ROCKINGHAM

‘J— &_’ 156 Water Street, Exeter, NH 03833

Tel. 603-778-0885 Fax: 603-778-9183
P I_ A N N I N G email@rpc-nh.org  www.rpc-nh.org

COMMISSION

MEETING NOTICE & AGENDA
ROCKINGHAM PLANNING COMMISSION/METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO)
Wednesday, April 13th, 2011; 7:00 P.M.

Plaistow Library, 85 Main Street, Plaistow NH
(map/directions on reverse)

There will be no regular RPC Commission meeting following the MPO Meeting

7.00 1 Welcome/Introductions — Peter Griffin, Chair, Rockingham Planning Commission
7.05 1L Welcome & Update from Plaistow
7:10 L Minutes from February 9th, 2011 MPO meeting MOTION TO APPROVE [Attachment 1]
715 V. PUBLIC HEARING: FY 2011-2014 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Amendment #1
[Attachment 2]
Presentation of Amendment [Dave. Walker, Sr. Transportation Planner]
Public & Policy Committee member Comments
Policy Committee Action: MOTION TO APPROVE
730 V. Regional Project Impacts from Sunset of Vehicle Registration Surcharge (SB-78 and HB-2)
[Cliff Sinnott, Executive Director] [Attachment 3]
Background
10 year Plan and Project Impact — Statewide and in RPC Region
7:45 VI Draft Project Solicitation Response to NHDOT - State 10 Year Plan Update [Attachment 4]
[Dave. Walker, Sr. Transportation Planner]
MOTION TO APPROVE
8:00 VI Final Review and Approval: FY 2012-2013 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP)
[D. Walker] MOTION TO APPROVE [Attachment 5]
(The full document is available at: www.rpc-nh.org)
8:10 VIII.  LongRange Plan Update: Survey distribution; next steps [Scott Bogle, Sr. Transportation
Planner] [Attachment 6]
8:20 VIIl.  Safe-Routes-to-School program update; projects in RPC communities [S. Bogle] [Attachment 7]

8:45 IX Communications: COAST; CART, NHDOT, NHDES; Communities; Staff

9:00 X Project Status /Updates/ Informational Items
A. Plaistow MBTA Extension [T. Moore, Plaistow]
B. NHRTA Update [T. Moore]
C. Hampton Intermodal Facility — funding application for feasibility study [B. Kravitz, Hampton]
D. State Rail Plan Update: [P. Griffin, Windham]
E. Other

9:15 XL Other Business

XIl. Adjourn

Atkinson Brentwood Danville EastKingston Epping Exeter Fremont Greenland Hampstead Hampton HamptonFalls Kensington Kingston New Castle
Newfields Newington Newton North Hampton Plaistow Portsmouth Rye Salem Sandown Seabrook South Hampton Stratham Windham



DIRECTIONS TO PLAISTOW PUBLIC LIBRARY
85 Main St., Plaistow

From NH 125: Take NH 121A (Main Street, Plaistow) east/south bound at its northerly intersection with

NH 125. The Library if approximately 1.5 miles from the intersection on the left just past Pollard Rd. The
main meeting room has an outside entrance adjacent to the side parking lot.

A: 85 Main St, Plaistow, NH 03865-3010
MarQuUEST o N\ { i
7 Nge |
@ _— | "7:_\5;}1‘.‘ . \\\‘%n.mmm
; oA (28
pﬁfwmer —— N %
- @21y . W ll .
7 d \ T ey |
[ 4 oiandcmn d‘lm "E-Ill_—_ —r 3 Kensington
- il Qq_k_____ -
wille el 105
. A QDan ille o_a,,.'_,!w, '\-._\:_‘__\_-_s.' ot R
QWptt Ampstead n”‘_‘_‘_!_l.wb ,-C' d ey
Pesry Fast Hompstead, i i
! i South Hampear ™,
Tatand v / Newaon 7 50
i o ) Newtan J_qjimm B "I' ]
Pond X ’ ¥ . ,' o g M
o \ e ¢-"’. /“ bt
“'I‘. :rNort\h Salem cAmn!nn ( Plaistow ;‘ (_’!_!_Bﬂ @ =3
w = { : i 5 b, Merrimac .
|\|l ,j A : w;mulluu 1_\\& j /
| g "N\%L M
Lo a3
o
5 i A: 85 Main 5t Plaistow,
by 2 : E amn
MAPQUEST Z _ ; —"m"
(5 %1 8
. & Re i
D\ P AN ooy % -
J‘/f’f' S AN Y Ao %
4 : .
F 4

© 200% MapQuest In R Ll \

e Plaistow G
(23 & v Town Hall i
&
h 4 &
{ -'é} ﬂ\&_o Dawis Park
w2 % 5 ef Chadwick Ave
%g o £ ast Ra westle RE L oy MNE
w,}eﬁ% {?? .@-‘;& 1 P e
ﬁ__# \?\‘3‘ . Pollard Rg
; &
%, .
%e%
= Plaistow Library
; A 85 Main Street
&2
— il
_ Jg
= Yomay 5 @
& m“" - 1
© 2009 MapQuest Inc Z Py

Map Data © 2009 MNAVTEQ or TeleAtlas

































































































Rockingham Planning Commission Page 8 of 9

in the 10 year Plan as a replacement until those funding options have been determined.
PROJECT BENEFITS: Improved capacity and access on NH 1A between Seabrook and
Hampton Beach as well as delay reductions. Improved evacuation capacity during coastal
evacuation emergencies. Improved pedestrian and bicycle access, new bridge structure
replacing 60 year old structure. RECOMMENDATION: Add a feasibility study to the 10 Year
Plan for this Project. In the short term, the Town, MPO and NHDOT should collaborate on a
feasibility study and financial plan for carrying out a full bridge replacement. Such study
should include a financial plan, cost- benefit analysis and required timeframe for
replacement based on the life added to the bridge from the current rehabilitation.

2. Portsmouth — Maplewood Avenue bridge over North Mill Road ($1.1-2.2 million): has the

second lowest sufficiency rating (27.5) in the region. BENEFIT: Repairs structurally deficient
bridge. RECOMMENDATION: Add to 10 Year Plan as Bridge program funding permits.

3. Fremont — Martin Road Bridge over Piscassic River (unknown): has the lowest sufficiency

rating (17.2) of the bridges in the region that are not already programmed for replacement or
rehabilitation. BENEFIT: Replaces/repairs structurally deficient bridge. RECOMMENDATION:
NH DOT work with Town of Fremont to determine scope of repairs, cost, and schedule via
the Bridge program

4. South Hampton — Hilldale Avenue bridge over the Powwow River ($0.6-0.88 million) has

the third lowest sufficiency rating in the region (29.7) BENEFIT: Replacement of structurally
deficient bridge. RECOMMENDATION: Add to 10 Year Plan as Bridge program funding
permits.

5. Brentwood — Reconstruct South Road Bridge over Little River ($0.540 million): This

municipal bridge is progressively deteriorating and is in need of repair. Current Sufficiency
Rating is 61.7. This project is recommended to be added to the State Aid Bridge program.
BENEFIT: Reconstructed bridge structure. RECOMMENDATION: Add to 10 Year Plan via
State Aid Bridge program as funding permits.

Transit Projects

Transit projects are listed separately in the Long Range Plan, as they are typically funded either
through annual grant allocations of FTA funding directly to COAST and CART (Core Services which
are ongoing priorities and not detailed here); or as start-up service expansion projects funded
through the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality program or other sources. Three regional priority
projects: expansion of COAST and Wildcat bus services along the Spaulding Turnpike corridor, the
extension of MBTA service into Plaistow, and the East-West bus service along NH 101, were funded
in the latest CMAQ round and have been removed from this listing. The following are the remaining
priorities identified among proposed service expansions are based on regional plan
recommendations and community requests.

1. COAST Route 1 Service ($1.2-1.6 million for capital and 3 years operating expenses) - This

project would extend service south on Route 1 between Portsmouth and Seabrook.
RECOMMENDATION: Proposed for CMAQ program provided adequate commitment of local
match by corridor communities

2. ACT Regional Transit Brokerage Initiative - Regional brokerage initiative coordinating

demand response service in Strafford and Eastern Rockingham Counties. RECOMMENDATION:
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FTA New Freedom mobility management funding secured for start-up, and recommended
for ongoing assistance.

A Financially Constrained Proposal

As shown in the attached table (Attachment #3), the projects that are being put forward from the
RPC total approximately $33.8 million ($25.2 million in Federal funds, $7.8 million in State funds,
and $.68 million in local /private funds) in current costs, and approximately $50.6 million when
adjusted for inflation (see attached Table). This is under the amount of funding expected to be
available during that time period given current funding assumptions and Federal and State costs
could be further reduced by development activity in the region which could offset expenditures,
particularly on the NH 125 and US 1 corridors given recent growth patterns. We believe this to be a
conservative program when considering our assumptions of flat revenue but inflationary costs
however it does not account for budget proposals currently in the legislature at either the State or
Federal level and the resulting changes in revenues that various proposals include. Significant
changes in expected revenues for the transportation program would require revisiting priority lists
to match projects with available funding.

It is not expected that all or even most of these projects could be funded via the Ten Year Plan
immediately. However, by communicating regional project needs to NH DOT on a more broad scale,
we are hoping to provide other opportunities to fund projects.

JAUPWP5-Administrative\RPC Policy\10-11\4_13 11 Meeting\Draft_10YP_Submittal2011.docx



Rockingham Planning Commission Prioritized Project Recommendations April, 2011

Year of
Base Cost Federal State Local/ Year of Year of ConstCost Federal State Local/ Project Project
Community Street Description (millions)  Share Share Other Estimate Const (millions)  Share Share Other Type Score  Rank

INTERREGIONAL PROJECTS

From Regional ITS Architecture: Signal
coordination and control along congested

Epping | NH125 fcorridor. Includes remote control of signals, 0522 | 0418 | 0104 | 0000 | 2008 | 2012 | 0592 | 0474 { 0118 | 0000 | [Nt | 83 2
network surveillance and monitoring, and

emergency routing capabilities

From Regional ITS Architecture: Signal
coordination and control along congested

Plaistow NH 125 icorridor. Includes remote control of signals, 0.672 0.538 | 0.134 | 0.000 | 2008 2012 0.762 0.610 | 0.152 i 0.000 RE'ZITSE’AL 83 3
network surveillance and monitoring, and

emergency routing capabilities

Widen US 1 Bypass including improvements to
interchanges. Does not include red list bridges
in project #13455. Cost = Approx. $28 million. INTER.
Portsmouth ! US 1 Bypass!Includes grade separated interchange in place 28.000 22.400 5.600 0.000 2008 2020 40.862 32.689 8.172 0.000 REGIONAL 80 4
of traffic circle. At grade intersection would be

~$10.0 million less to construct.

Reconfigure NH 101 interchange with US 1

along new alignment for US 1 that parallels
INTER-

Hampton NH 101 {B&M Railroad tracks. Estimated to cost 20.000 16.000 i 4.000 0.000 2006 2020 31.085 24.868 | 6.217 0.000 EEIGRAL 70 5
approximately $20 million in 2006. From US 1
Corridor Study.
Epping NH 125 1Widen NH 125 from NH 27 north to NH 87. 3.360 2.688 0.672 0.000 2006 2019 5.060 4.048 1.012 0.000 REIZEZ-AL 61 6

57.654 42.043 12,511 3.100 83.792 62.689 17.672 3.432
REGIONAL PROJECTS

Add a 5th lane to US 1 in the vicinity of Railroad

Seabrook us1 Avenue to create a consistent 5 lane cross- 0.800 0.640 0.160 0.000 2006 2020 1.243 0.995 0.249 0.000 REGIONAL 76 1
section From US 1 Corridor Study.

Route 1 - Realign and add traffic signal at NH
84. Remove set of traffic signals at NH 88 EB
and improve roadway for bi-directional travel
usi1 on NH 88 adjacent to intersection. Add 3.200 2.560 0.640 0.000 2006 2020 4.974 3.979 0.995 0.000 : REGIONAL 72 2
streetscape/ landscape improvements. From
US 1 Corridor Study.

Hampton
Falls

US 1/NH 27 intersection improvements
Hampton us1 including bridge over B&M RR (162-142). From 4.468 3.574 0.894 0.000 2006 2020 6.944 5.555 1.389 0.000 i REGIONAL 62 3
US 1 Corridor Study. $4.468 Million




Rockingham Planning Commission Prioritized Project Recommendations April, 2011

Year of
Base Cost Federal State Local/ Year of Year of ConstCost Federal State Local/ Project Project
Community Street Description (millions)  Share Share Other Estimate Const (millions)  Share Share Other Type Score  Rank
Portsmouth|  us1 | videnand reconstruct Route 1 from 9500 | 7.600 | 1.900 | 0.000 ! 2006 ! 2019 | 14307 | 11.446 | 2.861 | 0.000 | REGIONAL | 62 4
Constitution Ave to Wilson Road
Widen to five lanes and improve the
Washington Road/Breakfast Hill Road
Rye us1 intersection with US 1. Reduce vertical rise to 2.100 1.680 0.420 0.000 2006 2020 3.264 2.611 0.653 0.000 REGIONAL 54 5
the south to improve sight distance.
. Reconstruct NH 111 from Central St in
Hgtr':;::e': o} NH111 {Hampstead to the southernmost Atkinson / 4170 | 3336 | 0834 | 0000 | 2008 | 2020 | 6.085 | 4.868 ! 1.217 | 0.000 | REGIONAL | 41 6
Hampstead town line (3.2 Mi). $4.17 Million
Connect Hobbs Road with EIm Road and
North discontinue north end of EIm Road. Provide
Hampton us1 traffic signal connection from mid-point of Elm 3.000 2.400 0.600 0.000 2006 2020 4.663 3.730 0.933 0.000 REGIONAL 41 7
road to US 1. From US 1 Corridor Study.
Realign the southern and northern intersections
North of US 1 and North Road to the south, widen to 5
Hampton us1 lanes at the intersection and install a traffic 4.800 3.840 0.960 0.000 2006 2020 7.460 5.968 1.492 0.000 i REGIONAL 40 8
signal. From US 1 Corridor Study.
Hampstead - Safety Improvements And Shoulders For NH
Sandown NH 121A {121A Between NH 111 And Sandown/ Chester 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 2002 2035 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 REGIONAL 33 9
Town Line
Realign the intersection of Prescott Road and
Brentwood i North Road iNorth road from a "Y" alignment to a "T" 0.080 0.000 0.080 0.000 2008 2010 0.085 0.000 0.085 0.000 LOCAL 27 10
alignment
32.118 25.630 6.488 0.000 49.026 39.153 9.873 0.000
LOCAL PROJECTS
Widen intersection of US 1 and Atlantic Avenue
North (NH 111) to five lanes. Add raised median at
Hampton us1 intersection and improve pedestrian crossings. 1.000 0.800 0.200 0.000 2006 2020 1.554 1.243 0.311 0.000 LOCAL 63 1

From US 1 Corridor Study.

NH 108 / Bunker Hill Avenue: Signalization And
Stratham NH 108 iTurn Lanes And Intersection Realignment. 0.471 0.377 0.094 0.000 2002 2020 0.830 0.664 0.166 0.000 LOCAL 47 3
Source: 1999-2020 LRP

Reconstruct NH 27 from NH 101 interchange to
bridge over B&M Railroad. Includes drainage, 4
Hampton NH 27 foot shoulders, granite curbed sidewalks on 5.000 4.000 0.000 1.000 2009 2020 7.070 5.656 0.000 1.414 LOCAL 37 4
both sides, and a traffic signal at Towle Farm
Road




Rockingham Planning Commission Prioritized Project Recommendations April, 2011

Year of
Base Cost Federal State Local/ Year of Year of ConstCost Federal State Local/ Project Project

Community Street Description (millions)  Share Share Other Estimate Const (millions)  Share Share Other Type Score  Rank

| the int tion Of NH 121/ D Rd
Hampstead | NH 121 | | provetheintersection /DerryRd/ 4950 | 0.000 | 0200 | 0.050 | 2008 | 2020 | 0365 | 0000 | 0292 | 0073 | LOCAL 34 5

Depot Rd In Hampstead

Reconfigure the intersection of NH 111A and
Brentwood i NH 111A iPickpocket Road from a "Y" to a "T" alignment 0.010 0.000 0.008 0.002 2008 2010 0.011 0.000 0.009 0.002 LOCAL 27 7

8.228 5.817 0.662 1.749 11.847 8.559 1.026 2.262

BRIDGE PROJECTS

Replace Draw Bridge over Hampton River. Full

cost expected to be approximately $16 million.
Hampton NH 1A . 1.000 0.800 0.200 0.000 2006 2014 1.287 1.029 0.257 0.000 BRIDGE 68 1
Currently programmed as a feasibility study

only.
e Bridge: Maplewood Avenue over North Mill
Portsmouth e Road Br.#231/103. Source: NHDOT 2004 1.100 0.000 0.880 0.220 2008 2019 1.555 0.000 1.244 0.311 BRIDGE 46 2
Bridge Aid Status Report
Martin Road over Piscassic River - 155/133.
Fremont Martin Rd {Source: NHDOT 2002 Red List Bridge Summary 0.250 0.000 0.200 0.050 2008 2020 0.365 0.000 0.292 0.073 BRIDGE 36 3
South 4, il dale Ave | o1d8€ Replacement on Hilldale Avenue over 0600 | 0000 | 0480 ! 0120 | 2008 | 2020 | 0.876 | 0.000 ! 0.700 ! 0.175 | BRIDGE 36 4
Hampton Powwow River [069/066]
Reconstruct South Road Bridge over Little River
Brentwood ! South Road 0.540 0.000 0.432 0.108 2008 2020 0.788 0.000 0.630 0.158 BRIDGE 26 5
3.490 0.800 2.192 0.498 4.871 1.029 3.125 0.717
TRANSIT PROJECTS
Service along US 1 corridor from Portsmouth to
COAST us1 Seabrook. Capital and three years operating. 1.200 0.960 0.000 0.240 2002 2012 1.644 1.315 0.000 0.329 TRANSIT 75 1
[future CMAQ].
Regional brokerage initiative coordinating
COAST TRANSIT idemand response service in Strafford and 0.298 0.238 0.060 0.000 2009 2010 0.308 0.246 0.062 0.000 TRANSIT 56 4
Eastern Rockingham Counties
8.539 7.508 0.060 0.971 9.247 7.397 0.062 1.788
Total Projects 110.029 81.799 21.912 6.318 158.783 118.827 31.758 8.199
Ten Year Plan Recommended Only  33.791 25.273 7.838 0.680 50.594 37.946 11.686 0.961
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156 Water Street, Exeter, NH 03833
Tel. 603-778-0885 ¢ Fax: 603-778-9183
email@rpc-nh.org « www.rpc-nh.org

Memorandum

DATE: April 7, 2011

TO: RPC Policy Committee
FROM: David Walker

RE UPWP for FY12 and FY13

Since the February meeting refined budget information has been received from NH DOT for the
upcoming two fiscal years. The expected amount of Federal Planning funds (PL) has been increased
and the amount of SPR has been decreased. In addition, with the current state budget, state
matching funds have been removed and replaced with turnpike toll credits. The result is an overall
9% reduction in available funding from the budget shown to commissioners in February. Some
changes to the UPWP were also discussed at the February meeting and these have been made to the
document, the most important of which is the addition of an inflation factor for the second year of
the UPWP and this was accomplished by using a 3% per year growth in costs. This reflects the
changes seen over the course of the current UPWP and translates into fewer hours of staff time
being available for the second year. All of these assumptions are reflected in the attached budget

page.

To offset the reduction in available funding as well as the addition of the inflation rate, direct
expenses were reduced by approximately $73,000 over the two years and funding for staff work
was reduced by $47,525 (approximately 580 hours) from what was presented to the MPO in
February. The Local Technical Assistance Program,

as one of the MPOs few discretionary items bears Budgeted Time By Position

much of the reduction including the elimination of Position Total 2012 2013
funding dedicated to providing engineering or Executive Director 1600 800 800
similar services. Assistant Director 80 40 40
Transp. Program Manager 3850 1925 1925
At the March 24, 2011 TAC meeting, the Sr. Transportation Planner 3850 1925 1925
UPWP was recommended for approval by the GIS Coordinator 3850 1925 1925
Policy Committee with the understanding that GIS Specialist 975 475 500
once the state budget is finalized, further Planners (3) 3145 1625 1520
adjustments may be necessary to reflect Business Manager 400 200 200
differences from current assumptions. Office Administrator 1000 500 500
Intern(s) 1000 500 500
Recommend approval of the 2012-2013 Totals 19750 9915 9835

Unified Planning Work Program.

Atkinson e Brentwood e Danville e East Kingston e Epping e Exeter ¢ Fremont e Greenland ¢ Hampstead ¢ Hampton ¢ Hampton Falls e Kensington e Kingston ¢ New Castle
Newfields ¢ Newington ¢ Newton ¢ North Hampton e Plaistow e Portsmouth e Rye e Salem ¢ Sandown e Seabrook e South Hampton e Stratham ¢ Windham



4/7/2011

FUNDING ALLOCATION, NON-PERSONNEL COSTS AND PERSONNEL COST DISTRIBUTION
ROCKINGHAM MPO -- FY 2012-2013 UPWP

2012-2013 UPWP Revenues Total 2012 2013
Total Federal Funds S 1,250,533
12-13 PL Funds S 1,040,532 $ 520,266 S 520,266
Rollover from 10-11 UPWP S 10,000 S 10,000
SPR S 61,054 $ 38,450 $ 22,604
Net Available Federal Funding $ 1,111,586 $ 568,716 S 542,870
Toll Credits (non-cash match) S 138,948 S 71,090 $ 67,859
RPC Match S 138,948 S 71,090 $ 67,859

Total Revenues (Not Including Toll Credits) $ 1,389,483 $ 639,806 S 610,729

NON-PERSONNEL EXPENSES Total 2012 2013
100 MPO Member Training, Workshops $ 1,500 S 750 S 750
100 Legal Services $ 1,500 S 750 S 750
100 Indirect Cost Rate Adjustment Set-aside $ 20,000 $ 20,000 $ -
100 Staff Training, Travel, Conferences $ 8,000 S 4,000 S 4,000
200 Congestion Management Process $ 5,000 $ 2,500 S 2,500
300 MPO Outreach Media, Meetings, Website $ 9,000 S 4,500 S 4,500
300 MPO Publications/Printing/Advertising $ 4,000 S 2,000 S 2,000
400 Data Acquisition $ 1,000 S 500 S 500
400 Equipment purchase $ 4,750 §$ 2,250 S 2,500
400 Computer Equipment $ 5,000 $ 2,500 S 2,500
400 Equipment supplies $ 1,000 $ 500 S 500
400 Traffic Volume Count Services $ 48,000 S 24,000 $ 24,000
400 Equipment repairs $ 700 S 350 S 350
400 Software (HCS+ & Trax/Petra, Other) $ 5,000 $ 2,500 S 2,500
400 Software Maintance (ESRI; TransCAD) $ 6,000 S 3,000 S 3,000
400 Model Consulting - Maintenance, Support, and upgrades $ 40,000 S 20,000 $ 20,000
400 Subscriptions & Memberships $ 3,250 §$ 1,750 S 1,500
500 Consulting Engineering & Grants for LTA $ - S - S -
NON-PERSONNEL TOTAL $ 163,700 $ S
PERSONNEL EXPENSES 2012 2013
Category 100: MPO Administration $ 132,562 S 75,312 S 57,250
Category 200: Policy and Planning $ 350,673 S 175,241 §$ 175,431
Category 300: Public Involvement $ 77,840 S 38,345 S 39,495
Category 400: Plan Support $ 153,996 $ 75,955 §$ 78,042
Category 500: Technical Assistance $ 371,691 S 183,091 S 188,600
PERSONNEL TOTALS $ 1,086,761 $ 547,944 $ 538,818
TOTAL EXPENSES
Category 100: MPO Administration $ 163,562 S 100,812 S 62,750
Category 200: Policy and Planning $ 355,673 S 177,741 $ 177,931
Category 300: Public Involvement $ 90,840 S 44,845 S 45,995
Category 400: Plan Support $ 268,696 S 133,305 $ 135,392
Category 500: Technical Assistance $ 371,691 S 183,001 S 188,600

Total Expenditures $ 1,250,461 $ 639,794 $ 610,668
Remaining Funds $ 139,021 $ 12 $ 61
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MEMORANDUM

TO: RPC MPO Policy Committee

FROM: Scott Bogle, Senior Transportation Planner
DATE: April 7, 2011

RE: Regional Transportation Needs Survey

As part of the public involvement component of developing the MPO 2013-2040 Long Range
Transportation Plan, staff have been working on an update to the Regional Transportation Needs
Survey conducted in 2008. The draft survey was reviewed with the TAC at their meeting on March
24, Revisions suggested by the TAC are being completed, and the survey and will be fielded the
week of April 11th. A copy of the revised draft questionnaire is attached and has been adapted for
online use.

The survey will be sent to a range of stakeholders involved in transportation issues at the
municipal, regional and state levels; as well as the business and non-profit sectors. This group
includes, but is not necessarily limited to, RPC Commissioners and MPO committee members;
municipal staff and elected officials; state el ected officials, and other organizationsinvolved in
the regional planning process.

The survey instrument includes many of the same questions used in 2008, though excludes
guestions on housing and energy issues from that survey that were used in the update of other
Regional Master Plan chapters. The four sections of the survey are:

1. Regional Transportation Needs & Priorities
2. Specific Transportation Improvement Needs
3. Transportation Funding

4. Demographic Information

The survey will use the SurveyMonkey online survey tool, and will be linked from the RPC website.
Initial requests to complete the survey will be sent by email and postcard, with a reminder
following a week prior to the requested completion deadline. Closing date for the survey is
currently slated for April 29, 2011.

Staff ask Policy Committee members to fill out the survey themselves, and also encourage municipal
staff, board members, state legislators and others in their communities to similarly participate.
Staff will bring the stakeholder/respondent distribution list to the April 13th meeting.

Atkinson « Brentwood « Danville « East Kingston « Epping « Exeter « Fremont ¢« Greenland + Hampstead « Hampton « Hampton Falls « Kensington ¢ Kingston « New Castle
Newfields « Newington « Newton ¢« North Hampton « Plaistow ¢ Portsmouth « Rye « Salem « Sandown « Seabrook « South Hampton « Stratham « Windham



2011 Regional
Transportation Needs Assessment Survey

The Rockingham Planning Commission (RPC) is seekipgt on the development of t2612-2035
Regional Long Range Transportation Plarfor the RPC region. This plan sets priorities fiate and
federally-funded transportation projects in ounoadgor the next 25 years; including road improvense
and maintenance, bicycle and pedestrian facilipablic transportation, and freight. The RPC region
includes 27 municipalities in Rockingham Countyteexiing from the Seacoast to the 1-93 corridor.

This survey is being sent to RPC Commissionersrdpetitan Planning Organization (MPO) committee
members; municipal staff and elected officialstes&lected officials, and other organizations imedlin
the regional planning process. The survey askgdor views on transportation issues and investment
priorities in your community and in the broader RieéGion, as well as more specific project needs.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION NEEDS

1. In what town do you live?

2. In what town do you work?

If you are a municipal employee but live in another community, please respond to the following
questions in the context of the municipality where you work

3. Transportation system:How would you rate each of the following aspectsheftransportation
system in your community? Please rate on a scdlé@b with 1 being “Poor” and 5 being
“Excellent” (Please circle the appropriate response number)

oo Excellent Don't

Know
A. Congestion levels on major roads at rush hour 1 2 3 4 5 d
B. Condition of major roads, highways and bridges 1 2 3 4 5 d
C. General traffic safety and controls on majoidsa 1 2 3 4 5 U
D. Neighborhood traffic safety 1 2 3 4 5 04
E. Availability of parking 1 2 3 4 5 d
F. Bicycle/pedestrian safety 1 2 3 4 5 U
G. Access to public transportation service 1 2 3 45 d
H. Overall Rating for Transportation System 1 2 3 4 5 U

4. In your daily experience, what is the most congesieoad segment in your community? Please
be specific as possibléExample: High Street at intersection of Portsmouth Avenue)

5. In your daily experience, what is the most dangerailocation or facility (intersection, stretch of
road, pedestrian crossing, etc) in your communityPlease be as specific as possible.

DRAFT 2011 Regional Transportation Needs & Priorities Survey 1



6. Please look at the list of transportation issudselow and tell us which you think are important to
address in the next 10 years. Please rate each issan a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being Least
Important, and 5 being Most Important

Least Most Don't
Important Important Know
A. Maintaining existing roadways and bridges 1 2 34 5 U
B. Widening existing roadways and bridges 1 2 3 4 50
C. Building new roadways and bridges 1 2 3 4 50
D. Improving intersections for safety and capacity 1 2 3 4 5 d
E. Providing real-time traffic information 1 2 3 4 5 U
F. Improving bicycle/pedestrian safety in schoate® 1 2 3 4 5 U
G. Improving bicycle/pedestrian safety in town ezat 1 2 3 4 5 U
H. Expanding public transit for seniors or othefsow 1 2 3 4 5 u
don't drive
|. Expanding public transit for commuters and the 1 2 3 4 5 u
general public
J. Expanding passenger rail service in the region 12 3 4 5 U
K. Facilitate movement of freight and goods 1 2 3 45 d

7. Which THREE of the issues listed above do you thinkre the most important for the region to
prioritize for funding improvements in the next 10years? [Write in the letters below using the
letters in the list in Question 6 in order of theirimportance to you]

1 > g

Comment Box:

SPECIFIC TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT NEEDS

This section asks about specific transportation sy&sm improvement needs in your community. This
could include intersection improvements, bridge repirs, public transit connections, sidewalks,
parking, etc. Please identify up to three priorityneeds in your community or the broader region. (If
you complete the contact information section at thend of the survey, RPC staff will follow up with
you to get further input on the needs you identify,)

Transportation System Need A

Transportation System Need B

Transportation System Need C

DRAFT 2011 Regional Transportation Needs & Priorities Survey 2























