 000 113, 520, 000 58, 480, 000
FY 1997 $172, 000, 000 113, 520, 000 58, 480, 000

Al though the 1991 I STEA conbines Forest H ghways and Public Lands
into one category, it provides for the conbined Public Lands
Hi?hmays category to be adm nistered under coordinated, but
different procedures. The first procedure is to follow the
present Public Lands discretionary process. The second procedure
Is to follow the present Forest H ghways allocation and program
selection process. In both procedures, the State highway agency
is to concur in the planning and selection of projects.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMVATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
from the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-10) and/or the Ofice
of Engineering (HNG 12).
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PARKWAYS AND PARK HIGHWAYS

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:
179 -- Parkways
180 -- Park Roads

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100% for all types of projects.
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.
FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocation based on a prioritized list
of projects devel oped by the National Park Service.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Cont r act

SUBJECT TO OBL| GATI ON LI M TATION:  Aut hori zed anpunts are subject
to the obligation limtation, but are excluded fromthe State-by-
State distribution of the obligation limtation

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 101, 202, 203, and 204.
Sections 1032 & 1003 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law 102-240)

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY:  Parkways and Park H ghways funds may be used on
eligible roads as discussed below and defined in 23 U S.C 101
for the follow ng purposes:

- Planning, Research, Engineering, and Construction,
- Transportation planning for prograns to enhance tourism and
recreational devel opnent,
Adj acent vehicul ar parking areas,
- Interpretative signage,
- Acqui sition of necessary scenic easenents and scenic or
historic sites,
Provi sions for pedestrians and bicycles,
Construction and reconstruction of roadside rest areas,
including sanitary and water facilities, and
- Other appropriate facilities such as visitor centers.

BACKGROUND

Section 126 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) established a coordinated Federa
Lands H ghways Program (FLHP) consisting of forest highways,
public |ands hi ghways, parkways and park roads, and Indian
reservation roads. The Surface Transportation and Uniform
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Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) continued the FLHP with the same four funding categories.
Section 1032 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 I STEA, Public Law 102-240) also continued the
FLHP, but reduced the funding categories from four to three by
incorporating forest highways into public |ands highways.

Park roads are owned by the National Park Service, Parkways are
aut hori zed by Congress. The FHWM's Federal Lands H ghway Ofice
adm ni sters the Parkways and Park H ghways Program in cooperation
with the National Park Service (NPS).

Prior to the 1982 STAA, funds for park roads and parkway projects
were made avail able through appropriations from the Department of
the Interior (DA), and to sone extent the Department of
Transportation (DOT). The 1982 STAA authorized $75, 000,000 for
FY 1983 and $100, 000,000 for each of FY's 1984-1986 for parkways
and park highways. The 1987 STURAA authorized $60, 000,000 for
each of FY's 1987-1991 for parkways and park hi ghways.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1003 of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $486 nmillion to be
appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year period
for parkways and park highways ($69 million for FY 1992, $83
mllion for each of FY's 1993-1995, and $84 mllion for each of
FY's 1996-1997). Additional funding for specific parkways and
park highways projects is sometinmes provided in DOI and DOL
appropriations acts. Also several specific projects received
funding under Sections 1104, 1105, and 1107 of the 1991 | STEA

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON:  Additional information nay be obtai ned
from the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-10).
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PLANNING

Metropolitan Planning
Statewide Planning

Management Systems
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METROPOLITAN PLANNING

STATUS: CONTI NUI NG USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. 1% set-aside from
certain funds authorized for Title 23 projects. In addition,
112 % of the funds apportioned to a State for M ninum All ocation
(MA) projects, as well as regular National H ghway System (NHS)
and Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds may be used for
Metropolitan Planning (PL) activities if desired.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

082 -- PL-FY 1991 & Prior Years

085 -- PL-EI%, FY 1992 & Subsequent Years

08C -- PL-(19% Participation, Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver
34E -- PL-Mnimum Allocation Funds for Metropolitan Planning

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  80% unless the Secretary determ nes that
the interests of the Federal-aid highway program would be best
served by decreasing or elimnating the non-Federal share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCOD.  Apportionnment - Based on a ratio of
ur bani zed population in individual States to the total nationw de

urbani zed area population. The mninum apportionnent per State
is |/2% of the total nationw de apportionment. [See 23 U S. C

104(f) (2) ]
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103(i)(
134, and 157(c). Section 1024 of the 1

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 420 and 450

5), 104(f), 133(b)(7),
991 | STEA.

ELIGBILITY. PL funds nay be used to support activities
undertaken by the netropolitan planning organizations (MPO to
devel op long-range transportation plans and transportation

i mprovenent prograns for netropolitan areas as set forth in
Section 1024 of the 1991 |STEA (codified 23 U S. C. 134). These
activities mght include conducting inventories of existing
routes to determne their physical condition and capacity,
determning the types and volumes of vehicles using these routes,
predicting the level and |ocation of future popul ation

enmpl oyment, and econonmic growth, and converting this information
into the need to inprove existing or build new routes to neet
future traffic demands.
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BACKGROUND:

Section 9 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1962 (Public Law
87-866) added requirements for PL as a part of the planning
program This was codified as 23 U S.C. 134. One-half percent
(1/2% of funds authorized for the Interstate, Prinary,

Secondary, and Urban systens were set aside for PL activities by
section 112 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87) and codified as 23 U S.C. 104(f)(l). The optional use of
| /2% of MA funds for PL was added by section 124 of the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987
(1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17).

Aut hori zed funds were to be apportioned to the States in accor-

dance with the statutory fornula described in 23 U S. C

104(f)(2). Each State was then required to allocate these funds
to MPGs I n accordance with a fornula devel oped by the State and

approved by the FHWA

The Federal -aid Highma% Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280) all owed
the States receiving the mnimum apportionnment of PL funds to use
these funds to finance transportation Planning activities outside
t he urbani zed areas subject to approval of the Secretary if the
funds were in excess of that needed for urbanized areas.

The Federal share for the PL funds was administratively linked to
the ratio for the H ghway Planning & Research Program (HPR).

When the HPR ratio was increased to 85% begi nning in FY 1983 per
section 156 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424), the PL ratio was al so increased
to 85% Prior to FY 1983, the PL ratio was generally 80% The
1982 STAA also provided (codified as 23 U S.C 120(jg) that the
sliding scale rates were applicable to HPR, therefore, it was
adm nistratively determned that the sliding scale rates al so
applied to PL funds.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1024 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) continues the
funding for metropolitan planning and enhances the role of |oca
governments. The follow ng provisions are also included in the
1991 | STEA:

- The MPO is responsible for devel oping, in cooperation with
the State and affected transit operators, a |ong-range
transportation plan and a transportation inprovenment program
(TIP) for the area. The TIP nmust be prioritized, fiscally
constrained, and consistent with the transportation plan
and must include all projects in the netropolitan area that
are proposed for funding with either Title 23 or Federal
Transit Act nonies.
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- The planning process nmust now include additional consider-
ations such as |and use, internodal connectivity, nmethods to
enhance transit service, and needs identified through the
management systemns.

Projects in areas over 200,000 popul ation, which nust be
designated as Transportation Managenment Areas (TMA), are to
be selected by the MPO in consultation with the State,
except that projects on the NHS, or pursuant to the Bridge
and Interstate Miintenance prograns are to be selected by
the State in cooperation with the MPO.  |n other areas,
|[\)/Ira(c;jects are selected by the State in cooperation with the

Metropolitan planning is funded by 1 percent of the funds
aut horized for certain progranms under Title 23. |In addition
tothis set-aside, 1/2 %of the funds apportioned to a State
for MA projects and regular NHS and STP funds may be used
for metropolitan planning.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-20).
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STATEWIDE PLANNING

STATUS. NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. There is no separate

aut hori zation for Statew de Planning; however, National H ghway
System (NHS), Surface Transportation Program (STP), and State
Pl anni ng and Research (SPR) funds may be used for Statew de

Pl anni ng purposes if desired.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE:  None designated

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  Same as source funds .
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

CFR REFERENCE:  None

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103(i)(5), 133(b)(7), 135, and
307(c)(l). Section 1025 of the 1991 | STEA

ELIGBILITY: NHS, STP, and SPR funds may be used to support
activities undertaken by the States to devel op transportation

pl ans and prograns for all areas of the State as set forth in
Section 1025 of the 1991 | STEA (codified as 23 U S. C. 135).

These activities mght include conducting inventories of existing
routes to determne their physical condition and capacity,
determning the types and volunes of vehicles using these routes,
predicting the level and |ocation of future popul ation

enpl oynent, and econom c growth, and converting this information
into the need to inprove existing or build new routes to neet
future traffic demands.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:
Section 1025 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) which is codified as
23 U . S.C. 135, requires:

- A Statew de planning process.

- A Statewi de transportation plan.

- A Statewi de transportati on program
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The Statewi de Transportation |nprovenment Program (TIP) nust

include all projects in the State proposed for funding with Title
23 or Federal Transit Act funds, and nust be consistent with the
| ong-range plan. The States' funds that are earmarked for State
pl anning and research under 23 U S. C 307(0)(I_%, whi ch anmount to
2 percent of the major program funds, are available to carry out
the Statew de planning requirements, with sonme conditions.

Statewi de planning is also an eligible activity under the NHS and

STP prograns.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-10).
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MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. NHS, STP, CMAQ HBRRP, and
SPR funds may be used for the devel opnent, establishnent, and
i mpl ement ati on of nmanagenment systens for pavenents, bridges,
hi ghway safety, traffic congestion, public transportation
facilities and equipment, and internpdal transportation
facilities and systens.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE:  Sane as source funds.
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  Same as source funds.
PERI CD AVAILABLE: NA

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Sections 1024 and 1034 and 6001(c)(l)(c) of
the 1991 | STEA.

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELI G BILITY: National H ghway System (NHS), Surface
Transportation Pr ogran&vl&STP), Congestion Mtigation and Air

Qual ity [nprovenent ( Q, apportioned Bridge (HBRRP), and
Statew de Planning and Research (SPR) funds nay be used for the
devel opnment, establishnent, and inplenentation of nanagement
systems for pavements, bridges, hi?hvvaY safety, traffic
congestion, public transportation tacilities and equi pment, and
internmodal transportation facilities and systens.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 I STEA, Public Law 102-240) requires the States to devel op,
establish, and inplenent six managenent systens for:

- Hi ghway pavenent of Federal -aid hi ghways.
Bridges on and off Federal -aid highways.

- Hi ghway safety.

- Traffic congestion.
Public transportation facilities and equi pment.
Inter-nodal transportation facilities and systens.

These nmanagenment systens can be financed with funds apportioned

under 23 U.S.C. 104(b)(1), (b)(2), (b)(3) and/or with 2% SPR
funds. In addition, bridge nmanagement systens can be financed

69



with funds apportioned under 23 U S.C 144,

In netropolitan areas, the managenent systems nust be devel oped
and inplemented in cooperation with MPGs, and in TMAs the traffic
congestion managenment system nust be devel oped through the
transportation planning process. |In TMAs that include non-
attainment areas for ozone and carbon nonoxide, highway projects
which significantly increase capacity for single-occupant
vehicles nust be part of an approved congestion nanagenent
system

States nust be inplementing the nanagenent systems in FY 1995 or
10% of the funds apportioned under Title 23 and under the Federal
Transit Act may be w thheld beginning in FY 1996.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-20).
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RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TECHNOLOGY

Intelligent Vehicle Highway Systems (IVHS)
State Planning and Research (SPR)
Research and Technology Program

Applied Research and Technology Program

Seismic Research Program
Strategic Highway Research Program (SHRP)

International Highway Transportation Outreach Program
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INTELLIGENT VEHICLE-HIGHWAY SYSTEMS (IVHS)

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM
APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

323 -- IVHS, Corridors Program Priority Uban Corridors
324 -- IVHS, Corridors Program Qher Corridors and Areas
325 -- |VHS, OQther Activities, Innovative, H gh Risk

326 -- IVHS, Other Activities

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON:  80%
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al locations for Contracts and
Cooperative Agreenents.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Sections 6051-6059 of the 1991 | STEA
(Publ'ic Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELI G BILITY:
Appropriated IVHS funds may be used for:

- The I'VHS Corridors Program This involves the application
of IVHS systems in designated transportation corridors (at
| east 50% of the funds nust be spent in 3 to 10 priority
urban corridors).

- G her IVHS Activities. This involves activities other
than the I'VHS Corridors Program At |east 5% of these
funds nmust be spent for innovative, high risk
operational or analytical tests.

| VHS funds may be used for (a) the pronotion of conpatible
standards and protocols to pronote w despread use of |VHS

t echnol ogi es, ﬂb) the establishnent of evaluation guidelines for
| VHS operational tests, (c) the establishment of an information
cl earinghouse, (d) the devel opment of a conpletely autonated

hi ghway and vehicle system which will serve as the prototype for
future fully automated |VHS systens, (e) the establishnent of an
IVHS Corridors Programto provide for operational tests under
"real -world" conditions, (f) the authority to use advisory
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committees for carrying out the IVHS program and (g) the
availability of grants to State and | ocal governnents for
?bﬁgy|ng the feasibility for devel opment and inplenmentation of

Mre specifically, eligible IVHS activities include the

devel opnent or application of electronics, comunications, or
information processing (including advanced traffic managenent
systens, commercial vehicle operations, advanced traveler
information systens, commercial and advanced vehicle control
systems, advanced public transportation systens, satellite
vehicle tracking systems, and advanced vehicle conmmunications
systens) used singly or in conbination to inmprove the efficiency
and safety of surface transportation systens.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6051 of the Internpdal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) cites Title VI, Part
B, the "Intelligent Vehicle-H ghway Systems Act of 1991." This
Act establishes the IVHS Program  About $660 nillion have been
authorized for the I'VHS Programfor FY's 1992-1997. In addition
annual DOT appropriations acts have provided funds for specific
aspects of the |VHS Program

The purpose of the |VHS Programis to research, devel op, and
operationally test intelligent vehicle-highway systens and
promote inplenentation of such systems as a conmponent of the
Nation's surface transportation systens.

Section 6058(a) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $71 nillion for FY
1992 and $86 nmillion for each of FY's 1993-1997 to be appropriat-
ed out of the Hi ghway Trust Fund for the IVHS Corridors Program
At |east 50% of these funds nust be spent for the application of

| VHS systens in 3 to 10 priority urban corridors. The remaining
bal ance may be spent for the application of |VHS systens in other
corridors and areas. Any of these ampunts that are not allocated
for the I'VHS Corridors Programin FY's 1992-1993 can be used for
carrying out other IVHS activities included in the |IVHS Act.

Section 6058(b) of the 1991 |STEA also authorizes $23 nmillion in
FY 1992 and $27 million in each of FY's 1993-1997 to be appropri-
ated out of the H ghway Trust Fund for other IVHS activities in
the IVHS Act (i.e., activities other than the IVHS Corridors
Programj. At least 5% of these funds nust be spent for innovati-
ve, high risk operational or analytical tests.

The above funds are available for obligation in the sanme manner
as if they were apportioned under Chapter 1 of Title 23.
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A strategic plan setting forth the goals, mlestones, and
obj ectives of the IVHS program and a report on non-techni cal

constraints nust both be submtted to Congress no later than
Decenber 17, 1992.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information about the |VHS

Program nmay be obtained fromthe Ofice of Traffic Operations and
Intelligent Vehicle-H ghway Systenms (HTV-1).
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STATE PLANNING AND RESEARCH (SPR)

STATUS: CONTINU NG USE OF H GAMAY FUNDS. The State Pl anni ng and
Research Program (SPR) replaces the Hi ghway Pl anni ng and ReSearch
(HPR) Program  Funds for SPR projects are derived froma 2%
share of funds apportioned for National H ghway System (NHS),
Surface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mtigation and
Alr Quality Inprovement (CMAQ, Interstate Construction (1C),
Interstate Miintenance (IM, Interstate Substitution (IX), and

H ghway Bridge Replacenent and Rehabilitation (HBRRP) projects.
In addition, 1 1/2 %of the funds apportioned to a State for

M ninmum Al location (MA) projects, as well as regular NHS and STP
funds, may be used tfor SPR activities.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCODES:

080 -- HPR, FY 1991 & Prior Years

081 -- SPR 2%, FY 1992 & Subsequent Years

086 -- SPR Mandatory 25% for Research, Devel opnent, and
Technol ogy Transfer Activities

31F -- SPR, Territories NHS

34F -- SPR, M ninmm Al location Funds

08A -- SPR, 2% TMFW

O8E -- SPR Mandatory 25% for Research, Devel opnent, and
Technol ogy Transfer, TMW

OAP -- SPR, Mandatory 25% for Research, Devel opnent, and
Technol ogy Transfer, Advance Construction

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: . 80% unless the Secretary determ nes that
the interests of the Federal-aid highway program would be best
served by decreasing or elimnating the non-Federal share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Same as NHS funds, FY + 3 years

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A - Earmarked from certain funds
apportioned to each State.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 103 i%AG), 133(b)(7), 157(c) and
307(c). Section 6001 of the 1991 |STEA

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 420
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ELIG BILITY:
SPR funds may be used for
Engi neering and econom ¢ surveys and investigations.

- The planning of future highway prograns and |ocal public
transportation systenms, including statew de planning.

Devel opnent and inplenentation of nanagenent systens.

Studi es of the econony, safety, and convenience of highway
uiagefand the desirable regulation and equitable taxation
t hereof .

Research, devel opnment, and technology transfer activities
necessary in connection with the planning, design, construc-
tion, and maintenance of highway, public transportation, and
i nternmodal transportation systens.

Study, research, and training on engineering standards and
construction materials for the above systens, including
eval uation and accreditation of inspection and testing and
the regulation and taxation of their use.

BACKGROUND:

The Hayden-Cartwight Act of 1934 marked the beginning of the use
of 1 1/2% of apportioned Federal -aid funds for surveys, planning,
and engineering investigations for future hi?hmay | nprovenents.
This subsequently was broadened to a w der planning and research
program Prior to passage of the 1991 |ISTEA, HPR funds were
derived froma 1 |/2% share of the sums apportioned for I, 1S,
Primary, Secondary, Interstate 4R Urban, and HBRRP projects.
These funds were reserved for planning and research and were

adm nistered as a single fund;, therefore, they lost their
|dent|ty with the source funds. An optional 1 I/2% was al so
avail able from the MA apportionnments

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-866) changed
the use of the 1 /2% anount from optional to exclusive. In
addition to this change, an additional |/2% was added to the
program (PR funds) to be used on an optional basis at the
request of a State. The Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public
Law 93-87) added funding of an additional 1/2% for Metropolitan
Pl anni ng (PL).

Prior to FY 1983 the maxi mum percentage for Federal participation
was conmputed by FHWA Headquarters in accordance with clauses (A)
and (B) of 23 U S.C. 120(a) and was based on the relative amounts
of Interstate and non-Interstate apportioned funds for the year
Beginning in FY 1983, a standard Federal share of 85% was estab-
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lished for the HPR program by section 156 of the Surface Trans-
portation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424).
The 1982 STAA also provided, as codified 23 U S C 120(j), that
the sliding scale rates for States with large areas of public

| ands were applicable to HPR

Section 124 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) added to
t he funding sources by anending 23 U S.C. 157(c) and permtting
the States to use 1 |/2% of their MA funds for HPR activities.

Al so, State highway agencies (SHAs) were allowed to contribute up
to 5 1/2% (4 1/2% prior to FY 1989) of their annual HPR
apportionnent for research under the National Cooperative H ghway
Research Program (NCHRP).

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6001 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) anends 23 U S.C
307(c) and continues the H ghway Planning and Research (HPR)
Erogram but renanes it the State Planning & Research (SPR)
rogram

Beginning in FY 1992, SPR funds will be derived froma 2% share

of the sunms apportioned to the States for the IC, IS, |IM HBRRP,

NHS, STP, and CMAQ programs. In addition, 1 1/2 %of the funds

apportioned to a State for MA projects may still be used for SPR
activities. Aso, regular NHS and STP funds may be used for SPR
activities.

At | east 25% of the SPR funds apportioned annually nust be used
for the research, devel opment, and technology transfer activities
descri bed above, unless the State certifies that total
expenditures for transportation planning will exceed 75% of the
amount of such funds and the FHWA concurs.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environnent and Planning (HEP-10) and/or the
O‘)flce of Research and Devel opment Operations and Support (HRD-
10) .
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RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM  Funds to carry out this program are
to be taken out of administrative funds deducted pursuant to 23
U S.C. 104(a) and from such funds as may be deP03|ted by any
cooperating organization or person in a special Treasury account
established for such purposes.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:  Unknown.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: 50% except that if there is a substan-
tial public interest or benefit, the Secretary may approve a
hi gher Federal share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended.

FUND: Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocati on
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON: N A

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 104(a), 307(a-b). Section 6001
of the 1991 | STEA.

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIG BILITY:
Research and Technol ogy Application funds may be used for:

- Studi es of econom c hi ghway geonetrics, structures, and
desirabl e weight and size standards for vehicles using the
public highways and of the feasibility of uniformty In
State regulations with regard to such standards, and al so
studies to identify and neasure factors related to econonmic
social, environmental, and other inpacts of highway
proj ects.

- A programto inplenent results of the strategic highway
research program (SHRP) carried out under the provisions of
23 U S.C. 307/(d) and to continue the long-term pavenent
performance tests being carried out under the SHRP program

- A coordinated | ong-term program of research for the
devel opment, use, and dissem nation of perfornmance
indicators to neasure the performance of the surface
transportation systemin the United States.
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Necessary systens research in order to develop a concept for
a lightweight, pneumatic tire multiple-unit, battery-powered
Fystem in conjunction with recharging stations at strategic

ocat i ons.

- A programto strengthen and expand surface transportation
Infrastructure research and devel opnent.

Mre details may be found in 23 U.S. C. 307(b).
BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6001 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) anmends 23 U S.C
307(a) & (b) and establishes a H ghway Research and Technol ogy
Program

For the purposes of encouraging innovative solutions to hi ghway
probl ens and stinulating the marketing of new technol ogy by
private industry, the Secretary is authorized to undertake, on a
cost-shared basis, collaborative research and devel opment wth
non- Federal entities, including State and |ocal governnments,
foreign governnents, colleges and universities, corporations,
institutions, partnerships, sole proprietorships, and trade
associ ations.

Funds to carry out the Research and Technol ogy Program are to be
taken out of adm nistrative funds deducted pursuant to 23 U S.C
104(a) and from such funds as may be deposited by any cooperating
organi zation or person in a special Treasury account established
for such purposes. Not less than 15% of the funds nust be
expended on |ong-term research projects which are unlikely to be
conpleted within 10 years. At least $12 million in FY 1992, $16
mllion in FY 1993, and $20 million in each of FY's 1994-1997 of
t he anounts deducted under 23 U S.C. 104(a) for the Research and
Technol ogy Program nust be used for the SHRP purposes set forth
in 23 U S C 307(b)(2).

The Federal share for activities carried out under a cooperative
research and devel opment agreenent cannot exceed 50% of the tota
cost, unless there i1s a substantial public interest or benefit,
In which case the Secretary nmay approve a higher Federal share.
Al'l costs directly incurred by non-Federal partners, including
personnel, travel, and hardware devel opnent costs, are to be
treated as part of the non-Federal share of the cost.

As part of the Research and Technolog¥ Program a programis to
be established to inplenent results of the strategic highway
research program (SHRP) carried out under the provisions of 23

U S. C 307(d? and to continue the |ong-term pavenent perfornance
tests being carried out under the SHRP program
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Research and Devel opnent Qperations and
Support (HRD-10).

.....
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APPLIED RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM  Funds to carry out this program are
to be taken from admnistrative and research funds deducted under
23 U.S.C. 104(a) and from funds made available under Section
26(a)(l) of the Federal Transit Act.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 373

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  80%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Gants

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

CFR REFERENCE: None

lS'SI'_IAEAUTO?Y REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 307(e). Section 6005 of the 1991

ELIG BILITY:

Technol ogi es which may be tested under the Applied Research and
Technol ogy Program include, but are not limted to:

- Accel erated construction materials and procedures.
- Environmental 'y beneficial materials and procedures.

- Materials and techni ques which provide enhanced
serviceability and Iongew ty under adverse climtic,
environmental ;, and | oad effects.

- Technol ogi es which increase the efficiency and productivity
of vehicular travel.

- Technol ogi es and techni ques which enhance the safety and
accessibility of vehicular transportation systens.

- Other activities for accelerating the testing, evaluation,
and inplenmentation of technologies which are designed to
inprove the durability, efficiency, environmental inpact,
productivity, and saféty of highway, transit, and internodal
transportation systens.
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BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6005 of the Internndal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) establishes the
Applied Research and Technolog% Program by_rede3|gnat|n8 exi sting
subsection (e) of 23 U S.C 307 as subsection (g), and by then
adding a new subsection (e).

The Secretary nust expend from admnistrative and research funds
deducted under 23 U.S.C. 104(a), and from funds made available
under Section 26(a)(l) of the Federal Transit Act, $240 mllion
over a 6-year period, broken down as foll ows:

$35 mllion for FY 1992
$41 mllion for each of FY's 1993-1997

Of these anmounts, each fiscal year, at least $4 mllion nust be
spent for projects related to heated bridge technol ogies: at

| east $2.5 million must be spent for projects related to thin
bonded overlay and surface lamnation of pavenments; and at |east
$2 mllion must be spent for projects related to all weather
pavement markings.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Research and Devel opnent Operations and
Support (HRD- 10).
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SEISMIC RESEARCH PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM  Funds to carry out this program are
to be taken fromadmnistrative and research funds deducted under
23 U.S.C. 104(a).

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 374

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  80%

PERIOD AVAILABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Grants

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION. NA
CFR REFERENCE: None

FE¢EETORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 307(f). Section 6005 of the 1991

ELIGBILITY: Funds to carry out the Seismc Research Program are
to be taken fromadmnistrative and research funds deducted under
23 U.S.C 104(a? and na% be used to study the vulnerability of

hi ghways, tunnels, and bridges to earthquakes and to devel op and

|nPIenen1_cost-effect|ve methods of retrofitting to prevent such

vul nerability,.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6005 of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) establishes the

Sei sm c Research Program by_rede3|gnat|n% exi sting subsection (f)
of 23 U S.C. 307 as subsection (h), and by then adding a new
subsection (f).

The Secretary nust expend no nore for this program than $2
mllion for ‘each of FY's 1992-1997. Funds are to be taken from
research funds deducted under 23 U S.C. 104(a).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information nmay be obt ai ned

fromthe Ofice of Research and Devel opnent Operations and
Support (HRD- 10).
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STRATEGIC HIGHWAY RESEARCH PROGRAM (SHRP)

STATUS: CONTI NUING PROGRAM  Funds to carry out the Strategic
H ghway Research Program (SHRP) are to be taken from
adm nistrative funds deducted pursuant to 23 U S.C. 104(a).

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE:
182 -- SHRP Activities, FY's 1987-1991.
372 -- SHRP Inplenentation, FY's 1992-1997.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  100% for FY's 1987-1991; 50% for FY's
1992-1997, except that if there is a substantial public interest
or benefit, the Secretary may approve a higher Federal share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years prior to the 1991 ISTEA.  Until
Expended for FY 1992-1997.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  See comments
TYPE (F AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLIGATION LIMTATION: Yes, authorized anounts are
subject to the ceili ng but are excluded fromthe State-by-State
distribution of the obligation limtation.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 307(d).
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG@BILITY:  SHRP funds forovi ded under 23 U S.C. 307(b)(2) may
be used to inplement results of the strategic highway research
pro?ram carried out under the provisions of 23 US. C 307&d),
Including results relating to automatic intrusion alarns for
street and highway construction work zones, and to continue the
Iong-term pavement performance tests being carried out under the
SHRP program

BACKGROUND:

SHRP was created by Section 128 of the Surface Transportation and
Uni form Rel ocation” Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public
Law 100-17) and codified as 23 U.S.C. 307(d). It provided for
the FHWA, in _consultation with the American Association of State
H ghway and Transportation O ficials (AASHTQ, to carry out
research, devel opnent, and technology transfer activities
determned to be strategically inportant to the national highway
transportation system ~GantsS were to be nade to, and _
cooperative agreenments entered into with, AASHTO and the National
Acadeny of Sciences to carry out the program
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Funding was provided in FY's 1987-1991 bE setting aside |/4 of 1
ercent of the funds authorized for the Federal -aid systens, for

I ghway assi stance programs under 23 U.S.C, 103ie)(4), for_brldge
repl acement and rehabilitation under 23 U.S.C. 144, for elimna-
tion of hazards under 23 U . S.C. 152, and for the elimnation of
hazards at railroad-highway crossings under 23 U S.C 130.

January 1, 1988, to the Conmttee on Environment and Public
of the Senate and the Commttee of Public Wrks and Transporta-
tion of the House of Representatives.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The FHWA was required to transmt an annual report, beginningw )
rks

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) continues the Strategic H ghway
esearch Programin the follow ng manner

- No additional funds are provided for SHRP under 23 U S.C

307(d), . but the other Title 23 provisions related to SHRP
renmaln 1 ntact.

- Section 6001 of the 1991 | STEA anends 23 U.S.C. 307 and

establishes a new Research and Technol ogy Program which in
23 U.S.C. 307(b)(2) requires a program to:

o Inplement results of the strategic highway research

E{ogram gSHRP) carried out under the provisions of 23
.S, C. 307(d), and

0 Continue the long-term pavement perfornmance tests being
carried out under the SHRP program

At least $12 mllion in FY 1992, $16 mllion in FY 1993, and $20
mllion in each of FY's 1994-1997 of the anmpunts deducted under
23 U S.C 104&&& for the Research and Technol ogy Progranl must be
used for the P purposes set forth in 23 U S'C. 307(b)(2).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION.  Addi tional information nmay be obt ained

fromthe Ofice of Research and Devel opnent Operations and
Support (HRD- 10).
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INTERNATIONAL HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION
OUTREACH PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATION CODE: N A

FEDERAL PARTICIPATION. NA

PERICD AVAILABLE:. NA

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A
AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLIGATION LIMTATION. NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 6003 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law

102- 240)..

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Broadly stated, the 1991 | STEA give the FHWA the authority to:
- I mport Technol ogy. The FHWA will provide the U.S. highway

community with i'nformation on foreign innovations that could

significantly inprove highway transportation in the United
States. This wll be acconplished through activities
designed to assess, evaluate, and market foreign

i nnovati ons.

- Export Technology. The FHW will undertake activities to
pronmote U S. highway goods and services overseas by
Informng other countries of US. technical quality. This

may be acconplished through traditional technical "assistance

rograms, foreign denonstration projects, interaction
etween FI-1WA technical professional's and their foreign
counterparts, and through training courses offered to
hi ghway professionals from overseas.

- Cooperate with the Private Sector. The FHW will offer
those technical services which cannot be readily obtained
fromthe US private sector to be incorporated into the
proposals of U'S. firms undertaking foreign highway
transportation projects. Such projects wll be undertaken
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only when the costs for participation are recovered under
the terms of the agreement. The FHWA will also perform
studies to assess the need for or feasibility of highway
transportation inprovenents in countries that are not

menmbers of the Organization for Cooperation and Devel opnent.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of International Programs (HPI-10).

87



HIGHWAY AND RAILROAD SAFETY

FHWA Highway Safety Program (402 Program)
FHWA Highway Safety Research and Development (403 Program)
Safety Belts and Motorcycle Helmets
Railroad-Highway Crossings Demonstration Program (19 Cities)

Railway-Highway Crossing Hazard Elimination in
High Speed Rail Corridors (STP Set-Aside)

Operation Lifesaver

89



FHWA HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAM (402 PROGRAM)

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROCGRAM
APPROPRI ATION CCDE: None

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION. 80% The Federal share may be increased
up to 95% in States with large areas of public |ands.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Statutory formula in 23 U S.C. 402(c).
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

FUBJF%I TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes, but a separate obligation
imtation

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 402; Sections 2002 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 1204 & 1205.

ELIGBILITY: 402 Safety Program funds may be used by the FHWA
for nonconstruction activities which serve as the "building

bl ocks” to support the identification of problens and the _
sel ection and inplementation of safety construction and traffic
operational inprovenents. Typical activities include, but are
not limted to, the follow ng:

- Collecting and anal yzi ng dat a.

- Conducting engineering studies and anal yses.

- Devel opi ng technical guides and naterials for State and
| ocal highway agencies. . _ _

- P?rcpa3|ng equi pment for inventorying, nonitoring, and

esting.
- Providi%g techni cal hi ghway safety training.
- Devel opi ng hi ghway safety construction prograns.

BACKGROUND: _ _

The Hi ghway Safety Program which is usually referred to as the
"402 Safety Program" was created bY_Sectlon 101 of the Hi ghway
Safety Act” of 1966 (Title Il of Public Law 89-564) and was
codified as 23 U.S.C. 402. It is jointly admnistered by the
Feder al nghway Adm nistration (FHWA) and the National H ghwa
Traffic Safety Admnistration (NHTSA). The FHWA is responsible
for guidelines and programs relating to the highway. The NHTSA
I's responsible for guidelines and prograns relating to the driver
and the vehicle.
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In|t|all% there were 18 safety program standards. The FHM was
responsible for 3 [/2 of these standards, which included identi-
fication and surveillance of accident |ocations; highway design
construction and maintenance; traffic engineering services: and
pedestrian safety (shared with NHTSA). ese standards are now
considered to be guidelines, but have been retained in 23 CFR
1204 and nmay be used by States to devel op conprehensive hi ghway
safety programs. In 1982, National Priority Program Areas were
determ ned by public rulemaking in an effort to set forth the
nost effective uses for the 402 funds. These National Priority
Program Areas are contained in 23 CFR 1205. The FHWA Priority
Program Area i s "Roadway Safety."

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) authorized $10 mllion
for each of FY's 1987-1991 for the FHWA to carry out the provi-

sions of 23 U S. C 402

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 2002 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the 402
Safety Program

Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $117 nmillion to be
appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year period
for carry]nP.out Section 402 by the FHMA ($17 million for FY 1992
and $20 m|lion for each of FY's 1993-1997

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-20).
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FHWA HIGHWAY SAFETY RESEARCH AND DMLOPMENT
(403 PROGRAM)

STATUS: CONTI NUING PROGRAM  Even though authorized, funds have
not been appropriated by Congress in recent years for the 403
Program eds have been incorporated into FHM's research and
devel opnent budget.

APPROPRI ATION CCDE:  None

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION.  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Funds are used by the FHWA or in
cooperation with other Federal departnents or agencies, institu-
tions, and individuals through grants and contracts.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget
SUBJECT TO OBLIGATION LIMTATION. NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 403; Sections 2003 & 1003 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: 23 U S C 403, as anended, authorizes the Secretary
to use funds appropriated for the programto carry out safety
research authorized by 23 U.S.C. 307(a). This may be done

I ndependently or in cooperation with other Federal departments or
agencies, institutions, and individuals through grants and
pogtragtﬂ with public and private agencies, institutions, and

i ndi vi dual s.

BACKGROUND:

The H ghway Safety Research and Devel opment ?ro ram was created
by Section 101 of the H ghway Safety Act of 1966 (Title Il of
Public Law 89-564) and was codified as 23 U S.C. 403. It is
jointly admnistered by FHWA and NHTSA

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) authorized $10 mllion
er fiscal year for each of FY's 1987-1991 for carrying out 23

. S.C. 307(a) and 403 by the FHWA

Even though authorized, funds have not been appropriated by
Congress in recent years for the 403 Program Needs have

92



Bogev$n been incorporated into FHM' s research and devel opnent
udget .

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 2003 of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency

Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the FHWA

P!grwa Saf ety Research and Devel opnent prograns with no essen-
ial changes.

Section 1003 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $60 mllion to be
appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year period

for carrglng out Section 403 by the FHWA ($10 mllion for each of
FY's 1992-1997).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Addi tional information nay be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Safety and Traffic COperations Résearch and
Devel opnment (HSR-1) and/or the O fice of H ghway Safety (HHS-10).
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SAFETY BELTS AND MOTORCYCLE HELMETS

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 335

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON.

75% -- First Year

50% -- Second Year

25% -- Third Year

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: G ants
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION:  Yes, but only in FY 1992,

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 153. Section 1031 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Gants nay be nade to States to adopt and inplement

traffic safety prograns for the follow ng purposes:

- To educate the public about motorcycle and passenger vehicle

safety and notorcycle helnet, safety belt, and child

restraint system use and to involve public health education

agencies and other related agencies in these efforts.

- To train law enforcement officers in the enforcenent of
State laws related to the use of notorcycle helnets and
safety belts.

- To nmonitor the rate of conpliance with State laws related to

t hese | aws.
- To enforce these State | aws.
BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991

(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) permts the Secretary to provide
rants to States that enact notorcycle helnmet and safety belt use

aws.
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A grant nade to a State nmust be used to adopt and inplement a

traffic safety pro?(am to carry out the follow ng purposes: (a)
to educate the public about notorcycle hel net, safety belt, and
child restraint systemuse, (b) to train [aw enforcenent offi-

cers in the enforcement of State laws pertaining to safety belts
and notorcycle helmets, (c) to nonitor the rate of conpliance
with these laws, and (d) to enforce these |aws.

A State may not receive a grant for nore than 3 fiscal years.
The Federal share payable cannot exceed 75% in the first fisca
year, 50% in the second fiscal year, and 25% in the third fisca
year, of the cost of inplenenting this program The aggregate
anount of grants made to a State cannot exceed 90% of the anount
apportioned to such State for FY 1990 under 23 U.S.C 402.

States that do not enact motorcycle helnmet and safety belt |aws
by FY 1994 wi || have penalties applied to their NHS, ~ STP, and
Q funds. These penalties are set forth in 23 U S C 153(h).

Section 1031(a)£!) of the 1991 |STEA codifies the above informa-
tion as 23 U.S.C. 153. To carry out the program Section 153(])
of Title 23, U.S.C.:

0 Authorizes $17,000,000 to be appropriated out of the H ghway
Eauigggund Eo carry out the provisions of 23 U S.C. 153 in
, an

0 Makes avail abl e 402 SafetX Program funds in the amunt of
$17,000,000 in FY 1992, $24,000,000 in FY 1993, and
$24,000,000 in FY 1994,

The Secretary is required to nake a studY and report on the
benefits of safety belt use and motorcycle hel met use for indi-
vidual s involved in crashes. The report is due not later than 40
months after funds are made available by the Secretary. The
study is to be funded using $5 000,000 of funds apportioned to
carry out 23 U S.C. 153 in FY's 1992 and/or 1993.  These funds
remain available until expended.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS 20).
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RAILROAD-HIGHWAY CROSSINGS DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAM (19 CITIES)

STATUS: CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM
APPROPRI ATION CODE: 697

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION:  75% normal pro rata share. 95%if PS&E
preparation was either on-going or conpleted prior to Decenber
22, 1987.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  2/3 Trust, [/3 Ceneral.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ONAL LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCES: Section 163 of the Federal-aid Higgﬁay Act
of 1973 (Public Law 93-87); Section 1037 of the 1991 IST
(Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY: Railroad Relocation Denpbnstration Program funds may
be used for projects specifically designated by Congress gsee
bel ow) that provide for the relocation of railroad [ines fromthe
central area of cities to elimnate railroad-hi ghway grade
crossing conflicts.

BACKGROUND

Thi s progran1mas established by Section 163 of the Federal-aid

hway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87). It provides for the
relocation of railroad [ines fromthe central area of cities to
elimnate railroad-highway grade crossing conflicts. Certain
projects were specified in the Act. Funds were to be expended in
a ratio of 2/3 fromthe Trust Fund and |/3 fromthe General Fund.
Federal share payable was to be as specified in 23 U S. C 120.
The FHWA determned that this meant a 95% Federal share.

Addi tional authorizations and projects were added by Section 140

of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280). The
Federal share was limted to 70% on the new projects
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The list of specified projects included the following 19 cities:

El ko, NV Lincol n, NE Weel ing, W
Blue Island, IL Carbondal e, IL Dolton, 1L

E. St. Louis, IL Springfield, IL Vst Al bany, IN
Anoka, MN Brownsville, TX Geenville, TX
Laf ayette, IN Hanmond, |N Metairie, LA
Augusta, GA Pine Bluff, AK Sherman, TX

Terre Haute, IN

The Sherman, Texas, project was later withdrawn from this denon-
stration program and advanced with regular Federal-aid funds.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95-599) provided authorizations for FY's 1979-1982 and
established the Federal share at 95%

Section 151 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
£l982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) provided authorizations through FY
986 and indicated that unless projects were under construction
by Septenber 30, 1985, they would not be eligible for additiona

funds, Three projects failed to meet this deadline. As a
result, no further demonstration funds wll be provided for
projects in Weeling, Blue Island, or Dolton.

Section 148 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) provided
authorizations for FY's 1987-1991 and reduced the Federal share
payable from 95%to 75% as set forth in 23 U S.C 120(%&. In a
subsequent action, Section 346 of the DOT and Rel ated Agencies
épproprlatlon Act, 1988 (Public Law 100-202) retained the 75%
ederal share except for segments for which the preparation of
t he PS&E was either on-going or had been conpleted prior to
Decenber 22, 1987. For excepted segnents, the Federal share
obligated for subsequent activities necessary to conplete the

Sggnﬁnt, such as right-of-way acquisition or construction, can be
0

The FHM's general policy for allocating funds was to allocate
funds for usable segments of a project, with the exception of
prelimnary engineering which was usually advanced for the
overal |l project. Generally this process was initiated when a
city requested fund allocation for right-of-way acquisition
Provided the request was for a usable segnent, sufficient funds
were nornal ly allocated for both right-of-way acquisition and
construction. This procedure attenpted to ensure that adequate
funds were available to conplete each usable section before any
funds were obligated on the segment other than for engineering.

Durin% FY 1981, for the first time, funding requests submtted
fromthe cities far exceeded the progranm s balance of unallocated
funds. Also, the estimated high program costs (over $1 billion)
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and the categorical nature of the denonstration program made its
future much less certain during the on-going period of Federa
fiscal constraints. As a result, FHWA began distributing funds
based on allocation plans which recognized past congressiona
earnmarking of funds, yet channeled funds nmainly to [ower-cost
usabl e segnents of projects. Since 1984, all funds appropriated
have been earmarked to specific projects by congressional advice.
HNG 12 allocations follow this advice.

Section 354 of the FY 1989 DOT %ﬂyro riations act (Public Law
100- 457) authorized the use of $500,000 of appropriated funds for
a rail relocation planning study in Bryan-College Station, Texas.
It was adn1n|strat|ve%y determned by the FHWA that these funds
should come fromthe FY 1989 appropriation for the 18 cities
projects (code 697).

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the Railroad Rel oca-
tion Denonstration Program through FY 1994,

Section 1037 of the 1991 |STEA authorizes the follow ng anounts
to be appropriated, 2/3 fromthe H ghway Trust Fund (HIF) and |/3
fromthe General Fund (GF):

TOTAL HTE G
FY 1992 $15, 000, 000 10,000,000 / $5,000, 000
FY 1993 $15, 000, 000 $10, 000, 000 / $5,000,000{
FY 1994 $15, 000, 000 $10, 000,000 / $5, 000, 000

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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RAILWAY-HIGHWAY CROSSING HAZARD ELIMINATION
IN HIGH SPEED RAIL CORRIDORS

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Funds to carry out this
rogram wi || be set aside from funds provided for the Surface
ransportation Program (STP) before any STP apportionnents are

made for a fiscal year.

APPROPRI ATION CODES:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  Unknown

PERI OD AVAI LABLE:  Unknown

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 104(d). Section 1010 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: These funds nmay be used for the elimnation of
hazards of railway-highway crossings at up to 5 railway corridors
which will be selected by the Secretary.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1010 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) revised 23 US.C
104§d) to require the Secretary of Transportation to set aside
Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds for railway-hi ghway
crossing hazard elimnation in high speed rail corridors.

Bef ore making an apportionment of STP funds for a fiscal year

the Secretary must set aside $5 mllion for the elimnation of
hazards of rallmay-hlghmay crossings at up to 5 rallmay corridors
which will be selected by the Secretary. Corridors selected nust
include rail lines where railroad speeds of 90 nph are occurring
or can reasonably be expected to occur in the future. O her

consi derations include projected rail ridership volunes, the
percentage of the corridor over which a train will be able to
operate at maxinmum cruise speed, projected benefits to non-riders
(congestion relief), expected State and |ocal financial support,
and cooperation of the owner of the right-of-way.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Addi tional information nay be obtai ned
fromthe O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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OPERATION LIFESAVER

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.  Funds to carry out Operation
Li fesaver are to be taken fromadm nistrative funds deducted
pursuant to 23 U S.C 104(a).

APPROPRI ATION CODES: N A

FEDERAL PARTICIPATION. NA

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: N A

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION. NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 104(d). Section 1010 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Operation Lifesaver funds may be used to carry out
public information and education progranms intended to help reduce
motor vehicle accidents, injuries, and fatalities, and to inprove
driver performance at railway-highway crossings.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1010 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) revises 23 US.C
104(d) so as to require the Secretary of Transportation to
provide funds for the Qperation Lifesaver Program

Admi ni strative funds deducted under the provisions of 23 US. C
104(a) are to be used each fiscal year in the anount of $300, 000.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON. Additional infornmation may be obt ained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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EQUITY ADJUSTMENT CATEGORIES

Minimum Allocation — 90 Percent
Donor State Bonus

Reimbursement for Segments of the Interstate System
Constructed Without Federal Assistance

Hold Harmless
90 Percent of Payment Adjustments

Additional Allocation — Wisconsin

Equity adjustment categories are funds that were legislated to
achieve equity in funding levels anmong the States. They cannot
be considered prograns because they are not directed toward a
particul ar grouP of roads or activities. However, they do
rSepresent amounts of funds that will be distributed to the

t at es.
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MINIMUM ALLOCATION - 90 PERCENT

STATUS: CONTI NUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.  The 90% M ni mum
Al l ocation (MM equi tg adj ust nent cat egor repl aces the 85% MA
category which existed prior to the 1991 ST

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCODES: _

160 -- MA-85% FY 1991 and Prior Years

34A -- MA-90% Any Areas . _
34B -- MA-90% Urbani zed Areas with >200,000 Popul ation
34c -- MA-90% Areas <200,000 Popul ation

34D -- MA-90% Mandat or?/_ for Non-Urban Areas

34E -- MA-90% Metropolitan Pl anning

34F -- MA-90% State P&R

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON:  Actual rate depends upon funds bein
suppl emented or replaced. MA funds cannot be used as the State
mat chi ng share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years
FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: In FY's 1992-1997, each State is
guaranteed an anount so that its percentage of total _
aPEortlonrrents in each fiscal year of Interstate Construction
(1Q, Interstate Maintenance (Ir\ép, Interstate Substitution (IX),
Nat | onal H ghway System (NHS), Surface Transportation Program
(STP), Bridge Program (HBRRP), Scenic Byways, and Safety Belt and
Motorcycl e Hel met grants and allocations from an)( of these
Programs received in the prior year nust not be less than 90% of
he percentage of estimated contributions to the H ghway Trust
Fund.  The contributions are based upon the |atest year for which
data is available,

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 157(a)&b); Sections 1013(a)é&b)
of the 1991 I STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: 90% MA funds nay be used for IC, IM IS NHS, STP,
HBRRP, and CMAQ projects, and also for netropolitan pl anning (PL)
activities (not to exceed |/2 % of the funds apportioned to a
State for projects) and for State Planni ng & Research (SPR)
activities (not to exceed 1 /2 %of the funds apportioned to a
State for MA projects). One-half of the ampunt distributed to
each State is subject to the sub-State distribution rules of the
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STP contained in 23 U S.C. 133(d)(3). The other half may be used
in any areas.

BACKGROUND:

Section 150 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) established a mninum allocation
program for FY's 1983-1986 to ensure that all States woul d
receive apportionments in each fiscal year for Interstate,
Interstate 4R Interstate Substitute, Primary, Secondary, U ban,
HBRRP, HE, and RR programs that were at [east 85% of the
ercentage of estimated H ghway Trust Fund contributions. _
nterstate 4R was not specifically nentioned in the |egislation,
but was considered to be part of the Interstate category.

Section 124 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 ?1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) (a) nade
permanent the mninum allocation provision established in the
1982 STAA; (Db) revised the calculation procedure: and ﬁc) _
permtted States to use |/2 percent of their mninum allocation
funds for Metropolitan Planning (PL) activities and 1 |/2 percent
for H ghway Planning and Research (HPR) activities.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1013 of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) amends 23 U. S C
157(a) & b) and guarantees each State a 90% m ni mum al | ocati on.

Section 1013(a) of the 1991 |STEA anmends 23 U S.C 157(a? and
aut horizes allocations each year out of the H ghway Trust Fund to
ensure a 90% m ninum al | ocation. This amunt s $1.16 billion
for FY 1992. Anmounts will be calculated at the time of
apportionment in future years, but are estimated to probably be a
li1ttle nmore than $803 mllion for each of FY's 1993-1997.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-30).
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DONOR STATE BONUS

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. These equity adjustnent funds
will be transferred to the Surface Transportation Program (STP)
account .

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

35A -- DSB-50% 1in Any Areas _
35B -- DSB- Urbani zed Areas with >200,000 Popul ation
35¢ -- DSB-Areas <200,000 Popul ation

35D -- DSB-Mandatory for Non-Urban Areas

FEDERAL PARTI CIPATION: The normal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
The Federal share nmay be increased u%to 95% for Interstate
projects (including projects to add high occupancy vehicle or
auxiliary lanes, but not any other lanes), up to 95% in States
with large areas of public [ands, and up to 100% for safety,
traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set forth’in 23
U S.C 120(c).

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended.
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  In FY's 1992-1997, donor States are

i dentified b¥ conparing each State's projected contributions to
the Hi ghvvai/) rust Fund in the fiscal year to the apportionnents
that wll be received t%y the State in'that fiscal year. Section
1013(c) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes a particular amunt each
year to distribute to these donor States as a bonus. Starting
with the State having the |owest return (apportionnments conpared
to contributions), each State is brought up to the level of =
return for States with the next highest level of return. This is
repeated successively for each State until the funds authorized
for that fiscal year are exhausted.

AUTHORI TY:  Contract, same as STP.
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes, sane as STP.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Section 1013(c) of the 1991 |STEA (Public
Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY: Donor State Bonus funds are to be used as Surface
Transportation Program (STP) funds, except that the amounts are
avai | abl e until expended and one-half of the anmount is subject to
the sub-State STP distribution rules contained in 23 US. C
133(d)(3). The other half may be used in any areas for STP
activities.
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BACKGROUND AND ISTEA PROVISIONS:

The Donor State Bonus programis contained in Section 101350) of
the Intermdal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240).

Donor States (those that contribute nore to the H ghway Trust
Fund than they receive back in Federal-aid highway pro?rans) _
receive a predetermned anount based on a conparison of a projec-
tion of all payments into the H ghway Trust Fund and the amunt
received in Federal -aid apportionments. Starting with the State
with the |owest return, States are brought up to the level of
return for States with the next higher [evel of return unti

avail abl e funds are depl eted.

Section 1013(c) of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $429 million in FY
1992 and $514 mllion in each of FY's 1993-1997 to be appropriat-

ed out of the H ghway Trust Fund for the paynent of Donor State
Bonus anounts.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-30).
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REIMBURSEMENT FOR SEGMENTS OF THE INTERSTATE SYSTEM
CONSTRUCTED WITHOUT FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS.  Begi nni n? in FY 1996, these
equity adjustnent funds will be transferred to the Surface
Transportation Program (STP) account.

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  None

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80% sane as STP.
PERI CD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years, same as STP.
FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: In FY's 1996 and 1997, each State
(including the District of Colunmbia) will receive an anount of
money to reinburse them for their cost of constructing segments
of the Interstate System wi thout Federal assistance in the early
days of the Interstate construction program The ampunt each
State will receive is a percentage of the ampunt authorized for
?%%EAof those years as specified in Section 1014 of the 1991

AUTHORI TY:  Contract, sane as STP.
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes, same as STP.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 160; Section 1014 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Interstate Reinbursenent funds are to be used as
STP funds, except that one-half of the amount received by a State
wi Il not be subject to the two set-asides or the sub-State
distribution requirenents of the STP.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1014(a) of the Intermpdal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) added a new
section (Section 160) to Title 23, U.S. Code entitled "Reinburse-
ment for Segments of the Interstate System Constructed Wt hout
Federal Assistance",

Paragraph (f) of this new section, 23 U S.C 160(f), authorizes
$2 billion to be appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund for
each of FY's 1996 and 1997 for reinbursement for segments of the
Interstate System constructed w thout Federal assistance. These
funds reflect each State's share of the cost of routes that were
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incorporated into the Interstate Systemin 1956. Each State is

guaranteed a |/2 percent m ni mum apportionment.

Additional information may be obtained

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: _
Services (HFS-30).

fromthe Ofice of Fiscal
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HOLD HARMLESS

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. These funds will be
transferred to the Surface Transportation Program (STP) account.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTICIPATION. The normal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
The Federal share nay be increased u%_to 95% for Interstate
projects (including projects to add high occupancyé vehicle or
auxiliary lanes, but not an?/ other lanes), up to 95% in States
with large areas of public [ands, and up to 100% for safety,
traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set forth in 23
U S C 120(c).

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years, sanme as STP.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Section 1015(a) of the 1991 |STEA

establishes a legislative percentage that each State nust receive

each fiscal year.” The percentage applies to the total funding to

be distributed for Interstate Construction (1C), Interstate

Mai nt enance (H@, Interstate Substitution (IX), National H ghway

System (NHS), Surface Transportation Pr&g\ram (STP), Congestion
tigation & Air Quality I|nprovenent & Q, Bridge Program

EQH'BR P), Federal Lands, "M ninum Allocation (MY, TInterstate

ei mbur sement (when it becones available in FY 1996), and Donor

State Bonus (DSB). Each State is to receive an addition to its

regul ar apportionments so that its total wll equal the

establ i shed percentage.

AUTHORI TY: Contract, same as STP.
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes, same as STP.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Section 1015(a) of the 1991 | STEA (Public
Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Hold Harnmless funds are to be used as STP funds,
except that one-half of the anount received by a State will not
be subject to the two set-asides or the sub-State distribution
requi renments of the STP.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:
The Hold Harm ess cat egor?/. was authorized bglthe | nt er nodal
|

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public
Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.
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Section 1015(a) of the 1991 |STEA establishes a |egislative
percentage each State nust receive of the Nation's funding for
each of FY's 1992-1997. The funding prograns included in the
adj ust nent process, which includes apporfionnents and prior year
allocations, are IC, IM IS _ NHS, STP, CMAQ HBRRP, MA Federal
Lands, DSB, and Interstate Reinbursement. Additions are to be
made to the STP apportionment so each State's total will reach
the legislative percentage set forth in Section 1015 a?(Z) of the
1991 ISTEA.  Funds are to be used as if they were STP funds;
however, one-half of the amount is not subject to the set-asides
and sub-State distribution requirenents of the STP. Also, the
90% guarantee and priority projects are not included in the Hold
Har i ess adj ust ment.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-30).
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90 PERCENT OF PAYMENT ADJUSTMENTS

STATUS. NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. These equity adjustment funds
wll be transferred to the Surface Transportation Program (STP)
account .

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE:  None

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  The nornmal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
The Federal share may be increased ug,to 95% for Interstate
projects (including projects to add high occupancy vehicle or
auxiliary lanes, but not an?/ other lanes), up to 95% in States
with [arge areas of public [ands, and up to 100% for safety,
traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set forth in 23
U S C 120(c).

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years, sane as the STP.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD; In each of FY's 1992-1997, each State
that qualifies wll receive an allocation in an amount that
ensures its apportionnents for the fiscal year and allocations
for the previous fiscal year will be at least 90% of its
contributions to the H ghway Account of the H ghway Trust Fund.
This is different fromthe Mninum Alocation where the guarantee
IS 90% of a State's relative share of contributions. LiKke

M nimum Allocation, the contribution is determned based on the

| atest year for which data are available. The apportionnents
included in the calculation are those for Interstate Construction
IC?, | nterstate Mintenance (Trvg, National Hi ghway System (NHS),
urface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mtigation & Ar
Quality Inprovenent (CMAQ, Interstate Reinbursenent (when it
Il3|ecrcr)1mes avail able in FY 1996), Donor State Bonus (DSB), and Hold
arm ess.

AUTHORI TY: Contract, same as STP.
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes, sanme as STP.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1015(b) of the 1991 | STEA (Public
Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIG@BILITY.: These funds are to be used as STP funds, except
that one-half of the ampunt received by a State will not be

subject to the two set-asides or the sub-State distribution
requi renents of the STP.
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BACKGROUND AND ISTEA PROVISIONS:

The 90 Percent of Paynent Adjustnents category was authorized by
the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

This category guarantees all States 90 cents in return for every
dollar they are estimated to have contributed to the H ghway

Trust Fund for each of FY's 1992-1997, based upon data for the
| atest available fiscal year.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-30).
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ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION-WISCONSIN

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHMAY FUNDS. These equity adjustnment funds
will bte transferred to the Surface Transportation Program (STP)
account .

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: None

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  The normal pro-rata Federal share is 80%
The Federal share may be increased u%_to 95% for Interstate
projects (including projects to add high occupancy vehicle or
auxiliary |anes, but not anP/ other lanes), up to 95%in States
wth large areas of public lands, and up to 100% for safety,
traffic control, and carpool/vanpool projects as set forth’in 23
U S C 120(c).

PERI CD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years, sane as the STP.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Funds will be allocated to Wsconsin
to be used as STP funds.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1015(c) of the 1991 |STEA (Public
Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: These funds are to be used in the State of
Wsconsin as if they were STP funds. However, one-half of the
amount is not subject to the set-asides and sub-State
distribution requirenents of the STP.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Additional Allocation for Wsconsin was authorized by the
I nternodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

Section 1015(c) authorizes $40.0 million in FY 1992 and $47.8
mllion in each of FY's 1993-1997 to be allocated to the State of
Wsconsin and to be transferred to the STP apportionnment.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional infornmation may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-30).
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SPECIAL PROGRAMS

Emergency Relief Program
Scenic Byways Program
National Recreation Trails Funding Program

National High-Speed Ground Transportation Technology
Demonstration Program

National Magnetic Levitation (MAGLEV)
Prototype Development Program

Congestion Pricing Pilot Program
Infrastructure Awareness Program

Private Sector Involvement Program
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EMERGENCY RELIEF PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: _

098 - Projects on Federal-aid systems (ER).

099 - Projects on Federally owned roads (ERFO.

088 and 089 - Non-Cap funds (see comments).

083 (ER) and 084 (ERFO) - Loma Prieta Earthquake funds
09A (ER) and 09B (ERFO) - Hurricane Hugo funds.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  100% for energency work done on Federal -
aid highways in the first 180 days after an occurrence. _
Qtherwise, the same as the Federal share for the highway on which
the project is located (i.e., generally, 90% on the Interstate
System and 80% on ot her highways, adjusted for the appropriate
slidi nP scale). 100% for enmergency and permanent work on
Federally owned roads and on roads in the Territories.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 2 years. Qbli 8ati on authority is provided
to the Regions yearly with unobligated bal ances w thdrawn by the
Washington Ofice at the end of each fiscal year. Specially
provi ded Hurricane Hugo and Loma Prieta earthquake funds are
avail able until expended.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al location, by disaster by State.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 120(f) & 125; Section 1022 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 668A and 668B.

ELIGBILITY: The ER programis intended to aid State and | ocal
hi ghway agencies to pay unusually heavy expenses of repairing
serious damage to Federal-aid highways resulting from natural
disasters or catastrophic failures. "~Detailed eligibility
information within these general guidelines may be found in the
FHM's publication titled, "Emergency Relief saster Assistance
Manual." Copies of this manual may be obtained from the Federal-
Aid Program Branch (HNG12),

BACKGROUND:

The first legislation authorizing funds for the energency repair
and restoration of roads damaged by natural disasters was the
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Hayden- Cartwright Act of 1934, but pnlm.regularly apportioned
funds could be used. The Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956
provided the first legislation authorizing separate funds for the
energency relief program and codified energency relief

|l egislation in Section 125 of Title 23.

Prior to the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-599),
60% of the ER expenditures for any fiscal year came fromthe

H ghway Trust Fund and the renaining 40% came from the General
Fund. ~ For FY 1979 and subsequent years, 100% of the ER expen-

gltgres were authorized to be appropriated fromthe H ghway Trust
und.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424§ inmposed a $30 million limtation per State per
di saster for occurrences.

The 1984 Hi ghway | nprovenent Act (Public Law 98-229) authorized
$150 million to provide funding for States that had received
eligible damage beyond the $30 million linmtation. These "non-
cap" funds were used only for disasters subject to the cap and
were controlled under the now obsol ete appropriation codes 088
and 089 (ER Non-Cap and ERFO Non- Cap).

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) (a) raised the emergency
relief cap to $100 mllion for each natural disaster and/or
catastrophic failure in a State after December 31, 1985,_fb) made
the Territories eligible for ER funds with a cap of $5 ml[l1on
per fiscal year, and (c) provided that the Federal share for ER
projects should be the same as for the systemon which the
project was |ocated, except for emergency work done in the first
90 days after an occurrence which remained at 100% and except on
Egggral roads, where both emergency and permanent repairs were at
0

The FY 1990 Dire Energency Supg]enpnﬁal to Meet the Needs of
Natural Disasters of National Significance (Public Law 101-130)
cpntalned_unlquevproy|5|ons relative to the Hurricane Hugo
disaster in the Virgin Islands, Puerto Rico, South Carolina
North Carolina, and Virginia, and to the Loma Prieta Earthquake
di saster in California.  These provisions (a? appropriated $1
billion in additional ER funds to be available until expended,
it% i ncreased the 10096ener?ency.repa|r period from 90 days to

80 days, (c) removed the $I00 million cap per disaster per State
for Hurricane Hugo and Loma Prieta projects and future projects
using these funds (but did not change the $5 mllion cap for the
Territories), (d) excluded Hurricane Hugo and Loma Prieta ﬂro-
jects from mninum allocation calculations, and Eﬁ? made the
Cakl and Bay Bridge, a toll bridge, eligible for f undi ng.
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ISTEA PROVISIONS:

Act of 1991

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
ol | owi ng changes to

(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) made the f
the ER program

- Limted the use of ER funds to National Hiv\%hway System ( NHS)
routes. This was an oversight, however, which was |ater
corrected under the provisions of the Dire Energency
SuPpI enental Appropriations Act of 1992, Public Law 102- 302,
dated June 22, 1992. Prior to the 1991 |STEA and
subsequent to the 1992 Dire Emergency Supplenental _
ﬁ\pp{]oprlatlons Act, ER funds may be used on all Federal-aid
| ghways.

- The tinme period for 100% Federal share for eligible emer-
gency repairs was extended from 90 days to 180 days for
natural disasters and catastrophic failures occurring on or
after December 18, 1991.

- The Iimt of total obligations for ER projects in any fiscal
year in the Territories was increased from$5 nmillion to $20
mllion beginning with FY 1992,

No changes were made to 23 U.S.C. 125 relative to the total
anount authorized to be apEropHated out of the H ghway Trust
Fund each fiscal year for ER purposes. Hence, the anounts
?ut holrlzed to be appropriated continue to be $100 mllion per
iscal vyear.

ER projects are admnistered by the FHWM Federal -Aid and Design
Division. ERFO projects are admnistered by the Federal Lands
Hi ghway Divisions. ER projects are coordinated through the
Regions with the Ofice of Engineering (HNG12). Funds for ER
rojects are allocated by the Ofice of Engl neerlng?_ (HNG 12) .
RFO prohects are coordinated through the Federal Lands H ghway
Ofice gFL-13) with the Ofice of Engi neerln? HNG 12).  Funds
for ERFO projects are allocated by the Federal Lands H ghway
Ofice (HFL-13).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION. Addi tional i nf
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12)
the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-1

0

mation may be obtained
or
3) f

ER projects and from

r
f
) for ERFO projects.
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SCENIC BYWAYS PROGRAM

STATUS: NeWI STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDE:
332 -- Scenic Byways Program
333 -- Interim Scenic Byways Program

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  80%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD. Al l ocati on
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes.

?'(I)US\T%JISQY REFERENCE:  Section 1047 of the 1991 | STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Gant funds may be used for the planning, design,
and devel opment of State scenic byways prograns.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS: . . .

The Scenic Byways Program was established in Section 1047 of the
I nternodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

Gant funds totaling $50 nmillion are available for the planning,
design, and devel opnent of State scenic byways programs. Section
1047 dE) of the 1991 |STEA has_nade the follow ng amounts
available out of the Hi %hvvay Trust Fund: $1 mllion in FY 1992,
$3 million in FY 1993, $4 mllion in FY 1994, and $14 million in
each of FY's 1995-1997.

In addition, grant funds totaling $30 nillion are available for
an Interim Scenic Byways program Section 1047(f)(5) of the 1991
| STEA made $10 mIlion available out of the H ghway Trust Fund
for each of FY's 1992-1994 to allow States to undertake scenic
byways proj ects.

Additionally, scenic byways may be funded through the 10 percent
set-aside of STP funds for transportation enhancement activities.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of Environnent and Pl anning (HEP-50).
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NATIONAL RECREATIONAL TRAILS FUNDING PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM
APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown
FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Mbneys paid to a State that are not expended
or dedicated to specific projects within 4 years after receipt
must be returned to the National Recreational Trails Trust Fund.

FUND:  National Recreation Trails Trust Fund_ (See Section 8003
of the 1991 ISTEA). Amounts paid into this Trust Fund from the
Hl?hma Trust Fund dur|n% any fiscal year cannot exceed anounts
obl'igated under section I302 of the 1991 ISTEA. Funds in this
Trust Fund will be available, as provided in appropriation acts,
for nak|n% expendi tures before Cctober 1, 1997, to carry out
sections 1302 & 1303 of the 1991 | STEA.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  All ocati on

AUTHOR TY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  (hligations for recreationa
trails under section 1302 of the 1991 |STEA cannot exceed $30

mllion per fiscaIFyear for any of FY's 1992-1997. This is
separate from the Federal-aid obligation limtation

STATUTORY REFERENCE.  Sections 1302, 1303, & 8003 of the 1991
I STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG BILITY: Funds may be used for a variety of activities to
construct and maintain recreational trails, Including trail-side
and trail-head facilities.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The National Recreational Trails Funding Program was established
in Section 1302 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber
18, 1991. The Governor of each State will designate a State
agency and official to be responsible for admnrstering this
Eéogram The State agency may be the State Parks agency or the

partnment of Natural Resources, rather than the Department of
Transportation.

A recreational trail is defined to be a thoroughfare or track
across land or snow, used for recreational purposes such as
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bi cycling, cross-country skiing, day hiking, equestrian activi-
ties, jogging or simlar fitness activities, trail biking,
overnight and |ong-distance backpacking, snownobili ngf, aquatic or
water activity, and vehicular travel by motorcycle, Tour-wheel
drive or all-terrain off-road vehicles.

Recreational trails for non-notorized and motorized uses wll be
funded from the H ghway Trust Fund as provided for in Section
8003 of the 1991 ISTEA" Obligations are limted in Section 1302
of the 1991 I STEA to $30 million for each of FY's 1992-1997.

Funds will be allocated to the States based in part on the amount
of non-highway recreational fuel use.

The National Recreational Trails Funding Program will be adm nis-
tered by the FHWA in consultation with the Department of the
Interior. A National Recreational Trails Advisory Commttee,
including representatives fromtrail user groups, wll be formed
to review the use of allocated funds, to establish and review
criteria for ellglb]e trail-side and trail-head facilities, and
to make recommendations to the Secretary of Transportation for
changes in Federal policy relative to trails.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI O\ Additional information nay be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-50) and/or the
Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-10).
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NATIONAL HIGH-SPEED GROUND TRANSPORTATION
TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund and Ceneral Fund
FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:

AUTHORI TY:  Contract for H ghway Trust funds and Budget for
General funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes, but only the Highway
Trust Fund portion.

STATUTCRY REFERENCE: 49 U.S.C. 309; Section 1036(c) of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:

ELIGBILITY: This ﬁrogran1mjll fund selected projects that
dermonstrate new technologies related to anY hi gh-speed ground
transportation projects, rail or maglev, already under
construction or in operation.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS;

The National H gh-Speed Gound Transportation Technol ogy Denon-
stration Program was established in Section 1036(c¥ of "the

I ntermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. Section 309
"Hi gh-Speed Ground Transportation," was added to Title 49, U'S,
Code (49 U S.C. 309).

This high speed ground transportation denpnstration programis a
separate%y unde progran1mh[ch.prOV|des $25 mllion from the
glphmay rust Fund and $50 million fromthe General Fund as shown
el ow.

- Section 1036(d)$|) B) of the 1991 | STEA makes $25 nmillion
avai | abl e out of the H ghway Trust Fund ($5 million for each
of FY's 1993-1997) for the national high-speed ground
brgngpogégtlon t echnol ogy deronstration program under 49
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- Section 1036(d)(2)(B) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $25
mllion to be appropriated out of the General Fund for FY's
1992-1997 for the national high-speed ground transportation
technol ogy denonstration program under 49 U.S.C. 309.

- Section 1036(d)(2)(C) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $25
mllion to be appropriated out of the General Fund for FY's
1992-1997 for national high-speed quround fransportation
research and devel opnent under 49 U S.C. 309.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON.  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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NATIONAL MAGNETIC LEVITATION (MAGLEV)
PROTOTYPE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  75% - 90%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund and General Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Contracts and Gants,

AUTHORI TY:  Contract for H ghway Trust Funds and Budget for
General funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION.  Yes, but only the H ghway
Trust Fund portion.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1036(b) of the 1991 | STEA (Public
Law 102- 240) .

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Mglev funds are available for research and

devel opnent leading to a detailed design for a prototype maglev
system and eventual devel opment of a selected design'into a
full-scal e prototype.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The National Magnetic Levitation (M Ievg Prot ot ype Devel oprent
Program was established in Section 1 36f( ) of the |nternodal _
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public
Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

The Maglev Programis authorized at a sumof $725 million ($500
mllion fromthe Trust Fund and $225 mllion from the General
Fund), as shown bel ow.

- Section 1036ﬁd)ﬁl)(A) of the 1991 | STEA makes the follow ng
amounts avail able out of the Hghway Trust Fund over a six

year period for the Maglev Program

FY 1992 $ 5,000,000 FY 1995 $100, 000, 000
FY 1993 $ 45,000, 000 FY 1996 $125, 000, 000
FY 1994 $100, 000, 000 FY 1997 $125, 000, 000
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- Section 1036(d)(2)(A) of the 1991 |STEA authorizes $225
mllion to be appropriated out of the General Fund for FY's
1992- 1997 for the Maglev Program

These funds will be directed toward the devel opnent of one

rototype mglev project, selected from applicants across the
tion.  The programw || be admnistered as follows:

- Maslev Project Office. The Maglev Programwill be managed
by a Maglev Project Ofice established jointly by the
Secretary of Transportation and the Assistant Secretarg of
the Arny for Gvil Wrks. This office will be headed by an
appoi nted program director.

- Phase One Contracts.  Not later than 12 nonths after enact-
ment of the 1991 ISTEA (i.e., not later than Decenber 17,
1992), the Maglev Project Ofice nmust request proposals for

t he developnent of conceptual designs for a maglev system
and for research to facilitate the devel opment of such
conceptual designs. Not later than 15 nmonths after enact-
ment of the 1991 ISTEA (i.e., not later than March 17,
1993) ' |-year contracts are to be awarded to at least 5
applicants. Eligible applicants may include a U S. private
business, a U S. “public or private education and research
organi zation, a Federal l|aboratory, or a consortiumof such
busi nesses, organizations, and |aboratories. ApPllcants _
must agree to Submt a report detailing the results of their
research and devel opment activities and must also agree to
Pay 10 percent of the costs (the Federal Government will pay
he other 90 percent of the costs).

- Phase Two Contracts. Wthin 3 nonths of receiving the
rePorts required in Phase One, up to 3 eligible applicants
wi Il be selected to receive 18-nonth contracts for research
and devel opment |eading to a detailed design for a prototype
magl ev system Applicants nust agree to submit a detailed
design wthin the 18-nonth period and nust also agree to pay
20 percent of the costs (the Federal Government wll pay the
ot her 80 percent of the costs).

- Prototype. Wthin 6 nonths of receiving the detailed
designs required in Phase Two, one deS|?n wi |l be selected
for developnment into a full-scale protofype if any feasible
designs are submtted. Not later than 3 nonths after
selection of a feasible design, a construction grant or
contract may be awarded to the applicant whose design was
sel ected for the purpose of constructing a prototyﬂe magl ev
system Not nore than 75 percent of the cost of the project
may be borne by the Federal Governnent.
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Selection of a design nust be based upon consideration of the
follow ng factors:

- The pro*ect must be capable of using Interstate and railroad
right-ot-way.

- The total length of the guideway nust be at |east 19 mles
and allow significant full-speed operations between stops.

- The project nust be constructed and ready for operational
test{ng within 3 years after the award of the contract or
grant.

- The project nust provide for conversion of the prototype to
commercl al operation after testing and technical evaluation
are conpl et ed.

- The project nust be |ocated in an area that provides a
potential ridership base for future commercial operation

- The project nust utilize a technology capable of being
applied in comercial service in nost parts of the contigu-
ous United States.

- The project nust have at |east one swtch.

- The project nust be internmodal in nature connecting a major
metropolitan area with an airport, passenger rail station
or other transportation node.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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CONGESTION PRICING PILOT PROGRAM

STATUS: NEW | STEA PROGRAM  Funds to carry out the Congestion

Pricing Pilot Program are to be taken from adm nistrative funds
deducted pursuant to 23 U S.C 104(a).

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 369

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al location
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1012(b) of the 1991 |STEA (Public
Law 102- 240) .

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: The FHWA nmay enter into cooperative agreements wth
as many as five State or "|ocal governments or public authorities
to establish, maintain, and monitor congestion pricing projects.
Federal funds may participate in all of the devel opment and
start-up costs of the pilot projects, including salaries and
expenses, for at least 1 year, and thereafter until such tinme

t hat suff|0|ent.revenues are being generated by the programto
fund its operating costs wthout Federal participation, except
that any one project may not be funded for nmore than 3 years.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Congestion Pricing Pilot Program was authorized bg t he
I nternodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

The purpose of the programis to solicit the participation of
State and |ocal governnments and/or public authorities to
establish, maintain, and nonitor congestion pricing projects.

The Congestion Pricing Program will be funded using up to $25
mllion of the FWMA's adm ni strative funds, pursuant to 23 U S. C
104(a), for each of FY's 1992-1997. However, not nore than $15
mllion per year may be nade available for any one project.

Projects are to be evaluated for 10 years. Reports are to be
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rovided to the Conmttee on Environment and Public Wrks of the
enate and the Conmittee on Public Wrks and Transportation of
the House of Representatives every 2 years. Reports are to
include information on the effects such prograns are having on
driver behavior, traffic volune, transit ridership, air quality,
and availability of funds for transportation prograns.

The Congestion Pricing Pilot Program will be admnistered by the
Transportation Studies Division %HPP—lO).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
from the Transportation Studies Division (HPP-13).
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(’46’4)

INFRASTRUCTURE AWARENESS PROGRAM T'R
STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. G
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 377

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON: 80%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A, FHWA will use the funds.
AUTHORI TY: Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATI ON: No

E%éﬂ}{S?QY REFERENCE: Section 1109 of the 1991 I STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELI G BI LI TY: _
The Infrastructure Awareness Program authorizes the FHM to fund
the production of a docunentary 1n cooperation with a not-for-
profit national public television station, in order to:

- Create an awareness by the public and the State and | oca
governments of the state of the Nation's infrastructure.

Encourage and stinulate efforts by the public and such
governnents to undertake studies and projects to inprove the
Infrastructure.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Infrastructure Awareness Program was authorized bX t he
| nt ermodal Surface Tran%Portatlon Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

Section 1109 of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $2 mllion to be
appropriated out of the nghmay Trust Fund to the FHWA in FY 1992
to fund the program Al Title 23 provisions apply.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON; . Additional information nmay be obtai ned
fromthe Office of Public Affairs (HPA-1).
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PRIVATE SECTOR INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

STATUS.  NEW | STEA PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  CGeneral Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Gants
AUTHORI TY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: No

%,ZATEJIS?Y REFERENCE:  Section 1060 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY: In conducting this
grants in each of FY's 1992-1997 t ree or nore States. The
ecretary must have determned that these States, in the
preceding fiscal year, have had the nost effective Prograrrs for
I ncreasing the percentage of funds expended for con ractln? Wi th
rivate firms (including small business concerns, especially
Lhose controlled by socially and economcally disadvantaged

I ndi vidual s) for engl neering and design services for Federal-aid
hi ghway proj ects. grant received by a State may only be used
for awarding contracts for _engl neering and design services to
carry out projects and eligible Federal-aid activities.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Private Sector I|nvolvement Program was established by the
I nternodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

The purpose of this programis to encourage States to contract
with private firms for engineering and design services in carry-
|fn out Federal -aid highway projects when it would be cost-
efrective.

Section 1060(b353) of the 1991 | STEA authorizes $5 nmillion for
each of FY's 1992-1997 to be appropriated out of the CGeneral Fund
for this program

pr(% ram the Secretary may nake
0
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A report fromthe FHM to the Secr%tary I S rFquireH not |ater
than 120 days after Decenber 18, 1991,” detailing the amount of
funds expended by each State in FY's 1980-1990 on contracts with

Erivate sector engineering and desi%g firms in carrying out
ederal -aid projects. Thi's report y be used to eval late State
programs for the purpose of awarding grants.

Regul ations are required not later than 180 days after Decenber
18, 1991. Not later than Decenmber 17, 1993, the Secretary mnust

transmt a report to Congress on the inplenentation of this
program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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SPECIAL USES OF HIGHWAY FUNDS

Arkansas Traffic Control Devices
Credit for Non-Federal Share
Ferry Boat and Ferry Terminal Facilities
Highway Use Tax Evasion Projects
Public Transportation

Temporary Matching Fund Waiver (FY’s 1992-1993)
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ARKANSAS TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

STATUS: NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS New | STEA Use of Hi ghway Funds.
APPROPRI ATION CCODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation

AUTHORI TY: Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

%S\TEJATOG)?Y REFERENCE:  Section 1061 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY: Funds may be used for projects in Arkansas to (&)
provide training to county and town officials in the need for and
application of uniformtraffic control devices, and (b) provide
warning and regulatory signs to counties, towns, and cities.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA), Public Law 102-240 authorizes a program to be
carried out in the State of Arkansas to denonstrate:

- The benefits of providing trainin?_to county and town _
officials in the need for and application of uniformtraffic
control devices, and

- The safety benefits of providing for adequate and safe
warning and regul atory signs.

Section 1061(b) of the 1991 |STEA authorizes the follow n?
:ilggg.nts to be appropriated out of the H ghway Trust Fund tor FY
o $200,000 for providing training.

o $1,000,000 for providing warning and regulatory signs to
counties, towns, and cities in Arkansas.
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Amounts provided are to be divided equal ly between counties with
total county populations of (a) 20,000 or |ess and (b) nmore than
20,000. Wthin these counties, egwtabl e distributions are to be
made to cities and towns. Title 23 provisions apply to

obligation of these funds.

A report on the effectiveness of these projects is to be provided
to Congress by the Secretary not |ater than Decenber 17, 1993.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-31).
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CREDIT FOR NON-FEDERAL SHARE

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS
APPROPRI ATION CODE: N A

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION. N A

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: N A

FUND: N A

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD: NA
AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION. NA

%g?TgL&FY REFERENCE:  Section 1044 of the 1991 | STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: A State may use certain toll revenue expenditures
as a credit toward the non-Federal matching share of all prograns
authorized by the |STEA and Title 23. Mre details are provided
in the follow ng discussion.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1044 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) pernmts a State to
use certain toll revenue expenditures as a credit toward the non-
Federal matching share of all programs authorized by the |STEA
and Title 23. This is in essence a "soft mtch" provision that
allows the Federal share to be increased up to 100 percent to the
extent that credits are available.

The amount of credit earned is based on revenues generated by the
toll authority (i.e., toll receipts, concession sales, right-of-
way |eases or interest) including borrowed funds (i.e., bonds,

| oans) supported by this revenue stream that are used by that
authority to build, inprove, or naintain public highways,

bridges, or tunnels that serve interstate comerce.

The toll facilitY generating the revenue nmust be open to public
travel. The toll authority may be a public, quasi-public, or
private entity.

The anmpunt of credit is based on expenditures (outlays) by a tol
authority for capital inprovements to build, inprove, or maintain
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public highway facilities that carry vehicles involved in _
interstate conmerce. It cannot include expenditures for routine
mai ntenance (e.g., snow renoval, nmow ng), debt service, or costs
of collecting tolls. Such expenditures nust have been nmde
entirely from non-Federal sources.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

137




FERRY BOAT AND FERRY TERMINAL FACILITIES

STATUS:  NEW USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATION CODE: 327

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  80%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  All ocation
AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 129(c); Section 1064 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Discretionary funds may be used for the
construction of ferry boats and/or ferry termnal facilities on
NHS routes (on an interim basis, principal arterials).

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS: . o
Section 1064 of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) created a new

di scretionary funding categor_)(_f_or the construction of ferry
boats and ferry termnal facilities.

The 1991 | STEA nmakes $14,000,000 available for FY 1992 from the
Hi lghyvay Trust Fund for this program  Subsequent funding of $17
mllion for each of fiscal years 1993-1996 and $18 mllion for FY
1997 is also authorized.

This program will be admnistered by the Ofice of Engineering
(NG 12). States will be requested to submt candidate projects
each fiscal year for consideration for funding. _ProPosed pro-
bects shoul d neet the general eH%I bility criteria found In 23
LS. C 129(c) [fornerly 23 U S.C 129(9g)].

This programis to be admnistered followng the provisions in
Title 23 that apply to the National H ghway System (NHS).

Projects nust be for the construction of fe_rrty boats and/or ferry
termnal facilities on NHS routes (on an interimbasis, this
means the routes nust be classified as principal arterials).
Certain designated routes in North Carolina wll be treated as
principal arterials for the purposes of this program
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION.  Additional information may be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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HIGHWAY USE TAX EVASION PROJECTS

STATUS: NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 334

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund and Ceneral Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation

AUTHORI TY:  Contract for funds from the H ghway Trust Fund and
Budget for funds from the General Fund.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes, but only for the Hi ghway
Trust Fund portion.

?géTgL%RY REFERENCE:  Section 1040 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG BILITY:

Funds for H ghway Use Tax Evasion Projects are to be used to:
- Expand efforts to enhance notor fuel tax enforcenent.

- Fund additional IRS staff, but only to carry out functions
described in Section 1040(b) of the 1991 | STEA

- Suppl enent nmotor fuel tax exam nations and crimnal inves-
tigations.

- Devel op automated data processing tools to nonitor notor
fuel production and sales.

- Evaluate and inplenent registration and reporting require-
ments for motor fuel taxpayers.

- Reinburse State expenses that supplenent existing fuel tax
conpliance efforts.

- Anal yze and inﬂlenent prograns to reduce tax evasion asso-
ciated with other highway use taxes.
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BACKGROUND AND ISTEA PROVISIONS:

H ghway Use Tax Evasion Pr%jecps wer e aut hori zed bg t he I nterno-
dal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA
Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991

Section 1040(f) of the 1991 I STEA:

- Makes $5.0 million available fromthe H ghway Trust Fund for
eagh of FY's 1992-1997 for H ghway Use Tax Evasion Projects,
an

- Authorizes $2.5 nillion to be apProprjated fromthe General
Eund for each of FY's 1992-1997 tor H ghway Use Tax Evasion
rojects.

These funds may be allocated to the Internal Revenue Service
|RS) and the States at the discretion of the Secretary. The
ecretary may not, however, inpose an% conditions on the use of

any of these funds allocated to the IRS

In order to receive a grant for the above purposes in a fisca
ear, a State nust certify that the aggre?ate exPendlture of
unds of the State, exclusive of Federal ftunds, tfor motor fue

tax enforcenent activities will be maintained at a | evel which

does not fall below the average level of such expenditures for
its last 2 fiscal vyears.

On Septenmber 30 and March 31 of each year, the Secretary of
Transportation nust transmt reports to Congress on notor fuel
tax enforcement activities. At |east 60 days before the begin-
ning of any fiscal year for which funds are allocated to the IRS
the Secretary of the Treasury must submt a report to Congress
detailing the increased enforcenment activities to be financed
with these funds.

The Secretary, in consultation with the IRS, is required to
conduct a study to determne the desirability of using dye and
markers to aid in motor fuel tax enforcenent activities. A
report is due to Congress not later than Decenber 17, 1992.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON. Addi tional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of Policy Devel opment (HPP-13).
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PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

STATUS: CONTI NUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS FOR TRANSIT AND A NEW USE
OF TRANSIT FUNDS FOR H GHWAYS.

APPROPRI ATI ON_ CODES:

3AK -- STP-FTA, Urbanized Areas >200,000

3AL -- STP-FTA Optional Safety

3AM -- STP-FTA Transportation Enhancenent

3AN -- STP-FTA State Flexible

3AP -- STP-FTA Mandatory Amount for Non-Urban Areas
3AR -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices
3AT -- STP-FTA Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards
3AW -- STP-FTA Hazard Elimnation Program

3AY -- STP-FTA O her Than 200,000 Popul ation

3AZ -- CMAQ FTA

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds for Title 23 funds used
for_trﬁn5|t projects. FY + 3 years for FTA funds used for highway
proj ects.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund, Hisqhvvag_ Trust. Fund (Mass Transit
Account), and General Fund (See discussion below).

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract for funds from the H ghway Trust
Fund, and Budget for funds from the General Fund.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION: Yes for Title 23 funds. No
for FTA funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 134(k); 133(b)(2); 103(e)(4)(Q;
1031|) 3); 149(b2)6|)((jA); 142; and 156. Sections 1007(a)(l);

| ol Sa SI)%HB); 1 Gf,); 1008(a); 1024, 1027, 3013§h); and 3025 of
the 1991 1STEA (Public Law 102-240). Section 9 of the Federal
Transit Act (49 U S.C App. 1601-1621). Section 108(b)(I)(A) (i)
of the Cean Air Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-549).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 713 & 810.

ELIGBILITY: STP, IX, NHS, and CMAQ funds may be transferred to
the FTA and used for eligible transit projectS under certain
condi tions as discussed below.  Section 9 formula grant transit
funds may be transferred to the FHWA and used for hi ghways under
certain conditions as discussed bel ow.
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BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

In the past, only Federal-aid Uban System funds could be used
for mass transit Prolects. Now, the Internodal Surface.
Transportation Ef |C|en%y Act of 1991 (1991 I STEA, Public Law
102-240) nmakes Surface Transportation Program (STP), Interstate
H ghway Substitute (1X), National H ghway Systenl(Ngﬁh and
Canegflo? Mtigation and Afr_cpal|ty | nprovenent ~ (CVAQ funds
eligible for transit capital inprovements. Conversel for
fir%t_tinE, the 1991 | STEA naggg certain transit ?u&ﬁs éflg%gfe
for highway inprovenents.

Hi ghway Funds for Transit Projects

Section 1027 of the 1991 | STEA anends 23 U.S.C. 142 and 156
covering the use of Federal-aid funds for transit activities and
acconmodation of transit facilities on highway right-of-way.

In addition, Section 1024 of the 1991 |STEA adds 23 U. S.C ~134(k)
which provides in part that Title 23 highway funds made avail able
for a transit project nust be transferred to the Federal Transit
Adm ni stration (FTA) and adm nistered in accordance with the
requirenents of the Federal Transit Act.

The follow ng highma¥ funds may be used for transit projects
adm ni stered by the FTA

- Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds may be obligated
for capital costs for transit projects eligible for
assi stance under the Federal Transit Act and for the
accormodation of transit facilities on highway right-of-way.
Eligible work includes any capital transit project eligible
for assistance under the Federal Transit Act, 1ncluding
capital inprovenents to provide access and coordination
between intercity and rural bus service and construction of
facilities to provide connections between highways and ot her
nodes of transportation. Fligible work, also includes
modi fications to existing highway facilities necessary to
accormodate other nodes of transportation provided these
modi fications will not adversely affect autonotive safety.
5%26%?.C. 133(b)(2); 23 U.S.C "142(a)(2); and 23 U.S.C

c)].

- Interstate H ghway Substitute (1X) funds may be used for
transit activities.

0 The 1991 | STEA authorizes $960 nillion to be
appropriated out of the.H|%hway Trust Fund over a
4-year period for substitute highway projects (i.e.,
$240 mllion for éach of FY s I199Z-1995). These funds
nag be obligated for substitute transit projects.[23
US. C 103(e)(4)(0Q].
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0 I'n addition, Section 3025 of the 1991 | STEA authorizes
$160, 000, 000 for FY 1992 and $164,843,000 for FY 1993
to be appropriated out of the General Fund for
substitute transit projects.

- National H ghway System (NHS) funds may be obligated for
construction of "a transit project eligible for assistance
under the Federal Transit Act if (a) such transit PrOJeCt I'S
in the sane corridor as, and in proximty to, a fully access
control l ed NHS hl?h%ﬂ , (b) the construction or inprovenents
w i |nProve_the evel of service on the fully access
control [ ed highway and inprove regional travel, and (c) the
construction or inprovenents are nore cost-effective than
work on the fully access controlled NHS hi hmag woul d be to
provide the sane benefits. [2 U S C 103?.)( )]

- Congestion Mtigation and Air Quality Inprovenent (CVAQ
funds may be obligated for transportation progranms and
projects if the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
the Department of Transportation &POT) agree, on the basis
of information published by the EPA pursuant to Section
108(b) (1) (A) of the Clean Air Act of 1990 (Public Law Q-
549) | that the programs or projects are likely to contribute
to the attainment of a national anbient air quality
standard. "Programs for inproved public transit" is the
first transportation control measure listed in Section
lO8(b)(I?(A) of the Clean Air Act for em ssion reduction
potential.  [23 U.S.C. 149(b)(1)(A)].

Public transportation projects carried out under Section 142 in
an urbanized area are subject to the netropolitan planning
requirements of 23 U.S.C. 314 [23 U.S.C 142(d)].

Prior to passage of the |ISTEA Federal-aid project right-of-way
could only be made available w thout charge to publicly owned
mass transit authorities., Now, a State HHK make Federal -aid

proj ect rlght-of-may avai lable with or wthout charge to publicly
or privately owned mass transit facilities. In addition to mass
transit facilities, right-of-way can be made available to
Rassenger and comuter rail facilities including those that are

I gh speed rail and nagnetic levitation lines [23 U S. C. 142(f)].

Previously the criteria to be satisfied for allowing this use of
hi ghway right-of-way were that the acconmodation woul d not
adversely Inpair autonotive safet& or future highway inprovements
and such use was found to be in the public interest. The
criteria now are that the accomodation will not adversely
affect autonotive safety [23 U S.C 142(f)].

Should a State desire to use STP funds for capital transit
?ijeCtS eligible for assistance under the Federal Transit Act,
he procedures outlined in the March 19, 1992, letter to the
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States, transit operators and nEtrOHXIitan pl anni ng
organi zations, jointly signed by FHNA Admi nistrator Larson and
FTA Adm nistrator Cynmer, should be followed.

Proposals to allow mass transit or other passenger and conmuter
rail facilities to use Federal-aid PYOJEC right-of-way should
continue to be processed fO||OMAn% he procedures outlined in 23
CFR 810, Subpart C, except that the criteria for determning the
acceptability of the proposed use should be that contained In
amended 23 U S.C. 142(f).

. s f " .

The 1991 | STEA adds 23 U S.C. 134(k) which provides in part that
funds made available for a highway project under the Federal
Transit Act must be transferred to the FHM and adm nistered in
accordance with the requirements of Title 23.

The follow ng transit funds may be used for highway projects
adm ni stered by the FHWA

- Section 3013(h) of the Internmodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240)
amends Section 9 of the Federal Transit Act gpreV|oust t he
Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, 49 U S.C Aﬁp. 1601-
1621) so as to include provisions for highways. The Section
9 fornula grant program makes funds available to al
urbani zed areas In the United States on the basis of a
statutory formula. For the first time, Section 9 funds may
be used for highway projects in urbanized areas wth
>200, 000 popul ation and other areas which the Governor
requests, 1f all needs related to the Americans with
Di sabilities Act are met, the MPO approves, and there is a
bal anced approach to funding highways and transit. Section
3025 of the 1991 | STEA makes funds available from the Mss
Transit Account of the nghmay Trust Fund and fromthe
General Fund for Section 9 purposes.

The Dire Energency Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1992
(Public Law 102-302), which was approved on June 22, 1992,
grOV|ded that funds provided under Section 9 of the Federal
ransit Act were exenpt fromrequirenents for any non-
Federal share in the same manner as specified in Section
1054 of the 1991 |STEA relative to tenporary matching fund
wai ver .

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: Additional information nay be obtai ned
0

fromthe Ofice of PoIicmGFbveIopnent (HPP-20) and/or from the
Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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TEMPORARY MATCHING FUND WAIVER (FY’'s 1992-1993)

STATUS:  NEW USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Various (See Bel ow)
FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON: Up to and including 100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: 2 Years (Cctober 1, 1991 through Sept enber 30,
1993). Must be repaid on or before March 30, 1994,

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA
AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes

%Q\TEJATOG)?Y REFERENCE:  Section 1054 of the 1991 |STEA (public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: A qualifying project for a tenporary waiver of the
non- Federal share is a project approved by the F or for which
the United States becones obligated to pay after COctober 1, 1991,
and for which the CGovernor of the State submtting the project
has certified that sufficient funds are not available to pay the
cost of the non-Federal share of the project.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1054 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) provides for a
tenporary waiver of the State matching fund requirements. Under
this provision a State may request an increased Federal share up
to and including 100 fercent for any qualifying Title 23 project,
begi nning on Cctober 1, 1991, and ending on Septenber 30, 1993.

The total amount of any such increases in the Federal share nust
be repaid to the United States by the State on or before Mrch

30, 1994. Payments nust be deposited in the H ghway Trust Fund
gnd credited to the appropriate apportionment accounts of the

{ at e.

|f a State does not made a required repaynent by March 30, 1994,
the Secretary may make deductions from funds apportioned to the
State for FY's 1995 and 1996. Amounts deducted nmay be reappor-
tioned to other States for which deductions were not nade.
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The Dire Energency Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1992
(Public Law 102-302), which was approved on June 22, 1992,

provi ded that certain funds for projects adm nistered by the FTA
coul d be applied in the sane manner as those specified in Section
1054 of the 1991 ISTEA. Hence, tenporary natching fund waiver
provi si ons naY be applied to any funds provided under Section 9
of the Federal Transit Act.

Appropriation codes established for this tenmporary matching fund
wal ver are as follows:

AE -- TMFWConsolidated Primry

04P -- TMFWInterstate Construction

044 -- TMFWInterstate Maintenance

04T -- TMFWInterstate 4R _

04v -- TMFWInterstate Transfers, Apportioned

05C -- TMFWInterstate, [/2% M nimum

07A -- TMFWRural Secondary o _

08A -- TMFW 2% HPR, 80% Feder al _Part|C|(Pat|on S
08C -- TMFW 1% Apgortl oned Planning, 80% Federal Participation
08E -- TMFWHPR, 25% M ninum for Res., Dev., & Tech. Trans.
08F -- TMFWI-1/2% HPR _

08G -- TMFWI/2% Al |l ocated Pl anni ng Funds

11D -- TMFWBridge Repl acenent tional 20% On/OFf System
11E -- TMFWBridge Replacenent ndatory 15% O'f System
11G -- TMFWBridge Replacenent (Mandatory 65% On Systemn)
1IM -- TMFWBri g?_le Repl acenent, Discretionary

13M -- TMFWRai | - H ghway Crossings, Elimination of Hazards
13N -- TMFWRai | - H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices
14K -- TMFW Hazard El i m nation _ _

17H -- TMEWInterstate Transfers, Discretionary

31c -- TMFWNHS

32B -- TMFW CMAQ _

33G -- TMFW STP, tional Safety

33H -- TMFW STP, Transportation Enhancement

33J -- TMFWSTP, Urban Areas >200,000 Popul ation

33K -- TMFW STP, State Flexible

33L -- TMFW STP, Mandatory Anmount for Non-Urban Areas

36A -- TMFWH gh Cost Bridge Projects

36B -- TMFW Congestion Relief Projects

36C -- TMFWH gh Priority Corridors on NHS .

36D -- TMFWHi gh Priority Corridors on NHS Feasibility Study
36E -- TMFWRural Access Projects _

36F -- TMFW Urban Access & Urban Mbility Projects

366 -- TMFW I nnovative Projects _

36H -- TMFWPriority Internodal Projects

52A -- TMFWH ghway Denonstration Projects

A09 -- TMFW Consolidated Primary, Economc Gowh Center

A52 -- TMFWInterstate, [/2 % Mninum Econonic Gowh Center
A87 -- TMFW Consolidated Primary, Energy Inpacted Roads

BIl -- TMFWRural Secondary, Economic Gowh Center
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CR2 -- TMEW Conbi ned Road Pl an

WBA -- TMFW Urban System

WB -- TMFWAI |l ocated Urban System .

W9 -- TMFWUrban System Not Attrib., Economic Gowh Center

3AB -- TMFW STP, Areas <200,000 Popul ation .

3AE -- TMFWSTP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards
3AF -- TMFWSTP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards
3AG -- TMEW STP, 1/16% Skill Trai ning

3AH -- TMFWSTP, Hazard Elimnation

3A) -- TMFEWSTP, [/4% Skill Training

372 -- TMFWCMAQ Transit

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-21).
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SPECIAL PROJECTS

High Cost Bridge Projects
Congestion Relief Projects
High Priority Corridors on National Highway System
Rural Access Projects
Urban Access and Urban Mobility Projects
Innovative Projects
Priority Intermodal Projects
Miscellaneous Highway Projects (1991 ISTEA)

Demonstration, Priority, and Special Interest
Projects (1970-1992)
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HIGH COST BRIDGE PROJECTS

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PRQJIECTS.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: _

360 -- Hgh Cost Bridge Projects _
QAE -- High Cost Bridge Projects, Advance Construction
36A -- High Cost Bridge Projects, TMFW

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  80% for all projects, except for those
hi 8h cost bridge 8[’0] ects which would be eligible for assistance
under 23 U.S.C. 204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which
cases the Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al location. The 1991 | STEA authorizes
a separate total amount for each of these demonstration projects,
of wnich 8% was to be allocated and nade available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and nade available for
obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON: No

g}&TUTOQY REFERENCE:  Section 1103 of the 1991 ISTEA (P.L. 102-

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds allocated for these de,rmnstration_P_roj ects
are to be used to accelerate the construction of specifically
desi gnated high cost bridge projects. |Information relative to
eligrble activities (i.e., studies, prelimnary engineering, _
construction, etc.) 1s set forth individually Tor each project in
Section 1103 of the 1991 | STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The High Cost Bridge Projects were authorized in Section 1103 of
the Internodal Surtace Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) on December 18, 1991. The
purpose of this legislation is to provide funds to accelerate
construction of high cost bridge projects. Projects have been
specifically designated by Congress.

The 1991 | STEA aut horizes $285,200,000 to be appropriated from
the H ghway Trust Fund over a 6-year period for 15 specific high
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cost bridge projects. These projects are described in the
attachment.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional informtion nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 2)
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HIGH COST BRIDGE PROJECTS

AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1103 OF THE 1991 ISTEA

..................

..................

..................

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

..............................................
----------------------------------------------

Ft. Lauderdale: 17th Street Causeway Tunnel/

Bridge Replacement
Miami: Dodge Island Bridge

.............................................
..............................................
----------------------------------------------

Cape May & Atlantic Cos; Replace critical
bridge between Ocean City and Longport
McComb Dam Bridge; Manhattan Bridge Rehab;
Main Span Rehab of Queensboro Bridge;
Williamsburg Br Rehab; Brooklyn Br Rehab

----------------------------------------------

..............................................

Delaware City: Replacement bridge on US-59
over Grand Lake

----------------------------------------------
----------------------------------------------

Charleston: Highway 17 Bridge replacement
projects: Cooper River

Gloucester Point: Widen existing bridge over
the York River

----------------------------------------------
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Project
Number

DPB 0012(001)
DPB 0015¢001)

...............

...............

---------------




CONGESTION RELIEF PROJECTS

STATUS :©  NEW | STEA PRQJIECTS.

APPROPRI ATION CODE:.

361 -- Congestion Relief Projects _
OAF -- Congestion Relief Projects, Advance Construction
36B -- Congestion Relief Projects, TMW

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  80% except for those congestion relief
projects which would be eligible for assistance under 23 U S.C
204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which cases the
Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Allocation. The 1991 |STEA authorizes
a separate total amount for each of these denonstration projects,
of ich 8% was to be allocated and nade available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and made available for
obligation in each of FY's 1993-1997.

AUTHORI TY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1104 of the 1991 | STEA
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG BILITY: Funds allocated for these denonstration projects
are to be used for specifically designated projects to inprove
met hods of congestion relief. "Information relative to eligible
activities (i.e., studies, prelimnary engineering, construction,
etc.) is set forth individually for each project In Section 1104
of the 1991 | STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Congestion Relief Projects were authorized in Section 1104 of
the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. The
purpose of this legislation is to inprove nethods of congestion
relief. Projects have been specifically designated by Congress

The 1991 | STEA aut hori zes $490, 040,000 from the H ghway Trust
Fund over a 6-year period for 44 specific congestion relief
projects. These projects are described in the attachment.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional information nay be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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CONGESTION RELIEF PROJECTS

AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1104 OF THE 1991 ISTEA

California

..................

Columbia

Missouri

Section
Project
Number

-------

Project Location/Name

Long Beach:Construction of HOV Lanes on 1-710
San Diego: Construct 1 block of Cut and
Cover Tunnel on Rt. 15 in downtown San Diego
Los Angeles: To extend I-110 North from

1-10 into downtown Los Angeles

bixon: Yo improve 3 grade crossings
Fairfield: Yo construct 2 park & ride faci-
lities, an information center, transfer hub
Victorville: Construct interchange 1 mile
north of Palmdale Road on I-15

Richmond: 1-80 Richmond Parkway Interchange
Sunnyvale: HOV lane improvements on Lawrence
Expressway

Palm Beach: Acquire ROW and construct and
widen to 4 lanes 19 mile segment of US 27
Broward Co.: Hallandale Bridge Project
Bannock & Caribou Counties: Any eligible
Federal-aid highway projects under title 23.
Fox River Valley: Study, plan and construct
up to 8 bridges across the Fox River

East St. Louis: Feasibility study of
bridge between East St. Louis and St. Louis
Merrillville: Construction of four lane road
and overpass

Leavenworth: West Leavenworth Trafficway
Project

Louisville: Waterfront Development Roadway
Improvements

Topsham-Brunswick Bypass

Bath-Woolwich: Improvements to Carlton Bridge
Prince George's Co: To rehabilitate the
Baltimore-Washington Parkway

Boston: A bicycle and pedestrain path
connecting Arlington, Boston and Cambridge

East St. Louis: Feasibility study of a
bridge between East St. Louis and St. Louis
St. Louis: Relocation of Lindbergh Boulevard
and I-70 at St. Louis Lambert Airport

St. Louis: Feasibility study for interchange
improvements for 1-255 at Rt. 231

..............................................

(MORE)
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Project
Number

0001¢001)
0010¢001)

0011¢001)

0014¢001)
0015¢001)

0024¢001)

0037¢001)
0040(¢001)

0025¢001)
0030¢001)

0019¢001)
0004¢001)

0027¢001)
0044(001)

DPC A004(001)
DPC 0005¢001)
DPC 0016¢001)




..................

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

Nashua: Nashua River Bridge - Construction
of second bridge

Las Vegas: Reconstruct and upgrade I-15/US-95
Interchange (Spaghetti Bowl)

Buffalo: Construction of Peace Bridge truck
inspection facility

Babylon: Construct turning lanes, sign
upgrades, traffic signal interconnections
and road repair and resurfacing

Long Island: To make improvements on the Van
Wyck Expressway to improve traffic flow

New York: Construction of Williamsburg to
Holland Tunnel Bypass

Toledo: Study of possible safety and traffic
delay improvement benefits in é corridors
Dayton: Construction of a bicycle pedestrian
facility from Greene County to Dayton
Philadelphia: Project to Construct Bridge-
Pratt Terminal

Improve River Street, Towanda Borough and
North Towanda Township to form highway bypass
Davidson,Williamson Cos: Study & construction
of Davidson-Williamson Bike Path
Murfreesboro: Conduct a feasibility study of
constructing a bicycle system

1-794 Bicycle Transportation Projects in
Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties

Berkeley & Jefferson Counties: Improvements
of SR-9 from Martinsburg to VA State line
Construction of Coal Fields Expressway from
Beckley to VA State line
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Project
Number

DPC 0007(¢001)
DPC 0013¢001)

DPC 0018¢001)
DPC 0038(¢001)

DPC 0021¢001)
DPC 0041(¢001)

...............

DPC 0001¢001)
DPC 0026¢001)

DPC 0003(¢001)
DPC 0017(¢001)

---------------

DPC 0042(001)
DPC 0043(¢001)

...............




HIGH PRIORITY CORRIDORS ON NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

STATUS © NEW | STEA PRQJECTS.
APPROPRI ATl ON  CCDE:

362 -- Hgh Priority Corridors on the NHS o _
363 -- High Priority Corridors on the NHS, Feasibility Studies
364 -- Hgh Priority Corridors on the NHS, Revolving Fund
QAH -- High Priority Corridors on the NHS, Advance Construction
36C -- High Priority Corridors on the NHS, TMFW

36D -- Hgh Priority Corridors on the NHS, TMFW

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: 80% except for those high priority
corridor segment projects which would be eligible for assistance

under 23 U.S.C. 204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which
cases the Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Allocation. The 1991 |STEA authorizes
a separate total amount for each of these denonstration projects,
of ich 8% was to be allocated and nade available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and made available for
obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

\Z'Eol(,?\)TUT(RY REFERENCE:  Section 1105 of the 1991 |STEA (P.L. 102-

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds allocated for these denonstration projects
are to be used for projects specifically desi gnat ed by Congress.
Feasibility and design studies may be prepared, as necessary, for
those corridors for which studies have not been prepared. _
Specific information relative to other eligible activities (i.e.,
prelim narly engi neering, construction, etc.) is set forth

I ndividual 'y for each project in Section 1105 of the 1991 | STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The High Priority Corridors on National H ghway System (NHS)
projects were authorized in Section 1105 of the I'nternodal

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public
Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.
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The purposes of this legislation are Ea? to identify highway
corridors of national significance; (b) to include these corri-
dors on the NHS, (c) to allow the FHWA, in cooperation with the
States, to prepare long-range plans and feasibility studies for
these corridors; (d) to allow the States to give priority to,
funding the construction of these corridors: and Pe% to provide
increased funding for segnents of these corridors t

identified for construction.

The 1991 | STEA designates 21 high priority NHS corridors and
authpr{zesfthree types of funding assistance. This assistance
consi sts of:

at have been

- $1,183,160,000 for 29 high priority segnents over a B-year
period. These projects are described in the attachnent,

$48, 000,000 in discretionary funding for feasibility and
design studies over a 6-year period.

- A 3200 million revolving loan fund to provide repayable
advance amounts to States for planning and construction of
the high priority corridors over a 5-year period.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: ~ The Cunberland Gap segment is being
adm ni stered by the FHM Federal Lands Hig mﬁy Ofice (HFL-J.
The funds for the 1-66 Transamerica H ghway Feasibility Study
will be admnistered by the FHAM Statew de PLannln? Division
(HEP-12).  Additional information nmay be obtained from the Ofice
of Engineering (HNG 12).
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HIGH PRIORITY CORRIDORS ON THE NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1105 OF THE 1991 ISTEA

------------------

16

Arkansas

..................
..................

..................

..................

Indiana

Section
Project
Number

.......

Project Location/Name

To lmprove Cumberland Gap Tunnel and for
various associated improvements as part of
the US-25E COrridor

Upgrading of the East West Corridor along
Route 72 in Alabama

Appalachian Regional Corridor X From SR-25
near Fulton, MS to US-31 in Birmingham, AL
Appalachian Regional Corridor V from MS State
Line near Red Bay to TN State Line north of
Bridgeport, AL.

For construction of Highway 412 from Siloam
Springs to Springdale, Arkansas

For construction of Highway 412 from
Springdale to Harrison, Arkansas
Construction of US-71 between Fayetteville
and Alma, AR as part of North-South Corridor
Construction of US-71 from Alma, Arkansas to
Louisiana State Line - Arkansas portion
Highway 412 from Harrison to Mt. Home

Upgrading of the East-West Corridor along
Route 72 in Georgia

For improvements for Avenue of the Saints

in lowa

Construct a 4-lane highway from Lafayette to
Ft. Wayne following existing SR-25 & US-24
Conduct feasibility and economic study to
widen US-24 from Ft. Wayne, IN to Toledo, OH
To improve Bloomington to Newberry,IN segment
of Indianapolis,IN - Memphis,TN corridor

To improve the North-South Corridor from the
Louisiana State Line to Shreveport, Louisiana
Widen a 60-mile portion of Highway M-59 from
MacComb County to 1-96 in Howell County

For improvements for Avenue of the Saints

in Minnesota

Upgrading of the East-West Corridor along
Route 72 in Mississippi

Improvement of North-South Corridor along
Highway 71 in Southwestern, MO

For improvements for Avenue of the Saints

in Missouri

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPS A002¢001)
DPS 0008¢001)
DPS 0009¢001)
0PS 0004¢001)
DPS 0005¢001)
DPS 0014(001)
DPS A015(¢001)
DPS 0029¢001)

DPS 0018(001)
DPS 1019(¢001)
DPS 0026¢001)

---------------

DPS 0003¢001)
DPS M022¢001)




------------------

E e N

Virginia

West Virginia

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

Conduct a feasibility study of an expressway
from Rapid City to Scotts Bluff, Nebraska

To improve the Heartland Expressway from
Rapid Clty to Scotts Bluff Nebraska

Improvements on Route 219 between Springville
to Ellicottville in New York State
Constructing new highway from Rocky Mount

to Elizabeth

Conduct feasibility and economic study to
widen US-24 from Ft. Wayne, IN to Toledo, OH
For upgrading US-220 High Priority Corridor
between State College and 1-80

To improve US-220 to a 4-lane limited access
highway from Bald Eagle northward to US-322
Conduct a feasibility study of an expressway
from Rapid City to Scotts Bluff, Nebraska

To improve the Heartland Expressway from
Rapid City to Scotts Bluff, Nebraska
Upgrading of the East-West Corridor along
Route 72 in Tennessee

Construction of US-71 from Alma, Arkansas to
Louisiana State Line - Texas portion

For Upgrading I-64 & Route 17 in Virginia
Construction of Danville Bypass on Route 29
Corridor

US-395 1mprovements from US Canadian border
to Oregon State Line

Construction of Shawnee Project from 3-Corner
Junction to [-77 as part of 1-73/74 Corridor
Widening Us-52 from Huntington to Williamson,
WV as part of 1-73/74 Corridor Project
Replacement of US-52 from Williamson, WV to
1- 77 as part of I- 73/74 Corridor Project
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPS NOO7(001)

DPS N0O17(001)

---------------

DPS 0001¢001)
DPS 0006¢001)

DPS SDO7(001)
DPS SD17¢001)

...............

DPS VO13(001)
DPS 0028(001)

---------------

DPS 0010¢001)
DPS 0011¢001)
DPS 0012¢001)




RURAL. ACCESS PROJECTS

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PRQJECTS.

ABPRQPRI ATI ON CCDE: _

365 -- Rural Access Projects _
QAK -- Rural Access Projects, Advance Construction
36E -- Rural Access Projects, TMFW

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  80% except for those rural access
projects which would be eligible for assistance under 23 U S.C

204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which cases the
Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al location. The 1991 |STEA authorizes
a separate total ampunt for each of these denobnstration projects,
of which 8% was to be allocated and made available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and made available for

obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

?géTgﬂ%?Y REFERENCE:  Section 1106(a) of the 1991 |ISTEA (P.L.

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds allocated for these denonstration projects
are to be used for projects that have been specifically
designated by ﬁbngress to ensure better rural access and to
promote econom ¢ devel opnent in rural areas. Specific
Information relative to eligible activities (i.e., studies,
preI|n1nary engi neering, construction, etc.66|s set forth

y

I ndi vi dual for each project in Section 1106(a) of the 1991
| STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Rural Access Projects were authorized in Section 1106(a) of
the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) on December 18, 1991. The
purpose of this Ieﬁlslatlon Is to provide funds for projects that

ensure better rural access and that pronmote econom c devel opment
in rural areas.
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The 1991 | STEA aut horizes $920, 630, 000 from the H ghway Trust
Fund over a 6-year period for 118 specific rural access
projects. These projects are described in the attachnent.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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RURAL ACCESS PROJECTS

AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1106¢a) OF THE 1991 ISTEA

Arkansas

..................

Florida

Illinois

Kansas

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

Harrison: To improve US 65 from Harrison,
Arkansas to Missouri Line

Ft. Smith: Improve Phoenix Avenue in the
vicinity of the Ft. Smith Airport

Bella Vista: To study bypass alternative for
US 71 in the vicinity of Bella Vista

DeValls Bluff: Replacement bridge across

the White River

Jonesboro: Complete construction of 3
interchanges on the Highway 63 bypass

Navajo County: Turquoise Trail Highway
(Administered by Bureau of Indians Affairs)
Montewma: Upgrade farm to market road
serving Ute (Mountain) Indian Reservation
Chattahochee: Construction of Mosquito

Creek Bridge

To upgrade State Rt. 71 from State Rt. 10 to
State Rt. 8

To upgrade Florida SR-267 from SR-8 to SR-10
Brevard County: Design & Engineering improve-
ments for SR-3 between SR-520 and SR-528
East St. Louis: Feasibility study for
4-lane Access Road to Jefferson Memorial Park
Environmental Impact Study & Design Study on
Highway 67 from Alton to Jacksonville
Venice: Rehabilitation of McKinley Bridge
East Louis: Tollway feasibility study (East
Louis to Carbondale, IL)

Mt. Vernon: Extension of 34th Street from IL
Rt. 15 to County Road 10

Reconstruction of Feather Trail Road from
Ullin Road Interchange to Rt. 37, Pulaski Co
Resurfacing IL Rt. 1 from Cave-In-Rock to
north of Omaha

Williamson County: Upgrading IL Route 13
Saline County: For improvement to Rt. 13 from
Williamson-Saline County line to Harrisburg
W. Central: For widening of US 34 between
Burlington, Iowa and Monmouth, IlL.

To make improvements including construction
of a bridge on US 67 in NW Illinois

For construction of the Alton Bypass from
the vicinity of Alton and Godfrey

Riverton: Construction of a new highway
from Riverton, KS to I1-44 in Missouri
Overland Park: I-435 Interchange Project
Lawrence: Lawrence circumferential Roadway,
Douglas County

Eastern Shawnee: Oakland Expressway

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPR 0049(001)
DPR 6050(001)
DPR 0051(001)
DPR 0053(001)
DPR 0054(¢001)

...............

DPR 0028¢001)
DPR 0029(¢001)

DPR 0030¢001)
DPR 0055(001)

PPR 0009(¢001)
DPR 0010(001)

DPR 0011¢001)
DPR 0031¢001)

DPR 0032(001)
DPR 0033(001)
DPR 0034(¢001)

DPR 0035(¢001)
DPR 0036(001)

DPR 0065¢001)
DPR 0066(001)
DPR 0107(¢001)

DPR 0021¢001)

DPR 0076(001)
DPR 0102¢001)

DPR 0103(001)




Louisiana

Michigan

Minnesota

..................

Missouri

Mississippi

North Carolina

Section
Project
Number

.......

Project Location/Name

Pike County: US 119 Upgrading

South Central Kentucky: Highway 92
Relocation Study

Jessamine County: US 27 Improvements

Lake Charles: Construction of roads and
bridge to Rose Bluff Industrial Area
Improvements and extension of Ambassador
Caffery Parkway

Construction of a new road from an area in
the vicinity of I-55 to Alexandria

Bossier City: To study grade separations
along 10 mile of KC Railroad along US 71
Louisa: Louisa Bridge Replacement

Us 131, St. Joseph County

Berrien Co: US-31 relocation

Holland: US 31 upgrade, Holland, Ottawa Co.
Farmington Hills: To widen 12-mile road
corridor in the vicinity of Farmington Hills
Jackson County: US 127 Upgrading

Aurora-Hoyt Lakes/Silver, Bay: Construction
and reconstruction of Forest Highway 11
connecting Aurora-Hoyt Lakes and Silver Bay
Richfield: 77th St Reconstruction Project
Mankato: Mankato South Rt. Improvements,
Eden Prairie/Cologne: US Trunk highway 212
improvement project, Eden Prairie/Cologne
New Madrid, Stoddard, Carter and Butler
Counties: Highway 60 Improvements

Southern: Improvement of Rt 65 through Greene
Christian and Taney Counties

Blue Springs: Adams Dairy Parkway Project
Highway 63 improvements, Columbia, Missouri/
Iowa border

Howell County: Improve Highway 63
Franklin/Lincoln Counties: Improvements on
Highway 84

Upgrading of US-98 from County line of Pike
and Walthall Counties to Lamar County, MS
Natchez: Upgrading Highway 61 from Natchez,
MS to Louisiana State Line

Upgrading Highway 84 from Brookhaven, MS to
US 49 in Collins, NS

Boger City: Construction of 4-lane divided
hwy along hwy 321 from Boger City to NC-127S.
Asheville: US 19 - 23 improvement project

I-85 Interchange improvement at State Route
1103 Granville County

To reimburse the State of North Carolina for
construction & repair of the Bonner Bridge
Construct interstate link between 1-95 and
I-40 in vicinity of Wilson and Goldsboro
Cumberland: U-2519/X-2 Highways

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPR 0089¢001)
DPR 0098(001)
DPR 0099¢001)
oPR 0017¢001)
DPR 0018¢001)
DPR 0056(¢001)
DPR 0074¢001)
DPR 0113¢001)

DPR 0043(00%)
DPR 0044(001)
DPR 0045¢001)
DPR 0058(001)
DPR 0090(001)

DPR 0022(001)

DPR 0023(001)
DPR 0088(001)
DPR 0091¢001)

DPR 0015¢001)
DPR 0016(001)

DPR 0101¢001)
DPR 0104(001)

DPR 0112¢001)
“bPR 0024¢001)
DPR 0025(¢001)
DPR 0026(¢001)

DPR 0027¢001)

DPR 0002(¢001)
DPR 0039(¢001)
DPR 0046(001)
DPR 0072(¢001)
DPR 0073(¢001)
DPR 0100¢001)

---------------




Section FMIS

State Project Project Location/Name Project
Number Number
New Hampshire 37 | Winchester: Replacement of Winchester Bridge; DPR 0037(001)
38 | Hanover: Ledyard Bridge Reconstruction DPR 0038(¢001)
47 | Manchester: Airport Road Improvements DPR 0047(¢001)
48 | Wetlands mitigation package for SR-101/51 DPR 6048(001)
New Mexico 93 | Clayton: Raton-Clayton Road DPR 0093¢001)
94 ; Jicarilla Apache State Road DPR 0094¢001)
New York 3 | Utica: Improvement of the Utica North/South DPR 0003¢001)
Arterial
4 } Oneida County: Upgrade a highway to 4-lanes | DPR 0004¢001)
70 | Wayne County: To improve Rt. 104 from DPR 0070¢001)

Furnace Road to Pound Road
71 | Chautauqua Co: 2 additional expressway lanes | DPR 0071(001)
from Chautauqua Lake Bridge to PA Border

Ohio 1 | Cadiz: lmprovements of Short Creek Highway DPR 0001¢001)
from Cadiz, Ohio to Rayland, Ohio
19 | Clark, Champaign/Logan Counties: US 68 Bypass; DPR 0019(001)
40 | Niles: Belmont Street Bridge Replacement DPR 0040(¢001)
41 | struthers: Bridge Street Bridge replacement ; DPR 0041(001)
42 | Niles: South Main Street Bridge replacement DPR 0042(¢001)
64 | Mentor: For construction of an interchange DPR 0064(001)
on State Rt.615 at 1-90

86 ; Medina: Route 18 Bypass Study DPR 0086¢001)

87 | Norwalk: US 250 Bypass Study DPR 0087(¢001)

92 | East Canton/Minerva: Route 30 Extension DPR 0092(¢001)

Ok lahoma 5 | Southern: Widening of US 70 DPR 0005¢001)
6 { Southern: Construction of a bridge and DPR 0006¢001)

approaches at Pennington Creek, OK
Pennsylvania 7 | Johnsonburg: Relocation of a 2-lane highway ; DPR 0007(001)
from Center Street to PA Rt. 255 along US
219, Johnsonburg Bypass
8 | Pennsylvania: Construction of truck driving | DPR 0008(001)
lanes and safety improvements on US 219
between 1-80 and the NY State Line
20 | Aliquippa: For various 3-R projects DPR 0020¢001)
52 | Bedford Springs: To construct an access DPR 0052(¢001)
road along Old US 220 to the Springs project
and to construct other facilities in site.

67 | Monongahela Valley: For construction of DPR 0067(¢001)
southernmost extension of Monongahela Xway
68 | Dauphin County: Design, right-of-way and DPR 0068(001)

reconstruct 5.1 miles of 4-lane divided

highway from Dauphin Borough to Speeceville
75 | Widen 14 mile segment of US 15 from 2 to 4 DPR 0075(¢001)
lanes
79 | Washington County: Pennsylvania Industrial DPR 0079¢001)
Park Access

80 | Southern Fayette County: Chadville DPR 0080¢001)
Improvement Project
81 | US Rt. 219 Meyersdale Bypass DPR 0081(001)
82 | US Rt. 22 Improvements: Monroeville to DPR 0082¢001)
Ebansburg
83 | Blairsville: Laurel Valley Expressway DPR 0083(¢001)
96 | Lehigh County: US 222 Relocation DPR 0096¢001)
97 | Northhampton County: PA 33 Extension DPR 0097(¢001)
106 ; Berks County: Warren St. Extension/US 222 DPR 0106¢001)
Reconstruction
(MORE)
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Pennsylvania
{continued)

Tennessee

..................

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

Latrobe: Ligonier Street Reconstruction
Carroltown/DuBois: US 219 Improvements
Robinson Township: Design work in Town Center

Lenoir City: Feasibility Study on Ft Loudon
Dam Bridge on US-231

Blount City: Improvement of US Highway 411
in Monroe and Blount Counties

Rutherford County: Replace existing bridge
over the west fork of the Stone's River
Beaumont: Widen Highway FM-364 from a 2-Lane
to a 4-lane road

Laredo: Expand capacity of 2-Lane highway,
construct interchanges and connector highway
Lubbock: Feasibility & route studies, PE,
design for highway from Lubbock to 1-20
Rosenberg: To purchase right-of-way for
Highway 36 bypass West of Rosenberg
Angleton: For various activities associated
with relocation of Highway 288

Brownsville: Brownsville Railroad
Relocation Project

Port Lavaca to Cuero: Construct upgraded,
improved four-lane divided highway.

Parker Co: Upgrade existing State Highway 199
to four-lane divided highway

Travis Co.: Highway 620 Bridge Improvement
Prince Edward Co.: widen 2-miles of US 460
to 4 lanes beginning 1 mile § of Farmville
Columbia River Gorge: State Route 14
Improvement Projects

Fairmont: Riverside Expressway improvements
Mason County/Kanawha: Highway Improvements
Chelyan Bridge Replacement
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FMIS
Project
Number

0115(¢001)
0116(001)
0117¢001)

0013¢001)
0014¢001)
0069¢001)

0057(001)
0059¢001)
0061¢001)
0062¢001)
0063(¢001)
0084(001)
0110¢001)
0111¢001)
0114¢001)

0077¢001)
0105¢001)
0118(001)




URBAN ACCESS AND URBAN MOBILITY PROJECTS

STATUS :  NEW | STEA PRQIJECTS.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODE: o _

366 -- Urban Access & Urban Mbility Projects

QAA -- Urban Access & Urban Mbility Projects, Advance
Construction o _

OAL -- Urban Access & Mbility Projects, Advance Construction

36F -- Urban Access & Urban Mobility Projects, TMFW

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION.  80% except for those urban access and
urban nobility projects which would be eligible for assistance
under 23 U.S.C. 204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which
cases the Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Allocation. The 1991 |STEA authorizes
a separate total amunt for each of these demonstration projects,
of wnich 8% was to be allocated and nade available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and nmade available for
obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATION: No

%’,S\TEJISQY REFERENCE:  Section 1106(b) of the 1991 | STEA (P.L.

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIG BILITY:  Funds allocated for these denonstration projects
are to be used for projects that have been specifically
designated by Congress to enhance better urban access and urban
nmobi l'ity. Specific information relative to eligible activities
(i.e., studies, prelimnary engineering, construction, etc.) is
igstnf%%gp\l ndi vidual ly for  each project in Section 1106(b) of the

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Urban Access and Urban Mbility Projects were authorized in
Section 1106$b) of the Internodal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber
18, 1991. The purpose of this legislation is to enhance urban
access and urban nobility.
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The 1991 | STEA aut horizes $556, 180, 000 from the H ghway Trust
Fund over a 6-year period for 77 specific urban access and
mobility projects. These projects are described in the
attachnent .

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMVATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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URBAN ACCESS AND URBAN MOBILITY PROJECTS
AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1106(b) OF THE 1991 ISTEA

------------------

California

Columbia

..................

Itlinois

Section
Project
Number

-------

13

14
15

16
17
18
19
21

Project Location/Name

----------------------------------------------

Tucson: Veterans Memorial Interchange/Palo
Verde Bridge Replacement

Santa Ana: Bristol Street Project

San Jose: Improvement of Interchange at
Highway 85/Highway 17

Gilroy: Safety improvements on Highway 152
Compton: For a grade separation project at
W. Alameda St. and the Mealy St. Corridor
San Diego: To conduct environmental study on
feasibility of constructing 4-lane highway
from SR-805 to Mexico border near Otay Mesa
Commerce: To relocate a portion of Atlantic
Blvd. in the vicinity of Telegraph Road as
part of a grade separation project

Los Angeles Co: Grade Separation projects (3)
Anaheim: HOV facilities for 1-5 in vicinity
of Anaheim Regional Trans. Intermodal Complex
Hartford: To rehabilitate State Rt. 99
Hartford: For improved access to Connecticut
River as in 1-91 Mitigation Project
Washington: Construction of missing

segments of Eastern and Southern Avenues
Design & construction of noise barriers along
Southeast/Southwest and Ancostia Freeway
Sarasota: To construct a bridge interchange
at US 301 and University Parkway

Atlanta: Improvement of Martin Luther King
Drive

Atlanta: 1-20 Interchange at Lithonia
Industrial Boulevard

Metro East/St. Louis, Missouri Bridge
Feasibility Study

Chicago: Handicapped Accessibility Projects
on various Chicago Streets

Chicago: Feasibility study for a road between
existing Lake Shore Drive and Indiana Road
Joliet: Rehabilitation of Houbolt Rd and
construction of [-80/Houbolt Rd Interchange
Chicago: WPA Street Improvements

Burnham: to improve Dolton Avenue between
Torrence Avenue and Indiana State Line
Calument Park: Ashland Avenue Bridge
Replacement

Harvey: Illinois 1 Interchange improvement
from US-6 to I-80

Markham: Sibley Boulevard traffic flow
improvement from Dixie Highway

Chicago: Illinois 1 intersection improvement
(Harvey: intersection at 155th Street)

Lake Porter & LaPort Cos.: Study linkage
roads to connect Lake Shore Drive &
surrounding facilities

Springfield: To extend 11th Street from
Stevenson Drive to Toronto Road

----------------------------------------------

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

0001¢001)
0007¢001)

0008¢001)
0036(001)

0041¢001)

0046(001)

0066(001)
0071¢001)

0043(¢001)
0044¢001)

---------------

0010¢001)
0070¢001)

0004¢001)
0072¢001)

0002¢001)
0005¢001)
DPU 0006¢001)
DPU 0013¢001)

DPU
DPU

0014(¢001)
0015¢001)
DPU 0016(¢001)
DPU 0017¢001)
DPU 0018(¢001)
DPU 0019(¢001)

DPU A021¢001)

DPU 0033¢001)




-----------------

Illinois
(continued)

New Jersey

Section
Project
Number

.......

34
35
37

65
69

Project Location/Name

Chicago: Right-of-way preservation projects
(Eisenhower & Stevenson Connector)

Chicago: Museum of Science & Industry;
various intermodal facilities

Chicago: Skyway Bridge

Chicago: Cermak Road Bridge reconstruction
Chicago: Roosevelt Road and Bridge
Improvements

Chicago: State Street Mall Improvements
Chicago: Cicero Avenue Improvements
Chicago: 183rd Street Reconstruction
Chicago: 111th Street Reconstruction
Chicago: 111th Street Upgrade; Cicero Avenue
to Pulaski Road

Chicago: 111th Street Widening; Central
Avenue to Cicero Avenue

Lake Porter & LaPort Cos.: Study linkage
roads to connect Lake Shore Drive &
surrounding facilities

Acquisition of West Lake Corridor Right-of-
way between Munster and Hammond

Portage: Widen Willow Creek Road to 4 lanes
Hobart, Lake Station & New Chicago: various
improvements to Ridge Road

Muncie: State Rd. 67 Widening

Columbus Entranceway project

Lawrence: Study, design, and construct

new road service; road, ramps & widen 1-495
Baltimore: To improve various roads as part
of project "Project Vision®

Baltimore Co.: Improvement of US 1

Metro East/St. Louis, Missouri Bridge
Feasibility Study

Omaha: For improvements to US 6 from 86th
St to 118th and intersection with I-680
Passaic Co: Complete construction of Rt-21
Northeastern NJ: To raise 14 bridges over
Molly Ann's Brook

Newark: To construct ramps to provide
access to 1-78

Mewark: To construct a parking facility

as part of a multi-modal transportation
facility near United Hospitals Medical Center
Middlesex: Route 1 Widening in Middlesex Co.
from Raritan River to Rahway River

Perth Amboy & Woodbridge Township: Study
whether additional river crossings required
Parsippany, Troy Hills: Construct interchange
and ramp improvements on I-280

Paramus: Rt. 17/4 Interchange Project
Hackensack: Hackensack Avenue/Kinderkamack
Road Bridges over Route 4

Camden: Renovation of South Jersey Port
Corporation Beckett Street Terminal

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPU 0052(¢001)

DPU 0053¢001)
DPU
DPU
DPU

0054¢001)
0055¢001)
0056¢001)

DPU A056(001)
DPU 0057(001)
DPU 0058(001)
DPU 0059(001)
DPU 0060¢001)

0061¢001)

0021¢001)

0022¢001)

0023¢001)
0024¢001)

0062(¢001)
0063(¢001)

0031¢001)
0068¢001)

0025¢001)
0026¢001)

0028¢001)
0029¢001)

DPU 0034(001)

DPU 0035(001)
DPU 0037(¢001)

DPU 0064(001)
DPU 0065(¢001)

DPU 0069¢001)




Section FMIS

State Project Project Location/Name Project
Number Number
New York 9 | New York: Improvements on Miller Highway bPU 0009(¢001)
11 | Buffalo: Scajaquada Expressway DPU 0011¢001)

Classification Study
12 | Buffalo: NY State Thruway relocation study DPU 0012¢001)
38 | Queens: To rehabilitate 39th Street Bridge DPU 0038(001)
over rail tracks at the Sunnyside Rail Yard
40 ; suffolk Co/lLong Island: Construct various DPU 0040¢001)
roadway improvements on 7.1 miles of SR-112

48 | Long Island: Southern State Parkway DPU 0048¢001)
Improvement
49 : Schenectady: Exit 26 Bridge Project DPU 0049¢001)

67 | Staten Island: Preservation of Rail Corridor ; DPU 0067(001)
- North Shore Rail Line
73 ; Buffalo: Southtowns Connector DPU 0073(001)
Ohio 20 ; Youngstown: Center Street Bridge replacement,] DPU 0020¢001)
including Poland Avenue - Shirley Road
connector and ramps at 1-680
Pennsylvania 3 ; Beaver & Butler Cos: Construction of Crow's DPU 0003¢001)
Run Expressway from I-79 to PA Rt. 60
27 | Chambersburg: To improve the Wayne Avenue - DPU 0027¢001)
1-81 interchange and to widen Wayne Avenue to
5 lanes from I-81 to Coldbrook Avenue
47 | Scranton: Realign 3,000 feet of N. Scranton DPU 0047¢001)
Expressway to connect with Mulberry St.

Rhode Island 75 | Providence: Memorial Boulevard Pedestrian/ DPU 0075¢001)
Traffic Improvements
Tennessee 45 } Chattanooga: Construct an urban diamond DPU 0045(¢001)
interchange and a connector road
Utah 51 | Expansion of State Road 5600 West DPU 0051(¢001)
Virginia 50 | Northern Virginia: Upgrade I-495 interchanges; DPU 0050(¢001)
including Virginia Mixing Bowl Improvements
Washington 32 | Bellevue: Conduct Phase I design study for DPU 0032¢001)
1-405 interchange at NE 8th Street
76 | Renton: Houser Way Relocation Expansion DPU 0076¢001)
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INNOVATIVE PROJECTS

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PRQIECTS.

APPROPRI ATION CCDE:

367 -- Innovative Projects _
OAM -- Innovative Projects, Advance Construction
36G -- Innovative Projects, TMFW

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 80% except for those innovative projects
which would be eligible for assistance under 23 U S.C. 204 or are
on a federally owned bridge, in which cases the Federal share is
100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al location. The 1991 |STEA authorizes
a separate total anount for each of these denonstration projects,
of which 8% was to be allocated and made available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and nade available for
obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

\ZSTé\)TUT(RY REFERENCE:  Section 1107 of the 1991 |STEA (P.L. 102-
40) .

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds allocated for these demonstration projects
are to be used for projects that have been specifically

desi P_nat ed bsy Congress to enhance better urban access and urban
mobi lity. Specific information relative to eligible activities
(i.e., studies, prelimnary engineering, construction, etc.) is
?.Sglf?rS:[rEAIndl vidual ly for each project in Section 1107 of the

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Innovative Projects were authorized in Section 1107 of the

I ntermodal Surface Transgortatlon Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991

| STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. The purpose of
this legislation is to denmonstrate innovative techniques of

hi ghway construction and finance.
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The 1991 | STEA aut hori zes $2, 356,480,000 fromthe H ghway Trust
Fund over a 6-year period for 204 specific innovative projects.
These projects are described in the attachnent.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFOMATION: Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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INNOVATIVE PROJECTS
AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1107 OF THE 1991 ISTEA

California

District of
Columbia

------------------

Section
Project
Number

.......

Project Location/Name

Mobile: Reconstruction of West Tunnel Plaza
interchange on 1-10

Montgomery: Construct 4-lane bypass to
connect 1-65 and 1-85

Tuscaloosa Co: Black Warrier River Bridge
Patton Island Bridge Project

Improvements to Anniston Eastern Bypass near
US-431, and between SH-21 and 1-20

..............................................

Oceanside: Construction of A, B, and C
segments of SR 76

Carlsbad: Improvements at interchange at
Palomar Airport Rd. and I-5

Los Angeles: Prel. work to enhance capacity
of I-5 from downtown to SR 91 interchange
Mojave: Reconstruct bridge to Caltrans
height standards

San Benito: Rt. 156 Hollister Bypass
Monterey: Rt. 101, Prunedale (Bypass)

Union City: I1-880/Alvarado-Niles Road
Interchange

Bakersfield: Route 58 Improvements

Santa Fe Springs: Norwalk Boulevard grade
separation

West Sacramento: Industrial Boulevard Bridge
over Sacramento River Barge Canal
Rehabilitate or replace Gold Star bridge over
Thames River between New London & Gorton,
Bridge over Yellow Mill Channel in
Bridgeport, Tomlinson Bridge in New Haven
Hybrid Fuel Cell

Advanced composite bridge deck demo at
Catholic University

Brevard Co: Design, acquire ROW & construct a
widened bridge on SR 3 over Barge Canal
Hillsborough: Widen and improve safety of
I-4 from Tampa to Hillsborough Co. line
Orlando: Land & right-of-way acquisition &
guideway construction for MAGLEV project
Atlanta: Transportation improvements for 1996
Olympics and IVHS traffic management system
Georgia: Any highway improvement projects
eligible for funding under title 23

Hawaii: Any highway improvement projects
eligible for funding under title 23
Lewiston: Improve Bryden Canyon Road
Plummer: Reconstruct 3 segments of SH-5,
totaling about 5.3 miles in length

Lemhi County: Reconstruct 8.3 miles of US-93
at the Idaho/Montana border

St. Maries: Rehabilitate existing 14.2 miles
of pavement on FH 50

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

0030¢001)
0035¢001)
0080¢001)

0124¢001)
6192¢001)

0012¢001)
0013¢001)
DPI 0037¢001)
DPI 0061¢001)
DPI

DPI
DPI

0071¢001)
0072¢001)
6082¢001)

0086¢001)
0087¢001)

DPI
DPI

DPI 0116(001)

0098¢001)
0201¢001)

0028¢001)
0043¢001)
0196¢001)

...............

0010¢001)
0202¢001)

0060¢001)
0187¢001)

0188¢001)
0189¢001)




..................

1daho

IHlinois

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

Lewiston: Construct 2.4 miles of new road
along FAU 7344 in Bryden Canyon

Bear Lake County: Reconstruct 13 miles of
US-89 between Montpelier and Geneva

Chicago: Computerized infrastructure
management systems

Mokena: Construction of Wolf Road between
Laport Road and US 30

Village of Frankfort: Roadway Improvement
Projects

Plainfield: Replacement of E J & E Viaduct
over IL Route 59 and Dupage River Tributary
Romeoville: Replacement of 135th St. Bridge
Galina: Conduct environmental, PE & design
studies to widen 47 miles of US 20 to 4-lanes
Mendon: Construct 14.8 miles of Highway 336
from Rt. 61 near Mendon to West Point Road
Jacksonville: US 67 Jacksonville Bypass
DuQuoin Highway Bridge

Tamarack Street extension

Replace 5.3 miles of 1llinois 17 from 0.2 mi
west of Splear Road to Illinois 1

Leroy: US 150 replacement, north of Hemlock
St. to south of Gilmore St.

Ford Co: Replace 8.0 miles of US 24 from

1.1 mi. east of Forrest to Ford Co. line
Watseka: US 24 replacement from Crescent
City to Illinois 1

Emington: Emington Spur Road replacement from
Illinois 47 to Emington

New Lenox Road improvement

Shorewood Roadway improvements

Chicago: Painting of various moveable bridges
Chicago: 3R work on historic 28 mile
Boulevard

Calumet City: Reconstruction of 156th St. &
156th Place from Buckham Ave. to State Line
Frankfort Township: Improvement of streets
Matteson: I-57 bridge improvements

Road improvements - US 150/IL 1 from Belgium
to south of Westville

Road improvements - US 45 from Savoy to
Tolono

Improvements on the Kennedy Expressway
Construct extension of [-69 to link
Evansville and Indianapolis

East Chicago Marina Access Road

Fremont Co: Construction of IA Highway 2
from Sidney to 1-29

Council Bluffs: Variety of improvements to
Valley View Corridor

Highway. 63 improvements from Waterloo to New
Hampton

Wichita: Construct 6-lane access control
highway & interchange at Oliver St.

Widen US-81 Belleville to Concordia
Hutchinson: Construction of Huchinson Bypass
between US-50 and K-96

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

...............

DPI 0190(001)

DPI 0191(001)

0011¢001)
0015¢001)
DP1 0016(¢001)
DPI 0017¢001)

DP1
DP1

0018¢001)
0032¢001)
DPI 0038(001)
DPI
DPI

DPI
DPI

0066(001)
0095¢001)
0096¢001)
0102¢001)

0103(¢001)
0104¢001)

DP1
DPI

DPI 0105¢001)

DPI 0106(001)
DPI
DPI
DPI
DPI

0107¢001)
0108¢001)
0109¢001)
0111¢001)
DPI 0119(¢001)
DPI
DPI
DPI

0120¢001)
0121¢001)
0122¢001)

0123¢001)
0137(001)
""" 0064(001)
0097(¢001)
""" 0062¢001>
0063(001)

0069¢001)

DPI 0044(001)

DPI
DP1

0154¢001)
0155¢001)




------------------

------------------

Maryland

Michigan

..................

Minnesota

Missouri

Section
Project
Number

-------

Project Location/Name

Harford Co: COnstructlon of Durham Road
Bridge # 75

Harford Co: Construction of replacement
bridge at Furnace Road Bridge # 74

Harford Co: Construction of replacement
bridge at South Hampton Road Bridge # 47
Harford Co: Construction of replacement
bridge at Wheel Road Bridge # 9

Hatford Co: Construction of replacement
bridge at Watervale Bridge # 63

Baltimore Co: Replacement of Papermill Road
Bridge # 123 in Cockeysville area

Relocate railroad between Hagerstown, MD and
Shippensburg, PA to eliminate 23 RR X-ings
Baltimore Co: 1-695 improvements

Areneck Co: Improve 12 miles of US 23
between Rt. 13 and Rt. 65

Grand Rapids: construct bypass connecting
1-96 and 1-196

Genesse: Widen and improve pavement in
Mundy Township from Baldwin Rd. to Cook Rd.
Flint: Design & construct improved and
widened 5-lane road

Flint: Design & construct 1.02 miles of
5-lane roadway

Flint: ROW acquisition, relocation, &
construction of Bristol Road

Traverse City: Traverse City Bypass
Cadillac: Improvements to US 131 from
Cadillac to Manton to Traverse City
Brooklyn Park: Highway 610 Crosstown Project
Completion of Cross-Range Expressway (Trunk
Highway 169}

Hinckley: Safety & capacity improvements to
Trunk Highway 48 & relocate County Road 134
Trunk Highway 53 from Twig to Trunk Highway
37

Trunk Highway 169 from Grand Rapids to High
City

Trunk Highway 61 from Schroeder to Grand
Marais

Trunk Highway 37 and Hughes Road

Hennepin County: Bloomington Ferry Bridge &
C.S.A.H. 18 replacement project

Nicollet Co: C.S.A.H. 41 for roadway stabi-
lization and rockfall control - North Mankato
St. Cloud: Trunk Highway 15 bridge over
Mississippi River & interchange with T.H. 10
MN Safety Initiative Program - pavement
marking and elastomer modified asphalt
Jefferson Cos Widen I-55 between Rt. M and
Rt. 67

Jefferson Co: Upgrade 7.9 miles of Missouri
Highway 21

St. Louis: Construct a 4-lane outer beltway
connecting I-55 and 1-44

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPI 0002(001)
DPI 0003(001)
DPI 0004(001)
DPI 0005(¢001)
DPI 0006¢001)
0007¢001)>

A024(001)

oPI
DPI
0117¢001)
""" 0033001
0047¢001)
0053¢001)
0054¢001)
0055¢001)
0056¢001)

0089¢001)
0112¢001)

0081¢001)
0126¢001)
0127¢001)
DPI 0128(001)
DPI 0129¢001)
DPI 0130(¢001)
DPI 0133(¢001)
DPI 0158¢001)
DPI 0159(¢001)
0160¢001)

0161¢001)

0040¢001)
0041¢001)
0042¢001)




New York

North Carolina

Section
Project
Number

146
162
163

Project Location/Name

----------------------------------------------

Pascagoula: US 90 improvements including
é6-lane bridge and approaches

Billings: Construction of Shilo I-90
Interchange

Missoula: Construction of Missoula Airport
1-90 interchange

Plan, engineer, & contruct bridge across
Missouri River connecting SD Rt. 37 to

NE Hwy. 12 near Springfield, SD

Engineer & contruct bridge across Missouri
River near Vermillion, SD

Elko Co: Lamoille Highway widening

Reno: US 395 Extension

Carson City: Carson City Bypass

Study of corridor protection for NH Route 16
North Conway: Provide congestion relief on
Us-302 and NH Route 16

Newark: Rt. 21 Viaduct

Newark: Widening of Rt. 21

Bourough of Paulsboro: Construction of a new
bridge to improve safety

Suffolk Co: Selective black topping through
high noise road segments

Suffolk Co: Evaluate composting and
recycling use on Federal-aid highways
Amherst & Erie Cos.: Widen 2 miles of Rt.
263 and rehabilitate 4 miles of Rt. 78
Construction of a highway from US 7 North of
Bennington, VT to NY-7 in Hoosick, NY

New York: Hell Gate Viaduct - upgrade, repair
and paint

New York: Reconstruction of ferry landing
within Battery Park

New York: Foley Square Plaza transportation
improvements and construction activities
New York: Reconstruct & improve sections of
Franklin Delano Roosevelt Drive

Corning Bypass improvements

Corning Bypass; excess fund may be used to
widen Route 17 near PA border

Binghamton: Feasibility study on rehabil-
itation of South Washington Street Bridge
Chatham & Wake Cos: US 64 Widening

Durham Co.: Accelerated construction of
4-lane freeway on Rt. 147

Design & construct freeway from Rocky Mount
to Elizabeth City, upgrade I-&4 from Raleigh
to Rocky Mount, & Route 17 from Elizabeth
City to Norfolk

Design state-wide off-system bridge
management system and began repairs

Nelson County: Grading & surfacing of US 2
between Michigan and Mcville and FAS 3220
between ND 1 & ND 32.

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

0194¢001)
0195¢001)

A050¢001)

A051¢001)

0090¢001)
0091¢001)
0092¢001)

0152¢001)
0153¢001)

0073¢001)
0074¢001)
0125¢001)

0048¢001)
0049¢001)
0059¢001)
0146¢001)
DPI 0162(001)
DPI 0163(001)
DPI 0164¢001)
DPI 0165(¢001)

0166¢001)
0193¢001)

0200¢001)

0075¢001)
0113¢001)

0199¢001)

0036¢001)
0167¢001)




------------------

North Dakota
(continued)

Section
Project
Number

169
170

171
172
173
174

175
176

177

178
179

180
181
182
183
184

185

Project Location/Name

----------------------------------------------

Stutsman County: Surfacing of [-94 between
Spiritwood and ND Highway 9

stelle & Griggs Cos: Garding & surfacing of
FAS 4612 & FAS 2012 from ND 32 to ND 45
Grand Forks County: Surfacing of FAS 1822
from FAS 1833 to 1-29, FAS 1812 from FAS 1833
to 1-29; & FAS 1833 from FAS 1824 to ND 15
Richland County: Grading & surfacing from
Wahpeton to the Froedtert Malting Plant

Ward & McHenry Cos: Grading & surfacing FAS
5158 & FAS 2546 from US 83 to ND 41
Bottineau County: Grading & surfacing from
Bottineau to ND 43

McKenzie County: Grading & surfacing of FAS
2750 from US-85 west 12 miles

Wells County: Grading & surfacing of FAS 5215
Traill County: Grading & surfacing of FAS
4916 from ND 200 east to the Red River

Eddy County: Grading & surfacing of FAS 1404
and FAS 1427

Renville & Ward Cos: Grading & surfacing
Morton County: Grading & surfacing of FAS
3020 from ND 49 southeasterly to FAS 3033
Walsh County: Surfacing of FAS 5017 and

FAS 5022

Dickey County: Grading & surfacing of FAS
1112, FAS 1111, FAS 1137

Burke County: Grading & surfacing of FAS 0717
from Lignite south to ND 50

Morton County: Bypass from ND 1806 around
westside of Ft. Lincoln State Park

Rolette County: Grading & surfacing from
US-281 around the access loop road in the
International Peace ‘Garden

Oliver County: Grading & surfacing of FAS
3331 from ND 200A at Hensler southerly to ND
25 & FAS 3304 from FAS 3331 east to FAS 3339
Williams County: Grading & surfacing at
County Road 5 from US-2 southerly to ND 1804
Cadiz to St. Clairsville: Construction of a
4-lane limited access highway along US 250
Aberdeen: US 62/68 Ohio River Bridge

Brook Park: Aerospace Technology Park Access
Road

Akron: Kelly Avenue extension

Franklin Co: 1-270 North Outerbelt widening
Rehabilitation of Bridge on US 224 near
State Route 616

Toledo: Design & construction of 1-280 Maumee
River Bridge to replace Craig Memorial Bridge
Southern: Test effectiveness of recyclable
materials on resurfacing of US 70

Tulsa: Upgrade US 75 to expressway standards
Oklahoma: Any highway improvement projects
eligible for funding under title 23 1

Salem: Contruct Salem Bypass

............ L L L L L T T TR

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

0168(001)
0169¢001)

0170¢001)

DPI 0171(001)

DPI 0172(001)
DPI 0173(001)
DPI 0174(001)

DP1
DPI

0175¢0C1)
0176¢001)
DPI 0177(¢001)

DP1
DPI

0178(001)
0179¢001)

0180¢001)
0181¢001)

DPI
DPI

DPI 0182(¢001)

DPI 0183(¢001)

DPI 0184(001)

DPI 0185¢001)

0186(¢001)

0001¢001)
DPI 0065¢001)
0070¢001)

DP1
DPI
DPI

0078(001)
0093¢001)
0099¢001)

DPI 0197(001)

0008¢001)

0009¢001)
0204(001)'




Section FMIS

State Project Project Location/Name Project
Number Number
Pennsylvania 19 | Borough of Water Street: Construction of a DP1 0019¢001)
2-lane bypass on US 22
20 ; Borough of Holidaysburg: Relocate US 22 DP1 0020¢001)
around Holidaysburg
21 | Lewistown: Safety improvements for rock DPI 0021¢001)

slides on the Narrows
22 | Lewistouwn: Relocate US 22 north of Lewistown | DPI 0022(001)
23 | Reedsville: Construction of a 4-lane highway ; DPI 0023(001)
between Reedsville and Seven Mountains
24 | Relocate railroad between Hagerstown, MD and | DPI 0024(001)
Shippensburg, PA to eliminate 23 RR X-ings
25 | Roaring Springs: Add center turning lane on DPI 0025¢001)
PA 36 from US 220 to Roaring Springs

26 | Altoona: Widen and extend Chestnut Avenue DPI 0026(001)
from Altoona to Juniata

27 | Bedford Co: Widen Rt. 30 from the Narrows DPI 0027¢001)
in Bedford to Mt. Dallas

31 | Widen US 202 from King of Prussia to OPI 0031¢001)
Montgomeryville

52 | Wilkes-Barre and Mountaintop: Design and DPI 0052¢001)
construct two exits off 1-81

58 | Montgomeryville: Improve US 202 from DPI 0058(001)
Montgomeryville to Doylestown

79 | Exton: Exton Bypass DPI 0079(001)

110 | Huntingdon Co.: Jacobs Timber Bridge over DPI 0110¢001)
Greater Trough Creek

134 | Route 120 widening near Lock Haven DPI 0134(¢001)

135 | Replace US-15 bridge across the Tioga River DPI 0135¢001)

136 } Wysox Narrows Road (US-6) DP1 0136¢001)

145 | Applied technology demonstration in advanced ; DPI 0145(¢001)
driver information systems:University of Arts

Rhode Island 140 : Design & construction of stormdrain retrofit ; DPI 0140¢001)
on 1-95 and other highway runoff programs

141 | Historic renovation and development of DPI 0141¢001)
intermodal center at Kingston RR station

142 | Lincoln & Cumberland: Historic rehab of DPI 0142(¢001)

Albion Bridge and Albion Trench Bridge
143 | Newport: To develop the marine mode of the DPI 0143(¢001)
intermodal Gateway Transportation Center

144 | Bristol: road improvements DPI 0144(001)
147 | Woonsocket: Construction of Route 99 Ext. DPI 0147(¢001)
148 | Woonsocket: Repaving streets DPI 0148(001)
149 | Woonsocket: Improvements to 3 bridges DPI 0149(001)

crossing the Blackstone River
150 | Cranston: Reconstruction & repaving Park Ave,; DPI 0150¢001)
Sockanossett Crossroads, Olney Arnold Road,
South Comstock Parkway, Wildflower Drive,
Aqueduct Road and Mapleton Street
151 | For Operating expenses of the Rhode Island DPI 0151(001)
Public Tranist Authority

South Carolina 84 | Myrtle Beach: Carolina Bays Parkway DPI 0084(¢001)
138 | Southern Connector Highway improvements in DPI 0138(001)
Greenville Co: Highway 17 Bridge replacement
over the Cooper River in Charleston; Carolina
Bays Parkway improvements in Myrtle Beach
139 | Rail Corridor Revitalization in Columbia DPI 0139¢001)

(MORE)
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Virginia

Washington

Section
Project
Number

.......

118
157

199

Project Location/Name

----------------------------------------------

Springfield: Plan, engineer, & contruct
bridge across Missouri River connecting

SD Rt. 37 to NE Hwy. 12

Vermillion: Engineer & contruct bridge across
Missouri River

Sullivan Co: I-81/Industrial Park South
Interchange

Foothills Parkway from Pittmen Center to
Cosby - FHWA is administering project
Brooks, Jim Wells, & Live Oaks Cos: Upgrade
US 281 to the Mexican Border

Ft. Worth: I1-35 Basswood interchange

Corpus Christi to Angleton: Construct new
multi-lane freeway (SH-35 corridor)

Fort Worth: Overpass and frontage road at
Fort Worth Hillwood/1-35 Interchange
Brigham City: Construct interchange on I-15
at Forest St.

Davis & Weber Cos: Upgrade Us 89

Danville: Replace bridges on Main and
Worsham Streets

Blacksburg: Construct 6 mile 4-lane highway
to demonstrate IVHS

Hampton Roads: 1-64 crossing of Hampton Roads
Statewide: 4R, safety improvements, and
modernization of Virginia Interstate System
Construction of freeway from Rocky Mount, NC
to Elizabeth City, NC; upgrade 1-64 from
Raleigh NC to Rocky Mount, NC & Route 17 from
Elizabeth City, NC to Norfolk, VA

St. Thomas: Feasibility study to construct
second road to west end of island
Construction of a highway from US-7 North of
Bennington southwest to NY-7 in Hoosick, NY
Bryden: Construct 3 miles of highways
connecting Clarkston, WA, and Lewiston, ID
Snohomish Co: HOV lanes

Merrysville: 1-5/88th St. Interchange
Improvements

Hoquiam: Gray's Harbor Industrial Corridor
Bridge

Improvements to Highway 41 from Oshkosh to
Green Bay

Improvements to Highway 29 from Chippewa
Falls to State Trunk Highway 73

Wyoming: Reconstruction of county roads not
on the State Highway system
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FMIS
Project
Number

---------------

0050¢001)

0051¢001)

0076(001)
0077¢001)

0034¢001)

0101¢001)
0114(001)

0115¢001)

0045¢001)
0046¢001)
""" 0014¢001)
0029¢001)

0118(001)
0157¢001)

A199(001)

0039¢001)

0067¢001)
0083¢001)

0088¢001)

0131¢001)
0132¢001)

#



PRIORITY INTERMODAL PROJECTS

STATUS:  NEW | STEA PRQIECTS.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: _
368 -- Priority Internodal Projects _
OAN -- Priority Internodal Projects, Advance Construction

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 80% except for those priority internoda
projects which would be eligible for assistance under 23 U S.C
204 or are on a federally owned bridge, in which cases the
Federal share is 100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Allocation. The 1991 | STEA authori zes
a separate total amount for each of these demonstration projects,
of which 8% was to be allocated and made available for obligation
in FY 1992, and 18.4% was to be allocated and nmade available for

obligation in each of FY's 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.

AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

%1@¥UTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1108 of the 1991 |STEA (P.L. 102-

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds allocated for these denobnstration projects
are to be used for projects that have been specifically

desi gnated by Congress for the construction of innovative
inter-modal transportation projects. Specific infornation
relative to eligible activities (j.e., studies, prelimnary
engi neering, construction, etc.) is set forth individually” for
each project in Section 1108 of the 1991 | STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI S| ONS:

The Priority Internodal Projects were authorized in Section 1108
of the Intermodal Surface ranﬁ?ortatlon Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. The
purpose of this Ieg|slat|on Is to provide for the construction of
I nnovative internodal transportation projects.

The 1991 | STEA authorizes $436,950,000 from the H ghway Trust

Fund over a 6-year period for 51 specific internodal projects.
These projects are described in the attachment.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI O\t Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

RPN
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PRIORITY INTERMODAL PROJECTS
AUTHORIZED BY SECTION 1108 OF THE 1991 ISTEA

California

Section
Project
Number

Project Location/Name

America Samoa: Rehabilitate 8 miles of Tau
Road from Falessao to Fatuita

Manu's Is., America Samoa: Improve 8 miles of
roadway from Ofu to Olosfaga and Slie

Long Beach: Interchange at of Terminal Island
Freeway and Ocean Blvd.

Wilmington: Widening of Anaheim St. Viaduct
Wilmington: Grade separation project of
Pacific Coast Highway near Alameda St

Compton City: Widening of Alameda St. & grade
separation between Rt. 91 and Del Amo Blvd.
Purchase right-of-way, develop transportation
corridor Larkspur to Koble, Novato to Lombard
Los Angeles: Multi-modal transit parkway on
Santa Monica Blvd. from I-405 to US 101
Ontario: Complete construction of access road
to Ontario Airport

San Jose: Upgrade Rt. 87 & local circulation
system for San Jose Airport

Oxnard: Extend Rice Road, widen Hueneme Road
and contruct interchange

Los Angeles: Improve ground access from
Sepulveda Blvd. to Los Angeles

Palmdale: Avenue P8 improvements

Carson & Los Angeles Cos: Grade separation at
Sepulveda Blvd and Alameda St

Long Beach: Airport Access

East Haven Route 80, Wallingford I-91 and
Wallingford Oakdale

Jacksonville: Construct new 1-295 interchange
and access road to seaport/airport

Atlanta: Study of 5-Points Intermodal
Terminal

Augusta: Railroad overpass at 15th St and
Greene St

Lafayette: Railroad Relocation Project

Gary: Extension of US 12/20 to Lake Michigan
Saint Bernard Intermodal Facility
Engineering, Design, Construction

Detroit: Van Dyke St ($1.0 M) and a depressed
road under Detroit City Airport runway
Detroit: Construct access road to Detroit
Metro Airport including link to 1-275
Minneapolis: Intermodal Urban connection
project

(MORE)
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FMIS
Project
Number

DPM 0022(001)
DPM 0023(¢001)

0001¢001)

0002¢001)
0003¢001)
DPM 0004(001)
DPM 0013¢001)
DPM 0015(¢001)
DPM 0018(001)
DPM 0021(001)
DPM 0030¢001)
DPM 0031(¢001)

0036¢001)
0046¢001)

0051¢001)

0011¢001)
0048¢001)

0037¢001)
0045¢001)

0008(¢001)
0025¢001)




Missouri

New York

..................

Pennsylvania

..................

Section
Project
Number

.......

Project Location/Name

St. Louis: Rehabilitation of Eads Bridge
St. Louis: Multi-modal transportation
facility
Kansas City:
Improvements
Kansas City: Smith Riverfront Expressway
1-20 interchange at Pirate Cove Road

Jackson: Jackson Airport connectors

Las Vegas: Conduct EIS & prel. engineering
for project linking 1-15 to MaCarran Airport
Buffalo: Buffalo River/Gateway Tunnel Project
Orange & Rockland: Construct park & ride
facilities, establish traffic management sys.
Mt. Vernon: Construct intermodal facility at
Mt. Vernon Rail Station

Orange Co: [-87/1-84 Stuart Airport
Interchange Project

Ardmore: Study of upgrading SR 53 off US 35
leading to improved airport

Widen 2.7 mi. of US 26 to add highway lanes
and light rail

Portland: Columbia Slough Intermodal
Expansion Bridge

Upgrade US 30 from OH border to Pittsburgh
International Airport

Philadelphia: Reconstruct Old Delaware
Avenue Service Road

Allegheny Co.: Expansion of M.L. King Busway
to serve Pittsburgh Airport & community
Pittsburgh: Contruct exclusive busway
linking Pittsburgh to Pittsburgh Airport
Philadelphia: Improve mobility in vicinity
of Pennsylvania Convention Center

Erie Co.: Eastside Connector Project/Port of
Erie Access

Ft. Worth: Ft. Worth Intermodal Center
Williamson, Travis, Cadwell, Guadalupe: I-35
traffic congestion feasibility studies, R-O-W
Provo: South Access Road to Provo Municipal
Airport

Pierce Co.: Feasibility study of expanding
Tacoma Narrows Bridge; other alternatives
Spokane: Conduct feasibility study of future
transportation needs of Southeastern WA

Bruce Watkins Roadway
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FMIS
Project
Number

0010¢001)
0027¢001)

0041¢001)
0042¢001)

0034¢001)
0035¢001)

g012¢001)
0028(¢001)

0032¢001)
0033¢001)

---------------

0014¢001)
0043¢001)

0005¢001)
0006(¢001)
0019¢001)
0026(001)
0029¢001)
0039¢001)

0044¢001)
0047¢001)

DPM 0020(¢001)
DPM 0024(001)




MISCELLANEOUS HIGHWAY PROJECTS (1991 ISTEA)

STATUS: NEW | STEA PRQJECTS.

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  See Table Bel ow
PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  General

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al location. Funds will be available
subject to separate appropriation actions.

AUTHORI TY:  Budget
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON:

%S\TEJATSQY REFERENCE:  Section 1069 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Eligibility information for each individual project
Is contained in Section 1069 of the 1991 | STEA

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1069 of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) provi des budget
authority for Congress to appropriate CGeneral Funds for the 30
fol | owi ng hi ghway pr%nects ocated in the States of Kentucky,
Maryl and, New York, I 0, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West

Virginia:
_ _ Feder al

Section _ Proj ect Anpunt_ %
1069(a) Bal ti more-Washi ngton Parkway (MD) $74, 000,000 100
1069( b Exit 26 Bridge (Schnectady, NY) 22,400, 000 80
1069( c Cunberland Gap Tunnel (K\% Ant. Necessary 100
1069(d Ri versi de ExEPressvvag (W) 53, 400, 000 80
1069 (e) Pittsburgh Busway (PA) 39, 500, 000 80
1069(f) Exton Bypass (PA 11, 004, 000 80
1069 (h) Rout e 33 Extension (PA) 5, 400, 000 80
1069(t US Route 202 _ 4, 500, 000 80
1069( | Woodrow W I son Bridge 15, 000, 000 100
1069{( Warren Quterbelt (OH) 1, 000, 000 80
1069 SR 46 |nprovenents (OH) 2, 000, 000 80
1069(| SR 5 Inprovenents ( 1, 000, 000 80
1069 US Route 62 Inprovements (CH) 1, 000, 000 80
1069(n SR 534 Inprovenents (OH) 1, 000, 000 80
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Feder al

Section Proj ect Anpunt %
1069 (0) SR 45 Tnprovenents (O—I) 1, 000, 000 80
1069(p) Route 120 (Lock Haven 4,000, 000 80
1069& Ti oga Rlver Bridge P,(A:)O 3,200, 000 80
1069 %) US Route 6 (Bradford 3,000, 000 80
1069 s Sebri ng/ I\/ansfleld Bypass (PA 4,800, 000 80
1069 Coal fiel ds Expressway (W) Ant. Necessary 80
1069 w us 119 ( Y) 70, 000, 000 80
1069(z)  US 52 g Ant. Necessary 80
1069(aa) Route 219 (ZN?O Ant. Necessary 80
1069(bb) Routes 5/9 estl on Mt. (NY) 20, 000, 000 100
1069(cc) Rochester Adv. rf Myt 15, 000, 000 100
1069(dd) Renssel aer Access (NY) 35, 000, 000 100

1069 (ee Govvanus Exgressvvay Corridor (NY) 200,000,000 100
roj ect 200, 000, 000 100

1069(f f -287 HOV S;
1069 ﬁﬁ Oak Poi nt Fre| ght Access (NY) 150, 000, 000 100
1069 Roosevelt Drive (NY) 50, 000, 000 100

In addition, Section 1069(y) provides budget authority for
Congress to appropriate General Funds for highway projects

I nvolving construction of, and inprovenents to, corridors of the
Appal achl an Devel opment Hi ghway System  The %odpal achi an Devel op-
ment H ghway System contains a%rom mately 3,000 mles of high-
ways |ocated in the States of Al abama, Georgia, Kentucky, Mary-

| and, M ssissippi, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl vani a,
South Carolina, Tennessee, V|rg| nia, and Vst \/rgl ni a.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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DEMONSTRATION, PRIORITY, AND SPECIAL
INTEREST PROJECTS (19704992)

STATUS:  CONTI NUING PRQIECTS. From 1970 until the end of 1991,
Congress authorized nore than 450 denonstration, priority, pilot,
or special interest projects in various Federal-ald highway and
appropriations acts. A listing is attached containing the
description and status of these projects as of Decenber 31, 1991.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: See Attachnent
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  See Attachnent
PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until Expended.

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund for the Section 149 denonstration
projects.  The other denonstration projects vary, sone are funded

If:ro&n the Hi ghway Trust Fund, but nost are funded from the General
und.

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHCOD: Al | ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract Authority for the Section 149
projects. Budget Authority for nost, but not all, of the other
denonstration projects.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No
STATUTORY REFERENCE: Varies. See Background and Attachment.
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Information relative to eligible activities (i.e.,
st udi es, pr_el|mnar¥ engi neering, construction, etc.) is set
forth individually tor each project in the section of the |aw set
forth in the table bel ow.

BACKGROUND:

During the 22 years prior to passage of the 1991 |STEA, Congress
authorized noré than 450 denonstration, priority, pilot, or
special interest projects in various Federal-aid highway and
appropriations acts. A listing is attached containing the
description and status of these projects as of Decenber 31, 1991.

In 1970, the first six denonstration projects were authorized on
the Northeast Corridor high-speed rail Iine under the provisions
865)Sect| on 205 of the Federal-Aid H ghway Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-
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In 1973, the 19_cities_railroad-highmaz denonstration projects
were authorized in Section 163 of the Federal-Aid H ghway Act of
1973 (P.L. 93-87). These projects are described in nore detai
in Part Il of this report in a section entitled, "Railroad

Rel ocation Denonstration Program (19 Cities)."

Wth each new highway act or annual DOT appropriations act, new
denonstration projects were authorized.

In 1987, Congress authorized 157 denonstration projects. Mst of
these projects were included in Section 149 of the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987

(1987 STURAA, P.L. 100-17). Section 149 of the 1987 STURAA

- Authorized al most $265.3 nmillion per year for these grolects
for each of FY's 1987-1991, a total of nore than $1
billion. This did not include alnost $80 million in
addi tional funds provided to ensure that each State would
receive a mninum funding allocation. The Federal funds
provided for the Section 149 denonstration projects are
available until expended. Each State receiving funds is
required to fund from State or local government sources an
amount equal to 20 £ercent of the cost of each project. The
Federal share is 80 percent of the cost of each pro*ect--SO
percent from special authorizations and 30 percent from
ear mar ked dlscretlona(¥ funds. Wth the exception of the
period of funding availability and exenption of some of the
funds from obligational Iimtations &l.e.,.the.earnarked
discretionary funds are subject to the obligation ceiling
but are excluded from the State-by-State distribution), the
Federal funds nmade available under Section 149 are_
adm ni stered in accordance with the provisions of Title 23,
U S. Code. The projects also are admnistered in accordance
¥4%P ségndard Federal -ai d highway procedures devel oped under
itle 23.

- Established conditions under which a State coul d use advance
construction procedures to finance a dermonstration project
in advance of funding availability up to the expected amount
of Federal funds authorized.

- Allowed a State to use, with certain exceptions, Federa
funds apportioned or allocated for Federal-aid highways to
conP!ete a demonstration project if the funding provided in
Secllop 149 was clearly not ‘sufficient to conplete the
project.

- Directed the Secretary to submt a status report to Congress

on the denonstration 8rojects not |ater than January 31 of
cal endar years 1988-1991.
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Section 149 also authorized 20 priority projects. Al though no
special funds were provided, the States were authorized to use
any amount of Federal-aid highway funds that were apportioned for
FY"s 1987-1991 under 23 US. C 104 or 144 (other than Interstate)
to pay the Federal share of the cost of these projects. Two
additional priority projects were added by the 1989 DOT
appropriations act.

The DOT appropriations acts for FY's 1988-1992 authorized 239
nmore demonstration projects.

Al'l the above nentioned denonstration, priority,, pilot, and
special interest projects are listed in the attachment.

Addi tional information about these &rol ects may be found in HNG
12's annual report entitled, "FHM Denonstration, Priority
Primary, and Special Projects Status Report.”

In addition to all the above, 538 nore denonstration grol ects
were authorized on Decenmber 18, 1991, in Sections 1103-1108 of
the Internndal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 ISTEA, P. L. 102-240). These projects are discussed
separately in this guide under the follow ng headings:

- Hgh Cost Bridge Projects

- Congestion Relief Projects .

- High Priority Corridors on National H ghway System
- Rural Access Projects o _

- Urban Access and Urban Mbility Projects

- I nnovative Projects _

- Priority Internodal Projects

ADDI TI ONAL | NFCRVATION  Addi tional information may be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12) and/or from HNG 12's
annual report entitled, "FHM Dermonstration, Priority Primary,
and Special Projects Status Report."
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DEMONSTRATI ON AND SPECI AL | NTEREST PROJECTS, 1970-1992

Public

99-591
99-591

Description

NE Corr Public Xings(CT,DE,MA,MD,RI); RR Xing (SC)
Baltimore-Washington Parkway (MD)

Franconia Notch (NH)

Highland Scenic Highway (W)

Railroad-Highway Demo Project - 19 Cities
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Blue Island, IL
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Carbondale, IL
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Dolton, IL
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - East St. Louis, IL
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Springfield, IL
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - New Albany, IN
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Anoka, MN
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Lincoln, NE
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Elko, NV
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Brownville, TX
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Greenville, TX
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Wheeling, WV
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Hammond, IN
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Lafayette, IN
Intermodal Urban Demonstration Project (MN)
Overseas Highway to Key Uest Florida

Acceleration of Projects Demo Everett By-Pass (PA)
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Little Rock AR
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Augusta, GA
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Metairie, LA
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Sherman, TX
Railroad-Highway Demo Project - Terre Haute, IN
Bloomington Ferry Bridge (MN)

Access Control Demonstration Projects - Jonesboro, AR
Access Control Demonstration Projects - S Aurora, CO
Access Control Demonstration Projects - Keene, NH
Redwood Bypass Demonstration Project (CA)
Acceleration of Bridge Projects (KY,OH,W)
Acceleration of Bridge Projects - S. Portsmouth, KY
Acceleration of Bridge Projects - E. Huntington, W
Integrated Motorist Information System (NY)

Union Station (DC)

Woodrow Wilson Bridge (DC,MD,VA)

Bridge Replacement Project (IN)

Los Angeles Freight to Water Demo Project (CA)
Shoreline Erosion Preventation Demo Project (CA)
Intercostal Waterway Bridge Demo Project (FL)
Acceleration of Construction Demo Project (KY)

V1 Certification of State Procedures Demo Project
State-of-the-Art Technology Demo Gap Closing (PA)
Devil®"s Lake Road Erosion Demo Project (ND)
Traffic Congestion Demonstration Project (LA)
Railroad & Truck Safety Demo Project (ID)

Usable Segments Demonstration Project (IL)
Accelerated Highway Widening Demo Project (MS)
Talmadge Bridge (GA)

Acosta Bridge (FL)

Mianus Bridge Emergency Assistance (CT/NY)

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) Roads (NM)
Highway Safety Separation Demo Project (MI)
Auto/Pedestrian Separation Demo Project (ND)
Expressway Gap Closing Demo Project (CA)
Airport-Highway Demonstration (0K)

Rail Line Consolidation Demo Project (TX)

Airport Access Demo Project, Ontario (CA)
Roosevelt Bridge Capacity Improvements (DC,VA)
Airport Access Highway Demo , New Orleans, LA
Highway Safety & Economic Dev. Demo Project (MS)
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693,697
161
126
842
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697
697

176,150,176,194
159
136
697
697
697
697
697
143
156
156
156
157
116
116
116
158
129
128
113
220
221
226
223
224
228
225
222
227
229
590
186
169.77A

581
591
584
583
672
671
670
301
305
306
300

Project

Share Status

100 5 Completed

100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100
100
100

Completed
Completed

Terminated

Terminated
Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed

Completed
Conpleted

Terminated
Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed

Completed
Completed

Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed
Completed

1 Completed

Completed
Completed

Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed

Completed



Year No.

of  Public of Appropriation Fed Project
Act_ __Law_ Description Proj _____Code ____ _Share Status ___
1987 99-591 Highway Safety Improvement Demo Project (M) 302 100

1987 99-591 Highway-Railroad Grade Sep. Demo, Mineole, NY 303 100

1987 99-591 Nuclear Waste Transportation Safety Demo (NM) 304 100

1987 95-599 Acceleration of Bridge Projects - Covington, KY 116 90

1987 95-599 Acceleration of Bridge Projects - Newport, KY 116 90

1987 95-599 Acceleration of Bridge Projects - Maysville, KY 116 90

1987 100-17 AL Fairhope/FoLey - Widen US-98, 149(a)(19)

1987 100-17 AL Florence/Sheffield - Bridge TN Rr.,149(a)(26)
1987 100-17 AR Fort Smith - Construct US-71 project, 149(a)(4)
1987 100-17 AR Bella Vista to Ft. Smith - US-71. 149(a)(11)(A)
1987 100-17 AR Pine Bluff - Highway Bridge - Dam #4, 149(a)(50)
1987 100-17 AR Jonesboro - 4 Grade Separations, 149(a)(55)
1987 100-17 CA San Bernardino Co - Ontario Airport, 149(a)(7)
1987 100-17 CA San Jose & Santa Clara - SR-237, 149(a)(13)
1987 100-17 CA Compton - Construct rail/hwy Xing, 149(a)(15)
1987 100-17 CA Modesto - Construct rail/hwy Xing, 149(a)(16)
1987 100-17 CA Riverside & Imperial Co - SR-86. 149(a)(23)
1987 100-17 CA Paso Robles - Salinas River Bridge, 149(a)(34)
1987 100-17 CA Los Angeles - Freight to water port, 149(a)(38)
1987 100-17 CA Sonoma County - Reconst Stoney Pt Rd, 149(a)(41)(A)
1987 100-17 CA Sonona & Harin Co - 101 ROW purchase, 149(a)(41)(B)
1987 100-17 CA Anaheim - Computerized trans system, 149(a)(49)
1987 100-17 CA San Diego County - Widen SR-78, 149(a)(53)

1987 100-17 CA Contra Costa Co - SR-4, 149(a)(57)

1987 100-17 CA Los Angeles Co - Airport access rds, 149(a)(69)
1987 100-17 CA EL Segundo - Sepulveda Blvd, 149(a)(70)

1987 100-17 CA Alameda Island - 1-880, 149(a)(71)

1987 100-17 CT Southington - US-7, Turnpike Rd, 149(a)(36)

1987 100-17 DC Georgetown - Improve access to GU, 149(a)(14)
1987 100-17 FL Miami - Highway/tunnel project, 149(a)(10)

1987 100-17 FL Sanford - SR-46A/1-4 interchange, 149(a)(12)
1987 100-17 FL Tampa- Railroad overpass @ US-41, 149(a)(81)
1987 100-17 GA Savannah - Talmadge Br. replacement, 149(a)(43)
1987 100-17 GA Atlanta - Peachtree Industrial Blvd. 149(a)(58)
1987 100-17 ID Seltice Way & Broadway-Chinden Sts,149(a)(82,83)
1987 100-17 IL Jo Daviess/Stephenson Co - US-20, 149(a)(21)
1987 100-17 IL Chicago - Reconstruct 3 bridges, 149(a)(28)

307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80 Completed
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
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1987 100-17 IL Cook County - various locations, 149(a)(30) 307,309 80 2 Completed
1987 100-17 IL Mt Vernon, Evansville, Union Co, 149(a)(56) 307,309 80 3 Completed
1987 100-17 IL Madison Co. - Center Grove Road, 149(a)(60) 307,309 80 Completed

1987 100-17 IL Lincoln - Construct SR-121 Freeway, 149(a)(67)
1987 100-17 IN Hammond - Hohman Ave RR Xing, 149(a)(79)

1987 100-17 IN Lafayette - Relocate railroads, 149(a)(84)

1987 100-17 1A Page County - Reconstruct SR-2, 149(a)(52)

1987 100-17 1A Dubuque to De Witt - US-61, 149(a)(85)

1987 100-17 1A US-30 Bridge over Missouri River, 149(a)(104)
1987 100-17 KS Douglas Co. - 1l4-mile bypass, 149(a)(72)

1987 100-17 KS Olathe - Reconstruct 1-35/119th St., 149(a)(86)
1987 100-17 KY Campbell Co - 2.1-mile of KY-9, 149(a)(2D)

1987 100-17 KY Pulaski & Rockcastle Co - KY-461, 149(a)(32)
1987 100-17 KY Pike Co - 3.2-mile of US-119. 149(a)(59)

1987 100-17 LA Lafayette & Shreveport - 1-49, 149(a)(9)

1987 100-17 LA Port Allen, Batton Rouge - 1-10 & 12, 149(a)(47)
1987 100-17 LA Minden - 1-20 frontage-road, 149(a)(48)

1987 100-17 LA W Calcasieu Parish - 1-10 Service Rd. 149(a)(87)
1987 100-17 LA SE Baton Rouge - Reconst Siegen Lane; 149(a)(88)
1987 100-17 LA E Lafayette: 1-10/LA-354 interchange, 149(a)(89)
1987 100-17 LA E Lafayette - 1-10/Louisiana Ave, 149(a)(90)
1987 100-17 ME Brunswick-Topsham Bypass, 149(a)(91)

1987 100-17 MD Uashington Co. - us-48, 149(a)(92)

1987 100-17 MD Anne Arundel County - SR-162, 149(a)(93)

1987 100-17 MD Prince Georges & Anne Arundel Bridge. 149(a)(94)
1987 100-17 MD Prince Georges Co - SR-3 interchange; 149(a)(95)
1987 100-17 MD Prince Georges Co - SR-197, 149(a)(96)

1987 100-17 MD Montgomery Co - SR-124, 149(a)(97)

307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80  Completed
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80 Completed
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80 Completed
307,309 80  Completed
307,309 80

'—‘iﬁl—"ﬁl—ll—\l—\HHHHHD—‘NHHD—‘.—\HQ—\HI—‘HD—‘HH(A}\](A}I—‘N
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Year
of

Act_

1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987

Public

1987 100-17
1987 100-17

1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987

100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17

1987 100-17

1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987

100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17

100-17

100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17
100-17

Description

Queen Anne*s & Kent Co - SR-213 Br., 149(a)(98)
Queen Anne®s County - Wye Narrows Br, 149(a)(99)
East Milton - Construct 1-93 deck, 149(a)(18)
Laurence - 1-495 Access to Merrimack, 149(a)(46)
Belchertown - Liberty St & MA-21 Rd, 149(a)(100)
Wayne Co - Ecorse Rd, Northline Rd, 149(a)(29)
Mason 8 Manistee Co - US-31, 149(a)(101)
Morehead, Fosston, Bagley, 149(a)(5)

Pine City - 1-35/SR-11 interchange, 149(a)(33)
St. Louis Co - Reconstruct CH-129, 149(a)(42)
St. Louis 8 Lake Counties - FH-11, 149(2)(64)
St. Louis Co - Lake Vermillion Rd, 149(a)(76)
Hennepin Co - Bloomington Ferry Br., 149(a)(102)
Forrest & Perry Co - US-98, 149(a)(103)

Near Carthage to Near Noel - US-71, 149(a)(11)CB)
Columbia to lowa line - US-63, 149(a)(17)

Kansas City - Relocate US-71, 149(a)(31)

St Charles & Louis Co: Page, SR-115, 149(a)(54)
US-30 Bridge over Missouri River, 149(a)(104)
Sparks: 1-80/Sparks Blvd interchange, 149(a)(68)
Las Vegas - US-95 interchanges, 149(a)(105)
Henderson - Improve Boulder Highway, 149(a)(106)
Passaic Co. - Route 21 extension, 149(a)(1)
Route 70 North of Laurelton Circle, 149(a)(2)
Dover Township - Toms River Bridge, 149(a)(37)
Los Alamos to Santa Fe Highway. 149(a)(107)
Buffalo - Waterfront connector; 149(a)(24)
Suffolk Co - Sunrise Highway, 149(a)(35)

Steuben Co - SR-17 Corning Bypass, 149(a)(40)
Erie Co - Lockport Expressway, 149(a)(80)

Long Island Expressway Study, 149(a)(108)

Nassau Expressway Extension, 149(a)(109)
Westchester Co - Taconic State Pky, 149(a)(110)
Dare Co - US-64/264 Bridge & Highway, 149(a)(66)
Morton County - 3 access roads, 149(a)(111)(A)
Mercer County - 4 projects, 149(a)(111)(B)
Ransom County - FAS 3705 & 3715, 149(a)(111)(C)

Benson and Ramsey Co - 2 access rds, 149(e)(111)(D)
Mountrail County - Parshall Bay Road, 149(a)(111)CE)

Ensions County - FAS 1503, 149(a)(111)(F)

NcKenzie Co: L.Sakakawawea Access Rd, 149(a)(111)(G)

Grand Forks Co - Larimore Dam Rd, 149(a)(111)(H)

Grand Forks Co - Fordville Dam Road, 149(a)(111)(l)

Steele Co - Golden Lake Road, 149Ca)(111)(J)

McKenzie Co - L. Sakawea access rds, 149(a)(111)(K)
Bottineau. Renville co: FAS 3838.526. 149(a)(111)(L)
Mountrail Co: Van Hook Bay Access Rd; 149(a)(111)(M)

Hettinger & Stark Co: FAS 2117,4531, 149(a)(112)
Cleveland - Repair Eagle Ave Ramp, 149(a)(25)
Toledo co - 1-75/SR-795 interchange, 149(a)(27)
Eugene - Ferry St Bridge Study, 149(a)(113)
Cambria County - Ebensburg Bypass, 149(a)(3)
Bedford County - PA-36, 149(a)(6)

Blair County - us-220, 149(a)(8)

Allentown, Lehigh Co - Basin St Xing, 149(a)(22)
Allegheny Co - Southern Expressway, 149(a)(39)
Beaver Co - Everett Bypass - US-30, 149(a)(44)
Croyle Township - Mid-Valley Highway, 149(a)(45)
Armstrong, Clarion, Jefferson Co:SR-28, 149(a)(63)
Fayette County - US-119. 149(a)(73)

Franklin County - Exit 7 on 1-81, i49(a)(74)
Providence - US-1 Improvements, 149(a)(114)

Uest Warwick - RI-33. Improvements, 149(a)(115)
Florence to Myrtle Beach. 149(a)(116)

Mt. Rushmore Memorial - SD-244, 149(a)(117)
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Share Status

Appropriation

Code

307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80
307,309 80

Completed
Completed

Completed
1 Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed
Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed

Completed

Completed

Completed



Public
Law Description

100-17 SD Todd County - US-18 149(a)(118)

100-17 SD lroquois to DeSmet - US-14, 149(a)(119)

100-17 TN Clarksville - Ft. Campbell Access Rd, 149(a)(51)
100-17 TN NC State Line to Erwin - Corridor B, 149(a)(6l)
100-17 TX Beaumont - Liberty & Laurel St, 149(a)(75)
100-17 TX Brazoria County - FM 2234, 149(a)(78)

100-17 TX Dallas - North Central Expressway, 149(a)(120)
100-17 VA Gloucester County - Coleman Bridge, 149(a)(77)
100-17 VA Roanoke co - Blue Rdige Parkway, 149(a)(121)
100-17 WV Raleigh Co - New River Parkway, 149(a)(62)
100-17 WV Kanawha County - Chelyan Bridge, 149(a)(65)
100-17 Sec. 149(c) Demo Projects Minimum Allocation
100-71 Vehicular & Pedestrain Safety Demo Project (MA)
100-202 Highway Bypass Demonstration Project (CA)

100-202 Bridge Improvement Demonstration Project (FL)
100-202 Highway Widening Demonstration Project (KY)
100-202 Traffic Improvement Demonstration Project (MI)
100-202 Bridge Capacity Improvements (NH)

100-202 Corridor Safety Improvement (NJ)

100-202 Highway Uidening Demonstration Project CPA)
100-202 Highway Bridge Relocation Demo Project (WA)
100-457 Alabama Highway Bypass Demonstration Project CAL)
100-457 Reservation Road (AZ)

100-457 Intersection Safety Demonstration Project (CA)
100-457 Highway Capacity Improvement Demo Project (FL)
100-457 Indiana Industrial Corridor Safety Demo Proj (IN)
100-457 Road Extension Demonstration (IAl

100-457 Kentucky Bridge Demonstration Project (KY)

100-457 Urban Highway~Corridor Demonstration Project (MI)
100-457 Urban Airport Access Safety Demo Project (MI)
100-457 Expressway Safety Improvement Demo Project (NY)
100-457 Oklahoma Highway Widening Demo Project (0K)
100-457 Climbing Lane Safety Demonstration Project (PA)
100-457 Bridge Restoration (Chattanooga, TN)

100-457 College Station Section 354 Study (TX)

100-457 International Zarasosa Bridge (El Paso, TX)
100-457 UT Pedestrian Safety Demo --Using Sec 149 c funds
100-457 Virginia HOV Safety Demonstration Project (VA)
100-457 Corridor H Improvement Project (W)

101-164 PE Demo - Rte 336 from US-24 to US-136 (IL)
101-164 Des Moines Inner Loop Demonstration Project (l1A)
101-164 Junction City Hwy Improvement Demo Project (KS)
101-164 Manhattan Bridge Replacement Demo Project (KS)
101-164 PE Demo - ROU Acquisition for SR-6 & SR-302 (MS)
101-164 Spring Mountain Demonstration Project (NV)
101-164 PE Demo - Railroad Overpass in Las Vegas (NM)
101-164 Corning Bypass (SR-17) Safety Demo Project (NY)
101-164 Ebensburg Bypass Demonstration Project (PA)
101-164 Corridor G Improvement Project (US-119) (W)
101-516 PE Demo - Interstate 66 Feasibility Study

101-516 PE Demo - Great River Bridge (AR & Rosedale, MS)
101-516 Lock and Dam 4 Bridge (Pine BIuff, AR)

101-516 US-71 - Fayetteville to 1-40 (AR)

101-516 Turquoise Trail Project - Hopi & Navajo Res. (AZ)
101-516 Trade Enhancement Demo SR-189, Nogales (AZ)
101-516 PE Demo - Dixon Xing,Rio Vista Bypass Studies (CA)
101-516 PE Demo - CA SR-156 Bypass of Hollister (CA)
101-516 PE Demo - FL Causeway Tunnel, Fort Lauderdale (FL)
101-516 Florida US-27 in Palm Beach County (FL)

101-516 PE Demo - Biscayne Boulevard Renovation, Miami,FL
101-516 Olive Road Crossing - Augusta (GA)

101-516 Bridge Construction - Hillsboro (IL)

101-516 PE Demo - Rural Economic Development SR-336 (IL)
101-516 1l1linois Interchange 1-80 & Houbolt Road (IL)
101-516 PE Demo - US-12 Relocation - E. Chicago Marina, IN
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Appropriation
~Lode ____

307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
307,309
308,309
311
589
538,587
592
593
313
312
518
588
505
513
500
501
503
511
506
508
509
516
504
502
512
693
514
308,309
507
510
519
520
525
524
519
523
519
522
515
521
519
519
528
528
531
532
519
519
519
528
519
528
528
519
528
519

Fed Project
.Share Status ___

80
80
80
80

Completed
Completed

Completed



Public

101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516

101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516

101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516

101-516

PE Demo - SR-67 from 1-69 to Muncie Bypass (IN)
PE Demo - 1-65 8 SR-46 Interchange - Colunbus. IN
US-61 from Keokuk to Dubuque (IA)

Fifth/Sixth St Improvements - Waterloo (1A)
Ottumwa Road Extension Project (IA)

lowa Connector Project - Council Bluffs (IA)
US-20 Realignment Early to Ft Dodge (lIA)

PE Demo - US-63 from Waterloo,lA to Rochester, MN
US-54 Interchange at Dugan St. - Wichita (KS)
1-70/110th St Interchange - Kansas City (KS)
Center Street Extension - Pittsfield (MA)

PE Demo - Blackstone River Bikewav (MA)

PE Demo - Bristol Rd Relocation --Fiint (MI)

PE Demo - M-84 Expansion Saginaw, Bay Counties, MI
PE Demo - US-31 in Wiles & Benton Harbor. MI

Rail Consolidation/Highway Safety - Monroe (MI)

PE Demo - US-212 from 1-494 to west of Chaska, MN
Norrell Road & 1-20 in Hinds County, MS

PE Demo Feasibilty Study/Jackson, MS Airport Access

101-516 1-90 Interchange - Bozeman (MT)

101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516
101-516

101-516
102-143

102-143
102-143

102-143

102-143

102-143
102-143

102-143

102-143

102-143

102-143
102-143

102-143
102-143

102-143
102-143

PE Demo US-95 Corridor Preservation Las Vegas, NV
PE Demo - Conway Bypass (US-302/SR-16) (NH)

Route 21 Improvements - Newark (NJ)

Grand Concourse Ave Traffic Improvements, Bronx, NY
PE Demo - Exit 26 Bridge Project - Schenectady, NY
Lake Road Outlet Bridge - lrondequoit (NY)

PE Demo - Hubbard Expressway - Youngstown (OH)

PE Demo - 1-680 Access Ramps - Youngstown (OH)
Pontotoc Co. Rural Industrial Park Access, Ada, OK
Lakeview Road - Stillwater (OK)

PA Industrial Park Access, Donora-Monessen Bridge
PE Demo US-220 Bald Eagle to Center Co. Line (PA)
PE Demo US-202 Bypass Montgomeryville,DoyLestown,PA
PE Demo - Pennsylvania SR 711 Ligonier Bypass (PA)
PA-56 Reconstruction(Haws Pike, Windber Bypass) (PA)
PA Toll Road Demo - Monongahela Valley Expressway
Traffic Control System - Charleston (SC)

Cordell Hull Bridge - Carthage (TN)

Great River Road Bridge - Dyer,Lauderdale Cos. (TN)
Texarkana Road Improvements (Leopard Dr, etc) (TX)
Ninth Street Crossing - Provo (UT)

US-89 from Farmington to Ogden (UT)

Grade Crossing - White River Junction (VT)
PEDemo- 1-5 HOV Lanes Seattle to Dupont (WA)
PEDemo- SR 509 East-Uest Corridor Tacoma (WA)
Corridor D Improvement (Clerksburg, WV to OH Line)
Bypass Construction Project - Wierton (WV)

PE Demo - US-35 from Henderson to 1-64 (WV)

Ramp Relocation & Reconstr. (1-94) - Milwaukee (W)
AL/F1-65 in AL & 1-10 in Pensacola,FL Connector
Alaska-Canada Highway

AZ Highway Study - Tonto National Forest

AZ Sky Harbor Access Road

CA Highway 152 from 1-5 to US-101 & SR-1

CA/OR Highway 101 Tri-State Feasibility Study

FL Northeast Dade Bikepaths - North Miami

FL Northeast Dade Bikepaths - Dade County

Florida Causeway Tunnel Ft. Lauderdale

FL Northeast Dade Bikepaths - N. Miami Beach

HI Highway Study - Kihei-Heleakala Highway

IL Springfield, Eleventh Street Extension

IL US highway 20 between Freeport and Galena

IN Rte 12 Relocation - East Chicago Marina

IN SR-67 from 1-69 to Muncie By-Pass

IN, Indianapolis to Evansville
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Year No.

of  Public of Appropriation Fed Project
Act __Llaw _____Description _____________________________ Proi _____ Code_____ _Share Status __
1992 102-143 IN 1-65 & SR-46 Interchange - Columbus 1 528 80
1992 102-143 IN/OH US-24 from Ft Wayne,IN to Toledo, OH 1 528 80
1992 102-143 1A Highway No. 30 - Clinton 1 528 80
1992 102-143 1A lowa Highway 2 1 528 80
1992 102-143 1A Black Hawk Co-Rainbow Dr, 18th St, Cedar Falls 1 528 80
1992 102-143 KS 1-35 interchange - Salina 1 528 80
1992 102-143 KS Southeast Kansas Corridor 1 528 80
1992 102-143 KS Overland Park Interchange 1 528 80
1992 102-143 Wl US-31 Cities of Wiles & Benton Harbor 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MI Bristol Rd Relocation - Flint & Genesee Cos 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MI Maple Road Extension - Ualled Lake 1 528 80
1992 102-143 M1 M-84 Expansion Saginaw & Bay Counties 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MI Grand Rapids 1-96 Bypass 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MN 77th Street Reconstruction 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MC Telegraph Avenue/1-255 Interchange 1 528 80
1992 102-143 MS Highway Study - Madison County 1 541 100
1992 102-143 MS Highway Study - Bridge Study - Greenville 1 541 100
1992 102-143 MS Pearl River Bridge - Jackson 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NT US Highway 93 (Native Religious site) 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NT Belgrade Overpass 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NC Connector - Rocky Mt. to Elizabeth City 1 540 100
1992 102-143 NC US-64 1 528 80
1992 102-143 ND Highway Beautification - Grand Forks 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NE/SD Bridge between Niobrara, NE & Springfield, SD 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NE/SD Highway Studv - Vermillion - Newcastle Br. 1 541 100
1992 102-143 NV US-395 from 1-80 to McCarran Blvd, Reno 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NV Rail Crossing - Caliente 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NV 1-15/Sahara Avenue Interchange 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ Highway Study - Rte 17/Rte 4 interchange 1 541 100
1992 102-143 NJ Route 4 Bridge Replacement 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ Raymond Plaza/Penn Station - Newark 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ Highway Study - Rte 208/Rte 4 interchange 1 541 100
1992 102-143 NJ Route 21 widening, Newark 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ Highway Study - Route No. 21 viaduct 1 541 100
1992 102-143 NJ Route 70/38 Circle Elimination 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ 1-280 Downtoun Connector Interim Improvements 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ Interstate Emergency Callbox System 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NJ 1-78 Downtown Connector - Newark 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NM Port-of-Entry - Columbus/Sunland Park 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NM Airport Access Road - Albuquerque 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NM Santa Fe Relief Route (Bypass) 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NM Transfer from Los Alamos-Santa Fe Relief Rt PL99-591 1 304 100
1992 102-143 NM Right-of-way - El Salto & Related Roads 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY Gowanus Expressway 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY Exit 26 Bridge Project in Schenectady Co 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY Meadowbrook State Parkway 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY Mount Vernon Parking Facility 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY 1-87 Tappan Zee Br. Moverable Median Barrier 1 528 80
1992 102-143 NY Miller Hwy from 59th to 72nd Sts Manhattan 1 528 80
1992 102-143 OH Railroad-highway Corridor Studies 6 528 80
1992 102-143 OH 1-680 Access Ramps - Youngstown 1 528 80
1992 102-143 OH Hubbard Expressway - Youngstown 1 528 80
1992 102-143 OK Pine Creek - NcCurtain County 1 528 80
1992 102-143 OK Pond Creek - Grant County 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA Quakertown Bypass (Bucks Co) 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA 1-81 in Wilkes-Barre 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA SR-711 By-Pass - Ligonier 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA Center Avenue Extension 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA US-202 King of Prussia & Montgomeryville 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA US-6 Bypass - Wysox, Towanda, Tunkhannock 1 528 80
1992 102-143 PA North Philadelphia Intermodal Facility 1 528 80
1992 102-143 SD US-212 Bridge - Forest City 1 528 80
1992 102-143 TN Highway Study - Interchange - Johnson City 1 541 100
1992 102-143 TX FM-3464 from Nines Rd to 1-35 in Laredo 1 528 80
1992 102-143 UT 5600 West Widening in West Valley City 1 528 80
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of  Publ ic of Appropriation Fed Project
Act_ __law _____Description . Proj ____Code ___ _Share Status
1992 102-143 VA 1-495 Interchanges (Capital Beltway) 1 528 80
1992 102-143 VT Bridge Safety Repair 1 528 80
1992 102-143 Virgin Islands: Christiansted Bypass 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WA Snohomish County HOV Lanes/Park & Ride 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WA Bryden Canyon Bridge - Clarkston 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WA Narysville/Tulalip Tribes 1-5 Interchange 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WA Highway Study - Tacoma Narrows Bridge 1 528 100
1992 102-143 W Highway Study - Route No. 2 1 541 100
1992 102-143 W Highway Study Demo - Route No. 9 1 541 100
1992 102-143 W Highway Study Demo - US Route No. 52 1 541 100
1992 102-143 W Highway Study Demo - FBI Complex 1 541 100
1992 102-143 W FBI Complex - Harrison County 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WI Eighth Street Bridge Crossing - Sheboygan 1 528 80
1992 102-143 WY Chief Joseph Highway 1 528 80

P
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A GUIDE TO FEDERAL-AID PROGRAMS

PART II

“OTHER CONTINUING” AND “INACTIVE" PROGRAMS, PROJECTS,
AND USES OF HIGHWAY FUNDS
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ACCESS HIGHWAYS TO PUBLIC RECREATION AREAS ON
CERTAIN LAKES

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. Categorical funds are
no |onger available, but regularly apportioned highway
construction funds may be used for Access Hi ghways to...Lakes
pur poses.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES: _

585 -- AHL, FY 1984 categorical funds

586 -- AHL, FY 1985 categorical funds

600 -- AHL, "No-Year" categorical funds

628 -- AHL, FY's 1976-1978 categorical funds
637 -- AHL, FY's 1978-1980 categorical funds
655 -- AHL, FY's 1979-1981 categorical funds
664 -- AHL, FY's 1982-1984 categorical funds
665 -- AHL, FY's 1983-1984 categorical funds

AG5 -- AHL, Primary apportioned funds

A75 -- AHL, Consolidated Prinary aPportloned f unds
B65 -- AHL, Secondary apportioned ftunds

B75 -- AHL, Rural Secondary apportioned funds

W5 -- AHL, Urban System apportioned funds

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON

95% for categorical grants (70% prior to the 1978 STAA, 75%
between the 1978 STAA and the 1982 STAA)

80% for funds apportioned for the Federal-aid systems (95% prior
to the 1991 | STEA).

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 2 years for categorical funds except as
noted or nodified in appropriations acts.  Recent appropriations
have commonly been made available until expended. vai | abl e as
indicated in authorization acts for regular funds apportioned
under Title 23, usually FY + 3 years.

FUND:  General Fund for categorical grants. H ghway Trust Fund
for apportioned funds.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD: Al location to specific projects.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Budget for categorical grants. Contract for
apportioned funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 155
CFR REFERENCE:  None
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ELIGBILITY: Regular Federal-aid construction funds (i.e., funds
apportioned under the provisions of 23 U S.C. 104) may be used to
construct or reconstruct access hlghmays to public recreation
areas on lakes in order to acconmodate present and projected
traffic density.

BACKGROUND

The Access Hi ghways to. ..Lakes Program was established by Section
115éa% of the Fe era]-a|d_H|ghwab ndments of 1974 (Public Law
93- 643) It was codified in 23 U S C 155.

The Secretary of Transportation was authorized to construct or
reconstruct access hlghmays to public recreation areas on |akes
In order to accommodate present and projected traffic density.
However, only those |akes resulting from the construction of a
| ock, dam or simlar structure by one of four specifically
desi gnated Federal agencies were eligible for funding, unless

|l egislatively exenpted from this restriction

Initial funding for the Access H ghways to...Lakes (AHL) program
was provided in FY 1976. Since that time, additional funding and
specific new projects have generally been included in annual DOT
appropriations acts.

Categorical funds authorized and appropriated under 23 U S.C. 155
are nornaIIY earnmarked for specific projects in the legislative
history of the appropriations acts. Through FY 1984 all funds
aggroprlated under 23 U S.C. 155 were earmarked. In FY's 1985 and
1986 the funds were not earmarked. In FY 1987 sone funds were
earmarked and others were not. The non-earmarked funds in FY's
1985, 1986, and 1987 were allocated to States for projects deened
nost nmeritorious anong 120 applications which were received. The
FY 1988 funds were earmarked for a project in hﬂSSISSIggI.
Categorical funds were not appropriated in FY's 1989-1992.

Separate appropriation codes were required for the categorica
funds appropriated each year as the integrity of each year's
funds had to be maintained. Appropriation code 600, however, was
a55|gned to all "no-year" funds appropriated for AHL projects in
the different acts.

Funds were allocated for specific projects and could only be
transferred to other projects in accordance wth procedures
outlined in FHWA's April 1976, memorandum from HED-1 to the
Regions. Switching of funds annng frOéects was adm nistratively
prohi bited until 8assa?e of the FY 1986 DOT appropriations act
(Public Law 99-190). n accordance with the legislative history
behind that act, transfers frpn1rena|n|n% funds of prudently
nana%Fd and conpleted AHL projects to other eligible AHL projects
in the same State were deene aqprogrlate iIf the transfer
occurred before the |apse date of the funds being transferred.
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The first transfer under this new procedure was made in Mrch
1988 between two North Dakota projects. In addition, standard
FHWA fiscal procedures normally allowed unobligated bal ances
created-by underruns of |apsed AHL appropriations from the
General Fund to be used to cover legitimte overruns of other AHL
ﬂngects as authorized in author|2|n? docunents. Witten FHMA

adquarters approval was required before any such funding
transactions could be nade.

Section 318 of the Department of Transportation and Rel ated
Agencies Appropriation Act, 1984 (Public Law 98-78) increased the
Federal share from 75 to 95% for categorical funds obligated
after January 6, 1983.

Section 117(c) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) added section 120(j) to Title
23. his allowed funds appropriated for use on any Federal-aid
systemto be used for AHL projects at a 95% Federal participation
rate.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) changed Section 120(j)
of Title 23, relative to the Federal share for AHL projects, to
Section 120(k).

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1021(b)(1) of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) deleted
Section 120(k). AHL projects may still be initiated wth regular
Federal -aid construction funds (i.e., funds apportioned under the
provisions of 23 U S . C. 104); however,such projects will be
subject to the Federal share appropriate for the source funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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ADVANCE CONSTRUCTION

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. A State may request
and receive approval to construct Federal-aid projectS in advance
of the apportionment of authorized Federal-aid funds.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: o _

QAA -- Urban Access and Urban Mbility Projects [1106(b)]
OAB -- Interstate Mintenance

OAC -- National H ghway System .

QAD -- Congestion Mtigation & Air Quality Inprovenent

QAE -- High Cost Bridge Projects {1103f)
QAF -- Opn%estllon.ReHef Projects [110 fO]
QAH -- High Priority Corridors on NHS |1105]

QAK -- Rural Access Projects [1106(a)(5)]

QAL -- Urban Access and Mbility Projects [1106(b)(6)]
OAM -- Innovative Projects [1107(f)]

OAN -- Priority Intermodal Projects [1108(f)]

é,Al\pp\)Ar/)opriation codes used prior to the 1991 | STEA are contained
el ow) .

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  Sane as source funds.
PERI CD AVAI LABLE: See Comments.

FUND: N A

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATI ON: Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 115.  Section 108(h) of the
Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1956 (Public Law 84-627).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 630G

ELIGBILITY: See the discussion bel ow.

BACKGROUND:

Under the conditions provided in 23 U S.C. 115 and discussed in
nmore detail in 23 CFR 630G "Advance Constructé& of Federal-Aid
Projects," a State may request and receive approval to construct
projects on any Federal -aid .sglstem I n advance of the apportion-
ment of authorized Federal-aid funds.

Advance Construction, tp.rior to the 1991 | STEA, provided for (a)
advanci ng the construction of highway substitute, secondary,

201



urban, netropolitan planning, railroad-highway crossing, bridge
hazard elimnation, or planning and research projects, W thout
the aid of Federal funds, in advance of the apportionnment of
funds, or in the case of Interstate and pr|nar§ projects, in lieu
of apportioned funds, and (b) reimbursing the State for the
Federal share of the costs of construction of such projects when
sufficient obligational authority and apportioned funds, if
applicable, become available.

Appropriation codes used prior to the 1991 |STEA were as follows:
P12 -- Consolidated Primary, E Projects _
P13 -- Consolidated Primary Gade Crossings, E Projects
P14 -- Consolidated Primary, |/2% HPR, E Projects
P22 -- Secondary, E Projects _
P23 -- Secondary G ade Crossi nlg E Projects
P24 -- Rural Secondary, |/2% HPR, E Projects
P34 -- Urban System - Attributable, E Projects
P36 -- Urban System- Not Attributable, Projects
P73 -- Interstate Transfers, E Projects
P74 -- HBRRP, E Projects _
P75 -- Rural Secondary, E Projects _
P76 -- Rural Secondary G ade Crossings, E Projects
S12 -- Consolidated Primry _
S13 -- Consolidated Primary G ade Crossing
S14 -- Consol i dat ed Prlnany, | /2% HPR
S15 -- Primary Funds Used for [-4R
S22 -- Secondary _
S23 -- Secondary G ade Crossin
S24 -- Rural Secondary, |/2% HPR
S34 -- Urban System - Attributable
S36 -- Urban System - Not Attributable
S73 -- Rural Primary _
s74 -- Rural Primary Grade Crossing
S75 -- Rural Secondary _
S76 -- Rural Secondary G ade CrossmgI
S77 -- Interstate Transfers, 1 /2% HPR
S78 -- Interstate Transfers - Apportioned
OOA -- Federal-aid Denonstration Projects (308)
-- Federal-aid Mninmum Allocation
00C-- Federal -aid Denonstration Projects (309)
Q0D, OCE, OOF -- HBRRP (114, 117, & 118)
O0G -- Research and Planning, E Projects
OH -- Research and Planning . _
OQ) -- Urban Transportation Planning, E Projects
OX -- Urban Transportation Pl anning _
QL -- Hazard Elimnation Program E Projects
QOML -- Hazard Elimnation Program _
OON -- Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards, E Projects
QP -- Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards
OOR -- Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices, E Projects
-- Rai | -H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices
007 -- Interstate 4R ACl Projects
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008 -- Interstate, ACl Projects _
009 -- Interstate Grade Crossings, ACl E Projects
109 -- Interstate Gade Crossings, ACl Projects

During FY's 1987-1990, advance construction projects were limted
to (a) the amount of unobligated funds apportioned or allocated
to the State for the class of funds, (b) the State's expected
apportionment of the existing authorizations for the class of
funds, and gp) the State's expected apportionnent for one
additional fiscal year (this will equal the State's expected
apportionment during the last year of its existing

aut hori zation).

Project designations are the sane as for regular Federal-aid
projects except that fromthe time a State is authorized to
proceed with all or any phase of the work until the advance
construction project iS converted to a regular Federal-aid
roject, the prefix letters "AC are to be used as the first
etters of each project designation, e.g., ACl. Previous
provi sions making advance construction projects subject to a 36-
mont h rei nbursement schedul e have been elimnated and repl aced by
a requirement that the State nust supfly the FHWA with a schedul e
of anticipated conversion actions by July 1 of each year

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Al t hough there were no changes to 23 U.S.C. 115 under the
Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991
| STEA, Public Law 102-240), the Dire Emergency Suppl enental
ApProprJatlons Act (Public Law 102-302) did make changes to some
ategories of funds which are authorized for advance
construction. As a result, 23 U S.C 115(a) & (bg al | ow advance
construction on certain categories provided the State has
obligated its apportionment or obligation authority. The
follow ng categories of funds are subject to these provisions:

Interstate Substitute, Congestion Mtigation and Air Quality
| nprovenent, Surface Transportation, Bridge, Planning,
Research, National H ghway System Interstate Construction
and Interstate Mintenance projects may be approved for
advance construction.

- Urban, Secondary, Railway-H ghway Crossing, and Hazard
Elimnation programs, and the Interstate 4R apportioned
program were discontinued and may not be approved for
advance construction.

Exi sting advance construction projects may be converted to a
funded status using unobligated bal ances of the same category of
the advance construction project. National H ghway System funds
may be used to convert any project on the NHS. = Surface
Transportation Programand M ninum Al |l ocation funds may be used
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to convert any category. Interstate Miintenance funds may be
used to convert Interstate 4R pro&/lects provi ded the work
performed is eligible under the IM program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-21).

204



ALASKA HIGHWAY, SHAKWAK

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF HI GAWAY FUNDS. Specific funds are no
| onger available, but Interstate Construction and any other
Federal -ai d highway funds apportioned to the State of Al aska
under Title 23 nmay be expended on the A aska H ghway.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:
617 - Appropriations from the CGeneral Fund per Public Law 93-87.

184, 187, 189, 18A and 18B - Funds Transferred to Canada from
H ghway Trust Funded Apportionnments to Al aska in accordance wth
Public Law 97-424.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI CD AVAILABLE: Until expended.
FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

lsg_ﬁ'EI'AUTCRY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 218. Section 1006(h) of the 1991

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Interstate Construction and any other Federal-aid
hi ghway funds apportioned to the State of Al aska under Title 23
may be used for the reconstruction of the Alaska Hi ghway.

BACKGROUND: o _

Construction of the original Al aska H ghway from Dawson Creek,
British Columbia, to Falrbanks, Al aska, was precipitated in the
gaarl1 431940's by Japan's attack on Pearl Harbor and was conpleted
in :

More recent activity was le islativel7y authorized in section 127
of the Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87) which
aut hori zed the aPproprl ation of almost $58.7 mllion for the
reconstruction of the Al aska H ghway fromthe Al askan border to
Hai nes Junction in Canada (about 205 mles), and the Haines
Cutoff H ghway from Haines Junction in Canada to the south

Al 'askan border (about 117 mles). This was codified in 23 US. C
218.  The Progr_am was called the Shakwak program naned after the
Shakwak Valley in the Canadian Yukon.
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An agreement was executed with Canada in February 1977 as a
prerequisite to any expenditure of funds. Under the agreenent,
Canada was to direct the design and construction operations. The
U S was to be responsible for the cost of reconstruction

Canada was to maintain the conpleted highway at its own expense.

Under the 1973 Act, some $37.3 million have been appropriated
fromthe CGeneral Fund (Appn. Code 617), and all except a snall
amount for adm nistrative drawdown have been allocated to Canada,
mostly for the design and reconstruction of portions on the

Hai nes Cutoff H ghway south of Haines Junction

Wth additional appropriations from the General Fund unlikely,
other funding was sought to keep the program alive. Section 158
of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424) provided such funding. It amended 23 U.S.C
218(a) to permt funds apportioned to Alaska for other Federal-
aid programs to be used for Shakwak projects. The result was a
transfer from apportionments to Alaska for the Interstate Program
é;ppn. Code 187), the Prinmary Progranl(Agfn. Code 184), the

zard Elimnation Program (Appn. Code 1 %, and the Bridge
Repl acenment Program (A%ﬁn. Codes 18A and 18B). Under the new
aut hori zation, any of aska's apEortloned funds used for Shakwak
projects could be used at a 100% Federal share and would not be
subject to any obligational limtation inposed by Congress.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

No changes were made by the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) to 23

U S.C. 218. Hence, any Federal-aid highway funds aBportloned to
the State of Alaska under Title 23 may continue to be expended on
the Alaska H ghway at a Federal share of 100%

Section 1006(h) of the 1991 |ISTEA did, however, specifically nmake
available up to $20 mllion of Interstate Construction funds for
each of FY's 1993-1996 for the Secretary of Transportation, in
consultation with the Secretary of Defense, to use for the
reconstruction of highways, or portions of hlghmazs, | ocat ed
outside the United States that are inmportant to the nationa
defense. These funds are intended by Congress to be used on the
Al aska H ghway.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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ALASKANASSISTANCE

STATUS. INACTIVE. The last appropriation was in 1976. All
authori zed funds have been apportioned and obligated.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 133

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON:  Unknown

PERI CD AVAI LABLE:  Unknown

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Section 138 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act
of 1970 (Public Law 91-605).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Section 138 of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1970 (Public Law
91-605) authorized $20 mllion to be appropriated out of the

hma%lTrust Fund, in addition to funds otherw se nmade available
under Title 23, U S.C., for each of FY's 1972-1973 for the
construction of Federal-aid highways in Al aska

Section 130 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87) extended the authorization for each of FY's 1974-1976.

The entire $100 million authorized for this project has been
obl i gat ed.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG12).

207



APPALACHIAN DEVELOPMENT HIGHWAY PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF APPALACHI AN REG ONAL DEVELOPMENT ( ARC)
FUNDS FOR HI GHWAYS. These funds are transferred to and

adm ni stered by the FHWA for projects on the 3,025 mle ARC
system in accordance with normal Title 23 procedures. The FHM
IS involved in PS&E approval, concurrence in award, and
appropriate construction monitoring on all highway projects

i nvol ving ARC funding. In addition, funds appropriated to the
FHM for denonstration projects and for regular Federal-aid

hi ghway projects continue to be available for use on the ARC
system

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: _
638, 641, and 795 for ARC funded Appal achian Devel opnent
Hi ghways.

639, 642, and 796 for ARC funded Local Access Roads.
Sane as source funds for FHW funded projects.
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  80%

PERI CD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years for ARC funded projects. Same as
source funds for FHWA fundéd projects.

FUND: A%ency Transfer (ARC to FHW) for ARC funded projects.
H ghway Trust Fund or General Fund for FHWA funded projects.

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al | ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget for ARC funded projects and soneFHM
funded denonstration projects. Sane as source funds for

regul arly funded FHWA projects and for some FHWA funded
denmonstration projects.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION.  No for ARC funded projects and
FHM funded denonstration projects, Yes for regularly funded
FHWA proj ects.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 201 of the Appal achi an Regi onal
Devel opnent Act of 1965. Section 1069(y) of the 1991 | STEA
(Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 633B

ELIG BILITY: ARC funds may be used for the construction,
reconstruction, or inprovement of highways on the designated
3,025 mle ARC system  FHM denonstration funds nmay be used for
BrOJ ects on the ARC system that have been specifically designated
y Congress. Regular Title 23 funds may be used for the
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construction, reconstruction, or inprovenment of Federal-aid
hi ghways that also are part of the ARC system

BACKGROUND:

The Appal achi an Devel opment H ghway Program was created by the
Appal achi an Regi onal Devel opment Act of 1965. Its purpose was to
provi de a system of devel opnent hi ghways and access roads which
woul d contribute to econom c devel opment opportunities in the
@gpalachlan regions of 13 States -- Al abama _Gborgha, Kent ucky,

ryl and, AASSlSSlEpl, New York, North Carolina, I 0,
sennsy]vanla, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West

| rginia.

The provisions of Title 23, United States Code and Code of
Federal Regulations, that were applicable to the construction and
mai nt enance of Federal-aid Primary and Secondary hi ghways, which
were not inconsistent wth the enabling I egislation, were to be
applied to the Appal achian hi ghway program

The 1965 Act provided funding for the programin a manner simlar
to the regular Federal-aid hrghway program The provisions of 23
U.S.C. 106(a) and 118 relating to the obligation, period of
availability, and expenditure of Federal-ard highway funds

appl i ed.

During the initial years the Federal share of the Appal achian
Regi onal Conmi ssion” (ARC) hi ghway program was 50 percent, but it
was |ater raised by legislation fo 80 percent.

The original anmount authorized for the ARC highway programin
1965 was $840 nillion for FY's 1965-1971. By the end of FY 1991,
Congress had raised the total authorization,” generally through
annual appropriations, to almost $4 billion as nmore mles were
added to the system (i.e., there are now about 3,025 mles in the
sy?fen) and as the costs of construction have risen with
inflation.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1069(y) of the Internmodal Surface Transportation _
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) provides
budget authority for Congress to appropriate CGeneral Funds for
hi ghway projects involving construction of, and inprovenments to,
corridors of the Appal achiran Devel opment Hi ghway System

Section 1105 of the 1991 |STEA designates several nore

denonstration projects on the ARC system Wrk continues on
denonstration projects designated in previous |egislation

Requl ar Federal -aid funds, including National H ghway System
(NHS) and Surface Transportation Program (STP), are available for
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projects on Federal-aid highways that also are on the ARC system
If appropriate criteria for use of the highway funds are net.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning. (HEP-10) and/or the
O‘gltce of Engineering (HNG 13), which is doing a cost estimte
updat e.
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BALTIMORE-WASHINGTONPARKWAY

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATION CODE: 161

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  General Fund and Hi ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al | ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 146 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act

of 1970 (Public Law 91-605). Section 1069(a) of the 1991 |I'STEA
(Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG BILITY: Funds appropriated for reconstruction of the
Federally owned portion of the Baltinore-Washington Parkway may
be used for projects fromthe D.C. Line to Maryland Route 175.

BACKGROUND
Section 146 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1970 (Public Law
91-605)

Aut horized $65 mllion to be appropriated for
reconstruction of the Federally owned portion of the

Bal ti nmor e- Washi ngton Parkway from the D.C. Line to Mryland
Route 175, This ﬁortlon of hlghmag I's under the
jurisdiction of the National Park Service (NPS)

Required that an agreenent be executed anong the Depart ment
of Transportation, the Department of the Interior DO},
and the State of Nhkéjand to (a) provide for the transter
of jurisdiction to Maryland upon conpletion of _
construction, (b) assign primary responsibility for design
and construction to Maryland, and gc) cause the route to be
placed on the Federal-aid Primary SyStem  The agreenent
was executed on June 9, 1972

Maryland initiated extensive studies of various alternatives for

reconstruction in July 1974. These studies progressed to the
public hearing stage, but controversy over the scope of the
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i nprovenents became an issue. Aso, all alternatives except the
"no build" alternative exceeded the $65 mllion authorized. (The
total estimated cost of the project in 1991 is $151 mllion).

In 1976, the NPS conmpleted a $5.7 mllion project for interim
resurfacing of the existing pavement and shoul ders and m nor
safety inprovements using funds nmade available for

Bi centennial activities.

Section 130 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, 95-599) deleted a requirenent contained in the 1970
Act for construction of 6 lanes to full Interstate standards and
provided instead that the design and construction standards
‘preserve the parkway characteristics."”

In 1980, Maryland indicated they would not accept ownership of
the Baltinore-Washington Parkway unless the reconstruction was of
sufficient scope to preclude the need for further capital

I nprovenents for at |east 20 years, which inc]uded addjtiona

| anes and maj or interchange reconstruction. Mryland |ater
indicated they were no |onger mnII|n% to accept _ownership under
any circunstances. Section 156 of the Surface Transportation and
Uni form Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public
Law 100-17) relieved Maryland of the obligation to accept
ownership of the Baltinore-Washington Parkway.

FHM' s Eastern Federal Lands Highvvay_ Di vision (EFLHD) conpleted a
study for the NPS in April 1984 of "inprovenent needs al ong the
Parkway, and is admnistering design and construction activities
In cooperation with the NPS and affected States and |oca
agencies. The project design was divided into two phases. The
frrst design phase was for reconstruction and rehabilitation of
the Parkway pavement; the second design phase was for the design
of various interchanges. Construction is underway.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1069(a) of the Internodal Surface Trangfortatlon _
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) provides
budget authority for Congress to appropriate $74 mllion in
General Funds for the renovation and reconstruction of the

Bal ti mor e- Washi ngton Parkway in Prince Georges County, Maryland.
The Federal share of the cost of this project remains at 100
percent.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Federal Lands H ghway Programs (HFL-10).
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BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION AND PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. NHS, STP, CMAQ and
Federal Lands funds may be used for bicycle transportation and
pedestrian wal kways. ,

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES:

A6l -- Consolidated Primary, Bicycle Transportation and
Pedestrian \al kways. _

B61 -- Rural Secondary, Bicycle Transportation and
Pedestrian Wl kways.

W1 and W62 - Urban, Bicycle Transportation and Pedestrian
Wl kways.

K63, K79, K81, K83, K91 - Federal Lands, Bicycle Transportation
and Pedestrian Wal kways.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80% (100% prior to the 1991 | STEA)
PERICD AVAILABLE: NA

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION. NA

FE¢EXTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 217. Section 1033 of the 1991

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 652

ELIGBILITY: STP and CMAQ funds may be used for the construction
of pedestrian wal kways and bicycle transportation facilities and
for carL§|ng out nonconstruction RrOjeCtS related to safe bicycle
use. NHS funds may be used for the construction of bicycle
transportation facilities on land adjacent to any highway on the
NHS (other than the Interstate System). Funds authorized for
Federal Lands H ghways may be used for the construction of
pedestrian wal kways and bicycle transportation facilities in
conjunction with forest highways, forest devel opnent roads and
trarls, public lands devel opnent roads and trails, park roads,
parkways, Indian reservation roads, and public |ands highways .
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BACKGROUND:

This program was established by Section 124(a) of the Federal-aid
H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87), which provided for the
use of PrlnarY, Secondary and Urban systen1junds_on I ndependent
projects constructing separate or preferential bicycle |anes and
facilities and pedestrian wal kways in conjunction Wth those
systens.  Forest H[?hmay, Forest™ Devel opment Roads and Trails,
Park Roads and Trails, Parkways, Indian Reservation Roads, and
Public Lands H ghways funds could al so be used. The program was
codified 23 U S C 217.

Section 141 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1978 (Public Law
95-599) revised the programto stress energﬁ conservation in
addition to the multiple use of highway rights-of-way and to
expand the types of projects that could be constructed.

Section 126 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) continued the program and further
expanded the types of projects that could be constructed. It
specified that projects must be principally for transportation
rather than recreation purposes. States could obligate up to
$4.5 mllion per year (raised from$2.5 mllion) for these
projects. The Federal share was established as 100% for _

I ndependent wal kway and bikeway projects and for non-construction
bicycle projects. "Funds for Federal Lands H ghways coul d be used
for independent bhikeway and wal kway projects, but not for non-
construction bicycle projects.

Section 127 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) gern1tted
the use of Interstate Substitute funds for all eligible bicycle
transportation and pedestrian wal kway projects.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1033 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) amended 23 U S.C
217 to reflect the inpacts of the new programs (Surface
Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mtigation and Air

ality Inmprovement Program (CMAQ, and National H ghway System

NHS) ) on bicycle transportation and pedestrian wal kways. In
addition to the new | STEA provisions in the Eligibility section
above, other inportant revisions were as follows:

Each State must use sone of its STP and CMAQ noneys to fund
a DOT "bicycle and pedestrian coordinator" position for
promoting and facilitating (a) the increased use of _
nonnotorized nodes of transportation, including devel oping
facilities for the use of pedestrians and bicyclists, and
(b) public education, pronotional, and safety programs for
using such facilities.
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Wien Federal -aid funds are being used to replace or
rehabilitate bridge decks, except on fully access

control | ed hlghmayst safe bicycle accommdations must be
considered and provided where feasible.

Construction of a pedestrian wal kway and a bicycle

transportation facility are deemed to be highway projects.
Hence, the Federal share is 80 percent.

Pedestrian wal kways and bicycle transportation facilities
to be constructed under the provisions of 23 U S C 217

must be included in |ong range plans devel oped by MG and
States.

No notorized vehicles should be allowed on any trails or
pedestrian wal kways, except as necessary for ‘maintenance

purposes and possibly for snownmobiles and notorized
wheel chairs.

Bicycle projects must be principally for transportation
rather than recreational purposes.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environnent and Planning (HEP-50).
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BICYCLE GRANTS

STATUS: | NACTIVE. Repealed by Section 133(e)(2) of the 1987
STURAA.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 694
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON:  75%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY for which appropriated. However, the period
of availability has now expired.

FUND: /2 H ghway Trust Fund and [/2 General Fund.
FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: Al | ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORI TY:  Budget

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 141 of the 1978 STAA ﬁPuinc Law
?;i599). Section 133(e)(2) of the 1987 STURAA (Public Law |00

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 663
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND

This program was established by Section 141 of the Surface

Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law
95-599) for the construction of bikeways and for non-construction

Erograns or projects to enhance the safety and use of bicycles.
unds were authorized for FY's 1979-1982; however, the first

appropriation was made for FY 1980, and no subsequent

aBPropr!atlons have been made. Funds were available for

obligation only during the year for which appropriated;

therefore, the availability period for these funds expired

Sept enber 30, 1980.

Section 133(e)(2) of the Surface Transportation and Uniform
Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law
%8$é17) repeal ed Section 141 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 14).
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BIKEWAY DEMONSTRATION

STATUS: | NACTIVE. Repeal ed by Section 133(e)(2) of the 1987
STURAA.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 633

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  80%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until expended

FUND:  General

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORI TY: Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 119 of the Federal-aid H ghway
Amendnents of 1974 (Public Law 93-643). Section 133(e)(2) of the
1987 STURAA (Public Law 100-17).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

This program was established by Section 119 of the Federal-aid

H ghway Anmendments of 1974 (Public Law 93-643) as a discretionary
al location, with projects proposed bg t he Regions and sel ected by
the Ofice of Engineering. i1 e $10,000, 000 was authorized for
this program for FY 1976, only $6,000, 000 was appropriated, all
for specific projects.

Section 133 e)_(22 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law
100-17) repealed Section 119 of the Federal-aid H ghway
Amendnents of 1974,

QO her related bicycle prograns independent of the Bikeway
Denonstration Program are the Bicycle Transportation and
Pedestrian Wl kways Program and the Bicycle Gants Program

G ants made under the dermonstration program were in addition to,
and not in lieu of, funds nmade available for the Bicycle
Transportation and Pedestrian Wal kways Program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 14).
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BOND ISSUE PROJECTS

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. A Federal -aid bond
roLect provi des reinbursenent for inprovements to Federal-aid

I ghways financed initially fromthe proceeds of bonds issued by
a State or political subdivision of the State.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: Sane as source funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: Same as source funds. The Federal share
of the cost of a bond project is paid when the bonds are retired.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds.

FUND: Same as source funds.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Sane as source funds,

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Sane as source funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: Sane as source funds.
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 115(b)(2 & 3) and 122.
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 140F

ELIG@BILITY: See the discussion bel ow.

BACKGROUND:

The Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1950 (Public Law 81-769? made
provisions for a State to claim Federal reinbursenment tor the
retirement of bonds used for certain highway purposes. This was
codified in 23 U S C 122

A State that uses the proceeds of bonds for the construction of
Primary, Interstate, or Urban Extension projects, or Interstate

Substitute hlghma% projects may claim Federal reinbursenent on

that portion of the bond proceeds used to retire the bonds.
Section 107(f) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act
ﬂﬁ? of 1982 added substitute highway projects approved under
3 US C 103(e)(4) as eligible bond issue prolectsf

Section 115(c) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act
(STAA) of 1978 (Public Law 95-599) made changes in requirements
governing the participation of interest costs in that interest
earned and payable after Novenber 6, 1978, on the retirement of
bonds naturln% after that date, the proceeds of which are
expended in the construction of Interstate projects, is to be
considered an eligible cost of construction.
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ISTEA PROVISIONS:

There were no changes to 23 U S.C. 122 under the Internodal

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public
Law 102- 240) .

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-21).
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BRIDGE REPLACEMENT (SPECIAL)

STATUS.  INACTIVE. Replaced by H ghway Bridge Repl acenent and
Rehabi | itation Program (HBRRP).

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 115

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until expended.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  All ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U . S.C. 144,

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 650D

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

This program was established by Section 204 of the Federal-aid
Hi ghway ct of 1970 (Public Law 91-605) and codified as 23 U S.C
144, Authorizations were provided for FY's 1972-1973.

The Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87) provided
aut hori zations through FY 1976; the Federal-aid H ghway
Amendnents of 1974 authorized additional funds for FY 1976: and
the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280)

aut hori zed funds for FY's 1977-1978.

Projects under this programhad to be on a Federal -aid system
Funds were allocated to the States on the basis of conparative
bridge replacenent needs.

Section 124 of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1978 (Public Law
95-599) retitled and anended 23 U'S.C. 144. In so doing, it
deleted all references to the "Special Bridge Repl acenent
Program’ and replaced it with the "Hghway Bridge Repl acenent and
Rehabi litation Program" which was applicable to both on and

of f-system bri dges.

ADDI TI OEAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 33).
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BRIDGES ON FEDERAL DAMS

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHMAY FUNDS. Although there have
been no recent appropriations of funds for bridges on Federa
dans, provisions for continuation remain in 23 U S C 320.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 072

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 320
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 630H

ELIGBILITY:  Funding under this progganl when available, is
genera[ly.for projects earnmarked b ngress to reinburse Federa
am bui l'ding agencies (TVA, DOD, BOR) for the costs of designing
and constructing certain dams to support public highway bridges
and public highway bridges upon and across these dans.

BACKGROWND

This program was initiated by the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1946
(Public Law 79-562) which authorized and ap rqgrlated $10 million
to reinburse Federal dam building agencies (TVA, DOD, BOR) for
the costs of designing and constructing (a) certain dams 1n such
a manner that they would support public highway bridges and (b)
public hlghm%y bridges upon and across these dans. t was
codified 23 U S C 320.

Subsequent highmaY acts have authorized and appropriated an

addi tional $55 million for the Bridges on Federal Dams Program
Funding has been largely discretionary. The Federal -aid H ghway
Act of 1970 and subsequent acts have earmarked funds for specific
prolefts through direct references in the law or in conference
reports.
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| STEA PROVI SI ONS: _ _
There were no provisions in the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) relative

to the Bridges on Federal Dams Program Hence, the provisions of
23 U.S.C. 320 remain in place.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe O fice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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CARPOOL AND VANPOOL PROJECTS

STATUS: CONTINUING USE OF H GHMMAY FUNDS. Projects may be
initiated with NHS, STP, and CMAQ funds.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDES: Same as source funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: 80% The Federal share may be increased
up to 100% for carpool and Vanpool projects as set forth in 23
U S.C 120(c).

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds.

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHCOD: Sane as source funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORI TY: Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION. Sane as source funds.
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 146.

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 656.

ELI G BILITY:

The follow ng tyPes of projects and work are eligible for
car pool / vanpool "t undi ng:

Systens for locatin potentiallparticipants in Carpools and
informng them of the opportunities for participation,
Eligible costs may include use or rental of conputer

har dware, costs of software, installation costs, and costs

of daily operations--marketing, matching, brokering,
eval uation.

Speci alized procedures to provide carpooling opportunities
to elderly or handi capped persons.

The costs of acquiring vanpool vehicles and actual
financial |osses that occur when the operation of any
vanpool is aborted before the scheduled termnation date
because its continuation is no |onger productive.

Work necessary to designate existing highway |anes as
referential carpool |anes or bus and carpool | anes.
ligible work may include prelimnary engineering to

determne traffic flow and design criteria, signing

pavenent markings, traffic control devices, and m nor
physical nodifications to permt the use of designated
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| anes as preferential carpool |anes or bus and carpool

| anes. Such inprovenents on any Publlc road may be approved
If they facilitate nmore efficient use of any Federal-aid
highway. Eligible costs may also include costs of initial

i nspection or nonitoring of use, including special

equi pnent, to ensure that the high occupancy vehicle (HOV)

| anes deS|Pnat|on is effective and that the project is
fully developed and operating properly.

Signing of and nodifications to eX|st|nP facilities to
PYOVIde preferential parking for Carpool's inside or outside
he central business district. Eligible costs may include

trail blazers, on-site signs des;gnatln?_hlghmay _

I nterchange areas or other existing publicly or” privately
owned facilities as preferential parking for carpool
participants, and initial or renewal costs for |easing
parking space or acquisition or easenents or restrictions,
as, for exanple, at shopping centers and public or private
parking facilities.

Construction of carpool parking facilities outside the
central business district. Eligible costs may include
acquisition of land and normal construction activities,
including installation of Ilghtlng and fencing, trai

bl azers, on-site signing, and passenger shelters.

Reasonabl e public information and pronotion expenses,
i ncl uding personnel costs, incurred in connection with any
of the other eligible items nentioned herein.

More detailed information may be found in 23 CFR 656 (Carpool and
Vanpool Projects) and in the FHW's publication titled "Federal -
Ai d Hi ghway Construction Funds for R desharing,” FHWA-SA-88-016.

BACKGROUND

The Ener?ency Hl?hway Energy Conservation Act of 1974 established
a Carpool Denonstration programto encourage SHAs to use

Federal -aid Primary, Secondary and Uban system funds for _
degnnstratlon projects that would increase the use of Carpools in
urban areas.

Section 126%%) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 , Public Law 95-599) changed the program from a
dermonstration program to an on-gO|nP_FederaI-a|d program  Under
the revised program which was coditied as 23 U S. C 146,
Fro;ects whi ch pronoted ridesharing programs did not need to be
ocated on, but had to serve, a Federal-aid systemto be eligible
for Federal-aid Primary, Secondary, or Urban System funds. he
?e%iral share was established at "75% the sane as the source
unds.
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Section 123 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982

(Public Law 97-424) provided that carpool and vanpool projects

funded out of the Primary, Secondary, and Urban system

?Bgé}rtlonmants could be authorized at a Federal share of up to
0

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

No changes were made to 23 U S.C. 146 b{ the |nternodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA, Public Law
102-240).  Hence, carpool™ and vanpool projects may continue to be
initiated wth 23 U S C 104 t’)\?( ) and (b)(2) funds, which are
now National H ghway System (NHS) and Congestion Mtigation & Air
Quality Inprovenment (CVAQ funds.

Section 1006 of the 1991 ISTEA anends 23 U S.C. 103. In so
doing, it is indicated in 23 U S C 103(i)(10) that carpool and
vanpool projects are eligible NHS items. Related to this, 23
U S. C _03%|)(9) i ndi cated that fringe and corridor parking
facilities are also eligible for NHS funding.

Section 1007 of the 1991 ISTEA adds 23 U.S.C. 133. This new
section relates to the Surface Trans[)ortatlon Program (STP). In
23 U.S.C 133(b)33) it is indicated that carpool projects and
frln%e and corridor parking facilities and programs are eligible
for STP funding.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: Additional information and the above

ment i oned re{)/ort may be obtained fromthe Traffic Operations
Di vi sion (HTV-30).
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COMBINED ROAD PLAN

STATUS:  Cont i nui n? only until funds nade available in FY 1991

and previous fiscal years are obligated. transferred, or |apsed.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES: _ ,

CRl -- CRP-Secondary, Urban, Non-Prinmary Bridge Pooled Fund

CGlL -- CRP-Pool ed Fund, 100%

EC1 -- CRP-Mnimum Allocation . _

EC2 -- CRP-Excess Interstate |/2 Percent M ninum Apportionment

EC3 -- CRP-Interstate Substitution, Apportioned

ECA -- CRP-Interstate Substitution, Dscretlonar}/

EGL -- CRP-Mnimm Allocation, 100% 23 U S.C 120(d)

ER -- %(I;Q(I;’&/Excess Interstate [/2 Percent M ni mum Apporti onment,
0

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION:  Sane as source funds. The non- Federal
share may be increased if the State desires, so as to reduce the
normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds.

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Same as source funds.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

%éT&J;)CRY REFERENCE:  Section 137 of the 1987 STURAA (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG@BILITY: Remaining funds may be used in the five States

sel ected by the FHWA--M nnesota, Texas, Rhode Island, New York,
and California--to conduct a denonstration to test the
feasibility of approaches for conbining, streanining, and
increasing the flexibility in the admnistration of the Federal-
aid Secondary Program Urban Program and the Non-Primary portion
of the Briage Program

BACKGROUND:

The Conbined Road Plan (CRP) Denonstration Program was authorized
by Section 137 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17). The Secretary of Transportation was directed to conduct a
denonstration to test the feasibility of approaches for
conbining, streanining, and increasing the flexibility in the
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admnistration of the Federal-aid Secondary Program Urban
Program and the Non-Prinmary portion of the Bridge Program

Section 137 reguired that the denonstration be conducted in _
cooperation with up to five States. The five States involved in
the denonstration are Mnnesota, Texas, Rhode Island, New York,
and California.

A key objective of this demonstration was to place as nmuch
responsibility as was feasible with State and |ocal governments.
The FHWA was nmandated to report to Congress on inplenentation
experiences and needed recomendations. Funds from the prograns
desi gnated for the CRP dermonstration were pooled into a single
fund (Appn. Code CR1).

It was admnistratively determned that Secondary, Urban, and
Non-Primary Bridge projects which used (a) Mnimm A location
(b) Interstate Substitution, and/or (c) excess mnimm
aPportlonnent Interstate construction funds could be nade a part
of the CRP denonstration at the State's option. The only
difference in the use of these funds for the CRP denonstration
and the funds specifically identified in Section 137 was that
they could not be pooled into the single CRP fund. Hence,
separate appropriation codes were provided.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

No new funding was provided for the Conbined Road Plan o
demonstration in the Internndal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240), but unobligated
funds from the sources nentioned above may continue to be used
for CRP purposes.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON; Addi tional information nmay be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Environnent and Pl anning (HEP-20).
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COMMERCIAL DRIVER'’S LICENSE

STATUS: Continuing only until funds nmade available in FY 1991
and previous fiscal vears are obligated. transferred, or |apsed.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

21A -- Basic Grant (FY's 1987-1991).

21B -- Supplenental Gant (FY's 1989-1991).
21c -- COearinghouse Grant (FY's 1989-1991).
708 -- SuPpI enental Gant (FYs 1987-1988%.
709 -- Intormation System Grant (FY's 1987-1989).

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Until expended.  Funds not obligated by the
State in the fiscal year during which they were nade available
were withdrawn and made available for use at the discretion of
the Secretary of Transportation.

FUND:.  Appropriations 21A 21B, and 21C were from funds made
available to carry out Section 404 of the STAA of 1982 (MCSAP).
Appropriations 708 and 709 were from funds nade available to .
carry out 23 U S . C. 402 by NHTSA

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD. Allocation. The funds are handled as
a central allotment to the Associate Adm nistrator for Program
Devel oprent .

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: Yes for codes 21A 21B, and
21c. No for codes 708 and 709.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Sections 12005(c,d, e), 1200789)’ and 12010
85 é7h5}) Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safety Act of 1986 (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Gants were available to all the States for
devel oping and inplementing comercial driver's |icense prograns.
Remai ning funds may continue to be used for these purposes.

BACKGROUND: _ _

The FHM began a najor effort in 1986 to assure that all
comercial notor vehicle operators--nore than 5 mllion--had only
one license. Under this license program which is required by
the Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safety Act of 1986 (Public Law
99-570), all States nust test and |icense comercial drivers
accordi n? to Federal standards or face a loss of Federal-aid

hi ghway funds. To assist the 50 States and the District of
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Columbia in developing and inplementing reguired conmercia
driver's license prograns, a $61 nillion, 5-year grant program
was established in the Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safety Act of
1986.  Funds for the grants are to be derived fromthe Mtor
Carrier Safety Assistance Program (MCSAP) and from 23 U S.C. 402
funds admnistered by the National H ghway Traffic Safety

Adm ni stration (NHTSA).

The Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safety Act authorizes the follow ng
four categories of grants:

Basic grants, available in FY's 1987-1991. A m ni num of
$100,000 per State was available each year. Total funding
was $5 nmillion per year. The basic grant m nimm of

$100, 000 per State each year for the 50 States and the
District of Colunbia was™ maintained b% adding $100,000 a
year in supplenental grant funds to the $5 mllion in basic
grant funds.

Suppl enental grants, available in FY's 1987-1991, In FY's
1987-1989, funds were available on a discretionary basis.
In FY's 1990-1991, funds were avail able based on the nunber
of tests admnistered and |icenses issued in the previous
year. Total funding was $3 million per year.

Information systems grants, available in FY's 1987-}?89 on

a discretionary basis. The total funding was $2 million per
year.

C earinghouse 8rants, available in FY's 1989-1991. A

m ni mum of $100, 000 per State was avail abl e each year.
Total funding was $5 million per year. No other sources of
funds were available to nmake up the $100,000 per year
shortfall in the clearinghouse grant program The Truck
and Bus Safety and Regulatory Reform Act of 1988 authorized
the setting aSide of up to $1 mllion per year in

cl earinghouse grant funds in FY's 1989-1990 for a pilot
denonstration of biometric identification systems. As a
result, the mninum State grant ﬁer year was reduced from
$100,000 to $78,431 (including the G anm Rudman reduction)
in FY 1989 and from $100,000 fo $98,039 in FY 1990.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

No new provisions were contained in the Internodal Surface
Transportation EfflClency_Act of 1991 §1991 | STEA, Public Law
102-240). Even so, unobligated funds from the sources mentioned
above may continue to be used for the purposes of this program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: - Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-20) and from
Mtor Carrier's Ofice of Program Managenent Support (HPS-1).
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CONSOLIDATED PRIMARY

STATUS:  Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and
revious fiscal years are obligated. transferred, or |apsed.
Itle 23 provisions relative to the Federal-aid Primary System
were repealed by the 1991 ISTEA. Prior to the 1991 |STEA there
were four Federal-aid hi ghvvaK systens--Interstate, Primry,
Secondary, and Uban. Now there are two systens--the National
H ghway System (NHS) and the Interstate System which is a
conponent “of the NHS. Unobligated funds apportioned to a State
for the Prlrrar%/ System remain available for obligation under the
old rules set forth below or may be transferred to the NHS or
Surface Transportation Program{

APPROPRI ATI ON_ CODE: _

010 -- Consolidated Primary o _ _

OB -- Consolidated Primary, Priority, Section 149(k) of Public
Law 100- 17 _ _ _

OlE -- Consolidated Primary, Tenporary Mtching Fund Wi ver

184 -- Consolidated Prinmary, Al aska H ghway

196 -- Consolidated Primary, |-4R

A04 -- Consolidated Primary, PR _

A06 -- Consolidated Primary, Economc Gowth Center, 95%

A09 -- Consolidated Primary, Economc Gowh Center,
Tenporary Mtching Fund Wi ver

Al4 -- Consolidated Primary, 100%

A45 -- Consolidated Primary, Geat River Road

A6l -- Consolidated Primary, Bicycle & Pedestrian

A75 -- Consolidated Prinmary, Access to Lakes

AB85 -- Consolidated Primary, Energy |npacted Roads

A86 -- Consolidated Primary, 20% Mandatory Energy Roads

A87 -- Consolidated Primary, Energy Inpacted Roads,
Tenporary Matching Fund Wi ver

x14 -- Consolidated Primry, N

x15 -- Consolidated Primary, 1/4 % NH

33D -- STP-State Flexible

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  75% normal pro-rata share. The Federal
share may be increased up to 95% in States with large areas of
public lands. The non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI CD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnent - statutory fornula set
forth in section 108 of the STAA of 1982 (Public Law 97-424).

TYPE orF AUTHORI TY: Contract

STP) prograns.
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SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 103(b). Section 108 of the 1982
STAA (Public Law 97-424).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A

ELIGBILITY: Unobligated funds apportioned to a State for the
Primary Systemrenain available for obll%$t|on under the pre-

| STEA rules or may be transferred to the NHS or STP prograns.
These funds may be used planning, engineering, construction, and
other related activities.

BACKGROUND: _ _ _
Section 105(a2(|?.of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public
Law 94-280) established the Consolidated Prinary Program by
consolidating the Rural Primary, Priority Primary, and Urban
Primary Extension programs into a single fund|n% cat egory.

Al though this created a new fund, it did not affect previously
authorized Primary funds. The first appropriation for the

Consol idated Primary Program was for FY 1977

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95-599) provided that at |east 20% of the Consolidated
Primary funds were to be used for 3R purposes. Section 105(d) of
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424) provided that at |east 40% of the Consolidated
Primary funds were to be used for 4R purposes, starting with the
FY 1984 apportionments. However, section 106(a)(2) of the
Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of
1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) did not include these
requirements for the FY 1987-1991 apportionnents.

Section 108 of the 1982 STAA established a two formula procedure
for apportioning the FY 1983-1986 primary authorizations. Section
107 of the 1987 STURAA continued the use of this procedure for
FY's 1987-1991.

Funds apportioned under this program could be transferred to the
Rural Secondary and Urban System prograns.

The 1987 STURAA aut horized about $2.3 nillion per fiscal year for
each of FY's 1987-1991.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Federal-aid Primary System was abolished when Sections
103(a) &(b) of Title 23, U S.C., were repealed by Section 1006ga)
of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240), on Decenber 18, 1991
Unobl i gated funds apportioned to a State for the Primary System
as set forth in Section 1100(c) of the 1991 |ISTEA, remin

231



available for obligation under the old rules or may be _
transferred to the NHS or STP programs. Funds transferred into
the STP are not subject to sub-allocation and wll_betransferred
into the State flexible appropriation code, 33D. The |ast
apportionnents of funds for the Primary System were for FY 1991.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON.  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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CONTROL OF OUTDOOR ADVERTISING

STATUS: CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS, Renai ni ng unexpended
obligated categorical funds are available for the control of
outdoor advertising. Al so, hlghmay funds regularly apportioned
under 23 U S.C. 104 na¥ be used for the removal of any lawfully
ere%ted but now nonconform ng outdoor advertising sign, display,
or device.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES:

646 -- FY 1966

647 -- FY 1967

649 -- FY 1970-1973 & FY 1975

688 -- FY 1977-1982

699 -- Bonus clains _ .

64A -- Bonus clainms and new pro%ects with funds that were
deobl i gated subsequent to 12/18/85.

Same as source funds for highway funds regularly apportioned
under 23 U.S.C. 104.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION. Sane as source funds. Prior to the 1991
| STEA, the normal pro-rata share was 75%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds. Prior to the 1991

| STEA, codes 688, 699, and 64A were available until expended.
Codes 646, 647, and 649 have |apsed. Deobligated 649 funds were
recovered as 64A funds through the Washington office.

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund. Prior to the 1991 |STEA, funding cane
fromthe General Fund.

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: NA.  Control of outdoor advertising is
an eligible itemfor regularly apportioned highway funds. Prior

to the 1991 ISTEA, the Control of Qutdoor Adverti'sing Program was

a discretionary ELogram funded by allocations to the Regiona

Ofice fromthe Headquarters Ofice of Right-of-\Vy. The

Rﬁglg?a[ Admi ni strator was authorized to nake sub-allocations to

the Divisions.

TYPE OF AUTHORI TY: Same as source funds. Prio

| STEA, the 688 funds were under Budget authori
647, and 649 funds were under Contract author

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 131 Section 1046 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 190, 750A, 750D, and 750G

t

he 1991
y t
y.

r tot
% and the 646,
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ELIGBILITY: A State may use any funds regularly aPPortioned to
it under 23 U S.C. 104 for the renoval of any lawfully erected
but now nonconformng sign, display, or device.

BACKGROUND:

The Control of Qutdoor Advertising Program was established in i
current form by the H ghway Beautification Act of 1965 (Title |
of Public Law 89-285), which provided one year appropriations for
FY's 1966- 1967 (A?proEr|at|on Codes 646 and 647). Authorizations
were nmade |later for FY's 1970-1973 and for FY 1975 (ApEroprlat|on
Eggﬁ 649), with obligational authority available for FY's 1969-

The Federal-aid Hi ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280)

aut horized funds for FY's 1977-1978 and changed the period of
availability for FY 1976 and prior Years' funds to the FY plus 3
years. As a result, the 649 tunds [apsed at the end of FY 1978.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 }1978 STAA,
Public Law 95-599) authorized funds for FY's 1979-1982. The 1975
Budget Act had renoved contract authority from CGeneral funded
prograns: hence,a new code (Appropriation Code 688) was created
for the new funds independent of the 649 contract authority

funds. The 688 funds could not be used to offset overruns on

out door advertising projects utilizing 649 funds.

During FY's 1979-85 and through Decenber 18, 1985, deobligated
funds were only available to cover legitimte g;OJeCt overruns.

ts

The Continuing Appropriations Act for FY 1986 (PL 99-190)
provi ded that funds deobligated subsequent to Decenber 18, 1985,
were available for reallocation until expended. These
deobl i gations were controlled b% the Associate Admnistrator for
ROW and Environnment and had to be reallocated in order to be
used. The funds were available for the payment of bonus clains
and/or for new outdoor advertising projects under Appropriation
Code 64A, but were not available to cover overruns on 649
projects. Overruns on 649 projects could be covered with |apsed
649 funds which were deobligated prior to December 19, 1985.

Bonus claims (Appropriation Code 699) were available for a while
for the purpose of increasing the Federal share of Interstate
projects for States in conformty wth national outdoor
advertising control standards under the provisions of 23 CFR
750A.  These bonus claims were related to a program established
by the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-381). _
Twenty-three (23) States signed agreements to participate in this
?rogram prior to its repeal and may still possibly be eligible

or bonus paynents. Wen a State submts a bonus voucher for
paynent, such paynent is made from the unobligated balance in the
Washington Ofice, if funds are available.
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ISTEA PROVISIONS:

Section 1046 of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) provides that:

States nab now use highway funds regularly apportioned
under 23 U.S.C. 104 for the removal of any lawfully erected
but now nonconform ng outdoor advertising sign, display, or
device. However, as subsequently set forth in the Dire
Energency Suppl enmental Appropriations Act of 1992 (Public
Law 102-302), these funds are only available to the State
for making 'such paynents to the extent that the State
expends its own funds for such a paynent.

Qut door advertising controls apply to the Interstate
System roads that were on the Federal-aid Primary System
as it existed on June 1, 1991, and any highway which is not
i ncl uded above but which i's on the NHS.

States not maintaining effective control of outdoor

advertising as defined by the program requirenents continue
to be subject to a 10% reduction of 23 U S.C. 104 funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Right-of-Wy (HRW10).
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DEFENSE ACCESS ROADS

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: 724-729, 733-739, 73A 73C_748-749, T4A
751- 755, 766, 781, 785, 788-789, 78A 790, 797, 834, 836, 851-852
(Recode No. 300).

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION. up to 100%
PERI OD AVAILABLE: 1 and 4 years

FUND:  General Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al |l ocati on
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Transfer Account
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: No
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 210
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 660E

ELI G BILITY:

BACKGROUND:

This program was established by the Defense Hi ghway Act of 1941
and codified as 23 U S.C 210.

Funds appropriated for defense access roads are transferred to
the FHWA from the Department of Defense for mlitary access and
repl acement roads, access and replacement roads for  Atom c Energy
Commi ssion plants, NASA installations, defense industries,
maneuver area roads, and missile installations and facilities.
Hence, Federal participation is variable depending prinarily on
the_degree to which usage will be out of the ordinary due to the
mlitary installation or activity.

Funds are centrally allotted to the Federal Lands H ghway Program
Administrator. Funds and the authority to obligate are allocated
to the Federal Lands H ghways Divisions or to a State through the
Regi onal /Division offices by the Federal Lands H ghway Program
Administrator. Allocations are project specific; therefore,
underruns cannot be used on other projects and nust bereturned
to the Washington office. Unobligated balances remaining after
the period of availability lapse. Overruns can be covered only
by specific requests for ‘additional allocations.
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Regul ar Federal -ai d procedures appl_)( in the admnistration of
thi's program However, the FHM will be involved in PS&E
approval ,~ concurrence in award, and aBgroprl ate construction
monitoring on all projects involving Defense Access Road funding.
Project nunbers are assigned by the Washington Headquarters.
Numer ous appropriation codes have been assigned to these funds
under Recode No. 300, "Mlitary Construction®.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional informati on may be obtained
from the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-13).
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DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: N A

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: N A

PERI CD AVAILABLE: NA

FUND: NA

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 1003(b) of the 1991 I STEA
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: At least 10 percent of the amounts authorized to be
appropriated for Title 23 highway projects, transit projects,

I nternodal transportation, and transportation research nust be
expended with small business concerns owned and controlled by
socially and econom cally disadvantaged individuals.

BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1003§b) of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (1991 |ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) requires that
at least 10 percent of the anounts authorized to be appropriated
under the provisions of Titles | (Part A), IIl, V, and VI (for
Title 23 highway projects, transit projects, internmodal transpor-
tation, and transporfation research, respectively) must be
expended with small business concerns owned and ‘controlled by
socially and econom cal |y disadvantaged individuals.

Each State nust annually survey and conpile a list of snal

busi ness concerns in the State and notify the Secretary of
Transportation in witing of the percentage of such concerns that
are controlled by wonen, by socially and econom cally disadvan-
taged individuals (other than wonen), and by individuals who are
b?th wormen and socially or economcally disadvantaged individu-

al s.

The Secretary of Transportation is required to establish m ninum
uniformcriteria for State governnments to use in certifying

whet her or not a small business concern qualifies as a disadvan-
taged business enterprise (DBE)
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The Conptroller Ceneral is required to conduct a studK of the
FHW's DBE program and report to Congress not |ater than Decenber
18, 1992. The study is to include information about graduation,
out-of -State contracting, program adjustments, success rates,
performance and financial capabilities, enforcement mechanisns,
addi tional costs, effect on iIndustry, certification, and goals.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Addi tional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of Gvil Rights (HCR-1).
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ECONOMIC GROWTH CENTER HIGHWAYS

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF H GHMAY FUNDS.  Categorical funds are
no | onger available, but regularly apportioned highway
construction funds (other than Interstate) may be used for
econom ¢ growth center projects.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 106 for categorical funds. Sane as source
funds for regular funds.

BEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON:

75% for categorical funds. Same as source funds for regular
funds (95% prior to the 1991 |STEA), except engineering and
econom ¢ surveys and other investigations necessary for planning
and design may be funded at 100%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years; however, categorical funds are
no longer available because they expired at the end of FY 1986.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocation for categorical funds and
apportionnent for regular funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLIGATION LI M TATION:  Yes. Sane as source funds for
regul ar funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 143
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 490A

ELIG BILITY: Economc growh center projects may be initiated
under the provisions of 23 U S.C. 143 using funds regul arIK
apportioned under the provisions of 23 U S'C. 104 (other than
Interstate funds).

BACKGROUND:

Thi s program was established by the Federal-aid H ghway Act of
1970 (Public Law 91-605) as a "demonstration" program but was
changed by the Section 122 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973

Public Law 93-87) to a continuing elenent of the overal

ederal -aid highway program It was codified 23 U S.C 143. The
1973 Act opened the Progran1to projects on all Federal-aid
systens, except the I[nterstate. Federal participation for this
categorical program was based on the Federal share payable for
anY other project on the Federal-aid system (excluding the
Interstate systen) on which the devel opment highway was | ocated,
general ly 75%
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The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA,
Public Law 97-424? provided a final authorization of categorica
funds for FY 1983. These funds expired at the end of FY 1986.
Section 117(c) of the 1982 STAA also established an incentive by
ﬁ[OVIdlng a 95% share for projects on economc growth center

I ghways financed with funds apportioned for use on any system
Thi's provision, which was codified 23 U S C 120(k), was
interpreted to apply to primary, secondary, urban system and
/2% m ni mum I nterstate funds.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1021(b)(l) of the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) del eted
Section 120(k). Even so, economc growh center projects ma
still be initiated under the provisions of 23 U S C 143 wt
requl ar Federal -aid construction funds (i.e., funds apportioned
under the provisions of 23 U S.C. 104), other than Interstate
funds: however, such projects are subject to the Federal share
appropriate for the source funds, except that engineering and
econom ¢ surveys and other investigations necessary for the
ﬁ!annlng and design of economc growth center devel opnment

i ghways may be funded at 100%

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON. Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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ELIMINATION OF ROADSIDE OBSTACLES

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Incorporated into the Hi gh-Hazard
Locations/ Eli m nation of Roadside Obstacles Program by the
H ghway Safety Act of 1976.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 144

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 90%

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/79.
FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: Apportionnment - statutory formula
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 153 (Repeal ed by 1978 STAA).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 924

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Elimnation of Roadside Cbstacles Program was established by
Section 210 of the H ghway Safety Act of 1973 (Title Il of Public
Law 93-87) and authorrzations were made for FY's 1974-1976. This
program provi ded Federal funds for safety inprovenent projects on
al | Federal -aid systems, except the |nterstate System for the
Bugp8§elg£ correcting roadside hazards. It was codified 23

Section 210(7) of the H ghway Safety Act of 1976 (Title Il of
Public Law 94-280) conbined the funding for this program and the
H gh- Hazard Locations program and in so doing, created the Hgh-
Hazard Locations/Elimnation of Roadside Obstacles Program
Section 168 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) replaced the conbined programwth
a new program called the Hazard Elimnation Program and repeal ed
23 U S.C 153. The new Hazard Elimnation funds could be used
for the elimnation of roadside obstacles. In _addition, Section
108 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation

Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) added the
elimnation of roadside obstacles to the definition of
"construction® in 23 U S.C. 101, which nmeant that regular _
Federal -ai d construction funds could be used for the elimnation
of roadsi de hazards.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: - Addi tional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering (HNG 12).

243



ENERGY IMPACTED ROADS

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF H GHMWAY FUNDS. Priority may be given
to pr_oH_ects_ for the reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, and
rehabilitation of energy inpacted roads.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES: _ _

A85, A86 -- Consolidated Primary funds for energy inpacted roads.
B85, B86 -- Rural Secondar¥ funds for energy inpacted roads.

N85 -- Mninum Allocation funds for energy 1npacted roads.

R85, R86 -- HBRRP funds for energy inpacted roads.

85, WB6 -- Urban funds for energy inpacted roads.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  Sanme as source funds.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE:  Same as source funds.

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Sanme as source funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION:  Sane as source funds.
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 105(h)

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Projects may be initiated using funds regularly
apportioned under the provisions of 23 U S . C. 104, and priority
may be given, to projects for the reconstruction, resurfacing,
restoration, and rehabilitation of energy inpacted roads under
the provisions of 23 U S C 105(h).

BACKGROUND:

Section 109 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982

(1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424% added (a) 23 U S.C. 105(h), which

provided that priority could be given to Federal-aid projects to

reconstruct, resurface, restore, and rehabilitate ener? | npact ed
roads, and éb) 23 U S.C 120(k) [later changed to 120( ¥], whi ch

al lowed an 85 percent Federal share to be used for these projects
on energy inpacted roads.

There were no separate authorizations for these Elpjects.
Instead, projects were funded from Consolidated Prinary, Rural
Secondary, Urban System Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation,
and M ninum Al'location apportionnents and allocations
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driteria for determning which projects qualified for this
special funding were provided by the Ofice of Engineering

(HNG 12) in a March 25, 1983, nenmorandum to Regional Federa

H ghway Administrators. Very generally, the highways or
rarlroad- hi ghway q{ade crossings proposed to be inproved using

t he 85% Federal share had to be (a) inpacted by continuing and
substantial truck or train traffic transporting energy materials,
(b) on the approgr|ate Federal -aid system for the funds invol ved,
and (c) clearly be in need of 4R type inprovenents to restore
safety, capacity, and/or mobility.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1021(b)(l) of the Internodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) deleted
Section 120(1). Even so, priority may continue to be given to
projects for the reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, and

rehabilitation of energy inpacted roads under the provisions of
23 U.S. C. 105(h).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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FLORIDA COMMUTER RAIL PROJECT

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. Remaining. unexpended
obligated I-4R funds that were earmarked for the Florida Commuter
Rai|l project and FTA Section 9 funds may be used for operating
expenses.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE:  Sanme as source funds for |-4R funds
Unknown for FTA funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  90% for |-4R funds. 80%for FTA funds

PERIOD AVAILABLE: Sanme as source funds for |-4R  FY + 3 years
for FTA funds.

FUND: ~ H ghway Trust Fund for 1-4R  H ghway Trust Fund (Mass
Transit ACcount) for FTA funds.

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION: Yes for |-4R funds. No for
FTA funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 334 of the FY 1987 DOT
appropriations act (Public Law 99-591) and section 322 of the FY
1988 DOT afpro riations act (Public Law 100-202). Section 3014
of the 1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Remaining I-4R funds, earmarked for the Florida
Commut er Rail, which have been obligated but not expended, and
FTA Section 9 funds may be used for operating expenses for this
specific comuter rail project.

BACKGROUND: o _

Section 334 of the FY 1987 DOT %ﬁ?roprlatlons act (Public Law 99-
591) authorized the use, in FY 1987 only, of up to $4 mllion of
Florida's Interstate 4R funds for operating expenses of the Tri-
Cbunt% Commuter Rail Project in the area of Dade, Broward, and
Pal m Beach Counties. The comuter rail project is part of a
transportation management Plan to help alleviate congestion in
the area during the reconstruction of 1|-95.

Section 322 of the FY 1988 DOT appropriations act (Public Law
100-202) expanded the 1987 act by allow ng the use of up to $4
mllion of Florida's Interstate 4R funds during each of the
fiscal years that 1-95 is being reconstructed in the area.
General "Provisions' Sections 321 of the FY 1989 DOT
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appropriations act (Public Law 101-164) provided identical
provisions. The 1-95 reconstruction work covers about 40 mles
so Wil be underway for a nunber of years.

appropriations act éPuinc Law 100-457) and 320 of the 1990 DOT

In addition to the above, section 329 of the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987

§198 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) provided for the use of UMIA
ection 9 funding for operating assistance for the commuter rail
service as a maintenance of traffic measure during the period in
which major on-site reconstruction is underway.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 3014 of the Internmpdal Surface Transportation Effjciencg
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) revised section 32
of the 1987 STURAA so as to provide continued assistance for the
commuter rail project under the provisions of the Federal Transit
Adm nistration (FTA, formerly UMIA) Section 9 program

The Interstate 4R Programwas replaced in the 1991 | STEA by the
I nterstate Maintenance (IM Programand the National H ghway

System (NHS) Program No specific provisions were included for
continuation of funding for the Florida Conmuter Rail

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information nay be obt ained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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FOREST HIGHWAYS
STATUS: Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and
hua

1991 | STEA has now incorporated into the Public lLands Program
are obligated, transferred, or lapsed.

APPROPRI ATI ON. CODES: _

151 - FY's 1972-1983 (1st Qr.) apportioned FH funds
181 - FY 1983 al |l ocated FH funds.

191 - FY 1984-1991 allocated FH funds.

19A - Forest Highways, FY 1992 and Subsequent Years

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION.  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBL| GATION LIM TATION:  Authorized ampunts are subject
to the obligation linmtation, but are excluded fromthe State-by-
State distribution.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 202, 203, 204. Sections 1032 &
1003 of the 1991 |STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 660A, 23 CFR 667
ELIG@BILITY: Remaining Forest H ghways funds may continue to be

used on previously eligible Forest H ghways roads for the
fol | owi ng purposes:

- Planni ng, Research, Engineering, and Construction,

- Transportation planning for prograns to enhance tourism and
recreational devel opnent,

- Adj acent vehicul ar parking areas,

- Interpretative signage, _ .

- Acqui sition of necessary scenic easenents and scenic or
historic sites, _ _

- Provisions for pedestrians and bicycles,

- Construction and reconstruction of roadside rest areas,
including sanitary and water facilities, and

- Other appropriate facilities such as visitor centers,
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BACKGROUND:

Section 126 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(1982 STAA), Public Law 97-424, established a coordinated Federa
Lands H ghways Program (FLHP) consisting of the follow ng funding
categories: .

- Forest nghmaﬁs

- Public Lands Hi ghways

- Par kways and Park Roads

- I'ndi an” Reservati on Roads

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act

of 1987 (1987 STURAA), Public Law 100-17, continued the FLHP with
these sane four funding categories.

Section 1032 of the Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) al so continued the
FLHP, but reduced the funding categories fromfour to three by
conbining the Public Lands Program and the Forest H ghways
Programinto one Public Lands H ghways category as shown bel ow

- Public Lands H ghways

+ Forest H ghways

+ Public Lands H ghways
- Par kways and Park Roads
- I'ndi an” Reservati on Roads

| nformation about the new Public Lands Program which includes
Forest H ghways, nag be found in a previous section of this guide
under the heading "Public Lands H ghways."

Congress created National Forests in 1891. The 1916 Federal - Aid
Road Act provided funds for roads and trails in these Nationa
Forests. The Federal -Aid H ghway Act of 1921 initiated the
Forest H ghways program  Forest highways are public roads that
are owned by State or local agencies and serve a National Forest
system  They should not be confused with forest devel opment
roads which are owned by the Forest Service. Forest highways are
designated by FHM's Federal Lands H ghway Division Engineers in
consul tation"wth State highway and | ocal agencies and with the
Forest Service.

Section 105(a%(5) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1970 (Public
Law 91-605) changed the original grogran1fund|ng from the Genera
Fund to the nghmag Trust Fund. he |ast General Fund authoriza-
tion was for FY 1971. The first Trust Fund authorization was for
FY 1972 (code 151). These funds were apportioned to the States

A 1977 Ceneral Accounting Ofice (GAQ) report directed the FHMA
and the Forest Service to jointly revise procedures to assure
that transportation needs of the National Forest system are
adequately considered when projects are being selected. This
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resulted in an anendnent to the FH definition in the Federal-Ad
H ghway Act of 1978, and also to the issuance of anended FH
regul ations, 23 CFR 660, in 1982.

Section 126 of the 1982 STAA (Public Law 97-424) established a
coordinated Federal Lands Hi ghway Program and provided for
allocating funds instead of apportioning funds to the States.
The final apportionnent was for the first quarter of FY 1983.
The 1982 S aut hori zed $50,000,000 for forest highways ?reduced
by the anmount authorized by the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1982,
Public Law 97-327) for FY 1983 (code 1815 and_$50, 000, 000 for
each of FY's 1984-1986 (code 191). The 1987 STURAA (Public Law
100-17) authorized $55,000,000 for forest highways for each of
FY's 1987-1991. The funding level set forth in the 1991 |STEA
for FY's 1992-1997 is shown above.

The Forest Hi%hmays qprtion of the new Public Lands Program set

forth in the 1991 ISTEA is to be adm nistered as follows:
- TE@ gggggnated FH network of roads is to be updated by early
- ands for FH will be allocated under the present FH proce-
ures.

- The planning and selection of the program of Rrogects wil |
follow the same procedures provided In 23 CFR 660A but the
criteria may be adjusted to inprove the process. Fbmeven
the criteria adopted nust ensure that the transportation
needs of the National Forest system are met in accordance
with the 1977 GAO report. . _ _

- The proposed program of projects funded with PLH discretion-
ary and other funds should be considered and planned as part
of “the overall program plan. _ _

- The adm nistration of the actual design and construction
Egogram (whet her admi nistered by Federal Lands H ghway

visions or the SHA or other public authority) will Tollow
present procedures.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: - Addi tional information may be obtained
from the Federal Lands H ghway O fice (HFL-1).
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“G" FUNDS

STATUS: CONTINUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. States nmay use up to
10% of their total Federal-aid apportionnents for ‘any fiscal year
at a 100% Federal share for certain safety activities.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: See comments

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  Up to 100% for construction, but no nore
than 75% for right-of-way and property damage,

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Same as source funds.

FUND: Sane as source funds.

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Sane as source funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Same as source funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION.  Sane as source funds.
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 120(c) and 130(a-c).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: The States may use up to 10% of their total
Federal -ai d systenms apportionnments under 23 U S.C. 104 at a 100%
Federal share for traffic control signalization, pavenment

marking, commuter carpooling and vanpooling, traffic signs,
traffic lights, guardrails, inpact attenuators, concrete barrier
end treatnents, breakaway utility poles, or priority control
systens for emergency vehicles at signalized intersections.

BACKGROUND:

Section 5 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1944 (Public Law 78-
521), Which allowed States to use up to 10% of their tota
Federal -ai d systems apportionnents at a 100% Federal share for
the elimnation of hazards at rail-highway crossings. It was
codified in 23 U S. C 120(d) and 130(a-c).

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95-599? added traffic control signalization to the
program the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982
STAA, Public Law 97-424) added pavement mnarkings and commuter
carpooling and vanpooling; and the Surface Transportation and
Uni form Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public
Law 100-17) added traffic signs, highway |ights, guardrails, and
I npact attenuators.
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Project identification was made by adding the suffix 'G" to the
R{)Oj ect identification for the fund which is being utilized.

separate "G fund appropriations were made. Instead, States
coul d use funds apportioned in accordance with 23 U S. C 104
(i.e., primary, secondary, urban, etc.).

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
51991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) deleted Section 120(d) of Title
3, US C, and added a new Section 120(c). This new section
allows the States to use up to 10% of their total Federal-aid
systens apportionments under Section 104 at a 100% Federal share
for traffic control signalization, pavenent marking, conmuter
carpooling and vanpooling, traffic signs, traffic [ights,
guardralls, inmpact attenuators, concrete barrier end treatnents,
reakaway utility poles, or priority control systens for
enmergency vehicles at signalized intersections.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safet }HHS—ZO), the Ofice of Traffic
(?eratllons and Intelligent Vehiclel/H ghway Systens (HIV-31), or
the Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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GREAT RIVER ROAD

STATUS: CONTINUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Categorical funds are
no |onger available, but regularly apportioned highway
construction funds may be used for Geat River Road projects.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: _ _

615 - Categorical funds used in FY 1981 and prior years.

135 - Categorical funds used in FY 1982 and subsequent years.
A35 & A45 - Consolidated Primary funds for the Geat River Road.
B35 & B45 - Rural Secondary funds for the Geat R ver Road.

WB5 & V88 - Urban funds for the Geat R ver Road.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION: 75% for categorical funds. Same as source
funds for regular funds (75-95% prior to the 1991 |STEA).

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years for categorical funds (obligation
authority was for one year only but unobligated bal ances coul d be
withdrawn for redistribution yearly). Same as source funds for
regul ar funds.

FUND: Hi ghvva¥ Trust Fund for categorical on-system projects and
General Fund for categorical off-system projects. H ghway Trust
Fund for projects financed with regular funds.

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Allocation for categorical funds.
Sane as source funds for regular funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY. Contract for categorical on-system projects
and Budget for categorical off-system projects. “Contract for
regul arl'y funded projects.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON: Same as source funds.
STATUTCRY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C 148
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 661

ELI G BILITY: Remaining unexpended, obli %ated categorical Geat
River Road funds and regul ar Federal-aid construction funds
apPortloned under the provisions of 23 U S C 104 (other than
Interstate funds) may continue to be used for Geat River Road
proj ects.

BACKGROUND:

The concept of a P.ar kway route along the M ssissippi River was
Introduced in Section 14 of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1954
(Public Law 83-350). The Bureau of Public Roads made studies of
routes and potential sites for devel opment in conjunction wth
the natural, geologic, and historic features of interest along
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the river. Studies were conpleted in each of the 10 States
bordering the river, but the opportunity for devel opnent of a
uni que parkway route was determned to be limted by high cost
and other development. As a result, the use of existing roadway
alignnents was reconmended.

Section 129 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87) established the Geat River Road program codified it 23
U S.C 148, and provided funds from (a) the H ghway Trust Fund
for construction and reconstruction of ~on-system roadways and (b)
the General Fund for qff-aﬁsten1roadmays. The route was to be
devel oped using criteria which would give priority to access to
Iarﬁe popul ation centers, connections to other Federal-aid

hi ghways (particularly the Interstate system, and construction
near the confluence of the Wsconsin and Mssissippi Rivers. The
definition of construction was expanded to include acquisition of
areas of historical, archaeological, or scientific interest, and
construction of roadside rest areas. Funds were to be
distributed on the basis of relative needs. Estimtes were
prepared in 1975, 1977, and 1981.

The Conference Report for the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976
(Public Law 94-280) stated that existing roadways should be used
as nuch as possible and that the Geat River Road should be one
route criss-crossing the river several tines.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) of 1978 (Public
Law 95-599) authorized spur highways to connect the Geat River
Road by_the most direct route with access to scenic, historical
recreational, or archaeol ogical features on the OﬁpOS[te side of
the Mssissippi River. Such spurs had to cross the river on

exi sting bridges.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-4245 termnated separate categorical funding for
the_develoEnEnt of the Geat River Road. |Instead, it provided a
m ni mum 95% Federal share under the provisions of 23 US. C

120(k) for projects financed with funds apportioned for use on
any Federal-aid system This was interpreted to include Prlnary,
?ecgndary, urban system and mninuml/2 percent Interstate

unds.

Section 117(d) of the Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
172 deleted G eat River Road references in Section 120$k) of
Title 23 and added a new Section 120(m which allowed the Federa
share payable for Geat R ver Road projects financed with funds
apportioned for use on the other systems to be less than 95%if
requested by a State, but not [ess than 75%

Al'l available categorical funds (codes 135 and 615) have been
allocated to the States of Arkansas, Illinois, |owa, Kentucky,
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Loui si ana, M nnesota, M ssi ssi Ppi , Mssouri, Tennessee, and
Wsconsin. Al the allocated tunds have been obligated.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 1021(b2(|) of the Internpdal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 I STEA, Public Law 102-240) del eted
23 U.S.C "120(m). Even so, Geat Rver Road projects my still
be initiated under the provisions of 23 US C 148 with regular
Federal -aid construction funds (i.e., funds apportioned under the
rovisions of 23 U S.C. 104), other than Interstate funds:

owever, such projects are subject to the Federal share
appropriate for the source funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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HAZARD ELIMINATION

STATUS:  Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and
revious fiscal years are obligated, transferred, or [lapsed.
ven though the categorical funds are no [onger avallable,

regular Federal -aid _construction funds can De used for hazard

elimnation activities. In Fartlcular, at least 10 percent of
he funds aBportloned to a State for the Surface Transportation

Program (STP) nust be used for carrying out the Hazard

El'imnation Program %23 U S.C. 152) and the Rail-H ghway

Crossings Program (23 U.S.C. 130). Mre information about the
10% STP set -asi de program can be found in Part | of this guide

under the heading "STP Set-Aside for Safety |nprovenents.'

APPROPRI ATION CODE: .

141 -- Hazard Elimnation, FY 1991 and prior years

33P -- STP, Hazard Elimnation Program

332 -- STP, Hazard Elimnation Program 100 % for Safety

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  Same as source funds, but can be
increased to as nuch as 100% under the provisions of 23 U S.C
120(c). The old rules apply to unobligated categorical funds.
Prior to the 1991 |ISTEA, the normal pro-rata share was 90%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE:  Sane as source funds. The old rules apﬁly to
unobllgated categorical funds. Prior to the 1991 |STEA the
availability period was FY + 3 years.

—

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Same as source funds. Prior to the
1991 | STEA, apportionnments for the categorical program were based
upon the statutory formula in 23 U S.C 152(e).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION.  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 152.  Section 1007 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 924

ELIG BILITY: Reqular Federal-aid highway construction funds
(i.e., those funds apportioned under 23 U S.C. 104) may be used
to carrY out the Hazard Elimnation program set forth in 23

U S.C 152, In addition, a portion of the STP funds apportioned
to a State nust be used for hazard elimnation purposes.
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BACKGROUND:

The Hazard Elimnation Program was established by Section 168 of
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95159%£. It replaced the conbined H gh-Hazard
Locations/Elimnation of Roadside Obstacles program and provided
Federal funds for highway safety inprovement projects on all
Federal -aid systens, except the Interstate System [H ghway
safety inprovement projects are defined in 23 US.C 1 1§a)].
The Hazard Elimnation program was codified 23 U.S.C 152, = The
1978 STAA aut horized $125,000,000 for FY 1979, $150,000,000 for
FY's 1980-1981, and $200, 000,000 for FY 1982

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424E expanded the Hazard Elimnation programto
make funds avail able tor expenditure on any public road, except
the Interstate system The extension of eligibility applied to
al | unobllgated zard Elimnation funds. The 1982 STAA al so
provi ded $200,000,000 per fiscal year for FY 1983 %reduced by the
anmount authorized by the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1982) and for
FY's 1984-1986.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Lam1100-17% aut hori zed $170, 000, 000
per fiscal year for each of FY's 1987-1991 for projects for the
elimnation of hazards under 23 U S.C 152

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) does not provide earnarked funds
subsequent to FY 1991 for the Hazard Elimnation Program

However, the 1991 | STEA does do the fol | ow ng:

- I'n not specifically revisiqg 23 U.S.C. 152 or the definition
of "construction" in 23 U.S. C 101, the use of regular
Federal -ai d hlghmag construction funds (i.e., those funds
aPportloned under 23 U.S.C. 104) continue to be considered
eligible for the elimnation of roadside hazards.

- Stipulates in Section 1007 that at |east 10 percent of the
funds apportioned to a State for the Surface Transportation
Prpgran1FSTP nust be used for carrying out the Hazard
El i mnation Program §23 U S.C. 152) and the Rail-H ghway
Cr055|n%s Program (23 U S.C. 130). (See "SIP Set-Aside for
Safety Inprovements" in Part | of this guide).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information nay be obtai ned

fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG12) or the Ofice of H ghway
Safety (HHS 20).

257



HIGH-HAZARD LOCATIONS

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Incorporated into the H gh-Hazard
Locations/Elimnation of Roadsi de Obstacles program by the
H ghway Safety Act of 1976.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 142

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  90%

PERICD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/79
FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory formula.
TYPE o AUTHORI TY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 152 (Prior to 1978).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 924

ELIGBILITY.: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Hi gh-Hazard Locations Program was established by Section 209
of the H ghway Safety Act of 1973 (Title Il of Public Law 93-87)
and aut horizations were made for FY's 1974-1976. This program
rovided Federal funds for safety inprovement Pro;ects on all
ederal -ai d systems, except the Interstate System for the
purpose of elimnating or reducing hazards af specific |ocations
or sections of highways with high accident experiences or
acci dent potential.

Section 202(7) of the H ghway Safety Act of 1976 (Title Il of
Public Law 94-280) conmbined funding for this program and the
Elimnation of Roadside Cobstacles program and, in so doing,
created the Hi gh-Hazard Locations/Elimnation of Roadside
(ostacl es program

Section 168 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) anended 23 U S.C. 152 and replace
the combined programw th a new program called the Hazard

El i mnation Program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI O\ Additional informati on nay be obtai ned

fromthe Ofice of Hghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Office of
Engi neering (HNG 12).
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HIGH-HAZARD LOCATIONS/ELIMINATION
OF ROADSIDE OBSTACLES

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Replaced by the Hazard Elimnation program
under provisions of the 1978 STAA

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: _

145 - H gh Hazard Locations.

146 - Elrmnation of Roadside Cbstacles.
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  90%

PERICD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/81.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionnment - statutory formla.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 152 & 153

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 924

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Hi gh-Hazard Locations/Elimnation of Roadside Cbstacles
program was established by Section 202(72) of the H %hvvay Saf ety
Act of 1976 (Title Il of Public Law 94-280) and authorizations
were made for FY's 1977-1978. This program consolidated funding
for the H gh-Hazard Locations Program and the Elimnation of
Roadsi de Obstacles Program

Section 168 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) replaced this conbined program
with a new program called the Hazard Elimnation Program
Section 152 of Title 23, U S.C, was anended to reflect the new
program and section 153 was repeal ed.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtai ned

fromthe Ofice of Hghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering (HNG 12).
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HIGHWAYS CROSSING FEDERAL PROJECTS

STATUS :  INACTIVE. Repeal ed by 1987 STURAA

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:
643 - Construction. _
582 - Washington H® Use Only (Reappropriated Funds).

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 2 years. Availability has expired.
FUND:  General Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: Al | ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 156 (repealed).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY.: NA

BACKGROUND:

This program was initiated by the Federal -aid H ghway Act of' 1956
(Public Law 84-627) which authorized $100 mllion for the
construction or reconstruction of Publlc hi ghways or bridges
across Federal public works projects where there had been
substantial changes in requirements and costs subsequent to
authorization, and where such increased costs would work an undue
hardship on the State. The legislative history identified two
specific public mopks‘XrOJects for this program the Tennessee-
Tonbi gbee Vaterway in A abama and M ssissippr, involving the
construction of 13 bridges, and the Oahe Reservoir in South
Dakota, involving the rehabilitation of 2 brldPes constructed by
the Corps of Engineers in conjunction with earlier dam
construction,

Section 132(a) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law
94-280) codified this 5wogran123 U S C 156, but it was later
repealed by Section 126 of the Surface Transportation and
Enlf?5g1f$;ocatlon Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public

aw -17).

No further appropriations or allocations are anticipated for this
program
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGIES

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE oF H GHWAY FUNDS. The original program
has expired, but innovative technology activities continue under
ot her prograns.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: Sane as source funds.

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  Normal Federal share plus 5% - see
conmment s.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: See comments.

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A - see comments.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 142 of the STAA of 1982
(Public Law 97-424).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND

In order to encourage and pronote the utilization of highway
materials which were produced from recycled materials or which
contained asphalt additives to strengthen the naterials, prolong
the life of the pavenent, and |ower Tmaintenance costs, Congress
authorized a Federal -aid share increase of 5% for %rojects
utilizing significant amounts of these materials. Thi's was
provided in Section 142 of the Surface Transportation Assistance
Act of 1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424).

The Federal share increase for such projects was for FY's 1983-
1985 for_any of the progects provided for in 23 U S.C 119, 120,
and 144 if the State met requirenments set forth in FHW Notice
N5080. 98 dated April 6, 1983. The 5% increase was over and above
the pro-rata share spelled out in the law The total Federal
share could not, however, exceed 100% In order to qualify, the
technol ogy coul d not already be in general use by the State.
Instead 1t must have been in the innovative stage.

No special appropriation codes or project prefixes were used for
the iIncreased Federal share.

Categories of funds which qualified for the increased Federa
share were Bridge Replacenent and Rehabilitation, Consolidated
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Primary, Interstate, Interstate 4R Mninum Allocation, Primary
3R (through FY 1982), Primary 4R (FY 1984), Rural Secondary,
Secondary 3R (through FY 1982), Secondary 4R (FY 1984), and Urban
System (Attributable and Non-attributable).

The oriPinaI.Innovative Technol ogi es program has expired. Funds
were only eligible for obligation from January 6, 1983 (the date
of the 1982 STAA) through the end of FY 1985.  However, Section
117(f) of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) prOV|ded
for a 5% increase in the Federal share (not to exceed 95% for
each of FY's 1987-1991 for any highway or bridge construction
project in which materials produced fromcoal ash are used in
significant anounts.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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INTERSTATE 4R

STATUS:  Contin |
revious fiscal years for the Interstate 4R (1-4R Program which
e 1991 | STEA has now replaced with the Interstate Mintenance
: Program for resurfacing, rehabilitation, and restoration,

and bv the

National H ghway System (NHS) Program for
reconstruction, are obligated, transferred, or |apsed
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 044

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION:  90% normal pro-rata share. The Federal
share may be increased up to 95% in States with |arge areas of
public lands. The non-Federal share may be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERIOD AVAILABLE: 3 years (FY for which funds are authorized, 1
year prior, and 1 year after).

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: portionnent - statutory formula set
forth in 23 U.S.C. 104(b)(5)(B).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 104(b)(5)(B), 118(b)(3), and 119.
Section 1009 of the 1991 | STEA

CFR REFERENCE:  None.

ELIGBILITY: Until remaining Interstate 4R funds are obligated,
transferred, or lapsed, they may be used for the resurfacing,
rSehabllltatlon, restoration, and reconstruction of the Interstate
ystem

BACKGROUND:

The Interstate 4R Program was first established by the Federal-
aid Hghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280) and provided for
resurfacing, restoring, and rehabilitating |anes on the
Interstate System which had been in use for nore than five years
and were not on toll roads, It was initially referred to asS the
"3R Program Authorizations were nade for FY's 1978 and 1979.

Section 116 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) nmde the Interstate 3R Program
ermanent as 23 U S.C. 119, and required the States to devel op an
nterstate System maintenance program and certify annually that
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they were maintaining the systemin accordance with the program
The Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1981 (Public Law 97-134) expanded
the Interstate 3R programto a 4R proazan1mn1h_the addition of
reconstruction as an eligible item rk eligible for Interstate
4R funding included (a) the traditional 3R pavenent restoration
rehabilitation, and resurfa0|n% work: (b) work included in the
1981 Interstate Cost Estimate but no |onger eligible for
Interstate construction fundln?; and (c? ot her work on the
Interstate System not previously eligible for Interstate
construction funding. The 4R work eligibility still excluded

mai nt enance work that was not eligible under the 3R Program
Interstate 4R funds were generally not eligible for use on tol
roads, but could be used on Interstate toll roads in use for nore
than five years if an agreenment was reached with the State that
the toll road woul d becone free upon the collection of enough
tolls to pay for the road and maintain it during the time tolls
were collected. Interstate 4R funds were also made eligible for
all Interstate routes designated under 23 U S.C. 103 and 139(c),
rather than just those in use for nore than five years as
specified in a previous act.

Section 218 of the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1982
(Public Law 97-216) provided an alternative for the use of
certain Interstate construction funds that were in danger of
Iap3|n%. It allowed the Secretary to approve the use of
Interstate construction funds on projects for resurfacing,
restoring, rehabilitating, and reqonstructlng the Interstate
System in accordance with the provisions of 23 U S C 119, or for
t hose purposes for which funds apportioned for the primary,
secondary, and urban systems mght be expended, in a State that
had received no nore than 1/2 percent of the total Interstate
apportionment for FY 1983, where necessary in order to fully
utilize Interstate System funds apportioned through FY 1982° Al
Interstate 4R projects authorized u5|ng this provision were
Identified using appropriation code 055.

Federal participation for the Interstate 4R Program oscillated
with various legislative actions. The Federal share was 90%
prior to 11/6/73; 75% from 11/6/78 to 12/28/81; and 90% from
12/29/81 to the present.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-4248 aut horized $1.95 billion for the programfor
FY 1984 with the amount increasing each subsequent year to $3.15
billion for FY 1987.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
of 1987 F1987 ST , Public Law 100-17) authorized $2.815
billion for each of FY's 1988-1992. Section 114 of the 1987
STURAA reduced the availability period for Interstate 4R funds
from4 years to 3 years (i.e., the FY for which funds are
authorized, one year before, and one year after). Section 116 of
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the 1987 STURAA (a) permtted all States, except Mssachusetts,
to transfer their Interstate construction apportionment to their
Interstate 4R or grlna(y apportionnents, permtted a State to
transfer up to 20% of its Interstate 4R apportionnent to the
primary apportionment in any fiscal year wthout show ng that the
funds were in excess of Interstate 4R needs, and (c) codified
toll agreenent |anguage into 23 U S C 119,

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

In accordance with Section 1009 of the Internmpdal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law
102-240), nuch of the previous Interstate 4R legislation was
retained but the name was changed to "Interstate Maintenance
Program " The resurfacing, rehabilitation, and restoration
Bprtlons of the Interstate 4R Program were replaced by the IM
rogram and the reconstruction portion of the I|-4R Program Was
replaced by the NHS Program under provisions in the 1991 |STEA A
di scussion of the ﬁrOV|S|Qns of the new program may be found in
this guide under the heading "Interstate M ntenance Program"

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).

266



INTERSTATE GAP CLOSING

STATUS: INACTIVE. Only applicable to FY 1978 & 1979 Interstate
apportionments.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 045
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 90%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: 2 years (1 year prior to the FY and the FY
itself). However, availability expired on 9/30/79.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

fFUN(? DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A -30% deduction fromInterstate
unds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 102(b) of the Federal-aid H ghway
Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280).

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Section 102(b) of the Federal-aid Hi?hmay Act of 1976 (Public Law
94-280) required that at |least 30% of the Interstate
apportionnent nade to each State for FY's 1978 and 1979 be
expended for the construction of intercity portions which would

cl ose essential gaps.

No specific Interstate Gap Cl osing appropriation was nade but
ngds used for this purpose were 1dentified by appropriation code

Subsequent highma% | egi slation has nmade no provisions for
continuation of the gap closing requirenent.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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INTERSTATE 1/2 PERCENT MINIMUM APPORTIONMENT

STATUS; INACTIVE.  Discontinued effective Cctober 1, 1991, under
provisions contained in Section 1001(h) of the 1991 I STEA

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 050

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  75% normal pro-rata share when funds were
used for primary, secondary, or urban system work. 90% nornal
pro-rata share when funds were used for” |-4R or hazard
elimnation work. The Federal share could be increased up to 95%
in States with large areas of public Iands.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Apportionments prior to 10/1/89 were available
for 2 years (one year prior to the FY designation and the FY
itself). Apportionments on or after 10/1/89 but ending before
10/1/91 are available until expended.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A - Cuaranteed anount.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 104Eb§(l) of the STAA of 1978
(Public Law 95-599). Section 1001(h) of the 1991 |STEA (Public
Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Section 104&b%&|) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 STAA, " Public Law 95-599) PrOVIded a guarantee that
each State would receive a mninum of one-half of one percent

éUZ percent) of the total Interstate apportionnments for each of
Y's 1980-1983 under 23 U.S.C. 104(b)( f&A%. The Surface
Transportation Assistance Act of 198 982 STAA, Public Law 97-
424) continued the Brp?ran1for FY's 1984-87, and the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987
(1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) continued the program for fisca
years after 1987.

When such anounts apportioned exceeded the cost of conpleting the
Interstate in a State, the excess could be used for Interstate 4R
BfOJectS. If not needed for Interstate 4R work, the excess could
e expended for primary, secondary, and urban system and hazard
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elimnation projects within that State.

The Internndal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) discontinued the 1/2percent
m ni num apportionment to States for Interstate construction,
effective Cctober 1, 1991. (Section 1001(h) of the 1991 |STEA).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 13).
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JUNKYARD CONTROL

STATUS: INACTIVE.  Remaining unexpended, obligated categorical
funds are still be available for junkyard control, but for all
practical purposes the categorical program has ended. Screening
of junkyards is generally not eligible for fund|n% with regular
Federal -aid construction funds, but may possibly be eligible
under certain circunstances incidental to the construction of an
eligible project.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

656 -- FY 1966 funds

657 -- FY 1967 funds

659 -- FY's 1970-1973 and 1975 funds

689 -- FY 1977 and subsequent year funds
65A -- Deobligated and recoveréd 659 funds

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION.  Sanme as source funds. \Was 75% for
categorical projects.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: Sane as source funds. Relative to the

categorical projects, codes 689 and 65A were available unti

expended, and codes 656, 657, and 659 have |apsed. (deobligated

gf?.f%nds were recovered as 65A funds through the Washington
ice).

FUND: Same as source funds. Was General Fund for categorica
proj ects.

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Same as source funds. Categorical
funds were allocated.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Same as source funds. The categorical funds
were subject to Budget Authority for the 689 funds, and Contract
Authority for the 656, 657, and 659 funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C 136

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 751

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Junkyard Control Program was a discretionary program funded
Eyfallocat|ons to the Regional Ofice from the Headquarters

ice of Right-of-Wy. The Regional Admnistrator was
aut horized to make suballocations to the D visions.
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Thi s program was established bg t he H ghway Beautification Act of
1965 (Title Il of Public Law 9-28523, whi ch provided one _}/ear

aut horizations for FY's 1966 écode 56) and 1967 (code 657).

Aut hori zations were later nmade for FY's 1970-1973 and 1975 (al
code 659), with obligational authority for this fund available
from FY 1969 through and including FY 1977.

The Federal -aid Hjtha ~Act of 1976 ;Public Law 94-280) changed
the period of availability for FY 1976 and prior years” funds to
the FY and three years thereafter. Therefore, the 659 funds

| apsed at the end of FY 1978. During the period Cctober 1, 1978,
through Decenber 18, 1985, deobligated funds were only available
to cover legitimte project overruns.

The 1975 Budget Act rempved contract authority from CGenera

funded programs. Hence, a new apFropr|at|on code (code 689) was
created for FY 1977 and subseqyen years' funds, including Tunds
aut hori zed for FY's 1977-1978 by the 1976 Act, which was

I ndependent of the 659 contract” authority funds. The 689 funds
could not be used to offset overruns on junkyard control projects
utilizing 659 funds.

The Continuing Appropriations Act for FY 1986 (Public Law 99-190)
provided that funds deobllgated subsequent to Decenber 18, 1985
were available until expended. These deobligations were .
controlled by the Associate Administrator fof ROW and Environnent
and_had to be reallocated in order to be used. They were .
available for new Junkyard Control projects under dppropriation
code 65A but were not ‘available to cover overruns on 659
projects. Overruns on 659 projects could be covered with |apsed
659 funds which were deobligated prior to Decenber 19, 1985.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Addi tional information may be obt ai ned
fromthe Ofice of Right-of-Wy (HRW10).
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LANDSCAPING AND SCENIC ENHANCEMENT

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. Categorical funds are
no |onger available, but regular Federal-aid hi hmaY construction
funds can be used for Iandscaping and roadsi de devel opnent in
conjunction with the construction of Federal-aid highways.

APPRCPRI ATI ON CCDES:

666 -- FY 1966

667 -- FY 1967

669 -- FY's 1970-1973, and for FY 1975
Sane as Source Funds -- 1976-Present

FEDERAL PARTIC PATION  Sane as source funds. Was 75% for
categorical projects,.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds. Was FY + 3 years for
categorical funds, but availability I|apsed on 9/30/78.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund. Categorical funds came from the
General Fund.

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A Categorical funds were
al | ocat ed.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract Authority, same as source funds.
Categorical funds were under Budget Authority.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 319
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 752

ELIGBILITY: The Secretary may approve as a part of the
construction of Federal-aid highways the costs of |andscape and
roadsi de devel opnent, including acquisition and devel opment of
publicly owned and controlled rest and recreation areas and
sanitary and other facilities reasonably necessary to acconmodate
the traveling public, and for acquisition of interests in and

I mprovenment of strips of land necessary for the restoration
reﬁervatlon, and enhancement of scenic beauty adjacent to such

i ghways.

BACKGROUND:

The categorical Landscaping and Scenic Enhancenent Program was
established by the H ghway Beautification Act of 1965_?T|tle 11
of Public Law 89-285), which provided one year authorizations for
FY's 1966 (code 666) and 1967 (code 667). ~Authorizations were
made |ater for FY's 1970-1973, and for FY 1975 (all appropriation
code 669). (bligational authority for the 669 funds was

avail able from FY 1969 through and including FY 1977.
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The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280) extended
this obligational authority by changing the period of
availability to the FY and three years thereafter. Therefore,
the 669 funds |apsed at the end of FY 1978.

No funds were authorized for Iandscaﬁlng by the 1976 Act, nor
have such categorical funds been authorized in any subsequent
acts.  However, section 136(a) of the 1976 Act did anend 23
U.S.C 319 to make regular Federal-aid highway construction funds
eligible for the costs of |andscaping and roadsi de devel opment.

Section 130 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) anended
23 U S.C. 319 to require that at least |/4 of 1% of any funds
expended for a |andscaping rokect on a Federal-aid system be
used for planting native w | dfl ower seeds or seedlings on such a
PrOJect._ This requirement can be waived if a State certifies
hat native w | dflowers cannot be grown satisfactorily or that
planting areas are |imted or otherwi se used for agricultura
pur poses.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
§1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) made no changes to 23 U S.C
39. Hence, the existing provisions of 23 U S.C 319 remain in
pl ace.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Planning (HEP-42).
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LOCAL PUBLIC WORKS GRANTS
(ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION)

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Funds for this program were only available
during FY 1977.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: 855
FEDERAL PARTICI PATION. up to 100% - See comments.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: The 855 funds were only available during FY
1977. These funds have now | apsed. There are no other
appropriation codes on record for this program

FUND:  Agency Transfer.
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE: ~ Local Public Wrks Capital Devel opment and
| nvest ment Act of 1976 242 U S. C 7601% and Public Wrks
Enpl oyment Act of 1977 (Public Law 95-28).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Title | of the Local Public Wrks Capital Devel opnment and

I nvestment Act of 1976 authorized grants to any State or |oca
government for local public works projects that would stinulate
empl oynment.  The types of grants available under this program
wer e;

o0 Direct Gants - 100% grants for local public works projects

o Supplemental Gants - Gants to supplement other Federally
funded public works projects, in the anount necessary to
make the Federal share 100% of the project cost, and grants
to provide all or ﬁart of the required State or a |ocal
share (but not both shares) of thee (but not both shares) of
the project cost.

FHM entered into an agreenent with the Econom c Devel oprent
Admi ni stration (EDg on Septenber 26, 1977 to establish
procedures for handling the grants.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: ~ Additional infornmation about this
program may be obtained fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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LONG-TERM PAVEMENT MONITORING

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. This programis no

| onger being funded with categorical funds; however,
participating States are expected to conmmt additional State
funds and/or Federal-aid SPR funds to continue the intent of the
program

,fAPPdRCPRI ATION CODE: Sane as source funds. 943 for categorical
unds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  Sane as source funds. 100% f or
cat egorical funds.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds. Until obligated, but
could be admnistratively wthdrawn and reallocated, for
cat egorical funds.

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Same as source funds, H ghway Trust Fund.
Budget for categorical funds.

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Same as source funds. No for
cat egorical funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: = Section 506 of the Surface Transportation
Assi stance Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-599).

CFR REFERENCE: None

ELIGBILITY: State Planning & Research (SPR) funds nmay be used
for long-term pavenent nonitoring activities.

BACKGROUND:

The Long- Term Pavenment Monitoring Program was |n|t!aII% gart of
the H ghway Cost Allocation Study mandated by Section 506 of the
Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public
Law 95-599). The Congress appropriated special funds for this
program $200,000 per State. These funds were to be used for
pavenent nonitoring efforts to supplement the State's on-going
pavenent nonitoring program

The program is no |onger being funded; however, participating
States are expected to commt additional State funds and/ or
Federal -aid funds (i.e., State Planning and Research Funds) to
continue the program
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON: - Additional information about this
[%rHO(;?rg) may be obtained fromthe Ofice of H ghway Operations
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MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (MCSAP)

STATUS:  CONTI NU NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

190 - Motor Carrier Safety Gants, FY 1984-1987

198 - Mtor Carrier Safety Gants, FY 1985-1988

210 - Motor Carrier Safety Gants, FY 1986-1989

211 - Motor Carrier Safety Gants, FY 1987-1989

212 - Motor Carrier Safety Grants Contract Authority

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON. 80%
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: See comments.
FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: A portion of the annual authorization
Is earmarked for grants. The renmaining funds are allocated by
formula based in equal proportion on ?a road mleage (al

hi ghways), (b) vehicle mles travelled (all vehicles), (c) nunber
of comercial vehicles over 10,000 pounds, (d) population (nost
current census), and (e) special fuel consunption.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBHECT TO OBLIGATION LIMTATION.  Yes, but a separate obligation
ceiling

STATUTORY REFERENCE:.  Sections 401-404 of the Surface
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA Public Law
97-424). Section 12014 of the Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safet

Act of 1986 SPuinc Law 99-570). Section 4001 of the 1991 | STEA
(Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 49 CFR 350, 355.
ELI G BILITY:
MCSAP funds may be used:

For enforcenment of commercial motor vehicle size and weight
limtations at |ocations other than fixed weight

facilities, at specific geographical |ocations (such as
steep gyades or mountainous terrains) where the weight of a
comercial notor vehicle can significantly affect the safe
operation of such vehicle, or at seaports where internoda
shipping containers enter and exit the United States.
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For detecting the unlawful presence of a controlled
substance in a conmercial notor vehicle or on the person of
any occupant (including the operator) of such a vehicle.

For enforcenent of State traffic l[aws and regul ations
deﬁ;gped to promote safe operation of commercial notor
vehi cl es.

Such activities nmust be carried out in conjunction with an
appropriate type of inspection of the comercial motor vehicle
for enforcement of Federal or State conmmercial notor vehicle
safety regul ations.

BACKGROUND

The objective of the Mtor Carrier Safety Assistance Program
(MCSAP), which is a categorical Federal assistance program is to
reduce the number and severity of accidents and hazardous
material s incidents involving commercial notor vehicles by
substantially increasing the level of enforcement activity.

Sections 401-404 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) created MCSAP and authorized
five years of funding beginning with $10 mllion in FY 1984 and
increasing increnentally $10 m'llion per year to a maxi num of $50
mllion in FY 1988. Section 402 of the 1982 STAA authorizes the
Secretary of Transportation to make grants available to States
for devel opment or inplenentation of notor carrier safety
programs. Grants are approved for a period of one year upon
annual application by a State. Funds are centrally allotted to
the Associate Admnistrator for Mtor Carriers.

The Commercial Mtor Vehicle Safety Act of 1986 #Tit!e X1 of
Public Law 99-570) increased and extended MCSAP funding through
FY 1991, gave the program contract authority, and earmarked a
portion of the annual authorizations for grants.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Title IV (Sections 4001-4014) of the Internodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law
102-240) increases and extends MCSAP funding through FY 1997,
The Act also sets forth eligibility criteria, establishes dates
for States to Fart|0|pate in_the International Reglstrat!on Pl an
(IRP? and the International Fuel Tax Agreement (| TA%, directs
the Interstate Commerce Conm ssion (| to establish a new
program for motor carriers with ICC operating authority to
register wth the States, and |nPoses a freeze on State |
requirenents and limtations on the operation of trucks wth
double and triple trailers that weigh nore than 80,000 pounds.
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Section 4002( of the 1991 | STEA authorizes the foll ow n%
anounts to pEropHat ed for MCSAP. $65 million for 992,
$76 mllion for Y 1993, $80 million for FY 1994, $83 mII|on for
FY 1995, $85 million for FY 1996, $90 nillion for FY 1997.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obtal ned
fromthe Ofice of Mtor Carrier Field Operations {H
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NATIONAL HIGHWAY INSTITUTE

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

x12 - Primary H ghways, [/2 % NH

x13 - Priority Primary Routes, [/2 % NH

x14 - Consolidated Primary Fund, |/2 % NH

x15 - Consolidated Primary H ghways, [/4 % NH

x22 - Secondary Hi ghyvah/s, 112 % NH

x30 - Urban |S_?/stem Hi ghways, /2 % NH

X32 - Urban H ghways, /2 % NHI

X42 - Interstate Construction |/4 % NH

x44 - Interstate 4R |/4 % NH . .

X73 - IIDVZ”%/HII\IHFI ghways Exclusive of Extensions in U ban Areas,
0

X75 - IS/egogldary H ghways Exclusive of Extensions in U ban Areas,
% NH

x77 - Traffic Operation Projects in Uban Areas, /2 % NH

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  80% (75% prior to the 1991 | STEA)
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Same as source funds.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Same as source funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 321. Section 6002 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 260D
ELIGBILITY: See Bel ow
BACKGROUND:

The National H ghway Institute (NH), a staff office to the FHWA
Associate Admnistrator for Research and Devel opment, is o
responsible for identifying current and future technical training
needs and for devel OEIHr\}\% training to satisfy the identified needs
In cooperation with rogram and field offices and State

hi ghway agencies (SHA). he NH primary mission is to provide
education and training to Federal, State, and |ocal enployees
associated with Federal-aid hi Phwa% work. The NH provides this
training and education prinari through a program of short
courses ained at SHAs and the Rural Transportafion Assistance
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Program (RTAP) which is geared to serve |ocal agencies.

The NH focus is on training courses that are not readily
available from consulting firms or educational institutions and
whi ch SHAs woul d not ordinarily develop for thenselves. The
training course offerings are "geared toward topics involving new
and rapidly changing technology and are frequently an integra
part of the FHWA's overall technology transfer effort to

comuni cate the results of recent research and new technol ogy.

The NH was established by Section 115 of the Federal-aid H ghway
Act of 1970 éPubI!c.Law 1-605) to provide funding for the
education and training of State and |ocal highway agency

enpl oyees. It was codified as 23 U S. C 321

Section 131 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation
Assi stance Act of 1987.31987 STURAA, Public Law |0017), nodified
23 U.S.C. 321 and provi ed that a State could use up to one-
fourth percent Ul4é_of Its apportioned Interstate Construction
Interstate 4R and Primary funds &PreV|oust a State could use up
to |/2% of Primary, Secondary, and Urban funds] for payment of up
to 75% of the cost of tuition and direct educational expenses
(but not travel, subsistence, or salaries) for the education and
training of State and |ocal highway agency enployees. The period
avai l abl e and | apse prevention were to be controlled by the
system funds being utilized.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 6002 of the Internpdal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) anended 23 U.S.C
321 and provided that a State could use up to one-sixteenth
ercent @/16 of 1% of all funds apportioned to a State for the
urface Transportation Program (STP? for payment of up to 80% of
the cost of tuition and direct educational ‘expenses (but not
travel, subsistence, or salaries) for the education and training
of State and local highway agency enpl oyees.

The NH funds are available for training obtained through
contracts with public and private agencies, institutions,

i ndividuals, and the National H ghway Institute (NH). The NH
must provide education and training, 1n selected cases, to State
and |ocal highway enployees at no cost to the States and |oca
governments tor subject areas that are a Federal program
responsibility.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION: Additional information may be obtained
from the National H ghway Institute (HH -20).
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NATIONAL MAXIMUM SPEED LIMIT COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG ACTIVITY.
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: N A
FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION. N A

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: N A

FUND: N A

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

ISE'IAEAUTOQY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 154. Section 1029 of the 1991

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND AND | STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
I( 1991 ISTEtA, Publ ic Law 102-240) anended the national speed limt
aw so as to:

Make permanent the law allow ng 65 nph speed limt on sone
n?n-bntgrstate hi ghways that are constructed to Interstate
st andar ds.

Provide for data collection on roads posted at 65 nph as
wel | as 55 nph.

Require regulations for a new speed limt nonitoring and
compliance program that will take into account different
typesdoé roads and the degree to which the speed limt is
exceeded.

Transfer of funds as determned through rulemaking will be
required if the States fail to enforce the speed limt. However,
an enforcenent noratoriumis provided for failure to conply, in
FY's 1990 and 1991, with the speed limt requirements in effect
before the 1991 | STEA

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Hghway Safety (HHS-30).
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NATIONAL, RIDESHARING DEMONSTRATION

STATUS: INACTIVE. Very limted funds may be approved for _
obligation by UMIA as deened a Proprlat.e y the Ofice of Traffic
Qperations (HTO-32), but for all practical purposes this

cat egorical program has ended.

APPROPRI ATI ON CQODES:
944 - FHWA GOE funds.
244 - UMTA Section 6 funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  See coments.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: The 944 funds were available only during FY
1979. The 244 funds were available only during FY's 1979-1981.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund / General Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHCD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  No
STATUTORY REFERENCE:  None

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: See Bel ow

BACKGROUND: _ _ _
The U S. Departnent of Transportation, through its authority to
use funds available to the Department and its nodal agencies for
research purposes, established the National Ridesharing
Denonstration Programin March 1979. FHWA and UMIA pool ed
available funds to provide $2 mllion for 17 denonstration
rojects. These funds were centrally controlled b% FHW\A
adquarters. Al of the funds were reserved or obligated for
specific projects.

Al'l project related activities eligible for fur]dl_n% under the
Federal - ai d carpool and vanpool program were eligible expenses
under this denonstration program The denonstration funds could
be used to reinburse eligible expenses provided that:

For every $1 of denonstration funds, $2 of other funds
combi nation of Federal-aid Primry, Secondar?/ and Urban
ystem funds or UMIA Section 5 funds and the [ocal match,
10% or 25% were conmitted to the project.
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Denonstration funds generally did not exceed $250,000 per
proj ect .

The 944 funds were derived from the Trust Fund and were available
for obligation during FY 1979 only. The 244 funds were derived
fromthe General Fund and were available for obligation during
FY's 1979-1981.

Al'so, not to be confused with the National Ridesharing
Denmonstration Program a National Rldeshar|n? Di scretionary
Program provi ded funds for carpool and vanpool projects under
appropriation codes 171, 172, 174, and 175.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Traffic Operations Division (HTV-30).
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NATIONAL RIDESHARING DISCRETIONARY PROGRAM

STATUS  INACTIVE. Very limted funds renmain available for
obligation as deemed appropriate by the Ofice of Traffic
Operations and Intelligent Veh|cles/H|ghmaY Systens (HTV-30), but
for all practical purposes this categorical program has ended.
APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES:

172 and 174 - Gants and | oans.

171 and 175 - Technical assistance.

FEDERAL PARTICI PATION.  75%

PERI CD AVAILABLE: The 174 and 175 funds are available unti
expended. The 171 and 172 funds have | apsed.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 126 of the 1978 STAA (Public
Law 95-599) .

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: See Bel ow
BACKGROUND:

This program was established by Section 126 of the Surface
Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-

599) and referred to as the "National Ridesharing []scretionarK
Pro%ram". It authorized the Secretary of Transportation to nake
funds available for grants and loans to States, counties,

muni ci palities, metropolitan planning organizations, and other
units of Iocal and regional governnﬁnt to pronote commuter nodes
of transportation which would conserve energy, reduce pollution
and reduce traffic congestion. Gants were awarded to assi st
public and private enployers and enpl oyees establish carpool and
vanpool prograns, to assist local and State governnents in
encouraging the renoval of legal and regulatory barriers to

Car pool and vanpool programs, to supgoxt exi sting carpool and
vanpool prograns, and to provide technical assistance for the
purpose of 1ncreasing participation in such nodes. Gants coul d
not be used for the purchase or |ease of vehicles.

Congress appropriated $3 mllion for these purposes in November
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1979 (codes 171 & 172) and another $3 million in July 1980 (codes
174 & 175). ProI:ect's were submtted to, selected by, and

adm ni stered by FHWA Headquarters. A limted anount of the 174
funds remains available for obligation as deemed appropriate by
the Ofice of Traffic Operations and Intelligent VehiclelH ghway
Systens (HTV-30).

The current funding status nay be obtained through the Fiscal
Managenent Information System (FMS) and/or fromthe O fice of
Traffic Qperations (HTO 32).

In addition to the discretionary funds, eligible carpool and
vanpool projects can be funded with primary, secondary, urban,

and Interstate 4R (in conjunction with reconstruction) funds. &23
U S. C 137,142, and 146). Federal participation is based on the
Federal share payable for an¥ other project on the Federal-aid
system whi ch benefits fromthe carpool ‘or vanpool project, but
can be as nuch as 100 percent. (23 US.C 1ZOFd)).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information nay be obtained
fromthe Traffic Operations Division (HTV-30).

286



NEW COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE GRANTS

STATUS: | NACTI VE.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: 819

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  See comments.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: As specified by HUD when funds are granted.
FUND:  Agency Transfer.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: N A

FHPM CFR REFERENCE:  None

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 718 of the Urban G owth and New
Communi ty Devel opnent Act of 1970.

ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

This was_a suPpI ement ary %ant program under the authority of
S1§ct1|998 718 of the Urban Growth and New Community Devel opient Act
0 :

The Department of Housing and Urban Devel opnent transferred funds
to the FHWA to supplenent the funding of projects in (a)
Maunel | e, Arkansas and (b) North Carolina.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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NON-URBANIZED PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

STATUS: I NACTIVE. Transferred to UMIA effective 10/1/83.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES: _

770 - 1981 & Subsequent Years, General Fund, Non-operating and
(perating Expenses

771 - 1981 & Subsequent Years, General Fund, Program
Adm nistration and Technical Assistance

786 - 1983, HIF, Non-operating Expenses , _

787 - 1983, HIF, Program Adm nistration and Technical Assistance

881 - 1980 & Prior Years, General Fund, Non-operating and
CBeratlng_ Expenses o _

882 - 1980 & Prior Years, General Fund, Program Adm nistration
and Technical Assistance

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  80% for construction and 50% for
operating expenses for codes 770 and 881; 100% (limted to 15% of
apportionment) for codes 771, 787, and 882; and 80% for
construction for code 786.

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 2 years (lapsed funds reapportioned among
ot her States).

FUND:  General Fund and H ghway Trust Fund - see appropriation
codes above.

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment in accordance with a
statutory formula set forth in the 1964 UMIA Act. (See Section
313 of the 1978 STAA).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 313 of the 1978 STAA (Public
Law 95-599) .

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 825
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND

Section 313 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978
(1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) anended the Urban Mass Transport a-
tion Act of 1964 by adding Section 18 entitled "' Fornula G ant
Program For Areas Qther Than Urbanized Areas." Funds nade
aval |l abl e under Section 18 could be used for capital and
operating assistance to State agencies, nonprofit organizations,
and operators of public transportation services. up to 15% of
the State apportionment could be used for State admnistrative
and technical assistance activities. Eligible itenms included
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transit passenger facilities, bus purchases, admnistrative
expenses (State & project), and operating expenses.

This program jointly inplemented by FHM and UMIA, was
adm ni stered by FHWA through the Di'vision Ofices, with the
advi ce and consultation of UMA.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law_97-424§ aut horized funds for this program out of the
Mass Transit Account of the H ghway Trust fund beginning in FY
1983. Previously all funds were from the General Fund. The trust
fund nmoney was made available for projects for capita
expenditures and State h|ghmaY a?ency adm ni stration of the
program but, was not avallable for operating expenditures. The
provi sion that 15% of the apportionment could be used for
admnistration and technical assistance was continued. New
aﬁproprlatlon codes (786 and 787) were established to account for
the trust fund appropriations. General fund appropriations
continued to be controlled by codes 770 and 771.

Al t hough separate codes were used to control each years' funds,
the two codes were combined to determne |apse. erefore,
obligations from one code could be used to protect funds in the
ot her category from |apsing.

Section 316 of the 1982 STAA al so anmended the Urban Mass o
Transgortatlon Act of 1964 by changing the period of availability
from3 years to 2 years.

Adm nistration of this program was transferred to UMIA, effective
10/ 01/ 83.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON:  Addi tional information may be obt ained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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OFF-SYSTEM ROADS

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Merged into the Safer Of-System Roads program
by the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 627

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/79.
FUND:  General Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionnent - statutory formula
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 219 (See conments).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 922.

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

Section 122 of the Federal-aid H ghway Amendments of 1974 (Public
Lam493-643§ established the Of-System Roads program |t was
codified 23 U.S.C. 219. Funds were authorized for FY 1976 only.
Roads and bridges eligible for inprovement under this program
could not be on any Federal -aid highway system had to be toll
free, had to be located in a rural area, had to be under the
Lurlsdlctlon of and maintained by a public authority, and had to
e open to public travel.

Section 135(a) of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law
94-280) anended 23 U.S.C. 219 by substituting new wording to
combine the O f-System Roads program with the Safer Roads
Denmonstration program under the title Safer Of-System Roads.

O f-System Roads funds were available until they were obligated
or lapsed, and were to be used prior to any use of the new Safer
O f-System Roads funds gFHMA Notice N 4510.63, Paragraph 3a). The
period of availability tor the Of-System Roads funds expired
9/30/79; therefore, unobligated funds lapsed. Funds released
(deobl 1 gated) from a ﬁrOJect could only be used to cover overruns
on other projects. They could not be used for new authorizations
or changes in scope on other projects.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Hghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering (HNG 12).
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PAVEMENT MARMING DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. The categorica
Pavement Marking Denonstration Program (PMDP) was repealed by the
1987 STURAA, but regular Federal-ard construction funds may stil
be used for PMDP purposes.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 140 for categorical funds. Same as source
funds for regular funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years for categorical funds
(availability expired on 9/30/84). Sane as source funds for
regul ar funds.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al location for categorical funds.
Same as source funds for regular funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 151 (Repeal ed).
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 920

ELIG BILITY: Funds ap?ropriated under 23 U.S.C. 104 may be used
at up to a 100% Federal share for any activities related to
pavement marki ng.

BACKGROUND:

The Pavenent Marking Denonstration Programwas established by
Section 205 of the Hghway Safety Act of 1973 (Title Il of Public
Law 93-87) and codified 23 U.S.C 151. This program provided
Federal funds for pavement markings on all highway systens (on or
off the Federal-aid systenm), except the Interstate System
Priority was given to projects in rural areas. Funding was
authorized for FY's 1974-1976.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 51978 STAA,
Public Law 95-599) authorized funds for FY's 1979-1981. This Act
anended the pavenent marking program to Provpde that unobligated
amounts at the end of the fiscal year following the fiscal year
for which authorized must |apse and be reallocated anmong the
other States. Funds have not been specifically authorized for

this 8rogran1since FY 1981; thus, funding expired Septenber
30, 1984.
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The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424) provided an incentive for using primry,
secondary, and urban system funds for this program by permtting
a Federal share of up to 100% to be authorized. Hazard
Ell_mntatlon funds could also be used for pavement marking

proj ects.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) repealed 23 U S. C 151
relative to the pavement marking denonstration program

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) retained the provision in 23

U S. C 120(c§ éforrrerly 120(d)] permtting funds appropriated
under 23 U.S.C. 104 to be uséd at up to a 100% Federal share for
pavement mar ki ngs.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering (HNG 12).
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PLANNING AND RESEARCH (PR)

STATUS: Continuing only until unobligated source funds
apportioned in FY 1991 and previous fiscal years are obligated.
transferred, or |apsed.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDES:

A0l -- PR-Priority Prinary

A04 -- PR-Consolidated Primry

AO7 -- PR-Primary . . _

A08 -- PR-Primary, Exclusive of Extensions in Uban Areas
BO7 -- PR-Secondary _ _ _

BO8 -- PR-Secondary, Exclusive of Extensions in Urban Areas
co7 -- PR-Uban . . _

CB -- PR-Traffic Operation Projects in Uban Areas

wo7 -- PR-Urban System

W8 -- PR-Urban System

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  85% normal pro-rata share. The Federal
share may be increased up to 95%in States with large areas of
public |ands.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years (sanme as for source funds).
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A - /2% nmay be earmarked from
certain funds apportioned to each State 1f requested by a State.

TYPE oF AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23U.S.C. 307(c)(3) --Prior to passage of
the 1991 | STEA (See Section 6001 of the 1991 | STEA).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 420

ELIGBILITY: Remaining funds may be used for engineering and
econom ¢ surveys and investigations; for the planning of future
hi ghway prograns and | ocal public transportation systens and for
planning for the financing thereof; for studies of the econony,
safety, and convenience of highway usage and the desirable
regulation and equitable taxation thereof; for research and

devel opnent, necessary in connection with the planning, design
construction, and maintenance of highways and highway systens;
and for study, research and training on engineering standards and
construction materials, including evaluation and accreditation of
inspection and testing, and the regulation and taxation of their
use.
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BACKGROUND:

Pl anni n% and Research &PR&) funds were established by the Federal-
aid H ghway Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-866) as an optional |/2%
of non-Interstate system funds for planning and research over and
above the 1 |/2% H ghway Pl anning and Research (HPR) anount t hat
the Act changed from optional to exclusive.

PR funds were set up from available bal ances as requested by a
State highway agency (SHA). They retained their source

identity. Attributabl'e urban syStem funds could be obligated for
PR projects in accordance with the provisions of 23 U S C
307(c)(3). States obligating urban system funds for PR projects
had to Spread the deductions equitably over the attributable and
non-attributable portions of the urban system apportionments.

Prior to the enactnent of the Surface Transportation Assistance
Act of 1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424), the Federal
participating share was the sane as that established for the
source of funds. Effective with the 1982 STAA the Federal share
became 85% except for public [ands States which could use the
sliding scale rates up to a maxi mum 95%

Source funds for /2% PR projects came fromthe Priority Prinary,
Consol idated Prinmary, Primary System (exclusive of extensions in
urban areas), Secondary Systemczexcl usive of extensions in urban
areas), Urban System and TOPI prograns.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

Section 6001 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) anended 23 U.S.C.
307(c) and deleted provisions for the PR Program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Environment and Pl anning (HEP-20).
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PRIORITY PRIMARY

STATUS; ~ CONTINU NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. Incorporated into the
Consol idated Primary Program  To continue the intent of the
program regul ar Federal -aid systemfunds were available for use
for priority primry projects de3|?nated in Congressional

| egislative history, but the 1991 ['STEA repealed this provision.
APPROPRI ATION CODE: Al 2

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

PEE%C% AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years; however, availability expired on
g- 30- 79.

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnent - statutory formla.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U. S.C. 147.

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 120(k) & 470.

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Priority Primary Program was added by Section 126(a) of the
Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1973 ;Publ | ¢ Law 93-87), i ch

aut hori zed funds for FY's 1974-1976. This program provi ded for

priority inprovements to high traffic sections of the Primary
System which connect to the Interstate System

Section 105(c) of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law
94-280) conbined the funding for the Priority Prinmary Program
with the Rural Primary and Urban Prinary Extensions prograns and
Er.eated a new category of funding identified as "Consolidated
rimry".

At the sanme tine, discretionary funds were nmade available for
priority primary routes by sections 105(c)(1&2) of the 1976 Act,
whi ch provided that $50 million of the sums authorized for each
of FY's 1977-1978 for use on priority primary routes would not be
aBPprtl oned. Rather, these funds would be available for _
obligation at the discretion of the Secretary of Transportation
for projects of unusually high cost which would require Iong
periods of tinme for construction. Although discretionary, these
funds were allocated only for progects wth a legislative
history. Section 104(c) of the Surface Transportation Assistance
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Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) specified that $125
mllion of the amounts authorized for the Primary System for each
of the FY's 1979-1982 were not to be apportioned and were to be
available for obligation at the discretion of the Secr?tary of
Transportation for priority primary grOJ ects. The Surface
Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 éPubHc Law 97-424)
provided discretionary funds for FY 1983 under the same

provisions as described under the 1978 H ghway Act.

Earmarked funds were discontinued after FY 1983. However, to
continue the devel opnent of certain priority prinmary routes,
Section 117(c) of the 1982 Act added a new section, ‘Section
120(j), to Title 23 which made 7prowsmns for continuing projects
designated in Commttee Print 97-61 of the Commttee on Public
Wrks and Transportation of the House of Representatives ugjng
regul ar Federal-aid system funds at a 95% Federal share. The
Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of
1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) changed Section 120(j) of
Title 23 to Section 120(k) and added projects to the |isting of
priority primary projects that were eligible for a 95% Federal
share by changing the above nentioned Commttee Print 97-61 to
Commi ttee Print 100-3. Section 120(k) was repeal ed by Section
1021(b) (1) of the Internmodal Surface Transoportatlon Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) on December 18,
1991,

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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PRIORITY PRIMARY DISCRETIONARY

STATUS:  INACTIVE.  Discontinued 8rogran1 Di scretionary. funds
were |ast nade available in FY 1983 To continue the intent of
the program regular Federal -aid systemfunds were available for
use, priror to the 1991 ISTEA for priority pr|nar¥ proj ects
designated in Congressional l|egislative history. The 1991 |STEA
repeal ed this provision

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 071
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

S/EBRB/OEEB)G AVAI LABLE:  FY + 3 years; however, availability expired on

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: Al | ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 120(k) & 147
CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Priority Primary Programwas established by Section 126 of
the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87), which
aut horized funds for FY's 1974-1976. It was codified in Section
147 of Title 23. Priority primary routes were defined as high
traffic sections of primary highways which connect to and
suppl ement the service provided by the Interstate System Jhe
Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1976 XPUb|IC Law 94-280) conbi ned the
fundln% for the Priority Primary Program with the Rural Primry
and Urban Prinmary Extensions prpgrans In creating a new category
of funding identified as Consolidated Primary.

At the same tinme, however, discretionary funds were nmade
avai |l able for priority prlnar% routes by sections 105(c)(l&2) of
the 1976 Act, which provided that $50 nillion of the suns

aut hori zed for each of FY's 1977-1978 for use on the Priority
Pr|nar% routes would not be apportioned. Rather, these funds
woul d be available for obligation at the discretion o? t he
Secretary of Transportation for projects of unusually high cost
which would require long periods of tinme for construction
Althou?h dlscretlonarY, these funds were allocated only for
projects with a legislative history. |[f these specified funds
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were not obligated by Cctober 1, 1977, and Cctober 1, 1978,
respectively, theY were to be apportioned in accordance with the
Priority Primary fornula and be available for obligation for the
sanme period as such apportionnent previously made for the
applicable fiscal year

Section 104%0) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599% specified that $125 nmillion
of the anounts authorized for the Primary System for each of the
FY's 1979-1982 were not to be apportioned and were to be
available for obligation at the discretion of the Secretar¥_of
Transportation for priority Prlnary projects of unusually high
cost or which would require long periods of time for _
construction. Any part of this discretionary fund not obligated
by the end of the fiscal year for which authorized was to be
apportioned and used with the next year's Primary System
apportionnents,

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (Public Law 97-
424) provided discretionary funds for FY 1983 under the sane
provi sions as described under the 1978 Hi ghway Act.

Earmarked funds were not been authorized after the 1982 Act:
however, to continue the devel opnent of certain priority prinary
routes, Section 117(c) of the 1982 Act added a new Section 120(])
to Title 23 which made provisions for continuing projects
designated in Conmttee Print 97-61 of the Commttee on Public
Works and Transportation of the House of Representatives using
regul ar Federal -aid system funds at a 95% Federal share. The
Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of
1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) changed Section 120(j) of
Title 23 to Section 120(k) and added projects to the listing of
priority primary projects that are eligible for a Federal share
of at |east 95 percent by changing the above mentioned Conmittee
Print 97-61 to Committee Print 100-3. Section 120(k) was
repeal ed by Section 1021(b) (1) of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law
102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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PRIMARY SYSTEM 3R/4R

STATUS: INACTIVE. The 1987 STURAA did not continue the 40% 4R
requirement for FY's 1987-1991.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:
110 - For FY 1979-82 funds.
010 - Sanme as source funds for FY 1984-86 funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  75%
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

fFUNdD DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A - deduction fromPrimary System
unds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 105(d) of the 1982 STAA
(Public Law 97-424).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Section 104(d)(l) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) added a new requirement that
20% or nmore of a State's primary aggortlonneni for each of FY's
1979-1982 had to be obligated for 3R type projects (i.e., _
resurfacing, restoration, and rehabilitation) on the Federal-aid
Primary System (including extensions in urban areas and priority
primary routes). Funds used for this purpose were identified
Wltth al separate appropriation code (110) to ensure effective fund
control.

The FY 1983 funds were unencunbered with a percentage setaside
for 3R or 4R

Section 105(d) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) changed the 20%to 40% and
added a fourth R, reconstruction, applicable to funds apportioned
for FY's 1984-1986. The 40% requirement was not identified wth
a separate appropriation code.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act

of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) did not continue the 40%
AR requirenent for FY 1987-1991 Primary System funds.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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RAIL CROSSINGS DEMONSTRATION (NORTHEAST CORRIDOR)

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Al work has essentially been conpleted

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES:

693 - Funds avail able under 23 U S.C. 322 _

824 - Funds transferred fromFRA for private crossings.
853 - Funds transferred fromFRA for public crossings.

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until expended

FUND: CGeneral Fund and H ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 322 (repealed by section
133(e) (1) of the 1987 STURAA).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

The Northeast Corridor Progran1mas created by Section 205 of the
Federal -ai d H|%hmay Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-605) and codified
In 23 US.C 322. Its purpose was to elimnate all public.

rail road- hi ghway grade crossings al ong the Northeast Corridor
(NEC) route between Boston and Washington. Al so included with
the Northeast Corridor in the Act was a provision to consolidate
and relocate railroads in Geenwod, South Carolina.
Appropriations were authorized to be made fromthe H ghway Trust
Fund and from the General Fund.

(Ii%h?ally, 49 public crossings were scheduled to be elimnated
in Miryland, Delaware, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and
Massachusetts.  However, the Federal-aid H ghway Anmendnents of
1974 amended Section 322 to permt 5 crossings 1n Connecticut to
remain at-grade if protected by the best possible warning devices
Efﬁe” flashing light signals and automatic gates), and the 1980
appropriations act allowed 2 nmore crossings in Connecticut to
remain at-grade. Hence 42 crossings remained to be elimnated.

The Federal share payable for these projects was originally set
at 80% Federal, 10% State, and 10% Railroad for projects not on a
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Federal -aid system and 90% Federal, 10% Railroad for projects on
a Federal -aid system However, the 1978 DOT appropriations act
wai ved the State/Railroad shares, effectively increasing the
Federal share for projects to 100%

Title VII of the Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Reform
Act of 1976 (Public Law 210, the 4R Act) made provisions for the
elimnation of private crossings (i.e., 19 private crossings)
along the Northeast Corridor. The FRA transferred funds to the
FHWA which in turn were allocated to the States on a needs basis.
A mermorandum of understanding was entered into by the FRA and
FHWA on June 14, 1977, which provided for the FHWA to adm nister
the program for the FRA through the various SHA's in accordance
with established FHWA procedures.

Section 133(e)(l) of the Surface Transportation and Uniform
Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) repealed 23 U. S. C 322.

Aut horization and appropriation information is provided on the
next page.
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Rai| Crossings Denonstration
(Northeast Corridor And G eenwood, SC)

STATUS OF 23 U.S.C._ 322 FUNDI NG
(Appropriation Code 693)

FI SCAL APPROPRI ATl ONS
YEAR  AUTHORIZATION ~ GENERAL FUND TRUST FUND

1971 $31, 000, 000

1972 $7, 000, 000 $3, 000, 000
1973 --- 1, 400, 000 600, 000
1974 oo 9, 800, 000 4,200, 000
1975 730, 000 965, 000 1, 930, 000
1982 - 2. 835, 000*

$31,730,000  $22,000.000  $9,730, 000
* This appropriation was specifically for the G eenwod, SC
proj ect.

STATUS OF FRA TRANSFERS TO FHWA
(Appropriation Codes 824 & 853)

FI SCAL FRA FUNDS TRANS-

YEAR FERRED TO FHWA REFERENCE

1978 $12, 000, 000 4R Act

1979 35, 000, 000 1978 STAA, 1979 Supp. Approp. Act
1980 31, 000, 000 1978 STAA, 1980 Approp. Act

1981 ? 2. 000. 000) **
$76, 000, 000
** (On January 9, 1981, FHWA returned $2 nillion to FRA so that
It could, working through its existing signal contracts,

provide for the needed warning devices and associated track
circuitry items for the at-grade crossings.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional information may be found in
the Ofice of Engineering' s annual report entitled "FHMA
Denmonstration, Priority rlmarg,fand pecial Projects Status

r

Report," and/or may be "obtaine omthe O fice of Engineering
(HNG 12).
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RAIL-HIGHWAY CROSSINGS PROGRAM

STATUS: Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and
revious frscal years are obligated, transferred, or Tapsed.

ven though the categorical funds are no Tonger available,
reqular Federal-aid construction funds can be used for the
elimnation of rail-highway crossing _hazards. |n particular, at
| east 10 percent of the funds a gortloned to a State for the
Surface Transportation Program F TP) nust be used for carrying
out the Hazard Elimnation Program (23 U.S.C. 152) and the Rarl-
H ghway Crossings Program (23 U S . C. 130).

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES: _

138 -- Elimnation of Hazards, FY 1991 and Prior Years

139 -- Protective Devices, FY 1991 and Prior Years

33M -- STP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices

33N -- STP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elimnation of Hazards

33x -- STP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Protective Devices,
100% for Safety _ o _

33Y -- STP, Rail-H ghway Crossings, Elinination of Hazards,
100% for Safety

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  Same as source funds, but can be
increased to as nuch as 100% under the provisions of 23 US.C
120(c). The old rules apply to unobligated categorical funds.
Prior'to the 1991 | STEA the normal pro-rata share was 90%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE:  Same as source funds. The old rules a[)ﬁly to
uno_bllgat ed categorical funds. Prior to the 1991 |STEA e
availability period was FY + 3 years.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA.  Prior to the 1991 | STEA
?gg?fr)nonments were based upon the statutory formula in 23 US.C

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 130(d-h).  Section 1007 of the
1991 | STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 646B

ELIG BILITY: Remaining categorical funds and regular Federal-aid
hi ghway construction funds apportioned under 23 U S.C. 104 may be
used for the elimnation of hazards of rail-highway crossings,
including (a) the separation or protection of grades at

crossings, (b) the reconstruction of existing railroad grade
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crossing structures, (c) the relocation of highways to elimnate
grade crossings, and (d) the relocation of a portion of a railway
If the cost is less than (a), (b), or (c). The use of these
funds is limted to public crossings |ocated on Federal-aid

hi ghways.

BACKGROUND:

The Rail-H ghway Crossings program was established by Section 203
of the H ghway Safety Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87), which
aut hori zed funds for ?FO]ECIS on the Federal -aid h|ghmay systens
for FY's 1974-1976. he’ 1973 Act stipulated that at |east
one-half of the funds had to be nade available for the
installation of protective devices at rail-highway grade
crossings (code 139) and that the rena|nyn%]funds had to be used
Qordthfgg?|n1nat|on of hazards at rail-highway grade crossings
code :

The Hi ghway Safety Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280) continued the
program by authorizing funding for FY's 1977-1978. This Act also
established a separate off-system program

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95-599? consol idated the on-system and of f-system
prograns and authorized funds for FY's 1979-1982. Funds were
totally fromthe Trust Fund and were available for projects on
any public road.

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 }1982 STAA,
Public LaM/97-424§ extended this programfor FY's 1983-1986.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act
of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) extended the rail-

hi ghway crossings programfor FY's 1987-1991, codified the
program 23 U S.C. 130{d-h), and repealed Section 203 of the 1973
and subsequent highway Acts. In addition to, but separate from
the categorical rail-highway crossings program 23 U S C 130(a-
c) made provisions for the use of regular Federal-aid highway
construction funds, such as primary, secondary, and urban funds,
for elimnation of the hazards of ‘rail-highway crossings.
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| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Inter-nodal Surface Transzportation Efficien_cg Act of 1991

(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) does not provide earmarked funds

subsequent to FY 1.991 for the Rail-H glhvvay Crossings Program
0

However, the 1991 | STEA does do the fol | ow ng:

- In not revising 23 U S.C. 130(a-c), provisions continue for
the use of regular Federal-aid hl(?hvva construction funds
(i,e., those funds apportioned under 23 U S.C. 104) for the
elimnpation of hazards of rail-highway crossings at public
crossings located on Federal -aid highways.

- Stipulates in Section 1007 that at |east 10 percent of the
funds apportioned to a State for the Surface Transportation
Program _FSTP nmust be used for carrying out the Hazard
Elimnation Program (23 U S.C. 152) and the Rall-Hl_ghvva?/
Crossings Program (23 U.S.C. 130). (See "SIP Set-Aside for
Saf ety Tnprovements" in Part | of this guide).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG12) or the O fice of H ghway
Saf ety (HHS-20).
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RAIL-HIGHWAY CROSSINGS-OFF-SYSTEM

STATUS: | NACTI VE. Incoreorated into the categorical on-system
program by the STAA of 1978 (Public Law 95-599).

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:
685 - Elimnation of Hazards.
686 - Protective Devices.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  90%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/81.
FUND:  General Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory fornula
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: Section 203 of the H ghway Safety Act of
1976 (Public Law 94-280).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND

This program was established by Section 203 of the H ghway Safety
Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280), which added separate

aut horizations for rail-highway crossings projects not on an
Federal -aid system (i.e., off-systen1prolects£ to Section 203 of
the H ghway Safety Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87). Funds were

authorrzed for the transition quarter and for FY's 1977 and 1978.

At |east 50% of the off-systemfunds had to be used for the
installation of protective devices (code 686), and the remai nder
for the elimnation of hazards (code 685).

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
Public Law 95-599? incorporated this off-system programinto the
exi sting on-system program creating a new program for the
installation of protective devices and the elimnation of hazards
at rail-highway grade crossings on any public road.

Since the off-system program was not funded separately after FY
1978, the availability period for funds has expired.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: - Addi tional information may be obt ai ned

fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG12) or the Ofice of H ghway
Safety (HHS-20).
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

STATUS: | NACTI VE

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 808

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  See comments.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: 7/1/70 - 9/30/81 (funds have | apsed).
FUND:  Agency Transfer.

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocati on

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

TITLE 23 REFERENCE: None

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Public Works and Econom ¢ Devel oprent
Act of 1965.

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND

Title V of the Public Wrks and Econom c Devel opment Act of 1965
authorized the Secretary of Conmerce to designate economc

devel opment re%!ons and to establish appropriate regiona

comm sSi ons, romtine to ting, the Title V Conm ssions awarded
suppl emental grants to assist in the construction of highway and
bridge projects. The original purpose of the Title V Conm ssions
was to reduce unenploynent through increased econom c devel opnent
within the region. though the Conmm ssions were authorized
substantial funding, appropriations were limted, and nuch of the
Commi ssions, activity centered on review and coordination of
econom ¢ devel opnent “plans prepared by State and |oca
governments. On a limted basis, the Comm ssions also awarded
suppl emental grants for projects eligible under various Federa
grant-in-aid prograns.
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RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATIVE FUNDS

STATUS:  INACTIVE.  This programwas replaced by a Research and
Technol ogy Program under provisions contained in Section 6001 of
the 1991 1 STEA

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES: 248, 942, and 953 - See comments.
FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  100%

PERI CD AVAILABLE: Until expended--unobligated bal ances at the
end of a fiscal year nmay be reinstated for use in the next fiscal
year.

FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al | ocation
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIMTATION. NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 104(a). 23 U S.C 307(a)é&b)
prior to issuance of the 1991 | STEA

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

In accordance with 23 U S. C 104$a), whenever an apPortionnent
was made of the sums authorized to be appropriated tor _
expendi ture upon the Federal -aid systens, the FHM was authorized
to deduct a percentage for carrying out the research authorized
by 23 U S.C 307(a)&b). These adnministrative funds were

rovided to the Associate Admnistrator for Research, _

vel opment, and Technology (HRD-1), who in turn allocated either
a lunmp sum amount to each Region for use during the fiscal year
or provided a separate authorization of funds to cover each
activity as it occurred.

Beginning in April 1983, one appropriation code (248) and a
separate activity code for each elenment was assigned for use when
the Region was allocated funds to use at its discretion

Formerly, the funds were accounted for with separate
appropriation codes (953 and 942).
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Section 6001 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) anended 23 U.S.C.
307(a)&b) and in so doing replaced this program with an expanded
Research and Technol ogy Program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Research and Devel opnent Qperations and
Support (HRD-10).
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RIGHT-OF-WAY REVOLVING FUND
(ADVANCE ACQUISITION OF RIGHTS-OF-WAY)

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE ofF H GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 102

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  Same as source funds.
PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until Expended

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Annual DOT appropriations acts
limt the anmount of |oans that can be made in a given fisca
year.

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 108. Section 1017 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 130D & 712G

ELIG BILITY: Funds apportioned to a State under Title 23 may be
used to participate in the paynent ofcosts incurred by a State
for the advance acquisition of rights-of-way if the rights-of-way
are subsequentlé incorporated into a project eligible for Surface
Transportation Program (STP) funds.

BACKGROUND:

The Advance Acquisition of Rights-of-Wy Program was established
by section 110(a) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1956 (Public
Law 84-627). ince then it has been anended by various Acts to
Its current status, eipecyallz Section 7 of the Federal-aid

H ghway Act of 1968 (Public Law 90-495), which established the
revolving fund feature. The Right-Of -Way REVO|VIH% Fund was

aut hori zed for the purpose of a_vanC|n? noney to the States to
facilitate the acquisition of rights-of-way on any Federal-aid
system This legislation is codified 23 U.S.C 10

Suns aut horized to be appropriated to the Revolving Fund were to
remain available for expenditure without regard to the fisca
Kear for which they are authorized. Actual construction of a

I ghway on right-of-way acquired by the Revolving Fund had to
begin not less than 2 'years nor nore than 10 years after the
advance of funds, unless an earlier or later termnation date was
approved by the Division Admnistrator
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Funds from the Revolving Fund were ori inallli)]/ apportioned in
accordance with section 7(d) of the 1968 H ghway Act, but are now
al located on a di scretionart/)_ basis, based on a consideration of
each State's need for and ability to use such advances.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) continued the program for
advance acquisition of rights-of-way but amended 23 U S.C. 108 as

fol |l ows:

- Actual construction of a highway on right-of-way acquired by
the Revolving Fund nust begin not less than 2 years nor nore
than 20 years after the advance of funds, unless an earlier
or later termnation date is approved by the Division
Admi ni strator.

- Funds apportioned to a State under Title 23 may be used to
participate in the paynment of costs incurred by a State for
the advance acquisition of rights-of-way if the rights-of-
way are subsequently incorporated into a project eligible
for Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Addi tional information nmay be obtai ned
fromthe Ofice of Right-of-Wy (HRW10).
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RURAL PRIMARY

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Incorporated into the Consolidated Primary
Program

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 073
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

5/E§6/C]739AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years; however, availability expired on

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory formula.
TYPE oF AUTHORI TY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 104 a%;l) of the Federal-aid
H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-37).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

The Rural Primary Program was established by Section 104(a) (|
the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87), which
di stingui shed between rural and urban hi ghway prograns b%
establishing the Rural Primary, Priority Primary, and Urban

Primary Extensions fro rans. Rural Primary appropriations were
made only for FY's 1974-1976.

Section 105(c) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law
94-280) conbined the fundi n% for the Rural Primary Program with
the Priority Primary and Urban Prinmary Extensions prograns and
(F:)r_eat ed a new category of funding identified as "Consolidated
rimry".

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:. Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

) of
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RURAL SECONDARY
STATUS:  Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and

itle 23 provisions relative to the Federal-aid Secondar SKstem
were repealed by the 1991 ISTEA. Prior to the 1991 |STEA there
were four Federal-aid hi ghvva% systems--Interstate, Prinmary,
Secondary, and Urban. Now there are two systens--Nationa

H ghway System (NHS) and Interstate System which is a conponent
of "the” NHS.  Unobligated funds apportioned to a State for the
Secondary System renain available for obligation under the old
rules set forth below or may be transferred to the STP program

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDE:
075 -- Rural Secondary
33D -- STP-State Flexible

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%
PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory fornula set
forth in 23 U S . C 104(b)(2).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION.  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103(c), 104(b)(2), and 117(f).
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A

ELIGBILITY: Unobligated funds apportioned to a State for the
Secondar?/ System remain avail able for obl |1gPat| on under the pre-
| STEA rules or may be transferred to the STP program  These
funds may be used planning, engineering, construction, and other
related activities.

BACKGROUND:

The Rural Secondary Program was established bg Section 104 of the
Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87). It
superseded the original Se.condarﬁ Program whi ch had been
intiated by the Federal-aid ng way Act of 1944 and
differentiated between urban and rural systems. Rural segments
of the Secondary System were to be funded under the Rural
Secondary Program “while urban segnents continued to be funded
under the Urban Extensions Program
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The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-4245) rovided that 40% or nore of Rural Secondary
apportionments for FY 1984-86 were to be used for 4R type
activities. This requirement was not continued in the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987
(1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17).

The normal Federal share for Rural Secondary projects is 75%
However, in accordance with section 117(c) of the 1982 STAA as
amended by Section 117(d&) of the 1987 STURAA, if Secondary
funds are used for Economc Gowh Center and Access Hi %hways to
Public Recreation Areas on Certain Lakes projects, the Federal
share may be up to 9% unless a hi ?her pro-rata matching share
is authorized by law, if Secondary funds are used for Geat River
Road projects, the Federal share may be 75 to 95% and if
Secondary funds are used for Federal Lands projects the Federal
share may be up to 100 percent.

The 1987 STURAA authorized $600,000,000 per fiscal year for each
of FY's 1987-1991 for projects on the Federal -aid Secondary
Systemin rural areas.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Federal -ai d Secondary System was abol i shed when Section
103(c) of Title 23, U S.C, was repealed by Section 1006 b% of
the Internodal Surface Transportation EffiCi encg Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240), on Decenber 18, 1991,

Unobl i gat ed funds aﬁpprtloned to a State for the Secondary _
SystenL as set forth in Section 1100(c) of the 1991 |STEA' renmain
available for obligation under the old rules or may be
transferred to the STP program Transferred funds are not
subject to sub-allocation and will be transferred into the State
flexible appropriation code, 33D. The |ast agfortl onnents of
funds for the Secondary System were for FY 1991.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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RURAL TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (RTAP)

STATUS © CONTI NUI NG USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATI ON CCODES: 945, 946, and 94A.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  50% (100% for FHWA initiated technica
projects) - See coments.

PERIOD AVAILABLE: Until expended.

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Allocation - See comments.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract (Part of annual GOE budget).
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 104(a) and the DOT and Rel ated
Agenci es Appropriation Act, 1982.

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Congress has appropriated funds for the FHM to use
to provide training and technical assistance to rural and snall
urban governments on roads, bridges, and public transportation

BACKGROUND

The FY 1982 Departnent of Transportation and Rel ated Agencies
Appropriation Act fPubI[c Law 97-102) made $5 mllion available
for rural technical assistance. Congress directed that the
funding be used for technical assistance to neet the grow ng
demands placed on rural roads from increased urban sprawl and the
|nﬁ{eased size and weight of trucks carrying goods fromfarmto
mar ket .

To further devel op RTAP, Congress, in FY 1983, directed that the

funding be used to devel op a(frogram and inplementation schedul e

settln? forth the special needs of rural transportation and to

identify how the RTAP program could help neet these needs. This

€628r$n1mas to be inplemented under the provisions of 23 U S.C
a) .

FHWA was designated the | ead agency for the program because of
its experience with rural roads and its network of division
offices working directly with the States.

The initial funds for FY 1982 were included in the limtation on
General Operating Expenses (GOE) and were to remain available
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until expended. Since FY 1982, the FHWA has continued to include
funding Tor RTAP, about $4,000,000 per year, in its annual GCE
budget.” Funds are allocated by the F Headquarters Office to
the Regional offices.

The RTAP goals are to:

Provide rural |ocal agencies access to nodern hi ghway
t echnol ogy.

Assist rural |ocal agencies to devel op and expand their
expertise in roads and transportation areas.

Assist rural |ocal agencies to inprove roads and
bri dges, and to enhance prograns for the novenment of
passengers and freight.

Assist rural local agencies to deal effectively wth
specific road related problens.

Pronote effective networking and cooperation anon
Fedfrm, State, local, and technology transfer (Tg
centers.

To acconplish these goals, the FHWA, in cooperation with State
hi ghway agencies (SHs) and universities, has established a
nationwi de system of T2 centers in the 50 States and Puerto Rico.
These T2 centers provide essential training to counties, snall
cities, and towns, and distribute a wde range of new technol ogy
to local agencies. Annual funding for T2 centers is 50% Federa
RTAP funds up to $100,000 and 50% or more matching funds obtained
from (a) State, university, and |ocal funds, éb) contri but ed
resources and services, (C) training funds, (d) HPR funds, and
ée) safety funds. FHWA Initiated activities are funded at 100%
ederal funds. The centers operate under agreenents with their
respective SHA's which, in turn, have Federal-aid agreements with
the FHWMA.  In nost cases the centers receive assistance from
SHA's and the FHMA field offices in the formof course
instructors, technical advice, and technical materials. The
programis operated principally through universities' continuin
education offices or special units designed to provide technica

assistance to local officials.
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ISTEA PROVISIONS:

Section 6004 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) continues and
expands the RTAP under 23 U S.C. 326 in the follow ng nmanner

- Technol ogy transfer and technol ogy assistance nay be
grOV|de to urban |ocal governments wth popul ations between
0,000 and 1,000,000 in those States with two or nore
ur bani zed areas.

- Techni cal assistance packages are to be prepared and
provided for pavement managenent systens, bridge managenent
systens, safety managenment systens, use of travel and
tourism for economc devel opment, and intergovernmenta
transportation planning and project selection

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Technology Applications (HTA-12
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RURAL HIGHWAY PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION DEMONSTRATION

STATUS: INACTIVE. G osed on  9/30/85.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: 616

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 100%

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until expended. Program was closed on 9/30/85.
FUND:  Trust 2/3, Ceneral |/3

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Budget

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 147 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act
of 1973 (Public Law 93-87).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 820.
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND

The Rural Highwax Public Transportation Denonstration Program was
established by the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87), which authorized funds for FY's 1975-1976. Section 129
of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976 $Publ|c Law 94-280)
extended the period of availability by two years; however, the
1976 DOT appropriations act, which took precedence over the

H ghway Act, had preV|oustAFrOV|ded that the funds were _
available until expended. though limted funds remained, this
denonstration program was closed out b{EdeC|S|on of the Associate
Adm ni strator for Planning and Policy Devel opment, effective

Sept ember 30, 1985.

More permanent Federal assistance for rural hi%hmey public
transportation systens than that provided by the denpnstration
rogram was provided in Section 313 of the Surface
ransportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA, Public

Law 95-599). This Act created a formula grant grogram for areas
other than urbanized areas to make funds available for public

transportation projects.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON.. Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

319



SAFER OFF-SYSTEM ROADS

STATUS: I NACTIVE. The last appropriation was for FY 1980.

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: _
679 -- Bridge Inventory (Off-system bridges)
680 -- Construction (SOS and sliding scale projects).

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/83.
FUND:  General Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory formula
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Budget

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 219 (Repeal ed).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 922

ELIGBILITY.: NA

BACKGROUND: _ _

The Safer O f-System Roads Program was established by Section 135
of the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280), which
combined the O f-System Roads Program and the Safer Roads
Denmonstration Program and which amended and retitled 23 U S C
219 to reflect the new program

Funds were authorized in the anount of $200-mllion for each of
FY's 1977-1981; however, only about $360-mllion of this amount
was ever appropriated by Congress. These funds cane from the
General Fund, rather than from the H ghway Trust Fund, and hence
were subject to specific Congressional apﬁroprlatlons each year
The last appropriation was for FY 1980; therefore, there is no
obligation authority available for new authorizations and the
programis now inactive.

The Safer O f-System Roads program provided for the construction
reconstruction, or |nﬁrovenent of any off-system road, including,
but not limted to, the correction of safety hazards, the
repl acement of bridges, and the elimnation of high-hazard
| ocations and roadside obstacles. No safety related requirements
were included, nor was there any stipulation that any of the
funds had to be used for safety purposes. This was l|ater changed
Ey the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA
ublic Law 95-599), which required that at |east 50% of the funds
obligated in any_flscal_year had to be obligated for highway
safety construction projeécts.
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Congressional guidance related to this fund indicated that it

could be utilized by a State only after the State had fully

commtted its existing balances of FY 1976 O f-System (05

nmoney. In utilizing these OS funds prior to the SOS funds,
rojects were to be charged on a first come basis to the FY 1976
unds until they were obligated. The OS funds were avail able for

projects in urban as well as rural areas.

O the FY 1978 funds, $500,000 was made available to inventory,

Inspect and classify all off-system bridges. A separate

?ﬁpropglahlon code, ~ 679, was established for reporting usage of
ese funds.

Roads and bridges which were eligible for inprovement under this
program coul d not be on any Federal -aid hi ghway system but had
to be under the jurisdiction of and maintained by a public
authority and open to public travel

Section 133(e) of the Surface Transportation and Uniform
Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) repealed 23 U S. C 2109.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVMATION:  Additional information nmay be obtai ned

fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering' (HNG 12).
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SAFER ROADS DEMONSTRATION

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Merged into the Safer O f-System Roads
program by the Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976.

APPROPRI ATION CCDE: 148

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  90%

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years. Availability expired on 9/30/79.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionment - statutory formla.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 405 (Repeal ed)

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 924

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Safer Roads Denonstration program was established by Section
230 of the H ghwa Safet% Act of 1973 (Title Il of Public Law 93-
87), Which provided authorizations for FY's 1974-1976, and whi ch
was codified 23 U.S.C. 405. It provided Federal funds for safety
| nprovenent projects on all public roads which were not on the
Federal -ai d system

The Safer Roads Denmonstration Program was discontinued by the
Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1976 ?Publ I c Law 94-280), which
conbined it wth the Of-System Roads Program to create the Safer
O f-System Roads program and which repealed 23 U S.C. 405.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON:  Additional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of H ghway Safety (HHS-20) or the Ofice of
Engi neering (HNG 12).
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SECONDARY

STATUS: INACTIVE. Replaced by Rural Secondary Program
APPROPRI ATION CODE: 022
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  70%

Ig/EgI()/G%AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years; however, availability expired on

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Apportionnent - statutory forml a.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 103(c) and 117(f).

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A and 642.

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

The Federal -aid Secondary System was established by the
Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1944 (Public Law 78-521). Funding was
provi ded under this Act for projects on the Secondary System
Section 104 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public

Law 93-87) discontinued the original Secondary Program In so
doing, the Act differentiated between urban and rural systens.
Rural segnents of the Seconda\r,\%_ System were to be funded under
the Rural Secondary Program while urban segments continued to be
funded under the U ban Extensions Program

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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SECONDARY 3R/4R

STATUS: I NACTIVE. The 1987 STURAA did not continue the 40% 4R
requirement for FY's 1987-1991.

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:
079 - For FY 1979-1982 funds.
075 - Sane as source funds for FY 1984-1986 funds.

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION.  75%
PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years
FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

!c:Ul\cljD DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD: N A - deduction from Secondary System
unds.

TYPE OF AUTHORI TY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATI ON LI M TATI ON: Yes

S;AIEJI)G?Y REFERENCE: Section 105(d) of the 1982 STAA (public Law

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIGBILITY: NA
BACKGROUND:

Section 104%(%)(2) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1978 (1978 STAA, Public Law 95-599) added a new requirenent that
20% or nore of a State's apportionnent for the Secondary System
inrural areas for each of FY's 1979-1982 nust be obligated for
3R activities (i.e., resurfacing, restoration, and
rehabilitation) on the Federal-aid Secondary System Funds used
for this purpose were identified wth a separate appropriation
code (079) to ensure effective fund control. The FY 1983 funds
were unencumbered with a percentage setaside for 3R purposes.

Section 105%(%) of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of
1982 (1982 STAA, Public Law 97-424) expanded the 3R programto a
4R program by adding reconstruction and al so required that 40% or
more of the Rural Secondary apportionnents for FY's 1984-86 were
to be used for 4R purposes. he 40% requi renent was not
identified with a separate appropriation code.

The Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act

of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) did not continue the 40%
AR requirenent for FY 1987-1991 Secondary System funds.
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ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON. Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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SLIDING SCALE RATES

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. The Federal share nay
be increased in States containing public lands in accordance wth
sliding scale rates determ ned by the FHW

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE:  Sane as source funds.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION. Varies. See the latest FI-1WA Notice (4540
Series) for the current rates.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Same as source funds.

FUND: Same as source funds.

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: NA

FHPM CFR REFERENCE:  None

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 120(a), 120(b)(1), & 120(b)(2)

ELIGBILITY: The Federal share may be increased in States

cont ai ni ng Bubllc |l ands in accordance with fluctuating rates
determ ned the FHWA and published periodically in the FHMA
Notices in the 4540 series. Mre information is contained in the
di scussi on bel ow.

BACKGROUND:

The Federal share may be increased in States containing $ublic
| ands in accordance with rates determned by the FHWA. hese
sliding scale rates are revised periodically and published in the
FHWA Notices in the 4540 series. Reference to the |atest

I ssuance should be made for the current rates.

23 U. S . C_120(a) provides rates for projects on the Interstate

System (including projects to add high occupancy vehicle |anes or

?uX|I;ary | anes, but not including projects to add any other
anes).

- These rates are based on the ratio of the area of
unappro?rlated and unreserved public lands and nontaxabl e
Indian lands to the total area of the State.

- Rates are available for States in which the designated
ublic land area exceeds 5% of the total area of the State.
ligible States presently include Al aska, Arizona, _

Cal1fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Mntana, Nevada, New Mexico
Oregon, South Dakota, U ah, Washington, and Wom ng
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- The maximum rate of Federal participation is 95%

23 U.S. C 120(b) (1) provides rates for projects that are not on
the Interstate System

- These rates are based on the ratio of the areas of
nont axabl e Indian |ands and public domain |ands #both

reserved and unreserved), exclusive of national forests and
national parks and monunents, to the total area of the

St at e.

- Rates are available for States in which the designated
ublic land area exceeds 5% of the total area of the State.
ligible States presently include Al aska, Arizona,
CalI'fornia, Colorado, Hawaii, |daho, Montana, Nevada, New
Mexi co, Oregon, South Dakota, Utah, Washington, and Wom ng.

- The maximum rate of Federal participation is 95%

23 U.S.C 120(b) (2! al so provides rates for projects that are not
on the Interstate System

- These rates are based on the ratio of the areas of
nont axabl e Indian |ands, public domain lands (both reserved
and unreserved), national forests, and national parks and
monuments, to the total area of the State.

- Rates are available to some degree for all States.

- The maxi mum rate of Federal participation is 95%

- These rates are available for States that have signed
agreenents pursuant to 23 U S.C. 120(b)(2).

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-31).
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SPECIAL URBAN HIGH DENSITY

?TA';US: Colnti nuing only until funds apportioned in FY's 1981 and
987 are obligated.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDES:

107 -- Funds authorized in the 1981 and 1987 Acts

134 -- Funds authorized in the 1973, 1976, & 1978 Acts
FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  90%

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years for 134 funds. Until expended for
107 funds.

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Allocation to specific projects.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 146 (Repeal ed).

ELIG@BILITY: Remaining funds may be used for construction of the
projects discussed bel ow

CFR REFERENCE:  None

BACKGROUND: _ _ _
Section 1.25.(a2 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law
93-87) initiated this program which was codified 23 U 'S.C 146,
and authorized $50 nmillion for each of FY's 1974-1976. The

| egi slative history suggested three projects for this program

0 Cine Avenue in East Chicago, Indiana, connecting I-80
and [-90.

0 East Belt FreeyvaY in Little Rock, Arkansas, fromI-30
to the Adams Field Term nal.

West Vickery Boulevard in Fort Wrth, Texas.

0
The ﬁurpose of these projects was to construct highways connected
to the Interstate Systemin portions of urbanized areas with a
high traffic density.

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976.ﬂl?ubl I c Law 94-280) repeal ed
23 U S.C. 146, but authorized an additional $65 mllion for each
of FY's 1977-1978 to continue work on the three projects.
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The Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) of 1978 (Public
Law 95-599) authorized $85 nillion presumably for FY 1979

The 1981 Suppl enent al %?pro riations and Rescission Act (Public
Law 97-12) authorized $33,959,000 which the legislative history.
indicated was for the Cine Avenue project. unds were to remain
available until expended.

Section 153 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) rescinded
$2,806,675 of the 1981 funds, but then nmade the sane anmount

avail able for the Cine Avenue interchange with the Borman
Expressway (190/84) at the western edge of Gary, Indiana.

The funds authorized in the 1973, 1976, and 1978 Acts were

avail able for the fiscal year authorized plus the followng 3
fiscal years. They were assigned appropriation code 134. Al
134 funds had a lapse date on or before September 30, 1982. The
funds authorized in the 1981 and 1987 Acts are available unti
expended and have appropriation code 107.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG12).
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SUPPORTIVE SERVICES

STATUS:  CONTINUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Up to I/4 of 1 percent
of apportioned STP and HBRRP funds, not to exceed $10 nillion per
fiscal vyear, nag be used for the skill training program described
in 23 U S C 140(b). Admnistrative funds deducted pursuant to
23 U.S.C 104(a), U%Bto $10 nmillion per fiscal year, may continue
to be used for the DBE training program described in 23 US. C
140(c).

APPROPRI ATI ON  CCDES: o .

123 -- Skill training and DBE training, FY 1987 and Prior Years.
12B -- Skill training after FY 1987.

12c -- DBE training after FY 1987.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.:  100% (State funds may be used to enhance
or supplant supportive services allocations).

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: See Bel ow

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al location - See Bel ow
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION: No

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 140. Sections 1003(b) and 1026
of the 1991 | STEA

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 230. 113, .117, .119 & .201.
ELIGBILITY: Supportive Services funds are to be used to provide
(a) skill training, and (b) disadvantaged business enterprise
training and assistance for mnority and women owned businesses.
BACKGROUND:
Supportive Services consists prinarily of:

- Skill Training, and

- Di sadvant aged Busi ness Enteroi)rise_ Trai ning and Assistance
for Mnority and Wonen Oaned Busi nesses.

Skill training funds were first authorized under Section 110 of
the Federal-ard H ghway Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-605), and
subsequent amendments, “and codified as 23 U S. C. 140( ). These
funds were to be used to increase the overall effectiveness of
on-the-job (QJT) training prograns in skills used in the highway
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construction industry. _This was intended to increase _
opportunities for mnorities, wonen, and the disadvantaged in
crafts in which they have been historically underrepresénted.
These supportive services could be, but were not usually a part
of the actual QJT craft training. Rather, they were intended to
provide such things as (a) services related to recruiting,
counseling, etc., éﬁ% services in connection with the

adm ni stration of training prograns being sponsored by
contractors or other groups, and (c) services designed to devel op
the capabilities of prospective trainees. Section 337 of the
General Provisions in the FY 1990 DOT appropriations act (Public
Law 101-164) provided that /4 of 1 percent of the States'
apportionments of Interstate, Primary, Secondary, Urban, Bridge,
Hazard Elimnation, and Rail-H ghway (1055|ng_funds_mere
available in FY's 1990-1991, at the State's discretion, for the
23 U.S.C. 140(b) skills training program

Di sadvant aged business enterprise (DBE) funds for training and
assi stance for mnority and wonen owned businesses were first

aut hori zed under section 119(b) of the Surface Transportation
Assi stance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA PubI[c_LaM/QTJQﬁg, and
codified as 23 U.S.C. 140(c). These admnistrative funds were to
be used to provide training and technical assistance to DBEs to
increase their access to contracting opportunities in the highway
construction industry.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1026¥a) of the Internodal Surface Transportation Effi-

ciency Act or 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public Law 102-240) amends 23

U S.C. 140(b) and provides that up to |/4 of 1.£ercent of appor -

tioned Surface Transportation Progran1ﬁSTP) and Bridge Program

éHBRRP) funds may be used for the skills tralnln? grogram_
fescrllbed in 23 U.S.C 140(b), up to a maxi numof $10 nillion per
iscal vyear.

No funding related changes were nade to 23 U S.C. 140(c); hence,
the DBE training Progran1cont|nues at a funding level of $10
mllion per fiscal year using adm nistrative funds deducted
pursuant to 23 U S.C. 104(a).

The 1991 |ISTEA also stipulates that States may inplement a

preference for the enployment of Indians on Federal-aid projects
carried out near Indian reservations.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON;  Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Gvil Rghts (HCR1).
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TEMPORARY MATCHING FUND (FY’s 1983-1984)

STATUS: I NACTIVE. Al actions authorized under this waiver
provi sion have been conpl et ed.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDES: _
IR 11V, W 11Y --Increased Federal share for HBRRP funding

categories 114, 117, 118, & 1109.

01L, A3T, 19T, 11L -- Increased Federal share for Consolidated
Primary funding categories 101, A35, Al2, & 110. o _

07M --"Increased Federal share for Discretionary Priority Primary
funding category 071. _ _
01U -- Increased Federal share for Economc Gowh Center funding
cat egory 106. _ _

13T -- Increased Federal share for Geat Rver Road funding
category 135. o _ _

14M -- ‘Increased Federal share for Hazard Elimnation funding
category 141. _

04N, 05R, O4R -- Increased Federal share for Interstate funding
categories 042, 054, & 044. _

17V, 17W-- Increased Federal share for Interstate funding

categories 177 & 178. _ _ _
16L -- Increased Federal share for Mninum Allocation funding
category 160.

13W 13Y -- Increased Federal share for Rail-H ghway Crossings
funding categories 138 & 139. _
07T, 07Y -- Increased Federal share for Rural Secondary funding
categories 075 & 079. . _
VBN, U -- Increased Federal share for Urban funding categories
VB2 & W\B6.

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION: up to 100%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: January 6, 1983 - Septenber 30, 1984,
FUND: H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE. Section 145 of the Surface Transportation
Assi stance Act of 1982 (public Law 97-424).

CFR REFERENCE: None
ELIGBILITY: NA
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BACKGROUND:

Section 145 of the Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982
(Public Law 97-424) provided for a tenporary waiver of the State
matching fund requirements. Under this provision a State could
request an increased Federal share ug to and including 100
Percent on projects approved under 23 U . S.C 106(b) and 117 when
he Governor certified that sufficient funds were not available
to pay the non-Federal share of the project. The total amount
whi ch” coul d be obligated under this provision was limted to the
difference between the obligation authority for FY 1983
(comprised of the FY 1983 obligation ceiling, 85% m ninum
al l ocation, and author|t¥ provided by allocations of
discretionary funds and the Jobs Bill), and the FY 1982
obligation ceiling (excluding the FY 1982 redistribution). This
limtation anount agflled to all matching fund waiver projects
83 to 9/30/84.

Special appropriation codes were established for the fund
categories and any project funded fromthese categories could
qual irfy for a matching fund waiver, including prelimnary

engi neering and right-of-way projects. Qpalifying,Projects
funded from other categories were to be approved with prior
concurrence from the FHWA Office of Fiscal Services. Project
identifications for the increased Federal share were to be the
same as those assigned to the regular Federal share.

aut hori zed from|l/

The increased Federal share was to be repaid on or before

Sept enber 30, 1984, or deductions were to be made fromthe State's
FY 1985 and FY 1986 aﬁportlonnents. The anounts deducted were to
be reapportioned to those States for which deductions were not
made. Al actions authorized under this waiver provision have
been conpl et ed.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS-21).
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TERRITORIALHIGHWAYS

STATUS ©  CONTI NUI NG USE OF HI GAMMAY FUNDS. 1% NHS Set Aside

APPROPRI ATI ON  CODES
127, 622, 623, 624, 625, 626, 644, 645 and 660 for FY 1971-1982

General Funds.
Sane as source funds for FY's 1983-1991 H ghway Trust Funds.

31E -- NHS Funds for the Territories
31F -- HPR Funds for the Territories

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  100%

PERI CD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 Years

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD:  See Bel ow
TYPE OF AUTHORI TY:  Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S. C. 1°4§b)1' . 215, and 307(c).
Sections 1006(e) and 6001 of the 1991 EA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: The NHS funds earmarked for the Territories can be
used for any activity defined in 23 U S.C. 103(i). Funds
transferred fromthe NHS to the STP can be used for any activity
defined in 23 U S . C 133(b), which includes bridges and work
activities as described in 23 US C 133(b)(3) and (4) on any
public road.

BACKGROUND

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-605) created
the Territorial H ghway Program |t added 23 U S.C. 215 and

aut hori zed assistance and funding in Guam Anerican Sanpa, and
the Virgin Islands. The Conmonweal th of Northern Mariana Islands
was added to the programin 1978.

Until 1978, the Federal share was 70% The Surface Transporta-
tion Assistance Act of 1978 (1978 STAA Public Law 95-599)
I ncreased the Federal share to 100% where it remains today.

Territorial highway funds were authorized in the 1970, 1973,
1976, and 1978 Hi ghway Acts. Through FY 1976, the General Funded
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Territorial H ghway funds were availabl e under contract
authority. Funds provided from FY's 1977-1982 were avail abl e
under budget authority in accordance with the Congressiona
Budget and I npoundnent Control Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344).

Section 108(d) of the 1982 STAA ﬁPuinc Law 97-424) authorized
one-hal f percent (I/2% of Federal-aid Primary (FAP) funds to be
apportioned to the four Territories, considered together as one
State, from FY 1983 through FY 1986. Section 107 of the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987
(1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) extended this authorization
through FY 1991. As in every State, Trust Funded FAP funds were
made available to the Territories under contract authority. The
Federal share, however, was 100 percent.

The FY 1983 apportionnent to the Territories was allocated to
each Territory in accordance with the follow ng admnistrative
formula: |/3 for urban population greater than 5,000; |/3 for
rural population: [/6 for public road mileage: and |/6 for area.
However, use of this fornula was controversial. Several
Territories contested the figures used for popul ation, even
though based on census data, and for public road mleage. To
avoi d further controversies, the Deputy Federal H ghway Adm nis-
trator decreed in a Septenber 26, 1983, neetinP that future

al l ocations would be in accordance with the follow ng ratios:

|/12 American Sampa; 5/12 Guam 5/12 Virgin Islands; and 1/12
Northern Mariana |slands. These ratios were based on information
in the 1978 STAA, the last Congressional guidance on how Territo-
rial funds should be divided. Hence, FY 1984 and subsequent year
apportionnents have been allocated to the territories in
accordance with this 1-5-5-1 formil a.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Internmodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240% left 23 U S.C 215 in place with
no changes and only addressed the Territories by providing a
?ortlpn of the NHS funds to themand by requiring that they
unctional ly reclassify their highways. However, since the
Territories are not required to have a NHS, no NHS m|eage w |
be allocated to them

Under 23 U.S.C. 215, each Territory nust establish, with FHM

approval, a systemofarterial and collector highways and _
interisland connectors, to be called the Federal-Aid Territoria

H ghway System (THS). When the THS is anroved, Federal - ai d
funds can be used for inprovenents on all routes designated as
art of the THS. In the |nter|gk Federal -aid funds can be used
or inprovenents on the pre-I1STEA primary system
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5 J
L \rs SHE e e e

The | STEA establishes NHS funds as the source of Federal-aid
funds available to the Territories. The FHM will continue to
divide these funds among the Territories based upon an

admnistrative formula. The existing 1-5-5-1 administrative
formula is being reeval uated.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATI ON.  Addi t I? nal

information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

v
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TOLL PILOT PROGRAM

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG PROGRAM

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Unknown

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATI ON: 35-50 % (See Comments Bel ow)
PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Sane as source funds
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 129(d). Section 1012 of the 1991
I STEA (Public Law 102- 240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIG BILITY: Regular Federal-aid funds may be used for the
construction of specific toll projects (hi'ghway, bridge, or

t unnel BrOJeCtS) In the States |iSted below. Funds to be used
shoul d be those normally eligible for projects on the Federal-aid
hi ghway (except Interstate) of which the toll facility is a part.
Projects may consist of either a new facility or reconstruction

of ‘an existing facilitY_to expand its capacity; however, the
facility has to be publicly owned and operate
BACKGROUND:

Section 120 of the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation
Assi stance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-17) provided
for a pilot program which would permt Federal participation in
the construction of 7 toll facilities on the sane basis and in
the same nmanner as in the construction of free highways under
Chapter 1 of Title 23. This provision was codified in 23 U S.C
129(j). The allowable nunber of toll facilities was increased to
9 by technical amendnents in the FY 1988 and 1989 DOT
appropriations acts.

Five States were specifically named in the 1987 STURAA:

- California, Orange County (The conference report stated that
It was the conferees intention that the California project

?e selected by the Oange County Transportation Conm ssSion)
exas
Florid _
- Pennsyl vani a
- South Carolina
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The selection of the other two States was left to the discretion
of the Secretary. On July 15 1987, the Secretary approved the
selection of facilities in Delaware and Col orado.

The FY 1988 and the FY 1989 DOT appropriations acts (Public Laws
100-202 and 100-457, respectively) added CGeorsia and

Virginia.

The 1987 STURAA provided that (a) the Federal-aid funds to be
used should be those normally eligible for projects on the
Federal -ai d system of which the toll facility is a part, (b) the
Federal share could not exceed 35 percent of the cost of the
PrOJect, (c) selected projects could not be located on the

nterstate System (d) the selected project could be a highway,
bridge, or tunnel, (e) projects could consist of either a new
facility or reconstruction of an existing facility to expand its
capacity: however, the facility had to be publ|cly owned and
operated, (f) prior to obligation of any Federal funds on a pilot
toll facility, the State had to enter into an agreement with the
Secretary covering the use of toll revenues, and (g) the selected
pilot projects could not result in any increase in the States'
apportionments.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

Section 1012 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency
Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) amended 23 U S.C
129 relative to toll roads, bridges, and tunnels. However
Section 129(d) [formerly 129(j)] retains the toll pilot program
wth no changes. For the nine designated projects, the States
have the optron of authorizing new work either

- Under the provisions of 23 U S.C. 129(d) at 35 percent
Federal share, or

- Under the provisions of 23 U S.C. 129(a) at 50 percent
Federal share.

However, if the latter option is selected, prior to aﬂ%A .
authorization for work, the toll agreement with the F w i
need to be nodified and approved by the Federal H ghwa
Admnistrator to reflect the provisions of Section 129¥a).

Section 1065 of the 1991 | STEA exenpted certain lands from
Sectlop A(f) requirenents for the Orange County Toll Pilot
proj ects.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON.  Addi tional information nay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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TOLL ROADS, BRIDGES, AND TUNNELS

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS. ' States are grovide
much greater flexibility than in the past in using Federal-ai
hi ghway funds to participate in the construction of tol
facilities.

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Same as source funds

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 50-80% (See Comments Bel ow)

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: N A

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: NA

AUTHORI TY: N A

SUBJECT TO OBLIGATION LIMTATION. NA

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 129. Section 1012 of the 1991
| STEA (Public Law 102-240).

CFR REFERENCE:  None
ELI G BI LI TY:
Toll activities eligible for Federal-aid highway funding include:

- al construction (except on the Interstate Systen) of

niti

toll highways, bridges, and tunnels, including approaches to
these facilities.

- 4R work on existing toll facilities.

- Reconstruction or replacenent of free bridges or tunnels and
conversion to toll facilities.

- Reconstruction of a free highway (except on the Interstate
Systenm) and conversion to toll facilities.

- PreIininarY studies to determne the feasibility of the
above toll construction activities.
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BACKGROUND AND ISTEA PROVISIONS:

Section 1012 of the Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency

Act of 1991 (1991 |STEA, Public Law 102-240) amended 23 U.S.C
129 to allow a State much greater flexibility in using Federal-

?Id_PJﬁhMﬂy funds to participate in the construction or tol
acilities.

For the first time private entities may own the toll facilities.
However, Title 23 requirenents nust continue to be applied. A
State may |oan the Federal share of a project's cost to another
?UblIC or a private agency constructing the project. Repaid

unds may be used for any of the purposes under the original
category from which the [oans were nade.

The Federal share for toll projects is generall¥ 50 percent, but
can be increased to 80 percent in some cases. Federal shares for
the various categories of Federal-aid toll activities are
ilIlustrated on the attached chart.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION:  Fiscal mechani sns for acconplishing the
above toll activities are the responsibility of the Ofice of
Fiscal Services (HFS-20). Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).

340



FEDERAL-AID TOLL ACTIVITIES

“ DERAL-AID HIGHWAY “
ELIGIBILITY/PEDERAL SHARE (PERCENT} ©
TYPE OF WORK l|
(ACTIVITY) INTERBTATE Non=-INTERSTATE
ROADS BRIDGES ROADS BRIDGES
/ TUNNELS /TUNNELS
"Initial Construction NO NO YES/50 YES/80
{23 USC 12S(a)(1}(Aa)]
Reconstructing (4th R) a Toll YES/50 YES/80 YES/50 YES/80
Facility (23 USC 129(a)(1)(B)]
Resurfacing, restoring, and YES/50 YES/S0 YES/50 YES /50
rehabilitating (3R work) on a Toll
Facility (23 USC 129(a)(1)(B)]
Reconstructing (4th R a Toll YES/80' yes/s0' | vessso' | yEs/s0’
Facility with an existing Section
119 or Section 129 Agreenent under |
Title 23 U.S.C. f
{23 USC 129(a)(1)(B)}
3R work on a Toll Facility with an YES/80' YES/80' | YEs/s0' | ¥Es/80’
existing Section 119 or Section 129
Agreement under Title 23 U.S.C.
[23 USC 129(a)(1)(B)]
Reconstruction or Replacement and YES/80 YES/80
Conversion of a Toll Free Bridge or ———— -
Tunnel [23 USC 129(a)(1)(C)]
Reconstruction/ Conversion of a Toll NO YES/SO
Free Highway — ——— i
[23 USC 129(a)(1)(D)] |
Preliminary Peaeibility Studies YES/S0 YES/50 YES/50 YES/S0
23 USC 129(a) (1) (B

1In the case of a toll facility subject to an agreement under section 119 or 129, the Federal share payable
on ay project for resurfacing, restoring, rehabilitating, or reconstructing such facility is 80% until the
scheduled expiration of such agreement.
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TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNALIZATION DEMONSTRATION

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GMAY FUNDS. Categorical funds are
no |onger available, but regular Federal-aid highway construction
funds can now be used at up to a 100% Federal share for eligible
traffic control signalization activities.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 137 for categorical funds. Same as source
funds for regular funds.

FEDERAL PARTIClI PATION:  100% for categorical funds. Same as
source funds at up to 100% for regular funds.

PERI CD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 gears for categorical funds
(Avai lability expired on 9/30/81). Same as source funds for

regul ar funds.
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: Al l ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Budget for categorical funds. Sane as source
funds for regular funds.

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 146 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act
of 1976 (Public Law 94-280).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: Funds apPropriated under 23 U.S.C. 104 to be used
at up_to a 100% Federal share for any activities related to
traffic control signalization

BACKGROUND: _ S _ _

Traffic control signalization demonstration projects were
authorized by Section 146 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1976
(Public Law 94-280) to denonstrate through the use of technol ogy
not in general use the increased capacity of existing highways,
the conservation of fuel, the decrease in traffic congestion, the
i nprovenent in air and noise quality, and the furtherance of

hi ghway safety, giving preference to projects providing
coordinated signalization of two or nore intersections,

Initial funding was provided by the Economc Stimulus Act of
1977, but funds have not been "authorized specifically for this
pro?ran13|nce the 1978 DOT appropriations act. However, the
Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAY of 1978 (Public Law
95-599) did establish a continuing program for traffic control
signalization projects by permtting States to use ug to 100%
Federal funds 1n accordance with the provisions of 23 U S.C
120(d) for this purpose.
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| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

The Internodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991
(1991 | STEA, Public Law 102-240) retained the provision in 23

U S. C 12%% éforrrerly 120(d)] permtting funds appropri ated
under 23 U S.C. 104 to be used at up to a 100% Federal share for

traffic control signalization.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Traffic Operations and Intelligent
Vehi cl e/ H ghway Systens (HTV-31).
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TRAFFIC OPERATIONS PROGRAM TO INCREASE
CAPACITY AND SAFETY (TOPICS)

STATUS:  CONTI NUING USE OF HI GHWAY FUNDS. Categorical TOPICS
funds are no |onger available. but reqular Federal -al
construction funds can now be used for elialble TOPICS type

Lnprovenents.

APPROPRI ATION CODE: 077 for categorical funds. Same as source
funds for regular funds.

FEDERAL PARTI ClI PATION:  70% for categorical funds. Same as source
funds for regular funds.

PERIOD AVAILABLE: FY + 2 years for categorical funds
(availability expired on 6/30/75). Sane as source funds for
regul ar funds.

FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD:  Statutory formula for categorical
funds. Same as source funds for regular funds.

TYPE OF AUTHORI TY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C 135.
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 655A
BACKGROUND:

This program_ originally entitled "Uban Area Traffic Operations
| nprovenent Prograns,” was established by section 10(a) of the
Federal -ai d H ghway Act of 1968 iPubI i ¢ "Law 90-495), ich

rovi ded authorizations for FY's 1970-1971. The Federal-aid

i ghway Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-605) provided authorizations
for FY's 1972-1973. Funding was discontinued after FY 1973;
hence, all unobligated funds |apsed on 6/30/75. Funds rel eased
from projects subsequent to 6/30/75 could be used to cover
overruns, but could not be used for new projects or for changes
in the scope of other projects. Unobligated balances as of the
end of any fiscal year were w thdrawn.

Al t hough no separate TOPICS funds were made available in the 1973
Act, regular Federal-aid highway construction funds were nade
aval | able for TOPICS-type projects in urban areas.

Section 123f( a? of the 1976 H ghway Act deleted "Urban Area" from
the title of the program and expanded the programto "any public
road." Hence, rural roads are now eligible for TOPICS-type
:crrpéoverrents using regular Federal-aid highway construction

unds.
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VWil e TOPICS does not continue as an independent fund, funds from
other progranms may be used for TOPICS-type projects as follows:

0

ADDI T1 ONAL

Eligible traffic oPeration | nprovements may be financed
from funds available for the specific roadway on which
the inprovenent is made or the systemwhich directly
benefits from the inprovenent.

InProyenents on any puplic road which will ensure the
efficient use of existing roadways on any of the

Federal -aid systens through inproved traffic flow,
reduced vehicle congestion, or inproved transit service
are eligible as projects.

| NFORMATI ON: ~ Addi tional information may be obtained

fromthe Ofice of Traffic Operations and Intelligent
Vehi cl e/ H ghway Systenms (HTV-31).
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TRANSITION QUARTER

STATUS: INACTIVE. Al funds for this program have now | apsed
APPROPRI ATION CODES. 124 - Non-Interstate. 125 - Interstate

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION.  Sane as that normally applicable to
Interstate and non-Interstate projects.

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: Until September 30, 1980.

FUND:  H ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHOD:  Apportionnent - statutory fornula
TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 104 of the Federal-aid H ghway Act
of 1976 (Public Law 94-280).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

BACKGROUND:

This program was established by Section 104 of the Federal -aid

H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280) to bridge the funding gap
created by the change in fiscal year starting dates which
occurred at the end of FY 1976.

Al'l funds for this program have now | apsed

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: Additional infornmation may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Fiscal Services (HFS 21).
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TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT DEMONSTRATION

STATUS:  INACTIVE. Very limted funds remain available for
obligation as deemed appropriate by the Ofice of Traffic
Operations and Intelligent VehiclelH ghway Systens (HTV-31), but
for all practical purposes this categorical program has ended.

APPROPRI ATI ON CCDE: 780

FEDERAL PARTI CI PATION:  100% - See comments.
PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Until expended.

FUND:  General and Transfer - See conmments.
FUND DI STRIBUTION METHCD:  All ocation

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

S,EAATAL)JJ)O?Y REFERENCE:  FY 1981 DOT Appropriations Act (Public Law

CFR REFERENCE:  None
BACKGROUND:

The Department of Transportation Appropriations Act for 1981
Publ ic Law 96-400) Eerow ded $15 nillion of discretionary funds
$10 million from NHTSA State and Community Hi ghway Safety funds

and $5 million from UMIA urban discretionary grants) for a joint

FHWA, UMIA, NHTSA program to acconplish energy conservation, air

quality, and related objectives. FHM has the |ead

admnistrative responsibility for the program

The funds are centrally controlled by FHWA Headquarters (HTV-31),
and all of the funds have been earmarked for SPeCIfIC proj ects.
Amount s awarded for subel ements of each project can be
reallocated within the project, but Regional and Headquarters'
concurrence is required. Total project anounts may be changed
only in unusual circunmstances and only with Regional and
Headquarter's concurrence.

No explicit local mtch is required for this progranm however,
DOT expects significant evidence of an applicant™s commitnent to
support and continue the activities of this program A suggested
m ni mum conm tment is two-thirds local funds, wth the remaining
one-third to be Federal funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATI ON: ~ Addi tional information may be obt ai ned

fromthe Office of Traffic Operations and Intelligent
Vehi cl e/ H ghway Systens (HTV-31).

347



URBAN SYSTEM

STATUS: Continuing only until funds apportioned in FY 1991 and
revious fiscal vears are obligated, transferred, or [apsed.

Itle 23 provisions relative to the Federal-aid Uban System were
repeal ed by the 1991 ISTEA. Prior to the 1991 |STEA there were
four Federal-aid highway systens--Interstate, Primary, Secondary,
and Uban. Now there are two systems--National H ghwa Smstem
LSNHS)' and Interstate System which is a conponent of the NHS.
nobl'i gated funds apportioned to a State for the Uban System
remain available for obligation under the old rules set forth

bel ow or may be transferred to the STP program

APPROPRI ATI ON CODES:

W2 -- FAUS, Non-Attributable _
WB6 -- FAUS, Attributable to Urbanized Areas >200,000 Popul ation
33D -- STP-State Flexible

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75% nornmal pro-rata share. The Federal
share may be increased up to 95%in States with large areas of
public lands. The non-Federal share nmay be increased if the State
desires, so as to reduce the normal Federal pro-rata share.

PERI OD AVAILABLE: FY + 3 years
FUND:  Highway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD.  Apportionnent - statutory fornula set
forth in 23 U S C 104(b)(6).

TYPE OF AUTHORITY:  Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U S.C. 103(d), 137, 142(a)(2), 142(c),
146, and 150.

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A

ELIG BILITY: Unobligated funds apportioned to a State for the
Urban System both attributable and non-attributable, remain
avail able for obligation under the pre-I1STEA rules or nmay be
transferred to the STP program  These funds may be used

pl ?nn[?g, engi neering, construction, and other Telated
activitres.
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BACKGROUND:

The Federal -aid Urban System (FAUS) Program was established bY'
Section 106(b)(l) of the Federal-aid H ghway Act of 1970_3Pub IC
Law 91-6052 and expanded by Section 157 of ‘the Federal-a

H ghway Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-87).

In addition to hi?hmay and road construction, FAUS funds could be
used for many public transportation and ridesharing activities,
including the purchase of buses and the construction of bus
shelters; the construction of fringe and corridor parking lots
and the construction, reconstruction, and inprovement of fixed
;al|dfaC!=ItleS, i ncluding the purchase of rolling stock for

ixed rail.

FAUS funds were apportioned to the States based upon the ratio of
their total urban population (all comunities over 5,000

popul ation) to the nationw de total urban area population. Once
each State"s share of the funds was determ ned, the funds were
divided into two categories--attributable to urbanized areas of

200, 000 popul ation or nmore (WB6) and non-attributable (W2),

based upon a straight percentage split of each state's urban area
popul ation in areas of over and under 200,000 popul ation

Attributable funds had to be distributed to the urbanized areas
In accordance with a formla develoged by the State and approved
by the Secretary of DOT, or, if such a formula was not used the
funds had to be allocated in the ratio that the population within
each urbani zed area was to the population of all urbanized areas,
or parts thereof, within the State. (23 U S.C. 150). Local _
officials, working through the nEtropolltan_BIannlng or gani zation
(MPO), had the option of suballocating attributable FAUS funds to
cities, counties, or groupings by geographical subarea. This was
often done to neet the Federal requirement of fair and equitable
treatnment for individual cities of over 200,000 population

States had the option of allocating none, some, or all of the
non-attributable funds to cities, counties, or other geographica
subdi vi si ons.

At the request of the Governor and upon approval of the

aPPrQ riate local officials of the area and the Secretary,
attributable funds could be transferred between attributable
areas or to non-attributable areas. (23 U S C 150). Loans
(tenporary transfers) of attributable allocations between
attributable areas were permssible but had to be restored from
the sanme legislative authorization. Attributable or non-
attributable funds could be transferred to the Federal-aid
primary program subject to the limtations of 23 U S . C. 104(cé&d).

An urban system PR apportionnent-type account was established in
FHM records for those States that elected to obligate FAUS funds
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for planning and research under the |/2 percent limtation
?rovkﬂed by 23 #LS.C. 307(c)(3). Appropriation Code W8 was used
or this accoun

The Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982 (1982 STAA
Public Law 97-424) required that 40% or nore of the FAUS
apportionnents for FY's 1984-86 had to be used for 4R purposes
(i.e., resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, and/or
reconstruction). ~The Surface Transportation and Uniform

Rel ocation Assistance Act of 1987 (1987 STURAA, Public Law 100-
17) dropped this requirement for the FY 1987-1991 apportionnments.

The 1987 STURAA authorized $750,000,000 per fisgalhyear for each
of FY's 1987-1991 for projects on the Federal-aid U ban System

| STEA PROVI SI ONS

The Federal-aid Urban System was abolished when Section 103(d) of
Title 23, U.S.C., was repealed by Section 1006&b) of the Interno-
dal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 | STEA
Public Law 102-240), on Decenber 18, 1991. Unobligated funds
apportioned to a State for the Urban System both attributable
and non-attributable, as set forth in Section 1100fc) of the 1991
| STEA, renmain available for obligation under the ol d rules or my
be transferred to the STP program As required by 23 U S . C. 150
t he appr%prlate MPO nust approve the transfer of attributable
funds. = Funds transferred to the STP are not subject to sub-
allocation and will be transferred into the State flexible
aﬁprEPrlatlon code, 33D. The last apportionments of funds for
the Urban System were for FY 1991

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVATION.  Additional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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URBAN EXTENSIONS

STATUS: | NACTIVE. Incorporated into the Consolidated Prinmary
Program

APPROPRI ATI ON CODE: 032
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: 75%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 years. However, availability expired
on 9/30/79.

FUND: Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRI BUTI ON METHCD: Apporti onnment - statutory formla.
TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract

STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 103(b)&(c)

CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 470A

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:
This programwas established by the Federal -aid H ghway Act of
1944, It extended the previously rural oriented prinmary and

secondary systens into urban areas.

The Federal -aid H ghway Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-280)
consol i dated the Urban Primary Extension, Rural Primary, and
Priority Primary pro%rams into a single Consolidated Primary
funding category, and nade no appropriation for secondary
system urban extensions, thereby termnating this fund.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVMATI ON. Addi tional information may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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URBAN SYSTEM 3R/4R

STATUS:  INACTIVE. The 1987 STURAA did not continue the 40% 4R
requirement for FY's 1987-1991.

APPROPRI ATION CODE:  Same as source funds.
FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATION:  75%

PERI OD AVAI LABLE: FY + 3 Years

FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

fFUNdD DI STRIBUTI ON METHOD: N A - deduction from Urban System
unds.

TYPE OF AUTHORITY: Contract
SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LI M TATION:  Yes

STATUTORY REFERENCE:  Section 105(d) of the STAA of 1982 (Public
Law 97-424).

CFR REFERENCE:  None

ELIGBILITY: NA

BACKGROUND:

Section 105(d) of the 1982 STAA (Public Law 97-424) added a new
requirenent that 40% or nore of a State's urban apportionment for
each of FY's 1984-1986 had to be obligated for resurfacing,
restoring, rehabilitating, and reconstructing existing highways

on the Uban System The 40% requirement was not identified with
a separate appropriation code.

The 1987 STURAA did not continue the 40% 4R requirement for FY
1987-1991 urban funds.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORMATION.  Additional infornmation may be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12).
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UTILITIES

STATUS:  CONTI NUI NG USE OF H GHWAY FUNDS.
APPROPRI ATI ON  CODE: N A

FEDERAL PARTI Cl PATI ON: Sane as source funds
PERI CD AVAI LABLE: Sane as source funds
FUND:  Hi ghway Trust Fund

FUND DI STRIBUTION METHOD: N A

AUTHORI TY: Contr act

SUBJECT TO OBLI GATION LIM TATION:  Yes
STATUTORY REFERENCE: 23 U.S.C. 109(l) & 123
CFR REFERENCE: 23 CFR 645

ELIGBILITY: It is considered to be in the public interest for
utility facilities to jointly use the right-of-way of public
roads and streets when such use and occupanE%_dpes not interfere
with the primary purposes of the highway. ility relocation and
adj ustment work necessitated by Federal-aid highway projects is
generally eligible for Federal-aid participation as a _
construction cost itemto the extent that the State is obligated
to pay for such work.

BACKGROUND: _ S o

It has been recognized that it is in the public interest for
utility facilities to jointly use the right-of-way of public
roads and streets when such use and occupancy does not interfere
with the Prlnary purpose of the highway. The opportunity for
such joint use ‘avoids the additional cost of acquiring separate
right-of-way for the exclusive accommodation of utilities. As a
result, the right-of-way of highways, particularly local roads
and streets, is often used to provide public services to abutting
residents as well as to serve conventional highway needs.

Since the initiation of the Federal-aid highway programin 1916,
utility relocation and adjustment work has been eligible for
Federal -ai d Part|0|pat|on as a construction cost itemto the
extent that the State was obligated to pay for such work. During
the early years, the use of Federal-aid funds for utility

rel ocations or adjustments was quite limted; however, with the
advent of the Interstate Programin the 1950s, it becane a much
more conmon practice for the States to use their highway funds to
reinburse utilities for adjustnent costs.
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Hence, nost utility considerations involve the follow ng:

- Accommodation of utility facilities and private lines on the
right-of-way of Federal-aid highway projects.

- Use of Federal-aid highway funds for the relocation and
adjustment of wutility facilities.

Two sections of the law deal specifically with utilities

- One section, 23 U.S.C 109(l) deals with the accommodation
of utilities on Federal-aid right-of-way.

- The other section, 23 U S.C. 123 deals with reimbursenent
for utility adjustments.

uilit¥ facilities, unlike nmost other fixed objects which may be
present within the highway environnment, are not owned nor are
their operations directly controlled by State or |ocal hlghmay
agencies. Because of this, highway authorities have devel oped
policies and practices which govern when and how utilities may

use public h|ghma% right-of-way. The FHWA utility accommodation
regul ati ons have been developed to reflect this situation.

Present FHWA regulations, policies, and practices dealing with
utility relocation and acconmobdation matters have evolved from
basi ¢ principles established decades ago, with many of the
policies remaining unchanged. The present regulations are found
primarily in the Part 645 of the Code of Federal Regulations (23
CFR 645). Subpart A (23 CFR 645A) deals with utility relocations,
ad{ustnﬁnts, and reinbursement. ~Subpart B (23 CFR 645B) deals
with the acconmodation of utilities.

The last major rewite of the FHM's utility regulations occurred
on May 15, 1985, when a final rule was published in the Federa
?e?ister. The only significant changes since then occurred as

ol I ows:

- On July |, 1988, an amendnment to the regulation was
published in the Eederal Reqister clarifying that costs
Incurred by highway agencies in 1nplenmenting projects solely
for safety corrective measures to reduce the hazards of
utilities to highway users were eligible for Federal-aid
participation.

- On February 2, 1988, when an amendnent to the regulation was
published in the Federal Reqgister. st!PuIatlng that each
State nust decide, as part of Its ut|I|_¥.relqcat|on pl an
whether or not to allow longitudinal utility installations
within the access control limts of freeways and under what
circunstances. The FHWA retained the authority to approve
each State's freeway utility accommodation plan. The State
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then operates under its plan and deci des whether to permt
specific utility installations along freeways.

| STEA PROVI SI ONS:

No significant changes were made to Title 23 in the Internodal

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (1991 ISTEA, Public
Law 102-240) on Decenber 18, 1991. Hence, utiljty acconmodation
and rr]e| mbursenent procedures will remain essentially the sane as

in the past.

ADDI TI ONAL | NFORVMATI ON: Additional information nmay be obtained
fromthe Ofice of Engineering (HNG 12) and/or from their October
1990 publication entitled, "Program CGuide, Uility AdIJ> ust ment s
and Accommodation on Federal -Aid H ghway Projects” (Publication
No. FHWA-PD-01-001).
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