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Planned Capital Investments - Michigan Transportation Fund Obligations

Project Name Planning Area Project Limits Project Type Year C;r;)tt?i,’\élg('):'s) Total(irgggzt)Cost
Asset Mgmt/GIS WCRC Countywide GIS/Mapping 2016-2020 $50 $50
Diesel Retrofit WCRC Countywide Equipment 2016 $600 $1,000
Equipment/Fleet WCRC Countywide Equipment 2016-2020 $1,625 $1,625
Facility and Grounds WCRC Property Countywide Facility & Grounds 2016-2020 $375 $375
Northeast Service Center WCRC Property Northeast Service Center Site Civil Design 2016 $100 $100
Overlay Program Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $0 $0
Primary Limestone/Gravel Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $500 $500
Sealcoat Program Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $1,500 $1,500
Traffic Calming Program Countywide Countywide Safety 2016-2020 $0 $500
Local Bridge Program Countywide Countywide Bridge 2016-2020 $500 $1,250
Primary Bridge Program Countywide Countywide Bridge 2016-2020 $1,600 $1,600
Jerusalem Road Bridge Lima Over Mill Creek Bridge - Preserve Deck 2016 $31 $174
Maple Road Bridge Saline/York Over Saline River Bridge - Preserve Deck 2016 $25 $144
McGregor Road Bridge Dexter Over Portage Lake Outlet Bridge - Replace 2016 $359 $2,060
Mooreville Road Bridge York Over Saline River Bridge - Preserve Deck 2016 $33 $190
Wiard Road Bridge Ypsilanti Over Tyler Road Bridge Removal 2016 $263 $1,512
Huron River Drive Bridge Ann Arbor Over Pittsfield-Ann Arbor Drain Bridge - Preserve Deck 2017 $60 $250
Ridge Road Bridge York Over Macon Creek Bridge - Replace 2017 $252 $1,050
Shield Road Bridge Scio Over Mill Creek Bridge - Replace 2017 $466 $1,938
Superior Road Bridge Superior Over Huron River Bridge - Preserve Deck 2017 $127 $531
Limestone Program - PA 283 Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016 $0 $0
HMA Resurfacing Program - PA 283 | Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016 $0 $2,950
Sealcoat Program - PA 283 Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016 $0 $1,300
Pavement Preservation STL Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $346 $1,727
Pavement Preservation STU Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $612 $3,062
Pavement Preservation TEDF-D Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $165 $833
Resurfacing 3R STL Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $313 $1,565
Resurfacing 3R STU Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $787 $3,939
Resurfacing 3R TEDF-D Countywide Countywide Resurface 2016-2020 $224 $1,115
Ann Arbor-Saline Road Lodi At Textile Road Safety - Intersection 2016 $125 $625
Guardrail Upgrades Countywide Countywide Safety - Roadside 2016 $95 $264
Huron Road/W hittaker Road Ypsilanti Stony Creek Road to 1-94 Resurface 2016 $125 $625
Liberty Road Scio Park Road to Stag's Leap Lane Drainage, Limestone 2016 $0 $600
Plymouth Road Ann Arbor/Superior Earhart Road to Ford Road Traffic Signal Interconnect 2016 $25 $300
Prospect Road Superior/Y psilanti Holmes Road to Geddes Road Resurface 2016 $50 $250
Rawsonville Road Augusta Willow Road to Talladay Road Resurface 2016 $0 $625
Scio Township SAD Scio Various Roads in Scio Township Resurface 2016 $0 $600
Textile Road Lodi Ann Arbor-Saline Road to Maple Rd Resurface 2016 $100 $500
Traffic Signal Backplate Installation Countywide Countywide Safety - Intersection 2016 $67 $278
Whittaker Road Ypsilanti At Merritt Road Safety - Roundabout 2016 $232 $982
Willis Road Augusta Hitchingham Road to Whittaker Road | Safety 2016 $264 $1,244
Carpenter Road York/Pittsfield Judd Road to Textile Road Resurface 2017 $125 $625
Harris Road Ypsilanti Michigan Avenue to Holmes Road Reconstruct 2017 $513 $1,925
Rawsonville Road Augusta Talladay Road to Judd Road Resurface 2017 $0 $400
Scio Church Road Scio/Lodi At Wagner Road Congestion - Roundabout 2017 $397 $960
STL TBD TBD TBD 2018 $0 $0
STU TBD TBD TBD 2018 $125 $625
TEDF-D TBD TBD TBD 2018 $0 $0
STL TBD TBD TBD 2019 $0 $0
STU TBD TBD TBD 2019 $250 $1,250
TEDF-D TBD TBD TBD 2019 $0 $0
STL TBD TBD TBD 2020 $0 $0
STU TBD TBD TBD 2020 $250 $1,250
TEDF-D TBD TBD TBD 2020 $0 $0
Totals $13,656 $46,768
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2016-04

Washtenaw County Act PA 283

Road WCC Dist Note Project Limits Type of Work Length Est. Cost Est. Cost-0.5
Parker Road 1 Jerusalem to Liberty Pulverize and Overlay 1.0 $ 300,000
Werkner, Isl Lk, Stofer 1 M-52 to North Territorial Chipseal 35 % 90,000
North Territorial Road 1 Dexter-Pinckney to Huron River Drive Chipseal 1.0 $ 25,000
Zeeb Road 1 Huron River Drive to Joy Mill and Overlay 1.1 $ 180,000
Zeeb Road 1 Pratt to Huron River Drive Chipseal 20 $ 50,000
Scio Church Road 1 A-2 Parker to 0.7-mile west of Steinbach Chipseal 1.7 $ 20,000
Scio Church Road 1 M-52 to 0.7-mile west of Steinbach Chipseal 55 % 120,000
Dexter Ann Arbor 1 Zeeb to M 14 Chipseal & Fog Seal 28 $ 90,000
Wagner 1 Miller to Huron River Drive Wedge & Chipseal 1.00 $ 40,000 $ 915,000.00
19.55
Pontiac Trail 2 Warren to Nixon Spot Mill & Fill w/ Chipseal 15 $ 130,000
North Territorial Road 2 Tower to Napier Chipseal 45 $ 110,000
North Territorial Road 2 Huron River Drive to Donovan Chipseal 25 $ 70,000
Pontiac Trail 2 Sutton to Dixboro Wedge & Chipseal 28 $ 112,000
Prospect Road 2 M-153 to Geddes Chipseal 3.0 $ 75,000
Prospect Road 2 Geddes to Clark Mill & Overlay 1.0 $ 150,000
Dixboro Road 2 Geddes to Warren Chipseal 4.0 $ 100,000
Six Mile 2 Currie to Chubb Pulverize and Overlay 1.00 $ 300,000 $ 1,047,000.00
20.30
Austin Road 3 M-52 to Clinton Mill & Overlay 1.7 $ 270,000
Willow Road 3 Platt to 1/2 mile east of Sanford Chipseal 20 $ 50,000
Scio Church Road 3 A-2 Parker to 0.7-mile west of Steinbach Chipseal 0.0 $ 20,000
Saline-Milan Road 3 Stony Creek to Moon Mill & Overlay 1.0 $ 150,000
Willis Road 3 Moon to Warner Pulverize and Overlay 1.0 $ 300,000
$ 790,000.00
5.70
Waters Road 4 Oak Valley to Ann Arbor-Saline Mill & Overlay 0.5 $ 150,000
Platt Road 4 Ellsworth to US 12 Chipseal 20 $ 75,000
Moon Road 4 US-12 to Bemis Pulverize & Overlay 1.0 $ 300,000
Lohr Road 4 Ellsworth to Textile Chipseal 20 $ 50,000
Lohr Road 4 Ellsworth to Ann Arbor-Saline Mill & Overlay 1.3 $ 330,000
$ 905,000.00
6.80
Textile Road 5&6 Stony Creek to Munger Mill & Overlay 1.90 $ 270,000
Willis Road 5&6 Stony Creek to Pitman Pulverize and Overlay 1.20 $ 360,000
Grove Road 5&6 Bridge to Rawsonville Mill & Overlay 0.75 $ 200,000
$ 830,000.00
3.85
Totals 56.20 $ 4,487,000



Michigan’s New Road Funding Package

What does it mean for Washtenaw County?

On November 10th, 2015, Governor Rick Snyder signed a $1.2 billion road funding package that
will increase the funding provided to the Washtenaw County Road Commission through the Michigan
Transportation Fund (MTF). The MTF includes all state-collected road revenue generated from fuel taxes
and vehicle registration fees. The MTF is the Road Commission’s main source of funding and this is the

first increase since 1997.

While additional funding is great news for Washtenaw County’s failing road system, the package
does not provide any additional road funding in 2016 and residents will not see increases in road
improvements until 2017. Read on to learn how this road funding package works, what it will take to
fix our road system, and what remains uncertain about the future of state road funding in Washtenaw

County.

6 Mile Road - 2015

Provides an additional $1.2B in MTF funding
state-wide

The new funding will begin in 2017

The 1st increase in the MTF since 1997

50% of the funding will come from increases
in fuel taxes & vehicle registration fees

Beginning in 2018, shifts will be made in the
State’s General Funds to provide the other
50% of funding.

The package does not provide full funding until
2021; 6 years from now.

The package provides no funding for road
improvements in 2016.

20 years have passed with no state funding
increase and it will take time for WCRC to catch up
and fix all the county’s “poor” and “failing” roads.

Beginning in 2017: 20% increase in vehicle
registration fees, 7.3¢ increase in the state’s
gasoline tax, 11.3¢ increase in state’s diesel tax.

Lawmakers are relying on continued economic
growth to bring in more revenue to the General
Fund to fund roads.




Scio Church Road- 2015

The new road funding deal will generate $1.2 billion by 2021. The first $600 million will come from vehicle registration
and fuel tax increases that start in 2017. The additional $600 million will be shifted from the state’s $9.9 billion general fund
towards roads starting in 2018.

100%

7% . .
Funding Uncertainty:

The State Legislature did not identify where
specifically the $600 million from the State’s
General Fund will come from.

90%

80% — 39%

0% ——

61%
60%

Lawmakers are counting on continued
economic growth to bring in more tax revenue
that could be used for roads. If economic
growth does not continue, future legislators
may set budget priorities that may or may not
fully fund the $600 million.
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% of the State’s $1.2B road package . % of the $600M generated from vehicle . % of the $600M generated from the
that remains unfunded registration and fuel tax increases State’s General Fund (Uncertain)

How much additional funding will WCRC receive?

In 2014, the Washtenaw County Road Commission received $17.5 million from the Michigan Transportation Fund
(MTF). Estimates predict that the Road Commission will receive an additional $4.3 million in 2017, $5.7 million in 2018,
$7.4 million in 2019, $9.4 million in 2020, and $12.5 million in 2021 (if the $600M General Fund dollars are redirected as the
law intends).

Will it be enough to fix our failing road system?

Over the past decade, the cost to maintain and repair roads has steadily risen, but the Washtenaw County Road
Commission’s budget has not kept pace with the rate of inflation. Even if WCRC receives the estimated full amount
of funding in 2021 there will be years of catch-up work to be done to fix the county’s “poor” and “failing” roads. WCRC
estimates that to get all of the county’s roads into “good” condition would require over $50 million. While the new state
funding increase will help, it will take five years to phase-in and roads will continue to deteriorate as we await the new
funding.

In addition to fixing the county’s worst roads, WCRC must also balance the need to preserve the investments that
have already been made in the county’s “good” roads to increase their lifespans and avoid costly reconstruction projects.
WCRC must also factor in the annual cost of winter maintenance, the need for new equipment, and other agency

operation costs when determining how to allocate the new rad funding from the state.

Created by the Washtenaw County Road Commission
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TOWNSHIP CONTRIBUTION SUMMARY 2011 - 2015

TOWNSHIP TOTAL 2011 TOTAL 2012 TOTAL 2013 TOTAL 2014 TOTAL 2015 5 Year Average
ANN ARBOR $ 49,000 $ 54,000 $ 122,000 $ 224,919 $ 43,175 $ 98,618.80
AUGUSTA $ 97,000 $ 202,000 $ 203,000 $ 192,169 $ 158,618 $ 170,557.40
BRIDGEWATER $ 32,000 $ 34,000 $ - $ 40,306 $ 54,651 $ 32,191.40
DEXTER $ 90,000 $ 105,000 $ 82,000 $ 536,784 $ 55,724 $ 173,901.60
FREEDOM $ 42,000 $ 45,000 $ 57,000 $ 31,716 $ 51,334 $ 45,410.00
LIMA $ 47,000 $ 51,000 $ 70,000 $ 117,285 $ 118,676 $ 80,792.20
LODI $ 150,000 $ 415,000 $ 141,000 $ 483,502 $ 67,065 $ 251,313.40
LYNDON $ 20,000 $ 23,000 $ 16,000 $ 45285 $ 19,390 $ 24,735.00
MANCHESTER $ 100,000 $ 128,000 $ 47,000 $ 64,246 $ 77,675 $ 83,384.20
NORTHFIELD $ 42,000 $ 62,000 $ 84,000 $ 93,195 $ 109,907 $ 78,220.40
PITTSFIELD $ 183,000 $ 792,000 $ 393,000 $ 880,819 $ 907,340 $ 631,231.80
SALEM $ 173,000 $ 296,000 $ 1,042,000 $ 459,327 $ 425,626 $ 479,190.60
SALINE $ 101,000 $ 92,000 $ 110,000 $ 143,066 $ 159,024 $ 121,018.00
SCIO $ 471,000 $ 1,245,000 $ 833,000 $ 1,108,452 $ 1,269,480 $ 985,386.40
SHARON $ 54,000 $ 34,000 $ 20,000 $ 14,755 $ 24,306 $ 29,412.20
SUPERIOR $ 161,000 $ 280,000 $ 322,000 $ 324,001 $ 244,797 $ 266,359.60
SYLVAN $ 17,000 $ 10,000 $ 8,000 $ 26,852 $ 73,968 $ 27,164.00
WEBSTER $ 135,000 $ 153,000 $ 89,000 $ 16,019 $ 15,765 $ 81,756.80
YORK $ 26,000 $ 34,000 $ 108,000 $ 418,883 $ 460,000 $ 209,376.60
YPSILANTI $ 1,190,000 S 4,970,000 S 2,794,000 $ 2,510,384 $ 1,048,026 $  2,502,482.00
$ 3,180,000 s 9,025,000 $ 6,541,000 $ 7,731,965 $ 5,384,547 $  6,372,502.40
Five year avg. 2011 - 2015 $ 6,372,502
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2016 Summary of Paved Local and Subdivision Roads Needs for each TOWNSHIP

Total Needs for

2016
Average 10 year

Crack Seal Crack Sealing Sutfage Treatment Surface Treatment illi&IOverlay Mill & Overlay Pujverization & Pulverization & Local & Subd  Expediture Needs
TOWNSHIP ﬁ;:td Miles at $8k/mi DKjad Miles at $32k/mi 'E)Iq Miles at $190k/mi @aﬂd Miles pave at $ 320k/mi  Paved Roads for Paved Roads
ANNARBOR | 04 $ 3200 05 $ 16,000 =~ 2.0 $ 380,000 21 3 672,000 | $ 1,071,200 | S 107,120
AUGUSTA 1.6 S 12,800 2.8 S 89,600 0.1 S 19,000 2.0 S 640,000 | $ 761,400 | $ 76,140
BRIDGEWATER 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.5 S 160,000 | $ 160,000 S 16,000
DEXTER 0.0 $ - 2.2 $ 70,400 5.4 $ 1,026,000 3.0 $ 960,000 | $ 2,056,400 | $ 205,640
FREEDOM 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.5 S 160,000 | $ 160,000 S 16,000
LIMA 0.0 S - 1.0 S 32,000 2.2 S 418,000 0.8 S 256,000 | $ 706,000 | $ 70,600
LODI 0.2 S 1,600 0.0 S - 42 3 798,000 6.7 3 2,144,000 | $ 2,943,600 | $ 294,360
LYNDON 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.2 S 38,000 0.0 S - S 38,000 | $ 3,800
MANCHESTER 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.6 S 114,000 0.0 S - S 114,000 S 11,400
NORTHFIELD 0.0 S - 2.1 S 67,200 5.0 S 950,000 1.8 S 576,000 | $ 1,593,200 | S 159,320
PITTSFIELD 8.4 S 67,200 29.5 S 944,000 27.6 3 5,244,000 5.9 3 1,888,000 | $ 8,143,200 | $ 814,320
SALEM 0.9 S 7,200 0.3 S 9,600 2.4 S 456,000 1.0 $ 320,000 | S 792,800 | $ 79,280
SALINE 0.0 S - 0.0 S - 0.6 S 114,000 0.7 S 224,000 | $ 338,000 S 33,800
SCIO 2.6 S 20,800 2.5 S 80,000 4.9 S 931,000 6.2 S 1,984,000 | $ 3,015,800 | S 301,580
SHARON 0.0 $ - 0.0 $ - 0.0 $ - 0.0 $ - |s E -
SUPERIOR 4.3 S 34,400 4.8 S 153,600 9.9 S 1,881,000 7.2 $ 2,304,000 | $ 4,373,000 | $ 437,300
SYLVAN 0.8 3 6,400 0.6 3 19,200 11.1 3 2,109,000 2.1 3 672,000 | $ 2,806,600 | $ 280,660
WEBSTER 0.2 S 1,600 0.0 S - 0.8 S 152,000 0.4 S 128,000 | $ 281,600 | $ 28,160
YORK 2.3 S 18,400 7.5 S 240,000 7.8 3 1,482,000 5.5 3 1,760,000 | $ 3,500,400 | $ 350,040
YPSILANTI 13.3 S 106,400 59.3 S 1,897,600 29.2 S 5,548,000 6.3 $ 2,016,000 | $ 9,568,000 | $ 956,800
TOTALS 35.0 S 280,000 113.1 S 3,619,200 114.0 S 21,660,000 52.7 $ 16,864,000 $ 42,423,200 $ 4,242,320




