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Introduction

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21 Century Act (MAP-21) was signed into law on July 6, 2012. MAP-21 builds upon
previous legislation, outlining and restructuring funding categories as well as the associated requirements of the Federal-aid
program for transportation. Those requirements, as codified in title 23 part 135 and 49 part 5305 of the United States Code
(USC), stipulate that each state will develop a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive statewide multimodal transportation
planning process, including the development of a statewide transportation improvement program (STIP). In New Hampshire
the STIP is updated every two years and is developed through a coordinated statewide and metropolitan planning process.

The metropolitan planning process, as defined in 23 USC parts 134 and 49 USC parts 5303, is carried out by the four
metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) in New Hampshire: Nashua Regional Planning Commission, Rockingham
Planning Commission, Southern NH Planning Commission, and Strafford Regional Planning Commission. Following the 2010
Census the Nashua Regional Planning Commission was also designated as a transportation management area (TMA). Each
of the MPOs has adopted a metropolitan transportation plan (MTP) and a Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The
MTPs were developed and approved in accordance with 23 part 450.322 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) and include
a financially constrained program of transportation projects within their regions.

The MPO TIPs are consistent with the regulations outlined in 23 CFR §450.324, including requirements related to financial
constraint, and have been incorporated into the 2013-2016 NH STIP. As there are nonattainment areas for ozone and carbon
monoxide within the MPO boundaries, applicable findings of conformity to the NH State Implementation Plan of all MPO TIPs
and MTPs have been made and documented through a process consistent with the requirements of 23 CFR part 450 and 40
CFR part 93. Summary tables for the criteria pollutants are available in Appendix C.

In the fall of 2004, the Community Advisory Committee (CAC), a diverse group of individuals, businesses, and other interested
parties, was created at the request of the NHDOT. This group held many public meetings to identify how changes in NH impact
transportation in the state and what could be done to meet the challenges. In June of 2006, the CAC produced a Long Range
Plan outlining a vision of transportation in NH. In 2010 the CAC Vision was refined and distilled to produce a new Long Range
Transportation Plan for NH, 2010-2030. The Plan was developed in accordance with the requirements outlined in 23 USC part
134.

Every two years the State of NH prepares and adopts a Ten Year Transportation Improvement Plan (10-Year Plan). The
recently approved 10-Year Plan (August 2014) was developed to be consistent with the framework established in the LRTP and




includes a list of projects for the ten-year period from 2015-2024. The process to develop the 10-Year Plan involves substantial
input from the public, elected officials, transit operators, state agencies, planning commissions, and MPOs. With the most
recent update, the emphasis on fiscal responsibility continued ensuring that the list of projects remains in line with reasonably
anticipated revenue estimates.

The 2015-2018 NH STIP has been developed through a coordinated statewide and metropolitan planning process that is
consistent with the requirements of 23 CFR §450.216. All projects designated as regionally significant by the MPOs and
through Interagency Consultation (IAC), regardless of the funding source, are included in the STIP. All surface transportation
projects that utilize resources from programs funded under title 23 USC and title 49 USC part 53, with the exception of the
programs identified in 23 CFR §450.216(g), are included in the STIP. The STIP has been constrained to the available financial
resources for 2015 through 2016 and the resources that are reasonably anticipated to be available for 2017 through 2018. To
more accurately depict the financial status of the STIP, inflation at a rate of 3.2% is included for projects, satisfying the year of
expenditure requirement in 23 CFR §450.216(]).

In accordance with the NH STIP Revision Procedures and the MPO TIP Revision Procedures, a series of minor revisions to the
NH 2015-2018 STIP have been approved during the development of the 2015-2018 NH STIP and MPO TIPs. Through an
agreement with FHWA NH Division, the MPOs, and other Interagency Consultation Partners, those minor revisions will be
incorporated into the 2015-2018 STIP.

Financial Plan

The STIP Financial Plan has been prepared to satisfy the requirements of 23 CFR §450.216 and to provide transparent
information to the public. According to federal regulations, the STIP shall include projects, or identified phases of projects, only
if full funding can reasonably be anticipated to be available for the project within the time period contemplated for completion of
the project. Additionally, in the first two years of the STIP, 2015 and 2016, funds for projects located in the nonattainment or
maintenance areas of NH must be committed or available.

This Program ensures that funding is available for all projects through the use of a variety of resources, including, but not
limited to, federal resources, with appropriate match amounts, state resources from the Highway Trust Fund and those
provided in the budget of the State of NH, turnpike revenue, and local and private revenue sources.

The NHDOT STIP Financial Constraint process is based on the following principles:




e All Federal funds obligated will be appropriately matched and the matching funds are indicated in the constraint analysis
and at the project level,;

e Federal apportionments for federal fiscal years 2015 and 2016 are based figures published by FHWA

e Federal apportionments for federal fiscal years 2017 and 2018 are estimated based on 2016 levels with annual growth
of 3.2%;

e All projects funded in the STIP are included in the analysis of STIP financial constraint;

e State match budgeted for FY 2015-2018 will be as submitted in NHDOT’s requested operating budget;

e Matching funds provided by municipalities and other sources will be committed by those entities before any work may
begin on the project;

e Advance Construction (AC) may be used at the State’s discretion in accordance with Title 23, Section 115;

e Turnpike Toll Credits may be used to provide the non-federal match requirements of a project provided that credits are
available.

e GARVEE bonds or other bonding mechanisms may be used to fund specific projects within the STIP where those funds
can be considered to be reasonably anticipated to be available or are available.

e To estimate year of expenditure dollars for future years in the STIP, an annual inflation rate of 3.2% is applied for each
year beyond the current.

e The STIP will be constrained by year to estimated or actual apportionment levels.

e By funding category, apportionment balances from previous years as well as the transfer flexibility inherent within
SAFETEA-LU will be utilized as necessary.

Working with the FHWA Resource Center, the NHDOT developed an annual estimated rate of inflation of 3.2%. That rate is
based on historical trends over a 20-year period as published in the FHWA report Price Trends for Federal-aid Highway
Construction. The 3.2% annual rate was used by the NHDOT in the development of the 2015-2024 10-Year-Plan to help
account for the effects of inflation on the overall program. Similarly, in the 2015-2018 STIP that rate is applied to all projects
beginning in 2015 and compounded annually for 2015 and 2016. For projects planned as advance construction, the entire
construction cost is inflated in the year of advertising and not compounded in each year of anticipated conversion.

Federal Resources

The majority of federal resources are allocated to the states through annual apportionments outlined in the active transportation
bill, MAP-21. In addition to the apportionment, the federal government establishes, on an annual basis and in accordance with
Public Law 112-141, a “limit on obligations” that functions as a ceiling on the amount of funds that may be requested in a fiscal




year. Figure 1 outlines the trend over recent years for both apportionments and limitation on obligations for NH in the core
apportioned programs.

Figure 1 — Trends in NH’s Apportionment & Limit on Obligations

$200,000,000

$190,000,000 —— = = Apportionment

Limitation on Obligations /]

$180,000,000 +——

$170,000,000 7

$160,000,000 ! \

$150,000,000 r

-
$140,000,000 !l " S - . /

$130,000,000 z

$120,000,000

$110,000,000

le0,000,000 T T T T T T T T T T
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

In addition to annual apportionments, states may receive federal resources for transportation projects through other programs.
Funding from these programs is typically contingent upon successful application for a specific project or projects. As there can
be no reasonable assumption made that an application will be successful, FHWA guidance indicates that these funding sources
should not be considered “available” or “committed” for purposes of financial constraint. The 2015-2018 NH STIP has been
developed to be consistent with the guidance and does not include any revenue assumptions for such programs.

A third source of revenue for projects from the federal government is made available through congressional earmarks.
Earmark funds are not subject to many of the limitations that normal apportionments are and may be moved between fiscal
years based on availability and project schedule without adherence to the limitation on obligations. As such, the 2015-2018




STIP was developed with the assumption that earmark funds that have already been designated will be available for the
identified project when the project is ready to move forward. Federal guidance also specifies that future earmarks that have not
yet been approved by Congress may not be assumed as revenue in a STIP. Consistent with that guidance, the NH STIP
includes only approved and designated earmark funds.

State Resources

Per RSA 9:4, it is required that every state agency submits to the Commissioner of Administrative Services two budgets
biennially for consideration:

On or before October 1(of all even years -October 2012), an operating budget that shows maintenance expenditures necessary
for the agency. Maintenance expenditures are defined as “the cost of providing the same level of service authorized and
funded in the preceding fiscal year, incorporating changes in the population, economic conditions, and other factors outside the
control of the accounting unit”.

In addition, on or before November 15 prior to each biennial legislative session, all departments of the state shall transmit to the
commissioner of administrative services, a reduction level expenditure estimate for each fiscal year of the ensuing biennium for
administration, operation, and program services, including costs for workers' compensation and unemployment compensation.

By June 30 of the following odd numbered year, the Governor and Legislature make the final recommendations and approvals
of the agency budgets, based on their reviews, and the normal legislative process.

Agency budgets are to be built from the bottom-up using a zero-based budgeting approach. With this zero-based budgeting
approach, it is ensured agencies review all program areas. This should aid in prioritization, determining the effectiveness of
programs, and identifying areas where efficiencies can be achieved.

In 2014, New Hampshire SB 367 was signed into law; this bill which increases the gas tax in order to allow the issuance and
payment of general obligation bonds to widen [-93, and to provide additional funding for the district rehabilitation program, the
district resurfacing program; the state bridge aid program; and the highway and bridge betterment program.

For STIP planning purposes, the 2015-2018 budget contains the best information NHDOT has available as to anticipated state
revenue, as well as total expenditures that are planned as part of the budget. If there were changes in the budgeted amounts
within NHDOT’s budget for Federal-aid projects, then it would be appropriate for the STIP Financial Constraint to be updated,




adjusting project schedules to meet the projected resources. Any project changes in the STIP would require appropriate
amendments, including coordination with MPQO’s, FHWA, FTA, EPA and other agencies as required.

Toll Credits

Federal regulations (23 USC §120) allow a State to use toll credits toward the non-Federal match requirement of a
project, provided that the project is listed in the STIP. These credits are based on toll revenues that are generated and
used by public, quasi-public, and private agencies to build, improve, or maintain highways, bridges, or tunnels that serve
the public purpose of interstate commerce. Such public, quasi- public, or private agencies shall have built, improved, or
maintained such facilities without Federal funds.

To receive these toll credits, a State shall show that it has maintained its non-Federal transportation capital expenditures
in accordance with the given requirements. NHDOT has shown that they have met these requirements in the past, and

has utilized toll credits to match federal funds. Consistent with existing practices, the 2015-2016 STIP identifies the use

of toll credits by project and accounts for the use as part of the financial constraint information.

At the end of federal fiscal year 2014 NH had a balance of toll credits in the amount of $309M (pending FHWA approval);
this amount far exceeds the 20% match required of State. The total amount of toll credits for all four years of the STIP is
$112M. Identified at the project level in the STIP, NHDOT may coordinate with FHWA to use toll credits on a case-by
-case basis in any of the STIP years. The use of this matching mechanism will be documented in the STIP as
Amendments are published

Advance Construction

Under the provisions of 23 USC part 115(a) and as further outlined in 23 CFR §630, the State may utilize Advance
Construction (AC) on Federal-aid projects with the approval of FHWA. Guidance from the FHWA Resource Center has
indicated that the cumulative amount of AC should remain below 12 times the annual apportionment of federal funds for
FHWA programs. Advance construction is subject to approval from FHWA and will be tracked as normal Federal-aid
projects are in the federal Financial Management Information System.

Projects have been identified in the 2015-2018 STIP that are anticipated to utilize the flexibility of AC. Additionally, the
conversion of the anticipated AC to normal Federal-aid has been listed for each project by fiscal year and is included in
the financial constraint analysis. The NHDOT has assumed a conservative approach for AC with a standing goal to




ensure that conversions to Federal-aid remain ahead of actual project expenditures. The STIP must remain financially
constrained if there are any modifications to the anticipated AC conversion schedules of projects.

Beginning in the summer of 2009 the NHDOT revised the process of AC to include preliminary engineering and right of
way. All active projects were updated with the appropriate AC amount for all phases resulting in an increased AC
balance.

Figure 2 — Trends in Advance Construction
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Turnpike Authority

Pursuant to 23 CFR §450.216(h) a STIP must contain all regionally significant projects regardless of funding source. On
the turnpike system most capacity related improvements or system expansions qualify as regionally significant as
defined in federal regulations. The determination of regional significance is made at the MPO level, or by the DOT in
rural areas, with input through Interagency Consultation. As the 2015-2018 STIP contains all projects that have been
identified as regionally significant, several projects on the turnpike system are listed.

Additionally, the federal regulations governing the MPO TIPs, MTPs and the associated air quality conformity
determination for nonattainment and maintenance areas, including 23 CFR §450.324(i) and 40 CFR §93, stipulate that
the availability of funds must be demonstrated for all included projects. To provide information to the MPOs and to
demonstrate financial constraint of the STIP, anticipated revenue and expenditures for the turnpike system have been
documented in the Financial Constraint Summary tables. As illustrated in those tables, the turnpike system is financially
constrained overall within each year of the STIP.

Bonds

The State of NH, through action of the legislature, has the ability to issue and utilize Grant Anticipation Revenue
Vehicles (GARVEE) up to an amount equal to $445,000,000 for construction associated with the improvement and
expansion of Interstate 93 from Salem to Manchester. A GARVEE is essentially a bond issued by the state with the
presumption that federal funds will continue to be available to pay for debt service in the future. GARVEE bonds provide
a short-term influx of funding to advance projects that may otherwise take many years to construct. GARVEE bonds
may only be issued with the concurrence of FHWA.

A memorandum of agreement is issued between the NHDOT, NH Treasurer, and FHWA to facilitate each bond
issuance. In November of 2010 the first bonds were issued for the Salem to Manchester project totaling nearly $80m.
Since then an additional $115m of GARVEE bonds has been issued for the 1-93 project. With a proven track-record of
GARVEE bond issuance and management, additional bond funds are assumed for various portions of the 1-93 Salem to
Manchester project in the 2013-2016 STIP. The financial constraint information reflects the anticipated use of GARVEE
funds for the 1-93 projects, including the applicable debt service costs. The project list identifies the construction cost of
each project as well as the relative share of interest costs.




General Obligation (GO) bonds are another type of bond available to the NHDOT. In contrast to GARVEE bonds, GO
bonds are issued against state revenue rather than federal funds. As part of Senate Bill 367 a portion of the NH road toll
increase is available for the repayment of GO bonds for the I-93 Salem to Manchester corridor projects and the addition
of Exit 4A on 1-93.

The NHDOT strives to meet the financial challenges of the State’s transportation system, all potential revenue sources
will continue to be evaluated. In the event that new financing techniques are used to meet the funding requirements of
any Federal-aid projects, the STIP will be updated accordingly.

Operations & Maintenance

As outlined in 23 CFR §450.216(m), the STIP must include financial information on revenues and expenditures to
adequately operate and maintain Federal-aid highways. To satisfy that requirement, system-level estimates for
operations and maintenance of the Federal-aid system are provided in the Financial Constraint Analysis Summary tables
for each year of the STIP. The estimates provided include funds for all anticipated needs for the regular maintenance
and operation of the Federal-aid system in NH. The NHDOT asserts that the Federal-aid system in NH is adequately
maintained through the maintenance and operations budget of the Department and through the more substantial
maintenance and preservation projects funded through specific state and Federal-aid categories.

Other Resources

The 2015-2018 NH STIP documents the amount of funds contributed by other sources to match Federal-aid funds for every
project. Other sources of funds to match Federal-aid dollars are typically municipalities, but also include private entities, other
public entities, and other states. Other sources of funds for projects in nonattainment or maintenance areas in the first two
years of the STIP will be listed only if funding has been committed.




Public Involvement

The continual and coordinated planning process in NH involves substantial public involvement throughout the entire process.
Beginning with the development of the statewide LRTP and the regional MTPs, public outreach and input serves as the basis to
create the overall framework for transportation planning in the State. For the development of the 10-Year Plan more than 30
public hearings were held throughout the State that were attended by over 450 members of the public. Following the approval
of the 10-Year Plan, the MPOs continued public outreach efforts, consistent with federal regulations, for the development of
each MPOs TIP.

The development of the NH STIP is the last step in the continuing transportation planning process. A public comment period
for the 2015-2018 NH STIP was held during the months of September and October of 2012. The notice was posted in a
statewide newspaper, on the internet and through each of the nine regional planning commissions.




STIP Revisions

In March of 2008 the NHDOT adopted and both FHWA and FTA approved STIP Revision Procedures (Appendix A) for the NH
STIP. Those procedures outline thresholds and protocols for revisions to the STIP in the form of both minor revisions and
major revisions. The Procedures also established an Expedited Project Selection Procedure, to advance or delay projects, for
the non-MPO areas of NH. Subsequent to the development of these procedures at the statewide level, each of the 4 MPQOs
adopted similar procedures resulting in improved consistency and coordination between STIP and TIP revisions.

Major Revisions to the STIP and TIPs in the form of Amendments will be processed as outlined in Figure 3. The dates listed
indicate when the proposed Amendments will be ready for public comment.

Figure 3 — Amendment Schedule
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NH STIP 2015-2018
Financial Constraint Documentation

Fiscal C int-Antici d

with Match Versus Programmed Funding For Projects Within the STIP

2015
Improvement Program

2016
Improvement Program

Federal Resouces State Resource | Local/Other Resource Total Resource Total Programmed Federal Resouces State Resource [ Local/Other Resource Total Resource Total d
Available Available Available Available Programmed Available Available Available Available Inflated
FHWA (Federal-Aid with Match)
Bridge Off System S 3,672,842.52 | $ - s - s 3,672,842.52 [ $ 1,564,849.84 | $ 3,790,373.48 [ $ - s - s 3,790,373.48 | § 7,053,348.48
Bridge On System $ - s - s - s - s 24,000.00 | $ - s - s - |8 - B =
Bridge On/Off System $ - s - s 70,000.00 | $ 70,000.00 | $ 8,881,497.96 | $ - s - s 690,000.00 | $ 690,000.00 | $ 15,403,219.20
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program $ 9,883,163.83 | $ - s 252,218.96 | $ 10,135,382.79 | $ 8,534,037.58 [ $  10,199,425.07 | $ - s 329,067.00 | $ 10,528,492.07 | $ 6,775,001.31
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $ 8,813,692.22 | $ - s - s 8,813,692.22 [ $ 8,100,000.00 | $ 9,095,730.37 | $ - s - s 9,095,730.37 | $ 8,359,200.00
Interstate Maintenance $ -8 - s - s - s 5,124,404.30 | $ - s - s - s - B 5,364,139.21
National Highway System $ 51,769,470.03 | $ - s 450,000.00 | $ 52,219,470.03 | $ 38,362,401.99 [ $  53,426,093.07 | $ - s - s 53,426,093.07 | $ 48,066,636.23
NSTI National Summer Transportation Institute $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 33,000.00 | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 34,056.00
Recreational Trails $ 1,255,265.02 | $ - s - s 1,255,265.02 | $ 1,255,280.00 | $ 1,295,433.50 | $ - s - s 1,295,433.50 | $ 1,295,448.96
Redistribution $ 561,527.29 | $ - |8 - s 561,527.29 | $ 2,143,083.86 | $ 579,496.16 | $ - s - s 579,496.16 | $ =
Restoration $ - s - s - s - s 716,713.60 | $ - s - s - s - B =
Safe Routes to School $ - s ] - s - s 676,696.39 | $ -8 - s - s - B 1,492,971.70
TAP - Transportation Alternatives $ 2,433,051.58 | $ - s - s 2,433,051.58 | $ 493,960.00 | $ 2,510,909.23 | $ - s - s 2,510,909.23 [ § 2,683,200.00
Transportation and Community and System Preservation $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 220,000.00 | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
STP-5 to 200K $ 5,598,576.51 | $ - s 128,400.00 | $ 5,726,976.51 | $ 2,612,774.55 | $ 5,777,730.96 | $ - s - s 5,777,730.96 | $ 3,710,883.54
STP-Areas Less Than 200K $ 8,534,433.60 | $ - s - s 8,534,433.60 | $ 1,859,340.03 | $ 8,807,535.48 | $ - s - s 8,807,535.48 [ $ 175,905.64
STP-Areas Over 200K $ 1,495,222.50 | $ - s - s 1,495,222.50 | $ 2,919,858.79 | $ 1,543,069.62 | $ - s - s 1,543,069.62 | $ 4,438,603.27
STP-DBE $ ] - s - s - s 90,000.00 | $ -8 - s - s - B 92,880.00
STP-Enhancement $ - s - |8 737,108.25 | $ 737,108.25 | § 7,992,393.50 | $ - s R -8 - |8 =
STP-Hazard Elimination $ - s - s - s - s 560,000.00 | $ - s - s - s - B =
STP-Non Urban Areas Under 5K $ 8,764,611.73 | $ - s - s 8,764,611.73 | $ 1,420,800.00 | $ 9,045,079.30 | $ - s - s 9,045,079.30 [ $ 4,117,269.27
STP-Off System Bridge $ 2,935,857.09 | $ - ls - |8 2,935,857.09  $ 48,400.00 | $ 3,029,804.52 | $ - s - |8 3,029,804.52 | § 504,028.80
STP-Rail $ 1,099,999.54 | $ - s - s 1,099,999.54 | $ 1,146,600.00 | $ 1,135,199.52 | $ - s - s 1,135,199.52 | $ 1,179,576.00
STP-Safety $ 662,757.15 [ $ - s - s 662,757.15 | $ 13,200.00 | $ 683,965.38 [ $ - s - s 683,965.38 | $ -
STP-State Flexible $ 50,623,418.06 | $ - s 2,473,246.00 | $ 53,096,664.06 | $ 37,479,582.65 [ $  52,243,367.44 | $ - s 594,755.43 | $ 52,838,122.87 | $ 26,067,788.12
$ - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s -
TIGER Grants $ 25,378,000.00 | $ - s - s 25,378,000.00 | $ 25,378,000.00 | $ - s - s -8 - |8 =
Bridge Special $ 1,381,040.00 | $ - s - s 1,381,040.00 | $ 1,381,040.00 | $ 549,600.00 | $ - s - s 1,425,233.28 | § 1,425,233.28
National Scenic Byways $ 400,000.00 | $ -8 - s 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ - s - s 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00
FHWA Earmarks $ 8,998,706.01 | $ - s - s 8,998,706.01 | $ 8,998,706.01 | $ 4,237,199.63 | $ - s - s 8,998,706.01 | $ 8,998,706.01
Local Technical Assistance $ 250,000.00 | $ - |8 - s 250,000.00 | $ 250,000.00 | $ 20,000.00 | $ - s - s - |8 =
Training and Education $ 144,931.00 | $ - s - s 144,931.00  $ 144,931.00 | $ 144,931.00 | $ - s - s 144,931.00 | $ 144,931.00
National Highway (NHPP) Exempt $ 2,070,965.00 | $ - s - s 2,070,965.00 | $ - s 2,070,965.00 | $ - s - s 2,070,965.00 | $ -
Toll Credit $ - s - s - s - 1$ 25,495,114.90 | $ - 13 - s - s - B 23,718,229.40
Total| $ 196,727,530.68 | - IS 4,110,973.21 $ 200,838,503.89 [ $ 194,320,666.95 | $  170,585,908.74 | $ - IS 1,613,822.43 [ $ 177,816,870.82 [ § 171,501,255.41
FTA (Federal-Aid with Match)
FTA 5307 Capital and Operating Program S 5,349,364.00 | $ - s - s 5,349,364.00 | § 10,417,971.78 [ S 13,632,473.18[ $ - s - s 13,632,473.18 [ § 14,068,712.32
FTA 5305 Metro Planning $ 356,020.00 | $ - s - s 356,020.00 | $ - s - s ] - s - |8 =
FTA 5309 Capital Funding Program - Formula $ ] -8 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ 1,600,000.00 | $ - |8 - s - s - |8 =
FTA 5310 Capital Program $ 686,218.00 [ $ - s 513,074.80 | $ 1,199,292.80 | $ 2,052,299.20 | $ 2,117,972.80 | $ - s 529,493.20 | $ 2,647,466.00 | $ 2,185,747.93
FTA 5311 Capital and Operating Program $ 2,699,851.00 | $ - s 1,668,310.00 | $ 4,368,161.00 [ $ 6,673,240.00 | $ 6,886,784.00 | $ - s 1,721,696.00 | $ 8,608,480.00 [ $ 7,107,161.09
FTA 5339 Alternatives Analysis $ 1,291,419.00 | $ - s 511,294.60 | $ 1,802,713.60 | $ 2,045,178.40 | $ 2,110,624.00 | $ - s 527,656.00 | $ 2,638,280.00 | $ 2,178,163.97
Prior Grant Funds $ 9,313,137.98 | $ - 13 - 13 9,313,137.98 | $ - |3 791,931.32 | $ - 13 - s S
Total| $ 19,696,009.98 | $ - IS 3,092,679.40 | $ 22,788,689.38 | $ 22,788,689.38 | 5 25,539,785.30 | - IS 2,778,845.20 | $ 27,526,699.18 | $ 25,539,785.30
FHWA/FTA Total[ $ 216,423,540.66 | - I3 7,203,65261 $ 223,627,19327[ $ 217,109,356.32[ $  196,125,694.03[ $ - I3 4,392,667.63 [ $ 205,343,570.00[ 197,041,040.72
Innovated Financing
GARVEE Bond Funds $ - [S 22,241,725.08[ $ - I3 22,241,725.08 [ $ 22,241,725.08[ $ 773,779.82 [ $ - I3 - I3 773,779.82 [ $ 773,779.82
Total| $ - |'s 22,241,725.08]s - s 22,241,725.08 | § 22,241,725.08 | § - s - s - s - | -
StateFund Sources
Turnpike Capital S - [$ 41,589,091.32[ % - s 41,589,091.32 [ § 41,589,091.32 - [$ 40,863,045.00]$ - Is 40,863,045.00 [ $ 40,863,045.00
Turnpike Program $ - |$ 27148551 % - s 271,485.51 | $ 271,485.51 | $ - s 265,248.18 | $ - s 265,248.18 | § 265,248.18
Turnpike Renewal & Replacement $ - s - s - s - S - s - s - s - s - $ =
$ - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s - s -
$ - s - s - s - IS - IS - s - s - s 5 -
Total| $ - |$ 41,860576.83 | $ - IS 41,860,576.83 | 41,860,576.83 | S - |$  41,128293.18]¢ - Is 41,128,293.18 | $ 41,128,293.18
Other Fund Sources
Municipalities S - [ - s 5,167,370.01 [ $ 5,167,370.01 [ § 5,167,370.01 ] $ - s - s 2,491,442.38] $ 2,491,442.38[ 2,491,442.38
Total| $ - [ - s 5,167,370.01 | $ 5,167,370.01 | $ 5,167,370.01 | $ - [ - s 2,491,442.38] $ 2,491,442.38 [ $ 2,491,442.38
ALL SOURCES TOTAL[ $ 216,423,540.66 [ $ 64,102,301.91] $ 12,371,022.62 [ $ 292,896,865.18 | $ 286,379,02824[$  196,125,694.03 [ S 41,128,293.18[ $ 6,884,110.01 ] $ 248,963,305.56 | $ 240,660,776.28




NH STIP 2015-2018
Financial Constraint Documentation

Fiscal Constraint-Anticipated Revenues with Match Versus Programmed Funding For Projects Within the STIP

2017 2018
Improvement Program Improvement Program
Federal uces State Resource Local/Other Resource Total Resource Total Programmed Federal Resouces State Resource Local/Other Resource Total Resource Total
Available Available Available Available Inflated Available Available Available Available Inflated
FHWA (Federal-Aid with Match)
Bridge Off System s 3,911,665.43 | $ - s - s 3,911,665.43 | $ 4,469,266.71 $ 4,036,838.72 | $ - s - s 3,911,665.43 | $ 5,526,298.77
Bridge On System $ - s L - s - |8 - S Rk - s R - |8 °
Bridge On/Off System $ - s - s - s - s 8,141,627.09 | $ - s - s - s - s 11,655,078.00
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program $ 10,525,806.68 | $ - s - s 10,525,806.68 | $ 4,039,617.98 | $ 10,862,632.49 | $ - s - s 10,525,806.68 | $ 4,352,454.88
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $ 9,386,793.74 | $ - s - s 9,386,793.74 | $ 8,722,546.56 | $ 9,687,171.14 | $ - s - s 9,386,793.74 | $ 7,913,554.33
Interstate Maintenance $ - S - $ - $ - $ 5,061,768.61 | $ - $ - S - $ - $ 4,784,103.30
National Highway System $ 55,135,728.05 | $ - s - s 55,135,728.05 | $ 55,209,655.10 | $ 56,900,071.35 | $ - s - s 55,135,728.05 | $ 51,656,008.14
NSTI National Summer Transportation Institute $ - S - $ - $ - $ 35,145.79 | $ - $ - S - $ - $ 36,270.46
Recreational Trails $ 1,336,887.37 | $ - s - s 1,336,887.37 | $ 1,336,903.33 | $ 1,379,667.76 | $ - s - s 1,336,887.37 | $ 1,379,684.23
Redistribution $ 598,040.04 | $ - s - s 598,040.04 | $ - s 617,177.32 | $ - s - s 598,040.04 | $ o
Restoration $ - S - $ - $ - $ - S - $ - S - $ - $ -
Safe Routes to School $ - S - $ - $ - $ 1,184,200.19 | $ - $ - S - $ - $ 1,137,573.43
TAP - Transportation Alternatives $ 2,591,258.32 | $ - s - s 2,591,258.32 | $ 2,769,062.40 | $ 2,674,178.59 | $ - s - s 2,591,258.32 | $ 2,806,761.86
Transportation and Community and System Preservation S - S - S - S - $ - S - S - S - S - $ -
STP-5 to 200K $ 5,962,618.35 | $ - s - s 5,962,618.35 [ $ 1,249,784.36 | $ 6,153,422.14 | $ - s 515,000.00 | $ 6,477,618.35 | $ 16,153,322.95
STP-Areas Less Than 200K $ 9,089,376.61 | $ - s - s 9,089,376.61 | $ 103,094.32 | $ 9,380,236.66 | $ - s - s 9,089,376.61 | $ 1,797,256.12
STP-Areas Over 200K $ 1,592,447.85 | $ - s - s 1,592,447.85 | $ 4,481,189.90 | $ 1,643,406.18 | $ - s - s 1,592,447.85 | $ o
STP-DBE $ - s - s - s - s 95,852.16 | $ - s - s - s - s 98,919.43
STP-Enhancement $ - S - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ o $ °
STP-Hazard Elimination S - $ - S - S - S - $ - S - $ - S - S -
STP-Non Urban Areas Under 5K $ 9,334,521.84 | $ - s - s 9,334,521.84 | $ 984,082.18 | $ 9,633,226.54 | $ - s - s 9,334,521.84 [ $ 3,880,455.33
STP-Off System Bridge $ 3,126,758.26 | $ - s - s 3,126,758.26 | $ 56,233.27 | $ 3,226,814.52 | $ - s - s 3,126,758.26 | $ o
STP-Rail $ 1,171,525.91 | $ - s - s 1,171,525.91 | $ 1,221,156.52 | $ 1,209,014.74 | $ - s - s 1,171,525.91 | $ 1,147,465.38
STP-Safety $ 705,852.28 | $ - s - s 705,852.28 | $ - s 728,439.55 | $ - s - s 705,852.28 | $ o
STP-State Flexible $ 53,915,155.20 | $ - s 424,000.00 | $ 54,339,155.20 | $ 40,542,340.48 | $ 55,640,440.16 | $ - s - s 53,915,155.20 | $ 39,510,049.44
$ - s L Rk - s - s L - s Rk - = =
TIGER Grants $ - s R E - s - |8 S R - s Rk - |8 S
Bridge Special $ - s L L - s - s L - s L - = =
National Scenic Byways $ 400,000.00 | $ - s - s 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00 | $ - s - s 400,000.00 | $ 400,000.00
FHWA Earmarks $ 528,000.00 | $ - s - s 528,000.00 | $ 528,000.00 | $ 199,760.00 | $ - s - s 199,760.00 | $ 199,760.00
Local Technical Assistance $ 280,000.00 | $ - s - s 280,000.00 | $ 280,000.00 | $ 150,000.00 | $ - s - s 150,000.00 | $ 150,000.00
Training and Education $ 144,931.00 | $ - s - s 144,931.00 | $ 144,931.00 | $ 144,931.00 | $ - s - s 144,931.00 | $ 144,931.00
National Highway (NHPP) Exempt $ 2,070,965.00 | $ - s - s 2,070,965.00 | $ - s 2,070,965.00 | $ - s - s 2,070,965.00 | $ o
Toll Credit $ - s - Is - s - E 24,042,513.02 | $ - Is - s - Is - E 10,924,230.11
Total[ $ 171,808,331.92 [ $ - [s 424,000.00 [ $ 172,232,331.92[ 165,098,970.96 | $ 176,738,393.87 [ $ - s 515,000.00 [ $ 171,865,091.92 [ § 165,654,177.17
FTA (Federal-Aid with Match)
FTA 5307 Capital and Operating Program S 8,988,457.67 | $ - Is - Is 8,988,457.67 | 9,572,923.14] $ - Is - Ts - Is 9,863,117.68 [ 10,840,599.67
FTA 5305 Metro Planning S - $ - S - S - S - $ - S - $ - S - S -
FTA 5309 Capital Funding Program - Formula $ - s - $ - $ - S - s - $ - |8 - $ = $ °
FTA 5310 Capital Program $ 2,185,748.00 | $ - s 546,437.00 | $ 2,732,185.00 | $ 2,327,874.08 | $ - s - s 563,923.00 | $ 2,819,615.00 | $ 2,479,241.83
FTA 5311 Capital and Operating Program $ 7,107,160.80 | $ - s 1,776,790.20 | $ 8,883,951.00 [ $ 7,569,296.82 | $ - s - s 1,833,647.60 | $ 9,168,238.00 [ $ 8,061,483.28
FTA 5339 Alternatives Analysis $ 2,178,164.00 | $ - s 544,541.00 | $ 2,722,705.00 | $ 2,319,796.94 | $ - s - s 561,966.40 | $ 2,809,832.00 | $ 2,470,639.80
Prior Grant Funds $ 1,330,360.51 | $ - Is - Is 1,330,360.51 | $ - s - Is - s - Is 2,150,698.90 | $ o
Total[ $ 21,789,890.98 | $ - [s 2,867,768.20 | $ 24,657,659.18 | $ 21,789,890.98 [ $ - [s - s 2,959,537.00 | $ 26,811,501.58 | $ 23,851,964.58
FHWA/FTA Total[ $ 217,640,735.93 [ $ = |8 3,291,768.20[ $ 220,932,504.13[ $ 186,888,861.94 | $ 186,677,601.15 [ $ EE 3,474,537.00 [ $ 208,615,800.78 ] $ 189,506,141.75
Innovated Financing
GARVEE Bond Funds S - s - [s - [s - B - [s - Is - s - [s - B 5
Total| $ - [s - [s - [s - s - I3 - I3 BB - [s - s =
StateFund Sources
Turnpike Capital B - [$ s0520611.82]$ - Is 50,520,611.82 [ $ 50,520,611.82 [ $ - [s  39,850,000.00]$ - Is 39,850,000.00 [ § 39,850,000.00
Turnpike Program $ - s 269,187.31 [ $ - s 269,187.31 [ $ 269,187.31 [ $ - s 26,445.48 | $ - s 26,445.48 | $ 26,445.48
Turnpike Renewal & Replacement S - $ - S - S - S - $ - S 396,000.00 | $ - S 396,000.00 | $ 396,000.00
$ - s L Rk - s - s L - s Rk - s =
$ - |$ - IS - IS - IS - |8 - IS - s - s - IS =
Total[ $ - [s 50,789,799.13[$ - [s 50,789,799.13 | § 50,789,799.13 [ $ - [s 40272,445.48]s - [s 40,272,445.48 | $ 40,272,445.48
Other Fund Sources
Municipalities - s - Is 451,570.18 [ $ 451,570.18 [ $ 451,570.18 [ $ - Is - s 566,038.96 [ $ 566,038.96 [ S 566,038.96
Total[ $ - s - [s 451,570.18 [ $ 451,570.18 [ $ 451,570.18 [ $ - [s - s 566,038.96 | $ 566,038.96 | S 566,038.96
ALL SOURCES TOTAL[ $ 217,640,735.93[$  50,789,799.13[ $ 3,743338.38[ S 272,173,873.43[ 238,130,231.25[ $ 186,677,601.15 [ S 40,272,445.48 [ $ 4,040,575.96 | 249,454,285.22[ § 230,344,626.18




Statewide Maintenance and Operating Budget & Toll Credits

Statewide Maintenance and Operating Budget (DOT-Operations)

2015 2016 2017 2018
State Total State Total State Total State Total
Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed
Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed

[$136,987,418 | $ 136,987,418 | $ 125,000,000 | $ 125,000,000 | $ 125,000,000 | $ 125,000,000 | $ 125,000,000 | $ 125,000,000 |

Statewide Maintenance and Operating Budget (Turnpike)

2015 2016 2017 2018
State Total State Total State Total State Total
Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed
Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed

[ $116,318,777 | $ 116,318,777 | $ 150,790,592 | $ 150,790,592 | $ 157,518,650 | $ 157,518,650 | $ 122,821,793 | $ 122,821,793 |

Toll Credit
2015 2016 2017 2018
State Total State Total State Total State Total
Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed Resources Programmed
Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed Available Programmed

[ 26,933,063 | $ 26,933,063 | $ 28,062,639 | $ 28,062,639 | $ 28,042,162 | $ 28,042,162 | $ 26,816,862 | $ 28,816,862 |




