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City of St. Charles
Consultant Selection Criteria
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Submitting Agency: 

Project Title: 

 

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) 
2015 Call for Projects 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects 

For the St. Louis, Missouri Region 

Applications Due: Monday, December 7, 2015 by 4:00 PM 

Project Application Form 



TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES PROGRAM APPLICATION FORM 

This project application form is for the bicycle and pedestrian type projects, including Safe Routes to 
School (SRTS) infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects. There is a separate project application form 
for the community improvement and environmental mitigation activities. If your agency is interested in 
applying for those activities, please obtain the application form from the East-West Gateway website: 
www.ewgateway.org, or contact the East-West Gateway staff for more information.  

Please refer to the Project Development Workbook for more information on the program requirements, 
scoring criteria, and available funding. The Project Development Workbook is available on the East-West 
Gateway website.  

The call for projects begins September 29, 2015 and ends on December 7, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. Applications 
received after the deadline will not be accepted. Submit the completed application and necessary 
attachments electronically to rachael.pawlak@ewgateway.org. Please submit one application per email. 
Electronic copies can also be delivered on a CD or USB drive. You will receive an email confirmation 
within one business day of submittal. If you do not receive confirmation or have questions about the 
application, contact Rachael Pawlak at 314/421-4220.  

Viewing and utilizing the application will require the installation of Adobe Reader. A free download of 
the software can be obtained here: http://get.adobe.com/reader/. Rename the PDF file using the 
following format: 2015TAP_[Sponsor]_[Project Name].pdf. Please save the application to your 
computer before filling out the necessary information. 

Project sponsors wanting feedback on applications may submit a preliminary copy by October 29, 2015 
to Rachael Pawlak at rachael.pawlak@ewgateway.org. East-West Gateway staff will review the 
applications submitted and will return comments by email by November 6, 2015. If a preliminary 
application is submitted for feedback, a final application must still be submitted by December 7, 2015. 

Applicants must also submit one (1) hard copy (including attachments) to: 
East-West Gateway Council of Governments 
Attention: Rachael Pawlak 
Gateway Tower 
One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600 
St. Louis, MO 63102-2451 

The information provided in this application is public record. 

If you have any questions, contact Rachael Pawlak at 314/421-4220 or rachael.pawlak@ewgateway.org.  

Applications are due Monday, December 7, 2015 by 4:00 PM 
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PROJECT CHECKLIST 
The evaluation and scoring of all projects will be based on the answers provided in the application and 
the attachments submitted.  Materials that must be submitted include: project application fee, 
application form, required signatures, detailed cost estimate, project location map, and a typical section. 
All other materials are not required, but aid in the evaluation and scoring process.  
 
The materials should be submitted in the following order. 
 
Project Application: 
  Project application fee – ½ of one percent of federal funds requested 
  Completed Transportation Alternatives Program application 

  Required signatures: Financial Certification of Matching Funds, Person of Responsible 
Charge Certification, Right-of-Way Acquisition Certification Statement, Policy on 
Reasonable Progress Certification, Notification of Title VI Requirements 

 
Attachment A: 

 Detailed cost estimate – use Estimate of Project Costs excel file provided by East-West 
Gateway 

  
Attachment B: 

 Project location map – project location will be used to determine both the PUI and EJ 
score 

   Photographs of existing conditions 
   Drawings or preliminary sketches of the proposed project  

  Typical section – not applicable for SRTS non-infrastructure projects 
 
Attachment C: 
  Bicycle and/or pedestrian police crash reports 

 Documentation of an approved or adopted plan, ordinance, and/or policy – do not 
attach entire plan documents, only include the necessary pages 

 Coordination letter from the agency with jurisdiction over facility, if applicable 
 Letters of support: endorsements or petitions from associations, boards, school districts, 

citizens, businesses, etc. 
 Documentation of public involvement process: public meeting minutes, newspaper 

clippings, press announcements, etc. 
 Student Tally Form and Parent Survey – only applicable for Safe Routes to School non-

infrastructure projects 
 
SUBMITTAL TYPE (CHECK ONE): 
 
   Preliminary application (for comments) – Due October 29, 2015 
   Final application – Due December 7, 2015 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Project Application Form 
 

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION 
Project title: 
      
Sponsoring agency: 
      

Contact information – name, title, agency, mailing 
address, phone, e-mail: 
      
 
 
 
 
 

Secondary sponsor agency (if applicable): 
      
Project type: 

 Bicycle and/or pedestrian facility 
 Safe routes for non-drivers (includes SRTS 
infrastructure projects) 

Project status: 
 New project 
 Continuation of TAP/STP-S/CMAQ project 
 Add to existing non-federally funded project 

Is this application request for a piece of a larger 
project (phase) or the entire length of project? 

 Phase 
 Full project 

TIP ID # of existing project: 
      
 
PROJECT LOCATION * Project sponsor must include a map clearly showing the exact project 

location(s) and extents in Attachment B.  
Name of street or facility to be improved: 
      
Project limits – north/west reference point, cross 
street, or intersection: 
      

Municipality and county: 
      

Project limits – south/east reference point, cross 
street, or intersection: 
      

Municipality and county: 
      

For SRTS infrastructure applications, list the names and addresses of the school(s) that will directly 
benefit from the project. *Provide support letters from the affected schools. 
      
 
 
ROADWAY INFORMATION * Provide the following information for the road(s) of the facility or 

adjoining to the off‐road facility.  
Federal functional classification of road (per East-
West Gateway): 
      

Width of outside paved shoulder (current and 
proposed): 
      

Speed limit of street (current and proposed): 
      

Number of through lanes (current and proposed): 
      

Outside lane width (current and proposed): 
       

Lane width (current and proposed): 
      

Annual Average Daily Vehicular Traffic (AADT): 
      

 

  

Nicholas.Galla
Text Box
East bridge approach slab
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PROJECT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION  
Does the sponsoring agency own and maintain this facility? If no, a letter of support for this project is 
required from the facility owner.  

 Yes  No  Unknown 
Status of right-of-way acquisition: 

 All acquired or none needed 
 In process 
 Not started 

If applicable, list the number of parcels to be acquired (all properties, permanent and/or temporary 
easements, TSCL, and other rights‐of‐way): 
      
Will the project traverse any public property, such as a public park that has used federal funds (i.e., Land 
and Water Conservation Funds) in the past? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
Does the project traverse any property owned by a railroad?  

 Yes  No  Unknown 
Estimated completion (construction) month/year: 
      
 
UTILITY INFORMATION * Project sponsor must coordinate with utilities prior to construction.  
Will the project require the relocation of any utilities?  

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, which utility companies will need to be coordinated with (i.e., electric, phone, gas, water, cable tv, 
sewer, other): 
      
 
Give details concerning potential utility conflicts, problems, or issues: 
      
 
 
MAINTENANCE INFORMATION * TAP funds are not available for on‐going maintenance activities 

such as mowing and snow removal. 
List any regular maintenance tasks anticipated over the next 25 years: 
      
 
Estimated annual cost to maintain facility and identify funding source: 
      
 
PROJECT READINESS 
Is the project identified in an approved or adopted plan, policy, or ordinance?   

 Yes  No  Unknown  
Name of adopted plan, policy, or ordinance: 
      
Adoption date of plan, policy, or ordinance: 
      
What planning has been completed to date? 

 Conceptual Plan  Preliminary Plan  Final Plan 
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PROJECT DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULE *Many stages can occur concurrently. 

Activity Description 
State Date

(MM/YYYY) 
Finish Date 
(MM/YYYY) 

Time Frame 
(Months) 

Receive notification letter 02/2016 02/2016 
Execute agreement (project sponsor and DOT) 
Engineering services contract submitted and approved 
Obtain environmental clearances (106, CE-2, etc.) 
Public meeting/hearing 
Develop and submit preliminary plans 
Preliminary plans approved 
Develop and submit right-of-way plans 
Review and approval of right-of-way plans 
Submit and receive approval for notice to proceed for right-
of-way acquisition (A-Date) 
Right-of-way acquisition 
Utility coordination 
Develop and submit PS&E 
District approval of PS&E/advertise for bids 
Submit and receive bids for review and approval 
Project implementation/construction 

FINANCIAL PLAN *Fiscal years are federal fiscal years (October 1 through September 30). Federal 

funds must not exceed 80% of the total cost.  

Activity 
Starting 

Federal Fiscal 
Year 

Total Phase 
Cost 

TAP Funds 
Requested 

Sponsor 
Share 

Sponsor Share 
Percentage 

PE/Planning/Environmental 
Studies FY $     $     $      % 

Right-of-Way FY $     $     $      % 

Implementation FY $     $     $      % 

Construction Engineering FY $     $     $      % 

TOTAL PROJECT COST $     $     $      % 

Identify the source(s) of local matching 
funds: 
Have the matching funds been secured 
(provide details): 
Has the project received funds programmed 
from other funding sources (provide 
details): 
If the project is part of a larger federally 
funded roadway or transit improvement, 
describe it: 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Provide a brief description of the purpose of the project and the scope of work. If the project can be 
broken down into constructible segments of $1,000,000, please provide information on each segment. 

COMMUNITY SUPPORT 
Describe the public involvement activities to date on the proposed project: 

PROPOSED FACILITY INFORMATION 
Describe the existing conditions of the bicycle/pedestrian environment where the proposed facility will 
be constructed (i.e., are bike lanes or sidewalks present? If so, give width of each existing facility):  

Does the proposed project incorporate any of the following bicycle-related improvements? 
Separated bike lane/cycle track/protected bike lane 

 Shared-use path/trail 
 Arterial sidepath 
 Bicycle lane 
Marked shared roadway (shared-lane markings, “sharrow”) 

 Paved shoulder 
Wayfinding, bicycle racks or parking, or other end of trip facilities 

 Other 
Describe other: 

Does the project incorporate any innovative bicycle treatments (i.e., pavement colorings, bike boxes, 
bike detection, etc.)? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, describe: 
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Does the proposed project incorporate any of the following pedestrian-related improvements? 
 Sidewalks 
 Sidewalk/roadway separation 
 Curb ramps 
Pedestrian signal heads and push buttons 

 Marked crosswalks 
Wayfinding, furniture, or other ends of trip facilities 

 Pedestrian-scale lighting 
 Other 

Describe other: 

Proposed project length – feet/miles: Proposed pavement material(s): 

Width of the proposed facility (provide width information for all proposed facility types): 

How many residential/commercial driveways are on the proposed segment? 
Residential driveways:    
Commercial driveways:     
How many streets/alleys does the proposed facility cross? 

Is there a documented safety issue for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-drivers in the project area? 
 Yes  No  Unknown 

If yes, 1) describe the documented safety issue and 2) explain the expected safety benefits of the 
project.  *Provide the police report for each crash involving a pedestrian and/or bicyclist with your 
application.  

Is the project area currently ADA compliant? 
 Yes  No  Unknown 

If no, does the project scope include upgrading facilities to ADA compliance?  *All applicants are 
required by law to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 for project accessibility. 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
Does the project incorporate any of the following traffic calming and/or design improvements? 

 Pedestrian safety 
 Speed control 
 Volume control 
 None 
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If the project incorporates any traffic calming or design improvements, describe the improvements (i.e., 
bulb‐outs, median barriers, center islands, roadway markings, improved signage and signals, etc.). Also 
explain how this improvement will reinforce a safe environment for pedestrians and/or bicyclists. 

Does the project comply with the guidelines set forth by the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities (2012, 4th Edition), the 
National Association of City Transportation Officials (NACTO) Urban Bikeway Design Guide (2014, 2nd 
Edition), and/or the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Designing Walkable Urban 
Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach?  

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If no, explain why the project will not comply with AASHTO, NACTO, and/or ITE guidelines: 

Does the project incorporate improvements to existing transit stops or stations (i.e., ADA landing pads, 
benches, shelters, etc.)? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, explain the improvements: 

Does the project improve access to transit stops, stations, park-and-ride lots, or other major transit 
facilities? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, describe how the proposed project integrates with transit service: 

Does the project serve an activity center, employment center, or community resource (i.e., a business 
district, university, college, school, retail center, medical facility, park, etc.)? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, list all major activity centers, employment centers, and/or community resources (planned or 
existing) that the project directly serves: 

Explain how the project will serve and enhance access to the activity centers, employment centers, or 
community resources identified above: 

Indicate the connectivity of the bicycle/pedestrian facilities resulting from the project: 
Project fills a gap between existing bicycle/pedestrian facilities 
Project intersects an existing bicycle/pedestrian facility 
Project extends an existing bicycle/pedestrian facility 
Project is a new isolated bicycle/pedestrian segment 
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Does the project provide a connection that reduces a barrier to use and functionality? Examples of 
barriers include: 1) natural or man‐made barriers (interstates, railroads, rivers); 2) arterial streets whose 
cross streets lack the combination of a low‐stress approach and a safe crossing; and 3) breaks in the 
street grid, forcing traffic to use arterials to access the local streets. 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, describe the barrier: 
      
 
 

Does the project include significant benefits which address water quality, energy efficiency, or other 
environmental improvements (i.e., pervious surfaces, rain gardens, LED lighting, solar powered fixtures, 
etc.)? 

 Yes  No  Unknown 
If yes, describe the environmental improvements: 
      
 
Provide any additional information that you would like to share: 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

  



 

 

 

The Safe Routes to School Non-Infrastructure (SRTS N-I) Project Application Form (pages 9-12) has been 
removed by East-West Gateway staff because the sponsor is not applying for this project type, and 
therefore the application form is empty.  
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POLICY ON REASONABLE PROGRESS 

Reasonable Progress 

For projects or programs included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), “reasonable 
progress” will have been made if the project has advanced to the point of obligating all federal funds 
programmed for that project in the current fiscal year, regardless of the phase of work (i.e., preliminary 
engineering, right‐of‐way acquisition, or plans specifications and estimates). If a project fails to obligate 
the programmed federal funds by September 30 of the current year, the funding will be forfeited and 
returned to the regional funding pot. Actual progress toward implementation is measured against the 
schedule submitted by the project sponsor in the project application. 

Policy Procedures and Enforcement 

Projects that do not obligate all federal funds by the Board approved suspense date will be removed 
from the TIP and the federal funds associated with those projects will be returned to the regional 
funding pool for redistribution. The removal of projects from the TIP will require no further Board action 
and the sponsor will have to repay any federal funds already spent if the funding is forfeited. 

If a project is realizing delays that will put the federal funding at risk of forfeiture (i.e., not meet a 
September 30 deadline), the project sponsor will have the opportunity to ask for consideration of a 
“one-time extension” in their project schedule.  The one-time extension can only be requested for the 
implementation/construction phase of the project.  The extension request will only be considered once 
a year, and has to be made before June 1 of the current fiscal year of the TIP. 

To be considered for this extension the project sponsor has to demonstrate on all counts: a) the delay is 
beyond their control and the sponsor has done due diligence in progressing the project; b) federal funds 
have already been obligated on the project or in cases that no federal funds are used for PE and/or ROW 
acquisition, there has been significant progress toward final plan preparation; and c) there is a realistic 
strategy is in place to obligate all funds. 

One-time extensions of up to three (3) months may be granted by East-West Gateway staff and one-
time extensions greater than three (3) months, but not more than nine (9) months, will go to the Board 
of Directors for their consideration and approval.  Projects requesting schedule advancements will be 
handled on a case-by-case basis, subject to available funding, and are subject to the Board adopted rules 
for TIP modifications. 

Project Monitoring 

An extensive monitoring program has been developed to help track programmed projects and ensure 
that funding commitments and plans are met. Monthly tracking reports are developed and posted on 
the East-West Gateway website, utilizing project information provided by the project sponsor, IDOT and 
MoDOT district offices. Additionally, project sponsors are contacted at least every three (3) months by 
East-West Gateway staff for project status interviews.    



18 Transportation Alternatives Program Bicycle and Pedestrian Project Application Form 

NOTIFICATION OF TITLE VI REQUIREMENTS 

Title VI 

A recipient of any federal funds from the U.S. Department of Transportation (“DOT”) must comply with 
federal statutes, regulations, executive orders, and other pertinent directives that govern 
nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs.  Below is a list of the statutes and regulations that may 
apply to a recipient’s program; however, other federal requirements regarding nondiscrimination may 
be imposed by DOT. 

A. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 78 Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000d et seq.
B. All requirements imposed by or pursuant to the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 49:

Transportation, Subtitle A: Office of the Secretary of Transportation, Part 21:  Nondiscrimination
in Federally‐Assisted Programs of the Department of Transportation—Effectuation of Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964.

As part of federal requirements, a recipient of funds from DOT must ensure that it has written policies 
and procedures in place to ensure nondiscrimination in its programs, up to and including, developing a 
Title VI Plan.   

Nondiscrimination 

A recipient of any federal funds from the U.S. Department of Transportation (“DOT”) must comply with 
federal statutes, regulations, executive orders, and other pertinent directives that govern 
nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs.  Below is a list of the statutes and regulations that may 
apply to a recipient’s program; however, other federal requirements regarding nondiscrimination may 
be imposed by DOT. 

A. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 2000d, and implementing
regulations at 49 CFR Part 21 – Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted Programs of the
Department of Transportation—Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act.

B. The equal employment opportunity provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 5332 and Title VII of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000e et seq., and implementing regulations, including;

1. 41 CFR Part 60 – Office of Federal Contract Compliance Programs, Equal Employment
Opportunity, Department of Labor.

C. Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, 20 U.S.C. §§ 1681 et seq., and
implementing regulations at 49 CFR Part 25 – Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Sex in Education
Programs or Activities Receiving Federal Financial Assistance.

D. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 29 U.S.C. § 794, and the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §§ 12101 et seq., and implementing
regulations, including:

1. 49 CFR Part 37—Transportation Services for Individuals with Disabilities (ADA).
2. 49 CFR Part 27—Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Handicap in Programs and Activities

Receiving or Benefiting from Federal Financial Assistance.
3. 36 CFR Part 1192 and 49 CFR Part 38—Americans with Disabilities (ADA) Accessibility

Specifications for Transportation Vehicles.
4. 28 CFR Part 35—Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Disability in State and Local

Government Services.





 

ATTACHMENT A 



Project Sponsor: 

Project Title:

Date:

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

Mobilization 1 LS $54,000.00 $54,000.00

Traffic Control 1 LS $180,000.00 $180,000.00

Concrete - CIP Single Faced Barrier 7,910 LF $80.00 $632,800.00

Fence on top of barriers, 15,820 LF $55.00 $870,100.00

Approach Pathways 1,700 LF $131.00 $222,700.00

$0.00
$1,959,600.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

$0.00

$0.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

$0.00

$0.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

$0.00

$0.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

Pedestrian Lighting 80 Each $3,500.00 $280,000.00

$0.00

$280,000.00

$2,239,600.00

$300,400.00

$130,000.00

$220,000.00

$0.00

$110,000.00

$3,000,000.00

22

Estimate of Project Costs

Specific Roadway Items

Specific Bicycle Items

Specific Pedestrian Items

Specific Transit Items

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL

Construction Engineering/Inspection

Project Total *

City of St. Charles

Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge On-Bridge Path

7-Dec-15

Right-of-Way

Construction Cost Total

Preliminary Engineering

Contingency

Inflation

Miscellaneous Other Items

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL



 

ATTACHMENT B  



MISSOURI ROUTE 370 DISCOVERY BRIDGE:
ON-BRIDGE SHARED USE PATHS

WB BARRIER
6FT SHARED
USE PATH

EB BARRIER
6FT SHARED
USE PATH

TRAIL CONNECTIONS

TRAIL CONNECTIONS



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

MO Route 370 Discovery Bridge Eastbound Shoulder looking East 

Bicyclists and pedestrians use the existing shoulder to cross the Missouri River along MO Route 

370 Discovery Bridge.  This project will add physical barriers to separate and protect the 

bicyclists and pedestrians from motor vehicle traffic. 

 

MO Route 370 Shoulder Pavement Condition 

Existing concrete shoulder pavement and concrete bridge decking is in good condition, 

therefore no concrete pavement improvements are included with the project.   



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound Approach - Existing Conditions 

 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound Approach – Rendering of Proposed Improvements 

This project will add physical barriers to separate and protect the bicyclists and pedestrians 

from motor vehicle traffic. 



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound Bridge Midspan - Existing Conditions 

 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound Bridge Midspan - Rendering of Proposed Improvements 

 

 



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

Western Trail Connection at MO Route 370 Westbound in City of St. Charles looking West 

Western trail connections located in City of St. Charles are in poor condition.  This project will 

replace approximately 1,700 linear feet of asphalt pathways to improve the trail connections in 

City of St. Charles. 

 

 

Eastern Trail Connection at MO Route 370 Eastbound in City of Bridgeton looking West 

Eastern trail entrances in City of Bridgeton are in good condition and no existing asphalt 

pathway improvements in City of Bridgeton are included with project. 



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound at MO River Greenway Trail Entrance looking West 

Project will add physical barriers along MO Route 370 from the western trail entrances in the 

City of St. Charles to the eastern trail entrances in City of Bridgeton. 

 

MO Route 370 Eastbound at MO River Greenway Trail Entrance looking East 

Eastern trail entrances in City of Bridgeton are in good condition and no existing asphalt 

pathway improvements in City of Bridgeton are included with project. 



 Photographs of Existing Conditions 

 

MO Route 370 Outside Barrier Bump Outs with Conduit 

Project will provide new lighting along MO Route 370 for the shared use path.  New light poles 

will utilize existing barrier bump outs and existing conduit wherever feasible. 





 

ATTACHMENT C 



MISSOURI UNIFORM ACCIDENT REPORT
 

1 - AGENCY NAME AND ORI
 

LEFT THE SCENE
 

CLEARED
 

REPORT / CASE / INCIDENT NUMBER
 

ACCIDENT
 CLASSIFICATION
 

PROPERTY DAMAGE ONLY
 

NUMBER INJURED
 

NUMBER KILLED
 

SPACE USED FOR BARCODE
 

NUMBER OF VEHICLES INVOLVED
 

ACCIDENT DATE
 

ACCIDENT TIME (MIL.)
 

TIME NOTIFIED (MIL.)
 

TIME ARRIVED (MIL.)
 

INVESTIGATION DATE
 

YES
 

NO
 

YES
 

COUNTY
 

MUNICIPALITY
 

BEAT / ZONE
 

TRP / DIST / PCT
 

INVESTIGATED AT SCENE
 

ON
 

ROAD MAINTAINED BY
 

ROADWAY DIRECTION
 

SPEED LIMIT
 

DISTANCE FROM
 

LOCATION INTERSECTING STREET OR ROADWAY
 

SPEED LIMIT
 

2 - LOCATION
 

FEET
 

MILES
 

1. STATE
 

2. COUNTY
 

3. MUNICIPAL
 

4. PRIVATE PROPERTY
 

5. OTHER
 

YES
 

NO
 

AFTER
 
BEFORE
 
AT
 

GEO - CODE
 

3 - DAMAGE TO PROPERTY OTHER THAN VEHICLES
 
GIVE OWNER’S NAME AND ADDRESS, DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY, AND DAMAGE.
 MoDOT

 

DRIVER’S FULL NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI)
 

TYPE OF
 LICENSE
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER / ID NUMBER
 

STATE
 

1. OPERATOR CLASS _____
 2. CDL CLASS _____

 

3. PERMIT
 4. UNLICENSED
 

5. MC ONLY
 YES

 
NO
 

MC ENDORSEMENT
 

POLICY NUMBER
 

INSURANCE COMPANY
 DRIVER

 VEHICLE
 

YES
 

NO
 

PROOF OF INSURANCE
 

NOT REQUIRED
 

YEAR
 

MAKE
 

MODEL
 

COLOR
 

VEHICLE OWNER NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI) / COMMERCIAL CARRIER
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

SAME AS DRIVER
 

VEHICLE DAMAGE (Circle all damaged areas)
 

V
 E
 H
 I
 C
 L
 E
 TOWED FROM

 SCENE
 

TOW CO. INFORMATION
 

INITIAL IMPACT NO.
 

4.
 
D
 R
 I
 V
 E
 R
 

YES
 NO
 

NONE
 

TOTAL NO. OF OCCUPANTS
 

NA
 

NA
 

VIN
 

YEAR
 

STATE
 

LIC. PLATE NO.
 

DRIVER’S FULL NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI)
 

TYPE OF
 LICENSE
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

DRIVERS LICENSE NUMBER / ID NUMBER
 

STATE
 1. OPERATOR CLASS _____

 2. CDL CLASS _____
 

3. PERMIT
 4. UNLICENSED
 

5. MC ONLY
 YES

 
NO
 

MC ENDORSEMENT
 

POLICY NUMBER
 

INSURANCE COMPANY
 DRIVER

 VEHICLE
 

YES
 

NO
 

PROOF OF INSURANCE
 

NOT REQUIRED
 

YEAR
 

MAKE
 

MODEL
 

COLOR
 

VEHICLE OWNER NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI) / COMMERCIAL CARRIER
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

SAME AS DRIVER
 

VEHICLE DAMAGE (Circle all damaged areas)
 

V
 E
 H
 I
 C
 L
 E
 TOWED FROM

 SCENE
 

TOW CO. INFORMATION
 

INITIAL IMPACT NO.
 

5.
 
D
 R
 I
 V
 E
 R
 

NONE
 

NA
 

NA
 

YEAR
 

STATE
 

LIC. PLATE NO.
 

6 - WITNESS
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

TELEPHONE NO.
 

NAME OF WITNESS
 

NONE IDENTIFIED
 

DISTRIBUTION:
 

COPY
 

- AGENCY FILE;
 

ORIGINAL
 

- MISSOURI STATE HIGHWAY PATROL - TRAFFIC DIVISION - P.O. BOX 568 - JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65102
 

SHP-2P 01/02
 

YES
 

NA
 

NA
 

GPS
 

LATITUDE
 

LONGITUDE
 

TOTAL NO. OF OCCUPANTS
 

NO
 

VIN
 

NO
 

1
 

8
 

15
 

16
 

17
 

18 - Undercarriage
 19 - Windshield
 20 - Burned
 21 - Towed Unit
 22 - Cargo
 

R
 E
 A
 R
 12

 

3
 

2
 

4
 

5
 

6
 

7
 

11
 

10
 

13
 

9
 

14
 

1
 

8
 

15
 

16
 

17
 

18 - Undercarriage
 19 - Windshield
 20 - Burned
 21 - Towed Unit
 22 - Cargo
 

R
 E
 A
 R
 12

 

3
 

2
 

4
 

5
 

6
 

7
 

11
 

10
 

13
 

9
 

14
 

NONE
 

N
 

W
 

PAGE ________ OF_______
 

UNKNOWN
 

UNKNOWN
 

1 8

01/13/2010

C

60
038 47 42.0

090 27 50.0

2

0300

4 01/13/2010

095

01131000216

MISSOURI STATE HIGHWAY PATROL

0

0819

01

0805

MOMHPCC00

E NA

St. Louis Bridgeton

60

0821

NA

NA

O

American Family

WD7N2M

NA

8

249099550285

1

R33

2T2HA31U95C058958

O

MO 2011

2005 Lexus

O

White

NA

NA

O

State Farm

SE9R75

NA

7

488540C1125F

1

F150

1FTRF1762WNB25468

O

MO 2011

O

1998 Ford

O

Silver

No Driver

No Driver

Clark, Ann McCormick, 104 Misty View Lane, Saint Peters, MO, 63376

Alexander, Myron Hilliard, 14 Sea Pines Court, O'Fallon, MO, 63366

Crump, Jerry Timothy, 3366 Glendale Ave, Saint Charles, MO, 63301 636-345-1938

1

1

2

2

X

X

X

MO 370

X

BRIDGE (A4557)

X

X X

X

X X

X

NA

NA

NA



MISSOURI UNIFORM ACCIDENT REPORT
 

1 - AGENCY NAME AND ORI
 

LEFT THE SCENE
 

CLEARED
 

REPORT / CASE / INCIDENT NUMBER
 

ACCIDENT
 CLASSIFICATION
 

PROPERTY DAMAGE ONLY
 

NUMBER INJURED
 

NUMBER KILLED
 

SPACE USED FOR BARCODE
 

NUMBER OF VEHICLES INVOLVED
 

ACCIDENT DATE
 

ACCIDENT TIME (MIL.)
 

TIME NOTIFIED (MIL.)
 

TIME ARRIVED (MIL.)
 

INVESTIGATION DATE
 

YES
 

NO
 

YES
 

COUNTY
 

MUNICIPALITY
 

BEAT / ZONE
 

TRP / DIST / PCT
 

INVESTIGATED AT SCENE
 

ON
 

ROAD MAINTAINED BY
 

ROADWAY DIRECTION
 

SPEED LIMIT
 

DISTANCE FROM
 

LOCATION INTERSECTING STREET OR ROADWAY
 

SPEED LIMIT
 

2 - LOCATION
 

FEET
 

MILES
 

1. STATE
 

2. COUNTY
 

3. MUNICIPAL
 

4. PRIVATE PROPERTY
 

5. OTHER
 

YES
 

NO
 

AFTER
 
BEFORE
 
AT
 

GEO - CODE
 

3 - DAMAGE TO PROPERTY OTHER THAN VEHICLES
 
GIVE OWNER’S NAME AND ADDRESS, DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY, AND DAMAGE.
 MoDOT

 

DRIVER’S FULL NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI)
 

TYPE OF
 LICENSE
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER / ID NUMBER
 

STATE
 

1. OPERATOR CLASS _____
 2. CDL CLASS _____

 

3. PERMIT
 4. UNLICENSED
 

5. MC ONLY
 YES

 
NO
 

MC ENDORSEMENT
 

POLICY NUMBER
 

INSURANCE COMPANY
 DRIVER

 VEHICLE
 

YES
 

NO
 

PROOF OF INSURANCE
 

NOT REQUIRED
 

YEAR
 

MAKE
 

MODEL
 

COLOR
 

VEHICLE OWNER NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI) / COMMERCIAL CARRIER
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

SAME AS DRIVER
 

VEHICLE DAMAGE (Circle all damaged areas)
 

V
 E
 H
 I
 C
 L
 E
 TOWED FROM

 SCENE
 

TOW CO. INFORMATION
 

INITIAL IMPACT NO.
 

4.
 
D
 R
 I
 V
 E
 R
 

YES
 NO
 

NONE
 

TOTAL NO. OF OCCUPANTS
 

NA
 

NA
 

VIN
 

YEAR
 

STATE
 

LIC. PLATE NO.
 

DRIVER’S FULL NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI)
 

TYPE OF
 LICENSE
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

DRIVERS LICENSE NUMBER / ID NUMBER
 

STATE
 1. OPERATOR CLASS _____

 2. CDL CLASS _____
 

3. PERMIT
 4. UNLICENSED
 

5. MC ONLY
 YES

 
NO
 

MC ENDORSEMENT
 

POLICY NUMBER
 

INSURANCE COMPANY
 DRIVER

 VEHICLE
 

YES
 

NO
 

PROOF OF INSURANCE
 

NOT REQUIRED
 

YEAR
 

MAKE
 

MODEL
 

COLOR
 

VEHICLE OWNER NAME (LAST, FIRST, MI) / COMMERCIAL CARRIER
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

SAME AS DRIVER
 

VEHICLE DAMAGE (Circle all damaged areas)
 

V
 E
 H
 I
 C
 L
 E
 TOWED FROM

 SCENE
 

TOW CO. INFORMATION
 

INITIAL IMPACT NO.
 

5.
 
D
 R
 I
 V
 E
 R
 

NONE
 

NA
 

NA
 

YEAR
 

STATE
 

LIC. PLATE NO.
 

6 - WITNESS
 

ADDRESS (STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP)
 

TELEPHONE NO.
 

NAME OF WITNESS
 

NONE IDENTIFIED
 

DISTRIBUTION:
 

COPY
 

- AGENCY FILE;
 

ORIGINAL
 

- MISSOURI STATE HIGHWAY PATROL - TRAFFIC DIVISION - P.O. BOX 568 - JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65102
 

SHP-2P 01/02
 

YES
 

NA
 

NA
 

GPS
 

LATITUDE
 

LONGITUDE
 

TOTAL NO. OF OCCUPANTS
 

NO
 

VIN
 

NO
 

1
 

8
 

15
 

16
 

17
 

18 - Undercarriage
 19 - Windshield
 20 - Burned
 21 - Towed Unit
 22 - Cargo
 

R
 E
 A
 R
 12

 

3
 

2
 

4
 

5
 

6
 

7
 

11
 

10
 

13
 

9
 

14
 

1
 

8
 

15
 

16
 

17
 

18 - Undercarriage
 19 - Windshield
 20 - Burned
 21 - Towed Unit
 22 - Cargo
 

R
 E
 A
 R
 12

 

3
 

2
 

4
 

5
 

6
 

7
 

11
 

10
 

13
 

9
 

14
 

NONE
 

N
 

W
 

PAGE ________ OF_______
 

UNKNOWN
 

UNKNOWN
 

2 8

C

60 090 27 50.0

2

095

0

0819

01

0805

E NA

0821 01/13/2010

038 47 42.0

0300

4 01/13/2010

01131000216

MISSOURI STATE HIGHWAY PATROL

MOMHPCC00

BridgetonSt. Louis

60

See Page 1.

Hoods, 314-291-7862

NA

 Daniel Henry Company

304

NA

O9 O

AL002-08

0

Crown Victoria

2FAHP71V09X134688

O

MO NA

OO

2009 Ford

OO

White

Hoods, 314-291-7862

S173242002

Progressive

PEOG9L

MO

O14 O

516533578

1

Monte Carlo

X

2G1WW12E319349905

O

OO

MO 2011

O

2001 Chevrolet

E

O

O

Silver

No Driver

Bryant, Steven Casey, #8 Emmons Court, O'Fallon, MO, 63366

City of Bridgeton, 11955 Natural Bridge, Bridgeton, MO, 63044

3

3

4

4

X

X

X

MO 370

X

BRIDGE (A4557)

X

X X

X

X
X

X X

Bryant, Steven Casey, #8 Emmons Court, O'Fallon, MO, 63366

X

NA

NA

NA

NA



PAGE ________ OF_______

7. COLLISION
DIAGRAM

Direction Prior to Impact
(circle one)

REPORT #_________________

Est. Speed - Fatals Only

INDICATE
NORTH

DIAGRAM NOT TO SCALEINDICATE ROAD NAMES REQUIRED UNLESS DELAYED REPORT

YES NO

8. EVIDENTIARY PHOTOS TAKEN

BY WHOM AVAILABLE FROM

YES NO

RECONSTRUCTION - Includes Narrative, Diagram, & Photo(s)

BY WHOM

WN E S WN E S WN E S WN E S

3 8

Jefferson City-Traffic Division

NA

Bridgeton Police Department

01131000216

NA NA NA NAV1 V2 V3 V4 V1 V2 V3 V4

X

X

O O O O

4

35' 7"

15' 1''

9'9''

MO 370 EB
12' Lanes

1 2 3 N

1

2
2

4

4

4

3
4

Concrete Barrier

V1 right rear tire at final rest
173' 1''
V2 right rear wheel at final rest
147'1''

V4 rear at final rest
124'2''

V3 left rear tire at final rest
101.0

 5th Area of impact with V1 and V2
168'1''

4th Area of impact with V4 and V2
138' 3''

V4 3rd Area of impact with pedestrian 1
118'6''

2nd Area of impact with V3 and V4
92' 6''

Intial Area of impact with V4 and Concrete Barrier
77'5''

Highway Sign Post
(RP)



NAME

SEAT LOCATION

XX - Not Known
P - Pedestrian
B - Bicycle
M - Motorcycle
OE - Occupant - Enclosed Load Area
OU -Occupant - Unenclosed Load Area
CP - Commercial Passenger
SV - Other (Explain in Remarks)

FR SR TR

FC SC TC

FL SL TL

INJURY

1. Fatal
2. Disabling
3. Evident - Not Disabling
4. Probable - Not Apparent
5. None Apparent
6. Unknown

TRANSPORTED

1. No
2. EMS
3. Other
4. Unknown

EJECTION

1. NA
2. No
3. Partially
4. Totally
5. Unknown

AIR BAG
FRONT

1. None / NA
2. Deployed
3. Not Deployed

SAFETY DEVICES

1. None
2. Not Used
3. Shoulder Belt Only
4. Lap Belt Only
5. Shoulder and Lap Belt
6. Child Restraint

7. Helmet Used
8. Helmet Not Used
9. Use Unknown

AIR BAG
SIDE

1. None / NA
2. Deployed
3. Not Deployed

ADDRESS
TELEPHONE NO.

SAF
DEV

AIR BAG

F

EJEC-
TION

TRANS-
PORT

INJ.
SEAT
LOC.

VEH.
NO.SEX

DATE OF BIRTH
MM-DD-YYYY

11 - OTHER OCCUPANTS & PEDESTRIANS

9 - CODES

10 - DRIVERS

(SAD = SAME AS DRIVER)

12. VEHICLE BODY TYPES
AUTOMOBILES / SPECIAL VEHICLES

6.  Small Bus (9-15 with driver)

8.  School Bus (less than 16 with driver)

9.  School Bus (16 or more with driver)

10. Motorcycle

11. ATV

12.  Motorized Bicycle

13. Pedalcycle

14.  Motor Home / Camper

15.  Farm Implements

16.  Construction Equipment

17.  Other Transport Device

18. Unknown

19. Pick-up

20.  Single-unit Truck: 2 axles, 6 tires

21.  Single-unit Truck: 3 or more axles

A.  Vehicle Pulling Another Unit(s)1-21 only

22.  Truck Tractor With No Units
23.  Truck Tractor With One Unit

24. Truck Tractor With Two Units

25. Truck Tractor With Three Units

26. Other Heavy Truck

GCVW Rating (not licensed weight) 19-26 only
Less than or equal to 10,000 lbs.

10,001 - 26,000 lbs.

Greater than 26,000 lbs.

2 Wh.

3 Wh.

4 Wh.

5 Wh. or More

7.  Bus (16 or more with driver)

14. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1.  Gases in Bulk

2.  Solids in Bulk

3.  Liquids in Bulk 

4.  Explosives

A.  Hazardous Materials' Cargo
Released / Spilled

NA

13. EMERGENCY VEHICLE INVOLVEMENT

1.  Police

2.  Fire

3.  Ambulance

4.  Other (must check "A")

A.  Emergency Vehicle on Emergency Run

NA

17. VEHICLE ACTION / SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

15. ACCIDENT TYPE

1.  On Roadway

2.  Off Roadway

1.  Animal

COLLISION INVOLVING

2.  Pedalcycle

3.  Fixed Object

4.  Other Object

5.  Pedestrian

6.  Train
7.  MV in Transport

8.  MV on Other Roadway

9.  Parked MV

NON-COLLISION

10. Overturning

11.  Other Non-Collision

TWO VEHICLE COLLISION

60. Head On

61 . Rear End

62. Sideswipe - Meeting

64. Angle

65. Backed Into
67. Other

63. Sideswipe - Passing

16. TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

1. Normal

2. Accident Ahead

3. Congestion Ahead

PAGE ________ OF_______

1.Going Straight

2.Overtaking

3.Making Right Turn

4.Right Turn on Red

5.Making Left Turn

6.Making U Turn

7.Skidding / Sliding

8.Slowing / Stopping

9.Start in Traffic

10. Start From Parked

11. Backing

12. Stopped in Traffic

13. Parked

14. Changing Lanes

15. Avoiding

16. Crossover Median

17. Crossover Centerline

18. Crossing Road

20. Ran Off Road - Right

21. Ran Off Road - Left

22. Overturn / Rollover

23. Fire / Explosion

24. Immersion
25. Jackknife

26. Cargo Loss / Shift

27. Equipment Failure

28. Separation of Units

29. Returned to Road

30. Collision Inv. Pedestrian

31. Collision Inv. Pedalcycle

32. Collision Inv. Train
33. Collision Inv. Animal (enter code - explain)

37. Collision Inv. Other Object (explain)

38. Other - Non Collision

34. Collision Inv. MV in Transport

35. Collision Inv. Parked Motor Vehicle

36. Collision Inv. Fixed Object (enter code - explain)

Unknown

33. Animal Code 

36. Fixed Object Code

NA

NA

Placard Displayed

5.  None

(Medical Treatment)

19. Airborne

Animal, Fixed Object, and Inattention Codes explained in narrative.

Unknown

33. Animal Code 

36. Fixed Object Code

S

5.  Van (8 or less with driver)

4.  Limousine (6-15 for hire)

3.  Sport Utility Vehicle

2.  Station Wagon

1.  Passenger Car

Unknown

REPORT #_________________ 4 801131000216

X

NA

13 NA

NA

NA34

NA

NANA NA

NA

NA

13 NA

NA

NA34

NA

NA34 NA

NA

1

2

Dickherber, William Ryan

11955 Natural Bridge, Bridgeton, MO, 63044
07/21/1981 M 2P1 1 314-739-75573 2 111

Clark, Ann McCormick

104 Misty View Lane, Saint Peters, MO, 63376
06/08/1953 F 1FL 3 636-447-90741 5 532

Alexander, Myron Hilliard

14 Sea Pines Court, O'Fallon, MO, 63366
12/03/1962 M 1FL 1 314-517-51932 5 512

DRIVER 1 - SAME ADDRESS AS ABOVE

DRIVER 2 - SAME ADDRESS AS ABOVE

V1 V2

V1 V2

V1 V2

V1 V2

V1

V2

X

X

X

X

NA

NA

NA

X

V1-NA

X

X

X

V2-NA

X



NAME

SEAT LOCATION

XX - Not Known
P - Pedestrian
B - Bicycle
M - Motorcycle
OE - Occupant - Enclosed Load Area
OU -Occupant - Unenclosed Load Area
CP - Commercial Passenger
SV - Other (Explain in Remarks)

FR SR TR

FC SC TC

FL SL TL

INJURY

1. Fatal
2. Disabling
3. Evident - Not Disabling
4. Probable - Not Apparent
5. None Apparent
6. Unknown

TRANSPORTED

1. No
2. EMS
3. Other
4. Unknown

EJECTION

1. NA
2. No
3. Partially
4. Totally
5. Unknown

AIR BAG
FRONT

1. None / NA
2. Deployed
3. Not Deployed

SAFETY DEVICES

1. None
2. Not Used
3. Shoulder Belt Only
4. Lap Belt Only
5. Shoulder and Lap Belt
6. Child Restraint

7. Helmet Used
8. Helmet Not Used
9. Use Unknown

AIR BAG
SIDE

1. None / NA
2. Deployed
3. Not Deployed

ADDRESS
TELEPHONE NO.

SAF
DEV

AIR BAG

F

EJEC-
TION

TRANS-
PORT

INJ.
SEAT
LOC.

VEH.
NO.SEX

DATE OF BIRTH
MM-DD-YYYY

11 - OTHER OCCUPANTS & PEDESTRIANS

9 - CODES

10 - DRIVERS

(SAD = SAME AS DRIVER)

12. VEHICLE BODY TYPES
AUTOMOBILES / SPECIAL VEHICLES

6.  Small Bus (9-15 with driver)

8.  School Bus (less than 16 with driver)

9.  School Bus (16 or more with driver)

10. Motorcycle

11. ATV

12.  Motorized Bicycle

13. Pedalcycle

14.  Motor Home / Camper

15.  Farm Implements

16.  Construction Equipment

17.  Other Transport Device

18. Unknown

19. Pick-up

20.  Single-unit Truck: 2 axles, 6 tires

21.  Single-unit Truck: 3 or more axles

A.  Vehicle Pulling Another Unit(s)1-21 only

22.  Truck Tractor With No Units
23.  Truck Tractor With One Unit

24. Truck Tractor With Two Units

25. Truck Tractor With Three Units

26. Other Heavy Truck

GCVW Rating (not licensed weight) 19-26 only
Less than or equal to 10,000 lbs.

10,001 - 26,000 lbs.

Greater than 26,000 lbs.

2 Wh.

3 Wh.

4 Wh.

5 Wh. or More

7.  Bus (16 or more with driver)

14. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

1.  Gases in Bulk

2.  Solids in Bulk

3.  Liquids in Bulk 

4.  Explosives

A.  Hazardous Materials' Cargo
Released / Spilled

NA

13. EMERGENCY VEHICLE INVOLVEMENT

1.  Police

2.  Fire

3.  Ambulance

4.  Other (must check "A")

A.  Emergency Vehicle on Emergency Run

NA

17. VEHICLE ACTION / SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

15. ACCIDENT TYPE

1.  On Roadway

2.  Off Roadway

1.  Animal

COLLISION INVOLVING

2.  Pedalcycle

3.  Fixed Object

4.  Other Object

5.  Pedestrian

6.  Train
7.  MV in Transport

8.  MV on Other Roadway

9.  Parked MV

NON-COLLISION

10. Overturning

11.  Other Non-Collision

TWO VEHICLE COLLISION

60. Head On

61 . Rear End

62. Sideswipe - Meeting

64. Angle

65. Backed Into
67. Other

63. Sideswipe - Passing

16. TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

1. Normal

2. Accident Ahead

3. Congestion Ahead

PAGE ________ OF_______

1.Going Straight

2.Overtaking

3.Making Right Turn

4.Right Turn on Red

5.Making Left Turn

6.Making U Turn

7.Skidding / Sliding

8.Slowing / Stopping

9.Start in Traffic

10. Start From Parked

11. Backing

12. Stopped in Traffic

13. Parked

14. Changing Lanes

15. Avoiding

16. Crossover Median

17. Crossover Centerline

18. Crossing Road

20. Ran Off Road - Right

21. Ran Off Road - Left

22. Overturn / Rollover

23. Fire / Explosion

24. Immersion
25. Jackknife

26. Cargo Loss / Shift

27. Equipment Failure

28. Separation of Units

29. Returned to Road

30. Collision Inv. Pedestrian

31. Collision Inv. Pedalcycle

32. Collision Inv. Train
33. Collision Inv. Animal (enter code - explain)

37. Collision Inv. Other Object (explain)

38. Other - Non Collision

34. Collision Inv. MV in Transport

35. Collision Inv. Parked Motor Vehicle

36. Collision Inv. Fixed Object (enter code - explain)

Unknown

33. Animal Code 

36. Fixed Object Code

NA

NA

Placard Displayed

5.  None

(Medical Treatment)

19. Airborne

Animal, Fixed Object, and Inattention Codes explained in narrative.

Unknown

33. Animal Code 

36. Fixed Object Code

S

5.  Van (8 or less with driver)

4.  Limousine (6-15 for hire)

3.  Sport Utility Vehicle

2.  Station Wagon

1.  Passenger Car

Unknown

REPORT #_________________ 5 801131000216

X

NA

13 NA

NA

NA34

NA

NANA NA

NA

40

01 35

NA

3008

NA

3521 36

NA

3

06/01/1983 M 2FL 1 636-379-89124 4 522

DRIVER 3 - SAME ADDRESS AS ABOVE

DRIVER 4 - SAME ADDRESS AS ABOVE

V3 V4

V3 V4

V3 V4

V3 V4

V3

V4

X

X

X

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

X

X

X

X

V4-NA

X



22. ROAD
CHARACTER

1. Straight

2. Curve

ALIGNMENT

1. Level

2. Grade

3. Hillcrest

PROFILE

20. VISION OBSCURED

1. Windshield

2. Load on Vehicle

3. Trees / Brush
4. Building

5. Embankment
6. Signboards

7. Hillcrest

8. Parked Cars

9. Moving Cars

11. Other (explain)

12. Not Obscured

21. TRAFFIC CONTROL

1. Construction Zone

2. Other Work Zone

3. School Zone

4. Stop Sign

5. Electric Signal

6. RR Signal / Gate

7. Yield Sign

8. Officer / Flagman

9. No Passing Zone

10. Turn Restricted

11. Signal on School Bus

18. PROBABLE CONTRIBUTING CIRCUMSTANCES

1. VehicleDefects (explain)

2. Traffic Control Inoperable or Missing

3. Improperly Stopped on Roadway
4. Speed - Exceeded Limit

5. Too Fast for Conditions

6. Improper Passing

7. Violation Signal / Sign

8. Wrong Side (not passing)

9. Following Too Close

10. Improper Signal

11. Improper Backing

12. Improper Turn

13. Improper Lane Usage / Change

14. Wrong Way (One-Way)

15. Improper Start From Park

16. Improperly Parked

17. Failed to Yield

20. Physical Impairment (explain)

22. None

19. PEDESTRIAN INVOLVEMENT

1. At Intersection

3. With Signal

5. No Signal
6. Diagonally

NA

9. Behind / In Front of Parked Car
10. With Traffic

11. Against Traffic
12. Getting On / Off Vehicle

13. Standing / Lying / Sitting on Road

14. Pushing / Working on Vehicle

15. Other Working

16. Playing on Road

7. Within Crosswalk

17. Off Roadway

8. Within Marked Crosswalk

4. Against Signal

2. Not At Intersection

23. LIGHT CONDITION

1. Daylight

2. Dark with Street Lights On

3. Dark with Street Lights Off

4. Dark - No Street Lights

5. Indeterminate (explain)

24. WEATHER CONDITION

1. Clear

2. Cloudy

3. Rain

4. Snow

5. Sleet
6. Freezing (temp.)

7. Fog / Mist

8. Indeterminate (explain)

26. ROAD SURFACE

1. Concrete

2. Asphalt

3. Brick

4. Gravel

5. Dirt / Sand

6. Multi-Surface

25. ROAD CONDITION

1. Dry
2. Wet

3. Snow

4. Ice

5. Slush

6. Mud

7. Standing Water

8. Moving Water

9. Other (explain)

27 - COMMERCIAL MOTOR VEHICLE (Complete for each commercial vehicle involved.)

A. CMV CRITERIA
Answer the following to determine if this section should be completed.

1. Does this accident involve any of the following:

1.a person fatally injured; or
2.a person transported for medical attention; or
3.a vehicle towed from the scene of the accident

YES - GO TO NUMBER 2

2. Examine each vehicle to determine if it is a
commercial vehicle based on the following:

1.a truck with GCVWR of more than 10,000 lbs.
and engaged in commerce; or

2.a bus or school bus (9 or more including driver); or
3.a vehicle with a hazardous materials placard

NO - DO NOT COMPLETE

YES - COMPLETE SECTIONS B - E

NO - DO NOT COMPLETE

B. CARRIER ID NUMBER

ICC NO. MC USDOT NO.

ICC NO. MC USDOT NO.

C. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL PLACARD NUMBER NA

4-Digit Placard Number
from Diamond / Box

Number From Bottom
of Diamond

4-Digit Placard Number
from Diamond / Box

Number From Bottom
of Diamond

E. CARGO BODY TYPE

1. Enclosed Box
2. Cargo Tank

3. Flatbed
4. Dump

5. Concrete Mixer

6. Auto Transporter

7. Garbage / Refuse

8. Grain, Chip, Gravel

9. Pole Trailer
D. TRAFFICWAY

1. Two-Way; Not Divided

2. Two-Way; Divided; Unprotected Median

3. Two-Way; Divided; Positive Median Barrier

4. One-Way; Not Divided

28 - NARRATIVE / STATEMENTS (If additional room is necessary, attach a separate sheet.)

29. REPORTING OFFICER SIGNATURE

REVIEWING OFFICER 2 SIGNATUREREVIEWING OFFICER 1 SIGNATURE

BEAT / ZONE TROOP / DIST / PCT

DSN / BADGE NO. DSN / BADGE NO.

CROSSING ROAD

21. Inattention (explain)

18. Alcohol

19. Drugs

12. None

PAGE ________ OF_______

10. Other

10. Glare

REPORT #_________________

DSN / BADGE NO.

6 8

C

820

880 1

Cpl Petlansky

E. D. Phillips

01131000216

According to statements from Driver 1, 2, 4 along with Pedestrian 1 and Witness 1, as well as evidence at the scene, this accident
occurred on MO 370 eastbound, at the Discovery Bridge, in St. Louis County Missouri. Vehicle's 1, 2 and 3 were on the left shoulder
of the road. Vehicle 1 was in front of vehicle 2. Vehicle 2 was in front of vehicle 3. Vehicle 3 was an emergency vehicle that had its
emergency lights activated. Pedestrian 1 was a Bridgeton Police Officer investigating a traffic accident. Pedestrian 1 was in front of
vehicle 3 and behind vehicle 2 walking eastbound, on the left shoulder. Vehicle 4 was traveling eastbound, in lane 1. Vehicle 4 came
upon congested traffic. Vehicle 4 avoided striking a vehicle, in lane 1. Vehicle 4 ran off the road to the left. Vehicle 4 struck the
concrete barrier with the front left of vehicle 1 (Initial Area of Impact). Vehicle 4 the struck vehicle 3 with the right front of vehicle
4 on the left rear of vehicle 3, on the left shoulder (2nd Area of Impact). Vehicle 4 then struck Pedestrian 1 with the front of vehicle
4, on the left shoulder (3rd Area of Impact). Vehicle 4 then struck vehicle 2 with the front of vehicle 4 on the rear of vehicle 2, on
the left shoulder ( 4th Area of Impact). Vehicle 2 was then pushed into vehicle 1 on the left shoulder (5th Area of Impact). 

Driver 1 said she had been involved in another accident. Driver 1 said she was on the shoulder and felt an impact from the rear.
Driver 1 said she remembered seeing the officer get hit. 

Driver 2 said he was a stranded motorist. Driver 2 said he saw vehicle 4 run off the roadway, strike the cruiser and then strike the
officer. Driver 1 said vehicle 4 then struck his vehicle on the left shoulder of the roadway. 

Pedestrian 1 said he stopped to investigate a traffic accident. Pedestrian 1 said he was walking up to check on the individuals
involved in the accident. Pedestrian 1 said he remembered getting struck and flipped over the median wall. 

Driver 4 said he was traveling eastbound. Driver 4 said the sun was glaring in his eyes and he couldn't see very well. Driver 4 said he
suddenly saw a vehicle in front of him. Driver 4 said he remembered avoiding to the left and hitting the wall. 

Witness 1 said he was traveling behind vehicle 4. Witness 1 said traffic stopped and driver 4 swerved to the left to avoid striking the
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22. ROAD
CHARACTER

1. Straight

2. Curve

ALIGNMENT

1. Level

2. Grade

3. Hillcrest

PROFILE

20. VISION OBSCURED

1. Windshield

2. Load on Vehicle

3. Trees / Brush
4. Building

5. Embankment
6. Signboards

7. Hillcrest

8. Parked Cars

9. Moving Cars

11. Other (explain)

12. Not Obscured

21. TRAFFIC CONTROL

1. Construction Zone

2. Other Work Zone

3. School Zone

4. Stop Sign

5. Electric Signal

6. RR Signal / Gate

7. Yield Sign

8. Officer / Flagman

9. No Passing Zone

10. Turn Restricted

11. Signal on School Bus

18. PROBABLE CONTRIBUTING CIRCUMSTANCES

1. VehicleDefects (explain)

2. Traffic Control Inoperable or Missing

3. Improperly Stopped on Roadway
4. Speed - Exceeded Limit

5. Too Fast for Conditions

6. Improper Passing

7. Violation Signal / Sign

8. Wrong Side (not passing)

9. Following Too Close

10. Improper Signal

11. Improper Backing

12. Improper Turn

13. Improper Lane Usage / Change

14. Wrong Way (One-Way)

15. Improper Start From Park

16. Improperly Parked

17. Failed to Yield

20. Physical Impairment (explain)

22. None

19. PEDESTRIAN INVOLVEMENT

1. At Intersection

3. With Signal

5. No Signal
6. Diagonally

NA

9. Behind / In Front of Parked Car
10. With Traffic

11. Against Traffic
12. Getting On / Off Vehicle

13. Standing / Lying / Sitting on Road

14. Pushing / Working on Vehicle

15. Other Working

16. Playing on Road

7. Within Crosswalk

17. Off Roadway

8. Within Marked Crosswalk

4. Against Signal

2. Not At Intersection

23. LIGHT CONDITION

1. Daylight

2. Dark with Street Lights On

3. Dark with Street Lights Off

4. Dark - No Street Lights

5. Indeterminate (explain)

24. WEATHER CONDITION

1. Clear

2. Cloudy

3. Rain

4. Snow

5. Sleet
6. Freezing (temp.)

7. Fog / Mist

8. Indeterminate (explain)

26. ROAD SURFACE

1. Concrete

2. Asphalt

3. Brick

4. Gravel

5. Dirt / Sand

6. Multi-Surface

25. ROAD CONDITION

1. Dry
2. Wet

3. Snow

4. Ice

5. Slush

6. Mud

7. Standing Water

8. Moving Water

9. Other (explain)

27 - COMMERCIAL MOTOR VEHICLE (Complete for each commercial vehicle involved.)

A. CMV CRITERIA
Answer the following to determine if this section should be completed.

1. Does this accident involve any of the following:

1.a person fatally injured; or
2.a person transported for medical attention; or
3.a vehicle towed from the scene of the accident

YES - GO TO NUMBER 2

2. Examine each vehicle to determine if it is a
commercial vehicle based on the following:

1.a truck with GCVWR of more than 10,000 lbs.
and engaged in commerce; or

2.a bus or school bus (9 or more including driver); or
3.a vehicle with a hazardous materials placard

NO - DO NOT COMPLETE

YES - COMPLETE SECTIONS B - E

NO - DO NOT COMPLETE

B. CARRIER ID NUMBER

ICC NO. MC USDOT NO.

ICC NO. MC USDOT NO.

C. HAZARDOUS MATERIAL PLACARD NUMBER NA

4-Digit Placard Number
from Diamond / Box

Number From Bottom
of Diamond

4-Digit Placard Number
from Diamond / Box

Number From Bottom
of Diamond

E. CARGO BODY TYPE

1. Enclosed Box
2. Cargo Tank

3. Flatbed
4. Dump

5. Concrete Mixer

6. Auto Transporter

7. Garbage / Refuse

8. Grain, Chip, Gravel

9. Pole Trailer
D. TRAFFICWAY

1. Two-Way; Not Divided

2. Two-Way; Divided; Unprotected Median

3. Two-Way; Divided; Positive Median Barrier

4. One-Way; Not Divided

28 - NARRATIVE / STATEMENTS (If additional room is necessary, attach a separate sheet.)

29. REPORTING OFFICER SIGNATURE

REVIEWING OFFICER 2 SIGNATUREREVIEWING OFFICER 1 SIGNATURE
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vehicles in front of him. 

Pedestrian 1 and Driver 4 were transported to Depaul Medical Center. 
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 The Goal of the Long Range Transportation is to drive 
recommendations for future CIP submittals. 
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MO 370 PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE 

 

 GOAL OF PROJECT: Construct traffic barriers on MO 370 for pedestrian and 

bicyclist safety. 

  

 PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Installation of a 6’ wide barrier separated pathway 

  

 PROJECT LIMITS: Eastbound and Westbound 370 bridges 

  

 ESTIMATED COST: $3,100,000 

  

 OUTSIDE FUNDING: TBD 

  

 SCHEDULE: Design: 

ROW: 

Construction: 

Future 

Future  

Future  

 

 Note: The feasibility study was completed in December 2014, the 

MO 370 safety improvements was determined to be a 

valuable addition to the I-70 crossing.  This project will 

pursue outside funding, including but not limited to TIGER 

grant funds along with the I-70 crossing. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

1.4 Crossing Alternatives 
Each of the four crossing alternatives are iUustrated and described below. Figure 7 on the following page 
identifies each crossing location, as well as the 3-mile study area buffer surrounding all crossing locations. 

1.4.1 1-70 Eastbound Blanchette Bridge 
Description: Cantilevered bicycle and pedestrian bridge with an 

eight-foot deck attached to the eastbound Interstate 70 
Blanchette Memorial Bridge. 

Feasibility: Feasible 

Cost Effectiveness: 3.47% Rate of Return (ROR) 

Demand: High 

1.4.2 Old Route 115 Bridge Location 
Description: New standalone 16-foot wide bicycle and 
pedestrian bridge located along the alignment of the demolished 
Old Route 115 I St. Charles Rock Road Bridge. 

Feasibility: Feasible from a design and construction perspective, 

but infeasible due to significant cost. 

Cost Effectiveness: -9.16% ROR 

Demand: Medium 

1.4.3 Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge On-Bridge Path 
Description: On-bridge bicycle and pedestrian paths utilizing 
the outside shoulders of Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge 
(the 370 Bridge) and separated from motor vehicle traffic by 
physical barriers. Each path supports and allows bi-directional 
pedestrian travel and directional bicycle travel. 

Feasibility: Feasible. 

Cost Effectiveness: 4.26% ROR 

Demand: Low 

1.4.4 Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge Cantilever Path 

Figure 6 

Description: Cantilevered bicycle and pedestrian bridge with an 
eight-foot deck attached to the westbound Missouri Route 370 

Discovery Bridge. 

Feasibility: Feasible. 

Cost Effectiveness: 0.37% ROR 

Demand:Low 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

3.2 Alternative Two: Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge On

Bridge Path 

3.2.1 Existing Conditions 

The existing Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge consists of two truss bridges crossing the Missouri River. 
The existing outside shoulder in each direction allows for (one-way) bicycle travel with marked bike lanes 
and (bidirectional) pedestrian travel (non-designated shoulder outside of the bike lane), and paved pathways 
exist at each end of the bridge for non-motorized users to enter and exit the highway. At the eastern 
abutment, MoDOT and Great Rivers Greenway District have recently improved the ground level pathways 
leading to the bridge. At the western abutment, the existing pathways are in varying levels of disrepair and are 
not compliant with current ADA standards. The Discovery Bridge is also part of the Mississippi River Trail 
(MRT), a national bicycle and pedestrian trail that follows the banks of the Mississippi River from its 
headwaters at lake Itasca in Minnesota to Venice, Louisiana near the mouth of the river. 

Figure 11: Bicyclists and pedestrians use this narrow shoulder to cross the Missouri River on the Discovery Bridge. 

3.2.2 Proposed Crossing Scenario 
This crossing scenario will improve the existing on-bridge bikeway and allow pedestrian use by separating 
the pathways from motor vehicle travel lanes with a Type FT Barrier extending from the existing guardrail 
openings on the west end of each bridge to the existing ground level pathways near the east end of the 
bridges. Each pathway will be six feet in width and will provide for bidirectional travel for pedestrians and 
one way travel for bicyclists in the same direction as motor vehicle traffic, consistent with the current 
configuration for non-motorized travel. 

At the western abutment of the bridge, the bicycle and pedestrian pathway would utilize existing and future 
ground-level pathways to connect to the planned trail along Highway 94 to the west and to the Katy Trail to 
the east. 

1 3 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

4.1.2 Alternative 2: MO 370 Westbound Barrier Separated Pathway 

4.1.2.1 Configuration 
Figure 21 shows the proposed barrier separated pathway layout for t he Westbound (WB) MO 370 Bridge and 
the ground level approaches. This alternative consists of the following three elements: 

l. The existing and future (by others) at-grade pathways on the North side of WB Route 370 will 
connect the planned trail along Highway 94 connecting to the Boschert Greenway to the West and to 
the Katy Trail to the East with the existing opening in the guardrail near the West end of the existing 
WB MO 370 Bridge. The portion of the at-grade pathway that connects the West end of the WB MO 
370 Bridge to the Katy trail is included in this study. The pathway on the existing roadway 
embankment will be ADA compliant with a maximum grade of 5% (1:20). The remainder of the at
grade pathway will follow existing grades. This approach pathway is approximately 1,130 feet long 

and is shown in green on the left side of Figure 21. 
2. New Type FT Barrier will be added to the existing roadway from the existing opening in the guardrail 

near the West end of the WB Route 370 Bridge A4557, along the right shoulder of the existing bridge, 
to the existing ground level pathway near the East end of the WB Route 370 Bridge, thereby 
separating vehicle traffic from bicycle and pedestrian traffic. This portion of the pathway will require 

approximately 3,960 feet of barrier and is shown in red on Figure 21 . 
3. The existing at-grade pathway on the North side of WB MO 370 will connect the new barrier 

separated crossing with Missouri Bottom Road and the North end of the existing Riverwoods trail. 
This portion of the pathway is shown in blue on Figure 21 and has been recently reconstructed, so no 
additional work on this approach pathway is included in this feasibility study. 

4.1.2.2 Structural Evaluation 
Figure 22 shows the general elevation of the MO 370 Bridge A4557. The 3,455 foot long structure from west 
to east consists of ll spans of precast concrete girders, each about 110 feet long; l truss span of 625 feet, 3 plate 
girder spans ranging from 210 to 250 feet each; and 8 precast concrete girder spans, each 120 feet long. The 
existing roadway deck is 57'-6" wide, which provides for two 16" wide barriers, 9'-5" right and left shoulders, 

and three l 2 foot traffic lanes. 

The following paragraphs summarize the methodology and results of our structural evaluation of WB MO 370 

Bridge A4557 with a barrier separated pathway. 

1. The sidewalk (SW) is envisioned as being 6 feet wide that will be created by reducing the roadway 
width available for vehicular traffic. The existing roadway deck width will remain unchanged. The 
existing right exterior barrier v.rill be retained and augmented by placing a chain link fence or other 
type of railing system on top of it to increase the height to about 6 feet. A new 16 inch wide concrete 
Type FT roadway barrier with rail extension to achieve about a 6-ft height will be constructed to 

separate the sidewalk from the vehicular roadway. 
2. The addition of a new barrier and the conversion of a portion of the deck to an 6-ft sidewalk will 

reduce the usable vehicular roadway width to 47'. This would likely be striped as three 12-ft lanes 
with a shoulder width of 11' divided between left and right shoulders (perhaps 8' right and 3'-0" left). 

3. The weight of the additional barrier is estimated to be 340 lb/ft , exclusive of any additional fence. 
4. The investigation included the t russ span (Unit 4), steel girder spans (Unit 5) and concrete multiple 

beam spans (Units 1-3 and 6-8), see Figure 22. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

4.2.2 Maintenance of Traffic for Westbound MO 370 Alternative 
With the proposed construction of the new barrier for the bike/pedestrian facility adjacent to the right lane of 
westbound MO 370, the traffic lanes will need to be shifted to the left and a temporary traffic barrier be placed 
to protect the work zone. As shown in the typical section in Figure 32, with the lanes shifted to the left, there 
is a 2-foot inside shoulder, 311-foot lanes, and a 2-foot outside shoulder. This would give the contractor about 
15 feet to work in to place the new permanent barrier. No ramps would be affected for this proposed work 

zone. 
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Figure 32: Westbound MO 370 Bridge Cross Section 
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If needed by the contractor during construction, the right lane adjacent to the work zone could be temporarily 
closed during overnight hours but could be required to remain open the rest of the time. The speed limit for 
the work zone will be reduced from the existing 60 mph to 50 mph during construction. 
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MISSOURI RI VER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

If river based inspection of I-70 EB can be combined with inspection of one or more of l-70 WB, MO 370 EB 
and WB, MO 364 EB and WB , and 164 EB and WB, the mobilization cost can be spread over several bridges. 

River based inspection also provides the significant advantage eliminating the need for traffic control on the 
roadway while this work is performed. 

4.3.2 MO 370 with Barrier Separated Paths 

As noted in the previous discussion of inspection of EB I-70 Bridge A3292, MoDOT typically uses an Aspen 
Aerial A-62, and occasionally rents an Aspen A-75 for inspection of bridges such as EB and WB MO 370 Bridge 
A4557. Figures I and 2 show the movement range of the A-62 and A-75 inspection trucks, respectively. 
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Figure 46: Aspen A-62 Movement Range 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

4.5.3.3 Option Three: Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge 

Origins and Destinations 

Of the three alternatives, the Discovery Bridge option connects to the fewest trip origins and destinations 

within walking and bicycling distance. The Discovery Bridge enters St. Charles County further north than 
both other crossing options and touches ground immediately west of Jean Baptiste Point Du Sable Park and 
Katy Trail State Park. Within the three mile bike shed are a diversity of recreation, residential, office, 
commercial and institutional destinations. Significant destinations include the Boschert Greenway, New 
Town St. Charles, Fox Hill Park, Blanchette Park, lindenwood University, Frenchtown Historic District , 
Ameristar Casino, Boeing, Downtown St. Charles, Streets of St. Charles, Frontier Park, and Bangert Island 
Wildlife Area. 

In St. Louis County, little development has occurred near the Discovery Bridge, and most of the surrounding 
land uses are agricultural or industrial in nature. Only a short segment of the existing Missouri River 
Greenway is within the half-mile walking distance from the Discovery Bridge. Additional destinations within 
biking distance include St. Louis Mills shopping mall, Bridgeton Municipal Athletic Complex, Riverwoods 
Park, Earth City Business Park, and Riverport Business Park. 

Pedestrian Connectivity 

Current pedestrian levels of service reflect the lack of sidewalks and pedestrian facilities surrounding the MO 
370 Discovery Bridge in both St. Louis and St. Charles Counties. Of the 11.3 miles of roadways within the half
mile pedestrian travel shed surrounding the MO 370 Discovery Bridge, only 40% possess sidewalks. The 
intersection of MO 370 and MO 94 presents significant challenges for pedestrians, with many turning 
movements and significant t raffic volumes. The bridge crossing is another challenge for pedestrians, in that 
there are only striped bike lanes on the bridge and no formal pedestrian facility. As evident in Figure 55, there 

Pedestrian 

Level of Service 

-1 

-- 2 

3 

4 

-- 5 

....... 

Figure SS: Pedestrian Level of Service, MO 370 Discovery Bridge Crossing 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Table 9 : Old Route 115 Crossing Location Bicycling and Walking Activity 

Walk Trips 

Commute 

Recreation/Social 

Utilitarian 

Recreation/Social 

Utilitarian 

Recreation/Social 

Utilitarian 

Total 

. Current (2010) Future (2040) 

J 

349 

1,361 

1,501 

577 

2,770 

923 

926 

4,131 

2,424 

7,481 _t 

459 

1,790 

1,974 

727 

3,490 -=:] 
1,163 

1,186 

5,280 

3,137 

9,603 

4.6.2.3 Option Three: Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge 

Population and Employment 

The Discovery Bridge serves the smallest residential and employment populations of all three crossing 
alternatives, with just 44 ,000 and 52,000, respectively. The vast majority of these populations are located 
south of Highway 370 and fall within the travel sheds of the other two crossing alternatives. Given the 
availability of developable land to the north of MO Route 370, the high projected growth rates for both 
population and employment can have a significant impact on future travel patterns in the coming years. By 
2040, population is estimated to increase 14 percent to 50,000, and employment to increase 70 percent to 

89,000. 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Trip Demand 

Current walking and bicycling trips in the travel sheds for the MO Route 370 Discovery Bridge are the lowest 
of all three crossing locations. Table 10 shows the number of current and projected bicycling and walking trips 
taking place within the travel sheds surrounding the Route 370 Bridge. Pedestrian commute trips in particular 
are incredibly sparse given the lack of population and employment within the half-mile pedestrian travel shed. 
Because recreation/social and utilitarian trip calculations are dependent upon commute trips, they appear 
extremely low as well. The quality of the proposed facility on the barrier separated option will not encourage 
any more pedestrian trips since it will be 6' wide, which is essentially a directional bike lane. As residential 
and employment populations rise over the next three decades, however, bicycle trips will increase to 
approximately 5,853, the highest of the three crossing locations. Because of the low number of projected 
pedestrian trips, however, the Route 370 Bridge crossing location has the lowest number of combined trips, 

83 

Nicholas.Galla
Highlight





Nicholas.Galla
Rectangle



Nicholas.Galla
Rectangle

















MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

4.7.3 Option Three - MO Route 370 

4.7.3.1 Quantitative Analysis 

User Experience 

The design for the 370 crossing calls for lane re-configurations to include an Sft pathway on each side of the 
bridge. This pathway is to be shared by bicyclists and pedestrians with the pathways marked as eastbound 
and westbound for pedestrians, and eastbound or westbound only for bicyclists. Given the narrow width for 
the trail, it is expected that conflicts will arise between different user groups. Signage and pavement markings 
will help to delineate specific space on the sidewalk for bicyclists and pedestrians. Many multi-use paths 
address such safety conflicts by segregating users, either providing completely separate pathways for 
bicyclists and pedestrians, or striping separate space for users on the same path ( e.g. bikes stay left, 
pedestrians stay right). 

Pavement markings should be placed at regular intervals to illustrate the general separation of bicycles to the 
inside and pedestrians to the outside. While this would not create a "definedfl space as would an unbroken 
dividing stripe, it would reinforce the informal bikes inside I pedestrians outside segregation that currently 
occurs and results in the smoothest observed flows. 

370 is a major highway crossing of the Missouri River in the area and accommodates over 59,000 vehicles per 
day. Because 370 also functions as a by-pass route for I-70 interstate traffic congestion, many of vehicles on 
370 are trucks which create significant noise and wind as they pass. The proposed pathway is approximately 
6ft from the adjacent travel lanes. Sound pressure levels should be measured, and if the noise is above 85 dBA, 
a noise barrier is recommended to minimize the traffic noise and improve the user experience. 

Given the long span of the 370 crossing (3,455 ft) , it will be important to minimize the out of direction travel 
for bicyclists and pedestrians. A ramp structure and stairs connecting directly to t he existing Katy Trail on 
the west bank will be very important to minimize the out of direction travel for these bridge users. On the 
east bank, connections to the existing Earth City Levee Trail and future connections to the Earth City 
business park will provide the least out of travel distance for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

The grades of the pathway will match the existing 370 crossing, which is likely within the recommended 
AASHTO guidance for grades for bicycle facilities. When the approach ramps are designed, the grade should 
not exceed 5% and should ideally be 3% - 4%. 

4.7 .3.2 Qualitative Analysis 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Comfort 

From the west approach, the primary access to the crossing for bicyclists would be along the existing ramps 
connecting from River Road. There is an opportunity to improve these ramps to comply with recommended 
design standards and provide a direct connection to the Katy Trail. The existing ramps that connect to the 
Earth City Levee Trail and Missouri Bottom Road on the east end of the bridge will provide access to the 
bridge for bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Options to provide lighting for this pathway option will be more limited t han the other alignments. With 
minimal new construction, lighting fixtures would need to be mounted on the existing structure. It will be 
important to design the lighting so that it does not interfere ·with driver vision or any local dark sky 
ordinances. 
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Delta Center – P.O. Box 550 – St. Peters, MO  63376 – www.dcil.org – info@dcil.org 

 

November 6, 2015 
 
JoAnn Peebles 
Project Manager - Public Works Engineering Department 
200 North Second Street  
Saint Charles, MO 63301  
 
Dear Ms. Peebles: 
 
This letter is to support your efforts to apply for funding from the Transportation Alternative Program 
(TAP) administered through East-West Gateway Council of Governments to fund the following projects. 
 
The Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge, An On-Bridge Shared Use Path 
Provides on-bridge bicycle and pedestrian shared use paths utilizing the outside shoulders of Missouri 
Route 370 Discovery Bridge and separates these paths from motor vehicle traffic by installing physical 
barriers.  Barriers are added along both Eastbound and Westbound 370 to provide 6 foot wide shared 
use paths accommodating bi-directional pedestrian travel and directional bicycle travel.  The St. Charles 
trail connection to the Katy Trail and Boschert Greenway is being completed by a MDNR Recreational 
Trails Program grant.  This proposed TAP project is part of an overall cooperative initiative between the 
Cities of St. Charles, Bridgeton, and Maryland Heights, as well as Great Rivers Greenway to improve bike 
and pedestrian connectivity across the Missouri River also described in a 2015 TIGER application.  The 
project increases the safety and connectivity amongst the Boschert Greenway, Katy Trail, Earth City 
Levee Trail, and Mississippi River Trail. 
 
Lincoln Elementary Safe Routes to School 
Lincoln Elementary School was established in 1930 and is located at the intersection of Perry Street and 
S. 6th Street.  There are several locations where no sidewalks are present within a half mile of the 
school.  Zones of missing sidewalks surrounding schools were prioritized in the City’s 2015 Long Range 
Sidewalk and ADA Transition Plan.  The highest priority was Blackhurst-Hardin Middle School which 
received an SRTS grant in 2013 and was completed this year.  The Lincoln Elementary School zone is now 
the next highest priority zone.  This project adds approximately 4,500 linear feet of new 5ft wide 
sidewalk along Perry Street and surrounding streets.  This project increases the safety of children 
walking to school and improves pedestrian connectivity between Lincoln Elementary School and the 
surrounding neighborhood. 
 
Delta Center fully supports both of these efforts as a way to increase the personal freedom and 
independence of people with disabilities, as well as all people in the region. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

Vito Lucido 
 
Vito Lucido 
Independent Living Services Coordinator 
636-926-8761 / vitolucido@dcil.org  

mailto:vitolucido@dcil.org






December 1, 2015 

 

 

Dear Kevin: 

 

Please accept this letter of support for the City of St. Charles’ Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge 

Shared Use Path Project and the Lincoln Elementary Safe Routes to School Project.  These projects will 

clearly provide numerous benefits for our community and region. 

 

These projects not only addresses much needed infrastructure improvements for the city, they will also 

create an environment that will foster community development and job creation.  The projects will 

enhance the city’s multi-modal transportation plan which will improve access to local businesses and 

create safer and more diverse transportation options for everyone traveling through St. Charles.   

 

I look forward to continuing to work with you and other key partners to insure an improved 

transportation system is in place to provide long-term benefits for our region. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Tony & Jodi 

Bike Stop Café & Outpost 

St. Charles Mo 

636.724.9900 

 

 



CAPITOL OFFICE 
State Capitol  Room 401A 
201 West Capitol Avenue 

Jefferson City, MO  65101-6806 
Tele: (573) 751-1452 

E-Mail: 
Chrissy.Sommer@house.mo.gov 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

MISSOURI HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

 Chrissy Sommer 
State Representative 

District 106 

COMMITTEES 
Vice-Chairman: 

Professional Registration and 
Licensing  

 
Member: 

General Laws 

Higher Education 

Property, Casualty, and Life Insurance 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
November 17, 2015 
 
 
Kevin Corwin 
City Engineer 
City of St. Charles 
200 N. Second Street 
St. Charles, MO  63301 
 
Dear Kevin: 
 
As someone who knows the value of infrastructure on the success of the region and state, I 
support the City of St. Charles’ Missouri Route 370 Discovery Bridge Shared Use Path Project 
and the Lincoln Elementary Safe Routes to School Project.   
 
These projects not only address much needed infrastructure improvements for the city, but will 
also create an environment that will foster community development and job creation.  The 
projects will enhance the city’s multi-modal transportation plan which will improve access to 
local businesses and create safer and more diverse transportation options for everyone 
traveling through St. Charles.   
 
These projects will clearly provide numerous benefits for our community and region. 
 
I look forward to continuing to work with you and other key partners to insure an improved 
transportation system is in place to provide long-term benefits for our region. 
 
 
Thanks for your consideration. 

 
Rep Chrissy Sommer 
District 106- St Charles MO 
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1 PROJECT CHARTER/PMP PURPOSE 

The project charter defines the vision, goals, scope, objectives, constraints, and overall 
approach for the work to be completed as part of this project. It is a critical element for 
initiating, planning, executing, controlling, and assessing the project. In addition, it serves 
as an agreement between the Project Team stating what will be delivered according to the 
budget, time constraints, risks, resources, and standards agreed upon for the project. 

 

2 PROJECT PURPOSE AND OVERVIEW 

This project includes design and construction to provide protection for on-bridge bicycle and 
pedestrian shared use paths utilizing the outside shoulders of MO 370 Discovery Bridges and 
separates these paths from motor vehicle traffic by installing physical barriers. The project will 
provide 6 ft. wide shared use paths and 8 ft. wide outside shoulders for traffic. Barriers are added 
along both Eastbound and Westbound 370 to provide 6 ft. wide shared use paths accommodating 
bi-directional pedestrian travel and directional bicycle travel. This project is along the national 
Mississippi River Trail and provides connectivity to several trails in the region.  Trail connection 
improvements will be completed at Boschert Greenway Trail connections, The St. Charles trail 
connection to the Katy Trail and Boschert Greenway is being completed by a MDNR Recreational 
Trails Program grant.  This proposed TAP project is part of the feasibility study that was funded 
by cooperative effort between the Cities of St. Charles, Bridgeton, and Maryland Heights, and 
Great Rivers Greenway (GRG) to improve bike and pedestrian connectivity across the Missouri 
River. The project increases the safety and connectivity amongst the Boschert Greenway, Katy 
Trail, Earth City Levee Trail, and Mississippi River Trail. The existing outside shoulders of MO 
370 are 9.5 ft. wide.  Bicyclists and pedestrians use these shoulders to cross the Missouri River.  
The proposed improvements will add 16 in. wide physical barriers along MO Route 370 to protect 
pedestrians and bicyclist from motor vehicle traffic.   

Also, the project includes a conceptual and preliminary design of providing bicyclists and 
pedestrian access across the Missouri River at eastbound IS 70 Blanchette Bridge. The new 
bridge crossing will connect the Katy Trail and Riverwoods Trail.  

 

3 PROJECT TEAM 

Project Team Role 
Project Team 
Member(s) Contact Information 

Project Manager Mark Rees 636-949-3502 
mark.rees@stcharlescitymo.gov 

Sr. Project 
Manager          

Brad Temme 636-940-4617 
brad.temme@stcharlescitymo.gov 

Public Works 
Director  

Jerry Hurlbert 636-949-3237 
jerry.hurlbert@stcharlescitymo.gov 

City Engineer           Kevin Corwin 636-949-3237 
kevin.corwin@stcharlescitymo.gov  

Sr. Project 
Manager -
Construction  

Steve Noonan 636-949-3240 
stephen.noonan@stcharlescitymo.gov  



Project Charter 

 

Project Charter – MO 370 and IS 70 Shared Use Path  Page 5 4/27/2016 

ROW Specialist Brian Faust 314-609-5221 
brian.faust@stcharlescitymo.gov 

MoDOT 
Representatives 

Amanda Rich- north 
county Traffic 

314-565-4254 
amanda.rich@modot.mo.gov 

GRG 
Representative 

Patrick Owens 314-932-4902 
powens@grgstl.org 

Construction 
Inspector 

TBD   

Design Consultant TBD   

3.1 [PMP – Organizational Chart] 

Attach Org. Chart Exhibit 

3.2 [PMP – Communications Plan] 

Attach and/or specify online 
 

 

4 PROJECT SCOPE STATEMENT 

4.1 Goals and Objectives 

Goals Objectives 
Provide Bicyclists and 
Pedestrian access 
across MO 370 
Discovery Bridges 

 6’ wide shared use path on the existing bridge 
structures in the eastbound and westbound 
directions protected by concrete barrier 

Provide tie-ins from the 
Katy Trail and Riverwood 
Trail up to the bridge 
crossings  

 ADA Compliant 
 Low cost, reliable, low maintenance 
 Safe design   
 Limited impacts to utilities 

Maintain adequate 
shoulders on the MO 370 
Bridges 

 A minimal of a 3’ inside and 8’ outside shoulder for 
the driving lanes shall be kept 

Create a design that 
incorporate minimal 
impact to drivers 

 The design will need to review the impacts on 
driver’s behavior from the shared use path   

 Create a design that can be easily constructed with 
limited lane closures 

Bridge Drainage  Final design will need to use the existing bridge 
drainage 

 Do not hinder or create ponding in any location 



Project Charter 

 

Project Charter – MO 370 and IS 70 Shared Use Path  Page 6 4/27/2016 

Improve safety for 
Bicyclists and 
Pedestrians 

 Provide a safe and efficient shared use path design 
across the Missouri River    

I-70 Design  Provide a safe and efficient shared use path 
preliminary design crossing on eastbound I-70 
Blanchette Bridge 

 A design that does not impact I-70 traffic flow 

4.2 Statements of Work (SOW) 

SOW Owner/Prime Due Date/Sequence 
Consultant Solicitation Rees 4/21/16 

Select Consultant Rees 5/5/16 

Design Notice To Proceed Rees 8/9/16 

Concept Plan Consultant 9/13/16 

Obtain Environmental 
Clearances 

Consultant 12/28/16 

Preliminary Plan Consultant 1/24/17 

Right of Way Plan Consultant 4/1/17 

Utility Coordination Consultant 5/1/17 

Final PS&E Consultant 7/15/17 

Bid Rees 8/12/17 

Construction MoDOT 6/1/18 

Final Close Out MoDOT 7/15/18 

4.3 Milestones and Deliverables 

Milestone Deliverable 

1. Consultant Contract  Executed Contract 
 Updated Project Charter 
 Design Standards 

2. Conceptual Plan  Conceptual Plans and Alternatives Analysis 
3. Preliminary PS&E 

Submittal  
 MO 370 Preliminary Plans 
 I-70 Preliminary Plans 

4. Preliminary Approval  MoDOT Preliminary Plan Approval 
5. Utility Relocation Plan   Utility Relocation Plan Approval 
6. Right of Way Plan 

Submittal 
 Right of Way Plans 
 Sealed Right of Way and Easement Documents 
 A Date Request 

7. Final PS&E Submittal   Final PS&E 
8. Bid  Sealed Bids from Contractors 
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9. Begin Construction  Executed Construction Contracts 
10. Final Acceptance  Lien Waivers, Final Invoice 
11. Final Project Approval  Final Reimbursement Check 

4.4 Out of Scope 

The project will not reconstruct or recondition any of the Katy Trial or Riverwoods Trail.  

4.5 Project Funding 

 

Source FY 2016 FY 2017 
Confidence 
Level 

City $110,000 $515,000 High 

TAP $110,000 $1,390,000 High 

State MDFB $515,000 $0 High 

4.6 [PMP – Work Breakdown Structure] 

Specified online. 
Attach Executed Contracts 

4.7 [PMP – Time Management Plan] 

Managed online.  Schedule shall be updated as frequently as weekly (e.g. daily, weekly, 
etc.) 

4.8 [PMP – Cost Management Plan] 

Cost estimates shall be stored online and provided at completion of the following tasks: 
Concept Plan, Preliminary Plan, Utility Relocation Plan, Right of Way Plan, and Final 
PS&E. 

4.9 [PMP – Change Management Plan] 

Managed online. 
 

 

5 PROJECT CONDITIONS 

If an online project plan has already been created, issues and risks can be entered online with a 
printed summary attached to the project charter.  
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5.1 Issues List 

# Description Impact* Priority* Owner Proposed Resolution 
1 Coordination 

with MoDOT 
Medium Medium Rees Meet with MoDOT early 

on to incorporate their 
concerns and comments 

2 Bridge 
Drainage 

High Medium Consultant Maintain adequate 
drainage – Methods TBD 

3 Traffic Impacts High Medium Consultant Minimize impacts to 
drivers during 
construction  

4 Emergency 
Personnel 
Access 

High Medium Rees Reasonable access to 
the bridge crossing and 
tie-ins for emergency 
personnel will need to be 
reviewed and designed 

5 Separate 
Funding 
between I-70 
and MO 370 

Medium Medium Rees Setup PO and Billing to 
keep preliminary I-70 
design separated from 
MO 370 design 

5.2 Risk Register 

 

# Description Impact* Likelihood* Owner Proposed Mitigation 
1 MoDOT CE 

and 
Maintenance 

High Medium Rees Meet with MoDOT District 
personnel to review project 
scope and who will be 
inspecting and maintaining  

2 Utility 
relocation 
costs 

High Medium Rees Utility relocation costs have 
been estimated by the utilities 
but may change as plans 
progress. 

3 MDFB 
Funding 
Deadline 

High Medium Rees Money needs to be spent by 
September 30, 2016 but 
maybe extended 6 months 

 
*Risk and Issue Criteria: 

Description Impact Priority Likelihood 
High occurrence will have 

a substantial impact 
on the progress or 
result of the project  

requires immediate 
follow-up and 
resolution 

very likely to occur 

Medium occurrence will have 
an impact on the 
progress or result of 
the project, but 
within reasonable 

requires follow-up 
before completion of 
next project 
milestone 

may occur 
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Description Impact Priority Likelihood 
tolerances 

Low occurrence will have 
only minor impacts 
on the progress or 
result of the project 

requires resolution 
prior to project 
completion 

probably will not occur 

 

 

5.3 Stakeholder Input Summary 

 

Name Organization Role Interests 
Missouri 
Department of 
Transportation 
(MoDOT) 

State Represents the 
public needs 
and state 
standards 

 Improved pavement 
bicycle/pedestrian 
facilities 

 Easy facility to maintain 
Cities St. Charles 

& 
Bridgeton 

Represents 
residents of the 
surrounding 
area and 
tourism  

 ADA complaint facility  
 Attractive  
 Improved wayfinding 
 Increased attraction  

Great Rivers 
Greenway 
(GRG) 

Regional Parks 
& 

Trails District 

Overseeing the 
trail connections 
of St. Louis City, 
St. Louis 
County, and St. 
Charles County 

 Connecting trails 
through out St. Louis 

 Creating greenways 
 Creating a connected 

trail wayfinding overlay 

City Council 
Members 

City Represent the 
citizens of the 
City 

 An on time and on 
budget project. 

 Good communication 
with the public and 
businesses. 

Utility 
Companies 

Utilities Relocate their 
utilities 

 Protecting their financial 
interests and preserving 
their rights. 

5.4 [PMP – Issue and Risk Management Plan] 

Managed online 
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6 PROJECT STANDARDS 

6.1 Standards 

 City of St. Charles (Design codes and plan checklist) 
 Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines 
 Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) 
 Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) 

i. MoDOT Specification Book for Highway Construction 
ii. MoDOT Standard Plans for Highway Construction 
iii. MoDOT Design Criteria Manual 
iv. MoDOT LPA Manual 

6.2 Permits/Outside Approvals 

 MoDOT Permits 
 MoDOT LPA Approval 

6.3 Notes 

 Project requires MoDOT LPA approval of plans, right of way, and PS&E.   
 The TAP application will be made available to the consultants (placed on website). 
 Feasibility Study is available upon request.  

 

7 APPROVALS 

Prepared by __________________________________ 
Project Manager 

Approved by __________________________________ 
Consultant 

 
__________________________________ 

  Design Sr. Project Manager 
 

__________________________________ 
  City Engineer 
 

__________________________________ 
Public Works Director 
 
__________________________________ 
[Other/Stakeholder] 
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8 APPENDICES 

8.1 Project Maps 

8.1.1 MO 370 Site Photos  

8.2 Project Organization Chart 

8.3 Project Communications Plan 
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8.1 – Project Maps 
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8.1.1 – MO 370 Site Photos 
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8.2 – Organizational Chart 
 
8.3 – Communication Plan 
 

Public Works Department 
Project Communication Plan 
 
MO 370 Shared Use Paths Project 
16STR37 
Last Updated: 3/29/2016 
 
 
Planning Stakeholder Input 
In preparing the project event and document communication tables below as well as performing 
the planning of individual communication events, the project team should always account for the 
following ten considerations: 

1. Event – Identify the events or occasions that will be planned/held to receive stakeholder 
input 

2. People – Identify the individuals who will be considered stakeholders and invited to offer 
feedback 

3. Need – Identify the level of need for stakeholder input – is it just internal City 
Commissions, Boards, Committees, Council, etc. or should it include other public 
groups?  Are there other individual stakeholders such as regulatory officials or critically 
impacted property owners and/or businesses? 

4. Information – Identify the information that will need to be communicated for stakeholders 

5. Format – Identify how information will be communicated (e.g., presentations, mailings, 
meeting, etc.), the arrangement of meeting spaces (audience, round-table, etc.), and 
event accessories (food, soda, audio/visual, etc.) 

6. Dates/Frequency – Identify the dates and/or frequency with which communication will 
take place 

7. Notice – Identify how notice will be given to stakeholders (i.e., how the word will be 
spread)  

8. Feedback – Identify how stakeholder feedback will be received and collected 

9. Summary – Identify who will be responsible for summarizing stakeholder input and how 
they are to summarize it 

10. Sharing – Identify who will receive stakeholder input summaries and how they will receive 
it 
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Each stakeholder event should be planned individually with event planning sheet at the end of the 
Communication Plan.  Completed planning sheets should be attached to the Communication Plan 
for reference. 

Project Events Communication  

Project Events Communication Table 

 
* Separate sheets must be attached describing the details and responsible parties for planning 
this event.    

Event  Members Event  Format  and 
Cr i t ica l  In format ion   

Schedule  /  
Frequency 

Initiation/Planning 
Stakeholder Input*  

Consultant, Brad Temme, 
Mark Rees, Kevin Corwin, 
Jerry Hurlbert (TEAM) 

Scoping Meeting to discuss 
the objectives and 
deliverables for the project 

Once / During 
Contract negotiation 

Kick-Off Meeting Consultant, TEAM   Meeting following PMM 
Standard 9.9 Agenda 

Once / After Council 
approves negotiated 
contract 

Initial Site Assessment/ 
Field Check 

Consultant, TEAM   On-site  Once / After Kick-Off 
Meeting 

Risk and Issue Alerts  
(add necessary “clients” 
to PM.com) 

Consultant, TEAM Online PM.com tracking 
during project development 

Ongoing / As 
needed 

Project Design Progress 
Updates 

Consultant, TEAM Online PM.com tracking Monthly; Street 
Committee RCAs 

Progress Meetings Consultant, TEAM  Meeting at City Hall to 
discuss design and major 
issues 

As needed for the 
major milestones 
tracked on PM.com 

Stakeholder Meetings Consultant, TEAM, MoDOT, 
City of Bridgeton, GRG 

Meeting Location TBD 
Discuss design 

Meeting shortly after 
Kick-Off then As 
Needed 

Public Meeting(s)* Consultant, TEAM, Public, 
Council 

Open House meeting with 
Public  

After Preliminary 
Plans  submitted 
and after ROW 
Plans submitted 

Specialized Stakeholder 
Meeting(s)* 

Consultant, TEAM, 
Community Advisory Group 
(CAG) – TBD, MoDOT, City 
of Bridgeton, GRG, 
Emergency Response 
Personnel  

Small Meeting with CAG.  
City Hall conference room.  
Present initial data and 
request feedback on the 
design.  Present proposed 
public meeting information 
and request feedback. 

2 meetings during 
project, one after 
initial data is 
collected and once 
prior to the public 
meeting. 

Construction 
Start/Traffic Notice 

Contractor, TEAM, MoDOT, 
City of Bridgeton 

On site or at City Hall; 
CMS/DMS, Media Blast 

Before construction 
begins 

Construction Progress 
Updates 

Contractor, TEAM, MoDOT, 
City of Bridgeton 

Meeting Location TBD Monthly 

Official Ceremonies – 
Ribbon Cutting 

Consultant, TEAM, Public, 
Council, City of Bridgeton, 
GRG, MoDOT 

On-site At the end of the 
project 
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Project Documents Communication  
Project Documents Communication Table 

Document  Rec ip ients  Responsib le  Par ty D is t r ibut ion  Method 
Project Charter Consultant, TEAM Mark Rees Delivered at Initiation 

and Kick-Off Meeting 
Requests for 
Qualifications 

Consultants, TEAM Mark Rees Deliver through email 
service  

Engineering 
Services Contract 

Consultant, Clerks Office, Brad 
Temme, Mark Rees, Street 
Committee, City Council 

Mark Rees Hard copies routed after 
signatures 

Project schedule and 
updates 

Consultant, TEAM, CAG, 
MoDOT, City of Bridgeton, 
GRG, PM.com authorized 
users 

 Consultant, Mark Rees Online PM.com updates 

Project 
Progress/Status 
Reports 

Consultant, TEAM Consultant, Mark Rees Email 

Progress Meeting 
Minutes 

Consultant, TEAM Consultant Email / Online PM.com 
upload 

Public Meeting 
Minutes 

Consultant, CAG, City of 
Bridgeton, MoDOT, GRG, 
Street Committee, TEAM 

Consultant, Mark Rees Email / Online PM.com 
upload 

Stakeholder Input 
Summaries  

TEAM, MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Consultant Email 

Data Sharing (incl. 
related studies) 

Consultant, Mark Rees Mark Rees, Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

IS 70 Alternatives 
Analysis / Concept 
Study 

TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

Survey(s) Mark Rees, MoDOT, City of 
Bridgetone 

Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

Preliminary Plans TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

ROW Plans TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

Final PS&E TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Consultant Hard copy / PM.com 
upload 

Traffic Impact 
Notices 

TEAM, MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton, Public 

Contractor DMS/CMS, Media Blast 

Notice to Proceed TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Construction Inspector Hard Copy and Email 

Construction 
Progress/Status 
Reports 

TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Construction 
Inspector/Contractor 

Email 

Substantial 
Completion Letter 

TEAM, CAG, Street Committee, 
MoDOT, GRG, City of 
Bridgeton 

Contractor/Construction 
Inspector  

Hard Copy and Email 
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Change Management Process 

Change management process steps 
 
Planning: Changes will be posted and managed online at PM.com.  Changes will be 

approved and closed out as they are incorporated into the design of the project 
by the City project manager.  Changes that require exceptions to standard design 
practices will be documented through the use of the design exception form.   

 
Design:  Changes will be posted and managed online at PM.com.  Changes will be 

approved and closed out as they are incorporated into the design of the project 
by the City project manager.  Changes that require exceptions to standard design 
practices will be documented through the use of the design exception form.  
Changes resulting in supplemental agreements will be approved at staff level or 
taken to Council for approval in accordance with the approved procurement 
process.   

 
Utility Coordination: Changes will be posted and managed online at PM.com.  Changes will be 

entered by the project manager or the Consultant as information becomes 
available from the affected utilities.  As adjustments or agreements are 
completed to resolve conflicts corresponding changes will be closed out. 

 
Construction: MoDOT will manage construction engineering services.   

Change control levels 
The City Public Works Staff will manage the change requests and status for the project in 
accordance with the City standards for change approval.  For changes that are within staff’s 
approval, staff will document the resolution of the change in PM.com.  For changes that require 
Council action, staff will prepare an RCA for Council consideration.  Meeting minutes from the 
Council Meeting along with staff documentation in PM.com will provide a record of the change 
resolution.  Changes to the scope, cost, and schedule will all be logged and tracked online 
utilizing the PM.com change tracking tool.   

Communication Planning Sheet for Initiation Planning / Stakeholder 
Meeting 
  

I tem Descr ip t ion Responsib le  Par ty 
Event Initiation Planning / Stakeholder Meeting Mark Rees 

People (Stakeholders)  Consultant, TEAM, GRG, City of Bridgeton, MoDOT  Mark Rees 

Level of Need Scoping Meeting to discuss expectations and Consultant 
questions 

Mark Rees 

Information Existing City information, and Consultant information Mark Rees 

Format Open meeting directed by City project manager Mark Rees 

Dates/Frequency During contract negotiation / Once Mark Rees 

Notice Outlook Meeting request Mark Rees 

Feedback Agreement with Charter Mark Rees 

Summary Meeting minutes Mark Rees 

Sharing Background information Mark Rees 
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Communication Planning Sheet for Stakeholder Meetings 
 

Communication Planning Sheet for Public Meetings – Two Meetings 
 

I tem Descr ip t ion Responsib le  Par ty 
Event Meeting between all the stakeholders to discuss and 

comment on conceptual plan and ROW plans 
Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

People (Stakeholders)  TEAM, Consultant, MoDOT, GRG, City of Bridgeton Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Level of Need Coordinate with stakeholders on what the final design  
will be 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Information Draft concept plans and ROW plans + estimate of cost Consultant 

Format Private Meeting , City Hall Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Dates/Frequency After completion of conceptual and ROW plans Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Notice Outlook Meeting request, phone call, email Mark Rees  

Feedback Stakeholder’s opinion on the improvements/design Consultant 

Summary Meeting minutes, Stakeholder input summary Consultant 

Sharing Email minutes and input summary to TEAM, City of 
Bridgeton, GRG, and MoDOT.  Prepare RCA to update 
Street Committee. 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant. 

I tem Descr ip t ion Responsib le  Par ty 
Event Open House Public Meeting Mark Rees, Public 

Works Coordinator 
People (Stakeholders)  Consultant,  TEAM, City Council, Public, City of Bridgeton, 

GRG, MoDOT   
Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Level of Need Inform the public of the proposed plan / Required Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Information Displays of proposed improvements Consultant 

Format Public Meeting , Open house format Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Dates/Frequency After completion of the Conceptual Plans/stakeholder 
meeting. After completion of ROW Plans/stakeholder 
meeting 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Notice Outlook Meeting request / Public Announcements – City 
website, Changeable Message Boards , Direct mailing, 
Discover segment, social media – ask if MoDOT would be 
interested in publishing  

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Feedback Gather public opinion and concerns Consultant 

Summary Meeting minutes, Stakeholder input summary Consultant 
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Communication Planning Sheet for Specialized Stakeholder Meetings 
 

 

 

Communication Planning Sheet for Ground Breaking  

Sharing Email minutes and input summary to TEAM, Consultant, 
City of Bridgeton, GRG, and MoDOT.  Prepare memo to 
update CAG and RCA to update Street Committee. 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

I tem Descr ip t ion Responsib le  Par ty 
Event Community Action Group (CAG) Meetings Mark Rees, Public 

Works Coordinator 
People (Stakeholders)  Consultant, TEAM, City of Bridgeton, GRG, and CAG   Mark Rees, Public 

Works Coordinator 
Level of Need Coordinate with the CAG on the progress and direction of 

the project 
Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Information Initial Purpose, Need, and Context/Data of the project 
Conceptual and ROW Plans 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Format Private Meetings at City Hall conference room Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 
Consultant 

Dates/Frequency After initial data collection, and after completion of the 
Conceptual and ROW Plans/ Twice 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Notice Outlook Meeting request, phone calls Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator 

Feedback Gather the groups opinions and comments Consultant 

Summary Meeting minutes, Stakeholder input summary Consultant 

Sharing Email minutes and input summary to TEAM, Consultant, 
GRG, City of Bridgeton, and MoDOT.  Prepare RCA to 
update Street Committee. 

Mark Rees, Public 
Works Coordinator, 

I tem Descr ip t ion Responsib le  Par ty 
Event Ground Breaking  PW Coordinator, 

MoDOT 
People (Stakeholders)  Public, TEAM, Public Officials, Contractor, MoDOT, City of 

Bridgeton, GRG 
PW Coordinator 
MoDOT 

Level of Need As desired PW Coordinator 
MoDOT 

Information Public Ground Breaking    PW Coordinator, 
MoDOT 

Format Public gathering with elected officials; Public (Pedestrians 
and Bicyclists)  

PW Coordinator, 
MoDOT 
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Dates/Frequency TBD PW Coordinator, 
MoDOT 

Notice Public Advertisement on City website, email 
correspondence with stakeholders, CMS/DMS, Media 

PW Coordinator, 
MoDOT 

Feedback Public attendance and comments PW Coordinator, 
MoDOT 

Summary Celebration of beginning of work / work completed Public, Public Officials 

Sharing Public engagement Public, Public Officials 
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