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1) Summary of Public Feedback
2) Overview of Project Scoring
3) Discussion / Questions

Agenda



Summary of
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 122 surveys
completed

 326 markers /
comments
placed on the
map

Overview
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 Potholes and Road
Surface
Deterioration (Most
Common Theme)

 Traffic Congestion
and Bottlenecks

 Traffic Signal Timing
and Operations

 Safety Concerns
(Drivers, Pedestrians,
Cyclists)

Overall Condition of the Transportation System
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Factors that Most Impact Transportation Usage
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Other

Freight or truck traffic

Weather or terrain

Difficulty accessing destinations

Limited transit service or frequency

Safety concerns

Lack of sidewalks or bike facilities

Traffic congestion

Poor road or sidewalk condition
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Transportation System Supports Daily Needs
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 326 Map Markers

Areas of Concern
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2045 LRTP Markers vs. 2050 LRTP Markers

2045 LRTP Markers                 2050 LRTP Markers
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 Roads
 Freight - trucks
 Freight - rail

Areas of Concern
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 Development and
Growth

Areas of Concern
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 Walking
 Biking
 Transit

Areas of Concern
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 Other Issues

Areas of Concern
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Most Significant Transportation Challenge in the Region
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How Do These Align with the 2050 LRTP Goals?
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Challenges Compared to 2050 LRTP Goals & Objectives
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Upcoming Events

 Project Website

www.engagekmtpo.com

 Virtual Stakeholder
meetings

 Public Event



Overview of
Project Scoring
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Project Identification

 2045 LRTP
Projects
Reviewed and
Updated

 Technical
Analysis will
Potentially
Identify
Additional
Projects
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Project Evaluation Measures

• #1 (10 points) – Number of vehicle crashes

• #2 (5 points) – Number of bike/pedestrian
crashes

• #3 (10 points) – Fatal and serious injury vehicle
crashes

Safety Operational Efficiency Accessibility

Active Transportation Environmental Economic

• #4 (5 points) – Addresses Existing LOS

• #5 (5 points) – Addresses Future LOS

• #6 (2 points) – Traffic signal project and / or
incorporates new technology

• #7 (5 points) – Creates parallel facility / system
redundancy

• #8 (3 points) – Difference between existing and
projected future volumes

• #9 (3 points) – Population growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #10 (3 points) – Employment growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #11 (4 points) – Improves connectivity of system

• #12 (5 points) – Non-motorized demand near
project

• #13 (5 points) – Extent to which the project
reaches communities with greater needs

• #14 (5 points) – Pedestrian Level of Traffic Stress
(LTS) and Bicycle LTS

• #17 (5 points) – Percent of trucks in existing
network

• #18 (5 points) – Within 1/2 mile of identified
economic development nodes

• #19 (5 points) – Job access score

• #20 (5 points) – Improves access to identified
tourist destinations

• #15 (5 points) – Number of challenging areas the
project touches (floodplains, historical areas,
steep slopes, and parks)

• #16 (5 points) – Project improves capacity
without widening or adding new facility

25 20 10

15 10 20
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Project Evaluation

• #1 (10 points) – Number of vehicle crashes

• #2 (5 points) – Number of bike/pedestrian
crashes

• #3 (10 points) – Fatal and serious injury vehicle
crashes

Safety25
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Project Evaluation

Operational Efficiency

• #4 (5 points) – Addresses Existing LOS

• #5 (5 points) – Addresses Future LOS

• #6 (2 points) – Traffic signal project and / or
incorporates new technology

• #7 (5 points) – Creates parallel facility / system
redundancy

• #8 (3 points) – Difference between existing and
projected future volumes

20
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Project Evaluation

Accessibility

• #9 (3 points) – Population growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #10 (3 points) – Employment growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #11 (4 points) – Improves connectivity of system

10
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Project Evaluation

Active Transportation

• #12 (5 points) – Non-motorized demand near
project

• #13 (5 points) – Extent to which the project
reaches communities with greater needs

• #14 (5 points) – Pedestrian Level of Traffic Stress
(LTS) and Bicycle LTS

15
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Project Evaluation

Environmental

• #15 (5 points) – Number of challenging areas the
project touches (floodplains, historical areas,
steep slopes, and parks)

• #16 (5 points) – Project improves capacity
without widening or adding new facility

10



SL
ID

E 
26

Project Evaluation

Economic

• #17 (5 points) – Percent of trucks in existing
network

• #18 (5 points) – Within 1/2 mile of identified
economic development nodes

• #19 (5 points) – Job access score

• #20 (5 points) – Improves access to identified
tourist destinations

20
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Project Evaluation Measures

• #1 (10 points) – Number of vehicle crashes

• #2 (5 points) – Number of bike/pedestrian
crashes

• #3 (10 points) – Fatal and serious injury vehicle
crashes

Safety Operational Efficiency Accessibility

Active Transportation Environmental Economic

• #4 (5 points) – Addresses Existing LOS

• #5 (5 points) – Addresses Future LOS

• #6 (2 points) – Traffic signal project and / or
incorporates new technology

• #7 (5 points) – Creates parallel facility / system
redundancy

• #8 (3 points) – Difference between existing and
projected future volumes

• #9 (3 points) – Population growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #10 (3 points) – Employment growth surrounding
project (2023 - 2050)

• #11 (4 points) – Improves connectivity of system

• #12 (5 points) – Non-motorized demand near
project

• #13 (5 points) – Extent to which the project
reaches communities with greater needs

• #14 (5 points) – Pedestrian Level of Traffic Stress
(LTS) and Bicycle LTS

• #17 (5 points) – Percent of trucks in existing
network

• #18 (5 points) – Within 1/2 mile of identified
economic development nodes

• #19 (5 points) – Job access score

• #20 (5 points) – Improves access to identified
tourist destinations

• #15 (5 points) – Number of challenging areas the
project touches (floodplains, historical areas,
steep slopes, and parks)

• #16 (5 points) – Project improves capacity
without widening or adding new facility

25 20 10

15 10 20



Discussion /
Questions


